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Heuristic management — a special type of management, ensuring the development
of non-standard (strategic) management decisions

Substantiates the importance of studying the problems of heuristic and creative management as a new and
promising areas of modern management science. It is noted that the deal with the problems of heuristic and
creative management should be, because in the future to improve the quality of extracted management deci-
sions and their intensification at all levels — from national to the individual workplace. An attempt to define
the boundaries of the subject areas of heuristic and creative management. It is emphasized that the heuristic
management should be based on the methodology of Kaizen — a Japanese management concept of gradual,
continuous change (improvement). It is proved that the theory of heuristic management should be considered
as an integral part of the theory of creation. The basic heuristic management.
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On the essence of the content of upbringing on the basis of ethnopedagogy

The present work investigates the issues of the content of upbringing on the basis of ethnopedagogy where
ethnopedagogy is being considered and substantiated. Upbringing formed on ethnopedagogical basics can be
identified as ethnic upbringing which means focusing-attention on ethno specific qualities materialized in the
peculiarities of culture, traditions, language, mentality, ethnic consciousness and self-consciousness in the
field of upbringing and training. The criterion of ethnic identity is an objective description of its willingness
and ability to perform certain ethno-social role.
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The study of concepts such as' «upbringing» and «content of upbringing» has revealed that there are
various approaches to determine the content of upbringing which can be presented as follows:

— content of upbringing as relationship;

— content of upbringing as common experience;

— content of upbringing as main directions of the content of upbringing;

— content of upbringing as «knowledge, skills, attainments, relationships, creative activity».

In this regard, there is a question about origin of formation upbringing content. What are its fundamen-
tals? According to what principles, basic laws and common factors is it formed?

Thereby it is relevant to refer to the classics of pedagogical science. J.A.Comenius, K.D.Ushinskii had
considered folk upbringing as a source of theoretical pedagogy, and, vice versa, theoretical pedagogy influ-
ence on understanding of millenarian experience of folk upbringing. This dialectic unity constitutes essence
of phenomenon of ethno pedagogy, which connects pedagogy with ethnography, ethno philosophy, ethno
psychology, that is important to take into account on the current stage of pedagogical state of society, since
within the single mainstream fully treated two streams of upbringing: on the one hand, the idea of humaniza-
tion and democratization, on the other — the harsh present reality with its vital priorities of false values (ma-
terialism, money, authority) [1].

In such unique situation the developing national school is able to revive the nation and its spiritual cul-
ture. In this regard, the words of academician G.N.Volkov that «any ethnos saves itself only by virtue of own
ethnic system of upbringing» comprise the truth.

Contemporary pedagogy is undergoing the stage of new interpretation of many postulates, which have
been serving for many years as basics of the process of human upbringing. Rejection of totalitarianism, ap-
proval of humanistic principles of education does not allow solving the problem of formation of citizen of
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renewed Kazakhstan by old means. Therefore, recently, the task of searching new means of upbringing the
children becomes more relevant.

In this respect this renewal of upbringing content in Kazakhstan is characterized by determination of
state priorities: «the problem of education is one of the most strategic, since it is connected with the problem
of national security».

State documents in the sphere of education are focused on the renewal of the content of upbringing. On
their basics authorial programs of ethnic upbringing are developed. For instance, ethno pedagogical funda-
mentals of upbringing have found their reflection in the programs «Atameken» (M.Kursabayev), «Kausar
bulak» (Z.Akhmetova). They offer the realization of nature-oriented and culture-oriented principles through:

e formation of children's positive features of national character, type of behavior and way of life of
their ethnic community;

e initiation of children to know deeply their own native language, history, literature as most conducive
means to accelerate the development of people, and the renewal of its national self-consciousness;

o full usage of national culture as source of formation of nation-oriented content of education;

e appeal to religion as historically formative basis of national mentality;

e inculcate in children sense of patriotism, sincere loyalty and love for own people and the Mother-
land;

¢ raising friendly relationship to all people, extension of knowledge about them and their culture.

To substantiate the notion «Ethnopedagogical basics» there has been analyzed the notion of «basisy.
According to the Dictionary of Russian the notion «basis» means:

e apart of a subject which strengthens the other parts;

e the core of something which is a source material for the-formation of something; base;

e starting, main positions of a science.

Thus, on the basis of analyzing these definitions it canbe assumed that, firstly, the basis is the core of
something and its base; secondly, as basics there can be used starting, main positions of any science, in our
case — position of ethno pedagogy.

