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ORGANIZATION OF TEACHER-STUDENT
INTERACTION IN THE CONDITIONS
OF TECHNOLOGICAL LEARNING

The article highlights the organizational capabilities of
learning, an important feature of which is the partnership
interaction between teacher and pupils, which is the basis
of a successful cognitive process. The authors emphasize
that the educational interaction is realized in conditions
of a technological educational process and is successful
due to a clear division of functional responsibilities of its
participants. The peculiarities of educational interaction
concerning the professional training of a teacher and the
development of pupils’ learning to study are outlined.

1t is pointed out that an important factor in the part-
nership interaction of the subjects of the educational pro-
cess is the expression of the will of pupils who voluntarily
and readily accept the teachers instructions. This will
contribute not only to the acquisition of subject compe-
tencies, but also to the formation of a self-sufficient per-
sonality who is able to make conscious choices, select
appropriate means of its implementation and be respon-
sible for the results of their educational or professional
work. The personality orientation of free partnership and
educational interaction gains special power during the
study of a work of art, due to its spiritual potential, the
realization of which depends on the operational ability of
pupils to work on what is read.

Partnership interaction of subjects of the education
is realized through motivated statement of the education-
al task, definition of its executors and giving them an
approximate basis of activity, gradual consolidation of
the corresponding mental actions, that is owing to the
development and realization of the educational project,
and also checking of its efficiency, distribution in the ed-
ucational environment. Training which has the form of a
system of pedagogical actions, which provides a certain
combination of content and means of cognitive activity of
pupils aimed at achieving didactic result is offered.

The elucidation of the problem of project-based
learning in terms of educational interaction of its main
subjects aims to emphasize the organizational potential of
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technological learning and its features and benefits. As
they gradually gain subjective experience, pupils need less
help from the teacher, and their learning becomes free.

Key words: organization of educational process,
educational interaction, free learning, educational
project, technological training.

Y cmammi euceimmoromvca opeanizayiini moxcau-
80CMi HABUAHHS, 8AHCIUBOI0 O3HAKOI AKO20 € NApmHep-
cbKa 83a€MO0Is BYUMENs U YUHIB, WO BUCMYNAE OCHOBO
YVCHIUWHO20 NI3HABANLHO20 npoyecy. Aemopu Hazonouty-
10Mmb, WO HABYATLHA 83AEMOOIsS Peani3yeEmMvbCs 8 YMO8ax
MEXHONI02I308aH020 OCBIMHBLO20 NPOYeCy Ma YCRIUHO 8i0-
bysacmucsi 3a605KU YIMKOMY POZNOOLTY (DYHKYIOHAIbHUX
0008 ’513Ki6 11020 yuachuxie. OKpecuonmscs 0cooOnueocmi
HaguanbHoI 83a€MO0Ii, Wo cmocylomsvcsa axosoi niozo-
MOBKU GUUMEINSL MA PO3GUMKY 8 YUHI8 YMIHHA 8UUMUCH.

3aznauaemovca, wo 8axsCIUBUM YUHHUKOM NApmHep-
CbKOI 83a€MO0ii cyb '€Kmi6 0c8imHb020 npoyecy € 801esuU-
SI6NIEHHS YUHIG, SIKI O0OPOBIILHO [ 3 20MOBHICMIO CAPUILI-
Mmatoms Hacmanosu euumend. Lle cnpuamume ne nuwe
3000ymmio npeoMemHux Komnemernmnocmetl, a u gpopmy-
BAHHIO CAMOOOCMAMHBOT 0COOUCMOCHI, 30amHOI podumu
ceioomutl 6ubip OJistbHOCI, d0OUpamu 8iOnoGioHi 3aco-
Ou il BUKOHAHHA Ma 6i0nogioamu 3a pe3yibmamu C80€i
HasuanvHoi abo npogecitinoi pobomu. OcobucmicHa
CNPAMOBAHICIb BiILHO20 NAPMHEPCMEA Md HAGUANLHOI
83a€MO0ii HAbuUpae ocoonUBoi NOMYHCHOCHI nid Yac 8u-
BYEHMHSL XYOOICHLOLO MBOPY, 36ANHCAIOYU HA 11020 OYXOBHULL
NOMEHYIan, peanizayis K020 3a1erCums 6i0 onepayitnoi
30amMHOCMI YYHI8 NPayo8amu Hao NPOYUMAHUM.

