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Methodology of pragmatism as a formation way
of thinking culture in educational activities

The article provides a philosophical analysis of topical issues of modern educational activities in theiggeon-
nection with the formation of a culture of thinking based on the methodology of pragmatism. Possession
of this culture will allow the person to be included in public life as the complete personalify. capable
to operate at changing requirements in work. In this regard, the actual problem is the humanization
of education, which involves a really functioning system that ensures the unity of continuous General cultur-
al, socio-moral and professional development of the individual, taking into account social needs and personal
needs. The highest humanistic meaning of social development is the assertion of the attitude to)man
as the highest value of life, the merger of public and personal interests, the creation of conditionsifor the free
development of each person.
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Modern Kazakhstan has chosen the path of modernization of the most important spheres not only of so-
cial life, but also of public consciousness as a strategy adequatesto the,challenges of modernity of its civiliza-
tional development. At the same time, it is stated that the modesnization of public consciousness should not
only accompany large-scale transformations in the economgyandypolitics, not just complement them, but
should act as their core, ahead of them in their quest to determine the right, appropriate to the challenges of
the time, guidelines for further development.

The fundamental requirement of the proposed modenization is the need to change the «model of con-
sciousness and thinking», taking the best of what the\era brings. However, as the experience of the twentieth
century shows, the main problem is that the advancediachievements of a certain civilizational type (mainly
Western) were mechanically transferred to all peoples ‘and civilizations without taking into account their
characteristics. Therefore, the preservation of“its,culture and its own national code is the first condition for
the modernization of the new type. «Btt this does not mean preserving everything in the national conscious-
ness — and what gives us confidencejin the future, and what leads us back. The new modernization should
not, as before, look haughtily at Historicalexperience and traditions. On the contrary, it should make the best
traditions a prerequisite, an impertant'condition for the success of modernizationy» [1].

One of the priorities ofithe’proposed modernization is called pragmatism, which is defined as follows.
«Pragmatism means an@aceurate knowledge of their national and personal resources, their economical spend-
ing, the ability to plan for the future. Pragmatism is the opposite of extravagance, arrogance, life for show.
The culture of modern‘seciety is a culture of moderation, a culture of prosperity, not luxury, it is a culture of
rationality. Thed@bilitypto live rationally, with an emphasis on achieving real goals, with an emphasis on edu-
cation, a healthy‘lifestyle and professional success-this is pragmatism in behavior. And this is the only suc-
cessful m@deldn theimodern world... the Age of radical ideologies has passed. We need clear, understandable
and*forward-looking attitudes. Such an attitude can be a focus on achieving specific goals with the calcula-
tion of their‘€@pabilities and limits as a person and the nation as a whole. Realism and pragmatism are the
watehwords of the coming decades» [1].

The appeal to the philosophy of pragmatism and its methodological component can hardly be called ac-
cidental, since the conceptual foundations of pragmatism imply the use of such methods of research of reali-
ty, which lead to the achievement of the most effective practical result of human activity. As V.A. Kanke
notes: «Pragmatics in the most General, philosophical understanding of this word emphasizes the effective-
ness, efficiency of feelings and thoughts. It is not about things as such, but about their significance for peo-
ple» [2; 239].

Ch. Pearce comes to the conclusion that thinking is only a function that allows you to implement a par-
ticular action and reflecting on the purpose of thinking and its functions, one of the founders of classical
pragmatism. Man, as a being realizing himself in experience, to a large extent manifests himself not in
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knowledge, but in the activity transforming the conditions of his being. Therefore, according to Ch. Pearce,
man is so completely enclosed within the limits of his possible experience, his mind is so bent on being the
instrument of his needs, that he cannot go beyond these limits. Logic is understood by Ch. Pearce not in the
traditional Aristotelian way as a generalization of the laws of being, nor in the Hegelian spirit as a generali-
zation of the laws of thought equivalent to the laws of being. Logic is a generalization of human cognition,
the rules of logic are intellectual tools of adaptation to the environment that have arisen as a result of evolu-
tion from Peirce's point of view. The scientific method, according to Ch. Pierce, is a method of everyday rea-
soning applied to the most difficult and complex areas of research. The meaning of concepts and ideas,, in the
interpretation of Charles Pierce, lies in their practical consequences for man. Therefore, all conceivable ob-
jects must be put in direct relation to human needs, interests, comprehension of the object — is the compre-
hension of its possible practical consequences.

