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 . .        . 
The model of problem training methodology in the process of informatics problems study in professional 

preparation of the future teachers of technologies is described. It’s proved that classification of problem 
situations by stated features is important for methodology as it directs a teacher for the certain level of 
individual cognitive activity of the student in the process of solution of problem task at the classes of informatics 
subjects. 
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Uruskiy A. V. Modern state and problems of realization of the individual going near teaching of senior 
pupils on a technological type. 

The role of individual approach to students in the process of teaching has been reviewed. Positive 
aspects of internal differentiation appliance in educational branch "Technology" for the development of 
students’ interests and abilities have been revealed. The state of implementation of individual approach in 
today’s professional teaching, based on a survey of teachers, administration and students of educational 
institutions has been examined. It has been found out that teachers do not sufficiently take into consideration 
interests and abilities of students during the process of teaching. 

Keywords: technology, individual approach, external and internal differentiation, professional training 
teacher. 


