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education and upbringing. Holistic approach shows the integrity of the socio-
historical process and to define the lead role of ecological knowledge for the 
preservation of society. Totallogy approach focuses on addressing the changes 
that occur in the system postnonclassical education. Synergistic approach should 
point the way out of the ecological crisis and help the person to determine their 
place in the world. 

Keywords: education, environmental education and awareness, totallogy, 
holism, synergy. 
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Summary 

Kulishenko Lyudmyla. Chechota Tetyana. The speech etiquette and men-
tality of the Ukrainian people. 

The article deals with the quite an interesting question two related con-
cepts, etiquette and mentality of the Ukrainian people. There was analyzed the 
historical aspect of Ukrainian culture, customs and how this have affected the 
communication of the Ukrainian people. he speech etiquette clearly shows 
the status of the language culture, spiritual, ethical value orientation of society. 
It was investigated the problem of communication of modern youth and the specifics 
of her speech etiquette, that does not meet the principles of Ukrainian culture 
and has a negative impact on the relationship between young Ukrainians. 

Keywords: the etiquette, the speech etiquette, the mentality. 


