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GLOBAL ASPECTS OF THE DEVELOPMENT
OF HIGHER EDUCATION IN THE MODERN
WORLD AS THE MAIN DETERMINANTS
OF A RADICAL CHANGE IN PUBLIC
ADMINISTRATION OF THIS SPHERE

Abstract. The actual components of truly revolutionary changes in the sphere
of higher education that are caused in the twentieth and twenty-first centuries by
various objective processes — globalization, world integration and informatiza-
tion, and the introduction of new technological processes and technologies into all
spheres of social and spiritual production are considered. The emphasis is placed
on the fact that higher education fundamentally changes its role, purpose, nature
of influence on the vital activity of man and society. It is emphasized that radical
changes in the phenomenon of “higher education” make it necessary to review
and improve the management of this process, primarily at the state level, which
requires appropriate correlations in public policy regarding higher education as a
whole.

The special accents in the article are related to the following aspects of the
problems of the development of higher education in the modern world:
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First, higher education, as a social institution, radically changes its purpose
in connection with the change of status, participation of man in all socio-politi-
cal processes. In addition to general education, professional and other training, a
modern specialist should have the appropriate skills of interpersonal comattabi-
lity, business qualities that fully meet the requirements of market economy.

Secondly, in the 21 century, an essentially new revolutionary process, associ-
ated with global, globalization, integration and information phenomena, began to
emerge in education. Higher education is designed to form innovative develop-
mental human capital, emerging as a basis for continuous renewal and multiplica-
tion of such capital. Based on the widespread use of a variety of electronic and
computer technology radically changing forms, technology learning, the function-
ing of the educational process.

Thirdly, radical changes in the essence, role, importance of higher education in
human life, the functioning of society, requires a fundamental change in the nature
of public administration such education. This is a new model of such a manage-
ment, clarifying and working out the role and status of these processes of different
subjects of such a management, especially the authorities, especially the executive,
on the autonomy, democratization of higher education management, at the first
level at the level of a specific institution of higher education.

Keywords: education, higher education, basic world and national foundations
for the development of higher education, modern models of higher education,
state regulation of the development of higher education.

IJIOBAJIbHI ACIIEKTH PO3BUTKY BHUIIOI OCBITU
Y CYYACHOMY CBITI IK TOJIOBHI JIETEPMIHAHTHU
PATUKAJIBHOT 3MIHU JIEP?KABHOTO YIIPABJITHHS

IIEI0 COEPOIO

Amnoraiig. BUCBIT/IIOIOTbCS aKTyasbHi CKJIAIOBI [iHICHO PEBOJIIOIINHUX 3MiH
y cdepi Bumoi ocsitu, siki y XX—XXI cr. BUKJIUKaHi pisHUMU 00’ €KTUBHUMU
npoliiecaMu — TJI06aIizaliero, CBITOBUMHE iHTErpalli€ro i iHhopMaTHsalii€o, BIpo-
BaJKEHHSM B yCi chepr CyCIiJIbHOTO 1 JyXOBHOTO BUPOOHMIITBA HOBITHIX TeX-
HOJIOTIYHUX ITPOIIECiB 1 TexHooriil. POGUTHCS aKIleHT Ha TOMY, 1110 BUIA OCBiTa
KapJAMHAJIbHUM YMHOM 3MiHIOE CBOIO POJib, IIPU3HAYEHHS, XapaKTep BIJIMBY Ha
SKUTTEMIATBHICTD JIIOJIUHM 1 cyciiabeTBa. [liikpecaioeTbes, 1o painKaabHi 3MiHN
(dheHoMeHy “BHIIa OCBiTa” BUKJIMKAIOTh HEOOXIAHICTD MEPErJIsiLy i BAOCKOHATIEHHS
VIIPaBJIiHHS IIUM TIPOIIeCOM, HacaMIlepe/| Ha Jiep:KaBHOMY PiBHi, 1110 BUMarae Bi/l-
MOBIIHUX KOPEJIALIN B IepKaBHIN MOJIITUIL 111010 BUIIIOI OCBITH B H1JIOMY.

