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Introduction

We scrutinize the problem of a man'’s orientation in the
environment from the following three positions: 1)
environment - a system of interconnected components and
elements; 2) considering orientation of a person in the
environment as process and result of his life-space expansion;
3) research of the question “man — environment” in natural
science and humanities.

Nowadays man lives in a quickly changing world, however
the problem of dialectical unity of a person and nature is as
urgent as never before. Relationships of a person and his
environment have always been in the scrutiny of philosophy,
natural science, but recently also of sociology, psychology and
pedagogics. Not enough up-to-date process of integration of
science knowledge about nature and man has resulted in
asymmetric concept of modern environment structure and ways
of interaction with it in present and future. Relationships of
man and nature have been researched most thoroughly due
to historic reasons. To a much smaller extent - with the other
environment components, especially, the spiritual aspect of
these relationships. However V. Vernadskiy confirmed in his
concepts of Noosphere-genesis the idea that life and activity
of mankind will in the future be based on the energy of the
human culture or cultural bio-geo-chemical energy as creative
energy in relationship with the environment. This energy is to
provide an irreversible evolution process in mutual development
of man and environment, their co-evolution. In this connection,
it is possible to speak of man’s ecological planet and cosmic
consciousness, as well as about development of his
characteristics as of an active man-subject, whose thought-
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over activity will responsibly define relationships to the world. Thus, the integration of natural and
social sciences gains special importance. For this integration means consideration of the questions
of “man —environment” interaction in interdisciplinary aspect, as being versatile in determination
of man’s activity and his understanding of modern environment. Object of the study - relations
between man and the environment. Purpose of the study - carrying out the analysis of the
scientific literature in terms of a child’s orientation in the environment.

Methodology of Research

Methodological base of the study is the method of analysis of scientific literature and its
generalization in understanding dialectical unity of man and nature, expressed by classical and
contemporary authors of philosophical thought, as well as ideas of scientists in different area’s of
knowledge about nature and development dynamics of these relations, realized in mankind’s
experience (Vernadskiy, 1989; Berdyaev, 1946; Brushlinskiy, 2003; Blauberg, 1973; Moiseev, 1990;
Safronov, 1992; Stepin, 1994; Rose, 1984; Rubinshteyn, 1997).

Results of Research
Initial concepts for forming pedagogical orientation of a child in the environment

Questions of child’s orientation in the environment are part of the general problem of
understanding and development of modern relations of man and the world. In this connection
study of “not only a person with the world, but also about the world in correlation with person as
an objective” becomes the main orientation mechanism of the interaction with surrounding reality
(Rubinshteyn, 1997).

We consider a child orientation in environment through understanding the following: a) the
environment, as a whole system phenomena; b) essence of the person and c) ways of his interaction
with different components of the environment: with natural, social and modified.

The criterion of primary school child orientation is his relationships with the environment,
which are formed up on understanding that, a child, as subject is being inside the objective reality
and as “a real and practical creature” creates his life space, realizing his own action programs,
realizing creative potential, directed in overcoming of any determinant influence, external, as
well as internal (Brushlinskiy, 2003). In process of the interaction of a child with the environment
based on different knowledge and experience the extension of possible variants of his attitude to
the world and to himself happens, providing more comprehensive cut-in in different contexts of
reality. Amongst the main components, forming environment - natural and social, anthropological
aspect prevails, determinating development of the relationship of the person with the whole
environment in present and future. The reasons, influencing upon forming positive, as well as a
negative attitude of a child to environment, and consequently, his socializing, can have different
nature. The fact is that the main part of a modern person’s life is organized and realized in a social
environment, in such types of communities, as family, school, street, while natural environment
occupies attention of a schoolboy to a smaller extent, particularly the one, living in a large city. A
need to consider the whole complex of a component environment, which interacts through
sensations, presentations, knowledge, experience of a child, allowing him to form the complete
image of the real world is urgent. Under our investigation is the process of child’s interaction with
the environment, which expects viewing him in three aspects: 1) environment surrounding a child,
its structure and structured particularities; 2) a child - a subject in his surrounding environment; 3)
relationships “child — environment”.

