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The article contains the results of teachers’ burnout study in special schools for children with hearing
disorders and mentally retarded children. The author analyses how different symptoms of teachers’ burnout
affect students’ emotional attitude to teachers.
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The article presents the data of an educational experiment, which include a comparative analysis of
accession rates of physical state factors among apparently healthy children and those with abnormalities of
the musculoskeletal system. The author defines the least developed functional systems and physical qualities,
which can be taken into consideration during elaboration of correctional programmes of physical education.

. . 

 5–6 ,

, .
 –  , . . ,

, . . 

 5–6 , ...




