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Meta. Mera HayKoBOI pO3BiIKM — IpOAHai3yBaTH MOBJICHHEBY TTOBEAIHKY YYaCHHKIB iHTepaKuii B iHTepHET-0J1031 Ta BUSIBHTH
3aco0u akTyastizalii iHAUBiAyalbHO-0COOUCTICHOTO MOAYJIS TO3ULIIOBAaHHS Y TIIOOANBHIN Mepexi.

Metoau. MarepianoM Ui HAaIOTO JOCIHIIKEHHS MOCITYTYBaIX (PparMeHTH iHTEPHET-TIOBIJOMIICHb, BIUIYYCHI 3 IMOIYISIPHOTO
QHITIOMOBHOTO aBTOPCBKOTO Onory “In Pursuit of Happiness” («Y HOIIYKy MAcTs»), aBTOPKOIO SIKOTO € aMEPHKAHChKa MHChMEHHUIIS
Ta cmikepka kordepenii TED (Bin aurn. Technology, Entertainment, Design — Texnomnorii, Po3saru, [lu3aiid, KOHpEpeHIis, MpUcBsue-
Ha «iesiM BapTuM nomnpeHHs») bpit Peiintc. [Ipencrasiena mparsd IpyHTYETbCS HA METONOIOTIYHUX 3acaaX KOMYHIKaTHBHO-isIb-
HICHOTO MiIXOAY IO MOBH i MOBJICHHS, KU aKTHBHO PO3BUBAETHCS Y JIHTBICTUIII OCTaHHIX POKiB. 3aCTOCOBaHI METOIM JWCKYpC-
aHaJi3y, KOHBEPCAI[IHHOTO Ta JIHIBOCTIJIICTUYHOTO aHAJIi3y Jajli 3MOTY BHSBUTH Ta OIUCATH iHIWBIAyaTbHO-OCOOUCTICHI acHeKTH
Cy0’€KTHOTO MO3HUI[IFOBAHHS B AUCKYPCi HEPCOHAIILHOTO iHTEPHET-0JIOTY.

Pe3ysabraTH. Y cTarTi y3araJpHEHO JaHI Cy4acHUX HAyKOBHX PO3BIJOK IIOZO TPAaKTyBaHHS (peHOMEHY MO3UILIIOBAHHS Ta BU3HA-
YEeHO MOHATTS «CTAHC». YCTAHOBIJIECHO, IO MO3HIIS Cy0’€KTa IUCKYPCUBHOI isTTBHOCTI 0a3y€eThCs Ha O3HAKaX y4acHUKA JUCKYPCY SIK
0COOHUCTOCTI, Horo / 1i IHAMBIAyaNbHUX XapaKTEPUCTHKAX, OCOONCTUX IEPEeKOHAHHSX, YIIOAO0AHHIX, CY/PKEHHIX Ta OLIHKaX MOJii
HABKOJIMINIHBOT TIHCHOCTI. TaKuM YMHOM, JOCHIKEHHS 3aCBITUYE, 1110 CTAHC — 1€ SABHIIE MyOsiuHe, IKe Ma€ IBa OCHOBHHUX B3a€EMO3a-
JIeKH1 1 B3a€MONIOB’ s13aH1 MOIyi: 1) iHAMBIAYaIbHO-0COOUCTICHUMN, B IKOMY IPOSIBIISIFOTBCS OCOOUCTICHI XapaKTEepUCTUKHU CyO’ €KTIB
IVICKYPCHBHOI AisITBHOCTI, a came (i3uyHi 1aHi, 0COOIMBOCTI CBITOCTIPHIHHATTS Ta MUCIICHHS, crieln(idHi MOTpeOH Ta iHTepEeCH, TyX0-
BHI Ta MOPaJIbHO-BOJIbOBI SIKOCTI Ta 2) iHTepaKkIiftHUH, IKUif 3a0e3nedye opraHiuHy B3aeMOIII0 apecaHTa i agpecara, CHHXPOHI3yI0uN
TXHI MOBHI KapTHUHU CBITY JUIsl CHIPHUHHATTS Ta iHTeprpeTanii Mo3uIii OUH OJHOTO.