THapmuepcoka 63aemodisn cyb ’'ekmieé HAGUAHHS pealti-
3yeEmbCs uepes YMOMUBO8AHY HOCHAHOBKY HABUANLHOZO
3a80aHHS, BUSHAYEHHS 11020 BUKOHABYIG I HAOAHHA iM Opi-
EHMOBHOI OCHOBU OLLILHOCI, NOEMANHE 3aKPINLeHH s 810~
NOBIOHUX PO3YMOBUX Oitl, MOOMO GHACTIOOK PO3POOIEHHSL T
30ILCHEHHSA HABYAILHO20 NPOEKMY, A MAKONHC NEPEGIPKUTIO20
ehexmugHOCmI, NOWUPEHHSL 8 0CEIMHLOMY CEPEeOOBULYI.
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Tlpononyemocs Haguanus, sike MAe U0 CUCMEMU Ne-
dazociunux Oill, wWo nepedbavac nesHy KomoiHayiro 3mi-
cmy 1l 3aco0i8 Ni3HABANLHOI OIANILHOCMI YUHI8, CHPAMO-
BAHOI HA OOCSACHEHHS. OUOAKMUYHO20 Pe3YIbmanty.

Bucsimnennss npobnemu npoekmHo2o HAGUAHHS 3
noens0y HABUAIbHOI 83AEMOOIT 1020 OCHOBHUX CYO €KMIB
Mac Ha memi aKyeHmyeamu opauizayiunu nomenyian
MEexXHON02I308AH020 HABUAHHA MA 11020 0COONUBOCMI U
nepesazu. Y mipy nocmynoeo2o nadymms cy6 €Kmno2o
00C8IJy yuHi MeHue nompebyioms 00NoMocu Uumeins, d
iXHe HaguanHs HAOUPAE BLILHO20 XaAPAKMep).

Knwouosi crosa: opeanizayis HaguaibHO20 npoye-
€Y, HABYAbHA B3AEMOOISL, BIIbHE HABYAHMS, HABYANLHULL
NPOEKN, MEXHONO2I308aHE HAGYAHHSL.

B cmamvwe ocsewyaromes opeanuzayuontvle 603modic-
HOCMU  MEXHONOSUSUPOBAHHO20 OOVYEHUS, BANCHBIM
NPUSHAKOM KOMOPO2O AGNAEMCS NAPMHEPCKOE 83AUMO-
Oeticmeue yuumens u y4auwuxcs, Komopoe eblcnyndaem
3a1020M YCHEWHO20 NO3HABAMENbHO20 npoyecca. As-
Mopbl NOOYEPKUBAIOM, UMO YyuebHoe 83aumoolelicmeue
VUACMHUKOS 9MO20 Npoyecca Hpoucxooum 01azooaps
YEeMKOMY PACHPeOeNeHUI0 uUx QyHKYUOHAIbHBIX 00s3aH-
HOcmell — eda202UtecKux U y4eHUYeCKux.

Dpghexmusnvim cpedcmeom compyOHUUeCmea yiu-
mensi U YUEHUKO8 CYUMAencst y4eOHblil NPoeKm, peai-
3ayust KOMOPO2o NPeonoiazaen He moibKko papabomxy
«NMPOEKMHOU OOKYMEHMAYUU», HO U ONPEOeLeHUst UCHOT-
Humenet 3anpoeKmupo8arHHol pabomol.

Packpvimue npobnemvl npoekmHo2o 00yueHus ¢
MOYKU 3peHust Y4eOHO20 63aUMOOCLICMBUs €20 OCHOB-
HbIX CYOBLEKMO8 NPOUCXOOUM C Yelbl0 aKYEeHMUposams
OpP2aHU3AYUOHHDBLL NOMEHYUAL MEXHOLOSUSUPOBAHHO2O
06yuenus, e2o ocobennocmu u npeumywecmea. Ilo mepe
npuobpemenust CyobeKmHo20 ONbIMA YUeHUKU Yice He 3a-
BUCSIIN OM NOMOWU YYUMETIsL UL BHEWUHUX PAKMOpPOs, mo-
ecmb ux odyueHue npuobpemaem c60000HbII Xapakmep.

Kniwouesvie cnosa: opeanuzayus yuebnoeo npoyec-
ca, yuebHoe e@3aumolelicmsue, c80000HOe o0byueHue,
VUeOHbII NPOEeKM, MEXHOI0SUZUPOBAHHOE 00yUeHue.

