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Abstract

The article is devoted to the problem of using a different approach in teaching a foreign language in a modern
secondary school. One of the important problems that arise in the organization of differentiated education is
the problem of determining the age of students in which it is advisable to carry out both external and internal
differentiation. To solve this problem, it is necessary to determine the specific personality traits that are the
basis for differentiation, and the degree of their development at a particular age. At the same time, it should be
borne in mind that differentiated learning is based primarily on taking into account such psychological
characteristics of students that affect their educational activities and on which learning outcomes depend. In
general, there are many such features: the specifics of all cognitive processes and memory, the properties of
the nervous system, character traits, temperament, abilities, giftedness, health status, etc. It is clear that it is
extremely difficult to take them all into account, therefore it is necessary to identify those that are subject to
accounting in the first place.

Keywords: differentiated approach, foreign language lesson, personality-oriented educational process.

Introduction

The modern stage of society's development is characterized by the growing dynamics of interaction
between members of society at all levels and in all spheres of life, which leads to an understanding
of the need and growing social need for a foreign language as a means of communication and as a
means of developing a separate sphere. Socio-economic and socio-political changes taking place in
Kazakhstan since the beginning of the XXI century have significantly influenced the expansion of
the social environment of people involved in intercultural contact with representatives of other
countries and cultures. Due to the need to strengthen positions in a single global and European
educational space, the process of modernization of the general education system is intensifying, the
goals, objectives and content of teaching the subject "foreign language" in general education
institutions are changing.

To solve this problem at the present stage, "ways of reorganization are being sought in order to
optimize, increase the efficiency of the educational process, bring it in line with the growing
requirements for the level of education," including through differentiation of training.

The purpose of this work is a scientific and theoretical justification and experimental verification of
differentiated teaching of students of different ages in English lessons in a small school.

In accordance with this goal, it is necessary to solve the following tasks:
1. To summarize the main provisions of psychological and pedagogical research on the problems of
differentiation of the educational process based on the analysis of scientific and methodological
literature.
2. To identify and justify the set of pedagogical conditions necessary for the successful
implementation of differentiated learning.
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3. Development and implementation of an experimental model of differentiated teaching of students
of different ages in English lessons in a small school.

4. To determine and experimentally study the effectiveness of the pedagogical conditions identified
during the experimental work.

The subject of the study is the subject of English in a small school. The object of the study is
differentiated teaching of students of different ages in English lessons in a small school.

As a hypothesis of the study, the assumption is put forward that differentiated teaching of
schoolchildren of different ages in English lessons in a small school will be more effective if:

- students are given the opportunity to assimilate educational material at different levels (but not
below the basic level), depending on their learning ability, foreign language abilities, cognitive
interests and the degree of motivation development [Alieva Yu.A, 2013];

- in the learning process, individual age characteristics and potential capabilities of students are taken
into account;

- the educational process is built in homogeneous groups on a differentiated basis, using different
learning rates and the depth of assimilation of the material for each group;

- differentiated programs of varying degrees of complexity are used;

- a level-based educational and methodological collection is used.

Methods

The following methods were used in the course of the study:

- theoretical (analysis and generalization of philosophical, psychological, pedagogical,
methodological literature on the problem of research, study of normative documents, innovative and
mass pedagogical experience);

- empirical (pedagogical control, testing, survey, differentiation, survey, pedagogical experiment);
mathematical and statistical methods of processing experimental data.

Main body

Solving the problem of applying a differentiated approach to the English lesson. There are different
views on the concept of differentiation of learning. In the Pedagogical Encyclopedic Dictionary they
find the following definition: « differentiation of learning is a form of organization of education
organization of educational activities of schoolchildren, which takes into account their inclinations,
interests and manifested abilities." Here are a few more definitions of this concept:

1. Differentiation is the division of students into groups based on any individual abilities for
individual learning.

2. Differentiation of learning is the grouping of students based on their individual abilities to study
according to slightly different curricula, programs, technologies.

3. Differentiation of learning (differentiated approach to learning) are:

1) creating a variety of learning conditions for different schools, classes, groups in order to take into
account the characteristics of their contingent;

2) a set of methodological, psychological, pedagogical, organizational and managerial measures that
provide training in homogeneous groups.

