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CrarTs npucBsUYe€Ha KOMYHIKAaTHBHOMY ITiIXOTy JI0 HAaBUYAHHS aHTJIIHCHKOI MOBH B
TeXHIYHUX BHINUX HABYAIBHUX 3akKiagax. Y Il mOpami MOpeacTaBieHl CKIIaJI0BI
KOMYHIKQTHBHOI KOMITETEHTHOCTI. Takoxk po3rismaerbcs audepeHiiamnis MK JIBoMa
cnoco0aMu PO3BUTKY KOMYHIKATHUBHOI KOMIIETEHTHOCTI CTYJIEHTIB — CHJIBHUM 1
ciiabkum. PoOora MICTHUTH CIIMCKM OCOOJMBOCTEN EKCIUIIMUTHOIO ¥ IMIUIIIIUTHOTO
HaBYAaHHS Ta BUKJIAJAHHS 32 JIOMOMOTOI0 KOMYHIKATUBHOTO MIIX0y, a00, sIK MOro Iie
HA3MBaIOTh, KOMYHIKaTUBHOTO HaBYaHHSA MOBH (@HIJI. Ha3Ba — “‘COmmunicative language
teaching”, CLT). AHami3yloTbcs X MO3UTHBHI Ta ciaOki croponu. ['0j0BHa yBara
NPUALIAETHCS METI, OCHOBHUM XapaKTEPUCTUKaM 1 MPUHIMIIAM IT1IX0/1y, 3a3HAaYEHOr0 B
TEMl CTaTTi, BKJIIOYAIOYM TepeBaru W HEIOJIIKM BUKOPUCTAaHHS KOMYHIKATHBHOTO
X0y Ha 3aHATTSX 13 aHrJIiHChKoi MOBH B TexHIuHuX BH3. Kpurepismu oriHroBaHHS
AKOCTI KOMYHIKAaTMBHOTO HAaBYaHHA € €(QEKTUBHICTh HAOyTTs 3HAaHb 13 AHMJIIHCHKOT
MOBH, HOBU3HA MaTepiajiB, a TAKOX pe3yJIbTaTUBHICTh POOOTH MEAAroTiB 1 CTY/ICHTIB Ha
3aHATTAX. HanpukiHii HaBOASATHCS PEKOMEHJAlli AJis BUKIANAYiB, 110 CTOCYHOTHCS
HaJIeKHOTO BIpoBa/pkeHHS Ta BUKOpucTtaHHs CLT (KOMyHIKaTHBHOTO HaBUYaHHS MOBH)
Ha 3aHATTAX aHTVIMCHKOT MOBU B TEXHIYHUX YHIBEPCHUTETAX, a 3HAYUTH ISl HAaBUAHHS
CTYJICHTIB HEMOBHHUX CHELIaJbHOCTEH, BKJIIOYAIOUM PEKOMEHJIOBaHI BUAM POOOTH B
ayIATOPIi JII1 BAKOHAHHS BUIIIEBKA3aHOT 3aa4i.

KuarwuoBi ciaoBa: xomyHikatuBHuit minxin, CLT, anrmiicekka MoBa, TEXHIYHI
YHIBEPCUTETH, TPUHIUIMN, EKCIUILUTHE W IMIUIIMTHE HaBYaHHS, KOMYHIKAaTHBHA
KOMITETEHTHICTb.

Crarbs moOCBsIIIIEHA KOMMYHUKATUBHOMY MOJXOIYy K OOYYEHHMIO aHIJIMHUCKOMY
a3bIKy B TexHuueckux BY3ax. B manHoMm Marepuarne mpencTaBiI€HbI COCTaBIISIIOLIUE
KOMMYHUKATHBHOM KOMIIETEHTHOCTH. Takxke paccMmaTtpuBaercs auddepeHmanis