Statement of the problem. Improvement of the
classroom system of schooling determines the search for
its effective organizational forms that are more consistent
with the personality-oriented paradigm of modern edu-
cation and meet the requirements of its universalization.
The problem of organizing the educational process has
always been a priority in pedagogical science. Thus, even
in the last century it was attempted to improve through
various projects: the Dalton Plan, the laboratory-brigade
method, the Lipetsk experience, programmed learning,
simulation-based learning, group work, etc. All of them
draw attention to the driving forces of the pedagogical
process, from which we can identify priorities: the orga-
nizational efforts of the teacher and the learning motives
and capabilities of students. The first one concerns the
forms of teaching, the second — the personal-motiva-
tional factor of student activity. The problem is not only
to develop and improve them but also to connect them
closely. It is about the organization of partnership inter-
action between the participants of educational process in
a school course of Ukrainian literature.

Analysis of recent research and publications.
Organization of education is considered in the scientific
literature as an ordered set of actions aimed at shaping
the personality [2, p. 612—-613]. Organizational actions
in the educational process are always associated with
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multi-vector communication of its participants which
means their intersubjective interaction. Proposing the
concept of intersubjective teaching of Ukrainian liter-
ature V. Ulishchenko focuses on a comprehensive dia-
logue not only between a teacher and students but also
students between themselves, between the reader and the
characters of the work, between the author and the char-
acters of the work and readers, etc. [13, p. 111-119]. That
is, the emphasis is on different types of dialogue such
as: reading, artistic, inter-artistic, etc. However, only the
teacher’s communication with students has educational
significance. It is the teacher who plans and implements
in school practice the methods and techniques of inter-
subjective studying, and the main means of education-
al interaction is his tasks and questions to students. The
method of intersubjective teaching of Ukrainian litera-
ture developed by V. Ulishchenko allows to expand the
range of educational cooperation between a teacher and
students. This process takes place due to their interaction
with educational objects, first of all works of art and their
figurative components. That is, educational cooperation
is given substantive content.

Regarding the process of intersubjective interaction
the ideas of technological renewal of education are ac-
tualized. Scientists call the functioning of pedagogical
technology as an interconnected activity of a teacher and
students on a contractual basis in accordance with the di-
dactic purpose (H. Aleksandrov, V. Monakhov, V. Slas-
tenin). Analyzing the foreign experience of theoretical
development and application of technological learning
M. Klarin claimed in the late twentieth century that this
trend had spread to all developed countries. In the words
of the scientist the idea to transform learning into a kind
of «production and technological process with a guaran-
teed result» [5, p. 3] achieved as a result of programmed
reproduction of actions of a teacher and students was
perceived as very attractive. The possibility of multiple
repetition (reproduction) of the same mental actions is
related to the study of certain educational material which
determine the definition of appropriate types of cogni-
tive tasks and procedures for solving them. Since the
structure of the content of the studied material reflects
the system of mental actions aimed at their assimilation,
there is a need to appropriately structure the content and
process of educational work. This means to some extent
the standardization of students’ subject competencies
and ways of their formation. At the beginning of the XXI
century scientists (T. Nazarova) indicated the standard-
ization and unification of educational production in the
education system. Nowadays the standardization of the
content of school education is recognized as an active
factor of its quality in the schools of the EU countries, as
it implies the consistent achievement of the educational
goal through the structuring of subject material [6]. This
is implemented mainly by algorithmic activities that have
a strong organizational value which is characteristic of
the built on technological logic process. The modeling
of this work is a preliminary description of the students’
actions by the teacher which gradually and successfully
lead them to the formation of certain competencies. This
allows us to consider studying as an interconnected co-
operation of its main subjects. H. Aleksandrov explains
pedagogical technology as «a set of methods and tech-
niques, forms of interconnected activities of a teacher
and a student which ensures the efficiency of functioning
of the pedagogical system and the achievement of set
pedagogical goals» [1, p. 58].
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A kind of culmination in the educational interaction
of teachers and students, which is successfully imple-
mented in the context of technological learning, happens
at the intersection of the content and forms of education.
As a result of the partnership of performers, pedagog-
ical technology acts as a dynamic operational-essential
subjective characteristic of the educational process. An-
alyzing various forms of organization of the educational
process (the Dalton Plan, its transformation into the labo-
ratory-brigade method, Jena-plan, Winnetka Plan, etc.)
1. Ziaziun identified the features of free learning based on
the organizational principles of conscious planning and
voluntary performing of cognitive activity by students.
The scientist points to the following actions: students’
awareness of the logic of subject knowledge deployment,
ability to analyze the learning situation, independent
setting the goal of their own activities, making a phased
program of their actions, implementing it and analyzing
the results, evaluating the success of the task perfor-
mance, etc. [4, p. 303—304]. These are indicators of high
educational achievements of students. Students, who
have mastered the methods of acquiring new knowledge
and achieved certain educational results, have a positive
attitude to cognitive activity and a peculiar taste of cog-
nition. Such qualities make a person free to choose not
only the content and forms of their mental actions but
also their successful application in practice.

