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Kulinka Yu. S. Introduction of course the “Computer design and design of objects” in the process 
of preparation of future teachers of technologies and draft on a type the “Technical and computer graphic 
arts”. 

The article considers the possibility of introduction of the course “Computer design and modeling of 
objects” in the educational process of future technology teachers’ preparation and drawings to teach 
technical and computer graphics in profile school as one of the ways to improve such training. 

Keywords: professional training of teachers of technology and drafting; computer graphics; the 
content of the course “Computer design and modeling of objects”; develop a training design project; profile 
course. 
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Kulik E. V., Gel'zhinska T. Ya. Bases of forming of scientific paradigm of professions (“Teacher of 
technologies”). 

It is shown that motion analysis of the human thought in science (technology) development history, 
which is oriented to appearing of the positive result, enables investigation of the scientific activity 
methodology. It is necessary to use it for predicting the direction of science development. Also it is necessary 
to use it for scientific grounding of the research of organizational measures for forming content of the 
professional activity of the future teachers of technologies to the creative pedagogical activity.  

Keywords: Science, paradigm, technologies, historicism. 
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