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1. HACHHOPT ®OHJA OHEHOYHBIX CPEACTB

0 AUCUHUIUINHE «MHOCTpaHHBIH SA3bIK: MPOQEeCcCHOHAIbHAS TEPMUHOJIOTHS M OCHOBBI IIEPEBO/IA
Hay4HBIX TEKCTOB»

Tabmuna 1 - [lepeuens komneTeHUUH, GOPMUPYEMBIX B MPOIIECCE OCBOCHUS JUCHUTUIUHBI

Kon
Komneren HaumeHoBaHue pe3yJibTaTa 00y4eHus!
1001
YK-4 Cnoco0OeH npuMeHSTh COBPEMEHHbIE KOMMYHUKATUBHbIE TEXHOJIOTHH, B TOM
YKCJIe HA MHOCTPAaHHOM(BIX ) A3bIKe(ax), A1 aKaJeMHUYECKOT0 1
po(heCcCHOHATTLHOTO B3aUMOICHCTBUS
YK-5 Crnioco0eH aHamM3UPOBATh U YYUTHIBATh pa3HOOOpa3ue KyIbTYp B IIPOLEcCce
MEXKYJIbTYPHOTO B3aUMOICHCTBUS
OIIK-1 CnocoGeH 000CHOBaHHO OTOMPATh U UCIIOJIb30BATh COBPEMEHHBIE
MH(}OPMaIMOHHO-KOMMYHUKAIIMOHHBIE TEXHOJIOTUH IS PEIICHUS
npohecCuOoHANBHBIX 3a7a4

KoneuHbIMU pe3ynbTaTaMu OCBOSHUS AUCLUILIMHBI SBISIOTCS CHOPMUPOBAHHBIE
KOTHUTUBHBIE JICCKPUIITOPHI «3HATHY, KYMEThY, «BJIAJIETh», PACTIMCAHHBIC 110 OT/ICIbHBIM
KoMmreTeHIHsIM. DopMUpOBaHUE AECKPUIITOPOB MPOUCXOANUT B TEUEHHUE BCETO CEMECTpa
10 3TAraM B paMKaxX KOHTaKTHON paOOThl, BKIIFOYAIOIIECH pa3IMuHbIe BUJIbI 3aHATUN U
CaMOCTOSITENIbHOM pabOThI, C MPUMEHEHUEM PA3IUYHBIX (OPM B METOI0B OOyUCHUSI.



2. IEPEYEHb OLIEHOYHbIX CPEJICTB'

Ta0mura 2
Ne | HaumenoBanue XapakTepHucTUKa OLIEHOYHOI'O CPEACTBA [Ipencrasnenue ouenounoro cpeacrsa B @OC
OLIEHOYHOT'O
cpeacTsa
1 | Ycraslii onpoc CpencTBo KOHTpOJISL YCBOGHUS y4eOHOT0 MaTepuaia TeMBbI, pa3zeiia Win pa3ienoB | Bompocs mo TemMam/pasienam AUCHUILINHBI
JUCLUIUIMHBL, OPraHU30BaHHOE B BHUJE COOeceOBaHUS IpernojaBaTels C
oOyyaromumucs. L{enbro oIeHOYHOT0 CPeICTBA SBIISCTCS MMOYYSHHE OT YUaIIUXCs
OTBETOB Ha 3apaHee c(hOPMYJIHPOBAHHBIE BOIIPOCHI.
ITpoexT (noknan, [TpoxykT camocTosTeNbHOW pabOTHl CTyIEHTa, MpPeICTaBIsAOUMA co0oil | Bompocs! o TemMam/pasenamM TUCIUTUINHBI
2 | coobuienmue, nyOoJIMYHOE BBICTYIUIGHHE [0 TPEACTABICHUIO MOJYYEHHBIX pe3yJIbTaToB
TIpe3eHTaIys) pelIeHUs OIpeNeIeHHON Y4eOHO-IIPAaKTUYECKON TEMBI.
IIpesenTanys CONpoBOKAACTCA AEMOHCTPALMEH CIIaliI0B HA DKPAHE.
3 | Pemenue 3ajaun ¥ 3aJaHUs] TBOPUYECKOTO YPOBH:I, IIO3BOJISIONINE OLIEHUBATD U KoMmIuiekT pa3HOYpOBHEBBIX 3aay (3a1aHH)
Pa3HOYPOBHEBBIX JIMarHOCTHUPOBATh YMEHUS, UHTEIPHUPOBATh 3HAHUS Pa3INYHBIX 00nacTei,
3a1a4 (3a1aHui) apryMEHTHPOBATh COOCTBEHHYIO TOUKY 3PEHHSL.
4 | Tecr CpencTBo, Mo3BoJIsIOIIEE OLCHUTh YPOBEHb 3HaHUI 0OyuaroIierocs myreM Beioopa uM | TecToBble 3a1aHus