4. Differentiation of learning is a didactic principle, according to which a set of didactic conditions is
created to increase efficiency, taking into account the typological characteristics of students (their
interests, creative abilities, learning, learning ability, working capacity, etc.), according to which the
goals, content of education, forms and methods of teaching are selected and differentiated

In a number of pedagogical systems, differentiation of the educational process is a priority quality,
the main distinguishing feature, and such systems can be called "differentiated learning technologies"
[Kovalenko 1.G., 2013].
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Pedagogical systems in which the differentiation of the educational process is the main distinguishing
feature can be called "differentiated learning technologies". Technology (pedagogical) is a set of
certain approaches, techniques, methods in the work of a teacher in the classroom, aimed at the
mandatory achievement of a didactic goal and task.

The technology of differentiated learning is a set of organizational solutions, means and methods of
differentiated learning, covering a certain part of the educational process. Being actively used in the
educational process of a modern school within the framework of various subjects, this teaching
technology is not yet sufficiently applied in the field of foreign language teaching. The reasons lie in
the specifics of the subject - most of the lesson is devoted to the practical part, and in the fact that
children often consider a foreign language a secondary, unnecessary discipline for themselves
[Vasilyeva A.G., 2013]. Thus, the teacher is forced to look for new ways to improve the effectiveness
of teaching students in the classroom.

It is known that all children are different - both in abilities, and in the pace of learning, according to
interests and needs. In the conditions of a class-based system, the teacher focuses on the average
student, not giving a sufficient load to the "strong", not having time to explain and achieve the
assimilation of the material by the "weak". And it is here that a big role is assigned to the idea of
differentiated learning, which involves taking into account individual abilities and needs and
manifests itself in the concretization of goals, objectives, content and ways of organizing the
educational process, requires a variety of training [Valtseva Yu.V., 2013]. Due to the need to reduce
the academic load, the introduction of differentiation in the educational process, physiologists believe,
will improve the school and have a positive impact on the health of schoolchildren.

A well-thought-out introduction of differentiation into the educational process allows us to solve the
following tasks:

1) to prevent gaps in knowledge, skills and abilities of students, to level the degree of preparation of
the entire class;

2) develop students' abilities and interests;

3) improve the quality of knowledge;

4) make more rational use of everyone's study time;

5) involve all students in active, intense mental activity;

6) eliminate the gap between frontal teaching methods and the individual nature of knowledge.

To implement the differentiation of training, it is necessary:

1) to clarify and specify by what criteria, abilities, knowledge, skills the differentiation of training
will be carried out;

2) develop or use ready-made tasks, assignments, tests that allow students to differentiate according
to the criterion you have chosen;

3) use differentiated tasks, tasks, exercises taking into account the results of preliminary diagnostics
of students;

4) if individual students with a differentiated task clearly do not cope or it turned out to be too simple
and easy for them, transfer the student to a stronger or, conversely, a weaker group;

5) if the student successfully completes certain tasks, exercises of a reduced level of difficulty,
transfer him to another group. At the same time, to note his successes and achievements;

6) create, systematize and continuously improve the "bank of differentiated tasks" according to the
selected criterion, ability, ability, using task cards, slides, computer programs for this purpose.

So, staying within the framework of the class-based system and using the differentiation of learning,
we can get closer to the personal orientation of the educational process.

Individualization of educational work can occur in 3 forms: frontal, group and independent.

In front-line work, the teacher orally expounds texts of varying complexity, i.e. first he simplifies his
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material, and then complicates it, conducts an educational conversation, during which he encourages
students to create a problem and show their knowledge over the program, taking into account
individual differences in role-playing, discussions [Borisova Yu.V., Grebnev L.V, 2001].

Group work is used as a means of activating students. During a conversation in a small group, the
student can express his opinion, participate more actively in solving educational tasks in accordance
with his interests and abilities. Students are divided into groups based on interests or abilities: The
Ist group consists of well-performing students, the 2nd - from the "middle-class", the 3rd - from the
underachievers. Students of the Ist group can work independently with elements of creativity. You
can offer groups tasks of your choice.

When working independently, the direct participation of the teacher is not necessary. Doing the work
requires mental effort. The teacher will not achieve good results if the students do not learn the
rational processes of differentiated work.