BucHOBKH. Y CTaTTi IPOCTEKEHO CTIHKI KOpeJALii MiXK 1HAUBILyaaIbHO-0COOUCTICHUMHU XapaKTEPUCTHUKAMHU MOBIIS / aBTOPA MUCh-
MOBOTO TIOBIIOMJICHHS Ta HOTO / ii IO3UIISIMHU Y JUCKYPCl aHIIIOMOBHOTO iHTepHET-010ry. Ha 0CHOBI aHaITi3y MOBIEHHEBOT OBEAIHKU
y4JacHHKIB KOMYHIKaTHBHOI B3aeMOIil y 61orocgepi BHOKPEMIICHO JIEKCHKO-CTHITICTHYHI PECypcH aKTHBI3aIlil 0COOMCTICHOTO MOy
TIO3HUIIIOBaHHS B MEPEXi IHTEpHET.

Ku1rouoBi ciioBa: mo3uiist cy0’ekTa IUCKYPCUBHOI TisUIBHOCTI, CTaHC, 0COOHUCTICTb, Cy0’ €KT AUCKYPCHUBHOI MisSIBHOCTI, 0cOOUC-
TICHHI MOZYITb TIO3UIIIFOBaHHSL.
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Purpose. The purpose of the research is to analyze the speech behaviour of the participants of interaction in the Internet blog and to
single out different lexical and stylistic resources of the personal positioning module realization in the global network.

Methods. The material of the study is based on the written online messages taken from the personal blog “In Pursuit of Happiness”
of the popular American writer and TED conference (a conference devoted to spreading ideas connected with technology, entertainment,
and design) speaker Britt Reints. The presented article is grounded in the methodological principles of the communicative and user-
based approaches to language and speech, which have been actively developing in linguistics in recent years. The applied methods
of discourse analysis, conversational analysis, linguistic, and stylistic analysis revealed personal aspects of subjective positioning in
the discourse of a personal Internet blog.

Results. The article summarizes the data of modern scientific research on the interpretation of the stancetaking phenomenon and defines
the stance concept. Ithas been established that stances are based on the personal characteristics of a discourse participant, his/ her individual traits,
beliefs, preferences, judgments and assessments of the events of the actual reality. Thus, the study proves that stance is a social phenomenon,
which embraces two main interdependent and interrelated modules: personal and interactional. The first one (personal) manifests individual
characteristics of the subjects of discursive activity, such as physical features, personal mindsets, cognition, specific needs and interests,
spiritual and moral-volitional qualities; the second one (interactional) provides the coherent cooperation between the sender of the message
and its recipient, synchronizing their linguistic world view with the aim of the correct perception and interpretation of each other's stances.

Conclusions. The article traces stable correlations between the individual and personal characteristics of the speaker / author
of the written message and his / her positions in the discourse of the English Internet blog. Different lexical and stylistic resources
activating the personal module of stancetaking in the global network have been singled out on the basis of the analysis of the speech
behavior of the participants of communication in the blogosphere.

Key words: position of the subject of discursive activity, stance, personality, subject of discursive activity, personal module
of stancetaking.

123



«lIliedennuil apxise» (pinonoziuni HayxKu)
wSouth Archive” (Philological Sciences)

1. Beryn

3araixbpHOIO TEHACHITIEI0 CyJacHOTO JTIHTBICTHYHOTO Mi3HAHHS € PyX Big cepu CHCTEMH JI0 IEHTPY BCiX CHCTEM — JI0
monunu (Typaesa, 1994). JlronuHa — icToTa CoIliaibHa, sSiKa He MOJKe HE KOMYHIKYBAaTH, a/I)Ke KOMYHIKAIlisl — [1¢ HEyCyBHa
yMoBa ii CBIZIOMOCTI, Mi3HaHHS, CYCIIIJIBHOTO OyTTS 3arajiom, i, BIANOBITHO, OCOOMCTICTh HE MOXKE iICHYBaTH 11032 KOMY-
HiKalli€l0; CYTHICTb JIFOIMHY 3HAYHOIO MipOIO BHUSBIISIETHCS y CIUIKYyBaHHI 3 moaiOHnMu cobi. Came B KOMyHiKallii BOHa
MIOCTAE K MPOIYKT 1 PE3yNbTaT CIUIKYBaHHS 3 iHIIMMH JIIOIBMH, TOOTO sIK iHTepcyO’exTHE yTBOopeHHs (banesny, 2011:
9). TakuM YHHOM, JIFOIMHA YEepe3 YyIACTh Y PI3HOMAHITHHX AMCKYPCHBHHMX IPAKTHKaX MEPETBOPIOETHCS HA CyO €KTa,
SIKMH, BCTYTIAl0YH B KOMYHIKaTHBHY B3a€MO/Ii0, BUPa)Ka€ CBOI 3HAHHS Ta €MOIii CTOCOBHO NMPEAMETY MOBJICHHS Ta IHIIUX
Cy0’€eKTiB, a OTKe MO3UIIIoE cebe, 3aII0I0YH PU LIOMY IUPOKUI CIIEKTP COLIOKYIBTYPHHUX 3HaHb, CIIJIBHUX JUIS Oara-
ThOX HOCITB MoBH (Jaworski and Thurlow, 2009).

