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: 1)  

, 2)  

, 3)  

, 4) . 

  ,  
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: 

 :  
 

1.  15  2  (25%) 
 

2.  15  30  2  (25%) 
 

3.  30  4  (50%) 
 

 
: 

 
    

 
1.  16 (53,3%) 

 
2.  11 (36,7%) 

 
3.  3 (10%) 

 
 

: 
 

 :  
 

1.  1980  ( ) 11 (36,7%) 
 

2.  1981  1990   10 (33,3%) 
 

3.  1991  2000  1 (3,3%) 
 

4.  2001  8 (26,7%) 
 

,  

, , : 

 (2003 .)  (2006 .).  

 

: 

 – , :  1980 

,  1981  1990 ,  2001 ; 

 – ,  

: , . 



 

.  

. 

,  

. ,  

 

 (  1.1). 

 1: 
 :  1980   1981  1990 .  2001  

1 :  % 

1.1  
 

67,3 76,5 89,4 

1.2  
 

80,9 83,5 90,6 

1.3  
 

 

76,5 81,5 86,9 

1.4  
 

76,9 72,5 77,5 

1.5  
 

88,7 94,0 86,3 

50

55

60

65

70

75

80

85

90

95

100

 (
 %

)

1 67,3 80,9 76,5 76,9 88,7

2 76,5 83,5 81,5 72,5 94,0

3 89,4 90,6 86,9 77,5 86,3

 
 

 
. 

 
 
 

  
 

 

 1.1. 



:  1 – ,  

1980 ;  2 – ,  1981  

1990 ;  3 – ,  2001 ). 

,  61  80 ,  

 

, ,  

 81 , ,  

. 

 

,  

 2.1.  

50

55

60

65

70

75

80

85

90

95

100

 (
 %

)

1 64,5 78,5 91,9 76,7 90,0

2 76,5 75,0 95,0 71,7 92,0

3 86,9 87,5 88,8 86,3 91,3

 
     

 

 
 2.1. 

 2: 
 :  1980   1981  1990 .  2001  

2 :  % 

2.1  
 

64,5 76,5 86,9 

2.2  
 

78,5 75,0 87,5 

2.3  
 

91,9 95,0 88,8 



2.4  
 

76,7 71,7 86,3 

2.5  
 

90,0 92,0 91,3 

 

 

, ,  3.1. 

50

55

60

65

70

75

80

85

90

95

100

 (
 %

)

1 73,0 89,6 70,0 75,0 74,0 77,0 63,8

2 86,0 96,5 75,7 88,0 74,0 81,4 66,4

3 67,0 88,6 73,3 83,8 71,3 83,1 72,5

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
)

 

 
 3.1. 

 3: 

 :  1980   1981  1990 .  2001  

3 :  % 

3.1  
 

73,0 86,0 67,0 

3.2  
 

89,6 96,5 88,6 

3.3  
 

70,0 75,7 73,3 

3.4  75,0 88,0 83,8 

3.5  
) 

74,0 74,0 71,3 

3.6  77,0 81,4 83,1 

3.7  63,8 66,4 72,5 

, 

, , 



,  

,  4.1. 

50

55

60

65

70

75

80

85

90

95

100

 (
 %

)

1 82,3 85,5 88,2 84,5 86,9 78,4 75,0 82,4

2 84,0 85,0 85,5 86,5 94,5 82,5 92,5 89,0

3 77,9 88,1 91,9 92,5 92,5 93,1 78,8 88,1

  
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 4.1. 

 4: 

 :  1980   1981  1990 .  2001  

4 :  % 

4.1  82,3 84,0 77,9 

4.2  
 

85,5 85,0 88,1 

4.3  
 

 

88,2 85,5 91,9 

4.4  
 

84,5 86,5 92,5 

4.5  
 

86,9 94,5 92,5 

4.6  
 

78,4 82,5 93,1 

4.7  
 

75,0 92,5 78,8 

4.8  
 

82,4 89,0 88,1 

 



 

 5.1. 

