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SOCIAL CULTURAL FACTORS OF
METHODOLOGISATION OF THE MODERN UNIVERSITY
EDUCATION

L. L. Butenko

This  article  cavers  social  and  cultural  factors  of
methodologization of modern university education in the context of
the generval tendencies of globalisation, information of formation of
education, transformation of the status of knowledge, increase of a
role of expert knowledge in society. Ieatures of the modern approach
o methodology  consideration as  doctrines about  the activity
organisations, the basic signs methodologisation of education in the
context activity concepts of vocational training of the future experts
are veflected. The basic directions of methodologisation of wiiversity
education, forms and methods of training of the future experts to
special means of the methodological analvsis of activity and thinking
are charactevised.  The interrelation of methodologization,
Sundamentalisation and technologisation of wniversity education as
preconditions of maintenance of advancing character of vocational
traiving of the future experts are opened.

Kevwords: University education, methodologization,
methodologisation  of  wniversity  education,  fundamentalisation,
social-cultural factors.

Problem in general and its relationship with important scientific
and practicai tasks. The current  socio-cullural spacc requires  the
rcoricnilation of the cducational process for {raining specialists who can
transform thcmsclves monosubject  knowledge into  interdisciplinary
complexes. work with complex dvnamic sysicms, duc (0 the nonlincarity,
multidimensionality of all spheres of the socicly. Accordingly. the problem
of metodologization of cducation is updated. as a prerequisite (or the success
of the modcmization of vocational training specialisis in dillcrent ficlds
according 1o the requirements of the world cducational space.

Analysis of recent rescarch and publications related to the solution
of this problem and relied upon by the author. Concepiual framework of
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mcthodology as the basis and scope of cducation is presented in the works of
M. Alckscey, O. Anisimova. S. Honcharenko. L. Hur've. O. Zinchenko.
V. Krajewskyi. M. Kubavevskyi, O. Novikov. O.Popov. A. Furman.
G. Schedrovitskyi, P. Schedrovitskyi and others. The main directions of
methodologisation of science and education in the scientific papers of the
members of the Moscow methodological circle. the founder of which was
H. Shchedrovitskyi, are connected with the technological practices in
different life and work, the role of methodology in understanding the
different spheres of human life and society, and building on this basis of
compelitive and effective praciices.

Theoretical and methodological foundations of methodologisation of
the future teachers training were considered by V. Adolf. V. Kravtsov.
I. Stepanova. A. Hodusov and others: future engineers — by P. Avervchkyn.
L. Hur'ye. M. Romankova and others. However. the complex issues
concerning  conceplualization  and  opcrationalization  of  concepls
“mctodologization of universily cducation”, “mctodologization of
profcssional training”, taking into account the totality of social and cultural
factors, have not received adequate coverage in the scientific exploration,

The aim of the article is 1o reveal the cssential characteristics of the
sociocultural factors of mcthodologization of thc modem university
cducation, to characicrize the main dircctions of mcthodologization of the
modem university cducation, lorims and mcthods of training of the luture
cxperts of special means of methodological analysis of the activitics and
(hinking.

Unsolved aspects of the problem, which the article is devoted to.
Analysis of current approaches 1o the dcfinition of “mcthodology™ is
presenied in scientific quests by A. Furman and M. Kubaycvskyi who noted
that some authors understood mcthodology study on methods of lcarning and
transformation of recality (P. Kopnin. O. Spirkin). others — practical using
mcthods and techniques of learning and aclivity (A. Zynovyev. A. Furman)
and. thercfore. “in the first casc, thc mcthodology is understood as the
scicnce that summarizes and classifics knowledge of the methods of
scientific knowledge. that is as the philosophical theory of methods. in the
sccond — as the usc of theory 1o solve practical problems or problems that is
as an independent applied discipline, that directly focused away [rom the
formal logic and cpistemology.™ |6, p. 47]