Oco6nBi aKIIEHTH Y CTATTi OB sI3aHi 3 HACTYITHUMH aclieKTaMu ITpoOJieM po3-
BUTKY BUII[OI OCBITH Y CYy4YaCHOMY CBITi:

[To-niepiite, BUIla OCBiTa K COIIAJIBHUN THCTUTYT PAJMKAILHO 3MIHIOE CBOE
MPU3HAYEHHS Y 3B’ SI13KY 31 BMIHOIO CTATYCY, YUaCTi JIOAUHU B YCiX CYCILIBHO-TTOJTI-
TUYHUX MTpotiecax. KpiM 3arabHOOCBITHBOI, (haxOBOI Ta iHINOI MATOTOBKHU, Cydac-
HUiT (haxiBelb MOBUHEH MaTH HAJIEXKHI HABUYKK MizKOCOOUCTICHOT KOMYTaTHBHOC-
Ti, 1IJIOBI SIKOCTI, IO CITOBHA Bi/IIIOBI/IAI0Th BUMOTaM PUHKOBOTO FOCIIO/IAPIOBAHHSL.
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[To-npyre, y XXI cT. B 0cBiTI po3novyaBcs (haKTUUHO TTPUHITUIIOBO HOBUM pe-
BOJIIOIIHWIT TIpoIec, MOB's3aHUil 31 cBiTOBUMU, ToOaxizailiiHuMu, iHTerpa-
MIMHUMEU Ta iHGOPMAIlIHHUMU dBUTIaMU. Buiia ocBita mokankaHa (opMyBaru
IHHOBAILIMHUI PO3BUBAIBHUIN JIFOJCHKUI KalliTall, ocTae K 6Gasuc MOCTIIHOIO
OHOBJIEHHST | TPUMHOKEHHS TaKOTO Karitany. Ha ocHOBI IIMPOKOTo BUKOPUCTAH-
HsI PI3HOMaHITHOI €JIEKTPOHHOI 1 KOMIT IOTEPHOI TEXHIKH PAJANKATbHO 3MiHIOIOThCS
(hopmu, TexHOIIOTIi HABYAHHS, (DYHKITIOHYBAaHHS HABYATBHOTO TIPOIIECY.

[To-Tpete, pamykaibHi 3MiHU CYTi, POJIi, 3HAYEHHS BUIIIOI OCBITH Y JKUTTI JIIO/IM-
HU, (DYHKITIOHYBAaHHS CYCITIJIbCTBA, BUMATa€ MPUHIMIIOBOI 3MiHU XapaKTepy Jiep-
’KABHOTO YIPABJIiHHS TAKOIO 0CBiTOI0. VI/IeThCs PO HOBY MOJIE/Ih TAKOTO YIIPaB-
JIIHHS, TIPO YTOYHEHHS W BiAIPAIIOBAaHHS POJIi 1 CTATyCy Y IUX MPOoIecax PiHUX
cy6’€KTIB TAKOTO yIIpaBJIiHHS, HAITIEpIie OPTraHiB BJIad, OCOOJMBO BUKOHABYMX,
PO aBTOHOMI3aI1i10, /IEMOKPATU3AII0 YITPABJIiIHHS BUIIIOIO OCBITOIO HAMTIEpIle Ha
PiBHI KOHKPETHOTO 3aKJIJly BUIIIOT OCBITH.

KmouoBi ci1oBa: ocBiTa, BUIA OCBiTa, 0a30Bi CBITOBI Ta HAI[IOHAJIBLHI OCHOBHU
PO3BUTKY BHUIIOI OCBITH, Cy4acHi MOJieJli BUTIOI OCBITH, JiepsKaBHE PETYJIIOBAHHS
PO3BUTKY BUIIOI OCBITH.

[JIOBAJIbHBIE ACIIEKTBI PA3BUTUS BBICIIETO OBPA30OBAHUS
B COBPEMEHHOM MUPE KAK IJIABHBIE JETEPMUHAHTHI
PAJINKAJIBHOTO U3MEHEHUS T'OCYIAPCTBEHHOTO
VIIPABJIEHUA 3TOI COEPOI

