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Lingokids) orqali har bir o‘quvchi o‘z darajasiga mos materiallarni bajara oladi. Bu holat ham 
individual yondashuvga xizmat qiladi. 

O‘qituvchining asosiy vazifasi - o‘quvchining individual imkoniyatlarini to‘g‘ri 
aniqlash, tahlil qilish va unga mos metodik strategiyalarni qo‘llashdan iborat. Bu jarayonda 
o‘qituvchi muntazam ravishda kuzatuv olib borishi, o‘quvchilar portfoliolarini yuritishi, 
ularga shaxsiy fikr bildirishi lozim. Aynan shunday faoliyat o‘quvchilar bilimini 
rivojlantiradi, mustaqil fikrlashga, tilni muloqot vositasi sifatida ishlatishga o‘rgatadi. 
Boshlang‘ich ta’limda individual yondashuv nafaqat o‘qitish uslubini tanlashda, balki 
aholash, muloqot va motivatsiya tizimini shakllantirishda ham muhim rol o‘ynaydi. Ko‘plab 
xorijiy pedagogik tajribalar shuni ko‘rsatadiki, o‘quvchilarning til o‘rganishga bo‘lgan 
munosabati ko‘pincha ularga nisbatan qanday yondashilganiga bog‘liq bo‘ladi. 

Masalan, Finlyandiya, Janubiy Koreya, Yaponiya va boshqa rivojlangan davlatlarda 
boshlang‘ich bosqichda individual yondashuv asosida til o‘rganish ko‘proq guruhlarda emas, 
balki shaxsga yo‘naltirilgan strategiyalar bilan olib boriladi. Ularda o‘quvchining o‘z-o‘zini 
baholash, refleksiya qilish (ya’ni o‘rganish jarayonini tahlil qilish) ko‘nikmalari ham 
dastlabki bosqichlardan boshlab shakllantiriladi. Bu esa bolaning o‘z kuchiga ishonch 
uyg‘otishiga va til o‘rganishga ijobiy ruhda yondashishiga sabab bo‘ladi. 

O‘zbekistonda ham so‘nggi yillarda ta’lim sohasida olib borilayotgan islohotlar, 
ayniqsa, xorijiy tillarni erta yoshdan o‘qitish siyosati individual yondashuv tamoyillarini joriy 
qilishga katta imkoniyat yaratmoqda. Prezident qarorlari va vazirlik tavsiyalarida 
o‘quvchilarning yosh xususiyatlarini hisobga olish, ko‘p tarmoqli metodlardan foydalanish, 
baholashda og‘zaki nutq, tinglab tushunish, o‘qish va yozish kabi ko‘nikmalarni alohida 
rivojlantirish zarurligi ta’kidlanmoqda. 
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theoretical and scientific foundations. This paper explores some of the most urgent and 

complex issues currently confronting literary studies: the shift from “grand theory” to 

methodological pluralism, the growing role of digital humanities and computational tools, the 

intersection with cognitive and empirical sciences, and the challenges of transnational literary 

research. We argue that the future of literary scholarship lies in a dynamic synthesis of 

hermeneutics, data-driven methods, and global perspectives, where theory is not abandoned 

but reimagined. 
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In recent decades, the landscape of literary studies has undergone rapid and 

multidirectional changes. Once dominated by strong theoretical schools-structuralism, 

Marxist criticism, psychoanalysis, post structuralism-contemporary literary research is now 

characterized by a plurality of approaches, fragmented theoretical discourses, and a 

methodological openness unprecedented in the field’s history.  

At the same time, the emergence of digital technologies, global literary markets, and 

cognitive-scientific approaches has significantly reshaped both the object of literary studies 

and its methods of inquiry. These developments have opened new possibilities but also raised 

profound questions: How should we read in the digital age? What is the role of theory in an 

era of algorithmic analysis? Can we study global literatures without reproducing cultural 

hierarchies? Is interpretation still the core of our discipline?  

This paper aims to explore these and related questions, identifying the most pressing 

scientific and theoretical challenges in modern literary studies and proposing directions for 

their critical resolution.  

The latter half of the twentieth century saw literary studies governed by powerful 

theoretical paradigms. Whether it was the structuralism pursuit of deep linguistic systems, the 

Marxist emphasis on ideology and class, or the poststructuralist celebration of textual 

instability, each movement offered a totalising framework for reading and interpreting 

literature. However, by the early 2000s, these paradigms began to fracture. Literary critics 

such as Rita Felski, in works like The Limits of Critique (2015), called for a move beyond the 

“hermeneutics of suspicion” toward more generous, affective, and non-reductive reading 

practices. Scholars began speaking of a “post-theoretical” or “post-critical” era-not meaning 

the abandonment of theory, but a shift toward pragmatic, pluralistic, and locally grounded 

methodologies.  

Today’s literary research often blends tools from multiple traditions-combining 

feminist theory with cognitive science, close reading with corpus linguistics, Eco criticism 

with postcolonial analysis. While this pluralism enriches the field, it also demands a renewed 

attention to methodological coherence and theoretical transparency.  

Perhaps the most dramatic shift in recent literary research has come from the 

development of digital humanities (DH). Under this broad term, scholars explore ways to 

apply computational tools-such as natural language processing, stylometry, machine learning, 

and network analysis-to literary texts. Franco Moretti’s notion of “distant reading” (2013) set 

the stage for many of these innovations. Rather than close-read a single novel, Moretti 

proposed examining thousands of texts to uncover macroscopic patterns-in genre, narrative 

structure, intertextuality, and reception.  

Recent works exemplify the power of these approaches: Barré (2024) analyzed over 

12,000 French literary texts using embedding models, revealing the latent intertextual 

structures of 19th and 20th-century fiction. 
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One of the most significant issues is the globalisation of literary studies. The growing 

interest in world literature, translation studies, and transnational networks reflects a need to 

study literature beyond national canons and linguistic borders. Scholars like David Damrosch 

define world literature as a mode of circulation and reading rather than a canon. This 

perspective allows for a fluid, processual understanding of how texts move, are translated, 

and gain meaning in different cultural contexts.  

The task before scholars is to build bridges between methodologies, between local and 

global literatures, between humanistic insight and scientific precision. In doing so, we affirm 

the enduring relevance of literary studies in making sense of texts-and of the world they reflect 

and transform. 
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Introduction. Addressing individuals in English involves a variety of linguistic features 

that reflect the speaker's relationship with the addressee and the context of communication. 

From pronouns to honorifics, these features play a crucial role in conveying social dynamics 

and establishing rapport. This section explores some of the key linguistic features of address 

in English. 

1. Pronouns. One of the fundamental linguistic features of address in English is the use 

of pronouns. The most common pronoun used for addressing individuals is "you." Unlike 

some languages that have formal and informal pronouns, English generally lacks such 

grammatical distinctions. However, variations in pronoun usage can still convey nuances of 

formality and familiarity. For example, "you" is used in both formal and informal contexts, 

but the tone and register of speech may vary depending on the relationship between the 
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