A. Furman introduced the concept of “mecthodologization”™ as “a
reflexed away methodological work of the level that enables 1o increase
implementation of a variety of methods, forms and means of human practice

w
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on any subjcct and can be profcssional. amateur or primitive. unprofcssional.
incllective.” [6. p. 48] The fundamental importance of this approach is in the
active, practice-oriented context of the methodological research and
methodological activities of the individual. The mentioned above position is
the logical and productive continuation of the scientific research of the
philosophers of the Moscow methodological circle (O.Zvnovyev,
G. Shehedrovitskyi and others. Methodologization. according to A. Furman.
“is a synthetic manner of the reflexive thinking and acting. combining in one
system different ways of thinking — philosophical abstraction, historical and
sociological searching. research and developmeni. based on the modeling of
objects and producing of thinking beings. forms. images.” [6, 49] Extremely
important becomes establishment of methodologization as “the complex and
multi-disciplinary professional activity.™ [10. p. 6]

Just distinction as the teaching methodology and methodology of how
to practice (O. Novikov. O. Popov, A. Furman, G. Shchedrovitski) gives the
opportunity 1o consider “mcthodologization of universily cducation™ as a
scparalc phcnomcenon,

Problem of methodologization in the ficld of cducation includes such
concepls as  mcthodological rcflection,  methodological — position,
mcthodological knowledge and skills, mcthodological compcience.
methodological culturc. methodological compelence. [n scicntilic circulation
such constructs as “mcthodologization of thinking”, “mcthodologization of
prolcssional consciousncss”. “methodologization of lcarning content” arc
uscd.

Actually mcthodological knowledge in a very limited format is
presenied in modern University textbooks. The absolute ocus was made on
the points of mecthodology of the scientific rescarch. Howecver,
methodological knowledge as a cross-cutlling component of prolessional
training of futurc specialists in the sysiem of Universily education on the
content and the process levels haven’t been considered practically.

In the context of training [(uture tcachers V. Kravisov noles that
methodologization “can be realized through sociocultural principle of unity
and diversity of the content and learning process. through the originality of
its forms, which makes it possible 1o move the focus [rom information on
methodological training, 1o make the transition [rom broadcast cxisling
knowledge to the formation of creative thinking.” [3. p. 81] The basis of
methodologization of profcssional training was defined a sct of tasks in
modeling of the structure of educational activities.
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Onc should completely agree with the opinion of the rescarchers that
“the need for training methodologization process changes the philosophical
importance of teacher training. which is not possible only within the
academic discipline “Philosophy™. [8. p. 250] Elements of philosophical
knowledge should be implicitly included in all training cycles. However. the
controversial status of Philosophy among the humanities in universities
creates extremely serious obstacles in solving urgent problems of
methodologization of university education.

Taking into account the peculiarities of the cognitive activity in the
process of professional training A. Arkhangelskyi and M. Arkhangelska note
that methodologization of education provides. “a) demonstration to students
how scientific knowledge is acquired. what methods are used: b) formation
in students the ability to obtain unknown knowledge based on understanding
of the substantive and procedural features of scientific knowledge: ¢) the
inclusion inm lcarning content such constructs of philosophy and
methodology of scicnce as “principles of scicntific knowledge™, ~“thcorctical
and cmpirical levels of knowledge and so on™. |1, p. 157]

The basic principles of mcthodologization of university cducation
should be recognized (he following: the principle of advanced Icaming, (he
principle of activity of avcraging of mcthodological knowledge and skills,
the principle of reflexive analysis, interdisciplinarity and transdisciplinarity,
profcssionally-applicd oricntation, continuity, unity of individualization and
dilTerentiation, recursivencss.

Thus, in our opinion, mcthodologization of university cducation is
associatced with the oricntation of the content and opcrational components of
the educational process on the methodology of the activitics as a system ol
scientific-cognitive heuristics, rules ol procedure, principles and techniques
that form the basis ol profcssional activity ol a specialist.

Process of methodologization of university cducation should take into
account such socio-cultural factors: globalization of all spheres ol socicty,
informatization and the rapid development of the information spacc,
transformation of the status ol knowledge and the increasing role ol expert
knowledge in socicty.

Globalization as a sociocultural factor of methodologization  of
universitv education. The modern world is characterized by the proliferation
of transnational cconomic, political and cultural relations, information
technology and global rescarch nctworks. intense interaction in the
international division of labour, which leads to contradictory processes of
heterogenization and homogenization of cultural spaces. preparation for life
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in the “global lodging™ while prescrving national identity, combining
traditional culture and modernism. |4 p. 137] For Universily cducation
globalization is associated with the possibilities of creating conditions for
academic mobility, exchange of science and practice. the fundamental
comparative analvtical studies in the field of education, the creation of
international research teams and so on. Therefore. the challenges of
globalization cause the necessity of the advanced education. ensure of
compelitiveness of graduates of home universities in the global labour
market.

