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CONVERSATIONAL METHODS AS THE MOST PRODUCTIVE ONES 
TO PROVIDE GRAMMAR TESTS IN ORAL FORM 

Conversation is a learning method that involves questions and answers. The essence of 
this method is that the teacher, through skillfully raised questions, pushes the pupil to actively play 
the material outlined for his/her more profound understanding and assimilation. By appointment 
in the educational process there are distinguished: an introductory conversation, conversation-
message, repetition, control. 

An introductory conversation is conducted with pupils as preparation for laboratory 
lessons, excursions, to study new material. Conversation-message is based predominantly on 
observations organized by a teacher at a lesson using visual aids, board records, tables, drawings, 
as well as the material of literary texts and documents. Conversation-repetition is used to 
consolidate the training material. Checklist is to test pupils’ knowledge (Mykhalchuk & 
Kryshevych, 2019). 

By the nature of the pupils’ activity during the conversation, they distinguish the following 
main types: reproductive, heuristic, catechism. The essence of the heuristic (Socratic) 
conversation is that the teacher skillfully directed questions leads pupils to form new concepts, 
conclusions, rules, using acquired knowledge, observation. It resorts to it only if the teacher is 
properly trained, his/her mastery of the method of teaching and the appropriate level of thinking 
of the pupils. This method is valuable if the teacher, with the help of correctly selected questions 
and the correct conduct of the whole conversation, can attract all class pupils to active work. This 
requires knowledge of the psychological characteristics of each pupil and the appropriate selection 
of different ways of questionable form of learning. 

A new pedagogical thought fought for the principle of learning activity all the time. But 
new, active teaching methods are only gradually included into school practice. Old traditions 
according to it are very viable. A teacher, an adult, is hard to escape from the influence that makes 
him/her comparable with an inexperienced pupil. Therefore, the transfer of knowledge in the 
finished form, instead of stimulating the pupils in the spirit of search, seems completely natural 
and justified. In addition, the technique of authoritarian education is far easier than the active 
learning technique. For the first teacher it is enough to know within certain limits a certain branch 
of school science, and he/she can successfully conduct the case of study. Absolutely different 
conditions are for active methods. Here it is necessary to organize children for work, to stimulate 
interest in them, to be able to guide them in a certain way, to be able to help children and to answer 
their questions. Such activity requires more pedagogical tact and better training than working with 
passive methods. Therefore, we do not see a rapid transition from passive methods to active ones. 
On the contrary, in the history of pedagogical practice there is only a gradual activation of old 
passive methods. 

However, in the old days along with the lecture as a monological form of education, the 
form is dialogical, which includes certain elements of activity. One of these forms is the so-called 
Socratic or heuristic method. 

This method has acquired certain forms in classical Greece and has an unquestionable 
connection with public disputes that were spread in Athens, especially in the 5th century. The 
heuristic method does not arise only from Socrates’s pedagogical practice, but is firmly tied to 
his/her philosophical views. Socrates, like his student Plato, were the most prominent 
representatives of the idealistic trend in Greek Philosophy. In their opinion, true reality, true 
existence belongs to the ideas that creates a real world. Meanwhile, there is a world of 
unquestionable connection. These include things and phenomena that surround us and what their 
people used to admit for a real world. This world recognizes a person through external feelings. 
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So, according to Greek philosophers, such knowledge is not real knowledge, and the things that 
they learn are only the shadow of real things or ideas. 

The true knowledge of ideas is given only through the mind that directly perceives the 
ideas. The possibility of such “intellectual knowledge” is available to a person because he/she, 
before his/her birth, lived in the realm of pure ideas. Living in this unreal world, the world of 
individual things and phenomena, he/she can recall the ideas hidden in his/her and inherent in 
him/her at birth. From here Socrates tells: “Know yourself”. Truth, therefore, is hidden in the very 
consciousness of man, and true knowledge is in revealing this truth. That the person himself/herself 
is hard to find the truth, then he/she needs external help from the teacher. 

