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Vaskevych O. Study of abroad experience of design teacher training

The article proves that the integration of the country into the world educational space places new demands on higher
education institutions for the future professional and pedagogical activities of the graduates. The expediency of researching
the experience of leading foreign design education institutions and analyzing their achievements for the adaptation of global
pedagogical practices of training design teachers to domestic conditions was noted. The experience of training future design
teachers in European countries (Great Britain, Germany, Norway, Italy) and the USA was studied. Specific features, which are
determined by the national features of the construction of the design education system, as well as common features, are deter-
mined. Based on the results of the research, the areas that are of interest in the context of the modernization of the domestic
system of higher education in the field of design teacher training have been formed. Namely: active implementation of the mech-
anism of dual education; creating conditions for obtaining continuous education and ensuring continuity between different
degrees through the development of multi-level programs,; combination of theoretical and practical training, increased attention
to the practical orientation of programs; taking into account the interests of applicants when choosing educational components,
the prevalence of practical and specialized disciplines; the possibility of choosing specialized courses and forming an individual
trajectory for applicants; the use of active learning methods aimed at forming the professional thinking of future specialists;
creation of a creative atmosphere in classes, involvement of winners in various creative competitions, significant attention to
project activities, use of information and communication technologies; the use of criticism as a method of evaluating the results
of educational activity, increasing the level of independence and responsibility of students, increasing the time for independent
work of applicants and paying significant attention to the forms and methods of its organization. It is noted that such vectors
of education improvement (under the conditions of adaptation) will contribute to the improvement of the quality of professional
training of future design teachers, the disclosure of their creative potential.

Key words: professional education, design teachers, foreign experience, higher education institution, pedagogical technol-
ogies, professional activity, project method, educational process.
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DEFINITION OF INTERNET DISCOURSE IN MODERN LINGUISTICS

The article analyzes the rapid development of Internet linguistics including syntax, semantics, morphology, transmission
methods, psycholinguistics, as well as Internet communication as a new type of Internet discourse. The article is devoted
to the analyses of linguistic studies of the term Internet discourse and presents different approaches to the interpretation
of the term in the linguistic literature analyzing some constitutive features of Internet communication that confirm the validity
of the selection of the discourse type.

Internet linguistics is based on the experience of traditional linguistics and has interests in several areas of research
from general studies of the Internet language functioning to sociolinguistic and pragmatic studies. The Internet linguistics
terminology features an established system of terms, which became the cognitive basis for the rapid development of Internet
linguistics’ conceptual apparatus including Internet communication, Internet discourse, virtual linguistic personality, virtual
reality, hypertext, and others.

The article studies different aspects of the opposition of text and discourse presented in numerous scientific works and points
out the fundamental difference between a discourse and a text, an individual-personal level is opposite to dialogue leading to
the opposition of the Self to other participants in communication. Special attention is paid to the explanation of the specifics
of Internet discourse, where the Internet is described as a communication platform and a complex socio-technical system
without clear boundaries.

1t is emphasized that the combination of discourse and the Internet helps to conclude the concept of Internet discourse as
a special type of communication carried out through the Internet and is a channel of communication and information exchange
between communication participants. Internet discourse attracts great research interest in linguistic studies emphasizing
the computer-mediated nature of Internet discourse since the Internet has a huge direct impact on modern languages and is

23



Hayxkoeuii yaconuc HITY imeni M. I1. /[pazomanosa

characterized by an unlimited number of participants, numerous topics and options for argumentation. The concepts of Internet
discourse as a new type of discourse and a form of communication are studied in the article in combination with the functional
environment, new linguistic forms and the dominant role of the Internet.

Key words: communication, context, Internet, internet linguistics, internet discourse, internet communication, language
features, language interaction, lingui stics, speech, term.

(cTATTIO I0IAHO MOBOIO OPHUTiHATY)

The rapid development of information technologies and the Internet have led to changes in the language
environment as the Internet has become not only a source of information but also a dominant means of communication.
The electronic revolution entailed a linguistic one, which, in turn, led to the appearance of a new electronic language.

Internet linguistics is developing rapidly and nowadays there are many areas in the field of Internet linguistics
research: Internet syntax, Internet semantics, Internet morphology, analysis of Internet discourse, methods of
transmission, psycholinguistics, etc. Modern linguistics studies feature Internet communication through a new type
of discourse — Internet discourse, which does not have an unambiguous interpretation yet.

In linguistics, most researchers understand discourse as a text in a communication situation [1; 7]. Among many
definitions of the term, we have chosen several of the most widely known and most frequently cited. According to
T. van Dijk, discourse is a complex unity of linguistic form, meaning and action, which corresponds to the concept
of communicative event [12, p. 212].

