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B cmamve onpedenena akmyanvrocme peanuzayuu mexHonouy MuMOWIOUH2ZY 6 YCI0GUSIX YUPEHCOeHUst 00Ue20 CpeoHe20 0Opazo8aHus Ol
Gopmuposanusi u pazeumusi KOMaHObl nedazoe08, NPOAHATUIUPOBAHLI NPEONOCLUIKU BO3HUKHOBEHUS. U ONpeOeneHa CYWHOCHb MUMOUTOUHSY.
Ob603Hauena e2o yemb U NepeoCcmeneHHble 3a0ayu, OnpedelleHa Poilb: PYKOBOOUMENs YupexcOeHUust o0uec0 cpedHe2o 0OpazoeaHusi 8 npoyecce
Komanooobpazosanus. Ocywecmeier aHaiu3 OCHOGHBIX CMAOULL PA38UMUst IMUMOUTIOUHSY.

Knrouesvle cnosa: xonnekmus, Komanoa, KOMaH0000pa306amie, MUMOWIOUHS, Ne0a20ULeCKUll KOLIEKMUS, yupexcoeHue ooueco cpeoHezo
00pa3zo6atys.

The purpose of the article is to uncover the general principles of teambuilding technology in a general secondary education setting. The article
determines the relevance of the implementation of team building technology in the conditions of the institution of general secondary education for the
formation and development of a team of teaching staff; prerequisites have been analyzed and the essence of teambuilding has been determined. Its
purpose and primary tasks are outlined, the role of the head of the general secondary education institution in the team building process is defined. The
basic stages of teambuilding development are analyzed. In particular: formation and development of teamwork skills, team spirit formation and team
formation. The introduction of team building in educational organizations is an effective way of activating the activities of the teaching staff. The
formation of a team of teachers is an opportunity to qualitatively change the existing system of education, to build the most productive form of
organizational interaction, to ensure the efficiency of activities and to increase the competitiveness of students. The practical importance of scientific
results lies in the possibility of applying scientific provisions in the practical activity of directors of institutions of general secondary education; in the
course of teaching the subjects "Theory and Management of Educational Organizations"”, "Management of Human Resources, Content of Work of
Information Relationships in the Education System", "Fundamentals of Professional Formation of the Head (Manager) of the Educational
Establishment", "Modern Management Technologies”, "Modern Educational Technologies »In higher education institutions; while writing textbooks
on the theory and practice of managing educational institutions; during the assistant management practice in educational institutions.

Key words: team, team, team building, team building, pedagogical team, educational establishment.
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DYNAMISM OF THE NOTION OF GRAMMAR

The article under consideration throws light upon the problem of dynamism of grammar. The article explains the role of the term “grammar”
in linguistics. The spectrum and development of theoretical concepts and ideas for constructing a structural model of grammar are analyzed as a
categorical system. It has been proved that dynamism of the notion grammar lies in the fact of constant development; forms and types of grammar are
determined. This article outlines the main objectives of functional grammar, functional analysis approaches used in American and European linguistics
in terms of potential theoretical basis for creating functional grammar and defines an optimal functional grammatical theory of the formation of
functional grammar Ukrainian language.
Key words: grammar, dynamism, development, linguistic notion, grammatical meaning, grammatical category.

Formulation of the problem. The main object of attention of  (terminology), that is, a set of terms limited to a specific field of human
researchers in modern domestic terminology is the terminology  activity. This, in our view, allows us to consider the analysis and
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properties of terminological sets one of the topical issues. It is quite
noticeable that scientific works devoted to the study of linguistic
terminology are much smaller than those devoted to the study of, for
example, the technical or natural sciences, despite the fact that the
philological sciences play almost the most important role in the
development of language and thinking of each individual.

Analysis of recent research. Such lacunarity does not indicate a
lack of theoretical studies of linguistic terminology: various aspects of this
terminosphere have been studied by N. Moskalenko, M. Lesiuk, I.
Vyhovanets, O. Medved, V. Zakharchin, and other Ukrainian researchers.

One of the problems that arises in this regard is, in our view,
differences in the definition of the composition of particular scientific
terminologies, including grammatical terminology. N. Moskalenko
examines phonetic, morphological (including morpheme and word
formation) and syntactic terminology within the limits of grammatical
terminology [6]. Studying grammatical terminology, O. Medvedev uses
the concepts of such sections as morphology and syntax [4]. V.
Zakharchyn does not use the concept of "grammatical terminology" at all,
conducting researches of linguistic terms of the late XIX - early XX
centuries (refers to morphemic, morphological, punctuation, syntactic,
word-forming, phonetic terms) [2].