OJHOI'0O U3 HECKOJIbKUX BAPUAHTOB OTBETOB Ha MOCTaBJICHHBIN BOIIPOC. Bo3moxxHO
HCIIOJIb30BAHUC TCCTOBBIX BOIIPOCOB, MPEAYCMATPUBAIOIIINX BBOJ O6y’-laI-OHII/IMCH
KOPOTKOI'oO 1 OTHO3HAYHOI'0 OTBCTA HA IOCTaBJICHHBIN BOIPOC.

3. ONIUCAHUE MOKA3ATEJIEA U KPUTEPUEB OLIEHUBAHUA KOMIIETEHIU

OueHuBaHue pe3ynbTaToB OOYyYEHHUS MO JUCHUIUIMHE «MHOCTpaHHBIN S3bIK: NMPOQECCHOHATbHAS TEPMUHOJIOTHS U OCHOBBI I€pPeBOJIa HAYYHBIX
TEKCTOBY» OCYIIECTBISAETCS B COOTBETCTBUU C [loNokeHrneM o TeKyIlieM KOHTPOJE YCIeBaeMOCTH U MPOMEKYTOYHON aTTeCTallui 00yUaOIUXCSl.

[IpenycMOTpeHBI CIEAYIOMME BUABI KOHTPOJS: TEKYIIHMH KOHTPOJIh (OCYIIECTBICHWE KOHTPOJIS BCEX BUIOB ayJUTOPHOW M BHEAYIUTOPHOU
JeSTeIbHOCTH 00Y4YaloIIerocs ¢ 1ejblo MoMyueHUs] epBUYHON MH(POPMAITUU O XOJ€ YCBOCHHUS OTIENBHBIX JIEMEHTOB COACPKAHUS TUCITUTLUIUHBI) U
HpOMe)KYTO‘-IHaSI aTTecTalnuAa (OHCHI/IB&GTCH ypOBCHB 1 KAa4E€CTBO ITOATOTOBKHA 11O AUCIIUITIJIMHEC B HCJ'IOM).
[Tokazarenu u KpUTEpUN OIICHUBAHMSI KOMITETEHITNH, (OPMHUPYEMBIX B MPOIIECCE OCBOSHUS JAHHOM JUCIUIUIMHEI, OMUCaHBI B Ta0I. 3.
Tabmumna 3.




Kon YpoBeHb HNuaukatopsl Bux  y4eOHBIX 3aHSTHIL, KonTponupyembie OreHOYHBIE CpEJICTBa, Kpurepuu orieHnBanus
KOMITET | OCBOECHHS JOCTHKEHHS paboTel, (OPMBI U METOJBI | pas3ielibl U TEMBI | HCIOJIb3yeMbIE JUI | pe3yJbTaToB O0yYeHUs
CHIMM | KOMITETEHIIUH KOMIICTEHIMH | 0OYYeHHs, CIIOCOOCTBYIOIINE | JUCIIATLIAHBL OLICHKH YPOBHSI
(hopMHPOBaHUIO M PA3BUTHIO c(hopMHUPOBAHHOCTH
KOMITETEHIIUI KOMITETEHIIMHI
YK-4 3Haet
Henocratoun | VK-4.3-1. IIpakTryeckue 3aHATUA Sociological social | TecroBsle 3afaHud, | He 3maer NPHHIUIBL U
bIll YPOBEHB 3HaeT psychology history YCTHBIH OTIpOC, | MeTOIBI
Orenka MOHSTUNHBIH Foundational concepts BBITNIOJIHEHUE  HPOEKTOB, | IMHIBHCTHUYECKOIO
«HE3aYTCHO», | arprrapar Sociology theories penieHue AHANI3A
«HEYJIOBNETBO | peneponopeseH M Icrosocmlogy Pa3HOYPOBHEBBIX 3a/1a4 TeKCTa/THCKYpCa; He
PHUTEITBHO» - Group dynan_ucs - CHCTEMHOE
Group behavior
MpEJICTaBICHUE 00
0COOCHHOCTSIX
COBPEMEHHOT0 ATara u
HUCTOPUH pa3BUTHS
M3y4aeMbIX S3bIKOB.
BazoBbIii VK-4. 3-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHATUS Sociological social | TecroBbie 3agaHud, | YacTuuHo 3HAET
ypOBEHb 3HaeT psychology history YCTHBIN OIpOC, | MPUHIUIBI U  METOJIbI
Onenka, IMOHSTUUHBIN Foundational concepts BBIIIOJIHCHUE  TIPOCKTOB, | JJUHIBUCTUYCCKOI'O
«3a4TCHOY, armapar SO_Ciolog)( theories pelieHue aHAIH3a
«YAOBIIETBOPH | peneponopesen MlcrOSOCIOIOQy Pa3HOYpPOBHEBBIX 3214 TeKcTa/TuCKypea;
TCNBHOY st Group dynamics MMeeT  MpeACTaBIeHHUe
Group behavior
00 0COOEHHOCTSIX
COBPEMEHHOI0 3Tarna u
HUCTOPUH pa3BUTHS
M3y4YaeMbIX S3bIKOB.
CpenHuii VK-4. 3-1. [IpakTyeckue 3aHsATHS Business Culture TecToBbIe 3ajanus, | B OCHOBHOM  3HAET

