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Ti, WIYKAKOYM TaKy ecTeTndHy (HopMy 300paxeHHs Npu-
poau cymoro, o0 BOHA, 3 OIHOTO 60Ky, HE KOIlroBaia
JUHACHICTD (HABITh Y BUIO3MIHCHIN CTHII30BaHIi hopmi),
a 3 iHmoro — Oyna i XyJ0)KHBO-CCTETHYHOIO IHTepIIpeTa-
€0 K KOMOIHAIliS MPOCTUX TCOMETPUIHHX EIEMEHTIB
y KOMIIO3UIIi] 3aBASIKM MOYJIBHIHN CITII.

Tomy 3am1s NOMNIIEHHS pPO3YMIHHS CEMaHTH4-
HOI JIOTIKM TBOpIB OH-apTy Ta CTBOPEHHS C€(EKTUBHO-
To y TIONaNbINid MPaKTHYHIH poOOTI acoIiaTUBHOTO
00’€KTHBHOTO TPHUPOTHOTO (YHIAMEHTY HaMH TaKOX
Oys710 po3po0JIeHO MYABTUMENIHHY MPE3CeHTAlllo, B AKii
MIPOLTIOCTPOBAHO Bi3yalbHUH Psii TBOPYOTO (POPMOTBO-
PEeHHSI y HOTO MPHUPOIHIK Ta TeOMeTpUYHIH MOBI (pHc. 1).

BucnoBku. IlpoBeneHnii nmpupomHuil memaroriyHui
eKCIIEPHMEHT JJOBOIUTH HEOOXIHICTb BIIPOBAKEHHS JI0
nporpamu np0(1)eci171H0'1' MiArOTOBKU MaiOyTHIX Au3aii-

Puc. 1. Xyno:kHb0-ecTeTHYHA iHTepIpeTalis
NPUPOAHUX MOTHBIB

HEpiB CaMOCTIHHOrO MOZYJIS 3 JMCLHILIIHA «XyIOKHBO-ECTETHYHA IHTEPIPETAaLis TBOPIB 00pa3soTBOPYOro MHC-
TEITBAY. AJDKe CHTYaLlisi HEPO3YMIiHHsI PISHOMAHITHOIO CIICKTPA iHTETPATHBHAX JUCLMILIIHAPHUX Ta NPUPOIHMX
3B’SI3KIB Yy XyJOXKHBO-TIPOSKTHIH MisJIBHOCTI Ma€ Jy)ke HEraTWBHI NMPOSBH y KOTHITHMBHHX acIleKTaX CTYACHTIB
Ta 0e3IocepeIHbO CTOCYEThCS IXHBOT TBOPYOT aKTHBHOCTI B HABYAIBHIN Ta TUTOBIH ramy3i »utTst. OKpeclieHi MaTe-
piany IpUPOJHOTO eKCIIEPUMEHTY Ta JIarHOCTHYHOTO €Tally HAIIOro AOCIHi/KEHHS MaroTh BEJIUKE 3HAUCHHS AJIT
PO3pOOKH 03HAUCHO! JUCLUILTIHYA 3 METOIO MiJBHIICHHS ¢()eKTMBHOCTI HaBUYAIbHO-OCBITHHOTO IPOLIECY Y BHIMIN
LIKOJII n3aiiHy Ta (pOpMyBaHHs BUCOKOKBAIi()IKOBaHUX (haxXiBLIB.

HepCHeKTI/IBI/I IIoJaJIbIINX pOBBlI[OK 0aunMo B I[OCJ'IIZ[)KCHHI Ta OGFPYHTYBaHHl MO,I(CJ'II HI,E[I‘OTOBKI/I MaI/I6}7TH1X