Another prominent representative of the philosophy of pragmatism is W. James believéd that man 1s a
creature, an organism that is in some environment, seeking to survive and actively adapt tojghanging condi-
tions. Speaking against the supporters of the idea of the absolute. W. James persistently holdsythe idea that
the world is constantly unfinished, it cannot be laid in any ready scheme, there is always room for the new,
and this new is constantly emerging. W. James qualifies the mind as a functionally dynamic instrument of
adaptation to the environment. Man is not subject to any objective necessity; he igfrée to'ehoose any line of
behavior. W. James puts forward the principle of identity between the truth of an ideajand its operative ca-
pacity. He says that if an idea works, it is true. The meaning of all theories lies fot W4James in their ability
to solve problems. Instead of building a system of terms, it is necessaryjin' practice to identify the price of
each of them — a theory useful in everyday life, in the James’s vision theres,a true theory.

The greatest contribution to the development of the methodology of pragmatism was made by
D. Dewey, who in his reflections on the effectiveness of thinking preeeeded from the idea of the instability
of the world, the riskiness and instability of human existence. The 'subject of knowledge is transformed by
D. Dewey from a disinterested observer to a participant in éveénts:“IThe most General and basic task of sci-
ence and scientific method is up to D. Dewey’s point istthe \bestyadaptation of man to the environment, to
ensure the successful human action. In his view sciengenis a'box of tools from which to choose those that are
most useful in the circumstances. The scientific method is'ot just a medium of knowledge, but the technolo-
gy for successful human behavior in the world,unfoldingsas a sequence of following procedures: awareness
and formulation of the problem; the nominatién of hypotheses and the formation of the project to solve prob-
lems; development of solutions to the empirical consequences; observation and experimental testing of hy-
potheses. The result of the study is someyew established reality, as a result of research, the subject of re-
search be subjected to itself in a siggificant'ehange, knowledge changes the existence of the subject. There-
fore, the methodology of pragmatism isiapplicable not only in science, in technology, production, but also in
morality, social life.

Pragmatism develops an idea of the world as a constantly complicated and transforming structure, in
which man is embedded_as one of the elements endowed with specific capabilities to create independent
strategies of activity ifi conditions of instability and unpredictability. The main institutions responsible for
the creation of these strategies, in the human society at the present stage of development are science and
education, fromgWhich «&xpect a conceptual revolution, the opening of a new semantic horizon, a radical
improvement inithe mental abilities of man and society, and on this basis to ensure environmentally oriented
development®of technologies and techniques that provide permanent improvement in the quality of life»
[3; 4]

Defining the starting point of its methodological efforts human actions, pragmatism proposes to focus
on the formation of an effective technology of action in any new human situation, which can be
characterized as problematic. And here it is important not so much the possession of ready-made, established
knowledge, as the acquisition of their own experience in the application of existing knowledge or the
formation of knowledge about the possibilities of self-obtaining the necessary knowledge. «In the pragmatic
method, meaning is realized as an interpretation (interpretation), accomplished through the knowledge of
preferences (values) of people, various kinds of feelings, emotions, thoughts, ideals, beliefs, motives,
aspirations, goals, interests and existentialsy [2; 242]. Accordingly, one of the key requirements of the
methodology of pragmatism is the formation of critical thinking directed against any forms of
authoritarianism in scientific judgments and socio-political practice. Critical thinking involves the
elimination of a type of social management in which people are descended from above and imposed by force
almost exclusively tasks-means. At the same time, A.A. Khamidov notes, «the solution of the tasks of the
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subject-and personal-creative order is certainly not the intention of the authorities; it is superseded and
replaced by the solution of problems of object-transformative and material-manufacturing» [4; 202], and
people themselves become only a means of solving problems of this kind.

The methodological basis for the effective solution of social practice issues in the pragmatist approach
is the recognition of the status of a person as a full-fledged subject of activity, participating in the creative
process of transforming the world, social reality, his own imperfection, revealing in this process all new
opportunities of his own. The main goal of civilizational development is not so much in accelerating
economic development and improving mechanisms of financial gain, how much to allow each person to
realize their potential and lead healthy, creative, and active life, when improvement of personal qualities is
the key and content of the progress of all mankind.