% NeKUMOHHble 3aHATUS, npaKTUYecKue 3aHATUA, NabopaTopHble 3aHATUA, camoCToATeNbHanA paborTa...
*> HeoB6X0AMMO YKa3aTb aKTUBHbIE M MHTEPAKTUBHbIE METOAbI 06YYeHMUs (HanpUMep, HTEPAKTUBHAA NeKLys, paboTa B MasibIX rpynnax, METOAbl MO3rOBOTO WTYPMA U T.4.),
cnocobcTayoLLIME Pa3BUTUIO Y 0BYUaIOLMXCA HAaBbIKOB KOMaHAHOMW PaboTbl, MEXIUYHOCTHON KOMMYHUKALMM, MPUHATUA PELUEHMI, TMAEPCKUX KayecTs.

* HaumeHoBaHwe Tembl (pasaena) 6eperca U3 paboyeil NPOrPaMMbl AUCLUMIMHDI.
> OLEHOYHOE CPEACTBO AOMKHO BbIBUPATLCA C YYETOM 3an1aHUPOBaHHbIX PE3y/IbTaTOB OCBOEHUA AUCLMMIMHDI, HANPUMEP:
«3HaTb» — cobecefoBaHUE, KONNOKBUYM, TECT...
«YMeTb», «Bnafetb» — UHAMBUAYANbHbIN AW TPYNNOBOM NPOEKT, Kec-3aAaya, AenoBas (posesasn)

urpa, noptdonuo...




YPOBEHb 3Haer Sociological social | ycrusrit OIpocC, | MPUHUMUIIBI W  METOJBI
OrneHka IMOHSTUNHBIN psyChOIOQy history BBIIIOJTHCHUE  IIPOCKTOB, | JJTUHIBUCTUUYCCKOTO
«3a4TEHOY, arnmapar Foundational concepts | pemerue aHATM3a
«XOPOILIO» IepeBOJIOBE/IEH SO_CIOIOQ){ theories Pa3HOYpPOBHEBBIX 33124 TeKcTa/ICKYPCa;
ust Mlcrosouology HMEET MpeACTaBICHUE
Group dynamics 6 6
Group behavior 0 OCOBCHHOCTAX
COBPEMEHHOT0 ATara u
HUCTOPUH pa3BUTHS
M3y4aeMbIX S3bIKOB.
Bricokuii VK-4. 3-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHATHS Sociological social | TectoBbie 3ajanus, | B coBepIieHCTBE 3HAET
ypOBEHb 3HaeT psychology history YCTHBIN OIpOC, | MPUHLUIBI U  METOJIbI
Orenka MOHSTHMHBIH Foundational concepts BBIITOJTHEHUE  MPOCKTOB, | JIMHTBUCTUYECKOTO
«3a4TECHOY, anmapar Sociology theories pereHue aHAIM3a
«OTJIMYIHO TepeBOIOBEICH MlcrOSOCIology Pa3HOYpPOBHEBBIX 3a/1a4 TekcTa/THCKypCa;
ust Group dynamics UMeeT CUCTEMHOE
Group behavior
IIpeJICTaBICHHE 00
0COOEHHOCTSIX
COBPEMEHHOI0 ATara u
HUCTOPUH pa3BUTHUsA
M3y4aeMBbIX SI3bIKOB.
Ywmeer
Henmocratoun | VK-4.3-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHATHS Sociological social | TecroBbie 3ajanusd, | He ymMeeT MPOBOIHTH
bIil YPOBEHD VMeTh: psychology history YCTHBII OIpOC, | mepeBos B chepe
OreHka TIPOHM3BO/IUT Fou_ndational co_ncepts BBIONIHEHHE  TPOEKTOB, | [1podhecCHOHANBHOM
«HE3AUTEHO», | penepory B SO_CIOIOQY theories pereHue KOMMYHHKAITHH
CHEYJIOBNETEBO | (oo M ICrOSOCIOIOQy Pa3sHOYPOBHEBBIX 33144
PHUTEIBHO» IpOthecCHoHAS Group dynarT_]ICS
N Group behavior
HOU
KOMMYHUKAITUU
BazoBriii VK-4.3-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHATHS Sociological social | TectoBsle samanus, | YacTUYHO yMeeT
YPOBCHB YMeTs: psychology hiStOI’y YCTHBIN OmpocC, | MPOU3BOAUTH IEPEBO B
OreHka, POU3BOJIUTE Foundational concepts BEIONIHEHHE  TIPOEKTOB, | chepe
«3aUTEHOY, Sociology theories pernieHue