Annotanus. PaccmarpuBaloTest akTyasibHble COCTABIISAIONINE AeHCTBUTETIHHO
PEBOJIIOIIMOHHBIX U3MEHEHHIT B chepe BhICcIero o6pasoBanusi, KOTopbie B X X—
XXI ct. BbI3BaHbI PA3IHYHBIMU OOBEKTHBHBIMH TTPOIECCAMK — TJI0OATM3aINEl,
MUPOBBIMHU HHTETpaIiieil u nHbopMaTusaIrei, BHeIpeHreM Bo Bce chepbl 00-
1eCTBEHHOT'0 ¥ JlyXOBHOTO ITPOM3BO/ICTBA HOBEHIINX TEXHOJIOTMYECKUX ITPOIeC-
COB M TeXHOJIOTUI. [leslaeTcst akIeHT Ha TOM, Y4TO Bbiciiee 0Opa3oBaHue Kap/u-
HAJIBHBIM 00Pa30M MEHsIET CBOIO POJib, IIPEIHA3HAYEHIE, XapAKTEDP BJIUSHUS HA
JKU3HENESATENLHOCTD YeoBeKa 1 o0miecTBa. [loguepKuBaeTcst, 4T0 pajnKaIbHbie
nu3MeHeHust (heHoMeHa “Bbiciiiee 06pazoBaHue” BbI3bIBAIOT HEOOXOIUMOCTD TIepe-
CMOTpa 1 COBEPIIEHCTBOBAHMS YIIPABJIEHNS 3TUM IIPOIECCOM, B IIEPBYIO ouepe/ib
Ha TOCYIaPCTBEHHOM YPOBHE, 4TO TPEOYET COOTBETCTBYIONIUX KOPPEJISIIHil B TO-
CY/IaPCTBEHHOH TIOIUTHKE OTHOCUTEIHHO BBICIIETO 00PA30BAHMSI B IIEJIOM.

OcoObie aKkIeHThI B CTaThe CBSA3AHBI CO CJIEAYIONUME aclleKTaMu Mpodem
Pa3BUTHSI BBICIIETO 0OPA30BAHUSI B COBPEMEHHOM MIPE.

Bo-1miepBoix, Bbiciiee 0Opa3oBaHie KaK COMUANBHBIN WHCTUTYT PAAMKAILHO
MeHsIeT CBoe Ha3HavyeHMe B CBSI3U ¢ MI3BMEeHEeHUeM CTaTyca, poJii YeJloBeKa BO BCeX
0011IeCTBEHHO-TIOJIMTHYECKHX TTpotieccax. Kpome o6ieobpa3oBareibHOM, Tpo-
(eccronaIbHO 1 MHON MOJATOTOBKU, COBPEMEHHBIH CIIeIUAINCT T0JKeH UMeTh
COOTBETCTBYIOIME HABBIKM MEKJIMYHOCTHONH KOMMYTAaTUBHOCTH, /IeIOBbIe Kaye-
CTBA, BIIOJIHE COOTBETCTBYIOT TPEOOBAHUSIM PHIHOYHOTO XO3SIHICTBOBAHYSI.

Bo-Bropsix, B XXI Beke B 06pazoBaHuy Havascst (PaKTHYECKH TIPUHIUITAAIb-
HO HOBBIN PEBOJIIOIIMOHHBIN MTPOIECC, CBSIBAHHBIN ¢ MEPOBBIMH, TJI00ATM3AIINOH-
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HbIMU, UHTETPAITMOHHBIMU 1 I/IH(bOpMaL[I/IOHHbIMI/I saBeHusSMU. Briciee O6p330-
BaHHE ITPU3BaHO (l)OpMI/IpOBaTb HHHOBaLII/IOHHbII;'I paBBI/IBaIOH_II/Iﬁ yeJT0BEeUeCKUIA
KalluTaJl, BBICTYIIA€T KaK 6a3nc MOCTOSHHOTO OOHOBJIEHUS U IIPUYMHOKEHNWA
Takoro kKanurtasia. Ha ocHoBe IMMPOKOI'0 MCIIOJIb30BaHUA pa3H006pa3H0171 JJIECK-
TpOHHOfI n KOMHBIOTCpHOfI TEXHUKU PaJWKaJbHO MEHAIOTCA (bOprI, TEXHOJIO-
rmun O6y‘{eHI/I}I, (byHKLII/IOHI/IpOBaHI/Ie yqe6Horo Imporecca.

B-TpeTbI/IX, paanKaJibHbI€ M3MEHEHUA CYTH, POJIH, 3HAYEHUS BbICIIETO 00-
Pa30BaHKA B JKU3HU YE€JIOBEKAQ, (bYHKLII/IOHI/IpOBaHI/I}I O6H.[€CTBa, Tpe6yeT IIpHUH-
[UIINAJIBHOTO H3MEHEHUA XapaKTepa TOCY/[AapCTBEHHOI'O YIIPpaBJIEHUA TaKUM
O6paSOBaHI/I€M. Peun njaeT o HOBOM MO/IE€JIN TaKOT'O yIIpaBJIEHW, 00 yYTOYHEHUU
n OTpa6OTKI/I po/im 1 CTaryCa B 9TUX IIPOIECCaX PA3JIMYHbIX CY6'beKTOB TaKOTI'O
yHhpaBJIEHN, ITPEKIE BCETO OPraHOB BJIACTH, 0COOEHHO NCITOJIHUTEJIbHDbIX, 00 aB-
TOHOMM3alluH, 1€EMOKpaTU3allun ylIpaBJ€HHWA BbICIINM O6paSOBaHI/IeM B IIEPBYIO
o4yepeb Ha YPOBHE KOHKPETHOI'O YUPEKAEHN A BbICIIETO O6paSOBaHI/IH.