The purpose of the proposed study is to determine the dynamic
scope of the concept of “grammar”.

Results of investigation . The term “grammar”, as well as many
other linguistic terms, is of Greek origin. The Greek term grammar is
derived from the word gramma - "letter, spelling"; it was originally used
in the sense of "the art of writing and reading." In modern linguistics, the
term "grammar" is used in various meanings. Usually, they are designated
a specific area of the language system, often called the grammatical
structure of the language, and the section of linguistics, which studies the
given area of the language system.

In addition to these definitions, the term "grammar" sometimes
stands out especially for its meaning in relation to certain elements of the
grammatical system, for example, in phrases such as "grammar of the
name", "'grammar of the verb", "grammar of the infinitive", etc.

The term "grammar" is often referred to as a book that contains a
description of the grammatical structure of a language or sets out the
basics of any language as a whole. In some explanatory dictionaries, the
latter is regarded as a distinct shade of one of the two main meanings.

Depending on the goals and tasks set by grammar science,
scientific (theoretical or general) grammar and school grammar
(educational, practical) are different. The purpose of scientific grammar is
the in-depth study and description of the grammatical structure of an
individual language or different languages on the basis of modern
linguistic theory, the latest achievements of linguistic science. Scientific
grammar is usually normative, it sets the literary standards for the use of
grammatical forms of words, the construction of syntactic constructions.
Normative scientific grammar, which has received the approval of the
main scientific organization of the country is called academic. The school
is called the grammar taught at school, “teaches elementary grammatical
information along with the spelling and punctuation rules in an
enlightened tradition." The main difference between scientific and school
grammar is that the former "studies comprehensively all the units and
categories of grammatical structure of language”, while the latter “studies
the basic (basic, typical) properties of grammatical structure of a
particular language.” It should be noted that the question of the correlation
of scientific and school grammar by scientists is solved differently.

Grammar operates with scientific abstractions that reflect the
generalized linguistic essence of its semantics. The grammatical units are
morpheme, word, word form, syntactic construction (word combination,
sentence). The degree of abstraction and the nature of the manifestation of
paradigmatic and syntagmatic relations units of grammatical level are
different. An expression of varying degrees of abstraction is morpheme
and morph as concrete identification of a morpheme in a word or word in
the aggregate of its word forms and specific presentation of a word form
of a specific function at a syntactic level. The highest degree of
abstraction is inherent in syntactic construction as an invariant model
(scheme) of constructing a phrase, simple or complex sentence.
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The structural model is implemented in specific syntactic
constructions.

A word in grammar, on the one hand, is regarded as a
morphological unit that is part of a particular part of a language with a
system of word forms, grammatical meanings and means of expression
inherent in this class. On the other hand, the word-form, like the
unchanging full-meaning word, is a syntactic unit that acts as a member
of a sentence or performs a function of conversion or an official role in
expressing the semantics of a sentence. The word is associated with all
the structural elements of the language, but its categorical meaning
determines the functions in the sentence. A dictionary of a particular
language is related to its grammar. The content of a sentence (sentence)
consists of lexical meanings of words and their structural meanings, or
grammatical meanings that can express parts of the language according to
the rules of the corresponding grammar. So central to grammar is the
doctrine of grammatical meanings, ways and means of their expression,
grammatical forms and grammatical categories.

Modern grammar theory develops traditional fundamental ideas
of thinking and linguistic categorization in the direction of in-depth study
of the semantic-functional aspect of multilevel language structure. In
particular, the categorical approach to the study of the grammatical
structure of the language led to the selection in functional grammar as a
variety of its category in grammar, the main task of which is the
functional qualification of grammatical units and categories .

Scientific grammar can be formal (passive, listener grammar)
and functional (active, grammar says). Formal grammar is based on the
description of the grammatical structure of language grammatical forms,
their classification but with different features; the description is in the
direction from form to value. Formal grammar is focused on the listener,
who sensually perceives a form, a materially expressed grammatical unit,
and through it learns the corresponding grammatical meaning. In
functional grammar, on the contrary, the basis of the description of the
grammatical structure are grouped in a certain way grammatical values,
functions of different grammatical units; the description goes from a
value, from a function to a form, to a specific unit that expresses a
particular value that performs a function. Functional grammar is focused
on the speaker, who chooses from the available arsenal the necessary
grammatical meaning and communicates it to the listeners using the
appropriate formal means.