Computerization and the rapid development of the information space.
ICT modernize all sectors of society. create ifs qualitative new infrastructure.
Information and theoretical knowledge become strategic resources of post-
industrial information society (D. Bell. M. Castells). However. the rapid
development of the information space creates many problems. Quite
revealing is the idea S. Goncharcnko who remarked (hat “today in the
avalanche of information, we suflfer from the inability 1o capturc the
complexity of the problems, understand rclationships and cooperation
between things that arc to our minds scgmented in different arcas.” |3, p. 3]

In the context of rescarch of the problems of continuous cducation
S. Vershlovskyi notes that the principal conscquence of the scicntific and
technological revolution of 60-70°s in the XX century is an accclerated
process of moral and actual depreciation of knowledge and skills. |2, p. 349
In this rcgard, of particular urgency is the opinion of French sociologist
P. Berto who comparcd the process of devaluation of previously acquired
knowledge with the loss of a radioactive clement of a half of its mass.
Accordingly, the position of “half-lifc compeiencics™ that indicaics the
length of time (after graduvation). as a result of the emergence of new
scientific information and technical expertisc of specialists reduce by 50%
was olfcred by P. Berto. Indicative are the results of sociological rescarch by
P. Vershlovskyi. “hall knowledge devaluation occurred in the X VIII century
lifclong of 12 gencrations. that is, within lifclong of a gencration outdated
about 10% of the knowledge acquired in the youth. In the mid-twenticth
century a half of knowledge obsolcle in 5-6 vears or depreciale by 97% in
the industrial life of the university graduate.™ |2. p. 349]|

According to US cconomists. annually 5% of thecory and 20% of
practical knowledge of experts in different specialtics arc updated. |2] That is
why. the fundamental basis of modern university education must be the
rejection of the format of the accumulation of knowledge and their reliance
on the established nomenclature. using “vesterday’s knowledge™ to solve the
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problems of today and tomorrow. Absolute support descrves the position of
O. Knyazev who noles that “the universality of the individual is not present
in the amount of information held in memory and not in the array of
knowledge from different disciplinary areas. and mastering the general
system of orientation in the ocean of information. creating a tough of
personal filters — clear methods of selection of valuable information. as well
as. in shaping skills of constant replenish and building a personal system of
knowledge.” [7. p. 370]

The transformation of the status of knowledge in society. In the post-
industrial society. “knowledge society” (D. Bell) along with strategies
“knowledge for explaination™ and “knowledge for understanding™ confirms
the strategy of “knowledge for development.” which fundamentally changes
the vector of training of future specialists towards acquiring knowledge just
methodological one as the basis for the synthesis, production of new
knowledge in the condition of unceriainty and variability of proflcssional
spacc. forming a  mcthodological way of  thinking and
communication (A. Furman). Complications of tcchnological bascs of
production, humanitarian spheres of socicty deicrmines the need for a
multidisciplinary. intcrdisciplinary  and transdisciplinary complex  of
knowledge. which actualizes the nccessity  for the (ormation of
mecthodological knowledge as oversubject, meta-theorctical, poly-functional.
Undcr these conditions mcthodological knowledge performs instrumenial,
predictive, regulatory, structural function.

Fnhancing the role of expert knowledge in societv. The innovative
nature ol rcforms in all spheres of lilc causcs special atiention to the
cxamination ol all types of innovation that is not only theorctical but also
cconomic imporiance (O. Anisimov). According to the formation of cxpert-
analytical thinking of futurc specialists it should be considered as a
compulsory parl of the modern university cducation. Function of such
cxpertisc is not only an asscssment ol innovations, but above all it’s after
improvement. provision ol broadcasting in the rcal cconomy and social
sphere of socicly. Expert thinking requires specific [catures such as
consistency. predictability. independence of judgment. criticism. ctc. Special
value of the expertisc of modern professionals gains in connection with the
development of information spacc. which, thanks to the Internet broadcasts
cxcessive amount ol information, the level of adequacy, which requires a
balanced scicntific cxpertisc. Accordingly. the expert knowledge of the
specialized professional knowledge requires thorough methodological
equipment. appropriate forms of institutional design.
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The urgent need for the current stage of development of university
cducation is implementation of the activily-concept of profcssional training
(V. Davvdov. S. Rubinstein. V. Shadrykov et al.). Metaphorical illustration
of the need for activity-context of education is quile demonstrative: “We
offer hot soup and persistent talk about the historical facts about its origin.
And the soup is getting cool ... We give vivid information about the benefits
of its ingredients and their benefits for human development. A soup keeps
cooling ... We celebrate the most interesting information on with what other
food can be combined this soup. And the soup has cooled down. And now
we offer it 10 eat. What? Forgot to give a spoon? But this is a technical detail
compared to our wonderful meal.”™ Or other famous metaphor: “teach to
swim first and then pour into the pool water,” etc. In real learning process
teacher provides answers to questions that nobody asked him!!!