KmoueBslie cioBa: O6paSOBaHI/Ie, BbICIIICE O6paSOBaHI/Ie, 6a30BbIE MUPOBbBIE 1
HallMOHaJIbHbI€ OCHOBBI Pa3BUTHA BbICHIETO O6paBOBaHI/IH, COBpPEMEHHbIE MO EJIN
BbICHIETO O6paSOBaHI/IH, TOCYyZlapCTBEHHOE PETrYJMPOBAHUE DPA3BUTHUSA BbICIIETO

0bOpa3oBaHusl.

Thesis statement. The development
of modern societies, many of which car-
ry out revolutionary transformations,
the transition from post-industrial to
informational state, is objectively due
to the role of science and knowledge.
In this case, education, the preparing
of huge groups of people to fundamen-
tally different, new, innovative mod-
els of life occupy a dominant position.
Economics, politics, spirituality, other
components of social life decisively de-
pend on the essence, the specifics of the
development of education, on its form-
ing influence on the person. In this
case, there are different models of edu-
cation, due to world and national so-
cial processes, radically changing edu-
cational technologies, which in turn
calls for a fundamental improvement of
public administration, regulation of the
functioning of higher education. Ob-
jectively, from the described and other

problems of the functioning of higher
education, its management there are
many different, including controver-
sial, points of view, which require more
detailed analytical comprehension.
Analysis of recent research. Issues
related to the global aspects of the de-
velopment of higher education in the
modern world, public administration
of such education, are of great interest
to domestic and foreign researchers —
historians, philosophers, sociologists,
political scientists, psychologists, edu-
cators, representatives of other bran-
ches of knowledge. The most notable
among them are the works of such do-
mestic scientists as V. Andrushchenko,
V. Bebyk, O. Valevskyi, M. Holovatyi,
V. Zhuravskyi, V. Kremen, V. Lugovyi,
V. Rutkevych, Yu. Surmin, and others.
Among the large number of foreign
scholars there is an opportunity to ap-
preciate the works of: E. Durkheim,
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P. Bourdieu, K. Jennis (USA),
D. Floude, J. Coleman (England),
V. Adamskyi, Z. Kveshynskyi, I. Bi-
aletskyi (Poland), L. Kohan, M. Rut-
kevych, L. Rubina, V. Turchenko,
V. Shubkin, E Filipova, O. Yakuba
(Russian Federation) and others.

There are many diverse special sci-
entific publications that form the ba-
sis of this article. Among them there
are two: Valevskyi O. Methodologi-
cal Principles of the Analysis of State
Policy. Philosophical thought. —
2000. — Ne 5. — P. 62-63; Andrush-
chenko V. P, Soloviov V. L. Educa-
tional Policy (Review of the Agenda)
K.: “MP “Lesia”. — 2010. — 404 p. As
O. Valevskyi writes, "the subject of the
analysis of educational policy is the
search of ways of optimal realization
of interests of entities of political ac-
tion in the sphere of education — state
bodies, higher educational institutions,
civil society institutions, business”
(p. 62).

Among the foreign authors on such
an issue is the work of Raymers F. and
McGinnal N. “Competent Dialogue:
Using Research to Create a World
Educational Policy. — Lviv : Litopys,
2004,

In order to analyse the world and
national trends in the development
of education, including higher educa-
tion, we took into account the works of
V. Andrushchenko [11], V. Astahova
[2], A. Verbytskyi [3], K. Volokitin [7],
M. Holovatyi [9], T. Huzik [6], L. Kar-
pets [7], D. Matros [8], I. Naidionov
[10], Yu. Surmin [13], T. Shcherbakova
[4], and others.

