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HAHOHAYKA U HAHOTEXHOJIOI'MUA:
OUTOCODPCKHU U OBPA3ZOBATEJIHA
MHPOEKIINU - U3BPAHA BUBJIMOI'PAOUSA
3A YUUTEJIN

b.B. TOILIIEB

Cogpuiicku ynusepcumem ,, Ce. Knumenm Oxpuocku”™

Pe3ome. Hanonaykara e Mexay Hail-Obp30 pa3BUBALUTE CE€ HAYYHU
oOnacTy. YUEeHUIUTE B CPEIHUTE YUMIHUINA HE MOJyyaBaT MpecTaBa 3a Hes.
Ot enHa cTpaHa TOBa € MPaBUIIHO, 3aI[0TO B CPEIHUTE YUMIMILIA CE U3ydaBatT
YTBBPJICHH U JIOCTOBEpHU (DaKTH M TEOpHUH, UYpe3 KOUTO YUCHHIIUTE e
oQopMAT cBOMTE IMPEICTABU 3a CBETA, B KOMTO *kuBeaT. HoBuTe pa3BuTHA B
Haykata, o0ade, aHraupaT BHHMAHUETO HAa YYCHHLUTE M MoraT Ja
CTUMYJHMpAT MHTEpPECa UM KbM IPHUPOJHHUTE HAYKH. 3aTOBa TAaKMBa TEMH
MoraT /1a ObJaT pa3suCKBaHHU B MPOEKTHOTO OOy4YE€HUE W/HIIM B U3BBHKIIACHUTE
yueOnu ¢opmu. Pa3BuTHETO HA HAHOTEXHOJIOTUUTE MOPAXKIA PElUIla BHIIPOCH
oT ¢GUIOCO(PCKO, €TUYHO M COIMATHO €CTECTBO, 32 KOWTO YYUTEIUTe O
TpsOBao 1a uWMar HsAKakBa npenacraBa. Crarusita mnpeangara u3z0OpaHa
O6ubnuorpadus Mo Te3u BBIPOCH — LUTHUPAHUTE JIUTEPATYPHU H3TOUHUIU
MoraT Aa GpopMupar aJeKBaTHO OTHOILICHUE HA YUUTENIN U YUCHHUIH KbM TE€3U
CJIO’KHHU BBIIPOCH Ha MOJIEpHaTa HayKa.
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Hanonayka

Hanonaykara uscneaBa 00€KTH, YUHTO JIUHEHHHN pa3MepH ca MaJIKU Ha
MHUKPOCKOTICKAaTa CKaja OT pa3cTosHMs. VcTopudyeckuTe KOpeHH Ha HayKaTa
O6u TpsOBano 1a ce MOTHPCAT B PA3BUTHETO HA €BPOIEHCKaTa KOJOWIHA
xuMmusi oT Hauvainoro Ha XX Bek. Korjoupnata xuMmuss € Hayka 3a
mucneprupanoto BemiectBo (Evans & Wennerstrom, 1999). Pasmepst Ha
yacTULMTE B TakuBa cucteMu € Mexay | m 100 nm. IIpu takuBa pasmepu Ha
HaHockanara (Baird et al., 2004) BemiecTBoTO TyOM MHOTO OT CBOMCTBaTa Ha
oOemuute ¢aszu. ToBa e cBBp3aHO C OOCTOSATENCTBOTO, Y€ pa3MepuTe Ha
YacTUIIUTE, aKO HE B TPUTE HANpPABIICHUS, MOHE B €IHO OT TIX, CTaBar
CHU3MEPUMH WU TO-MajJKd OT pAJAUYCHUTE Ha KOpelalnus Ha HIKaKBO
(U3MYECKO MM XUMHUYECKO CBOMCTBO (IBDKMHATA HAa CBOOOIHHS MPOOET,
pasMepbT Ha 3apoauiia Ha HoBaTa (asza W Mp.) U TOBAa C€ OTpa3siBa B
YYBCTBUTEIHOCT Ha 0O€KTa OT HeroBusi pasmep. Pa3bupa ce, uma pasznmka
MEXJy CBbCTOSHME M CTpykTypa. CBCTOSHHETO Ha CHUCTeMara CleiBa
TEPMOJIMHAMUYHUSA (HOPMATH3BbM, KOUTO MOXE Aa Obae mpedopMylupaH C
oTuyuTaHe Ha e(QEeKTUTEe Ha pa3MepHOCTTa (HampuMep C MpeacraBara 3a
PaskauHAwWo Hansaeane). JIeNcTBUETO HA JAJIEYHUTE CUIM HA B3aUMOJIECHCTBUE
B MeXIy(ha3oBUTE KOHTAKTHM 30HHM MOXKE Ja ce MaHupectupa c
TEPMOJMHAMUYHNUTE BEIUUUHU JUHEUHO HanpexceHue W MOYKo8 ome2a-
nomenyuan. KbM yclaoBHATa 3a MEXaHWYHO PABHOBECHE B TAaKHBA CIOXKHH
KalUJISIPHA CHCTEMU TpsiOBa Ja ce M00aBsT M YCIOBUATA 32 YCTOWYMBOCT Ha
Te3u paBHOBecusa. HaHooOekTHTE H0OpUM TpU €IHO CBHCTOSHHE, HarpHUMep
KBa3UTEYHO, MOTaT Ja C€ TNpOosBABAT B pPA3IUYHU CTPYKTypu. Tyk
pPasHOOOpa3nueTo € MHOTO TOJIIMO M TO JJaBa BH3MOXKHOCT 32 Pa3lIMYHH, YECTO
HEOYaKBaHHW, TEXHUYECKH, MEJUIMHCKA U JAPYrd NPUWIOKEHUs. bbp3oTo
pa3BUTHE HA HAaHHAyKaTa B IOCJEIHOTO JECETHJIETHE B ToJiiMa CTENEH ce