I3aifHePiB 10 XyT0KHBO-ECTETUIHOI iIHTEepIIpeTariii TBOpiB 00pa30TBOPIOrO MHUCTEIITBA.
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Adnotacja. W artykule przedstawiono analiz¢ definicji osiggni¢¢ uczniow w szkole wyzszej. Naukowcy proponuja
wiele termindw oznaczajacych pewne aspekty osiggni¢é podczas procesu uczenia si¢: ,,sukces akademicki”, ,,sukces
w szkolnictwie wyzszym”, ,,0siagni¢cia naukowe” i inne. Ale w ramach naszych badan wlasciwe jest uzycie terminu
»sukces studenta”, poniewaz pozwala nam to na szersze zdefiniowanie tego poj¢cia. Badania amerykanskich naukowcow
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pokazuja rézne poglady na ten problem, dostarczaja roznych interpretacji. Wynika to z réznorodno$ci amerykanskiego
systemu szkolnictwa wyzszego. Okreslenie cech amerykanskiego szkolnictwa wyzszego pomaga zrozumie¢ jego
wyjatkowos¢ i przyczynia si¢ do poprawy wydajnosci. Celem artykutu jest analiza réznic w okreslaniu wynikoéw uczniow,
uwzglednienie specyficznych cech amerykanskiego systemu szkolnictwa wyzszego zgodnie z kryteriami opracowanymi
przez autora. Przedstawiona analiza pokazuje rézne podejscia do definiowania koncepcji sukcesu w szkolnictwie
wyzszym, co wskazuje na wiclowymiarowo$¢ tego zjawiska. Proponowane odkrycia stanowig podstawe do dalszych
badan nad wynikami studentow w USA.

Stowa kluczowe: osiagnigcie sukcesu studentow instytucji szkolnictwa wyzszego, charakterystyka amerykanskiego
systemu szkolnictwa wyzszego, kryteria, r6zne podejscia do definicji.
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Abstract. The article presents an analysis of the definitions of student success in higher education. Scholars offer many

terms to outline certain aspects of achievement during educational process: “academic success”, “success of training”,

“success of the educatlon” “academic achievement” and others. But within our study, it is appropriate to use the term
“student success”, because it allows us to define this concept more broadly and capaciously.

American scientists’ studies show different views on this problem, provide different interpretations. This is due to
the diversity of the US higher education system. Identifying the features of American higher education helps to understand
its uniqueness and help increase efficiency.

The purpose of the article is to provide an analysis of differences in determining student success, to consider
the specific characteristics of the US higher education system according to the criteria developed by the author. The
presented analysis demonstrates a variety of approaches to defining the concept of success in higher education, which
indicates the multidimensionality of this phenomenon. The proposed conclusions provide a basis for further research
of the study of student success in the United States.

Key words: achieving student success, higher education institutions, US higher education system characteristics,
criteria, different approaches to definition.
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AHoTanisg. Y crarTi NpeCcTaBIeHO aHali3 BU3HAYCHb YCHILIIHOCTI CTYACHTIB y BHIIIN IIKOJi. BueHi npornoHyoTh
6araTo TepMiHIB JUIs TOTO, 1100 OKPECIHMTH IEBHI aCMEKTH JOCATHEHb ITiJ] YaC HaBYAJBHOTO MPOLECY: «aKaJeMidHNH
YCIiX», «yCIiX y BHIIiI OCBITI», «HaBYAIbHI JOCATHEHHS» Ta iHIII. AJle B paMKax HAIIOTO JOCIIKEHHS JOPEYHO BUKO-
PHUCTOBYBAaTH TEPMIH «YyCITiX CTYACHTa», 1110 JO3BOJISIE HAM BU3HAYMTH L€ TOHSATTS OLIBII HIUPOKO.

JlociimKeHHsT aMepUKaHCHKUX BYEHUX MOKa3yIOTh Pi3HI MONISAN Ha IF0 po0iIeMy, HaJaroTh pi3Hi TirymadeHHs. Lle
OB’ 13aHO 3 Pi3HOMaHITHICTIO cucTemu BHIIOi ocBiTH CIIA. BusHaueHHS 0cOOMMBOCTEH aMepHUKaHCHKOT BUIIOT OCBITH
JIOTIOMArae 3po3yMiTH i1 yHIKaJIbHICTb 1 CIIPHSIE MIABUIICHHIO ¢()CKTHBHOCTI.

Meroro cTarTi € aHai3 BIAMIHHOCTEH y BU3HAYCHHI YCIILIHOCTI CTyHeHTiB po3rsig creuiYHIX XapaKTePUCTHK
cucremu Buwoi ocsiti CILIA BizoBizHO 10 po3pobiennx aBTopoM Kputepiis. [IpescrapieHuii aalis JeMOHCTPYe pisHi
I1AXO/ /10 BU3HAYCHHS KOHUENLIT YCIIiXy y BUILIH OCBITI, O CBIXYATE PO 6AraTOBUMIPHICTb LBOIO SIBULLA. 3aIIPOIIO-
HOBaHI BUCHOBKH J]al0Th OCHOBY JUIS TIOJAJIBIINX JIOCII/DKEHh BUBYCHHS ycTimHOCTI cTyeHTiB y CIIIA.