Differentiated training provides for such organizational forms in which each student works at the
level of his abilities, overcoming a feasible, but quite tangible difficulty for him.

Within the framework of a differentiated approach, not only differentiated tasks by complexity should
be considered, but also the differentiation of the conditions for performing these tasks (different
teacher assistance to strong and weak students, different time to complete the task, to think about the
answer), as well as forms of monitoring their performance.

Often teachers, evaluating multi-level tasks, face a psychological problem. So, L.V Kirillova writes
that, giving a weak student a less difficult task than a strong one, based on the consideration "let him
do less, but better", the teacher should answer the legitimate question that arose in a strong student:
"Why do I have to teach so much and perform such difficult tasks if my classmate, in order to to get
the same assessment, is it enough to do a job that is much smaller in volume and easier in degree of
difficulty?". Therefore, I consider it necessary to differentiate the evaluation of such tasks. A good
example is the so-called "differentiated dictation", when each student receives the same text, where
in the task on "4" or "5" it is necessary to enter the missing words completely under the dictation of
the teacher, and on "3" you can choose a word from two given options. At the same time, the teacher
invites students to choose the level of difficulty on their own, which is also an important stage of
introspection and eliminates the possibility of conflict when grading [Strokova T.A., 2005].

Recently, this learning technology has become actively used in the educational process of a modern
school in various subjects. Unfortunately, in my opinion, the “Foreign Language” is not yet widely
and correctly applied in the educational field. We know that until recently, according to the specifics
of this subject — up to 60% of the lesson time was devoted to the practical part, as well as a foreign
language — a special discipline that children often consider unnecessary for themselves, assuring that
it will never be useful to them. Nowadays, the relevance of learning a foreign language is high. And
with the advent of new innovative programs and the introduction of a large amount of material to
study in them, it became necessary to look for new ways to improve the effectiveness of teaching
students in the classroom.

Thus, a differentiated approach to teaching in foreign language lessons, as a means of improving the
quality of education, is necessary. And to achieve this goal, every teacher must clearly understand
what it is. Differentiation in translation from Latin “difference” means division, stratification of the
whole into parts, forms, steps; in translation from English “difference” — “difference”, “difference”.
In the pedagogical literature, different authors give different concepts of differentiation of learning. I
suggest you consider them:

Differentiation of learning is a form of organization of educational activities of schoolchildren, which
takes into account their inclinations, interests and manifested abilities. Differentiation of learning is
a didactic principle according to which, in order to increase efficiency, a set of didactic conditions is
created that takes into account the typological characteristics of students (their interests, creativity,
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learning ability, learning ability, working capacity, etc.) in accordance with which goals, educational
content, forms and methods of teaching are selected and differentiated [Ismailova, S.1I., 2000].

Differentiation of learning is the grouping of students based on their individual abilities to study
according to slightly different curricula, programs, technologies.

Differentiation of learning is taking into account the individual characteristics of students in the form
when students are grouped on the basis of any features for a separate training; usually training in this
case takes place according to several different curricula and programs.

Differentiation of learning is a way of organizing the educational process, which takes into account
individual typological characteristics of the individual in the form of special differences in the process
and learning outcomes.

Differentiation of learning (differentiated approach to learning) is:

1) creating a variety of learning conditions for different schools, classes, groups in order to take into
account the characteristics of their contingent [Yarulov A.A, 2004];

2) a set of methodological, psychological, pedagogical, organizational and managerial measures that
provide training in homogeneous groups.

Differentiation is the division of students into groups based on any individual abilities for individual
learning [Aksenova L.I., 2012].

Differentiation is a means of individualizing learning.

The following concept of differentiated learning is given in the pedagogical literature:

1) the form of organization of the educational process, in which the teacher works with a group of
students, compiled taking into account the presence of any common qualities significant for the
educational process (homogeneous group) [Gilbukh, Y.Z., 2014];

2) part of the general didactic system, which provides specialization of the educational process for
different groups of students.

It follows from the above that one of the main types of differentiation is individual learning, therefore,
all authors associate the concept of “differentiation of learning” with the concept of
“individualization” (taking into account any qualities of students), but give different definitions of
this concept (method, form, accounting, complex, conditions, grouping, means, etc.).