Thus. real education is not possible outside of culture issues. skills
issucs and dcfinition of contradictions, the awarcness of the limits of their
knowledge and lack of knowledge. formation of skills in modcling, design.
cngincering, including processcs of scll-thinking activitics. coopcration in
mixcd-age and multi-disciplinary crcative icams. The principal idcas as for
the success of the process of methodologization of university cducation: the
rejection of undcrstanding the mcthodology only as add-on thcorctical
principles of objective knowledge, dcecision mcthodology as the scope of
practice for the cstablishinent of (cchnology transformation, (he production
ol new knowledge and innovative idcas on specific incthodological thinking;
building process under study as a unity of (two vcclors “top job™ as a
conceptual theorctical rescarch and scientific community “work from
boltom™ as a dircct participation of students as [ull participants of
cducational space [or the recognition of the urgent nced to develop
methodological thinking in the context of its compeltitivencess in cducational
activitics. the labor markel. clc.

The main arcas of mcthodologization of universily cducation, in our
opinion, we must recognize methodologization of educational content and its
technological support. Mecthodologization of curriculum (M. Alckscev,
P. Shchedrovitskyi et al.) means going beyond the principles of shaping the
conlent of (raining courscs. [focusing on interdisciplinary  and
transdisciplinary foundations of scientific knowledge, the individual nceds of
the individual. Basc of mecthodologization of forms and methods of training
future profcssionals — is learning technologics, methods of work of thinking,
formation of readiness for self-education, self education culture based on
autopoiesis (U. Maturan. F. Varel). Knowledge should become a means of
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solving specific situations and the basis [or the production of ncw
knowledge.

The process of methodologization of university education is directly
related to its fundamentalization (S. Goncharenko, F. Mayor. O. Subetto.
A. Sukhanov and others.). According to O. Subetto. fundamentalization of
education includes semantic characteristics: the process of formation of
“fundamental-knowledge™ skeleton of a personality in education: the process
of systematization of the educational process and svsiematization of
knowledge: the process of mutual penetration of basic natural science and
human knowledge. the mechanisms of reproduction of fundamentals of
culture. morals and values. and etc. [9,p. 130] Fundamentalism of
universality knowledge is related with universality of knowledge systems.
focus on the perception of the world as a whole. integrity.
reflexivity. [9. p. 131]

Conclusions. Thus, in the context of globalization, rapid devclopment
of information spacc, improvemcent of cognilive complexity in all spheres of
human activity. the valuc of cognitive processcs that 1cads to the synthesis.
production of ncw knowledge and mcthodological valuc ol proflcssional
cquipment  incrcascs.  Principal importance gains  inicrrclation  and
complementarity of subject and over-subject knowledge, using universal
mcchanisims ol mecthodological rcllection.  (cchnology, scientific  and
pedagogical  creativity  (c.g.  lcchnology  of  problematisation.
conceplualisation, visualization of acadcmic and scicntific information, clc.).

Prospects for firther research tclates with the development of
structural-functional modcl of mcthodologization of universily cducation.

References

1. Arkhangel'skaya M.  “Metodologizatsiva™ kak element professional'nogo
obrazovamya |[“Mcthodologization™ as an clement ol vocational traimng| /
M. Arkhangel'skaya, A. Arkkhangel'skyi, M. Korotyaeva // Vysshee obrazovanie v
Rossii, —2006. —# 9. — P. 156-157.