50

55

60

65

70

75

80

85

90

95

100

 (
 %

)

1 84,5 82,5 87,3 93,2 58,2

2 90,5 79,5 91,5 92,5 68,0

3 88,8 80,0 88,8 88,6 84,3

 
 

 
 

 

 
 5.1. 

 5: 
 :  1980   1981  1990 .  2001 

 
5 :  % 

5.1  84,5 90,5 88,8 

5.2  82,5 79,5 80,0 

5.3  
 

87,3 92,5 88,8 

5.4  
 

93,2 92,5 88,6 

5.5  58,2 68,0 84,3 

 

 

,  –  –  

: ,  

 1980 ,  – ,  2001 . 



 

,  6.1. 

50

55

60

65

70

75

80

85

90

95

100

 (
 %

)

1 75,5 73,2 77,3 61,4 80,0

2 81,0 85,0 82,5 68,0 75,5

3 88,1 90,6 93,8 85,0 86,4

 
 6.1. 

 6: 

 :  1980   1981  1990 .  2001 
 

6  
: 

 % 

6.1  75,5 81,0 88,1 

6.2  73,2 85,0 90,6 

6.3  77,3 82,5 93,8 

6.4  61,4 68,0 85,0 

6.5  80,0 75,5 86,4 

 

,  

. 

 

 

 " "  " ,  

", . 



:  1 – ;  2 – 

, ). 

 

50

55

60

65

70

75

80

85

90

95

100

 (
 %

)

1 77,8 84,7 82,5 74,5 91,9

2 75,5 85,0 79,5 79,2 91,9

 
 

 
. 

 
 
 

  
 

 
 1.2. 

50

55

60

65

70

75

80

85

90

95

100

 (
 %

)

1 73,1 78,7 95,3 68,3 92,5

2 72,3 81,4 89,1 83,3 89,1

 
     

 

 
 2.2. 



50

55

60

65

70

75

80

85

90

95

100

 (
 %

)

1 85,7 91,9 84,0 84,5 81,7 86,7 70,0

2 82,5 93,0 80,0 85,0 78,8 89,0 76,3

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
)

 

 
 3.2. 

50

55

60

65

70

75

80

85

90

95

100

 (
 %

)

1 84,7 88,1 88,1 88,4 92,5 82,5 85,6 88,1

2 77,3 85,0 89,5 85,9 89,5 84,6 81,8 86,4

  
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 4.2. 

 



50

55

60

65

70

75

80

85

90

95

100
 (

 %
)

1 87,8 75,8 90,0 92,5 69,1

2 88,2 88,6 88,6 92,3 67,7

 
 

 
 

 

 
 5.2. 

 

50

55

60

65

70

75

80

85

90

95

100

 (
 %

)

1 80,9 81,6 79,7 67,2 80,0

2 81,4 81,8 88,2 74,1 81,4
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FEATURES OF ORGANIZATION OF PEDAGOGICAL RESEARCHES  

IN COLLEGES 

Naumenko Olga M., junior scientist of department of laboratory complexes of facilities of 

studies of Institute of information technologies and facilities of studies of the National 

academy of pedagogical sciences of Ukraine, Kyiv, e-mail: o.naumenko@iitta.gov.ua 

Resume 

One of possible variants of organization of pedagogical researches is considered in 

higher educational establishments of  of levels of accreditation by the pilot inspection of 

separate constituents of educational environment. An inspection was conducted by the 

expert estimation of facilities of studies that most often used in an educational process at the 

study of the articles of scientifically-natural cycle, mathematics, informatics, separate 

special disciplines. At examination of facilities of studies  the level of their efficiency was 

estimated, influence on quality of studies forming of bases of professional competence. The 

generalized estimations   of teachers of college are given in form tables and diagrams for 

possibility of comparative analysis. 

Keywords: educational environment, facilities of studies, educational equipment. 

 