According to I. Ziaziun the personal freedom of stu-
dents, which is realized in the coordinates of organiza-
tional forms of the educational process, is of fundamental
importance for our research. Methodists emphasize: «The
organization of modern studying in terms of values of
students’ personal development determines the restruc-
turing of the content and methods of literary education»
[15, p. 185]. If I. Ziaziun pointed to the modern philo-
sophy of pedagogical action, it is necessary to anticipate
the corresponding ideology of student action which is re-
alized on a partnership basis of educational interaction of
all participants of the technological educational process.
The personal orientation of the educational process in the
conditions of free studying and intersubjective cooper-
ation of its participants gains special power during the
study of a literary work. This is explained by the fact that
the emphasis is on the spiritual potential of the work, the
realization of which depends on the students’ operational
ability to process the previously read information.

Reforming Ukrainian education on a competency
basis means that all subjects of the educational process
must be clearly aware of their actions and the results
of their implementation. Then education will look like
a system of pedagogical actions that successively deter-
mine the content, means and nature of students’ cognitive
activity aimed at achieving a didactic result. The problem
of development and application of pedagogical technolo-
gies in the conditions of the New Ukrainian School as the
content and organizational factor of quality of developing
educational process is actualized [4].

Thus, pedagogical technology is an organizational
and procedural part of pedagogical science which means
the optimal interaction of a teacher, students, educational
material and methods, forms and means of studying in
the process of which the didactic goal is guaranteed to
be realized.

However on the way to the implementation of tech-
nological learning difficulties of both conceptual and
practical nature arise. There is an identification of the
concepts of methods of teaching and teaching technology,
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neglecting technological tools and acquirement of skills
to work with them, underestimation of algorithmization
and standardization of cognitive activity, of control-
lability of the educational process and interaction of a
teacher and students in achieving a didactic goal, etc.
The widespread school practice of mainly reproductive
learning and «explanation of new material» contradicts
the requirements of innovative updating of both the peda-
gogical arsenal of developmental learning and the forma-
tion of students’ subject reading competence. Reforming
the school education system on a new conceptual basis
requires a deeper theoretical support of the educational
process in both semantic and formal aspects.

The aim of the article is to determine the optimal
organizational forms of educational interaction between
a teacher and students in the process of analysis and in-
terpretation of a work of art.

Methodology of the research.The interconnect-
ed activity of a teacher and students is actively consid-
ered by scientists-didactics in the aspect of technolog-
ical learning (I. Bohdanova, M. Klarin, V. Monakhov,
V. Palamarchuk, O. Piekhota, S. Sysoieva). The partner-
ship between a teacher and students, which is realized
in the conditions of technological learning, requires first
of all the delimitation of their functional responsibilities.
1. Ziaziun pointed out that «a student must first master a
peculiar «profession of studenty, i.e. learn to use the nec-
essary technological arsenal» [3, p. 77]. This statement
of the scientist correlates with the understanding of the
conditions and means of forming the students’ reading
competence. It is about a purposeful process of acquisi-
tion of subject knowledge by students and development
of their skills, figurative representations and formation of
the personal attitude to what is read and personally expe-
rienced, developing an «algorithm of reading of works
of art» [11, p. 6]. At the same time, as V. Shuliar noted, a
literature teacher «must clearly imagine the components
of their professional competence», their acme-trajectory
of the development [14, p. 134].

So, the problem of educational interaction should
concern both the professional training of teachers and
mastering of learning methods by students. The readi-
ness of the teacher to apply educational technologies, the
availability of technological tools and the formation of a
competent reader are actualized. Such student-reader is
able to independently comprehend the figurative mean-
ing and ideological and aesthetic potential of the work
of art, to choose on the basis of what is read personally
important and socially significant values.