Among the large number of special
works related to globalization, na-
tional transformational processes in
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the field of higher education, manage-
ment of it, we refer to the works of K.
V. Korsak “World Higher Education.
Comparison and recognition of foreign
qualifications and diplomas / Ed. prof.
G. V. Shchokin: Monograph. K.: TAPM.
1998; Hershunskyi B. S. “Philosophy
of Education for the XXI: Textbook for
self-education. Edition 2, revised and
supplemented. M.: Pedagogical Soci-
ety of Russia, 2002. 321 p.”; “Course
of lectures on sociology of education:
Textbook for higher education insti-
tutions” / People’s Ukrainian Acade-
my. — K. PUA Publishing House,
2003. — 424 p. etc.

Even a retrospective analysis of li-
terature on a given issue gives grounds
to argue that the valuable conceptual-
generalizing works on the problem
of radical transformations in higher
education and, at the same time, their
“challenges” to radical change, and the
improvement of public administration
of higher education are still lacking.
This attempt is to somewhat compen-
sate for such a gap, to share the author’s
own point of view.

The objective of the study. The
article examines the conceptual foun-
dations of the development of higher
education in the XXI century under
the conditions of globalization, infor-
mation, communication processes in
order to prove that they are the ones
that cause the radical change of models
and mechanisms of public administra-
tion of higher education. We proceed
from the fact that when developing the
model of public administration of hi-
gher education at the national level,
one must take into account the specif-
ics of the socio-economic development
of the country, the specific require-




ments regarding the nature and re-
quirements for educational and profes-
sional training of a specialist, the need
to build education on innovation prin-
ciples, processes related to mobility of
specialists with higher education.

Results. With all the obviousness
of the essence nature and content, a
phenomenon of “education” in general
has many, often quite different expla-
nations. We consider that back in 1998
the Russian “Sociological Encyclopae-
dic Dictionary” gave a very specific and
original definition of the phenomenon
of “education”. It is as follows: “Educa-
tion is: 1) a social institution that car-
ries out the functions of training and
incorporating an individual into vari-
ous spheres of society’s life; 2) univer-
sal value throughout life; a set of syste-
matic knowledge and the skillsacquired
by the individual independently or in
the process of studying in educational
institutions; 3) one of the indicators of
the social status of the individual and
the reproduction of the social structure
of society” [1, c. 610]. This definition
is successful and generally accepted,
since it provides: the essence of educa-
tion, its purpose, functions performed
by education in relation to man and so-
ciety. The essence, purpose and content
of higher education should answer the
question — why, what for, for what pur-
pose higher education should prepare a
person for life theoretically and prac-
tically right now, in the XXI century.
A specialist in the modern labour
market must meet the following basic
requirements: 1) education and the
availability of appropriate intellectual
traits; 2) skills of interpersonal com-
munication (sociability); 3) business
qualities (professionalism):

— education. It is not just about the
presence of a certain amount of know-
ledge but about the analytics of think-
ing, the flexibility of mind, the ability
to perceive the new, the ability of con-
structive thinking, innovation [2—4];

— sociability. Ability not only to
formulate own thoughts, but also to
communicate with others, to cooperate
with them in the theoretical and prac-
tical terms [5; 6];

— professionalism. In addition to
knowledge of the case, it needs also ap-
propriate, inherent in a particular kind
of action, skills and is related to busi-
ness, organization, ability to quickly re-
spond to different situations, etc. [7; 8].

A significant number of specialists
from various fields of knowledge now
speak about the fact that in education,
especially in higher education, in the
21% century a particular revolutio-
nary process began. Yu. Surmin, a well-
known Ukrainian expert in public ad-
ministration, believed that the main
features of such a revolution were:

1. The transformation of education
into the main source of wealth of soci-
ety. This is the place, they say, because
it is human capital that becomes the
main wealth of post-industrial socie-
ties. In the economy, according to the
scientist, the so-called “extra value”,
which is provided by knowledge, infor-
mation, intelligence, plays a very sig-
nificant role. Actually, knowledge itself
becomes a product.

2. Countries of the world are mov-
ing from the current issue of specialists
to the “production” of their small “se-
ries” or even individually. At the same
time, the more important quality of
education is its flexibility, the ability to
“re-equipping”. This situation applies
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both to education on the whole, and to
its specialist product. Education is be-
coming more human-centric.

3. We have a transition from the
assimilation of information to the for-
mation of qualities that are extremely
necessary for the creative activity of
the individual. An important task of
education in this case is the prepara-
tion of a creative thinker, an innovative
person with a great potential and abi-
lity to continuous self-development
and self-improvement.

4. A continuous computerization
of training, which drastically changed
the whole education system, training a
specialist, is observed. There appeared
fundamentally new, progressive tech-
nologies of learning that essentially
predetermined the role of both teacher
and student in the learning process.