BuBuenHs geHomeHy mnosuiitoBaHHs HaOyBae nenani OLTBIIOT MOMYNSPHOCTI sIK cepex BiTum3HAHUX (Mopo3oaa,
2011; Ymuna, 2015; Yomaa 2016), Tak i 3apyoixaux (Du Bois, 2007; Jaffe, 2009; Kiesling, 2009; Hyland 2012) y4e-
HuX. CPOTOHI aKTUBHO IOCIIIKYIOTh 3MICT TTOHATTS «IO3HIISA Cy0’€KTa IUCKYPCUBHOI MisutbHOCT» (Mopo3osa, 2011;
Ymuna, 2016; Du Bois, 2007; Kiesling, 2009), #oro pizaoBuau (Ymuna, 2015; Du Bois, 2007; Karkkéinen, 2003),
iHTepakuiitny npupony nosuuitoBanns (Kirkkiinen, 2003; Kiesling, 2009), comianbhi (Jaffe, 2009) Ta coiiokorHiTHBHI
(Yuna, 2015; Yimunaa, 2016) aciekTu CTaHCYy Ta iH. Y BHUINE3raJlaHuX HAyKOBHX PO3BIAKAX MUHAMIKA MO3HIIIFOBAHHS
cy0’eKTa AUCKYPCUBHOI AisUTBHOCTI PO3IISIHYTa HayKOBILSIMH, B OCHOBHOMY, Ha OCHOBI CHTYyalill peanbHOi KOMyHIKaIlil.
Hamre nocmiypkeHHst cripsMoBaHe Ha BUBYCHHS! OCOOMCTICHHX aclieKTiB CTAaHCY Y BipTyaJIbHOMY CBiTi, 1110, Oe31epedHo,
CBIIYHTH NTPO HOTO aKTyaNbHICTh Ta HOBU3HY, KE MOBCSIKYACHE BUKOPHUCTAHHS IHTEPHET TEXHOJIOTIH Ta Oe3nepepBHAI
JOCTYTI A0 iH(OpMaIlii cTainy HeBix €MHOIO YaCTHHOIO KHUTTS CYy4acHOI JIFOAWHU.

Mema cmammi — npoaHaizyBaTé MOBJICHHEBY MOBEIIHKY YUaCHHUKIB iHTepaKiii y Onorocgepi Ta BUSIBUTH 1HIUBITY-
QJIHO-0COOMCTICHI 0COOIMBOCTI O3UIIIFOBaHHS Y TIIOOANIBHINA MEpexi.

JlocsiTHEHHS! TTOCTaBJIEHOT METH MOXJIMBE 32 YMOBH BHPILICHHS HACTYITHHUX 3A60aHb. Y3aralbHUTH JaHI Cy4acHHX
TYMaHITapHHX CTYHiH 00 TPaKTyBaHHS (peHOMEHY MO3HUIIIOBAHHS, aTH BU3HAUYCHHS IOHSATTS «CTAHC», IPOCTEKUTH
BIUIMB iHIMBITyalbHUX SKOCTEH Cy0’ €KTa TUCKYPCHBHOI NisUTPHOCTI Ha JUHAMIKY MO3HIIIOBAHHS Y JUCKYPCi aHIJIOMOB-
HOTO {HTEPHET-OIOTY Ta BUSBUTH OCHOBHI JIEKCHKO-CTIIIICTHYHI MapKepH 0COOMCTICHOTO MOIYJIS ITO3UIIIFOBAHHS.

