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Abstract. The article represents different scientists’ interpretation of the concepts of monitoring in the educational system as well as
individual’s educational achievements. On this basis, the essence of the concept of monitoring of pedagogical university students’
academic achievements as a scientific purposeful system of teachers’ actions on collection, processing, analysis and interpretation of
information about the assimilation of specific knowledge, skills, professional and core competencies, formation of emotionally-
valuable relationships and experience in the implementation of creative activity by future teachers has been defined. It was found that
the major components of the monitoring of students’ academic achievements are as follows: its subjects, the purpose of monitoring
conduct, the object of research (academic student activities, the system of relations between the participants of the pedagogical inter-
actions, etc.), the methods and forms of conduct, a set of criteria and indicators for the evaluation of the gained results. During the
study it was concluded that the implementation of monitoring of higher educational establishments students’ academic achievements
on the basis of axiological grounds provides value-filling of all the components of this process.
Keywords: monitoring, academic achievements, a student, pedagogical higher educational establishment, axiological grounds.

In the course of the problem of the training quality im-
provement of future teachers the need to improve the
monitoring of higher educational institutions students’ ac-
ademic performance is being escalated. In this case we
can provide only not obtaining of the reliable data on the
quality of higher pedagogical education, but also applying
science-based adjustments to the process of implementa-
tion and forecasting of further development of the system.

As it was found out, different issues of organization
and teaching monitoring conducting were the subject of
research of many scientists. Thus, the theoretical and
methodological bases of monitoring in education were
identified in academic writings of A. Belkin, W.
Bezpalko, V. Gorb, A. Lyashenko, A. Mayorov, D. Ma-
tros, S. Shishova and others.The essence and content of
pedagogical monitoring were disclosed in publications of
A. Belkin, I. Maslikova, V. Prikhodko, S. Silina and oth-
ers. The monitoring characterization as an effective means
of quality control of the educational process in the educa-
tional establishment is represented in collections of V.
Zaitsev, D. Mantros, M. Chandra and others. The classifi-
cation of different monitoring types and systems are in-
troduced in publications of T. Benkovych, W. Kalney, A.
Mitina, A. Plisko and others.

According to the analysis of scientific papers, scientists
have made significant contribution to the research of
pedagogical monitoring. However, monitoring of higher
educational institutions students’ the academic perfor-
mance being relevant problem for the present times, it
was not the object of specially organized scientific re-
search. Furthermore, under circumstances of today's hu-
manization of higher education, the perception of every
certain individual as an undeniable value among various
aspects of this problem the axiological basis of the above
defined monitoring deserves the special attention.

So, the goal of the article is to determine the axiologi-
cal foundations of monitoring of higher pedagogical edu-
cational institutions students’ academic performance.

The achieving of the above-defined goal requires clear
elucidation of key concepts of the study. So, one of them
is the concept of "monitoring™ . As it was found, the re-
searchers offer different interpretations of this term,
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moreover, basing on the study of the scientific literature it
was concluded that they can be roughly summarized into
three main approaches.

According to the first one, monitoring in education is
perceived as a system that allows to monitor its status and
to predict further development. For example, according to
the findings of 1. Maslikova, D. Matros, N. Melnikova, D.
Polyeva, such monitoring is thought to be a system of
storage, processing and redistribution of information on
selected educational object that provides the continuous
surveillance of its condition and determination of its com-
pliance with certain requirements as well as future projec-
tions [2; 3]. V. Musina considers monitoring in education
as a process of obtaining of objective and reliable infor-
mation about the dynamics subjects’ academic achieve-
ments [5].

Supporters of other scientific approach comprehend
monitoring in education as a process. Particularly V.
Prikhodko perceives monitoring in education as standard-
ized observation over a particular object or a process,
evaluation and forecasting of its future state [7]. Accord-
ing to N. Sorokina, monitoring in education combines
three processes: research, evaluation and solution testing
on management process of future specialists’ training [9].

According to representatives of the third defined ap-
proach (M. Potashnik, A. Moiseev [6], etc.) , monitoring
in education is meant to be a means of gaining feedback,
whereby the degree of compliance and reasons for devia-
tions of obtained real results in the process in comparison
with the planned one is estimated.

It is important to summarize that the scientific attitude
of supporters of each of the three approaches has a right
to exist, and they logically complement each other. In-
deed, on the one hand, monitoring in education can be
considered as an integrated system that includes exactly-
defined components: purpose, object of study, criteria and
evaluation factors of the obtained results as well as specif-
ic internal and external environment and so on. On the
other hand, monitoring is carried out in practice as a dy-
namic process designed to track changes in the investigat-
ed object and to predict its future evolution. There is no
objection to the idea to consider monitoring as a means of
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providing feedback. In light of this it is important to note
that the definition of the monitoring according to different
approaches allows to fully characterize it as a multifacet-
ed phenomenon.