From my point of view, differentiation is an edifying principle, and therefore 1 agree with
V.I.Andreev's tract. In pedagogical theory and practice, the following main forms of implementation
of differentiation of learning are distinguished: internal (without the allocation of stable groups) and
external (with the allocation of stable groups). The analysis of the real possibilities of various forms
of differentiation of students according to their level of learning and mental development shows that
they individually do not solve all the problems that modern schools face today as an adaptive
pedagogical system. But, in my opinion, it is internal differentiation that solves these problems best
[Menchinskaya N.A., 1989].

Consider its characteristics:

- different teaching of children in a fairly large group of students, selected by random signs;

- based on the fullest possible consideration of individual and group characteristics of students;

- assumes the variability of the pace of studying the material, the differentiation of educational tasks,
the choice of different types of activities, the determination of the nature and degree of dosage of
assistance from the teacher;

- it is possible to divide children into groups (mobile, flexible, mobile) within the classroom in order
to carry out educational work with them at different levels and by different methods;

- the peculiarity of internal differentiation at the present stage is its orientation not only for children
experiencing difficulties, but also for gifted children [Pokrovskaya S.E., 2002].
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Internal differentiation can be carried out in the form of:

A differentiated approach to students, which consists in the application of forms and methods of
teaching, which in individual ways, taking into account psychological and pedagogical
characteristics, lead students to the same level of mastery of program material [Akimova M.K., 2012].

Level differentiation, which implies such an organization of education in which students, studying
under one program, have the right and opportunity to learn it at various planned levels, but not below
the level of mandatory requirements.

Internal differentiation is carried out by:

- variability of the pace of study of the material;

- differentiation of educational tasks;

- selection of different types of activities;

- determination of the nature and degree of dosage of assistance from the teacher.

Let's consider what goals the introduction of differentiated education in school allows us to achieve:
- creating optimal conditions for identifying the makings, -developing the interests and abilities of
each student [Uteeva R.A., 2014];

- satisfaction of cognitive needs, improvement of mental activity, development of students' interests,
identification of abilities and inclinations, formation of professional qualities;

- purposefully influence the formation of the creative individual, professional potential of society in
order to make rational use of the capabilities of each member of society in his relationship with
society;

- solving urgent problems of the school by creating a new methodological system of differentiated
teaching of students based on a fundamentally new motivational basis.

A well-thought-out introduction of differentiation into the educational process allows us to solve the
following tasks:

- to prevent gaps in knowledge, skills and abilities of students, to level the degree of preparation of
the entire class;

- develop students' abilities and interests;

- improve the quality of knowledge;

- make more rational use of everyone's study time;

- involve all students in active, intense mental activity;

- eliminate the gap between frontal teaching methods and the individual nature of knowledge
[Kalmykova Z.1., 2011].

At the same time, the main idea of basic education is realized — the students' knowledge of themselves
as a person, an individual, a personality, as a subject of relations with the world. The competent
introduction of differentiation into the learning process in English lessons allows us to solve the main
tasks of education, namely, to level the degree of training of students, to improve the quality of
technological education, to develop the interest and motivation of students in learning English.

Conclusion

A differentiated approach to students can be carried out at all stages of the lesson: a survey (written
survey - tests of various levels, task cards; oral interview - weaker students are the first to answer,
strong students can supplement or correct the answers), explanation of new material (strong students
can answer problematic questions, prepare information on new material independently, weaker
students can repeat after strong ones), consolidation of new material (strong students perform a
practical task, at this time with weak children it is possible repeat the main points, dwelling in detail
on each), homework (strong students work with additional literature, perform additional tasks of a
creative nature. The average and weak are also invited to speak, but literature is given for preparation,
as well as small additional exercises).