It should be noted that the purely theoretical concept of
"“terminology" is interpreted quite clearly.

Analysis of the above definitions allows us to argue that the
scope of the term "terminology" is compared with terms such as
"science”, "technology", “production”, combined with their functions
with such phenomena of social practice as "profession”, "social and
political life". However, such combinations do not allow definitively to
reveal the essence of the features of the terminology, which leads to a
certain impossibility of practical use of the terminological apparatus.

It is known that the development of grammatical teachings was
influenced by the ancient grammatical tradition. The term "grammar",
which came from the adjective gram (letter, letter), meant the science of
letters. Accordingly, the word grammar initially meant the science of
letters. Even before the emergence of grammar as a separate area of
knowledge, it was divided into four main parts, “arranged” for the
convenience and expediency of studying a literary text (most often a
poetic one): correction - reading - explanation - interpretation. With the
emergence of the Alexandrian School, grammar was raised to another
stage: the doctrines of parts of language were developed, the morphology
was first created, which contained detailed classifications of individual
grammatical word types depending on the functions performed in words

[7.

Ancient understanding of grammar as an area of philological
knowledge, in particular the separation of morphology into its main
section, in many respects defined the development of the grammatical
tradition in the initial stages.

In the sixteenth and first half of the nineteenth century. proper
grammar was gradually (consistently) defined as a science that teaches to
speak and spell correctly, also emphasized its great importance.
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The grammars of this period usually consisted of the following
parts:

1) spelling (phonetic-spelling distribution);

2) etymology (the doctrine of parts of speech, morphology);

3) the syntax, which included the rules of the “eight-part word,"
the doctrine of paths and figures;

4) prosody .

It can be argued that the national grammar doctrine at different
stages of its development in its essence was a conglomerate of different
philological knowledge, and, accordingly, concepts and terms. Thus, the
grammatical terminology at this time included the terms phonetics,
spelling, morphology, morphemic, word-formation, syntax, and some
other philological disciplines.

Among the definitions of the concept of grammar of the later
period (in particular, the second half of the nineteenth century one can be
distinguished as follows: the science of "forms of language" proposed by
E. Tymchenko [11], “the collection of laws in any language”.

Submitted interpretations of grammar affect the perceptions of
the constituent sections of grammar. E. Tymchenko distinguishes three
parts of grammar: phonetics, morphology (with division into word
formation and word change) and syntax; M. Osadets defines phonology
(phonetics), word formation, phrase (word-change) word-composition.

This leads to the fact that from the second half of the nineteenth
century. in grammar, more attention was paid to the sounds of the
language, in connection with which a new section of grammar -
phonetics, was gradually distinguished word formation (the doctrine of
the structure of words). It should be noted that for each of the grammars
of the second half of the nineteenth century. - beginning of the twentieth
century. there was a division of morphology into two parts - word-
formation and "word-change"; moreover, spelling and prosody were
gradually removed from grammatical teaching.

The further development of linguistics has led to a narrowing of
grammatical knowledge, resulting in the addition of new terminology to
the terminology. The volume of grammatical terminology has
significantly narrowed, including the following groups: philological
(literary) and some linguistic (punctuation, spelling).

From the 1920's. grammatical doctrine is understood as a
separate science, which has its own subject: "The grammar is the science
of the structure of language, that is, the science of ways of creating words
and grammatical forms and ways of translating words into sentences” [3].

The national scientific tradition of these years has established
itself as the unity of morphology (with the preservation of the pre-
processed division into word formation and word translation) and syntax.

This period is marked by the withdrawal of certain

terminological groups, primarily phonetic, beyond the limits of Ukrainian
grammatical terminology.

From the second half of the twentieth century. central to
morphology began to take up the question of the theory of parts of
speech, but the doctrine of the structure and creation of words (morpheme
and word formation) gradually developed into separate disciplines with
their terminological apparatus. Such processes lasted until the end of the
first half of the 1980s. Scientists' attention was also drawn to the
development of syntactic units (sentences, phrases), their hierarchy.

What is also important at this time is that morphemic and word-
forming terminology are distinguished into separate terminological
systems that operate beyond grammatical.