In other words, it is becoming increasingly clear that the future prospects of the modernvorldmas well
as the future development of any social organism, primarily depend on whether humanity is*able to find\the
optimal balance between economic success and the provision of public goods. In the moderayworld, thisfts a
fundamental issue of social modernization.

As D. Dewey wrote: «Social efficiency and even public service remain empty aud cold weords, if the
person who uses them does not have a clear understanding that in life for different people, a variety of things
can be good for different people and that it is useful for society to encouragé €ach perSon to make a
reasonable choice» [5; 116]. In other words, one of the main tasks of social fmodetnization,is the formation of
such an individual and universal culture that will allow a person to go beyond the [simplified perception and
understanding of the world as a result of rational interpretation and semantiesaeeeptance of the diversity of
human interests.

Modern Kazakh society is going through a period of revaluation of valuesiand overcoming what hinders
the long-term development and further progress. In this regard, the actual problem is the humanization of
education, which involves a really functioning system that ensures the unity of continuous General cultural,
socio-moral and professional development of the individualj taking into account social needs and personal
needs. The highest humanistic meaning of social development iSjthe assertion of the attitude to man as the
highest value of life, the merger of public and persomal imterests, the creation of conditions for the free
development of each person.

Realization of humanistic installation in education allows to develop at the trained bases of pragmatic
thinking which acts as the most important cofiditionof mastering of the main ability of the person-ability to
turn itself into the active force changinggeiremmstances of life of people according to their ideals and the
purposes.

In the modern conditions ofgsapid ‘¢hanges in social reality, humanity is constantly faced with
challenges that require each person a higher intellectual training than before. This leads to a steady increase
in the need to professionalize activities telated to learning throughout their lives. In the previous, more
predictable, industrial era, péople.could rely on the existing body of knowledge supported by the appropriate
education system. Nowadays therelis more and more responsibility it is connected with activity of direct
executors. They are ificreasingl§”involved in making decisions that matter to society as a whole and are
searching for solution§ to social problems on their own.

Analyzing the ‘current’situation on the labor market, representatives of social Sciences are increasingly
coming to the“eenclusion that the younger generation can not take a proper place in the system of social
productiong”asyinitially unable to compete on equal terms with the more affluent or status strata of the
population. At the same time, it becomes obvious that the loss of reliable social guidelines, the collapse of
traditional“imstitiitions of socialization, on the one hand, increases the personal responsibility of the young
person for his fate, putting him before the need to choose, and on the other — reveals the unwillingness (and
inability) of the majority to join the dynamics of new social relations. And even the end of any course of
professional training does not guarantee painless social adaptation. This is not just a statement of domestic
realities: similar processes characterize the European socio-economic reality. W. Beck noted: «the Transition
from the education system to the employment system becomes unstable and labile; a gray zone of risky
underemployment is wedged between these systems» [6; 223, 224].

Unlike in the past, when intellectual ability and ingenuity were necessary for a narrow circle of highly
educated professionals, today these qualities are required by an increasing number of workers in many
workplaces. Even the simplest work often requires quite complex and extraordinary mental operations.
In addition, today people are increasingly working in self-governing work collectives. At the same time, it is
extremely important for the employee to see the impact that his decisions have on the progress of the work
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carried out, on its final result. Therefore, the call to «think and learn» becomes an urgent need of our time,
the most important factor in the development of professional attitudes in any activity.

There is no doubt that the education system in modern highly developed socio-economic countries is a
structurally branched and differentiated multi-level social institution that plays an important role in the
socialization of a person, in his preparation for obtaining a particular social status, in mastering the relevant
professional function in social production, in the stabilization, integration and improvement of social
subsystems. The importance of education for progressive civilizational development is constantly increasing,
as the complexity of all forms of social life, the introduction of high technologies in social production and
everyday life require each member of society conscious and responsible attitude to the results of their
activities.