But the role of the teacher is not that he/she gives the truth as something of his/her own, 
but the fact that he/she only helps the person to identify and understand it. Socrates compares the 
role of a teacher with the role of a midwife. As the midwife itself does not give birth to a child, 
but only helps her birth, and the teacher does not give birth to truth, but only helps to identify her. 
Skill of the teacher, concerning the discovery of the hidden in the minds of human truth, Socrates 
calls meticide. One of the main means for this is the system of questions and answers, which later 
became known as the Socratic method. His essence is that the teacher sets the question to the pupil, 
and the pupil responds to them. In this case, the teacher poses the question to somehow bring the 
pupil to the answer. By this method, inter alia, Plato’s dialogues have been written. 

The Socrates method was a great step forward in a practice of teaching. He then had great 
respect in Greek schools and then moved to the schools of modern times. Here he partially changed 
his forms, but still retained his main features. In general, one must say that a heuristic conversation 
or a better method of questioning-answers, not only in the old school, but even in the present, is 
one of the most common methods. 

So, a heuristic method requires careful evaluation, especially since many teachers use it 
without proper criticism. It is noteworthy that even in the courses of didactics little attention was 
paid to the philosophical foundations of the question-answer method given by Greek Pedagogy. 
At the very least, when someone sets the Socrates method in relation to his philosophy, he does 
not draw any appropriate conclusions from this assessment of the method itself. However, these 
philosophical foundations are of great importance to the method and, only after considering them, 
one can correctly evaluate the method itself. 

Epistemological considerations of Socrates and Plato, based on the Socrates method, go 
back to the recognition of innate ideas. The question about them was a subject of philosophical 
and scientific disputes for a long time. J. Locke strongly condemned the existence of innate ideas. 
In his view, the soul of a person during its birth is, so to speak, a clean board. All the knowledge 
that a person has, all the ideas of it depend on personal experience. The external world through our 
senses, so to speak, is only on a pure table of our consciousness, and these records make up the 
whole amount of our knowledge. 

Leibniz denies the teachings of J. Locke bringing the sensationalist thesis of the latter: 
“There is nothing in the mind, which would not be earlier in the sensation”, he adds: “besides the 
very mind”. But Leibnitz did not recognize and innate ideas as peculiar memories of supersensible 
being. General and necessary ideas, in his opinion, exist in us as a slope, as a potentiality, waiting 
for an event to appear. It is experience that brings people to the world. Kant develops further 
Leibniz’s thoughts. In the knowledge he recognizes material and form. Material for cognition gives 
you a sense of sight, hearing, smell, etc. We make a certain difference in these feelings; we give 
the material and they give a form. This is a thinking function. Meanwhile, when the sensation is 
passive, thinking is active. Its activity consists, first of all, in combining the senses of data, in their 
synthesis. Kant distinguishes three ways of combining elements of knowledge: feeling, concept 
and mind. It is important perceiving things and phenomena with external senses, unites them in 
space and time. Space and time are the conditions without which it would be impossible to 
perceive. They have the necessary character, independent experience, they are not the 
consequences of experience, but the condition of it. Therefore, Kant calls them a priori forms of 
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cognition. Calling space and time for necessary conditions of knowledge, he emphasizes that this 
does not mean that they do not exist and that they do not exist objectively; they may exist, but may 
not exist in the objective reality. Therefore, Kant calls them the subjective forms of our knowledge 
(Mykhalchuk, Bihunova, Fridrikh & Vietrova, 2021). 

Cognition in feelings, forms of space and time – this is the first, lower degree of it. We 
need to understand these phenomena, that is, to bring them under certain laws. But, again, these 
laws can be interpreted as something completely objective. These are only the laws and conditions 
of human thinking, without which our knowledge would not be possible within the limits of 
experience. 
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