One of the definitions of discourse as a speech representation of life was made by D. Crystal [3]. According to
J. Gee discourse is the result of the integration of language, actions, interactions, ways of thinking, belief, and evalu-
ation, necessary for the implementation of a certain type of socially recognizable identity [7].

According to R. Facchinetti, Internet discourse is a polyhedral type of communication, which, depending on the
situation, participants, goals of communication, etc. may include various subdiscourses: general, business, scien-
tific, advertising, etc.” [5].

P. Choubey, A. Lee and others consider Internet discourse as a special new type of speech, which develops origi-
nal communicative genres and the main linguistic feature of communication in the global network is the synthesis
of written and oral speech [2].

This same feature is emphasized by S. Herring, who regards the Internet discourse as a hybrid of oral and written
discourse [9]. This constructing characteristic of Internet discourse made possible the development of such concepts
as written colloquial speech, oral-written speech, oral-written communication system, etc [8; 11; 12].

From our point of view, W. Chafe formulated the most precise definition of discourse, which reflects the modern
understanding of the term in linguistics: Discourse is verbalized speech and mental activity, understood as a combi-
nation of process and result and possessing both proper linguistic, and extralinguistic [1, p.11].

Aim and objectives. The aim of the article is to analyse the definitions of internet discourse given in modern
linguistics.

Internet linguistics belongs to integrative areas and uses terminologies and research methods of related sciences,
as well as develops its tools. Internet linguistics, like the vast majority of modern linguistic areas, is based on the
experience of linguistics and the other humanities. Considering the development of linguistics on the Internet, we
can apply several general scientific universal methods.

Among the areas of research in Internet linguistics, we can distinguish the study of the Internet language func-
tioning at all levels from phonetics to the main discourse; sociolinguistic and pragmatic studies of the Internet
language, e.g. studying gender characteristics in social network communication; a discursive studying of which of
new speech practices in a given communicative space or virtual genre studies. The last area is of particular interest
for Internet linguistics since the genres are the most common at describing Internet communication when individual
genres of the Internet are most often considered.

The terminology of Internet linguistics is an established system of terms related to different branches of linguis-
tics, which include functional, communicative-pragmatic, cognitive, etc. In Internet linguistics, this terminology
became the cognitive basis for the rapid development of Internet linguistics’ conceptual apparatus. This includes
Internet communication, Internet discourse, virtual linguistic personality, virtual reality, hypertext, etc.

In modern linguistic literature, the opposition text-discourse is still actively studied, although all discourse is a
text, not all text is a discourse. The fundamental difference between a discourse and a text is its dynamic and interac-
tive nature. In various studies, discourse is presented as an opposition to discourse. Discourse is traditionally com-
pared with speech and language, finding features of both in the concept of discourse. It is believed that discourse is
similar to speech in action and differs by systemic language features. However, language, unlike discourse, is more
abstract and discourse differs from language in a sociocultural context.

Thus, discourse is both a process of linguistic activity (communication, context) and its result (text). T. Lopez-
Soto, analyzing the concepts of dialogue and discourse, concluds that discourse in a social context is speech or text
in the form of a dialogue brought back to life [9]. Discourse on an individual-personal level is opposite to dialogue
since it leads to the opposition of the Self to other participants in communication. P. Choubey, A. Lee and others
talk about the discrepancy between the functional style and discourse since style is the object of study in functional
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stylistics, and discourse in its modern understanding is studied by communicative stylistics [2]. So, discourse is a
special independent linguistic form, which is not identical to speech, text, style, or dialogue, but includes some of
their features.

To understand the term Internet discourse, it is necessary to refer to two key concepts — discourse and the
Internet. The Internet is a global social and communication computer network designed to satisfy personal and
communication social needs through the use of telecommunication technologies [8]. In other words, the Internet is
a communication platform with verbalized speech-thinking activities. Nowadays, it is generally accepted that the
Internet is a complex socio-technical system that does not have clear boundaries. Information in this system can
be transmitted in different ways and includes a considerable amount of web data, multimedia, three-dimensional
images, infographics, etc. This system is a rapidly changing and continuously functioning environment.

The combination of two concepts — discourse and the Internet — leads to the conclusion that Internet discourse is
a special type of communication carried out through the Internet and is a channel of communication and information
exchange between communication participants. It should be noted that the term Internet discourse is not generally
accepted and in the English-language linguistic literature we can find such analogues as computer-mediated com-
munication, Netspeak, chatspeak, web discourse, electronic communication, etc.

