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ВСТУПНЕ СЛОВО 
 

Дорогі учасники, колеги, студенти! 

Сьогодні ми відкриваємо унікальний захід – Першу міжнародну науково-практичну 

конференцію «Європейське майбутнє: філософські та освітні студії». 

Цей захід присвячений Дню Європи в Україні, де, до речі, і розташований географічний 

центр Європи. 

 

Dear conference participants, colleagues, students! 

We are opening the unique First International Scientific and Practical Conference "The 

European Future: Philosophical and Educational Studies". 

This event is dedicated to Days of Europe in Ukraine, where the geographical center of 

Europe is located. 

Метою нашого спілкування є осмислення сучасних філософсько-освітніх і 

комунікаційних проблем, інтеграція закладів вищої освіти в європейське освітнє середовище, 

гуманізація та гуманітаризація сучасного освітнього простору. 

Філософія  освіти  є  сучасним  розгалуженим  знанням,  що  охоплює  багато 

сфер: філософія виховання, філософія мови; філософія історії, філософія математики, 

філософія економіки та грошей, філософія права, філософія штучного інтелекту, філософія 

екології, філософія здоров‟я, філософія політики, філософія спілкування та комунікації. 

Філософія освіти є унікальним знанням, що демонструє нам, яку людину майбутнього 

ми маємо виховати, як ми це можемо зробити та, головне, для чого – яким має бути 

соціально-педагогічний результат нашої діяльності. 

Філософія освіти – це тактика і стратегія виховання, це методологічний орієнтир 

підготовки нашої молоді до майбутнього. 

Ця відносно молода наука є сучасною стратегічною дослідницькою галуззю соціальної 

філософії, оскільки покликана не тільки аналізувати підстави педагогічної діяльності й 

освіти, надавати методи створення нових освітніх систем, а й регулювати вибір оптимальних 

орієнтирів освітньо-виховного процесу – окреслювати не тільки здобуття фахових знань- 

вмінь-навичок, а й формувати світогляд майбутніх фахівців, котрі своєю чергою 

впливатимуть на викристалізовування ціннісної моделі своїх учнів – людей майбутнього. 

Стратегічна місія сучасної філософії освіти полягає в орієнтуванні викладачів освітніх 

інституцій передусім на інновації в педагогіці, спрямовані на покращення якості освіти. 

Однак у методологічному плані на перший план все частіше виступає важливість 

формування «м‟яких» навичок – визнається суттєвішим формування «людського в людині» – 

відповідно до європейських загальнолюдських цінностей. 

Як бачимо, філософія освіти об‟єднала сьогодні мислячих і небайдужих людей з різних 

країн світу: вчених, викладачів, докторантів, аспірантів, магістрантів – усіх, хто цікавиться 

філософсько-освітньою та комунікаційною проблематикою. 

Тож побажаємо нашим учасникам вдалих виступів і плідного філософсько-освітнього 

спілкування! 

 

БЕРЕГОВА Галина 
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PHILOSOPHICAL FOUNDATIONS OF THE PRAGMATIZATION 
OF MODERN EDUCATION IN THE ASPECT OF LANGUAGE 

TRAINING  OF HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS 
At the current stage of the development of Ukrainian pedagogy, in particular its linguistic 

didactic field, the interest of researchers in the problem of pragmatization of modern education in 
the aspect of language training of students of higher institutions has revived. This is due to a 
number of reasons, among which are: the state's interest in the formation of citizens of a modern 
nation who possess the skills of successful communication at various levels – international, 
professional, interpersonal, etc.; educational priorities for the formation of the experience of a 
successful linguistic personality of a specialist with clear motivation, skills of a leadership 
communicative position, flexible speech behavior, positive interaction and influence on the 
interlocutor in order to achieve a communicative goal; the search for modern and optimal 
methodological tools for language learning that meet modern standards of European education. 

Pragmatization of the language training of a student of higher education institutions is a 
direction of linguistic didactic practice aimed at the formation of communicative and pragmatic 
competence, which will later become the basis of professional communicative activity aimed at 
obtaining successful results. 