The use of a differentiated approach in English lessons allows you to diversify the forms and methods
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of working with children, increase the motivation of students, create a situation of success for weak
students, and, most importantly, improve the quality of teaching foreign language to schoolchildren.
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IIaFbIH )KHHAKTHI MeKTeNTe IPTYPJi :KacTaFbl OKYIIBLIAPFA aFbUIIIBIH TIJIIH capajian OKbITY

* C K Paxvimbexosa, 'B.T.Paxumbaesa
'Kapazanouncxuii ynusepcumem umenu A.E.Byxemoesa (Kapazanou, Kazaxcman)

Anoamna
Makaja IIarblH KHHAKThl MEKTENTEpJe IIeT TIIIH OKBITYda capajlaHFaH TACUIAl KOJIaHy MacesepiHe
apHanraH. Capanan OKbITYIIbI YHBIMIACTHIPY/a TYBIHIAUTBIH MaHBI3IbI MAcenenep iy Oipi OKyIIbUIapAbIH
Kac epeKILIeNiKTepiH aHbIKTay OOJIBIN TaObUIaAbl, OHIA CHIPTKHI JKOHE 1LIKi capayiayJibl KYPri3reH xeH. by
MOCEJICHI IIeIy YIIIH HAaKThl TYJIFAIBIK KaCHETTEPAl XKOHE OJIapiblH Oenrim Oip »Kacta gaMmy IopeKeciH
aHbIkTay KaxkeT. COHBIMEH KaTap, capajal OKbITY, €H aJlJIbIMEH, OKYIIBLIAPABIH OKY 9PEKETIHE acep €TeTiH
JKOHE OKY HOTWIKEJIepiHe Toye Il O0JIAThIH IICUXOJIOTHSUTBIK EPEKIETIKTEPiH eCeNKe ayFa HeTi3IeNreHiH ecTe
ycraraH jkeH. JKanmbl, MyHmaid Oenriiep eTe Keml: OapiiblK TaHBIMJBIK IPOIIECTEP MEH eCTe€ CakKray
epeKIIeNiKTepl, JKYHKe JKYHECiHIH KacueTTepi, MIHe3-KWIbIK epeKIIeTiKTepi, TeMIepaMmeHT, Kabiirerrep,
JAPBIHIBUTBIK, JCHCAYJIBIK JKaraaibl skoHe T.0. OnmapIblH OapibIFbIH €CETNKe aly OTe KUBIH €KEeHi aHBIK,
COHJIBIKTAH OipiHIII KE3EKTe €CeIKe ATyFa )KaTaThIHIAPbIH 06N KOPCEeTy KepekK.
Tyuiin co30ep: capallaHFaH TACIJ, HIET TiJi cabarbl, TYJIIFara OarpITTaIFaH O1iM Oepy mporieci
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JuddepennnpoBanHoe 00ydeHHe AaHTJIMIICKOMY SI3BIKY yYaIMXCcs Pa3HOr0 BONPOCTA
B MAJTOKOMILJICKTHOI 1IKOJ1€e

* C K. Paxvimbexosa, 'B.T.Paxumbaesa
'Kapazanounckuii ynusepcumem umenu A.E.Byxemosa (Kapazanoa, Kazaxcman)

Annomayus

CraThs MOCBSIICHA MPOOJIEMEe KCIIONIb30BaHue MU (HEPHIIMPOBAHHOTO MOIX0a B 00YYCHUH MHOCTPAHHOMY
S3bIKy B MAJOKOMIUICKTHO IKoine. OIHOM W3 BaXHBIX NPOOJIEM, BO3HHKAIONIMX IPH OpraHU3aiuu
¢ GEepeHIIMPOBAHHOIO O0YYCHHS, SIBIIICTCS IMpoOJIieMa OMpPECIICHUST BO3pacTa Y4Yaluxcs, B KOTOPOM
1[eIecO00pa3HO MPOBOJNTL KaK BHEIIHIOK, TaK W BHYTPEHHIOW muddepeHnuanuto. s pemeHus 3Toi
3aJa4l HEOOXOIUMO OIPEICINTh KOHKPETHBIC YEPThl JIMYHOCTH, JICKAIME B OCHOBE AU(QepeHIIHalnm, U
CTeTIeHb UX Pa3BHUTHUS B TOM WJIM HHOM Bo3pacte. [Ipu 3TOM cieyeT UMeTh B BUAY, 4To TU(PepeHIINPOBAaHHOE
o0yueHHE OCHOBBIBACTCS TIPEXKJC BCEr0 HA YYETE TAaKMX IICUXOJOTHUECKUX OCOOCHHOCTEW YdYaluxcs,
KOTOPBIC BIIUAIOT HA HX YUEOHYIO JISATSIILHOCTh M OT KOTOPBIX 3aBHCAT Pe3yJIbTaThl 00ydeHus. BooOrie Takmx
MIPU3HAKOB MHOIO: crienu(rKka BCeX MMO3HABATEIbHBIX IIPOLIECCOB M MAaMSATH, CBOMCTBA HEPBHOM CHCTEMBI,
YepThl XapaKTepa, TEMIICPAMEHT, CIIOCOOHOCTH, OJIAPCHHOCTh, COCTOSIHUE 3JI0pOBbS U T. N. [IOHATHO, YTO
YUECTh UX BCE KpalHE CII0KHO, MMO3TOMY HEOOXOJMMO BBHIICIHMTH T€, KOTOPHIC MOJJICKAT YUETy B ICPBYIO
o4epeib.