The identification of Internet discourse as a separate type of discourse is not recognized by all researchers.
D. Sari¢ and M. Stanojevi¢ mention a national discourse and regard Internet discourse as a particular manifestation
of national discourse [10]. However, in general, linguists do not deny the existence of Internet discourse but also
show great research interest in the study of global network communication. In the very term Internet discourse is
related to the Internet and the computer and this type of communication includes three sides: the user, the computer
and the Internet. Emphasizing the computer-mediated nature of Internet discourse, S. Herring defines it as texts,
implemented in an artificially created communicative space, involving distant interactive communication of virtual
communicants [8]. She believes that, despite the variety of terms, in general, these are identical concepts that repre-
sent communicative actions associated with the exchange of information and communication between people via a
computer and various means of communication [7].

It should be noted that the most appropriate is the term Internet discourse since the concept of the Internet con-
tains all the shades of meaning presented in other versions and is one of the most popular means of communication,
the Internet has a huge direct impact on modern language. D. Crystal describes the Internet discourse as a speech
situation (text) immersed in a communicative situation within the World Wide Web space [3].

Internet discourse is characterized by an unlimited number of participants, numerous topics for discussion and
options for argumentation. Networked discursive space manifests virtualized claims to significance and approval
and thus, it can build a platform for the public legitimation of Internet linguistics as a new direction in linguistics.

Modern linguistic schools widely study computer-mediated communications. However, currently, Internet dis-
course is a new area for linguistics and is still in the process of development. Some researchers express the opinion
that Internet linguistics has just recently appeared as a new area of linguistics supporting this evidence by such
factors as the identification of typological features at all levels of Internet communication (systemic; discursive;
conceptual, socio-linguistic, gender); changes in the terminological system supported by evidence of a conceptual
apparatus emerging in the Internet discourse; specifically designed types of communication, which are now subjects
of study of the Internet linguistics (Internet communication, virtual linguistic personality, virtual discourse, hyper-
text, etc.).

Nowadays, the main types of Internet linguistics studies can be distinguished depending on the following aspects:
determination of the linguistic status of the Internet language description according to the paradigm of language and
speech, text and discourse; functional and stylistic differentiation of Internet discourse, text classification accord-
ing to the degree of implementation of the language basic functions and distribution channel; Internet language
typology, range of genre-type classification, identification of the main types of texts (news, analytics. comment,
advertising, etc.); linguistic and stylistic features of the main types of Internet texts; extralinguistic components
of Internet discourse, such as production, distribution and perception of media texts, sociocultural and ideological
context, Internet speech interpretation, metamessage realization, culture-specific features; Internet language tech-
nologies influencing individual and mass consciousness (linguistic component of propaganda techniques, manipu-
lation, information policy and management, communications with the public, etc.); comparative studies of Internet
language in different countries [1; 3; 10; 11; 12].

The following reasons permit electronic communication to be considered as a functional variety of language: the
use of language variations is delimited by the spheres of communication, implemented through technical electronic
means and mediated by them; these language variations are used for implementations of specific communicative;
under the influence of these variations, a new system of multimedia genres and genre formats appears, which in turn,
led to the development of a new direction in conventional genres and virtual genre studies; the linguistic means of
a given functional variety of language have a certain set of easily distinguishable and formalized lexical and gram-
matical characteristics that form a single pragmatic complex [4].

It should be emphasized that changes rapidly take place in the language of the Internet at the vocabulary level,
rules for constructing statements and coherent text, genre and stylistic norms, the correlation between oral and writ-
ten speech patterns, communicative strategies and tactics. The most frequent changes are mixing speech strategies
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in all communicative Internet formats (blog, forum, chat, personal page, etc.); active use of computer slang, ele-
ments of which can also be found in general vocabulary; mixture of oral and written language forms; a high level of
dynamism, interactivity, inter- and hypertextuality is typical for all formats of Internet communication [8].

The analyses of the Internet texts indicate the wide application of such concepts as abbreviation since the typ-
ing speed of messages is important and for this reason, people began to use abbreviations with the same meaning.
All communities use borrowed words from other languages, most frequently from English, which is the basis of
the international computer language. Also, we can find a lot of borrowed words from the Japanese language, which
is caused by the influence of very popular Japanese animated movies. The Internet texts easily use neologisms or
invented new words. They might contain the author’s neologisms, created by a specific person and the words and
expressions, which origin is impossible to find out.