The processes that take place at the present stage of the
development of linguistics (since the second half of the 80-ies of the
twentieth century) have established the division of the grammatical
system of language. The authors of the Dictionary of Linguistic Terms D.
Hanych and 1. Oliynyk note that "grammar as a science of the
grammatical structure of language, its laws includes morphology and
syntax" [1], in addition, the leading role is played by syntax. I. The pupil
gives this definition of the term "grammar" - a "section of linguistics that
studies the grammatical structure of language,” whose subsystems are
morphology, syntax, and word creation, adding that "recently, word
formation is separated into a separate language subsystem and taken
away from its place “[12]. In giving his interpretation of the term
"grammar”, O. Selivanov also defines it as "a section of linguistics that
studies the part-linguistic differentiation of language, its categorical
nature, the patterns of word-and-word formation, the ways of
communicating words in a sentence, the grammatical structure and the
functional nature of sentences and phrases that is combines two linguistic
disciplines: morphology and syntax [12]. Thus, today, grammar consists
of two sections - syntax and morphology.

Thus, the study of the historical changes in the volume of the
concept of grammar has revealed two opposite tendencies in this
dynamics: on the one hand, this is a replenishment of the term set by new
nominations, on the other - the withdrawal of certain groups of terms.

Conclusions. Using the term "grammar" in the meaning of the
doctrine of grammatical order, the term is often accompanied by
comparative turns: "as a science", "as linguistic science”, "as a section of
linguistics”, "as a doctrine of the language™. The study of the historical
changes in the volume of the notion of grammar has revealed two
opposite tendencies in this dynamics: on the one hand, this is a
replenishment of the term set by new nominations, on the other - the
withdrawal of certain groups of terms.
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B cmamve npoananusuposanvl cnexmp meopemuuecKux KOHYenyuti u uodetl NOCMpPOeHUs. CMPYKIMYPHOU MOOeIU SPAMMAMUKY KaK
Kameeoputinelid  cucmemvl.  Onpedenenvl  OUHAMUYHOCMb — 0bvbema nowamus  "epammamuxa”.  Aemopamu  0Xapakmepusoeamvl —Cocmag
SPAMMAMUYECKOU MEPMUHONOSUU HA PA3HBIX IMANAX ee pPA36Uumus, 6blsGNeHbl MEeHOCHYUU @QOPMUPOBAHUS 2PAMMAMUYECKOU MbICIU KAK
COBOKYNHOCMU TUH2BUCMUYECKUX KoHyenyuil. [lokazano, 4mo aumuynoe NOHUMAHUE ZPAMMAMUKU KAK OMpaciu Quionocueckux 3HaHull, 8
uacmuHocmi 8vloeneHue Mop@oaocuy 8 ee OCHOBHOU pasoel, 80 MHOZUX YepmAax ONpeoenusio passumue SpamMmamuyeckoll mpaouyuy Ha Ha4yaIbHbIX
amanax. LLlupokoe noHumanue Spammamury 3aKo4aemcst 8 YCMoUYUeOCHU U eOUHCIBA ee OCHOGHLIX KOMNOHEHNIO08, 4 UMEHHO Mopgonozuu u
cunmaxcuca. IlpogedenHoe ucciedosamue UCMOpU4ecKUx usMeHeHuti 00vema NOHAMUS PAMMATNUKA NO360I5Ien blOeUMb 08€ NPOMUBONONIONCHbLE
MeHOeHyuy 8 dMOoll OUHAMUKe: ¢ OOHOU CIMOPOHbI, MO NONOJHEHUE MEPMUHONOSUYECKOU COBOKYNHOCHIU HOBLIMU HOMUHAUUAMY, C OpY2ou -
Bbl8COCHUE OMOETLHBIX SPYIN CPOKAM 3 NPEOeTIbl SPAMMAMUKL.

Kniouesvie cnosa: ounamuunocmy, spammamuyeckas Kamezopus, OequHuyliss ROHAMUS, CPOeHUe A3bIKd, TUHSGUCTUKA.