2. Vershlovskvi S. G. Ot obrazovaniva vzroslykh Kk nepreryvnomu obrazovaniyu
|l'rom adult education to lifelong education] / 8. 5. Vershlovskyi // Nepreryvnoe
obrazovame kak sotsialnyvy lakl: monograliva |Lilclong cducation as a social
lact: monograph] / N. A. Tobanov, E. Kulya, M. Penkovska; scientilic edition ol
N. A. Lobanov, V. N. Skvortsov, Pushkin Leningrad State University, Research
Institute  socio-cconomic and cducational problems ol lilelong education. —
St. Peterburg.: Pushkin T.eningrad State University, 2011, — P. 349-393.

3. lloncharenko S. U, LFundamentalnist’ prolesivinovi  osvily — polreba  chasu
[Fundamentality  of  vocational  education —  the need ol ume] /
S. U. Tloncharenko // Pedahohichna hazeta. — 2004. — # 12 (123). - P. 3.

57



3 (72)-2016 || J¥XOBHICIb 0COOMLCTOCTE: MCTONV 10L'is1, TCOPIst | LIPAKTHKA

Entsvklopediva osvily [Encyclopedia ol Fducation] / National Academy ol
pedagogical Sciences of Ukraine; liditor-in-chief V.II. Kremen'. — Kviv:
Yurinkom Inler, 2008, — 1040 p.

Kravisov V. O. Formuvannya metodolohichnoyi kul'tury maybutn'oho vehytelva

u protsesi rozv"yazannva pedahohichnvkh zadach [lI‘ormation of methodological

culture ol the [uture teacher m the process ol solving educational problems| /

V. O. Kravisov // Naukovi zapysky KDPU. Seriyva: Pedahohichni  nauky

|Scicnlilic notes ol KSPU. Scrics: Pedagogical Scicnees| / ed. by V. V. Radul ¢l

al. — Kirovohrad: Kirovohrad Volodymyr Vynnychenko State Pedagogical

University, 2015. — Issue 140. — . 79-82.

Kubavevskyi M. Metodolohuvannya  vak  zasib  rozunnnnyva — smyslu

[Methodologization as as means ol sense understanding] / Myvkola Kubavevs'kyi,

Anatoliv V. I'urman // Psykholohiva i suspil'stvo. —2010—# 4. — P. 47-57.

7. Smergeticheskava paradigma. Sincrgetika obrazovamya [Synergistic Paradigm.
Synergetics education]. — Moscow: Progress-Traditsiya, 2007, — 592 p.

8. Stepanoval. Yu. Professionalnava podgotovka uchitelya v usloviyakh
stanovleniva postindustrial'nogo obshehestva: monograliva [Prolessional training
in the conditions of postindustrial society formation: monograph|/
I. Yu. Stepanova, V. A Adol'l. — Krasnovarsk: Krasnovarsk Stale Pedagogical
University named aller V. P. Astalyev, 2009. — 320 p.

9. Subetto A. 1. Teoriva fundamentalizatsii obrazovaniya 1 universalnve
kompetentsii (nooslernava paradigma universalizina): nauchnaya
monogralicheskava trilogiva [Theory ol cducation [undamentalization and
universal jurisdiction (noosphere paradigm of universalism): scientitic
monograph trilogy] / A. 1. Subcelto. — St Peterburg.: Asterion, 2010. — 556 p.

10. Furman A. Rivii ta krvterivi metodolohuvannva u profesiynomu zdivsnenni

naukovo-doshdnovi divalnosti [Levels and cniteria ol metodologization in

prolessional carrying oul ol rescarch activities] / A, Furman // Vitakul'turnyy

mlyn: Metodolohichnyy al'manakh. — 20035, — Unit 1. — P. 5-13.