The main features of Internet linguistics comprise the following leading characteristics: language description
via the language-speech, text-discourse paradigm; possibilities of functional and stylistic discourse differentiation
and text classification according to the basic language functions; speech typology, range of genre text classification,
identification of the main text types; linguistic and stylistic features of the main types of texts; extralinguistic dis-
course components, such as production, distribution and perception of media texts; comparative study of language
discourse of different countries [5].

Thus, the status of Internet discourse as a separate type of discourse and a new form of communication is con-
firmed by the specific features determined by the functional environment, new linguistic forms and the dominant
role of the Internet in the life of modern society.

Conclusions. The existing linguistic studies and methodology for studying computer-mediated communication
discourse have been developed for a comparatively short period. However, some researchers express the opinion
that Internet linguistics has appeared as a new area of linguistic knowledge, as evidenced by several factors. Among
them could be mentioned typological features of different levels of identified Internet communication and the devel-
oping terminological system of Internet linguistics, which is possible nowadays due to the appearance of a discourse
exclusively for Internet communication.

However, it should be noted that attempts to describe and evaluate the impact of Internet discourse is not an easy
task, and this issue will have to be considered by the next generation of scientists.
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T'aspunenxo K. M., IIpuxoovko /I. C. Busnauennsn inmepnem-ouckypcy 6 cy4acHiil ninzeicmuyi

YV cmammi ananizyemocs cmpiMkuil po3gumox iHmepHem-JiiHe8ICMUKY, 30KpemMa CUHMAKCUCY, CEMAHMUKU, MOp@onoeii,
Memodig nepedaui, NCUXONTHIBICMUKYU, A MAKOJIC IHMepHem-KOMYyHIKayii AK H08020 muny inmeprem-ouckypcy. Cmamms
NPUCEAYEHA AHANIZY TTH2BICMUYHUX 0OCTIOHCEHb MEPMIHA «IHMEPHem-OUCKYPCY» A NpeoCcmagieHo pi3Hi nioxoou 00 MiymMayeHHs
Yb020 MepMIiHYy 8 JNHeGICMUYHIL ATMmepamypi, NPoAHANI308aHO O0eKi KOHCMUMYMUBHI O3HAKU THMEPHEeM-KOMYHIKaYii, AKi
niomeepoACyonsd 00IPYHMOBAHICMb BUOLLEHHS MUNIE OUCKYPCY.

Inmepnem-ninegicmuka 6azyemvcs Ha 00C8ii MPAOUYIUHOT TIH2GICMUKI MA MAE THMepecu 8 KiNbKoX cghepax 00Crioxcetb
8i0 3a2aNbHUX 00CNIONCEHb (DYHKYIOHYBAHHA MOBU IHMeEpHemy 00 COYIONIHEBICIUYHUX A NPASMAMUYHUX OO0CHIONHCEHD.
Inmepuem-ninegicmuyna mMepMIHONO2iA MAE YCMANeHy CUcmemy MepMiHie, WO CMaAlo KOSHIMUBHOIO OCHOB0I0 CMPIMKOZ0
PO3BUMKY  NOHAMIUHO20 —aNapamy IHMEPHEM-IIHeGICIMUKY, —GKIIOYAIOYU  [HMEPHem-KOMYHIKAYIo, IHmMepHem-OucKypc,
BIPMYANIbHY PEalbHICMb, 2inepmekcm ma ix.

Y ecmammi docnioxcytomoca pisHi acnekmu npomucmagients mexcmy ma OUCKypcy, NpeoCmagieti 8 YUCIEeHHUX HAYKOBUX
npaysx, i 6KA3YEMbCs HA NPUHYUNOBY DIHUYIO MIdC OUCKYPCOM | MeKCMOoM, THOUBIOYATbHO-0COOUCTICHUM piHeM 0ianozy,
Wo npu3eooums 0o npomucmagients ocooucmozo A inwum yuacnuxam. cniakysanns. Ocobnusy ysazy npuoiieHo nosSiICHeHHIO
cneyuiku inmepHem-0ucKypcy, oe ihmepHen OnUCyEMbCs IK KOMYHIKAYIUHA niamg@opma ma CKiaoHa coyiomexHiuna cucmema
Oe3 uimxux meoxrc.