Academician G.N.Volkov states his thoughts about the essence of ethno pedagogical basics of upbring-
ing as follows: «The basic subject in any national school is not mathematics, but native language, native lit-
erature, native history, native Nature». Concerning the role of ethnic upbringing in formation of national fea-
tures of individual’s character the scientist emphasizes: «none of the factors can give satisfactory explanation
of national peculiarities while ignoring system of upbringing, which is formed over the centuries under the
influence of conditions of material life of society. Way of life, practical activity influence on formation of
national character acting as factors of upbringing. That is why to get acquainted with any of the people it is
necessary to learn its systems of upbringing...character can be learned by studying national system of up-
bringing» [2]. As already mentioned above, the system of upbringing begins and is based on ethno pedagogi-
cal basics: specific moments of way of life, forms of culture and life, national customs and traditions, rich-
ness of national language, sense of well-known attachment to spiritual values of own people, definite peculi-
ar habits and norms of behavior of people, uniqueness of tastes and vital needs...All this is gradually devel-
oping into specific character features of a whole generation.

Immortalddeas of K.D.Ushinskii have important methodological significance in determining ethno ped-
agogical basics of upbringing which shows that «national peculiarity of a character more precisely than other
peculiarities transmitted from parents to children. This is an inherited basis of a character...serves as the
most solid basis for everything which eventually constitutes the whole character of human... If the language
which child starts to speak is against inborn national character, so this language will never pretend to influ-
ence on his spiritual development as it could do native language, and will never get deeply in his spirit and
body; will never take deep, healthy roots promising wealthy and full development». As if summing up afore-
said, he notes: «Spiritual development, spiritual upbringing of human are not committed by only school, but
made by great educators: Nature, life, science and religion». Consequently, there are factors of upbringing
which directly influence on formation of ethno pedagogical basics such as native language, the Nature of
homeland, life of people, people’s spirit, knowledge about Motherland and science [1].

These ideas are in tune with thoughts of famous Kazakh public figures and ideologists M.Dulatov,
Zh.Aimauitov, A.Baitursynov, M.Zhumabayev, and famous contemporary poet M.Shakhanov.

From this it follows that upbringing based on ethno pedagogy is purposeful ascension of a child to the
culture of his people, development of living in modern society, herewith knowing and remembering own his-
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toric roots, language, customs, traditions, and consciously build the life of respectable human being as a sub-
ject of ethnos. In other words, upbringing formed on ethnopedagogical basics can be identified as ethnic up-
bringing which means focusing attention on ethno specific qualities materialized in the peculiarities of cul-
ture, traditions, language, mentality, ethnic consciousness and self-consciousness in the field of upbringing
and training. The criterion of ethnic mannerliness of individual is objective characteristic of its readiness and
ability to play properly the definite ethno social role.

Thus, one of the approaches to define the content of ethnic upbringing is to initiate children to assimi-
late ethno social roles lifelong [3]. This approach was defined by professor K.Zh.Kozhakhmetova as «ethno
social and role approach».

In connection with studying the approaches to define the content of ethnic upbringing it would be rele-
vant to refer the essence of the concept «ethno pedagogical approach» which was defined by G.N.Volkov as
follows: «Ethno pedagogical approach supposes the consideration of pedagogical process as naturally-
historic, when upbringing — eternal and common category — acts as natural form of activity and behavior,
herewith ethno pedagogy proves objective character of laws pedagogical process» [1].

The stated point of view which reflects the essence of ethno pedagogical approach was completed and
developed by K.Zh.Kozhakhmetova. According to her point of view, there is identification of «ethnograph-
ical» with «ethno pedagogical» approaches, but this is not the same. The scientist claims: «Ethnographical
approach can be used by pedagogues to research the structure, designation (of details of the object. For peda-
gogues ethnographical analysis has an important significance as a stage of research, as cognition of the es-
sence of analyzed object, as getting «ethnographical knowledge», which it «assigns», transforms into «own
knowledge», «dresses» new pedagogical wrapper and «interprets» taking into account concrete tasks, age,
nationalities as its own and other’s. Only then it can realize ethno pedagogical approach. Herewith while
transferring ethno pedagogical knowledge it is important to take into consideration such levels of relation-
ships as «subject — subjective», «subject — objectiver, it is important for subject to present knowledge in
order to stimulate the interest. In this case ethno pedagogical approach is universal. It can be realized during
the research of object through knowledge of language; knowledge of culture; through positive attitude to
given object, ability to understand the essence of problem; ability to estimate adequately the situation, the
time, in which researcher tends to transfer the «object», accounting the demand of «ethno pedagogical
knowledge» in given conditions and surroundings; ability to catch shades, nuances which carry important
educative sense». Thus, the essence and meaning of ethno pedagogical approach is «to reveal educative
meaning, ability to present ethno pedagogical knowledge that it could find its niche in the consciousness of
subject-object, only then it will have itsdevelopment» [4].