The review of certain natural science, psychological, sociological and pedagogical articles has
shown that their authors don’t have a common opinion in determining of the environment and its
structure. The analysis of available definitions of the environment has shown that they include
different components, elements and aspects of the relationships of the certain subject, as well as
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their multitude; conditions, and also a complex of world-outlook background. As a result of carried
out research, we have determined “the environment”. This definition is based on understanding
the environment, as a multi-component system, being a totality of the natural, to some extent
varied natural environment and also the social one, which is being in dynamic balance, when the
past, present and future are determined by certain conditions. Mankind (society) being capable or
not capable to create such conditions with the purpose of keeping civilization safe on the basis of
up-to-date relationships of, moral and ethical standards accepted in the society.

From the educational process point of view, we consider the environment as a scientific-
pedagogical phenomenon, being a real contemporary sphere of action for schoolchildren’s active
reality, which is determined by multi-level and multi-featured structure of elements, interacting
with each other and with man. In reference to this, the concept of general education in the
environment, having been accepted during UNESCO - UNEP Inter-Government Conference (Thilisi,
1977) for us is the direction, which allows developing equal relationships of a child with all the
environment components in a quickly changing world. Based on this environment education in
Russia is to become an integrate part of the general education and continue during the whole life,
and thus “be incorporated” in all educational structures (Gvishiani, 1995).

The concept “orientation” is used in many scientific researches. In a literal sense it is
characterized, as a skill of the person to understand the present situation at the environment. Our
idea about orientation as a process is also based on the process of the active subject to plan his
actions beginning from the idea up to the result with the purpose-choice, tools of achievement,
estimations of the actions according to the own life-scheme (Kiriyakova, 1996). Then, understanding
the orientation process would be a transformation of situational relationships of a child with the
active reality in a steady system of value orientation, which defines the general way of a person’s
life and his future relationships with the environment. In such a context, the process of orientation
is considered as the child is constantly expanding life space, in which he forms his own way of the
relationships with all of the changing environmental components: with nature, society and himself,
in accordance with the chosen direction based on inner and outer world interaction. In this case,
the teacher can “design” the orientation of a child in the environment as a purposeful step-by-
step process of expanding young schoolchildren relationship area with its various components as
early as in the primary school, when a child is the object as well as the subject of these relations
changes. As a result of the orientation process a child is freely able to manage a wide range of
skills and knowledge concerning the environment and interact with its elements, grounded on his
own experience in acquainting with it. Taking into consideration the fact that the educational
concept “orientation” implies time and space continuation, we view environment as a “place”,
where a growing up and socializing person acquires a life-orientation point and grounding as
outlined by him. He values the environment as a contemporary space of existence and defines his
own role in it. In this case the process of “child —environment” interaction is viewed as an expansion
of basic initial parameters in relationship with the environment. Understanding environment as a
multi-component system in our research we will view primary school children orientation as not
only towards the social component, but also in terms of other components of the integral system
of "environment”. It is important to emphasize this circumstance in connection with the
development of the global ecological crisis on the planet, which has faced man with the choice:
preservation of the acceptable natural environment for further existence in the future generations
or perishing of man himself. Let us note the importance of the fact that modern people understand
the essence of the different environmental components, which also determines the preservation
of the physical natural environment for it serves the base of the development of man’s prosperity
as before.

General approaches to understanding of the essence of man and his activity in the environment

We analyzed the nature of “man - environment” relationships, having been reflected in
scientific literature, which has shown that, the environment, created and modified by humans
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became greatly different in its characteristics and qualities from the initial, natural environment.
So if the natural environment possesses the ability to self-revitalize and self-develop and “human-
affected” environment is deprived of these characteristics due to introduction of artificial objects
then it needs constant regulation of the person to maintain it in an optimum state. The man
himself, being in process of interaction with the environment, constantly has a multitude of the
relationships with all its components, which he does not always realize. That is why the knowledge
about environment becomes of greater value not merely for conservation developments of the
natural environment, artificially created, but also for humans as species. Scientists-ecologists have
stated general regularities of on going processes in nature and artificially created environment.
The fact is that, the more time it takes to evaluate man’s influence on natural objects, the less
predictable results of such influences can be. On the generally positive background of techno-
oriented society achievements in changing the environment - life expectancy of the planet
population increase, liquidation of the dangerous diseases, increasing of life comfort, guaranteed
agricultural output etc., facts of negative characteristic were revealed. These are - contamination
of the environment with chemical, physical, bacteriological waste, arising out of the new viral
diseases, exhaustion of the soil fertility, disappearance of minerals and wood, reduction of biological
life diversity on planet etc. However in order to build up non-profit, spiritual ways of the relationship
of “man-environment”, highlighting the value of the environment, it is necessary to form these
relationships in accordance with laws of nature and society (Hesle, 1993). The Realization of such
way becomes possible on the basis of changing the environment outlook not only of adults, but
also children. Integration of knowledge about the environment on the basis of interdisciplinary
approach in school education will contribute in creating in a child’s mind a general concept about
contemporary reality and create non-pragmatic ways of the relationship with it in present and
future.