Hazonowyemsbcs, wo no€OHanus OUCKypcy ma inmepremy 0036014€ CKAACMU NOHAMMSL iHmepHem-0UCKypCy AK 0CcoOIUB020
6UQY KOMYHIKayil, wjo 30ilICHIOEMbCS Yepe3 [HmepHem [ € KAHAIOM CRIIKY8AHH Ma OOMIHY iHOOPMAYIEIO MIJIC YUACHUKAMU
KOMYHIKQyii.iHmepHem-0ucKypc UKIUKAE 8eTUKUL OOCTIOHUYbKUL IHMepec, 30KpeMda KoMn T0mepHO-0nocepeoKo8anol npupoou
iHmMepHem-0UCKypcy, OCKINbKU THMEpHem MA€E 8enuye3Hull 06e3nocepeoHill 6Niue HA CYYACHI MOBU MdA XAPAKMEPU3yEMbCs
HeOOMEMNCEHOI0 KINbKICMIO VUACHUKIB, YUCTEHHUMU memMamMu ma apianmamu apeymenmayii. Y cmammi 0ocriodcyiomuvcs
NOHAMMSL IHMEPHEM-OUCKYPCY K HOB020 MUY OUCKYPCY Ma YopMU KOMYHIKAYIT y NOEOHAHHI 3 ()YHKYIOHATbHUM CepedosuLyeM,
HOBUMU MOSHUMU (YOPMAMU A OOMIHYIOUOIO PO IHMEPHeNty.

Kntouoei cnosa: inmeprem, inmepnem-iinegicmuka, inmepHem-0uckypc, iHmepHem-KOMyHIKayis, KOMyHIKayis, KOHmeKcn,
MOBHA 83AEMOOIS, TIH2BICMUKA, MOBNIEHHS, MEPMIH.
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T'oscenvnux 1. B.

®EHOMEH EMOIIMHOI'O IHTEJEKTY
B AIAJIBHOCTI MAMBY THBOI'O BUMTEJISI MY3UUHOTO MUCTEI[TBA

Y cmammi poskpumo nowamms, cymuicms ma 3HAUEHHS. eMOYIUHO20 THMENEKMY V PI3HUX chepax HcUummeisibHOCMi.
Ha cvo200miwmin 0env niosuwenis inmepecy 00 6UBYEHHs NUMAHHA (DEHOMEHY eMOYIlIHO20 IHmeneKn)y CHOCMepi2acmbCs He
Juute y ncuxonoeii, a i y ginocoii, 6isnect, meduyuni ma cpepax ynpasninus. Ocobaugy yeazy npuoiieHo SHA4eHHIO PeHOMeHy
eMOYINIHO20 THMeNeKmy came Y MY3UYHIU neoazociyi, GUSHAYEeHO NOHAMMSL, 3MICI Mma QYHKYIl eMoyilino2o iHmeleKmy Mai-
OYMHL020 GYUMENS. MY3UHHO20 MUCMEYMBA, d MAKONHC 0COOTUBOCII 11020 NPOABY, 3yMO6ILeHi cneyudikoio danoi npogeciinol
OIAIbHOCI; 8UCBIMIEHO (PeHOMEeH eMOYIIHO20 IHMeNeKmY MAuOyMHb020 UUMENs MY3UUHO20 MUCTHEYMEBA.

AxmyanvHicms 00CniONCeHHs 3YMOBNIEHA MeoPemUuyHUMY MIDKYBAHHAMY, W0 NOB A3AHI 3 BUIHAYEHHAM OCOOUCTNICHUX
81ACMUBOCIIEN, HA AKUX 2PYHMYEMbCS YCRIX HCUMMEQIATLHOCME MATIOYMHBO20 6YUMEN MYZUUHO20 MUCHIEYMEB.

Emoyivinuii inmenexm maubymmub020 uumens My3uiHo20 MUCMeYmsd po3eisoaemovCs K CIMpYKMypHUll (peHomeH, MeH-
MANbHI CKAAO08I K020 003601A10Mb PO3YMIMU C80I eMoyii i emoyil iHwux, ycgidommogamu ix ma ynpasiamu HUMU. Ananiz
HAYKOBUX 00CAIOdNCEHb NPOONeMU eMOYIUHO20 THMeNeKmy RiOMEepoNCye HeOOHO3HAUHICTIb MeOPEeMmUUHUX nioxodie 00 1020
oocniddcents. B cyuacnux ncuxonozo-nedazoziunux 00CHiONCeHHAX OCHOSHULL POKYC Y8azi OOCTIOHUKIE CHPIMOBAHULL HA PO3Y-
MIHHA CyMHOCMI Yb02O (heHOMENA, BUOKPEMTIEHHS 1020 CHIPYKMYPHUX KOMINOHEHMIG. 3HAYCHHS PO3BUHEHO20 eMOYiliHO20 iHme-
Jlekmy 8 OILIbHOCII GUUMeNs MYy3UKU SUSHAYAEMbCS WUPOKUM KOJIOM HMHCUE3AZHAYEHUX (DYHKYIU: e8pecmuyHa (Ni3HAHHA,
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