M. Ko3bi0aeB aTbinaarsl CKMY Xabapmbichl /
134 Becruuk CKT'Y umenn M. Ko3bi6aeBa. Ne 1 (42). 2019

INNEJAT'OI'NKAJIBIK PBIJIBIMJIAP / IIEJAT'OT'MYECKHUE HAYKH /
PEDAGOGICAL SCIENCES

UDK 17
SCSTI1 02.51.45

THEORETICAL ISSUES OF PROFESSIONAL ETHICS
OF UNIVERSITY PROFESSOR
A.K. Imanov!
INKSU named after M. Kozybaev, Petropavlovsk, KR
Monika Modrzejeska Sigulska?
2 Lodzi University, Poland

TEOPETUYECKHUE OCHOBBI IPO®ECCUOHAJIBHOM DTUKHU
IHPEIIOJABATEJIS BY3A
Umanos A.K.!
YCKTY um. M. Kosvibaesa, e. Ilemponasnosck, PK
Monuka Moa:kecckas Cury.m,cnca2
2S/Hueepcumem Jloosu, Ilonvua

ZKOFAPBI OKY OPHBIHBIH, OKbITYHIBIJIAPBIHBIH KOCIBU D9TUKACBIHBIH
TEOPUSJIBIK HET'I3JIEPI
A.K. Umanos *
M Kosvibaes amvinoazer CKMY, Ilemponaén ., KP
Moununka Moakecckas Curyiabcka
2 lToosu yuugepcumemi, Jloozu, Ionvwa

Annotation

The article is devoted to the aim of pedagogical ethics which is to make moral personality formation of a
teacher controllable by solving two main objectives. Firstly, pedagogical ethics, by learning principles of
development of moral consciousness of a teacher, by opening moral entity his/her personality in the process of
implementation of professional duties, developing moral requirements to teacher personality, secondly,
determine moral requirements to professional work of a teacher, to moral relationships between teacher and all
participants of the pedagogical process as a specific type of social relationships.

Increasing requirements to teacher, to fruitfulness to his/her professional activity says about necessity of
constant development of his/her professional training in the system of higher education and, particularly, special
elaboration of problems of pedagogical ethics, because it is not still important part of tertiary education and
upbringing.
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moral qualities of teacher, pedagogical process.

AHHOTANMA

B nanHHO# cTaThe 0003HAYaeTCs LENb NEJarorudecKOl dTUKH KOTOpas 3aKIIYAeTCS B TOM, YTOOBI
MpOIECC HPABCTBEHHOTO0 (OPMHUPOBAHUS JTUYHOCTH IIPEHOJaBaTENs CJelaTh 10 BO3MOXHOCTH
yOpaBiseMbIM 4Yepe3 peElIeHHe [BYX OCHOBHBIX 3alad. Bo-TepBbIX, meaarormyeckas STHKA, H3ydas
3aKOHOMEPHOCTH PA3BUTUS HPABCTBCHHOT'O CO3HAHHWS MPEINONAaBaTellsd, pACKphIBas HPABCTBCHHYIO
CYIIHOCTh Ka4eCTB €T0 JMYHOCTH B XOJ€ BBHITIOJHEHUS UM CBOHUX MpodecCHOHANTBHBIX 005S3aHHOCTEH,
paspabaTbiBaeT HpABCTBEHHBIE TpeOOBaHHMSA K JWYHOCTH TWpENojaBaTeis, BO—BTOPBIX, OMpeEIeiseT
HpaBCTBEHHBIE TpeOoBaHUsA K TpodeccHoHaTbHOMY TpPYyAy TMpernonaBaTesis, K HPaBCTBEHHBIM
B3aMMOOTHOIIICHHUSIM  TPEMOJAaBaTeNIsi €O BCEMHU YYaCTHHKAaMHM TI€Jaroruyeckoro Ipolecca  Kak
crienuPUIeCKOMY BHIY OOIIECTBEHHBIX OTHOIIICHUH.
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Bospacraromue TpeOOBaHUS K TIPEMONABATEII0, K IUIOJOTBOPHOCTH €ro MNPOQeCCHOHATBHOMN
JIESATCILHOCTH TOBOPAT O HEOOXOJUMOCTH TOCTOSHHOTO COBEPIICHCTBOBAHMS €ro Npo¢)eCCHOHAIBHON
MONTOTOBKM B CHCTEME BEBICHIETO OOpa30BaHUS W, B YACTHOCTH, CHEIHAIbHOW pa3paboTKu mpodieM
MEeJarOru4ecKo 3TUKHM, TAaK KaK OHa elle He CcTaja A0 CUX IOp BAXKHOM COCTAaBHOH BY30BCKOTO
00pa30BaHUS U BOCIIHTAHUS.

KioueBble cioBa: mpodeccrnoHaIbHAS STHKA, IEAarorHyecKas AeSITeIbHOCTD, eIarorudecKas 3THKA,
HpaBCTBEHHOE (pOpPMUpPOBaHHE JIMIHOCTH, HDABCTBEHHBIE KaUeCTBA IIEAarora, eIarornaeckKuii mporecc.