The pragmatic paradigm of modern Ukrainian language didactics is represented by a number 
of concepts: pragmatic didactics, pragmatic aspect, pragmatic (communicative-pragmatic) 
approach, pragmatic (communicative-pragmatic) competence, communicative-pragmatic basis of 
learning, etc. The scope of research includes the problems of the pragmatic aspect of teaching 
grammar, stylistics, the pragmatic basis of the formation of professional linguistic and 
communicative competence, the development of text-creating and discursive skills based on 
pragmatics, the formation of communicative and pragmatic competence of students and future 
specialists, etc. (F. Batsevich, R. Druzhenenko, A. Nikitina , A. Popovych, M. Oliyar, S. Omelchuk, 
T. Symonenko, L. Struganets, etc.). Meanwhile, we do not observe the unity of scientific concepts, 
which is caused by a shallow study of the methodology of the phenomenon of pragmatism. This 
became the reason for the analysis of the philosophical foundations of the pragmatic theory. 

Pragmatism is a philosophical direction of the late 19th and early 20th centuries; a section of 
semiotics dealing with aspects related to the subject (author) of the text, the addressee (reader, 
recipient) and their interaction in the act of communication [6]. According to tradition, the 
pragmatic level of linguistic personality is the level of identifying the relationship between the 
subject and the signs he uses in his activities. Pragmatics (from the Greek pragma, pragmatos) – 
business, action. At the current stage of the development of pragmatic theory, researchers connect 
the case and the action with the concepts of the subjective factor of speech behavior, because 
behind every statement there is a person, the author of events, a successful result of communication, 
the achievement of a perlocutionary effect through mutual understanding and influence on the 
interlocutor, as well as influence as values. 

Elements of pragmatic theory can be observed in the thoughts of Aristotle, Heraclitus, 
Epicurus, Marcus Aurelius, Plato, Seneca, Socrates, Cicero: the problem of active, correct, mutual, 
situational, influential, effective behavior as a human activity. Accordingly, there were statements 
about the role of the subjective factor in the uniqueness of knowing the world and the corresponding 
human activity; about the dependence of successful human behavior on the level of its sensitivity, 
intelligence, wisdom (experience); about the dependence of the choice of behavior on the situation, 
etc. 



    

 

 

 

The foundation of scientific pragmatics is laid in the studies of I. Kant (pragmatic 

anthropology course, 1798). The subject of study is an active person who learns and creates the 

world around him. The scientist takes into account the physiological aspect (what nature has given a 

person for successful activity) and the pragmatic (what a person can successfully do by himself as a 

free subject). In the writings of I. Kant, we also observe elements of communicative pragmatics: 

according to the researcher, people who speak the same language can be far from each other in 

terms of concepts, and this can be felt only in a specific situation, when everyone acts according to 

their own understanding [2] . Therefore, he attaches special importance to the idea of understanding 

and mutual understanding between interlocutors as a factor of successful communication. 

Later, explorations of pragmatics were reflected in the semiotic concept of the sign as a 

tripartite phenomenon by C. Morris, C. Peirce, in the idea of selectivity in the activity of 

consciousness by W. James, pragmatic personality education by J. Dewey, in the understanding of 

the cult of aesthetic feeling in the pragmatic and rational life of J. Santayana, in the theory of 

language games of L. Wittgenstein, in the interpretation of mutual understanding by Y. Habermas, 

the subjective understanding of truth by M. Heidegger, the category of intersubjectivity as a 

condition of mutual understanding by K.-O. Apel, ethics of responsibility of E. Levinas, discursive 

practices of M. Foucault, etc. 

Achieving success and influencing the interlocutor or audience in any activity (including 

communicative) and in various ways [4], [5] is one of the basic provisions of philosophical 

pragmatism. What does success depend on? One concept is not found in scientific concepts. For 

example, within the framework of fallibilism, C. Pierce, K. Poper develop the idea that success 

depends on the situation in which a person finds himself), besides, personal experience is also 

important; radical empiricist U. James defends the pragmatic principle of "will to believe", and 

therefore considers willpower as a means of achieving success, although he does not reject the 

influence of feelings and emotions in achieving results; according to research by scientists [3], 

D. Dewey, as a supporter of philosophical instrumentalism, considers reason and intelligence to be 

a means of successful activity. 