+

W

*

COLIOKYIbTYPHI YHHHHKHA METOAOJIOTT3 AL
CYYACHOI YHIBEPCATETCHEKOI OCBITH

JL. JI. Byrenko

Y omampii cxaparmepuzoeano coORiorVvIbmVPII KN Memooorocizanil
CYHUCHC o VH i6e, PCHIMCTHCBKCG o Qe fi @ KOHRCKCRIT FUALEOHUN MEHOCH I‘li it
20BN sayil, indopramusayii ma CmpiMKo2o po3sumKy inoprayiinoso npocmopy,
mpanchopyayii - cmamvey. Manns,  RiOsuenns  pori  eNCHepAX  ans Y
cyeniteemisl. Bucainieno ocofiusocmi Cynacoro nioxoy 00 pos2itov Memodoioaii
AR GUENNS RPO OPeANIZaUiII0 OIATLHOCHH, OCHOGHE OIHAKY MEMOA0I03aiT oceintt 6
KOHMERCHT OBLhHICKROF KOHYenyil npoghectiinol nidzomosrku Maiiovimunix ghaxieyie.
CXapaxmepn306an0 OCHOBHT NARPSAKN MCHIOOOHOT30YTT VIIGEPCHMemebKoT oceinm,
Qopant ma  memodu  uasuamns  MQROVeix  Qaxieyie  cneyiarbuux  3acodis
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MEMOOI0ANNC0 anari3v Oinasnocni ma suctenis. Poskpumo  a3qcno36 9308
MEROOOAOX3AYIT, (DYHOGMEHMARTIAYET Ma MeXHOIOI3aIT VRISEPCUMEnCoKoT oceimit
K REPEOVMOBH  300e3NCHeNIE  BURCPROJCAABHO0  XAPAKmepy  npohectinor
nideomonru manovenix gaxieyia.

Kuonosi croea: VHIGCPCUHCIC RO oceinia, MEROOOIOP AN,
MEMOOOIOI3ANisl VITEEPCHMEMCLROF 0CsImi, @VIOUMenmasanis, coniory inypit
HUHHRH.

COIIMOKYJbLTYPHBE ®PAKTOPBI METOAOJNOTIA3AIIAA
COBPEMEHHOI'O YHUBEPCHTETCKOI'O OBPA3OBAHHUA

JI. JI. BYTCHRO

B cmamoe OXUPAKMEPUSOBUID COYHORVABRIVPIBLC haxmopur
MEMOOOAOMIAYUYN  COAPEMENNIO0 VINGEPCUMENICRO20 0OPA30BANUN & KOUMEKCHIe
Oﬁ!l}l’l_\‘ CHOCH lﬂ’ﬂ‘l 2’.-[’06(1-‘! 3aun, l!H(l)Op;\l(l”H! YUY W CHIPEMUHATBHOCO POS3GUHITA
UHPOPMARUOIIIO20 RPOCMPANCINGA, MPANCPOPMAYNL CIAMVCA INANUS, HOGBIULEHNS
POIN IKCHEIHRBLE THARL it 6« )(F)H}(f cmee. { )IH A CHBL OC‘O(F)H HHOCHNT COUPCMERROSO
HOOXOO0d K 'PUACCMOMPentie  Memoooiosun Kok ydenust 00 opanusaynut
deameasuocnY, OCHOGHbIE APIBIAKHT MEHOIOTON3QYUN OBPAZOGAIUA 8 KONMEKCME
()(4}""({-l’bHOC’M’HOI.l RORYCHIHN H[)O(/)(f('(‘l!()H(Lith()fl HO()ZOITI'()HKH ﬁ_lf()_lfit}”.t
cnegdanemos.  OXapaxmepuzoeanvt  OCHOBHBIC  HANPAGHENSE  MEMOOCI02U3 Ayl
VHUGEPCUMENICKOO  OOpAzocaiua,  opuel 8 Memodsl  oovuenus  avoviyux
CREWUATHCINOE CHEWUATORBIM apec Yemsaat SO Yoiou RECKOSO AHL A
Qesmensrocny ¥ Mbnwaenus.  Packpuina  63auMOCGS36  MEMOOoIo3ARNY,
(l).l"H()tL'l WHIFICHHEANHY | MCNHOAOSUANHY VRUGSECPCUIHICIICROCO O&p(l PG KAK
HPCOROCHLIRN  ODCCHENCHNA  ORCPEeNCAIONeco  XApakmepd  Rpogeccuona:isnoi
HOOCOMOGKY OVOVIUX CREYUATUCION.

l‘:m'le“bl ¢ alosa’ VRUSCPCHMCTHCROC € )ﬁ[){] FOCAHUEC, " MEC Y00 Q2U3ANUA,
MEMOOIOZNIAYUE  VINGAPCUMENICKOZ0  oUpasosanis,  gvndavenmaisayus,
COYUORVTLMVPIBIE PARMOPHL.
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