
of conducting lesson are explained both at primary and higher levels of school and their difference from lessons with intersubject 
copulas. The content of concept “integration lesson” has been specifi ed, as well as the essence, basic charcteristics, differences 
from traditional lessons.

Key words: integration processes, integration, integration lesson.
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This paper examines the author's view of the specifi city of the theoretical problem of artistic style, prerequisites for the 
formation of such a concept of Igor Kostetskii and feasibility of its use in the analysis of the artistic heritage of the writer. The 
writer understands the style as a dynamic area of birth, existence and development of artistic ideas through which the opinion 
of the writer and between all elements of the art form is set back unifying and organizing communication; with any violation of 
said balance leads to the destruction of style. Kostecki opposed its mechanistic interpretation advocated understanding identity 
as a dynamic sphere formation, existence and development of artistic ideas, so between the author and the reader is set lasting 
aesthetic touch-understanding. The analysis of the concept of artistic style of Igor Kostetskii shows that it is mostly based on the 
author's intuitive sense of the phenomenon of style and originality perfectly poised between linguistics and dialectical aesthetic 
approaches, and fully refl ects the essence of his literary aspirations.

Key words: personal style , concept , contemporary art, culture, artist.

 8.81

  Ь  

 ь  

.

   .  
 є    -  -
.  є,   -  

   ,   
     

        -
 .   є   

 .      є -
      

. ,     
є         

  .
 :  є ,  

 ,  ,  
,  . 

   , -
       

  є   -

,  є    -
 ( . , . , . , . , 

.   .).     є 
 ,   -

  - .   -
 ,   -   -
,       

.  є      -
    ( -  

) [1].
-  ( .cross – , ) 

 –     є  -
   , ,  

 -   -   -
 Є ,   ,    

      -
 ,  є     є -

-   - , -

  ь  ь  

14

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

http://www.tcpdf.org