Kniouesvie  cnosa: nuddepeHIUpPOBaHHBIA  MOAXOM, YPOK HWHOCTPAHHOTO  SI3bIKA,  JIMYHOCTHO-
OPUEHTHPOBAHHKIN 00pa30oBaTEILHBIN TPOIIECC.
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SMOCTAFbI KASAK OMEJIJIEPTHIH BEWMHECI

*C.A.CEPFAJIN®, 'B.Y.HAXAHOBA
Kazax ynmmuix onep ynusepcumemi
(Acmana, Kazaxcman)
*akzhan_sergali@mail.ru, nakhanovab@gmail.com

Anoamna

Makanaia TyTac Harbl3 Kazak ohes OeHHeciHIH epeKIIeNiKTepiH KAMTHTBIH KeHimnKepiep apKbUIbI oier
aJlaMHBIH 0Oana Ke3iHeH Ka3aku TopOue asChlHJa TYJIFa PEeTiHJe KaNbINTacy MOJCHUETIHAEH MTi pyXaHH
MIBIHAATYBl JKaiiapl adkpiHnanraH. Kasak yiuTTBIK omeOu  Mypachl oiennep OOpas3bIHBIH —epeKIe
cUnaTTaMaiapblHaH TYPATHIHJBIFEI aifak. JKaz0a omeOuerTepiHie, smocTa Kazak oHennepiH OeiHeci api
aKBUIIIBI, 9Pl ajall jkap, €piHiH €H CEHIMII cepiri eKeHIrH TaNIeIeUTIH TaMalna o0pas3iapabl Oaiikayra
Oonaipl. ATaJIMBIII KaCHETTEP/IiH IIBIH/BIFbIHA OYTiHT1 KYHI'€ JICHiH )KETKEH YITTBIK IIOCTaFbl KOPKEM CHITaT
xosnapsl ganen 6onMak. Kaszax oifeninin OeliHeci SMOCTHIK KeHinKepiiep KaTapblHAa CypeTTeNyl — YITTHIK
TOpOME capbIHbIH/A UIBIHJIAIBII, TEKTUTIK MIEH JaHAIBIKTBIH OlIpTYTacTaFbiH OONBIH/IA KAIBINTACTHIPFAaH Ka3aK
olfeniepiHiH dTaloH 00pa3biH OeiHeneii. ByTiHri KYHTe jKeTKeH 3MOCThIH Kaichl OipiHe O0JIMaChIH, dier
00pasbl CYIYNBIK MeH MEeHipiMIUTIKTIH OeiiHeci peTiHae cypeTTese Kelie Ka3zak oieliepiHiH OpHBI epeKIIe
€KEHJIIIH XeTKi3eIl.

Tyuin co30ep: Ka3ak oieni, OeiHe, YITTHIK, TOpOUe, YIIri,310cC, CYIYJIbIK, KOPKEM, CUIIaT.

Kipicne

¥ATTBIK MOJICHUETIMI3ETr1 Ka3aK oieniepiHiH OOJIMBICH KOIIMEH/ I XaJIbIKThIH PyXbIHA TOH HAFbI3
Ka3aK{ KaCHUETTEpJIiH HO31K KHUBIHTHIFbIH Kypaiabl. KapanailbIMabUIBIK MeH 0aTbUIIBIKTHI, HO31KTIK
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