epeBO B




«ynoBIeTBopu | cepe Microsociology Pa3HOYPOBHEBBIX 3a]a4 npodeccuOHaATbHON
TETBLHO» npodeccHoHaIb Group dynamics KOMMYHHKAI[HH
Hoit Group behavior
KOMMYHHKAITUU
CpenHuii VK-4.3-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHgaTHs Sociological social | TecToBele 3aganms, | B OCHOBHOM  ymeeT
YPOBCHB YMeTs: psychology history YCTHBI ompoc, | MpOBOAUTH  TIEPEBOJ B
Onenka HPOM3BOIUTH Foundational concepts BBITIOJIHCHUE  TIPOCKTOB, | cdhepe
«3aUTEHOY, 1epeBo B Sociology theories perieHne PO eCCHOHANBHOI
«XOPOULIO» cdepe MlcrOSOCIOIOQy Pa3HOYPOBHEBBIX 3a7a4 KOMMYHUKaLNU
IPOBecCHOHATD Group dynamlcs
. Group behavior
HOI1
KOMMYHHKAITUU
Boicokuii VK-4.3-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHgATH Sociological social | TectoBble 3amaHusd, | B coBepumieHcTBE yMEET
YPOBEHb VMETh: psycholqu history YCTHBIi ompoc, | MpOBOAUTH  TEPEBOJ B
Ouenka IIPOM3BOUT Foundational concepts BBIONIHEHHE  TPOCKTOB, | chepe
«3aYTEHOY, NepeBoy B Sociology theories pereHue pOdeCCHOHANBHOI
«OTIHIHO» chepe M lcrosocmlogy Pa3HOYPOBHEBBIX 3a1a4 KOMMYHUKAIIHHI
HpoheccHoHab Group dynamics
pv Group behavior
HOM
KOMMYHHKAITUU
Biageer
Henocraroun | VK-4.3-1. [TpakTHueckue 3aHATUSL Sociological social | Tecropbie sajanus, | He BIIa/ICeT
BIil YPOBEHB Bnaneer psychology history YCTHBI# OIPOC, | MepeBOTUECKUMHI
Ouenka HABBEIKAMH Foundational concepts BBITIOJIHEHUE  TIPOCKTOB, | HappIKAMH M YMEHHSAMH
«HE32UYTCHO», | TUHIBUCTUYECK Sociology theories pernenue B 00JIACTH TIHCEMEHHOTO
«HEYIOBIIETBO | oo AHAH3A Microsociology Pa3sHOYPOBHEBBIX 3a/1a4 W YCTHOrO TMepeBoia B
PHUTEIBHO» T Group dynamics
eKCTa/IUCKYPC : chepe
JICKYD Group behavior bep N
a Ha OCHOBE npodeccnoHaNbHOM
CUCTEMHBIX KOMMYHHKAITUH
3HAHUU

COBPEMEHHOTO




oTalia u

HCTOpUU

pa3BUTHUS

M3Y4aeMBbIX

SI3BIKOB.
BazoBsIii VK-4.3-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHATHS Sociological social | TecroBbie 3aganus, | YacTUYIHO BIa/ICET
YPOBEHb Brianeer psychology history YCTHBIH OIIPOC, | r1epeBOAYECKUMH
Orenka, IepeBOIUECKUM Foundational concepts BBITONHCHHE  TPOCKTOB, | yappikaMH U yMCHHSMH
«3a4TCHOY, M HABLIKAMH ¥ So_cmlogy theories pelieHue B 06JIACTH MHCEMEHHOI'O
«YOBICTBOPH | v eppany B Microsociology Pa3sHOYPOBHEBBIX 3a1a4 W YCTHOTO MepeBoia B
TETBHO» 0GIACTI Group dynamlcs chepe

Group behavior .