5. There is an increase in the overall
role of education in society, the expan-
sion of its scale and, simultaneously,
the strengthening of the impact of edu-
cation on all spheres of functioning of
society, on the comprehensive process
of socialization of a person (persona-
lity) throughout his/her life.

6. There is an increase in society’s
expenditures on education, studies,
with the simultaneous growth of the
return on it. In this circumstance, edu-
cation becomes one of the most profit-
able spheres of social life, becoming in
many ways an independent and self-
sufficient factor of social development.

7. As never before, education con-
centrates many progressive innova-
tions, forms an innovative, developing
human capital, and therefore becomes
a powerful source of constant renewal
and multiplication of such capital.
Countries with better education also
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have relevant leadership positions at
the world level in all spheres of life.

8. The multiplicity, multi-variance
of education as a social phenomenon,
the multi-level of education grow, the
possibilities of choosing educational
systems and stages of the process of
learning expand considerably.

9. The humanization of education,
its orientation towards a particular
person, its predispositions, abilities,
and talent are quite noticeable. Educa-
tion becomes more targeted, becoming
human oriented.

10. In many cases, one ensures the
continuity of education, which a per-
son will receive not once in a lifetime,
but as a form of education for continu-
ing education (throughout life). In ad-
dition, with the help of an intensive
information environment, a person
gets opportunities for a permanent and
powerful update of his/her knowledge
within a rather short time. The periods
of intense productive activity of a per-
son are increasingly confined to the pe-
riods of his/her training, professional
retraining, advanced training.

11. The significant technification of
education based on the widespread use
of a variety of electronics and computer
equipment is important. As a result,
there are great opportunities for the de-
velopment of various forms of distance,
home-based education [6, p. 318].

This is not just about the cor-
responding  structural, meaningful
changes in education, but the funda-
mental transition from classical edu-
cation to the so-called post-classical,
which is often referred to as the revolu-
tion in education.

In general, when one talks about
the revolution in the education system,




one takes into account the cultural,
technological, informational and other
changes inherent in the globalization
process that began to develop especial-
ly after the end of the Second World
War and accelerated too much in the
last decades of the twentieth century.
A great deal of attention to the de-
velopment of education systems is a
global process, and therefore experts
from UNESCO, the World Bank, the
Council of Europe and scholars from
many countries study how extension
of the coverage of young people in sec-
ondary and higher education, and con-
sequently the increase in the average
duration of training for new genera-
tions, influences the increase of gross
national product (GNP) and human
potential of countries. Thus, different
authors and analysts are not unani-
mous in terms of GDP growth, but
the positive impact of the expansion
of secondary and higher education on
economic indicators of the countries is
undeniable, as evidenced by the rapid
progress of development not only of
the countries of Eastern and Southern
Asia, but also of Europe and other con-
tinents. One should study this ques-
tion, however, even more deeply. We al-
so take into account the fact that under
the conditions of global integration,
global processes, science and education
play a great coordinating, unifying role.
The fact is that global society involves
the unity of the basic principles of or-
ganization of training, retraining and
professional development of personnel
in order to implement common stan-
dards of training specialists, to ensure
their global mobility through equal
conditions for training, internships
and employment in any country of the

world for all, independently from na-
tionality.

In this case, we also substantiate the
thesis that the globalized world largely
uses directly education and science for
integration, unifying processes in the
relations between countries, states. It
is necessary to create the most favour-
able conditions for student mobility, to
give him/her the opportunity to study
in different countries in the chosen
specialty. Here it is worth mentioning
the following thesis as well. The well-
known American economist, R. Barro,
managed to analyse the influence of the
educational complex itself on the de-
velopment of more than 100 countries
at the end of the 21 century. At the
same time, he substantiated the idea
that the increase in the absolute dura-
tion of youth education influenced to
a lesser extent directly the economic
and social progress of the countries
than the improvement of the study of
natural sciences and mathematics. Ap-
parently, therefore, the countries of
the European Union jointly decided to
intensify the programs of the develop-
ment of natural and mathematical edu-
cation, to stimulate the choice of young
people of exact sciences for study at
universities, to expand the training of
young scientists in the most promising
fields — nano-science, high technolo-
gies, computer science, etc.

Despite the importance of the sup-
port and development of exact sci-
ences, it is more expedient, not to ab-
solutize the value of any one indicator
of the education system, but to develop
such a system as a whole, designed to
provide professional competence and
bring to the labour market all repre-
sentatives of new generations. At the
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same time, it is also necessary to opti-
mize the structure of the educational
system and to increase the duration of
studies in secondary and high schools,
although there is no clear view in this
regard.