AHJaaTna

Byn makamama memarorukaiblK STHKAHBIH MaKCaThl KOpCETIeNdi, OKBITYIIBl TYJIFACBIH aJaMTepIIiTiK
TYPFBIIaH KaNBIITACTHIPY TPOIECi MYMKIHAITIHIIE €Ki HETI3ri TalchpMaHBl IICNIy apKbUTBI OacKapbLIabI.
BipinmineH, megarorukaniblkK 3THKA, OKBITYIIBIHBIH aJIaMTepIIUTiK CaHACHIHBIH JaMy 3aHABUIBIKTAPBIH 3epTTEeH
OTBIPHII, ©31HIH KOCiOW MIHIETTEepiH OpbIHAaY OApBHICHIHAA OHBIH JKeKe OACHIHBIH KACHETTEPiHIH aJaMTepIIiTiK
MOHIH amia OTBIPHIN, OKBITYIIBl TYJIFACHIHA KOWBUIATHIH aJaMTepIIUTK TaJamTapibl o3ipiieiini., eKiHIIiICH,
OKBITYIIBIHBIH KOCi0M eHOeriHe, OKBITYLIBIHBIH II¢arOTHKANIBIK HPOLECTIH OapiblK KaThICYLIbUIapbIMEH
a/IaMIepIIiTiK KapbIM—KaThbIHACTApblHA KOWBUIATBHIH aJaMIepLIUIIK Talantapisl KOFAMABIK KaTbIHACTAp/IbIH
epeKIlIe TYpi peTiH/ie aHBIKTaHIbI.

OKBITYIIbIFa KOMBUIATHIH, OHBIH KOCIOM KBI3METIHIH jKeMicTi 0OJyblHa KOMBUIATHIH TajlanTap >KOFaphl
OimiM Oepy JKyHeciHAe OHBIH KOCiOM MaspibIFbIH YHEMI KETUINIPY, aTal aWTKaHIa, MEAarOrHKalbIK STHKA
npoOaeMaapblH apHalbl 93ipJiiey KaKETTUIIr Typasibl aifTajibl, OMTKEHI OJ 9Jli JIe KOFaphl OKY OPHBIHBIH OLTIM
Oepy MeH TopOHeneyaiH MaHbI3 bl Kypamac 0eJiri 00oJFaH KoK,

Tyiiinai ce3aep: xKociOU ITHKA, HEAATOTHKAIBIK KBI3MET, eJaroruKajblK 9THKA, TYJIFAHBIH alaMIePLIIIiK
KaJIBIIITaCybl, OKBITYIIBIHBIH aIaMIepIIilik KaCHeTTepi, NeJaroruKajblK YpIic.

Introduction

Teaching profession belongs to the professions where value of the moral factor is
exceptionally high, because, by virtue of its specificity, it contributes to the identification of
all the moral qualities of a teacher, mentor and educator.

Professor is primarly a pedagogue.
Pedagogical activity is universal due to its objective social need. It is universal:

—  because it is directed at any member of society, and not only during his/her
childhood,;

- because it is performed by all members of society, not just teachers;

- because it concerns all kinds of activities without exceptions, and finally;

—  because, as morality, it is connected with all aspects of human activity, even
where people are not engaged in the actual upbringing and education of others.

Therefore pedagogical ethics is relatively separate branch of the ethical system. On the
basis of the ethical theory, it integrates pedagogical theory of moral education and
psychological theory of personality. According to E.A.Grishin such conception of the
pedagogical ethics has fundamental nature, an important methodological and, theoretical and
applied value.

The aim of pedagogical ethics is to make the process of moral formation of the
personality of the professor controlable through the solution of two main objectives. Firstly,
pedagogical ethics, studying the patterns of development of the professor’s moral
consciousness, reveling the moral essence of his/her personality traits, in the course of
fulfilling his/her professional duties, develops moral requirements for the professor’s
personality; secondly, it defines moral requirements for the professor’s professional activity,
for professor’s moral relations with all participants of the pedagogical process as a specific
type of social relations.

The increasing demands on the professor to the fruitfulness of his/her professional
activities indicate the need for continuous improvement of his/her professional education in
the system of higher education and, particularly, the special development of the problems of
pedagogical ethics, since it has not become an important component of higher education, yet.



M. Ko3bi0aeB aTbinaarsl CKMY Xabapmbichl /
136 Bectnuk CKI'Y umenn M. Ko3bioaeBa. Ne 1 (42). 2019

Special attention should be paid to ethical — pedagogical ideas of Russian progressive
social — pedagogical thought, in which, as we know, two alternative directions functioned:
liberal democratic, associated with the names of N.l. Pirogov, K.D. Ushinsky, and
revolutionary democratic, represented by A.l. Radishchev, V.G. Belinsky, A.l. Herzen,
N.G. Chernyshevsky and N.A. Dobrolyubov. One of the prominent supporters of the liberal
democratic direction in the social — pedagogical movement were Kazakh representatives
C. Valikhanov, 1. Altynsarin and A. Kunanbayev, who linked their moral ideals of
humanization of the life of working people with its education, consistent self — improvement,
self — educaiton of the personality itself.

The founders of the theoretical basis of pedagogical ethics of a teacher should be
considered N.K. Krupskaya, A.V. Lunacharsky, S.T. Shatsky, P.P. Blonsky, A.S. Makarenko
and V.A. Sukhomlinsky. Each of them, on the basis of the materialist theory of morality as a
specific form of social consciousness, has developed its own system of pedagogical ethics
with moral measure of teacher’s assessment of the value of work done, ethical creeds, the idea
of philanthropy, sense of nationhood and etc.

Conclusion

So, the professor’s ethics is the science of professor’s professional morality, the moral
position of pedagogue and the object of the science, science that has its object, aim and
objectives.



