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Gunko S. Diagnostics of the Condition and Features of School 
Motivation of Students 

In the article was describe the results of diagnostics of formation and 
characteristics of educational motivation in the students of secondary and senior 
levels of general education institutions of different types. It was established that 
there are differences in the distribution of students by level of schooling as 
motivation depending on age and from the institution in which they study. In 
particular, the proportion of middle school students with a high and good level 
of school motivation is generally higher than among senior students. It was 
found that there is overload of students in all educational institutions. There are 
children with a negative attitude towards school, school maladaptation, high 
anxiety who experience negative, traumatic or unacceptable emotional 
experiences. It has been established that in each educational institution among 
the students of the middle level there are children who are partially isolated in 
the classroom or included in a small closed group. It was found that in one of 
the institutions conflicts between students with a class teacher, and in the other – 
certain problems in the interaction of the class teacher with the students. It was 
carried statistical evaluation of differences in performance and the distribution 
of students by level of school motivation depending on both the age and the 
institution in which they study, which showed that these differences are of an 
occasional nature. 

Key words: the motive, motivation, the levels of school motivation. 
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