Philosophical positions are valuable in modeling the pragmatic concept of language training, 

because they give an understanding that the signs of a pragmatic linguistic personality are the 

ability to own the communication situation, evaluate the interlocutor and influence him with 

linguistic means as markers of revealing will, emotion, feeling, as well as professional experience 

and intelligence . In view of what has been said, it is possible to influence and achieve success by 

voluntary, logical, aesthetic means of the language system. 

A sign of the pragmatization of philosophical concepts is the study of the problem of the 

interaction of personalities and the interpretation of meanings: success in communicative interaction 

can be achieved on the basis of mutual understanding due to the same interpretative capabilities of 

the participants (D. Dilthey, M. Heidegger, F. Schleimacher). The concepts of meaning, interaction, 

mutual understanding, interpretative competence, in our opinion, should become an asset of the 

linguistic didactic concept of pragmatization of the language training of the applicant of higher 

education institutions. 

The philosophy of language communication [1] supplements the pragmaticon with such terms 

as: language game, communicative action, strategic action, communicative competence, 

communicative responsibility, communicative rationality, speech act, communicative act, speech 

behavior, regulation of speech behavior, adaptation to situational conditions, interaction , pragmatic 

discourse, discursive game, reflection, reflexive competence, intersubjectivity, diapositive 

(ensemble of said and unsaid), pragmatic ethics, etc. These concepts expand the boundaries of the 

linguistic didactic concept of language training of the future specialist, and lead to an objective 

understanding of its main provisions. 

The analysis of scientific studies on philosophical pragmatism makes it possible to conclude 

that this is a philosophy of successful, productive activity. The philosophical tradition of 

pragmatism gives rise to some basic provisions of the concept of pragmatization of language 



      

 

 

 

training of students of higher education institutions: the goal is the formation of the applicant's 

communicative and pragmatic competence, pragmatic features of his speech (communicative) 

behavior aimed at a successful result; a marker of pragmatic signs of speech (communicative) 

behavior is formed interpretive, adaptive, interactive, reflective skills; a tool in achieving a 

pragmatic goal – intellectual, emotional, volitional factors, as well as the principles of compliance 

with ethical norms and aesthetic tastes, which are manifested in pragmatically oriented linguistic 

means consciously chosen in accordance with the situation; successful pragmatic activity of the 

future specialist is manifested in positive communicative influence and interaction with partners or 

colleagues. 
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A MODERN WAY OF ORGANISING INFORMATION 

DURING TRAININGTHE USE OF MIND MAPS IS 

One of the modern innovative ways of organising the information space during training, 

taking into account the peculiarities of the thinking of a modern student, is mental maps (mind map, 

intelligence map, memory map, mind map, consciousness map) – a convenient tool for displaying 

the thinking process and structuring information in a visual form, implemented in the form of a tree 

diagram, which displays words, ideas, illustrations, concepts, etc. connected by "branches", based 

on the research and development of the English psychologist T. Buzen [2, р.19-18]. 

A mind map is a creative mental tool used to generate new ideas, make decisions, organise 

information and process it; think strategically (the ability to look at an issue in its entirety and take 

into account all the features); make plans, understand your goals, describe areas of activity; take 

notes; create presentations and projects that reflect your train of thought; conduct brainstorming 

sessions, etc. The main difference between mind maps and other visualisation methods is that mind 

maps not only activate memory, but also introduce an element of creativity. When developing a 

mind map to systematise information, it is necessary to follow a clear sequence: the key idea, topic 

or issue is in the centre, and further branches diverge from it – subtopics, concepts, ideas, etc. 

Information blocks that are related to each other are combined with the same colour or background. 

This variant of organising mental processes allows to achieve a high level of generating new ideas 

[1, р.73, 2, р.19-21, 3, р.62]. 

Mind maps can be created both by drawing manually and by using templates within computer 

programs, for example, Google (www.coggle.it), BubblUs (www.bubbl.us), MindMeister 

(www.mindmeister.com), etc. In addition, mind maps can be created individually, for example, to 

process a large amount of information in preparation for a practical class, and in groups, for 

example, when solving a problem or clinical situation in a practical class. 
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