Ku104o0Bi cj10Ba: TOCATHEHHS YCIIiXy CTYACHTIB, 3aKJIaH BHIOi OCBITH, XapaKTEPHCTUKN CHCTEMH BHIIOI OCBITH
CHIA, xpuTepii, pi3Hi MiIX0AU 10 BU3HAUYCHHSI.
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Introduction. Success is defined as an achievement by a person or group of people of significant results that
distinguish them from others in some area of social activity, which is accompanied by a special state of emotional
satisfaction that occurs after overcoming the significant obstacles.

Achieving student success in college or university is a very difficult issue, as it is demonstrated by several
studies in pedagogy and psychology. Learning perspectives and personal circumstances should be the subject
of student success research. The consideration of these factors is necessary for formulating conclusions of the study
of this issue at the university level. The specific of American higher education system provides a rich ground for
the scientific search of student success as it is very diverse and autonomous, has a variety of institutions and student
characteristics.

According to American educators, student success is affected by many factors, J. Berger and S. Lyon believe that
student success is influenced by measures aimed at the process of retaining students during their studies, J. Barber,
J. Braxton, G. Kuh believe that student success depends on the academic and social engagement of students in
learning, their integration into the academic environment. The importance of active student participation in academic
and extracurricular activities was studied by A. Astin. J. Bean’s theoretical developments on the problem of moral
exhaustion and emotional burnout of students during their studies have brought many benefits in overcoming
the problem of outflow of students in higher education. The characteristics of students and their relationship with
purposefulness and persistence in learning process were considered by J. Allen, I. Barnet, R. Bandler, K. Bauer,
S. Eaton, J. Graham, A. Maslow, D. Nordstokke, S. Robbins, W. Tinto and others.

Main part. Success in higher education is a difficult question to determine, as many authors have researched
and interpreted it from different approaches. More often success in higher education is defined as a synonym
of success of training, but in our opinion, training is only one of many components of the educational process
therefore there is a need for the analysis of scientific developments of this question.

More often, pedagogical theories interpret success as achieving success in learning, considering the quality
of education, efficiency, and effectiveness of learning. Up to date, there is no definite understanding of the study
of the concept of success in higher education and it provides several terms used for this phenomenon: “success
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of learning”, “student success”, “success of training”, “success of the education”, “success of studying”, “success
of teaching”, “academic success” (Karahanyan, 2017).

Within our study, the most relevant term that defines the versatility of this concept is the term “student success”.
Thus, student success is the kind of success that a higher education student achieves during the studying and after
graduation. The purpose of the article is to define the characteristics of specific of American higher education system
which can influence the development of research of student success, to analyze the different aspects of definition
of success in higher education.

Materials and research methods. During the research the following methods were used:

— systematic-structural analysis of psychological and pedagogical researches on student success;

— theoretical generalization for the formulation and systematization of conclusions, determination of further
scientific pedagogical research in the process of determining the student success in American higher education.

Presenting main materials. The historical development of the world’s higher education proves that regardless
of the form of education, place and type of educational institutions, age social status, gender, race of students —
the ultimate goal of higher education is to achieve success. Recognition of this fact provides a basis for a thorough
study of what success means, what factors affect success, what hinders success and how student success affects
one’s future. Many researchers view the concept of student achievement as a diverse and complex issue that requires
the study of many sciences. Most scholars agree that success as a scientific category is most studied in psychology
and pedagogy, but the problem is that some researchers, interpreting the concept of “student success”, associate it more
with academic achievement, persistence in passing exams / obtaining a diploma, or rating indicators of performance.
However, the definition of success as the achievement of personal goals of the student is of great interest for our study.

World scholars consider student success as a broader concept that goes beyond pure psychology or pedagogy.
For example, T. Markovitz (USA) focuses on student success as overcoming obstacles to career growth and success
in the future. Canadian scientists A. Stelnicki, D. Nordstokke and D. Saklofske consider success as several personal
resources. Australian scholars K. Wilson and A. Lizzio believe that a student’s success is a student’s achievement in
overcoming various obstacles (Kozmenko, 2018).

Since student success is determined by the interaction of many aspects, is a multidimensional phenomenon, so
it is not surprising that in modern science there is no single theoretical point of view, which would contain enough
theoretical and empirical knowledge to solve this construct (Kuh et al., 2007). According to scientists, student
success is the result of the interaction of five approaches (organizational, economic, sociological, psychological
and cultural), which include different theories of student success (Kuh et al., 2007).