The man’s functions in the environment are determined by his biosocial nature, placing him
on the same level with the other life-forms on the Earth. However, while understanding the laws
of nature, from merely witnessing the processes and events in the world the man becomes their
associate which obliges him to be in charge of preservation of the whole environment. Naturally
each generation of people, as arule, in certain period of time saves and cultivates the ways of the
relationship with the surrounding world, which were characteristic for the previous epoch. Such
style of the relationship is possible due to the fact that for consciousness of the person prevailing
former stereotypes of thinking and ways of behaviour in environment are typical. But, the new
look at the problem of the relationship of “man - environment”, is in need of realignment in the
contemporary public, as well as individual consciousness of people of different nationalities, beliefs
in terms of understanding the environment as a multi-component system, a part of which is man
himself. The relationships between the environment and the person are complex and many-sided.
That is why it is difficult to analyze and forecast them with a particular branch of science, but their
consideration and interpretation from different science positions provide thorough understanding
of the problem (Medvedev, Aldasheva, 2001). A notion where merely anthropoid-centered
consciousnesses understanding the “man - environment” relationships, widely spread in science,
has brought about the fact that person is towered over all other elements of nature. This caused
the basis for the people using surrounding environment for satisfaction of their own human needs
thus damaging other forms of life, the subject world. It is high time to change the outlook ideals
(anthropoid -centered and profit-oriented) in the society, for more up-to-date cosmos-centered,
ecumenical thinking of the person (Safronov, 1992). Development of such a way of thinking will
provide understanding of the surrounding world and processes taking place in it, as space of the
relationship of equal partners of different organizational levels on the basis of the respect of all
participants’ status. But realization of man’s dominant influence on environment (the reasons,
ways and results) reveals his functions in the ecological system of the planet. These functions are
varied and not always acceptable for all component environments. The nature of
these”manifestations” can have different specifics - be passive; actively positive; actively negative.
However, in the process of interaction of people with the environment man'’s determination of his
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part as the system’s component becomes important, in cases, when the man associates himself: a)
with the environment, b) “inside” the system, in) “outside” (“over”) the system.

Man’s admission of himself as part of one integrity — the systems “environment”, distributes
his attention on particularities of the development of the relations to new subject world, to other
people, to himself. There is the opinion that in modern scientific knowledge a united scientific
concept, which would be able to comprehensibly describe the relationships of the person with the
environment, is so far absent (Sitarov, Pustovoytov, 2000). Acknowledging the system nature of
the interaction of nature and society, their wholeness and unity, many sciences choose only elements
of the certain unity as the subject of their studies. The differentiated approach to knowledge
about environment, in school subject as well does not contribute to making an integral belief
about the contemporary world situation among the growing generations. The reason for such
judgments are the scientific studies of the relationship of the person, above all, with physical
natural environment, but in a school curriculum - a study of these relationships with biology or
ecology positions, the person is considered either as a biological, or as a social subject. The natural
environment was mostly interpreted by the people as basic to industry development and use of
natural resources - as means of society existence. Isolation of natural environment from other
environmental components and a single side approach to the study of the ecological conflict of the
person and natures has caused complication and change of the relationships between people in
society, as well as a juxtaposition of different societies’ interests. This process has shown that in
intensively changing environment the transformation of a person’s characteristics and qualities,
his relationship to the environment takes place.