YV cmammi npoananizosano cnexmp meopemuyHux KoHyenyiti ma ioeii no6yoosu CmpyKmypHoi MOOET 2pamamuryl sIK Kame2opiiHoi
cucmemu. Buznauerno ounamiynicmo oocsiey nowsmms “epamamuxa’. A6mopamu oXapakxmepuso8ano CKId0 SpamamuiHol mepmIiHoI02i Ha Pi3HUX
emanax ii po3eumky, USGICHO MEHOCHYIT POPMYBAHHS 2PaAMAMUYHOT OYMKU SIK CYKYRHOCII JiHeGiCmuyHUX KoHyenyiil. [Jocniodceno, wo anmuune
DO3YMIHHSL PAMAMUKY SIK 2aTY31 (DIIONOSIYHUX 3HAHb, 30KpemMa 6UOLIeHHS: MOPGHON02ii 6 il 0CHOGHULL pO30i, Y 6a2amboX PUCax GUIHAYUIO PO3GUNOK
spamamudHoi mpaouyii na nowamxosux emanax. LLIupoke po3yminHa epamamuxy nOAA2AE 8 YCMANEeHOCMi Ma €OHOCMI ii OCHOBHUX KOMNOHEHMI8, d
came mopgonoeii ma cunmaxcucy. IIposedene 00CHiONHCeH s ICMOPUHHLUX 3MiH 00CS2Y NOHSMIMSL SPAMAMUKA 00360JI5€ BUOKDEMUIMU O8I NPOMUNENCHI
meHOeHyil' y yitl OUHaMiyi: 3 00HO20 DOKY, ye NONOBHEHHS MEPMIHONIOSIUHOT CYKYNHOCTE HOBUMU HOMIHAYISIMU, 3 THUO020 —BUBEOECHHS! OKPEMUX 2DYN
mepminie 3a medxci spamamuxu. Modicna cmeepodicysamu, wo Cy4acHe spamamuiie 64eHHs Ha PI3HUX emanax c6020 PO3BUMKY 3d CE0€I0 CYMMIO
CIMAHOBUNO KOHSIOMEPAIM PI3HUX (DINONOSIYHUX 3HAHDY, I, GIONOGIOHO, NOHAMb | MepMIHIE. Takum YuHOM, 00 CKIady epamamuyHoi mepMiHonozil' y yetl
yac exo0samv mepMinu Qoremuxu, opghocpadhii, mopghonocii, mopgemiu, CrOBOMEOPY, CUHMAKCUCY, OESKUX [THWUX DIIONOSIUHUX OUCYUNTIH.
Cxapakmepuzoeano pishi KOHYENMYyaubHi HANpsmMu OOCTIONCEHb SpaAMAMUYHO20 1ady MOBU, YCMAHOGIEHO CYHACHI MeHOeHYll wooo GupiueHHs
npoosemu HeOOHO3HAUHOCME MepMiHa ‘‘gpamamura’ 8 cydacHil Moeos3Hasuyitl oymyi. Tlodanviuuil po3eumox MoBO3HABCMBA NPU3BIE 00 38YIHICEHHSL
SPAMAMUYHO0 3HAHHS, BHACTIOOK Y020 CKIA0 SPAMAMUYHOT MEePMIHON02I] NONOBHUBCA HOBUMI HOMIHaYiamuU. Bpaxosyrouu euwe 32adame ModcHa
Oitimu UCHOBKY, WO SPAMAMUKA - PO30LT MOBOSHABCMEA, WO BUBHAE YACHIUHOMOBHY OUepeHyiayito MO8, ii Kamezopitiny npupooy, 3aKOHOMIPHOCI
CNOBO3MIHU T YOPMOMBOPEHHSI, COCOOU 368 A3KY CI8 Y pedelHi, pamamuyty 6y008y ma yHKYIOHAIbHY RPUPOOY pedets i CI0B0CNOIYYeHb, Mobmo
06 €0Hye 06i NTH2GICMUYHT QUCYUNTITHU: MOPPONOZIIO Tl CUHIMAKCUC.

Knrouosi cnosa: ounamiunicmo, spamamuina Kameopis, Oeqhiniyis noHsimms, 6y006a MOGU, JIHSGICIMUKA.
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MYKAUIBCHKUN JEP)KABHUU YHIBEPCUTET

89600, M. MykaueBo, ByJI. YAKTOPOJCbKa, 26
Tes./dakc +380-3131-21109

Be6-caiiT yHiBepcuTeTy: www.msu.edu.ua
E-mail: info@msu.edu.ua, pr@mail.msu.edu.ua

BeG-caiit IncTuTyniiiHoro penosurapiio Haykogoi 6i6riorexu MAY: http://dspace.msu.edu.ua:8080
BeG-caiiT HaykoBoi 6i6tioTexu MAY: http://msu.edu.ua/library/



http://www.msu.edu.ua/
mailto:info@msu.edu.ua
mailto:info@msu.edu.ua
http://dspace.msu.edu.ua:8080/
http://msu.edu.ua/library/