In such a social situation, the volume of knowledge acquired is no longer the main indicatétsgefithe
quality of education. They are replaced by such requirements as the formation of a stable” motivationof
knowledge, the formation of over-subject methods of educational activity so that everyone ¢an independently
learn all his life. The purpose of pedagogical activity is the formation of a methodological cultuge that allows
you to move from the mechanical implementation of the educational process to the awareness ofstheir own
activities, makes inseparable activity and conceptual aspects of the process of knowledge. In the modern
world, natural Sciences and technology based on them provide almost limitless opportunities’in any field of
activity, but humanity today suffers not so much from a lack of knowledge or lackéofitechnical means, but
from a lack of wisdom and responsibility to use the available means of building a modern civilization for the
benefit of a particular person. Therefore, each person, choosing for himselfsayparticular kind of activity,
should understand that the essence of modern professional culture is a“deep awareness of the need for
successful self-education and self-development, the developmentqof social“and cultural self-activity, the
implementation of free and creative activity.

In a post-industrial economy, the emphasis in education is‘shiftingdfrom quantitative characteristics of
the sum of knowledge on the quality of their application for the)formation of the ability to self-determination,
self-organization, self-government. Accordingly, the leading|requirement is the combination of action and
reflection. It is reflection, the subject of which locallymacts<as\its own action, provides the phenomenon of
self-control, self-analysis, self-correction and selfsmobilization, which is formed by one concept of self-
organization. Under these new values of _education, existing pedagogical technologies should be
reconstructed and created.

To ensure that these values becomé the basis of Innovative educational activities is needed, said
V.1 Tsoy, the following pedagogical cofiditions:the attempted action, meeting with a difficulty, reaching the
reflection, reflection with its focusgen lackyof ability of the person as the cause of the difficulties, the
transition to the design method of disclesure of the missing abilities, the implementation of this method of
self-change and return to practicalaction [7; 95].

Considering this cycle @f actions of the student as a criterion of the organization of educational process,
the teacher carries out the corresponding motivational, organizational, control and corrective actions, manag-
ing thereby activity offthe student, his self-change. In other words, modern pedagogical technologies should
be based on the subordination of the actions of teachers to the requirements of the preservation of the mech-
anism of self-changejof the'student. However, what should be the criteria of pedagogical thinking, so that the
described mechanism ofiself-change was not unfounded, so that the teacher himself could reliably reflect on
his own agtiofis, and, if necessary, correct them? Here the order to methodology on creation of means of the
organizationgot reflection is revealed. V.I. Choi believes that in order to create an effective system of peda-
gogical\innovations, it is necessary to take into account the following: 1) today's teachers can not pedagogi-
cally aneaningfully stimulate and organize the cognitive and personal activity of students, because they do
notleven have a theoretical understanding of reflection and its methodological organization; 2) current activi-
ties afithe teacher should be based on humanitarian, communicative nature of the learning process, and the
way of interaction with students remains the same — primarily policy, not subordinate communication, un-
derstanding and critique of educational material for students, and fulfill the formal and substantive require-
ments of model curricula; 3) the existing forms and norms of the educational process are subject to the
logicadministrative and Directive technologies of both pedagogical and managerial activities, therefore, at-
tempts to introduce into the education system, it would seem, modern credit technologies of the organization
without taking into account the required initial abilities of students and the non-significant content of educa-
tion in most cases are limited to the formal side of the case; 4) within the framework of the multi-subject na-
ture of education, a combination of theoretical and practical training of students, it is necessary to have a
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holistic, consistent paradigm of fundamental education, for which it is necessary to build a system of
appropriate categories. However, in reality, it continues to replace the «spontaneousy» understanding of both
the mechanisms of thinking, its processes, and logical forms of organization of mental activity [7; 97].

O.S. Anisimov also speaks about it, suggesting to teachers to realize that at the heart of pedagogical
thinking and pedagogical preparation «communicative, logical-semiotic, psychological, ontomyslitelny and
other culture» [8;345] has to lie. In other words, the culture of thinking involves not only a certain
organization of thought processes, but also their reflection, identification, criticism and design of additional
means of self-organization. Therefore, outside the methodological layer of analysis and the corresponding
criteria of thinking, it is difficult to count on a teacher of a new formation, able to ensure the dissemination
of critical principles of thinking, to approve new pedagogical conditions for the free and creative
development of man.