JIBJDKU HA TO3U (DaKT.
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®uiocodcku, CONMATHH, €THYHH W 00pa30BaTeIHM ACHEKTH HA
HayKaTa

Hanonaykara naBa oOmiHa XpaHa 3a 001y GuiIococku pa3chxaeHUs
(Baird et al., 2004). U3BectHo e, 4e nBe AByMepHH (a3um HE Morar Ja
chbehliecTBYBaT B paBHOBecue (Jlammay & Jludmmm, 1976; Toshev, 1995).
Bede e mocraBeH BBIPOCHT JAajdM TPUMEPHHAT CBAT HE € HMHTepdeiic Ha
ChChIIECTBYBAM (pa3u ¢ mo-Bucoka pazmepHocT (Zwiebach, 2004). Torasa
Jlalil HAaHOOOEKTHUTE HE ca BpaTa KbM CBETOBE C Pa3MEpPHOCT, pasziHyHa OT
Tpu. TakbB poJ BBIIPOCH MOTraT Jia JOBeIaT OO M3rpakJaHe HAa HOBA HaydyHa
napajurma, KosTo Jia OCHTYpH pa3BUTHETO Ha HOBa ,.HOpMalHa~ HaykKa IO
tepmuHonorusita Ha Kuhn (1962) wunm Ha TBBPHO SAIpO HAa HOBA
u3cienoBaresicka nporpama no repmunosiorusita Ha Lakatos (1970). Ha Ta3u
OCHOBA MOXK€ J]a C€ M3TPajJu U HOBO OTHOIICHHE KbM PEJIUTHATA, PA3TUYHO OT
YIBBPJCHHS B HaIllaTa CTpaHA U YYHIHUIIE NPUMHUTUBEH aTeH3bM, XapaKTepeH
32 KOMYHHCTUYECKUTE PEXKUMHU.