Searching for the new ways to solve the conflict “man - environment”, has brought the
researchers to necessity of explaining the essence of the problem through understanding the
system character of the phenomena, where society acts as a part of socio-geo-system, following
the laws, which are specific for interaction of a part and the unity. Following the mentioned above,
the nature of modern relationships of the society with the environment, must be based on the
principle of ranking, co-ordinations, correlations (the order of interconnection, the nature of the
parts’ connection, the nature of the change of the parts themselves) amongst which, the principle
of the optimal correspondence of society and natural environment is the most important. At
different historical periods of human development and nature their relationships were of an
ambiguous nature. The character of man’s assimilation with nature, suggested by F. Engelse, and
divided by him in three phases, - savagery, barbarity and civilization, is as a rule a basis for classifying
the relationships “man - nature” with all other researchers. In the modern view the question from
the point of view of social ecology is considered as history of the interaction with nature of a
“ready” society and a “ready” person (Girusov, 1976). From “modest” and partial use of nature,
man transferred to a system usage of its resource, and from savagery to civilized reasonable
relationships. That is to say, from consumption of the natural product of nature, through the
process of domestication and civilizing wild nature, thanks to getting partial artificial product the
person proceeded to create an artificial subject in the modified environment. During its “universal
activity” the history of development and enrichment of “ man’s original nature, is expressed in the
measure of how “capable he is to humanize the whole of nature by means of his activity” (Asmolov,
2000, Ivanov, 1977). In other words, the essence of the strategic human relationships with the
surrounding natural environment looks like this: survival, mastering, transformation and, finally,
realization of the need of harmony (Lastochkin, 1993). The analysis of different historic situations
between people and the environment indicates a need for modern people to realize and confess
their ruinous role in relationships with nature. Having started since the Neolith period, when
people came out from biosphere, its live part (the Biota) in a special, specific part became social,
since then the social began to determine the leading role in relationships with nature. Unlike
theoretical estranging from nature, having got its development in the medieval epoch, further
development of the society fostered practical excommunication of the people from nature.
Reanimation of people’s spiritual co-existence with wild nature, as well as changed by him, would
be efficient if man would be willing to replace the established antagonistic relationships with the
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environment into a different cooperation (Kamshilov, 1980). The proceeding of the intensive
natural resources mastering, as well as implementation of new physical-biological technologies,
directed on improvement and transformation of man’s natural features draws him to an “artificial”
state of mind and to development of the new consciousness mode “to be oneself” (Zlotnikoy,
1990). Thereby, somehow preferring one of the directions in the development of a complex and
many-sided relationships “man - environment”, the person himself as personality, society with its
culture, values and morality withdraw to the background. Value-oriented paradigm in modern
culture, based on the idea of nature and society as a unite, viewing the wholeness of the natural
ecosystems as value, warns the man about a thoughtless invasion in nature and spurs him to
search for creative attitude to nature (Karpinskaya, 1995). So, consolidation of a scientific
knowledge complex is necessary: of natural, humanitarian, culture study and philosophical
knowledge dealing not only with relationships “Man - Nature”, but also “Man - Environment”. So,
ecological psychology offers to consider the relationship of the people and the environment, as
mostly Man'’s problem, his consciousnesses and characterize it in three levels, as 1) relations of a
separate subject with natural environment; 2) relationships with other people; 3) a person’s
relationships with himself. However, all three levels of the relationships of person with the
environment can differently reveal themselves in the environment in different social groups,
which are non-homogenous in terms of: a) area; b) nationality and ethnicity; in) professional
duties (corporative membership); ¢) social membership (family, organization, political party). The
factis that in different people’s communities original outer-biological programs of various cultures
reflect people’s outlook and their attitude to the environment: people, nature and society are
saved and reflected in a specific way (Stepin, 1994). Having been formed by the society itself some
relationships among its members (having become acceptable and taken by the majority), are
transferred and spread on objects of nature, and then on a new object world, on “second nature”,
becoming the background incentive reason for different age groups behaviour and activity in the
environment. That is to say, society as a whole, reproduces that very way of the relationships with
environment, which corresponds to people’s outlook on his being, contemporary for the history
epoch, based on scientific, philosophical and cultural particularities.

