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Bocharova E. Modern School and Creativity in the Evaluation From 

a Foreign Researchers’ Point of View The problem of creativity is the subject of theoretical and empirical research of scholars of various scientific disciplines. Today, there is no single definition of the concept of "creativity", every science interprets it differently. 
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The article presents two approaches to creativity: elitist and egalitarian, which differ significantly from one another. The first approach treats creativity as being inherent to a small number of people, while the second approach treats creativity as a feature which is typical for every person’s character. The author tries to answer the question: What is happening in practice and whether children are really able to reveal their creativity in school? The assessment of creative schools and its role in development for children’s' creativity is an interesting fact for native education and practice from foreign scientists' point of view. Creativity plays an important role in teaching children. More and more representatives of education pay attention to creativity of students and their participation in the creative processes. In practice, though, it looks completely different. The lack of sufficient knowledge of teachers does not contribute to the development of creative abilities and cognitive processes in terms of creativity, forms and methods that need to be applied while working with children. Creative students are demanding, with non-standard solutions and ideas. That is why, the success of schools as creative institution depends on the close interaction between students and teachers. 
Key words: creativity, creative approach, school, student, development, potential.      11.09.2017 .    24.11.2017 .  – . . ., .  . .    37.013.74  
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