During the study it was found that the term "education-
al achievements" is also interpreted by scholars ambigu-
ously. In particular, E. Bondarevskaya interprets this con-
cept as a certain complex formation, that includes a com-
ponent of socialization, value-ideological, personal and
nature-corresponded components [1]. A. Sergeeva refers
to academic achievements of students implying a set of
quantitative and qualitative indicators of basic educational
programs assimilation of vocational and personal devel-
opment, which are represented as decomposition of future
specialists competence in the field of education [8].

Considering different perspectives of scientists it was
concluded that the students’ educational achievements in-
clude two components: substantive (that involves the as-
similation by future specialists of the defined by State
Standard curriculum in terms of knowledge, skills and
competences) and personal one (associated with positive
changes in personal characteristics of a person: his direc-
tives, value attitudes, motivation, professional and per-
sonal qualities, etc.).

Obviously, the ambiguity in the definition of the term
"monitoring” and "educational achievements” provides
different definitions of monitoring of students' education-
al achievements in the scientific literature. In particular,
according to V. Musina, monitoring of academic perfor-
mance is a process aimed at obtaining of objective and re-
liable information on the dynamics of the above men-
tioned achievements in teaching subjects [5, p. 51]. Speci-
fying our ideas on the interpretation of the concept of
monitoring of the pedagogical universities students’ aca-
demic performance, A. Sergeeva considers this phenome-
non as “a process of continuous scientifically-based as
well as diagnostic and prognostic tracking of educational
outcomes of students in order to develop the subjective
position of future teachers in their own professional edu-
cation, that provides the humanitarian focus of quality
management of specialists training for educational
sphere" [8, p. 67].

According to the study, monitoring of students’ aca-
demic performance is considered as educationally pur-
poseful system of teachers’ actions on collection, pro-
cessing, analysis and interpretation of information on as-
similation of identified knowledge, skills, professional
and core competencies, forming of emotional attitudes,
values and experience in creativity by future profession-
als. Properly organized monitoring of the specified type
allows to evaluate the academic process and its results, to
predict improvement of academic performance, and if
necessary to conduct its correction. It was also concluded
that the major components of monitoring of students' edu-
cational achievements are: its subjects, aim, the object of
study (students’ academic activity, a system of relations
between pedagogical interaction participants etc.), meth-
ods and forms of conduct, a set of criteria and indicators
to determine the grounds for the gained results evaluation.

It is important to underline that under conditions of
nowadays humanization of higher education, the percep-
tion of every individual as undoubted value in the process
of monitoring of students’ academic performance there is

25

www.seanewdim.com

a shift of emphasis from assimilation diagnosis of pre-
defined knowledge and skills to the establishment of the
changes dynamic in professional and personal develop-
ment of future professionals, to the mastering of socially
important values and applying their axiological priorities
on this basis. In light of this, the realization of monitoring
of students’ academic performance on the basis of axio-
logical grounds provides valuable enrichment of all its
components. Such requirement is particularly relevant to
higher educational institution, whose graduates have to
teach and educate the younger generation in the spirit of
modern democratic values in the future.

Based on the above-mentioned we can conclude that in
determining of the primary purpose of monitoring of the
pedagogical university students’ academic performance is
not only important to follow the requirements of the State
Standard, but also the state regulations in the field of edu-
cation (Laws of Ukraine "On Education™, "On Higher Ed-
ucation”, National Doctrine of Education Development in
Ukraine, etc.). The documents state that the main aim of
education is the formation of such individuals that are ca-
pable of self -creativeness in professional and other
spheres of life, those who tend to work effectively and
gain knowledge throughout life, to develop and strengthen
an independent democratic state, to save and to enrich the
national and universal values. Therefore, the strategic ob-
jective of monitoring is to ensure optimal conditions for
the preparation of teachers who meet the above-
mentioned requirements. In turn, the achievement of this
goal requires its specification at the level of tactical goals,
aimed at implementation of systematic tracking of the dy-
namics of students’ academic achievements.

The importance for successful monitoring of students’
academic performance on the basis of axiological grounds
is also an exact choice of a set of criteria and indicators
for the evaluation of the results. As it was already men-
tioned, this monitoring should include diagnosis not only
gained knowledge, skills, competencies by future teach-
ers, but it also should consider the state of formation of
emotionally valuable relationships and the experience of
creative activity. In addition, the monitoring procedure
should provide the obtaining of integrative reliable data
on the overall dynamics in professional and personal for-
mation of every future teacher based on their interiorisa-
tion of socially significant values.