Within the framework of the question scientists-psychologists, offer their vision of the problem
of the relationships “man - environment”: a) direct study of the person’s environment, including
different content of objects and people in it; b) inter-connections between environment’s variables
and different features of man’s psyche; c) the relationships between a person’s behaviour and his
physical environment. They believe that the reason for the global ecological crisis is the result of
not some particular negative relationship of man with the environment, but the system of the
relations of the person with nature, with people, with objects. Man considering himself the
exclusive being in contrast with other inhabitants of the planet, has lead to the growing idea of
superiority of the person over nature firstly on a physical, but then on a psychological level.
(Deryabo. 1996). The negative result of such system functioning was a gradual person’s moving
away from the natural environment, as biological species and then his estranging from nature,
which resulted in a psychological opposition to it. According to reasons mentioned above, it is
possible to state that during a long historical period of man’s development in the natural
environment he has mastered a specific behaviour “matrix”, which provided nature’s subservience
to the person on all levels. The development of this process was solely promoted due to man’s
concept of the environment as of external life-space, in which the person realizes only his own
selfish purposes. The heart of the matter is that the new European humanism, inherent for the
western civilization model, “has constructed” a modern person’s way of thinking, moving him
away from external nature and changing the ontological status of the person. The destruction of
the person’s internal and external unity revealed in actions and words, has entailed him to change
his moral and ethical orientation in respect to life values. Nature is not included in the category of
“eternal” values anymore. New information space appearance, on the one hand, promoted the
reinforcement of people’s communicability, his independence from the environment, but at the
same time became the incentive for development of a real person’s loneliness in the modern
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world, his going away from a voluptuous-contact form of people interaction through belonging,
which are formalized and taken away from their owners. Natural origin in a person’s life is
displaced with an artificial and origin the nature of the relationships with the new environment
becomes mainly functional: useful - not useful, significant - insignificant, like — do not like, which
realization is needed “right here and right now”. For the new super-industrial society system,
inter-personal relations cease being adjusted in a pre-rational and over-rational way - a feeling,
custom, faith, love and hate, the good and the evil, sin and chastity, the beautiful and the ugly.
They become harder, profit-oriented, leading a person to a super-personality and “super-
manhood”. Prevalence of virtual reality practice in a modern person’s activity in the environment
obstructs him from finding his way in real life. However, a particular person’s experience, which is
gained in process of direct contact with the external world, with people, is still important, for it
creates the concept of “self” in its contraposition - with “not self” (Mead, 1934, 1982; Nikitina,
2002; Yaspers, 1997; Kazakina, 1989). The person’s inner world is realized in activity, in contact, in
communication with the like ones. At the same time, a child as the owner of general, particular
and single characteristics, being the expression of their wholeness, being a particular “formation”
in the surrounding world, is not identical neither to single, nor to specific, nor to general, but
emerges in their syntheses. So, starting the process of the world cognition, being a universal
creature, he can be abstracted neither from the natural component, nor from the other ones
forming the entire environment where his development is taking place. In this context, the
environment should not be considered as isolated external space in opposition to the person, also
the person must not oppose himself to the environment. A person’s realization of the external
and internal world unity in the general interaction process will provide the invariant ways of the
relationships with it, founded on understanding the importance of the relationships between all
the participants of the process. With a such approach to the problem we can say that “endless
something”, which in fact contemporary environment is, as life-space, can not be limited within
frames of a single science understanding since “supposes the endless cognition process i.e. endless
system of knowledge” and multiplicity of its interpretation (Oyzerman, 2000). Only on this basis,
getting to know environment, the child will increase his life space in constantly changing world.

Conclusions

Question of orientation of the child in the environment is part of the general problem of
understanding and development of to days relationship of the person with the surrounding world.

We understand the child’s orientation in the environment from positions of the integral
process, in which: a) environment is considered as a system phenomena, b) the person is a subject
in the environment and c) his ways of interaction with natural, social and modified components. In
the process of interaction of the person with environment his place as a component of the system
is defined: when a person associates himself: a) with the environment, b) “inside” the system, in)
“outside” (“over"”) the system.

The criterion of the primary school child’s orientation is his relationship with the environment,
which are formed up on the basis of understanding that, a child, as subject is inside the objective
reality and as “areal and practical creature” creates his life space, realizing his own action programs,
realizing creative potential, directed at overcoming of any determinant influence, external, as
well as internal (Brushlinskiy, 2003). In the process of the interaction of the child with the
environment based on different knowledge and experience the extension of possible variants of
his attitude to the world and to himself happens, providing more comprehensive in put in different
contexts of reality.