The main trends in the develop-
ment of modern education in general
and higher education directly are the
following:

* expansion of the network of edu-
cational systems in order to ensure the
right to education for all those wish-
ing (the possibility and equal chances
for every person to get education in
an educational institution of any type,
regardless of national and racial affili-
ation);

« formation of continuous educa-
tion (education for all life), accompa-
nying a person in the process of his per-
sonal business, professional life;

* a clearly expressed process of
substantial democratization of the
educational system, the sequence of
its degrees and levels, the provision of
maximum autonomy for educational
institutions, the development of stu-
dent self-government;

« significant influence of globaliza-
tion, integration and other processes
and socio-economic, political factors
on education (cultural and educational
monopoly of certain ethnic minorities,
paid forms of training, etc.), etc.

In the above mentioned and other
progressive circumstances, higher edu-
cation is:

* a dominant condition for the pro-
gressive development of any society.
It was and remains an integral part of
the social policy of any state. An ex-
planation of this component gives an
understanding of the essence, purpose
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of social policy. This is: “the creation of
conditions for meeting the social needs
and interests of people, support, pro-
tection, correction and rehabilitation
of individual citizens and social groups,
as well as the development (socializa-
tion) of a person” [9, p. 615].

e as the dominant component of
the productive, spiritual life of society,
education as a whole, and higher educa-
tion, above all, — performs three main
functions: a) human-oriented (provid-
ing a certain level of knowledge of the
person (personality), literacy, forma-
tion of the corresponding state of the
emotional-volitional sphere of a person,
his/her behavioural orientations, readi-
ness to perform various social roles,
b) technological — providing a “base
of life”, forming skills and abilities of
labour, public, economic, professional
and other human activities; ¢) huma-
nistic — the comprehensive education
of a person, the formation of high mo-
rality, culture, understanding the pri-
orities of universal values (life, work,
person himself/herself, nature), etc.

The unity of such functions is direct
and complex, since radical changes in
the system of higher education in the
last decades of the twentieth century
were caused by:

* ahuge and noticeable demograph-
ic explosion of the late 40s of the twen-
tieth century, which caused an increase
of, for example, students almost three
times, essentially influencing migra-
tion processes, which in turn requires
an unprecedented student mobility;

« a global increase of scientific and
other information, which in turn af-
fected the scale of production mobi-
lity (the emergence of new professions,
specializations), etc.




In the second half of the twentieth
century, UNESCO formulated the main
ideas for the development of education,
which until now have been and remain
the dominant in many, especially deve-
loped, countries of the world. They are:

* integration. Education, educa-
tional systems not only of individual
countries, continents but also of the
planet Earth as a whole, can develop
positively only by borrowing the best
assets, integrating into one another;

* humanization. Education should
serve humane development of mankind,
ensure the fulfilment of its best hopes;

« differentiation. In all the unity,
the integration, domestic education
systems must necessarily take into ac-
count national aspects (history, cul-
ture, traditions, etc.);

* individualization. ~ Education
should be as much as possible focused
on the personality (natural abilities,
talent, psychology, etc.);

 democratization. This is a broad
and multifaceted process, including
democratization in the management of
education in general, higher education
directly [10, p. 54].

Ukrainian philosopher V. Andrush-
chenko, political scientist M. Holo-
vatyi, sociologist O. Balakirev and
many other representatives of various
social sciences emphasize that particu-
lar thesis that modern man has and
should have a spiritual core, which is
provided exclusively by education.
A modern person, as V. Andrushchenko
says, is spiritual and the core of his/her
life is spiritual [11, p. 6], and L. Karpets
argues that “today it becomes increas-
ingly clear that the classical model of
education is an important prerequisite
for the formation of an economic ap-

proach to the study of human beha-
viour and needs a fundamental revi-
sion, since it no longer meets the re-
quirements that are put forward to
education by modern society and pro-
duction” [12, p. 173].

In the National Doctrine of the De-
velopment of Education in Ukraine
among the priority directions of such
development are highlighted:

* personal orientation of education
(its human-centricity);

 continuous improvement of the
quality of education, updating its con-
tents and forms of organization of edu-
cational process in accordance with
real needs of society;

* development of systems of conti-
nuous education (education through-
out life);

* close combination of education
and science, the development of dis-
tance education;

* constant introduction of new in-
formation technologies [13].

