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The paper gives consideration to the organization of the foreign languages teaching process in a
military higher education institute in the second half of the 20th century. It also analyses the theoretical
thought development in the field of the foreign languages teaching methods at higher education level.

) , -

.  XX .
-

. . -
, . . , . . 



2 1 3

...

,  
.

  
-

,  ,  -
,   

-
-

, , -
1. 

-

-
, -

-
  -

-
 « » -

:
 –  -

-
;

 ( , -
, , ) ;

-
-
-

;
 – -

-
, 

.

-
-

. 

-
, -

-
,

-
. -

-

-

-
: -

, 
. , -

, 
. -

  
, , 

, -
, . . ,

-

-

  , 
  .  

, 
2.

-
-

-
, , -

-
-

, -
. 

 XX . 
-
-

, -
 – , -

-
-

  3.

,

, -
, , -

-
. -

 « » -
-



2 1 4

, 

,   –  -
 « ». 

, -
  

.
, 

, : -
, 

, -
,  

, 
, , , -

, 
.

-
,   , -

, ,  – -
.

, 
-

, -
, -

. 
, 

, -
, , 

, 

, .

, 
,  

, -
, -

.

-

.  ,  
:  –

, -
, 

-
4. -

.

 1950–60- . -
-

: -
. -

, 
. -

.  – 
.

 1960- -

-
5.

-
, -

. , 
-

, -
-

,  

 ( ) 
) , -

-
. 

. . , -
  « -

-
»6.

, -
-

, -
  

  -
, -

 «
» 

 «
», 

.

, 
,



2 1 5

. 
,  -

,  
-

, ,

-
.

-
- 

,  1968 . -
, 

-
-

, 7.
 1970- . 

.
-

. -
, , -

-

–  ( -
-

 – ). ,

, 

-
. ,

  
8.

 1980- . -
, 

.

, 

, . 

, 
 ( -

)  ( )
9.

-
-
-

).
-

, -
,  -

-
, 

-
, ,

, -
-

. 
-

, -
: 

-
 (

, 
, -
), , 

-
, -

 – 
.

-

  -
-

, -

, 

: , -
10.

-
-

. -
-

 ( ,  
, 

-
, -

-

, .) 
- -

, -

...



2 1 6

, 

, , 
, ,

, 

. , -
, , 

-
.  ,  ,

, , -
.

.  .  -
. -

-
,

  -
, . . ,

E.  A.  .
, 

-
 80- . XX ., 

-
-

, -
, , 

.
, -

, -
   XX . -

: -
-

, 
, -
, 

, .
-

 ( -
) -

, -
, , -

.

-
. 

, , 

-
, ,

11.
-
-

 « », 
-
-

, -

. 
-

-
.

 1970–80- . 

-
 (

), 
-

12.

  -
, 

, 
, -

-
  -
.

1 . . . .: -
; , 2002.

2 . . : , , -
. .: . 

. 17–21. . 89. .: , , 1992.  . 79–92.



2 1 7

3 . . .
.: . 

. 17–21. . 89. .: , , 1992. . 93–98.
4 . . . .: , 1990.
5 . ., . ., . . -

. .: , 1991.
6 . . :  //

, 1988,  4. . 18–23.
7 . .  .  .
8 . . . .
9 . . . .
10 . ., . ., . . .  .
11 . . . .
12 . . . .

.

-

-
. -

:

. . 

.
 – , . . 

 ( ) 

. -
, -

.
In the article the investigators’ views on untraditional (active) teaching as a didactic system of students’

and cadets’ cognitive activity activation are enlightened by the example of the theoretic material of fire
training. The results of the experimental research of the author’s group confirm a conclusion that
untraditional teaching can be considered as a multilevel didactic model of cognitive activity activation.
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