Consolidation of the scientific knowledge complex: natural, humanitarian, culture-study and
philosophical sciences, aimed at research of understanding the whole environment and determining
the person’s function allows the analysis of the nature of modern relationships of person with the
environment, find out reasons and effects, which caused the ecological crisis, moving the person
away from nature.
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At the same time, differentiated approach to study of the problem of man’s interaction with
the environment, widespread in science and practice, does not provide a full scientific picture of
the world. On this basis an interdisciplinary approach to education in the field of environment can
be considered as one of the ways to recognize the surrounding reality and the more appropriate
one in the present situation since it allows realizing the orientation of the person to the full extent
and in all directions of the reality with its ingenious extension. The fact is that reason for negative
relations of the person with the environment is a complex of all his relations and attitudes,
founded on anthropoid consciousness, rather than separate sides to his activity. It is necessary to
acknowledge the need of studying the environment as a system, consisting of components and
elements, different in quality and importance, but genetically bound with each other. In the
process of studying the interaction of people with the environment the person’s understanding of
his part, as the component of the system that allows associating him with environment, being
“inside” the system, begins to determine his functions in the present and future. Then the problems
of the preservation of the natural environment are to be solved in the context of conservation
and development of the whole system. Under such an approach to understanding the problem
the child’s orientation in the environment will be considered by the child himself as process and
result of the extension of his life space, which includes natural, social and modified environment.

Thereby, our vision of the problem of the child’s orientation in the environment does not
contradict the main trend of the development of different sciences knowledge about environment,
which expect the study of the person’s environment and clarification of his place in this environment.
However, the orientation process will be more successful if:

e asearly as in the primary school the child will understand the term “environment”, as
a multi-component system, being an integrity of natural, changed (to different extent)
environment and the social one, being in dynamic balance, when past, present and
future are determined by conditions, which mankind (the society) is capable or not
capable to create in the purpose of saving the civilization, on basis of time-appropriate
relations, moral-ethical values, accepted and being used in the society;

e the child is to be considered as the subject of the activity and interaction with the
environment, being inside the system, possessing psyche and capable to form up his life
space, according to his wish;

e the child’s orientation is to be viewed as a process, which is directed to transformation
of a child’s particular situation relationships with the surrounding reality into a stable
value-oriented system;

e theresult, which determines a general person’s life-line (activity, actions) in his present
and future relationships with the environment, is to be directed by viewing the
environment as the main value.
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Pe3ome

MEXJIUCHUIUIMHAPHBHM IMOAXOO B IIOHUMAHUU
OPUEHTAIIUU PEBEHKA B OKPYXAIOIIIEN CPEJIE:
POCCUVICKUM B3IJIA0

DneoHopa MenbHUK

Bormpocs! opueHTaimm peGeHKa B OKPYXKAOIICH cpefie SBISICTCS] YaCThIo OOIIei TPOoOIeMbl ITOHNMAaHUS
U Pa3sBUTUSI COBPEMEHHBIX OTHOIICHUI UeJI0OBEKA C OKPYXKAIOIIUM €TO MUPOM.

OpueHranust pebeHKa B OKPYXalolleil cpejie TTOHMMAaeTCcsl HaMU C IMTO3MILMI IIeJIOCTHOTO Ipoliecca, B
KOTOPOM: a) cpella pacCMaTpUBACTCSl KaK CHCTEMHOE SIBJICHHE, 0) YeJIOBEK - CYOBEKT B OKpPYXAIOIIeM
MIPOCTPAHCTBE M €T0 B) CIOCOOBI B3aMMOICUCTBUSI C MIPUPOIHBIM, OOLIECTBEHHBIM M MOAUMDUIIMPOBAHHBIM
KOMITOHEHTaMH. B mporiecce B3auMoJieiicTBUSI YeI0BeKa CO CPEIoi OIpeesisieTcs] ero MecTo B CUCTeMe, Kak
KOMITOHEHTA: KOTJIa YEJIOBEK aCCOIMUPYET CeOsl: a) CO CPEeMoil, «BHYTPU» CHCTEMBI, B) «BHE» (HaI) CUCTEMBI
(oi1).

Kpurepuem opueHTanuu pebeHka MIaUIero WIKOJIBHOTO BO3pacTa CIyXaT €ro OTHOIIEHUS ¢
OKPYKAIOIIE eTo cpeoil, KOTOPhIe BEICTPAMBAIOTCS HA OCHOBE MTOHUMAHUS TOTO, YTO PeOEHOK, KaK CYyOBEKT
TOTPYKEH BHYTPb OBITHS U KaK «PeaIbHOE U MPAKTUIECKOE CYIIECTBO» CO3AET CBOE XXKM3HEHHOE ITPOCTPAHCTBO,
OCYILECTBJISISI COOCTBEHHBIE IPOTPAMMBbl JECTBUI, peanu3yss KOHCTPYKTUBHbBIE IOTEHIIMU, HAlpaBIeHHbIE
Ha IIPEO0JICHUE BIIUSTHIAE JTIOOBIX IETEPMUHAHT, KaK BHELITHETO, TaK ¥ BHYTpeHHeTo cBoiicTBa (bpynummHekmit,
2003). B mporrecce B3auMoneiCcTBUS peOeHKa CO CPeloif Ha OCHOBE PA3IMIHBIX 3HAHUN U OIBITA TIPOUCXOIUT
paciMpeHue BO3MOXKHBIX BapMaHTOB OTHOIIEHMI €ro K MUpY, K camMoMy cebe, obecrieunBast Oojiee IMOJTHOE
BKITIOUEHNE B PA3TIYHBbIe KOHTEKCTHI OBITHS.