MCXKAY ABYM: crocooamMu pa3sBUTHUA KOMMYHHKaTHBHOﬁ KOMIICTCHTHOCTHU CTYJACHTOB —



CHJIBHBIM U cabbiM. PaboTa comepXUT crucku 0COOEHHOCTEN IKCILTUIIUTHOTO, a TaKXkKe
UMIINTMOUTHOTO 06y‘-IeHI/I$I " IperoJgaBaHus € IMOMOIIIBIO KOMMYHHUKATUBHOI'O IOAXO0A4A,
HJIK, KaK €ro €€ HAa3bIBAIOT, KOMMYHUKATUBHOI'O 06yI{GHI/I}I A3BIKY (aHFJI. HAa3BaAHUEC —
“communicative language teaching”, CLT). AHanu3upyroTCsS WX IOJOXHUTEIbHBIC H
ci1a0ble CTOPOHEI. CYHIGCTBGHHOC BHUMAHUC YACIIACTCA eIy, OCHOBHBIM
XAPAKTCPUCTUKAM M IIPHHLOHUIIAM II0AXO0J4d, YKAa3aHHOI'oO B TCMC CTATbH, BKJIIOYasd
npeuMynmecTsa MW HEAOCTATKM HMCIIOJb30BaHUA KOMMYHHUKATHBHOI'O IIOAXOJa Ha
3aHATUAX 110 aHFHHﬁCKOMy A3BIKY B TCXHHUYCCKUX BbICHIHNX yIIG6HI>IX 3aBCICHUAX.
KpI/ITCpI/ISIMI/I OILICHUBAHUA Ka4eCTBa KOMMYHUKATHUBHOI'O 06yLICHI/I$1 ABJIAKOTCA
3 PEKTUBHOCTH MTPUOOPETEHUS 3HAHUM IO AHTJUHUCKOMY SI3bIKY, HOBU3HA MaTepHUasoB,
a TaKKe Pe3yNbTaTUBHOCTH PabOTHI IMEJAroroB W CTYJCHTOB Ha 3aHATHSAX. B KoHIe
MPUBOAATCA PEKOMEHJALMU U1 NPEnojaBaTeield, KacarolHecs HaJIekKalero
BHeNIpeHus 1 ucnoiyib3oBaHusi CLT (KOMMyHUKaTUBHOTO OOYYEHUS S3BIKY) Ha 3aHATHIX
AHTJINHCKOTO A3BIKA B TEXHUUYECKUX YHUBCPCUTCTAX, 4 3HAYUT IJIA 06yquH$I CTyACHTOB
HEA3BIYHBIX CHCHH&HBHOCTGP'I, BKJIIO49ass pCKOMCHIOBAHHBIC BUbI pa6OTBI B ayJUTOpHUHU
JJIA BBIITOJIHECHU S BBIIHGYKaBaHHOﬁ 3aa4u.

KuwueBble ciaoBa: KOMMYHUKaTUBHBIM moaxon, CLT, aHrmuiickuil A3bIK,
TCXHUYCCKUC YHHUBCPCHUTCTBI, INIPHUHIMIIBI, SKCINIMIUTHOC M HMIIIMIIMTHOC o6yquI/Ie,
KOMMYHHKAaTUBHAA KOMIICTCHTHOCTD.

The article deals with the communicative approach to teaching English at
technical universities. The constituents of the communicative competence are presented.
Differentiation between two ways (strong and weak versions) of development of
students” communicative abilities can also be found in the proposed paper. The
distinction lies in variance of ways of the English language acquisition by students,
including those of technical specialities. The work contains lists of peculiarities of
explicit/implicit learning and teaching with the help of communicative language
teaching (CLT). Their positive sides and weaknesses are considered. Three central areas

of explicit-implicit teaching — focus on form and form-focused instruction, fluency and



automation, formulaic language — are also reviewed. The main attention of the article is
paid to the aim, key characteristics and principles of the approach in question, as well as
to advantages and disadvantages of the communicative approach use at the English
language lessons. Among quality assessment criteria of the communicative teaching are
efficiency of the English language acquisition, novelty of materials, and also
effectiveness of educators’ and students’ work. Recommendations for teachers,
concerning the proper CLT implementation at the lessons of English for Specific
Purposes, and features of recommended classroom activities to do so are provided at the
end of the article.

Key words: communicative approach, CLT, the English language, technical
universities, principles, explicit and implicit learning, communicative competence.
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