Presentation of the main material. The productive
nature of cooperation between a teacher and students-
readers is realized on the basis of actualization of expe-
rience of subjects of teaching and their analytical-inter-
pretative, aesthetically valuable activity in the course of
processing the work.

Recognition of students as subjects of the education-
al process has a motivational value and serves to activate
their self-expression in their own activities which take
place on the basis of free studying (according to 1. Zia-
ziun). The interiorization of mental actions of different
types, which are actual in the subject environment, is
achieved through the possibilities of technological learn-
ing, an important tool of which is the indicative basics
of cognitive activity. The greater the students’ experi-
ence of performing educational tasks of various kinds of
cognitive work will be, the stronger their ability to in-
dependently plan and perform educational activities will



be, the ability to technological thinking and keeping or-
der of performing the task will develop.

The construction of subject learning technology di-
rects the joint work of a teacher and students in the sys-
tem-structural aspect of the analysis of the work of art for
its adequate interpretation and spiritual impact. Basing on
the logic of constructing a certain literary work the teacher
disassembles it with students into figurative components.
They are considered in semantic and form meanings tak-
ing into account their relationship with each other. As a
result of educational interaction the teacher supervises the
work of students who develop appropriate competencies
through the reproducibility of mental actions. To achieve
the planned result it is necessary to perform a number of
organizational measures that constitute the content and
form of the educational process ensuring its competence
character. Basing on the motivation of learning and actu-
alization of basic knowledge the teacher needs not only to
define learning objectives but also to reveal the algorithm
of their gradual implementation through each action which
at first becomes educational and then — training. This al-
gorithm of actions is the basis of technological learning,
serves as a kind of compass of knowledge and action, is
recognized as the only tool of learning (L. Landa).

The subject of our research is the activity aspect of in-
terrelated pedagogical and student actions. The phenomenon
of fiction is that its study is impossible without direct and
interested contact of the reader with the text of the work.
The level of students’ comprehension of what is read and
the degree of influence on consciousness and feelings,
which is a motivating factor in determining and mastering
the basics of artistic cognition, depends on the depth of
students’ comprehension of the phenomenon of the art of
words. Only by realizing these rules the student-reader is
able to «work with texts of different artistic and aesthetic
systems, cultural and historical epochs, worldviews, tradi-
tions and styles: to understand the content of reading, to
clarify the author’s position and artistic means of convey-
ing it to the reader, to create their own meanings based on
what is read...», as the current curriculum of Ukrainian
literature requires [11, p. 6]. At the same time, a teacher,
rather than a content of a textbook, has more opportunities
to form the students’ rules of such educational activity.

The role of pedagogical management of educational
process grows in the conditions of educational interac-
tion. The literature teacher needs to organize students’
learning activities to ensure meaningful mastery of the
ideological and artistic content of the work, expressive
reading of it and at the same time the formation and de-
velopment of students’ reading skills which are the com-
ponents of subject reading competence. It is important
that students-readers not only understand the meaning of
what is read but also understand the ways of their work on
the text, develop criteria for evaluating the art of speech.
The components of the mechanism of educational inter-
action are pedagogical and student actions, whose object
of study is a work of art: the teacher’s word, education-
al tasks and questions, individual, group and collective
work of students, etc. An important role in this process
is given to the use of indicative bases of mental actions
which provide both mental and moral complication,
which must be overcome by solving the problem. For ex-
ample, it may be a task for ninth-graders to explain the
tragedy of Kateryna from the poem of the same name by
Taras Shevchenko. The organizational role of the teach-
er will be to help students to answer this problematic
question on their own with the help of leading questions.
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It is important that the teacher’s tasks and questions con-
sistently direct students’ attention to the essence of the
problem, contribute to the motivation of active search.
For this purpose a heuristic conversation is used, whose
order of the questions will be algorithmic. For example:
«What disaster happened to Kateryna? Do you sympa-
thize with her?», « What life circumstances prompted her
to commit suicide?», «Can Kateryna be condemned for
her act?», «What is the tragedy of the situation where
the main character got into?», etc. Consistently answer-
ing the questions the ninth-graders gradually come to the
conclusion that the feeling of loneliness and insecurity
turned out the factor that caused the tragedy of the girl.

