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education in a particular educational space. The emphasis is placed on the need to manage and
subordinate others as, above all, a social phenomenon and social necessity. The emphasis shifts to the
relationship of domination and subordination in higher educational institution, in educational
practice (although political and psychological, educational aspects of management begin entirely
with the psychological need to be). The peculiarities of management and subordination in the epoch
of globalization and informatization are understood: tasks, forms, levels and the principles of the
educational process, the so-called “crisis in education”, the danger of dehumanization.

There are intense debates about the relationship between power and violence. Attempts to
establish a climate of tolerance are dramatically met with the strengthening of fundamentalist
tendencies. At the same time, in the context of globalization, in connection with the formation of the
information society and the improvement of techniques for manipulating consciousness, the means
and manifestations of domination are becoming more sophisticated and diverse.

Keywords: management, power, education, educational institution, psychology, phenomenon,
psychosomatics.
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DMYTRENKO T., KUCHERA ., MAKARENKO L., STRELNIK O. Sociocultural determinants
forming of personality of philologist: linguistic aspect.

Study of living natural languages, permanent exchange between people provides possibility of
account of various cognitive positions ideas, is pre-condition of effective social behavior. In the
article sociocultural determinants of forming of personality of philologists is considered in the system,
namely linguistic aspect. Becoming of basic directions of European sociocultural educational space
and payment is considered European and Ukrainian linguistic schools in becoming of language
personality.
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In particular, basis of theory and practice of Genevan Linguistic School is made by correlations
of ideal and social in the phenomena language and broadcasting; the scientists of Prague Linguistic
School underlined the role of language as a system which served intercourse, asserting that between
development of language and society there is direct connection. Ukrainian linguistic school continued

 tradition of European schools in relation to becoming of language
personality (O. Potebnia, M. Drahomanov, I. Franko).

It is set that on the end of XIX of century disparity of traditional pedagogics and new social-
economic and sociocultural terms appeared in the leading West-European countries, consequently a
pedagogical theory and practice in the leading countries of the West test cardinal changes. All
linguistic schools of the beginning of  of century were formed in criticism of the classic going near
the study of language and understanding of sociocultural determinant of forming of language
personality. Taking into account sociocultural education worked: school of “Word and thing” of
Rudolf Meringer and Huho Shukhardta, school of estheticism Carl Fosslera, school of neolinguistics
of Dzhulio Bertoni and other.

Sociocultural character of language, according to scientific sources in industry of linguistics, is
presented thus: a language is the soul of nation; reflection of national character; mean of
maintenance of experience of people; reflection of attitude of people; different languages pass
different attitude of people; a language influences on nation mediation of literature; she depends on
nation through individual.

Keywords: language, broadcasting, linguistic school, sociocultural determinants, philologists.

DOI: https://doi.org/10.31392/NZ-npu-151.2021.06
 378.091.3:373.5.011.3-051]:62/68

. ., . .

SSMMAARRTT--

 SMART-
, .

 SM RT-

.
,

.
 SMART-

.

 SMART-
. ,

 SMART- .  SMART-
.

,
 SMART- .