Bripoyem mpoTHBOIIOCTAaBAHETO HA HAyKaTa M PETUTHUATA B YUUIHILETO
1 OOIIECTBOTO € HEMIPAaBOMEPHO OT Hal-00IIM choOpaskeHus. JlokaTo HaykaTa
ce 3aHMMaBa EJMHCTBEHO C 8b3NMpouzgooumume ¢gakmu U HEHH OCHOBEH
Oener e OokasameincmeeHocmma, TO CBETHT Ha peluruure (Bspara) ce
M3rpaXx/ia akCHOMAaTHYHO 4pe3 TBBPJCHUSA, KOUTO Ce MpueMaT O0e3yCcIOBHO U
0e3 JoKa3aTeJCTBa M YOBEK € TOTOB Ha TOBA, 3aIIOTO Bspara Iro AapsiBa C
Mopain. CrienoBarelnHO HayKaTa M pelUrusra HsAMar JAOMUPHU TOYKH, 3a Ja
OBAaT CPaBHABAHU M €BEHTYAJIHO NMPOTUBONOCTAaBAHU. OCH3HABAHETO HA TE3H
ocobeHocTu TpsiOBa 3a 3almoyHE OIIe B YYWIMIIE, HO 3aTOBAa Ca HYXHH
noarotBenu yuutenu (Reiss, 2009; Glennan, 2009; Brook, 2010).

Hanonaykata uMa M CBOMTE COLIMATHU U3MEPEHUsI, KOUTO CHILO HE ca
o0eKT Ha JOoCTaThb4HO BHHUMaHHMe nocera (Sweeney et al, 2003). Ilpeau
BCHYKO TOBa € HMJIEHTH(UKALUATA HA €TUYHUTE U COLMATHHUTE MpoOJIeMH,

MNOpPOJACHHU OT CCrallHOTO U 6T,I[GH_IOTO Pa3dBUTUC HA HAHOTCXHOJIOTUUTC, KAKTO
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U mpoOJeMHuTe 3a 3aKOHOBOTO perynupane Ha ToBa pasBurue (Fielder &
Reynolds, 1994). Jlanu Bcu4KO, KOETO c€ MpaBd B JIADOPATOPUHUTE B
IBITOCPOYEH IIaH 1e Ob/e oT moi3a 3a obmecrBoro? (Weckert, 2001).
TakbB pox BBIPOCH UMAT U CBOMTE OOpa30BAaTETHH HM3MEpPEHHS —
HOBHTE MOKOJICHUSI U3CJIE0BAaTEIM UMAT HYX/a OT 1M0-001a o0pazoBaTeaHa
napagurma (Entwistle, 1990), kosro ma ce rpaaum upe3 amairamara Ha
‘repprata’ [hard] u ‘mexara’ [soft] Hayka (Toshev, 2006). [ToctposiBaneTo Ha
TO3M HOB oOpa3oBaTelieH MOJeNl TpeArosiara pel OT IOCIEJOBATEIHU
neiictBus (multi-tired approach (Schummer, 2004), kouTo BKJIIOUBAT KAaKTO
TAaKCOHOMUSTAa HAa TEPMHHUTE, TaKa U OCHOBHHMTE 00pa30OBaTEIHH CTPATEruHu,
npenu Bcuuko xoncmpykmusuzmvm (Gale & Steffe, 1995) u Texnukure 3a
noBHIIaBaHe eQekTuBHOCTTa Ha oOydenuero (Entwistle, 1990). BvnpocsT 3a
TAaKCOHOMUSTA Ha TEPMHUHHUTE, T.€. 3a €3MKa Ha OOILECTBEHUTE HAYKH, HUKAK
HE € 3a MOJICHsIBaHEe, 0COOEHO B HalaTa CTpaHa, 3amoTo ,Different social
realities provide different experiences. They lead to different ways of seeing
the world and consequently lead to different beliefs concerning our

apprehension of the world” (Markova, 1982).
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NANOSCIENCE AND NANOTECHNOGIES:
PHILOSOPHICAL AND EDUCATIONAL
DIMENSIONS - SELECTED BIBLIOGRAPHY
FOR SCIENCE TEACHERS

Abstract. Nanoscience is among the fastest growing academic fields.
Pupils in secondary school do not get an idea of it. Certainly it is correct
because secondary schools are taught by established and reliable facts and
theories through which students will form their ideas about the world where
they live. However, new developments in science engage students’ attention
and may stimulate interest in science. That’s why such topics may be

discussed when training students by projects and/or in extracurricular school
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forms. Development of nanotechnology raises many philosophical questions,
ethical and social issues for which teachers should have some idea. The article
provides a selective bibliography on these issues — listed literature could
facilitate teachers in shaping their opinion about these complex questions of

the modern science.
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