Since the literary analysis is «carried out by high-
lighting significant elements in the work, consideration
of each of them and the relationship between themy», the
appropriate order of reader actions is determined, which
has technological significance for their sequential forma-
tion [12, p. 55]. As the reading activity expands, students
form techniques of analytical work on the text. Howev-
er this happens much faster and more correctly when the
teacher reveals to students the trajectory of educational
activities and its practically appropriate means of effective
implementation in advance. The partnership interaction of
the subjects of studying takes place through the motivated
statement of the task, determination of its executors and
giving them an indicative basis of actions, gradual con-
solidation of the appropriate mental actions. That is, as a
result of the development and implementation of the ed-
ucational project, as well as testing its effectiveness and
dissemination in the educational environment.

The educational goal, formulated in the curriculum
of Ukrainian literature, is transformed into a teacher-de-
fined motivational scheme for students of analytical and
synthetic actions due to the reliance on a clear algorithm
for their performing [11, p. 37]. For example, in the pro-
cess of studying the works of L. Hlibov in the 6th grade,
such algorithm can be shown in the form of reference
points for work on the fable «The Pike»: 1. Moods. 2.
Event. 3. The characters and their relationships. 4. Art
tools. 5. Author’s position. 6. The moral of the fable. 7.
Fable poem and genre of the work. 8. Intertextual con-
nections. The meaning of the algorithm is that it provides
a clear sequence of performance because each subse-
quent action is performed only after the corresponding
previous one. Thus, studying takes place «through every
learning action» (M. Hrynova) which contributes to the
formation of students’ certain stereotype of mental and
practical activities.

The educational interaction of the subjects of cogni-
tion is realized in the fact that the teacher sets the task and
shows the way to complete it and the performers-students
have an opportunity to optimally distribute the time, con-
tent and forms of their work. Subsequently they can be
exempted from external support and move to a higher,
exploratory level of activity. The formation of mental ac-
tions of students-readers occurs taking into account the
content and form of the studied work of art, the struc-
ture of cognitive work on the text and the level of their
reading competence. The learning technology is effective
if the subjective experience of students is taken into ac-
count as much as possible. This is one of the factors of
partnership between a teacher and students which works
in the conditions of individualization and differentiation
of the educational process. Differentiation, as noted by
A. Sbruieva, occursunder the conditions of studying which
involves the use of different methods, tools, teaching
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materials in the learning process of different groups of
students, i.e. is realized only in the interaction of a teach-
er with students [8, p. 224]. Therefore, their partnership
in conditions of technological education is always based
on the principles of individualized and differentiated
learning which allows to take into account the subjective
experience of the performers on time and to determine
the level of pedagogical assistance to them accordingly.

Due to the different level of students’ reading com-
petence concerning the performance of certain tasks, the
teacher applies the indicative bases of action of different
completeness achieving the necessary reliance of per-
formers on external sources: rules, memos, instructions,
etc. Conditionally dividing students into groups accord-
ing to the level of their mental and literary development,
he not only offers them an exploratory task but also gives
recommendations of the algorithmic type for its perfor-
mance. It can be a task to describe the appearance of the
character with an indication of the portrait details from
the text, to determine the author’s attitude to the charac-
ter on the basis of his description according to a detailed
algorithm-recommendation. For example, to reread the
text (excerpt); to find a description of the character’s
appearance in the text; to determine what details make
up the portrait of the character; to write the details of
appearance in a notebook; to observe in which words of
the description of the portrait the author’s attitude to the
character is felt and what it is; to explain their attitude to
the literary character.

Some students should be advised to try to imagine
the appearance of the character, to describe his portrait
close to the text.

However some students-readers need at least brief
recommendations of this type: 1. Who is the main char-
acter of the work? 2. What is your attitude to him / her?
3. What appearance features of the character do you re-
member? 4. Try to describe his / her appearance.

So, students work on one task but receive different
help from the teacher depending on the level of their
academic achievements which contributes to closer ed-
ucational interaction of participants in the educational
process. By the same signs, for example in US schools,
the division of students into groups (tracks) is common —
high, medium, low in the level of development of intel-
lectual abilities and academic success [8, p. 227]. More-
over, as scientists warn, the younger the students are,
the more detailed the recommendations for organizing
their independent work should be (V. Palamarchuk). The
main thing is that in each case the teacher will work with
students on the principle of performing a full cycle of
cognitive activity which is essential for the organization
and success of the educational process as it will gradually
transfer all mental actions of a certain type in the internal
plan of the subject [10].

