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The article gives the research results of case-study technology impact
on manifestation of individual differences of learning process participations
and as a result of it improving the quality of education. Furthermore,
relation of this technology applied for lesson planning, quality of
cooperative activity and manifestation of learners’ individual differences is
determined.

Planning of Foreign Language lessons for second-year students at the
Institute of Power Engineering of Tomsk Polytechnic University has
demonstrated that application of case-study technology manifests such
individual differences of students as: degree of involvement in setting and
solving the collaborative activity organization problems; proficiency in
competences of group interaction organization and participation; personal
attitude and motivation for subject learning.

Moreover, the conducted research allowed for determining a relation
between case-study technology application for lesson organization,
collaborative activity quality and manifestation of activity participants’
individual differences.

It should be noted that particularly strong manifestation of individual
differences during lesson planning with case-study technology is observed
in development of students understanding of modern education quality and
essence of their professional activity. Thus, students involved in lessons
planning with application of case-study technology, while forming their
understanding of modern education, including the characteristic of
collaborative activity organization quality in its quality assessment.
Meanwhile, students who do not act as lesson planners using the case-study
technology do not consider the collaborative activity as a characteristic of
modern education quality.

Moreover, the students participating in lesson planning with case-
study technology select the issues concerning essence, purpose and
prospects of their professional area as a discussion subject.

In general, the conducted research allows stating that case-study
technology in lesson planning conditions the competences development for
collaborative activity participation and organization, and thus mediates the
manifestation of individual differences of learning process participants.
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NHO®OPMAILMOHHBIE TEXHOJIOI'MHU, UCIIOJIb3YEMBIE
KYPATOPOM AKAJIJEMUYECKOM I'PYIIIBIL, B BY3E

A.B.Yepoanuesa

Hayuonanvuwiii uccneoosamenvcxkuii
Tomckuti norumexnuyecKull yHugepcumem

['1aBHBIMM OMOIIHMKAaMK U1l aJanTalid  CTYJIEHTOB, KOTOpas
pa3BHUBAaET CKJIOHHOCTh Y CTYIEHTOB K CamM000Opa30BaHUIO, CTAaHOBSITCS
KypaTopbl akKaJIeMUYEeCKOW TpymnIbl, B HameM ciay4yae B TOMCKOM
nonurexHudeckoMm yauepcutere (TI1Y) umu sBisitoTCS Kak npenoaaBaTeu,
TaK U CTYJIEHTBI CTAPIINX KypcoB [2].

OpHa M3 IMaBHBIX 3a/a4y Kyparopa — CAeNaTh Impouecc oO0ydeHus JUis
CTYJIEHTOB MEPBOT0 Kypca HHTEPECHBIM, THUHAMUYHBIM U COBPEMEHHBIM C
MOMOILbIO HHpOpMALIMOHHBIX TexHosoruit (UT).

NudopmanimoHHble TEXHOJOTUM — 3TO MPOLIECCH, METObl TOMCKA,
coopa, xpaHeHus, o0OpaOOTKH, NPEIOCTABICHUS, PACIPOCTPAHECHUS
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