In the modern public consciousness, more and more attention is drawn to the fact that without the active
participation of the vast majority of the population in the implementation of the plannedjsocio-economic
modernization, it is hardly possible to count on success. Therefore, the theoretical and methodological
understanding of this problem and the awareness of its role in the logic of civilizational development is not
only theoretical, but also a task of great practical importance. After all, society hag, always faced, and
continues to face, the need for a practical solution to one of the most pressin@ Secialgpfoblems — the
problem of organizing the entire variety of social activities on the basis 0f a harmonieus‘eombination of
priorities between individual and public interests. As quite rightly noted ViI. Rotnitsky, «... the question of
the priority of the individual or the public is the main, eternal question ofthisterysthroughout its entire length,
it is a problem, a concrete solution of which becomes the matrix of any actim,the life of each individual, that
is, regardless of whether the latter is aware of it or it remains notfeflected in itS’existential activity» [9; 205].

In the humanistic education system, the goal is not to form an «ebject» with predetermined properties
externally, but to find, support and develop a person in a persomyand todlay in him the mechanisms of self-
realization, self-development, self-regulation necessary for hisfiee €lvic and professional orientation and the
ability to develop his inner spiritual potential. In the realization ofithis goal, the determining role is played by
the subjects of the educational process, who must «instrument» this process as a freely chosen activity by the
students themselves. In which, first, the best conditions Wwill be created for purposeful socially significant
development, education, enrichment of knowledge and experience, and, secondly, the management of this
process will take place in accordance with int€rnal needsjand interests. That is, the desired «instrumentation»
should become a necessary element of thegmore importantprocess of finding a person himself, choosing and
arguing for his own world of values. Totenter the"world of knowledge as its rightful owner and Creator is
possible only as a result of the discawery ofithe reflective world of one's own «I» and the ability to manage
this world. Education in this respect andyshould be seen as a process of real preferential self-education of the
individual, forming the ability to“create an internal creative system of means of activity. In this setting, the
epicenter of pedagogical efforts is, the creation of conditions conducive to the formation of reflective in na-
ture thinking, communicative and activity abilities of man. Today the education system faces the need to ad-
dress the problems asgociated with finding ways and means of the formation of values of realism and prag-
matism, can lay the human Foundation for the emergence of the ability to expand your inner spiritual poten-
tial, to choose and teybuildstheir own life project, to master creative ways of solving scientific and life prob-
lems, to open reflectiveyworld of his own «I» and learn to manage them. The ability to understand current
events, anti€ipate future opportunities, and innovate are the hallmarks needed to ensure stability and future
growth in today'§ single global knowledge economy. Thereinthe stability and well-being of social develop-
ment are mmextricably linked to the quality of talent, knowledge and innovation produced by the higher edu-
cation System.

The vocation, the purpose, the task of everyone is to develop their abilities comprehensively. Our whole
life is)problem solving. And it is necessary to educate the ability to solve problems independently, and not to
give ready-made recipes. Only by introducing to the logic of struggle, the logic of solving problems, you can
cultivate the ability to think creatively, find new things and not be afraid of it. To do the work that we like —
this is what we strive for. But we must go even further. Through the implementation of the vocation — to the
implementation of citizenship, to the education of responsibility, social activity, participation in the common
cause. It is necessary that the growth of material opportunities is constantly accompanied by an increase in
the moral and cultural level of people. People will assert themselves through the wealth of their personality,
through the possession of the treasures of world culture, not through the possession of things. The task is to
increase the welfare of the people, to create a person capable of human consumption, and this means-to at-
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tach everyone to the enduring values of culture. Only those who work creatively and develop spiritual and
material culture at the same time are able to master cultural values creatively. Creative work is a manifesta-
tion of freedom, a condition for a decent and happy human life, a key principle of its comprehensive devel-
opment.
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H. Maiixekene, [I.K. Kycoekog I, (Coomenko

Binim Oepy KbI3MeTiHAe MparMaru3MipaicHaMachl oisiay
MOJICHHETIH KANBIIFACTRIPY TICijIi peTinae