Conclusions and perspectives for further re-
search. Studying interaction involves the presence and
development of subjective experience of all participants
of the educational process. The organization of educa-
tional interaction should take place on a technological
basis which means the restructuring of cognitive activity
in the procedural direction through its algorithmization.
Organized cognitive work of students, specially orga-
nized and managed by the teacher, is a reliable factor in
the success of their joint activities. Standardization not
only of the content, but also of the forms of education due
to their structuring and consistent implementation has a
significant potential for the organization and conducting
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qualitative school literary education. The structure of the
content of a work of art is a determining factor in the per-
formance of students’ mental actions on the text. Their ex-
ploratory work should be provided with indicative bases
of actions, full mastering of which contributes to the for-
mation of ways of activity of the appropriate type.

REFERENCES

1. Aleksandrov H. N. Pedagogical systems, peda-
gogical processes and pedagogical technologies. Ne 4.
Moscow : Academy of Pedagogical and Social Sciences,
2000. 624 p. (in Russian).

2. Encyclopedia of Education / V. H. Kremen. Kyiv:
Yurinkom Inter, 2008. 1040 p. (in Ukrainian).

3. Ziaziun 1. A. Technologization of education as a
historical continuity. Continuing professional education :
theory and practice. 2001. Ne 1. P. 73-85. (in Ukrainian).

4. Ziaziun 1. A. Philosophy of pedagogical action:
monograph. Cherkasy : Bohdan Khmelnytsky National
University of Cherkasy, 2008. 608 p. (in Ukrainian).

5. Klaryn M. V. Pedagogical technology in the edu-
cational process. Foreign experience analysis. Moscow :
Znanie, 1989. 80 p. (in Russian).

6. Lokshyna O. 1. The content of school education
in the European Union: theory and practice (second half
of XX — beginning of XXI century) : monograph. Kyiv:
Bohdanova A. M., 2009.404 p. (in Ukrainian).

7. Palamarchuk V. F., Baranovska O. V. Pedagogi-
cal technologies of teaching in the conditions of the new
Ukrainian school : vector of development. Ukrainian
pedagogical journal. 2018. Ne 3. P. 60—66. (in Ukrainian).

8. Sbruieva A. A. Comparative pedagogy : textbook.
2nd ed. Sumy: VTD «Universytetska Knyhay, 2004.
320 p. (in Ukrainian).

9. Sytchenko A. L. Educational and technological
concept of literary analysis : monograph. Kyiv : Lenvit,
2004. 304 p. (in Ukrainian).

10. Soldatenko M. M. Theory and practice of inde-
pendent cognitive activity : monograph. Kyiv : Publish-
ing House of the National Pedagogical University named
after M. P. Dragomanov, 2006. 198 p. (in Ukrainian).

11. Ukrainian literature. Grades 5-9. curriculum for
secondary schools, order of the Ministry of Education
and Science of Ukraine from 07.06.2017 Ne 804 [online].
URL: https://mon.gov.ua/storage/app/media/zagalna%:20
serednya/programy-5-9-klas/onovlennya-12-2017/na-
sajt-ukrayinska-literatura-5-9-z-chervonimdoc-2.pdf.
(Last accessed: 11.05.2020). (in Ukrainian).

12. Ukrainian literary encyclopedia in five volumes.
Vol. 1. Kyiv : Holov. Red. URE Im. M. P. Bazhana, 1988.
536 p. (in Ukrainian).

13. Ulishchenko V. V. Theory and practice of inter-
subjective teaching of Ukrainian literature at school :
monograph. Kyiv : Publishing House of the National
Pedagogical University named after M. P. Dragomanov,
2011. 398 p. (in Ukrainian).

14. Shuliar V. I. Modern lesson of Ukrainian liter-
ature : monograph. Mykolaiv : Ilion, 2014. 553 p. (in
Ukrainian).

15. Yatsenko T. O. The tendencies of development of
methods of teaching the Ukrainian literature in secondary
schools (second half of XX — beginning of XXI century) :
monograph. Kyiv : Pedahohichna Dumka, 2016. 360 p.
(in Ukrainian).

Jama naoxoodocenns 0o pedaxyii 29.07.2020 p.