[pexacTaBneHe NOCHIIPKEHHS! IPYHTYETHCS HA METOMOJIOTIUYHHMX 3acajiaX KOMYHIKaTHBHO-IISUIbHICHOTO TiJIXOAYy A0
MOBH i MOBJICHHSI, SIKMI aKTHBHO PO3BHBAETHCS y JIIHTBICTHILI OCTaHHIX pokiB (Mopo3soga, 2008; [Tmennunux, 2010).
3acTocoBaHi Memoeou TUCKypc-aHali3y, KOHBEpCAIIIfHOTO Ta JIIHTBOCTIIIICTUYHOTO aHaJIi3y Jajli 3MOT'y BUSIBUTH Ta OIH-
caTyl IHANBIAyaJIbHO-0COONCTICHI aCIeKTH Cy0’ €KTHOTO MO3HIIIIOBAHHS B AUCKYPCI IIEPCOHAIBHOTO IHTEPHET-0JI0TY.

2. TpakTyBaHHS MOHATTS «IO3HIisA Cy0’€KTa TUCKYPCHBHOI AislILHOCT)

[Ipobnema cy6’€KTHOTO TO3HUITIIOBAaHHS Ha0yBae 0COOMMBOI aKTyalbHOCTI cboromHi, B XXI cTomiTTi, 9aci miobaiza-
LIHKX MPOIIECIB Ta TEXHOJIOTTYHUX TpaHc(OpMaIlii, e CBIT NepeNOBHEHUI CUMYJISIKpaMH, a BipTyalibHa PeajIbHICTh BCe
OJIFDKYe 710 MPOIeCy MOTMHEHHS peanbHol. CydacHe CyCHiIbCTBO MIHJIMBE 1 HeCTaOlIbHE, BOHO MOCTIHHO 3MIHIOETHCS,
a pa3oM 3 HUM 3MIHIO€THCS 1 JIIOIMHA — aKTUBHUH Cy0’€KT TBOPEHHS JIHCHOCTI, SIKUH Y TIpoIieci KOMyHIKaTHBHOI B3a€MO-
Jii mparxe He IPOCTO MPO3BYYaTH y MOJi(OHIT roI0CciB HABKOJIMIITHBOTO CBITY, a 1 Oy TH MOYyTHM, TOOTO BUILIATHCS Cepex
IHIINX, aKIIEHTYBaTH yBary Ha CBOIi 0COOMCTOCTI Ta BIACHUX IMO3MILISAX 100 IIEBHUX MUTAHb.

[NoniaciekTHUI (heHOMEH MO3WIIIOBaHHS HE € HOBHM Y JIHTBICTHIN. Biam3pkumu fiomy 3a 3HAYEHHSIM € TEpPMiHU
«momanbHicThy (modality) (Hyland, 2012), «ominka» (evaluation) (Hunston and Thompson, 2000), «eBiaeHIIHHICTHY
(evidentiality) (Biber and Finegan, 1989), sixi yxe naBHO niepe0yBatoTh y (oKyci yBaru HayKoBLIB. Y BITYM3HSHHX JOCIIi-
JDKEHHSIX Y)KUBAIOTBCS TaKi €KBIBAJICHTHU MOHSTTS «CTAHCY, SIK «TOYKa 30py», «Moayc» (3eneHnukoB, 1997), «Monaib-
Hictb» (Bunorpanos, 1975), «nosumis» (Mopo3sosa, 2011) Tomo. ¥ Hamriif po3Bigii MM HaJaeMO IIepeBary TEpMiHy
«TO3UIIis cy0’€KTa MUCKYPCUBHOI MisSUTBHOCTI» a00 «cy0’exTHA mo3umis» (ctaHc) (Yirura, 2015; Yomaa 2016), ockinb-
KM HOTO 3MICT OXOIUTIOE BCi BHUIIENEPEPaxoBaHi MOHATTA. TaKUM YHHOM, HO3HIIII0 Cy0’ €KTa OUCKYPCHBHOI HisTBHOCTI
TPaKTYEMO K JUCKYypPCHBHE BHPa)KEHHsI aBTOPOM YCHOTO BHCJIOBIIEHHS 200 MHCHMOBOIO TBOPY BJIACHUX NEPEKOHAHb,
CYIDKEHb, €MOLiH, MOYYTTIB Ta OIL[IHOK HE JIMIIIE CTOCOBHO MPEAMETY CIUIKYBaHHS, a if CTOCOBHO IHIIMX Y4aCHHUKIB MOB-
neHHeBoi B3aemoii (Ymuua 2016; Du Bois, 2007; Jaffe, 2009; Kiesling, 2009).