The organizational approach emphasizes the importance of taking into account the impact of institutional
processes and structures on student success, as indicators of effective work of the higher education institution
determine its status and rating. The economic approach considers success in terms of financial and material income,
investment in the future of the young person, the impact of socio-economic conditions of the student on success
and so on. The sociological approach takes care of issues of inequality in education, the problems of socialization
of the individual, and the formation of identity.

The psychological approach emphasizes the importance of studying the personal characteristics of students
that affect success. The study of personality within the positive psychology proposes a general idea of the basic
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qualities which are also specific traits that contribute to success (Korthagann, 2004). Such qualities as creativity,
trust and courage are the ones that help a person cope with negative circumstances and help students succeed
atuniversity (Gable & Haidt, 2005). So, as it is seen in this research, it is impossible to investigate the student success
without the higher education system, as it has the prominent affect on this phenomenon and gives the conditions to
realization. The US higher education tries to do their best to provide these conditions.

Higher education plays a vital role in society. Its cost is constantly growing and it places certain demands
on the quality of educational services and the effectiveness of education. Success in higher education institutions
includes such indicators as content, completeness, depth and strength of the acquisition of knowledge, skills, abilities
following the standards of higher education (Dyachenko, 1993). So, the requirements and standards, effectiveness
and student success in US higher education is one of the main topic to discuss.

During the National Symposium on Student Success (2007) it was stating that “for the past half century, higher education
has been a major driver of US economic competitiveness. But at a time when higher education has recently provided
opportunities for citizens and society to succeed, quality indicators of higher education indicate the risk of losing America’s
historical advantage in training skilled workers in the growing potential of other countries” (Ewell & Wellman, 2007).

The main problems faced by American educators are common in other countries, they are the difficulties
associated with developing strategies in the following areas to improve the efficiency and quality of education:

— creation of a system of criteria for student success and efficacy of the higher education institutions;

— regulation of tuition to create more favorable opportunities for student admission;

— implementation of programs to help students achieve success;

— improving the credit system to promote student mobility;

— standardization of educational courses and curricula, etc. (Eckel, 2005).

But despite all these challenges American higher education is the example of one of the most powerful educational
system. It has its peculiarities and distinctive features, which should be regarded in our research. The prominent
features of American higher education are the diversity and size of institutions, autonomy, competitiveness
and accessibility (Eckel, 2005).

Summarizing the description of the US higher education system, we can identify the following features
and characteristics which are presented in the Table 1.

Therefore, the presented table contains the author’s generalization of the features of the US higher education
system, which is not perfect and has to be supplemented and revised. But the main purpose of our study is to
demonstrate the uniqueness of this system. According to American researchers, in its size, diversity of educational
institutions and students, freedom from state control and reliance on market forces, the US higher education system
has no analogs. In applying the experience of higher education in the United States, it is important to understand
the basic tenets of American educational philosophy — “distrust of government, faith in markets and reliance on
education as a gateway to social mobility” (Eckel, 2005: 19).

Thus, based on the peculiarities of the higher education system, the efforts of American educators are aimed
at improving the quality of education, the efficiency of institutions, as well as student success. As mentioned earlier,
the definition of success has long been equivalent to academic success, which implies high academic achievements.
Terms such as “academic success”, “learning success”, “learning efficiency”, according to researchers, are similar
in meaning, but not identical concepts (Kocharyan et al, 2009).

According to M. Shabalina, “academic success, being a qualitative characteristic of the effectiveness
and efficiency of students’ learning activities, is expressed in such objective indicators as academic achievement,
the level of development of a cognitive activity, cognitive independence, creativity and reflection” (Shabalina,
2009). The author found that academic success is manifested on three levels:

— activity-practical, focused on achieving significant learning goals;

— psychological, which takes into account the subjective satisfaction of the studen’s personality with the process
and results of educational activities;

— mentally-axiological, which involves the correlation of learning outcomes with moral ways to achieve success
(Shabalina, 2009).

Success in learning involves a good mastery of knowledge, skills, abilities established by the curriculum, which
is reflected in the assessment scores. Student success involves the creation of a set of conditions that can achieve
significant learning outcomes. The student and his/her social environment purposefully create special conditions
that organize the learning process and contribute to the desired result (Kozmenko, 2017).

