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CoBpemeHHble YMTaTe/IbCKUe NPaKTUKKU: 0630p OCHOBHbIX
nccnepo0BaHME Kak NoNbITKa KnaccuduKkaumm

AHHOTaumA. B cTaTbe paccMaTpPUBaKOTCH 0COBEHHOCTU YTEHMUA KaK O4HOTO M3 KaHa/I0B KOMMYHUKALUK

B COBpPeMeHHOM MHPOPMaLMOHHOM obluecTBe. OTMeYaeTcs, YTO B 3MOXY NOCTIPaMOTHOCTM, KOraa
TEKCTbl Ky/1bTYPbl 0O6pETalOT HOBbIE KaYecTBa, U3MEHWJICA XapaKTep YTEHUA: OHO CTan0, MOMUMO
KHUXHOro, aKPaHHbIM, MOBUNBHBIM U MyﬂbTVIMGp,MVIHbIM. Bo mHorom 3Tto npoun3owno NoTomy, 4YTo
U3MEeHU/CcA YynTaTenb. « HoBOro ymMTaTensa» oT/iM4yaeT, MOMUMO «OCHALLEHHOCTU», TAKOe KayecTBo, KaK
cybbeKkTHOCTb. OH cnocobeH camocToATe/IbHO ONPEAEIUTb TPAEKTOPUID COOCTBEHHOIO YTEHUA,
camooby4asncb UMPPOBOMY YTEHUIO, NPEOOPA30BLIBAET TPALNLMOHHbIE YNTATE/IbCKUE MPAKTUKM B HOBbIE
KOMMYHMKaTUBHble GOPMaTbl. ITO NOATBEPIKAAETCA U TEM, YTO NPAKTUKMN YTEHMA BO BCEM CBOEM
MHOroo6pasnn NosBAAIOTCA B 3HAYMTE/IbHOM KONMYECTBE B Noc/egHue ABa-TpU AecATuaeTuA.
PasymeeTca, fAaHHbIA GAKT HE MOMKET HbITb MPOMTHOPUPOBAH. Ha ocHoBe aHanM3a paboT OTevecTBEHHbIX
1 3apybexHbIX uccnenosateneit B 061acTn YteHMs, aBTopammn 060CHOBbIBAaeTCA HEOHXOANMOCTb
CUCTEMATU3ALMM YMTATENbCKMX NPAKTUK. MpeanpuHMMaEeTca NONbITKA KnaccudumumpoBaTtb

MX MO CAefyoWwMM OCHOBAHMAM: NMPaKTUKKN YTEHWUA C IKPAHA; NPAKTUKM GYHKLMOHANBHO
06YCN0BNEHHOIO YTEHUA; YNTATENbCKUE NPAKTUKKU, 0OYCNOBAEHHbIE CMOCOOOM «B3aMMOAENCTBUAN

C TEKCTOM, a Tak:Ke Gopmoli 6biToBaHMA/penpeseHTaLMm TEKCTA; «POKYCHbIE» YMTATENbCKME NPAKTUKM.
OueBUAHO, YTO B KaXK40M1 rpynne aBTopamu NpeacTaBieH AaNeKo He MOJHbIM CMMCOK COBPEMEHHbIX
NPaKTUK YTEHWA, HO AaKe OH BNOJIHE yoeauTebHO AeMOHCTPUPYET 06eCNOKOEHHOCTb CNELNaaNCToB,
3aHMMAOLWMXCA NPOBAEMAMM YTEHUSA, MPEKAE BCETO TEM, YTO U3MEHWU/ICA XapaKTep 0bLLeHMA ynTaTens
C KHUIOM: YXOAMUT YTEHME KNACcCUYECKOe — «4TeHue ans cebax», «uTeHne npo ceba» n «obeHne Yyepes
TEKCT ¢ cob0oi», a Ha CMeHY eMy NPUXOAUT «YTEHME ANA APYTUX», KYTEHUE NPO APYrnX» U «obleHne
yepes TekcT ¢ “apyrumun”» (M.10. l'yaoBa). B 3aKno4eHne oTMevaeTcs HeobXxo4MMOCTb AaNbHeNLWero
M3y4YeHMA N OCMbICIEHNA OCOBEHHOCTEM «HOBOFO YATATENA» U MPAKTUK ero YteHus. MpeanorkeHHas
aBTOpaMM KnaccupuKaLms chesaHa Ha OCHOBE aHan3a 60/1bLLIOro MaccMBa UCTOYHUKOB, KOTOPbIE BOLLJIM
B 6Mbnorpadmyeckunin Cnncok.
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Modern reading practices: Overview of the main studies as an attempt
at classification
Abstract. The article discusses the features of reading as one of the communication channels

in the modern information society. It is noted thatin the post-literacy era, when cultural texts acquire
new qualities, the nature of reading has changed: it has become, in addition to the book one, screen,



mobile and multimedia. In many ways, this happened because the reader has changed. The “new”
reader is distinguished, in addition to “equipment”, by such quality as subjectivity. One is able

to independently determine the trajectory of their own reading; learning digital reading on their own,
the reader transforms traditional reading practices into new communicative formats. This is also
confirmed by the fact that reading practices in all their diversity have appeared in significant numbers
during the last two or three decades. Of course, this fact cannot be ignored. Based on the analysis

of the works of domestic and foreign researchers in the field of reading, the authors substantiate

the need for systematization of reading practices. An attempt is made to classify them on the following
grounds: screen-reading practices; functionally conditioned reading practices; reading practices
conditioned by way of “interaction” with the text, as well as the form of existence/representation

of the text; “focus” reading practices. It is obvious that the authors present a far from complete list

of modern reading practices in each group. However, even it quite convincingly demonstrates

the concern of specialists dealing with reading problems. First of all, that the nature of the reader’s
communication with the book has changed: classical reading — “reading for oneself”, “reading about
oneself” and “communication through the text with oneself” is leaving, and it is replaced by “reading for
others”, “reading about others” and “communication through the text with ‘others’” (M.Y. Gudova).

In conclusion, the need for further study and understanding of the features of the new reader and

the practices of their reading is noted. The classification proposed by the authors is based on the analysis
of a large array of sources that are included in the list of references.
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