Hocnimanmst crienm¢iky TO3UIIIOBATEHUX MPAKTHK y AUCKYpCi pU3KMKy YimHa B. A., mpoaHaii3yBaBIIHM CIIOBHHKOBI
nediHimil JTeKCHYHOT OUHUII CTaHC, PO3IIAAAE IIe MTOHATTS SK TaKe, [0 OXOILTIOE SIK COIialIbHI acleKTH OyTTs Ccy0’€KTa
(cycminpHa TyMKa, CBITOIIIS, TIEPEKOHAHHS ), TaK 1 10r0 0COOHCTICHI XapaKTepUCTHKH (€MOIIii, CTAaBIICHHS, OI[IHKH) Ta JOXO-
JIMTh JI0 BUCHOBKY, 1110 yroA00aHHsl, BipyBaHHs Ta NONISIM OCOOMCTOCTI NMEPETBOPIOIOTHCS Ha COIalbHO-3HAYYIIY TO3H-
LIi¥0 — CTAHC JIMIIIC TOJi, KOJIM PO HUX Ji3HAIOTHCS iHIII. JIOTOKH 1151 O3HUILisl BiJIOMA JIMIIIE CaMOMYy Cy0’ €KTY, BOHA 3aJIHIIIa-
€TBCS OTO CY0’ €EKTHBHOIO TOYKOIO 30Dy, a He cTaHcoM (YimHa, 2015: 61). Takum 4MHOM, CTaHC — I1€ sIBUILE MyOIIivHe, SKe
Mae 71Ba OCHOBHHX B3a€MO3AJIEXKHI 1 IUKIIIYHO OpraHi30BaHi MO MMO3KIIIOHYBaHHS: 1) iHIUBITyaIbHO-0COOMCTICHUH, 110
0a3yeThcsl HAa O3HAKaX yYacHUKA TUCKYPCY SK OCOOMCTOCTI: IO BiH / BOHA pOOHUTH (JOXOIUTH BUCHOBKIB, 3aJIy9a€ThCS 10
CIIJIKYBaHHS TOIIIO) SIK OKPEMIH WISH IMIEBHOI COIIATFHO] 1 KYJIBTYPHOI TPYIIH Ta SIK yYaCHHUK IPOIIECY KOHCTPYIOBAHHS COIIi-
QJILHOTO 3HAYEHHS Ta 2) IHTePaKIIMHIHN, iK1 3a0e311edye OpraHiuHy B3aEMOJIII0 a/ipecanTa i aapecara, CHHXPOHI3YIOUH TX
MOBHI KapTWUHH CBITY JJIsI CIIPUIHATTS Ta iHTeprpeTanii no3uii onquH oguoro (Ymuna, 2015: 59).

3. OcoGucTicHuii MOTYJIb NO3NIIIOBAHHSA

VY ¢okyci Hamoi yBaru nepedyBae came iHANBITyaTIbHO-0COOMCTICHHUIN acTIeKT CTAHCY, B SIKOMY IPOSIBIISIIOTHCSI 0CO-
OWCTICHI XapaKTepPHCTUKU CyO’ €KTIB MUCKYPCHBHOI HisTBHOCTI, a caMe (Di3W4Hi JaHi, OCOOMUBOCTI CBITOCTIPHIHATTS
Ta MHUCJICHHS, CTIeliu}ivHI TOTpedn Ta iHTepecH, TyXOBHI Ta MOPaJILHO-BOIBOBI AKOCTI. TakuM 4rHOM, JIIOMUHA, 5K iCTO-
Ta coIliajibHa, B MPOICCI MO3MIIIFOBAHHS BUCBITIIOE HE JIMIIEC CBOI MOTIAAM, 3HAHHS Ta OI[IHKK HamaHOi iH(opmartii,
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a i pa3oM 3 TUM IIyKae CyCHiJbHOTO BH3HAHHS BIIACHOI MEPCOHM, 1[0 MOXJIMBE JIMIIE 32 YMOBH B3a€MOIi 3 IHIIMMHU
Cy0’€KTaMH JUCKYPCUBHOI AiSUTHHOCTI.