So, the main and specific approaches to define the content of upbringing formed on ethno pedagogical
basics are ethnographical, ethno pedagogical, ethno social and role approach.
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Bb.A.JKetmic6aesa, T.1O.11lenecToBa

JTHOMEArOruKa Heri3inaeri Topoue Ma3MYHBIHBIH MIHI TypPaJibl

Makanaia MOIGHHET, AICTYP, TUI, AL, STHUKAIBIK CaHa, TOpOHE jKoHE OLTiM Oepy asiCHIHIaFbl ©31H-031 TaHy
epeKIIeIIKTepiHie KOPCETUIreH apHailbl ITHUKAIBIK KacHeTTepre KoHUT Oeirymi OLIIIpeTiH STHHKAIBIK
TopOneMeH OaiaHBICTBI ITHOIEIArOTUKAIIBIK Heri3leri TopOorue Ma3MYHBIHBIH Macesenepi KapacThIPbLUIFaH.
TysiraHbl TopOUeseyJiH ITHUKAIBIK KPUTEPHiti OHBIH Oenriii 0ip STHOKOFaMIbIK KbI3METiH TOJBIK aTKApaThIH
KaOijeTi MEH TalbIHABIFBIHBIH OOBEKTHUBTI CUITATTAMAChl OOJIBIIT Ta0bUIATHIHABIFEl ANTHUIFAH.
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O cynrHoCTH co/iepKaHusl BOCIIUTAHUS HA ITHOIEAATrOrH4eCcKoil 0CHOBe

B craTtbe paccMOTpeHBI BOIIPOCH! COAEPKaHMsl BOCIIMTAHUSA HA 3THOINEAArOrn4eckoi ocHoBe. OTMEUYEHO, YTO
OHO HAECHTU(HIMPYETCS C STHUUECKUM BOCIIUTAHHEM, KOTOPOE O3HAYaeT aKIEHTHPOBAaHNE BHUMAHHS HA JT-
HOCHeU(UUSCKUX KauecTBaX, MaTepPHAIN30BaHHBIX B OCOOEHHOCTSIX KYJIBTYpBI, TPaJHUIUH, s3bIKa, MEHTa-
JIUTETa, STHUYECKOr0 CO3HAHUA U caMOoco3HaHMsA. OIpeneNneHo, YT0 KpUTEpUeM 3THUYECKO BOCIUTaHHOCTU
JUYHOCTH SIBIISIETCSI OOBEKTUBHASI XapaKTEPUCTHKA €€ TOTOBHOCTU M CIIOCOOHOCTH TMOJHOIIEHHO BBIMONHSTH
OTIPE/IENICHHYIO STHOCOILHATIBHYIO POJIb.
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IIpo61eMbI MOATOTOBKH 0AKAJIABPOB TEXHUYECKNX CHENUAIbHOCTEN
B Pecny0sinke Kazaxeran

ABTOpPOM paccMOTpeHbI MpoOIeMbl MOJTOTOBKM 0akajaaBpOB TEXHHUECKHX crenuansHocTel B PecrmyOnuke
Kazaxcran. BeineneHsl 0CHOBHBIE BOIIPOCH! o0eciieueH s NpodeccHOHANIbHON MOATOTOBKH KOMIIETEHTHBIX U
KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOOHBIX CNELUANNCTOB JUIS BCEX OTPAacieid SKOHOMHKH PECcIyOJIMKH B HHTETPALMH C HAyKOH
¥ Tipon3BoIcTBOM. CrenaHsl BEIBOJBI O NMPOBEICHHN MPOGOPHUEHTANH YIaIleHCsT MOJIOSHKH C IIENIBI0 YCHIIe-
HUS ee HalpaBIeHHOCTH Ha C()ephl IPON3BOJICTRA.

Kniouesvie cnosa: monroroBka 6akanaBpOB TEXHHYECKUX CHENUAIBHOCTEH, MpodeccHOHaNbHas ITOAr0TOBKA
KOMITETEHTHBIX M KOHKYPEHTOCHOCOOHBIX CIEHHAINCTOB, IPOo(opHeHTanus, MOJIOAEKE, IIPOM3BOICTBO, HH-
(hopMaIMOHHBIE PECYPChl, KapoBoe 00eCIICYeHNe By30B; HHKCHEPHOE 00pa3oBaHHE, UHHOBALIMOHHASA Aes-
TENBbHOCTh, PA0OTOAATENH.