KoHcomumanyst KoMIiekca HayYHBIX 3HAHMIA: €CTECTBEHHBIX, TYMAaHUTAPHBIX, KYJIbTYPOJIOTUICCKUAX U
umrocodckux Hayk, HalpaBIEHHBIX HAa U3yYeHMe TOHUMAaHUSI 1IeJIOCTHOI OKPYXAIOlIei Cpeibl U BBISIBJICHUE
(yHKIMIT YeToBeKa TO3BOJISIET IPOAHAIU3UPOBATh XapaKTep COBPEMEHHBIX OTHOIIEHUI YeJI0OBeKa CO CPeroin
0OUTaHVISI, YCTAHOBUTD MIPUIUHEL U CJIEIICTBHSI, KOTOPBIE IPUBETH K BOSHUKHOBEHUIO SKOJIOTTIECKOTO KPU3HUCA,
OTYYX/IEHUIO YeJIOBeKa OT MPUPOIBI.

B Toxe Bpemsi, IIMPOKO PACIIPOCTPAHEHHBI B HayKax WM MpakThKe nuddepeHInpoBaHHBIN TOAXO0I K
M3yYEHUIO TIPOOIEMBI B3aMMOJICHCTBUS YeIOBeKa C OKpYXarollell cpefoit He obecrieunBaeT (HopMUpOBaHIE
y HEro MOJIHOIM HayyHO! KapTUHBI Mupa. Ha 5TOM OCHOBaHMM MEXIUCIUIUIMHAPHBIN MOAXO0 K 00pa30BaHUIO
B 00JIaCTH OKPYXAIOIIEH Cpe/ibl CIeAYeT PACCMATPUBATh KaK OIMH M3 BAPMAHTOB K ITO3HAHUIO OKPYXKAIOIIEH
TIECTBUTEIFHOCTY U GOJiee aieKBaTHBIM B JaHHOW CUTYaIlH, IOCKOJIBKY ITO3BOJISIET OCYILIECTBUTH OPHEHTALIUIO
YyeJIoBeKa B ITOJIHOM 00BbeMe U 110 BCeM HaIpaBICHUSIM OKPYKAIOIIel 1eICTBUTEIbHOCTY C HEITOCPEICTBEHHBIM
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€e paclIMpeHueM. YCTaHOBJIEHO, 4YTO NMPUYMHON HEraTUBHBIX OTHOLICHUIN 4YeJoBeKa CO CPeIoi SIBISIETCS
KOMIUIEKC BCEX €TI0 OTHOILIEHMI, OCHOBAHHBIX Ha AaHTPOIIOLIEHTPUYECKOM CO3HAHWM, a HE OTAEIbHBIX CTOPOH
ero gesiteibHOCTH. CilefyeT NMpU3HATh HEOOXOAMMOCTb M3Y4YeHUsI OKPYXalolllel cpelbl KaK CUCTEMBI,
COCTOSIIIECH M3 pa3HbIX IO KAYECTBY M 3HAYCHUIO KOMITOHEHTOB U 3JIEMEHTOB, HO TEHETUYECKU CBSI3AHHBIX
MexIy coboit. B mporiecce nccienoBaHus B3aMMOJIEHCTBUI YeJI0BEKa CO CPENOi ONPEAEISIIOIINUM eT0 (DYHKIINHI
B HACTOSILEM U OymyllleM CTaHOBUTCS MOHMMAaHME YeJIOBEKOM CBOEIl pojii, KaK KOMIIOHEHTa CUCTeMBI, UTO
ITO3BOJISIET ACCOLMUPOBAThH €My Ce0sl CO Cpelioil, HaXOIsSICh «BHYTPU» CUCTEMBIL. Torma mpobieMbl COXpaHEHUSs
TIPUPOTHON Cpesibl OYIyT peliaThCsl B KOHTEKCTEe COXpAaHEHUsT U pa3BUTHs Beeil cucteMbl. [1pu TakoM monxone
K MMOHUMAaHMIO TIPOOJIEMBI OpUeHTaLMsI peOeHKa B OKpyXalolleit cpezie OyeT paccMaTpUBaThCsl CAMUM peOEHKOM
KaK IPOLECC U Pe3yJbTaT PACIIMPEHMS €r0 XM3HEHHOTO ITPOCTPAHCTBA, KOTOPOE BKIIIOYAET IMPUPOTHYIO,
00IIIECTBEHHYI0O U MOAUGMUIIMPOBAHHYIO CpPEy.