Po3missHeMO HACTYNHHUE MPUKIAA, B3ATHH 13 aHIJIOMOBHOTO MepcoHanbHOro Omory “In Pursuit of Happiness”
(«Y morryky miactsi») (Blog), aBTOpkoro SKOTO € MOMyJIsipHAa aMEpUKaHChKa MUCHMEHHHUIS Ta crikepka koHbpeperii TED
(Bim aur. Technology, Entertainment, Design — Texuonorii, Po3saru, [lu3aiin, koH(QEPEHIIis, MIPUCBAUCHA «iIEIM BAPTUM
nouMpenHsi») bpirt Peiinrc.

(1) When [ read the news about the U.S. House of Representatives voting to freeze funding for Planned Parenthood
I had a visceral, personal, physical response. I felt like I'd been punched in the gut. I was shocked. I was mad. I was so,
so sad. The message I received instinctively was that, as a woman, my health was unimportant. I dont matter. It sounds
stupid, it sounds grandiose. ... And what do you think, my dear friends? (Blog)

VY 3anponoHoBaHoMy (parMeHTi OJorepka PO3MOBiAae i II00aIbHOI aymUTOPIl CBOIX YATAYIB MPO MPOOIEMY, 1110
BUHHKJIA uepe3 NpunuHeHHs (iHancyBanHs LIeHTpy mianyBaHHs ciM’i. AKTyai3allisi HEraTUBHOTO CTABJICHHS aBTOPKU
JI0 TAaKOTO CTaHy pedei, a BiATaK 1 0COOMCTICHOTO MOYJIsl O3UIIIFOBaHHS BiOYBa€THCS 3a IOMIOMOTOIO PSAY JIEKCHKO-
CTUJIICTUYHHUX 3ac001B, a came:

1) 3aiimennuka | ocoou oguubu «I» (s1), AKHUi BKa3ye Ha Oa)kaHHS aBTOPa aKIICHTYBaTH yBary Ha CBOIM IIEPCOHI Ta Ha
BJIaCHHX a()eKTHBHO-OI[IHHUX MO3MLIAX 100 HaAaHoi iH(opmarii. Jlo Toro x, Take Hallle TPAKTYBaHHS 3HAXOJHUTh CBOE
MiATBEpIKEeHHS y Tipatli «Advances in Identity Theory and Researchy, ne 1. Bepk cTBepmKye, 1110 «Oyab-IKe 0COOHCTE
BHUCIIOBJICHHSI Hala€ iH(OpMAIIiIo PO 0COOUCTICTh MOBIIS, @ OCOOJIHMBO Ti KOMYHIKaTHBHI ()parMEeHTH, y SIKMX POJIb ITijl-
MeTa Bimirpae 3aiiMeHHuK «s1» (Burke et al., 2003);

2) 3arajJbHOTO IMEHHHKA «a womany» (KiHKa), SKHi eKCIUTIIUTHO MapKy€e TeHICPHY MIPUHAICKHICTE O0repa;

3) cTunicTHYHUX TpuiioMiB nopiBusHHS «[ felt like I'd been punched in the gut» (MeHi 3man0Cs HION MEHE BIAPUIH
B JKUBIT), Tpanartiii «I was shocked. I was mad. I was so, so sad» (s Oyna mokoBaHa, 51 OyJia po3JIroucHa, s 0yIia Iyxe-mayxKe
CyMHa) Ta aHTUTe3U «It sounds stupid, it sounds grandiose» (11e 30a€ThCSI OOKEBUTLHIM, 1€ 3MAETHCS TPAHII03HIM), SIKI
MIICUITIOIOTh CMHUCIIOBE Ta €MOIIIHO-EKCIIPECUBHE 3HAUSHHSI BUCJIOBJICHHS, a BIITaK CIIyTYIOTh MapKepaMu eMOIiiHO-
€BaJIFOATHBHOTO CTAHCY MOBIIS.