OO6pazoBanue NPU3HAHO OJHUM M3 BXHEHIINX MPUOPUTETOB Hoiarocpodnoii Crparerun «Kazaxcran —
2030». Llemsio oOpa3oBatensHbIX peopM B PecnyOnuke Kazaxcran siisieTcst ananTamusi CUCTEMBbl 00pa3o-
BaHUS K HOBOW cCOIMAIbHO-3KOHOMHUYeckon cpexne. [Ipesupenrom Kaszaxcrana Obuia mocTaBiieHa 3ajadva
0 BXOXJICHHH peciyOsnku B 4ucio 50-tu Hanbosiee KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOOHBIX CTpaH MHUpPa U MOJCPHU3AIINS
CHCTEMEBI 00pa30BaHMUs B.OTOM BOIIPOCE UTPAET HEMAJOBAXKHYIO poiib [1].

[ToaroToBKa COBPEMEHHBIX KBATU(UITUPOBAHHBIX KaJPOB SBISACTCS BAYKHON COCTaBISIONICH CTpaTeTul
YCTOHYHMBOTO CONUATHHO-3KOHOMHYECKOTO Pa3BUTHUSI CTPAHBI, OCHOBAHHOTO Ha PEaJIU3allii HAIIMOHAIEHOM
MOJIUTUKU ToCcyAapcTBa. Ilepexos oT SKOHOMHKH TEXHOJOTHH K SKOHOMHUKE 3HAHWH TpeOyeT MOATOTOBKH
COOTBETCTBYIOIUX WHHOBAIIMOHHO-OPHEHTUPOBAHHBIX CIENHAINCTOB, B TIEPBYIO O4YEPehb IS PEeaabHOro
CEKTOpa IKOHOMHUKH. ITO OTHOCUTCS HE TOJILKO K BBIITYCKHHKAM BY30B, HO M K pa0OTaIONIUM CIECIHATHCTAM
JUIs:00eCTICYeHUS. IPUHITUIIA HEMPEPHIBHOCTH 00YUEHUS B IIEPUO]] TPYIOBON JAESATEITHHOCTH.

Beiciiee. 00pa3oBanre UrpaeT BayKHYIO poJib B oOecrieueHHH PoQecCHOHATBFHON MOATOTOBKH KOMITE-
TEHTHBIX M KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOOHBIX CIIEIIUAUCTOB JUII BCEX OTpPACiell SKOHOMHUKHU PECITyOJTUKU B MHTErpa-
LMY C HayKOH M mpou3BOJCTBOM. B HacTosmee Bpems B Kazaxcrane pynkunonupyer 148 By30B (9 Harmo-
HaJTbHBIX, 2 MEXKIYHAPOIHBIX, 32 TOCYAapCTBEHHBIX, 12 HerpaKIaHCKUX, 93 JacTHBIX, B TOM 4HuCie 16 ak-
IIMOHUPOBAHHKIX ), B KOTOPHIX 00y4aroTCs CBEITIE 595 ThIC. YemoBek [2].

Tem He MeHee OONBIIMHCTBO padoTOAaTeNeil HE YAOBICTBOPEHBI KaUueCTBOM MOJTIOTOBKH CIICIHAIH-
CTOB, BBITTyCKaeMbIX By3amu. OOpa3oBaTenbHbIE TPOrPaMMBI HE BCET/la OTBEYAIOT OXKHUIAaHUSAM paboTomare-
Jiell ¥ He COOTBETCTBYIOT MOTPEOHOCTSAM SKOHOMHKH. VMIMEIOT MECTO HEraTMBHBIC TEHICHIIMU B KaJpOBOM
o0ecreYeHnH By30B: OTCYTCTBYET CUCTEMHOE BOCIIPOM3BOACTBO MPO(ECCOPCKO-MPENoIaBaTeIbCcKOro cocTa-
Ba, IIMPOKO MPAKTUKYETCsS paboTa 10 COBMECTUTEILCTBY. MaTepuallbHO-TEXHUYECKUE pecypchl By30B Ka-
3axcTaHa OOHOBIISIOTCS HEOCTATOYHBIME TeMITaMy. By3aMu He BbIIEp)KMBAETCS yCTaHOBJIEHHAs HOpMa 00-
HOBJICHUSI OMOMMoTeyHOro (OoHIA, KaK IO TyMaHUTAPHBIM, TaK U 10 TEXHUYECKUM CICIUATBHOCTSIM.
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