Makasiazia mparMaTi3M METOAOJIOTHSICHI HELigiHAR) ONaysNIS ICHUETIH KaIbINTaCThIpyFa OaiilaHbICThI Ka3ipri
6imiM Oepy KbI3METiHIH ©3eKkTi Macenenepile GuioeodmsibiK Tangay OepinreH. byn monenuerke ue Goiy
a/JlaMHBIH €HOCKKE JIeTeH KaKETTUTIKTEepiH @3repTKEH Ke3/e opeKeT eTyre KabineTTi OipTyTac TyJIFa peTiHzae
KOFaMJIBIK eMipre KOocblUIyFa MYMKIHAIK OepemiOcriran OaitmanbicTel OiniM Oepyai i3rineHmipy macereci
©3€eKTi OOJIBIN TaObLIAIBI, OJ KOFAMJIBIK K@KETTLUTIKTEp MEH )KEKE CYPaHBICTAP/Ibl €CKEPE OTHIPHII, TYJIFaHbIH
Y3IKCi3 KaJIbl MOJICHH, JJICYMETBIK-aIaMIepIIUIK jKOHEe KOCIOM JaMyBIHBIH OipJIiriH KaMTaMachl3 eTEeTiH
HaKTBI )KYMBIC ICTEHTIH yiieHi Oomkaliabl. OJeyMeTTIK JaMyAbIH JKOFapbl TYMaHUCTIK MarbIHACHl aIaMFa
GOJIMBICTBIH JKOFaphl KYHIBUIBIBEI |\ peTIHIe KO3KapachkH OeKiTy, KOFaM/IBIK XKoHE XKeKe Myanenepl OipikTipy,
op6ip afaMHBIH epKiH AAMYBL YILITH KaFqaii sxacay OObI TaObLIaabL.

Kinm ce30ep: xaugbipTy, IparMaTH3M, OistiM Oepy, r'yMaHH3aLys, OiijIay MOJCHHUETI, KbI3MET.

H. Maiixekene, [I.K. Kyc6ekos, I1.I1. Conomenko

MeTOH0/10rusl MPArMaTH3MA KaK c1ioc00 GopMUPOBAHUA KYJIbTYPbI
MBbIILJIEHUs B 00pa30BaTe/IbHOM eI TeJIbHOCTH

B cratbe nan ¢unocodckuii aHaIN3 aKTyanbHBIX BOIPOCOB COBPEMEHHON 00pa30BaTeIbHON ACSATEIBHOCTH B
UX CBSI3M ¢ (JOPMHMPOBAHUEM KYJbTYPBI MbILIJICHUS HA OCHOBE METOJOJIOTMH nparMaru3Ma. ObnagaHue aH-
HOH KyJIbTypOil MO3BOJIUT UENOBEKY BKIIIOUUTHCS B OOIIECTBEHHYIO XM3Hb KaK IIEJOCTHOM JMYHOCTH, CHO-
COOHOI HeHCTBOBATh MPH M3MEHSIOMIMXCSA MOTPEOHOCTSX B TpyAe. B CB3M ¢ 3THM aKTyaJabHOH SBISETCS
npobieMa ryMaHHW3alMd oOpa3oBaHUS, KOTOpas HpEAIoyiaraeT peayibHO (YHKIHOHHPYIOUIYIO CHCTEMY,
00ecIeYnBaONIyI0 eJMHCTBO HEINPEPHIBHOTO OOIIEKYIFTYPHOTO, CONUAIEHO-HPABCTBEHHOTO U NMPO(eccHo-
HAJIGHOTO Pa3BUTHS JIMYHOCTU C YIETOM OOIIECTBEHHBIX IOTPEOHOCTEH U JIMYHEIX 3arpocoB. Beicmmm ry-
MaHHCTUYECKUM CMBICIOM COLUAIBHOIO PAa3BUTHUsSI CTAHOBUTCS YTBEPXKJCHHUE OTHOLICHUS K YENOBEKY Kak
BBICIIIEN LIEHHOCTH OBITHSA, CIUSTHUE OOIIECTBEHHBIX M JMYHBIX MHTEPECOB, CO3/IaHUE YCIOBUI 111 CBOOOA-
HOTO Pa3BUTHUS KaXJOTO YEIOBEKA.

Knioueswie crosa: MoiepHU3aIys, IparMaTusM, 00pa3oBaHue, TyMaHU3alus, KyJIbTypa MBIIITICHHS, ASSITElb-
HOCTb.
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