Kpim 3a3HaYeHUX BUIIE JEKCUKO-CTHIICTUYHHX 3aC00iB, SIKi PENPE3eHTYIOTh 0COOUCTICHI aCTIeKTH CIIPUUHATTS OJI0-
repoM TOBIIOMJICHHSI TIPO PIllIEHHS YPSJOBIIB 3aMOPO3UTH (piHAHCYBaHHS IIEHTPY, aBTOP BIAETHCS JI0 MPUAOMY 3aiTy-
YEeHHsI YhTaya 70 TUCKYCii, BAKOPHCTOBYIOUHM 3BEPTaHHS JI0 NOTEHIIHHOrO criBpo3MoBHUKA: «And what do you think,
my dear friends?» (A 110 BU Ipo Iie AyMaeTe, MOI J1k001 apy3i?), 110 CBIAYNTH PO B3a€EMO3AJICIKHICT Ta HEPO3PUBHUI
3B'30K MXK 000Ma MOJYJISIMH MO3UIIFOBaHHs (IHTEPaKI[IITHUM Ta 1HIUBIIyalbHO-0COOUCTICHUM), aJKe OCOOUCTI TOUKU
30py 44 IEPEKOHAHHS HaOyBalOTh COLIOKYJIBTYPHOI Bark Ta MEepPeTBOPIOIOTHCS HA CTAHCH JIMIIE TO/, KOJIH CTal0Th B1IO-
MHUMH ITUPOKOMY 3araity, TOOTO y Impoleci Mi>KOCOOUCTICHOT B3aEMOJIIT.

4. BucHOBKM

OTKe, TOXOAMMO BXJIMBOTO JJIsl HAIIOT PO3BIZAKH BHCHOBKY, III0 CTAHC — 1€ JUHAMIYHE CUTYaTHBHO-3aJIe)KHE JIHC-
KypCHE YTBOPCHHS, y SIKOMY BHUIUISIOTHCS 1HIHMBITyaJIbHO-OCOOMCTICHUI Ta MI>KOCOOHMCTICHHUII paKypcH, L0 aKTyai-
3YHOTHCSI IISIXOM BUKOPUCTAHHSI BiJIIOBIIHMX CTAHCOBHPAXKAJIBHUX Ta CTAHCOKOHCTPYIOBAILHMX MOBHO-CEMIOTHYHHUX
pecypciB. [IpoBenenuii aHasi3 MOBIEHHEBOI MOBEAIHKY aBTOPA IIEPCOHAIBHOTO OJIOTY 3aCBiUUB, IO Y CY0’ €KTHHUX MO3H-
LisIX BIIOOPAKEHO Tl YHIKaIbHI SKOCTI, SIKi IEPETBOPIOIOTH JIFOMUHY 3 010JI0TTYHOT ICTOTH HA ICTOTY COLialibHy — 0COOHC-
TICTP 3 ii HEMOBTOPHUM BHYTPILIIHIM CBITOM, EMOIIsIMU, 3HAHHSIMH Ta NepekoHaHHsMu. [lo3uiiroroun cede Ha TepeHax
BIpPTYaJIbHOTO CBITY JIOMHA, SIK CY0’€KT AUCKYPCUBHOI ISUILHOCTI, IIyKa€e CyCIILHOTO BU3HAHHS BIACHOI 0COOMCTOCTI
Ta BaArOMOCTI BJIACHOTO TOJIOCY y MPOIIecax TBOPEHHS HABKOJIHUIIHBOT IIHCHOCTI.

Binrak craHc crae Ti€ro 00’€IHYBAIBHOIO JTAHKOO, SIKa YMOXKIIHBITIOE 3MIHCHEHHS aHali3y AUCKYPCHBHHX MPOIIECIB
y Jiana3oHi BiJ| MparMaTuKy iHAMBIAYalbHOT KOTHIIIT 10 TParMaTHKy COLiajabHOT KOMYHIKaIlil.
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