Taxum obpa3zom, Hallle BUIeHUE TPOOIeMbl OpUEHTAIIMYU peOeHKa B OKPYKAIOLIe cpejie He IPOTUBOPEUUT
OCHOBHBIM TEHAEHLUSM Pa3BUTHUSI 3HAHUII 00 OKpyXalolleil cpelne pa3IWYHBIMM HayKaMH, KOTOpbIe
MPEIIoJIaraloT UCCIeOBAHUE CPEAbl OOUTAHUsSI YeIOBEKa M BBISICHEHMSI €ro MecTa B 3Toi cpene. OnHako,
MPOLIECC OpUEHTAIMU OyJeT 0ojiee YCIIELIHbIM, eCIIu:

* MOJ OKpyXalolleil cpenoif, yXXe B HayaJbHON IIKOJe, peObeHOK OyaeT MOHMMATh €e Kak
MHOTOKOMITOHEHTHYIO CUCTEMY, TIPEICTABIISIIONIYI0 COOOI COBOKYITHOCTh €CTECTBEHHOW MPUPOIHOM,
M3MEHEHHOH (B Pa3IUYHON CTETIEHH) IPUPOAHON Cpebl M OOLIECTBEHHOI, HAXOASIIYIOCSI B COCTOSIHUU
NUHAMUYECKOTO PaBHOBECHsI, KOrJa IPOIUIOe, HacToslee M Oymyliee IeTePMUHUPOBAHO TEMU
YCJIOBUSIMHM, KOTOpBIE CIIOCOOHO WJIM HE CIIOCOOHO, CO3[aTh YeJIOBEYeCTBO (OOILIECTBO) B LEJISIX
COXpaHEHUs IMBWIM3ALMK, HAa OCHOBE COOTBETCTBYIOUIMX BPEMEHM OTHOIIEHWUI, MOpaJbHO-
HPABCTBEHHBIX HOPM, INPUHATHIX U JEHCTBYIOIIMX B OOILECTBE;

» pebeHKa paccMaTpuBaTh Kak CyObeKTa IESITeJIbHOCTU U OOIIeHMs C OKpyxXalolleil cpemoit,
HAaxOJSILLETOCS] BHYTPU 9TOM CUCTEMBI, O0JIQIAIONIETO IICUXUKOM U CIIOCOOHOIO BBICTPAUBATH CBOE
>KM3HEHHOE TPOCTPAHCTBO II0 CBOEMY XEJIaHMIO;

* OpHEeHTaluIo pebeHKa paccMaTpUBaTh Kak IIpoliecc, KOTOPBIN HaIpaBlieH Ha IpeoOpa3oBaHuUe
CUTYaTHMBHBIX OTHOIIIEHUI pebeHKa C OKPYXKAIOILEl €ro peaibHOM JeHCTBUTEIBHOCTBIO B YCTOMUMBYIO
CHCTEMY LIEHHOCTHBIX OPUEHTAIUIi;

* pe3yibTar, ONpeNessIoIUil O0IIYI0 JUHUIO KU3HU 4YeJoBeKa (IesTeIbHOCTh, IMOCTYIKH) B €ro
HACTOSIIMX M OyIyIIMX OTHOILEHUI C OKPYXAIOIIel cperoil, HalpaBJI€HHBIX HA NPU3HAHUE CPEIb
KaK OCHOBHOMW LIEHHOCTH.

KioueBrle cimoBa: MeXIMCUMIUIMHAPHBIA TOJIXOJ, €CTECTBEHHOHAyYHOE OOpa3oBaHUE, OTHOLICHUS

C TIPUPOAOI.
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