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Geychenko E. I., Ragrina Z. M. Organization of the dialogic interaction “student-computer” 
during language classes atnon-philological medical university (teaching Russian as a foreign 
language).  

The article highlights the main forms of the dialogic interaction “student-computer” and its 
psychological and pedagogical aspects. . Much attention is given to the main purpose of using computer 
technologies in education. The article is focused on the fact that computer technologiesare one of the 
effective ways of formation of communicative competence, help to create a special learning environment 
for foreign students. It is specially noted that computer technologies help to realize the individual-
differentiated methodand help to optimize the learning process, to increase the effectiveness, to focus on 
creative work as a teacher and a student. 

Keywords: computer, computer technology, computer programs, dialogue “student -computer", 
foreign students, Russian as a foreign language. 