The success of education can be defined as an integrated assessment of the student’s effective activity in
mastering the cultural and historical experience of mankind, which provides one with the satisfaction of cognitive
interests and the disclosure of potential mental abilities. Also, the result of the activity causes students an emotional
state, which expresses a personal positive attitude to learning and a sense of self-satisfaction (Andreeva, 2014).
Determining the success of higher education O. Birina provides an interesting interpretation of this concept. She
points out that learning success is an integral indicator of the ratio of student achievement and pedagogical success
of teachers as equal subjects of the learning process (Birina, 2014).

The researcher explains that the academic success of students is “an integral assessment of the effectiveness of the student’s
activities in mastering the cultural and historical experience of mankind (knowledge, skills, abilities, moral guidelines
and values), which ensure one’s satisfaction of cognitive interests and disclosure of potential mental opportunities” (Birina,
2014). It is important to add that this process should evoke positive emotions and feelings of self-satisfaction.
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Table 1
Characteristic features of the US higher education system
Criteria of higher Characteristic
education
Types of higher — Variety of types of institutions;
education — classification of institutions depends on the different basis: scientific activity, selectivity, signs of an elite;
institutions — creation of specific institutions: tribal colleges, Black universities, religion colleges, etc.;

— community colleges;
— two-year colleges;
— institutions of the focus orientation of education.

Source of finance

Variety of sources: federal, governmental and state funding, community funds, private donations, charitable
contributions, student tuition fees, grants, different funds and private gifts; endowment and other investment
earnings; sales from auxiliary enterprises and services.

It is possible to have combinations of sources.

Institution
governance
and administration

— Decentralized management, the presence of a board of trustees, which appoints (approves)

the president (chancellor) of the higher education institution;

— three types of organizations that provide accreditation of higher education institution: regional, national
and specialized;

— the internal organization and structure of the higher education institution depends on the size and mission
of the institution;

— the main organizational structure that regulates the academic activities of the institution — the senate of the faculty.

Degrees — In addition to the traditional degrees of associate’s degree, bachelor, master, Ph.D., there is a master’s
degree in business administration (MBA), professional degrees (medicine and law);
— there is no state regulation of the requirements for obtaining the degree (standards depends on the higher
education institution’ point of view, according to the certification requirements of the state)

Pedagogical There are two concepts of learning: liberal and general education.

doctrine

Reforms — Carried out due to the initiatives of the government, Department of Higher education, foundations,

associations, and public organizations;
— regular updating of curricula, accreditation standards, student and higher education establishments’
success indicators.

Educational process

— The cost of education is too high, but there is a system of financial aid and various grants for higher
education students;

— full autonomy of higher education institutions in the choice and creation of curricula, courses, training criteria;
— available admission to the higher education institution, which takes place on certain general criteria
(results of SAT and ACT, GPA, other factors), but admission to certain institutions based on a strict selective
approach;

— system of credits;

— migration of students from one institution to another; enrollment in several higher education institutions;
— terms of study can vary and be determined by the student;

— the extension of the learning terms in higher education institutions because of different subjective factors
is wide-spread;

— the curriculum consists of two components — general education and major;

— the ability to choose or change specialization during training;

— the tendency to the internationalization of educational programs;

— wide opportunities to choose extracurricular activities (student organizations, clubs, courses, sports);
various centers and services to help student succeed.

Students

— Variety of characteristics: race / ethnic origin, age, gender, socio-economic status, academic interests;
— division of students into: “traditional” and “non-traditional”; “first generation” students;

students “at risk” in success;

— arelatively large proportion of foreign students.

Conclusions. So, as shown in many researches, the term “student success” is often used to define the efforts that

higher education establishments can make to help students achieve their university aspirations. This is often can
be seen in the expansion of access to education for certain socially unrepresented groups of students (development
of certain educational programs, adaptation or preparation courses, introduction of additional services). Also, student
success can be a conclusion about the individual or group level of achievement.

In addition, from the perspective of state and federal policy, student success typically means access to low-cost
higher education, short-term study, a degree and employment and post-university career. The definition of student
success from the institutional point of view, within US higher education system, student success can mean keeping
students in the first year, forming a persistent attitude of students to learning, gaining meaningful knowledge, active
participation in the educational process, which contributes to high quality student experience.

Other definitions of student success relate to the organization of greater inclusiveness and achieving equal rights
of students or increasing the level of readiness to study in colleges and universities. Thus, the degree of research
of the problem demonstrates different approaches and views on this concept, and the American system of higher
education provides many successful examples of studying the formation of student success.
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