We should note that the implementation of monitoring
of students’ academic achievements on the basis of axio-
logical approach requires paying special attention not on-
ly to diagnostics of the results of the learning process, but
also to a control, what kind of methods, forms and tools
were applied by teachers to achieve these results. After
all, according to current requirements to the educational
process in higher educational establishments, the relations
between all participants should be based on subject-
subject ground, where every student is the co- designer of
pedagogical interaction and is personally responsible for
his or her level of educational achievements.

During the above-defined monitoring we can effective-
ly use a variety of methods and forms of diagnosis of stu-
dents’ academic performance: observation, questioning,
testing, surveys, analysis of their academic activity re-
sults. Moreover, the introduction of axiological approach
assumes that teachers have to encourage the future teach-
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ers to conduct systematic self-monitoring of their academ-  cal education is the improvement of the monitoring of
ic achievements as the basis for their future professional  students’ academic performance in higher pedagogical
and personal improvement. Therefore, the choice of educational institutions on the axiological grounds. Such
methods and forms for monitoring of students’ academic ~ monitoring provides valuable content of all its structural
achievements should be based on their wants regarding  components, that allows to influence the personal and
this procedure, as well as individual motivations, inter-  professional development of future teachers based on up-
ests, needs and experience of every future teacher. dating of individual meanings of academic activities as

Conclusions. Thus, we can conclude that one of the  well as reflective attitude towards their academic perfor-
ways to improve the quality of modern higher pedagogi- mance and self-improvement process in general.
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TkaueBa H. A., Iledabikuna T. A. AKcHO0J0rH4YecKHe OCHOBbI MOHMTOPUHIA Y4eOHBIX AOCTH:KEHHUH CTYAEHTOB BBICIIHX
neJaroruyeckux y4eOHbIX 3aBeleHui

AHHOTamusi. B cratbe mpuBeneHs! pasHble MO3UNMHM YYEHBIX IO ITOBOXY TPAKTOBKH ITOHATHH MOHHUTOPHHTA B CHCTEMe
o0pa3oBaHns M y4eOHBIX MOCTIKEHHH JNMYHOCTH. Ha 3Tolf OCHOBE ONpeneNeHO CYNIHOCTh IOHSATHS MOHHTOPHHTA yIeOHBIX
JIOCTIDKEHUH CTYJICHTOB IEJarorHyecKuxX By30B KaK Hay4HO LieJIecoo0pa3Has cucTeMa JSHCTBHH mperojaBareineil mo cOopy,
00paboOTKH, aHaIM3y W HMHTEpHperauud HHOGOpMAalMu 00 YCBOCHMH OyIYIIMMH YYHUTEISIMH OIPECICHHBIX 3HAHWH, YMEHHH,
KJIIFOYEBBIX H l'[pO(beCCI/IOHaJ'IbeIX KOMHeTeHTHOCTeﬁ, Cd)Ole/IpOBaHHOCTI/I OMOIMOHAJIBHO-IICHHOCTHBIX OTHOIICHUN U TOTOBHOCTH K
OCYLIECTBJIECHUIO TBOpquKOﬁ JACATCIIBHOCTH. yCTaHOBJ’IeHO, YTO OCHOBHBIMHM KOMIIOHEHTaMHU MOHHTOpPHHIA yqe6H1>1x JlOCTl/I)KeHI/Iﬁ
CTYZICHTOB SIBIIIIOTCS TaKHe: €ro CyOBEKTHI, IIeb NPOBeAeHHs, 0ObeKT HccienoBanus (yaeOHas IesTeNbHOCTh CTYEHTOB, CHCTEMa
OTHOIICHUI MEXIy yJaCTHHUKAMH IeAarormdecKoro B3aNMOJEHCTBYS | T.J.), METOABI B (POPMBI IIPOBECHHS, KOMIUIEKC KPHUTEPHEB
U TIOKa3aTeJiel Ul OLEHKU TOJTydeHHBIX pe3ylIbTaToB. Bo BpeMs MpoBeeHNS HCCIEAO0BAHMS CISNIaH BEIBOJ O TOM, UTO PeaTH3ariys
MOHHTOPHHTA Y4eOHBIX JOCTM)KEHHI CTYACHTOB BEICIINX YIeOHBIX 3aBEJCHHH Ha aKCHOJIOTHUECKUX OCHOBAHHAX MPEIyCMaTPUBACT
IIEHHOCTHOE HAaIOJHEHHE BCEX KOMJOHEHTOB 3TOT0 Mpolecca.

Kniwouesvie cnoga: monumopune, yuebnvle docmusicenus, cnmyoenm, neddeoeuieckuil 83, aKCUoI02Uu4ecKue 0CHO8AHUA.

26