Revolutionary changes in the sys-
tem of higher education in the world
and in Ukraine, in particular, are large-
ly due to the modern informatization of
societies, the introduction of the most
advanced information technologies in
education. Back in 1998, the Verkhov-
na Rada of Ukraine adopted the Law of
Ukraine “On the National Program of
Informatization”, in which, in a separate
subsection, formulated tasks on infor-
matization of education. It is assumed
that the use of information technology
in education should envisage four main
levels: a) to accompany traditional pe-
dagogical tasks; b) in connection with
the need to solve pedagogical problems
that arose during the informatization of
societies; ¢) as a technological basis for
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supporting a new paradigm of educa-
tion [14, p. 52].

In the world, a lot of very different,
specific educational models developed
and implemented, among which se-
veral of the following can be identified:

e a model of education as a state-
departmental structure. In this case,
the state authorities consider the edu-
cation as a somewhat specific and in-
dependent area among other public
spheres, exercising public administra-
tion of this process, largely adhering to
the departmental principle;

 amodel of so-called “developmen-
tal education” (V. Davydov, V. Kremen,
V. Fliakov, etc.). Education is con-
sidered as a system of comprehensive
training, professional training, perso-
nality development;

* a traditional model of education
(Zh. Kraplia, Zh. Manso, Ch. Fin, etc.).
It states that the main function of edu-
cation is the transfer to the younger
generation of universal elements of
culture;

* a phenomenological model of edu-
cation (A. Combs, A. Maslow, K. Rog-
ers). One tries to study and organize
the education with the maximum con-
sideration of social, individual psycho-
logical and other personality traits;

« a rationalistic model of education
(P.Bloom, R. Gannier, B. Skinner, etc.).
It is about the maximum subordination
of education, preparation of a person to
specific living conditions and activities
in accordance with the level and status,
the nature of social development;

 not an institutional model of edu-
cation (P. Goodman, F. Klein, L. Ber-
nard, etc.). It refers to the education
acquired by a person actually outside
the educational institution, indepen-

154

dently, with the help of the Internet,
distance education, etc. [15].

The above-mentioned education
models are not “clear”, rather, we have
a symbiosis of several models. At the
same time, if we talk about the most
basic signs of modernization of higher
education, then they conventionally
can be divided into two main, domi-
nant — technological and methodo-
logical. In the first case, it is about
technologies of education, and in the
second — on the methodological as-
pects of teaching and learning.

Conclusion. Summing up the con-
sideration of the identified relevant
application problem, we can make the
following fundamental conclusions.

1. The revolutionary changes and
transformation in higher education
are global and nationally singled out,
referring to the specifics of such edu-
cation (history, origins, traditions, cur-
rent status, etc.). At the intersection of
these two aspects, there is a modern-
ization of higher education, including
the formation of a fundamentally new
model of public administration of hi-
gher education.

2. There are three essential, basic
features of modern education in general,
including higher education, that are re-
ally felt in the process of modernization
of modern societies. First: education is
becoming more and more mass, acces-
sible, getting rid of signs of elitism. Se-
cond: the fundamental change is the
universal, general civilization purpose of
education. At the forefront is the com-
pulsory education, its continuity. The
third feature is related to the change in
the technology itself, professional train-
ing (introduction of new technologies,
information systems, etc.).




3. The overwhelming majority of
researchers in various aspects of edu-
cational development converge on the
fact that modern education, as never
before, requires state regulation of its
development. S. G. Stetsenko writes in
particular, “The state is regulating this
sphere with agencies and organizations
that make up the system of administra-
tive and legal regulation in the field of
education” [16, p. 410]. He also classi-
fies these administration entities as the
executive-managing and advisory bo-
dies. If one talks about such education
authorities in modern Ukraine, the
first group includes the Parliament, the
President of Ukraine, the Cabinet of
Ministers of Ukraine, Ministry of Edu-
cation and Science of Ukraine, HAC
(former), local administrations and
the various local self-government bod-
ies. The second group are Board of the
MESU, various public councils under
the MESU, and Community boards,
Pan-Ukrainian Congress of Educators
(last 15 years it is not held in Ukraine),
the General Meeting of Educators in
regions of Ukraine, in some higher edu-
cational institutions, pedagogical coun-
cils of educational institutions, etc.

It should be noted that the presence
of the above-mentioned administrative
structures in the field of education, its
management varies in different coun-
tries. Even the central government
education body is the ministry, part of
some ministry (for example — the Mi-
nistry of Education, Youth and Sports),
State Committee etc.
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