MMACBMEHHOTO H npodeccCHoHATEHOM

YCTHOTO KOMMYHHKAITUH

nepesosa B

chepe

npodeccuoHaib

HOU

KOMMYHHKAITUU
Cpennmuit VK-4.3-1. [IpakTnueckue 3aHATHS Sociological social | TecroBble 3agaHus, | B COBHOBHOM BiajeeT
YPOBEHb Brnaneer psychology history YCTHBI OIpOC, | r1epeBOAIECKUMU
Onenka IepeBOIUECKHM Foundational concepts BBITONHEHAE  TIPOCKTOB, | gappKAMH W yMCHHSMH
«3aUTEHOY, M HABLIKAMH ¥ So_ciology theories pelieHue B OBIACTH IHCLMEEHOI0
«XOPOIIO» YMEHHSIMH B Mlcrosouology Pa3HOYPOBHEBBIX 33134 W YCTHOTO TepeBoia B

obnactu Group dynamics chepe

Group behavior N

MMACEMEHHOTO H npodeccnoHanbHOMI

YCTHOTO KOMMYHHKAITUH

nepeBoia B

chepe

npodeccruonanb

HOU

KOMMYHHKAITUU
Bricokwuii VK-4.3-1. IIpakTrueckue 3aHATHS Sociological social | TecroBblie 3amanus, | B COBEPILICHCTBE
YpPOBEHb Bnaneer psychology history YCTHBIi onpoc, | Brageer
Onenka Foundational concepts BBINIOJIHEHHE  TIPOEKTOB,




«3adYTCHO»,
«OTJIIMYHO»

MEPEBOTYECKIM
U HaBBIKAMH U
YMEHUSIMHU B
obmacTu
MUCHbMEHHOTO U
YCTHOTO
nepeBojia B
chepe
npodeccuoHalb
HOU

KOMMYHHUKAIIUU

Sociology theories
Microsociology
Group dynamics
Group behavior

pelieHue
Pa3HOYPOBHEBEIX 33724

MEePEeBOTYCCKIUMHU
HaBbIKaMU W YMCHUSAMU
B 00JIACTH NMHCHMEHHOTO
U YCTHOTO IepeBojia B
chepe
npodeccHoHaATBEHOMI
KOMMYHHKAIHH




Kon YpoBeHb HNuaukatopsl Bux  y4eOHBIX 3aHSTHIL, KonTponupyembie OreHOYHBIE CpEJICTBa, Kpurepuu orieHnBanus
KOMITET | OCBOECHHS JOCTHKEHHS paboTel, (OPMBI U METOJBI | pas3ielibl u TEMBI | UCITOJIb3yEeMbIE JUI | pe3yJbTaToB O0yYeHUs
CHIMM | KOMITCTEHIINH KOMITCTEHIINH 00y4eHH s, CIIOCOOCTBYIONUE | AUCIAILTHHBL OLICHKH YPOBHSI
(hopMHPOBaHUIO M PA3BUTHIO c(hopMHUPOBAHHOCTH
KOMITETEHIIUI KOMITETEHIIMI
YK-5 3Haer
Henmocraroun | VK-53-1. 3naer | [IpakTudeckue 3aHsATUA Sociological social | TecroBbie 3aganud, | He 3Haer CYIIHOCTh
blil YPOBEHb | CYNIHOCTB psychology history YCTHBII OIPOC, | TIpearaeMbIX Teopueit
Ouenka IIpeUIaraeMbIX Fou_ndational concepts BBITIOJIHCHUE  TIPOCKTOB, | repeojia  BaKHEHIIIHX
«HE3AUTEHO, | reonyreit So_Clolog){ theories peleHue OAXONOB K pELICHUIO
«HEYNOBIICTBO | peBONIA M Icrosocmlogy Pa3HOYPOBHEBBIX 3a/1a4 NPAKTHHECKUX MPOGIIeM
PHUTEITBHO» BAKHCHIIIX Group dynan_ucs MepeBoa
Group behavior
MOJIX0/IOB K
pEIIeHUIO
MPAKTUYECKUX
pooem
nepeBoia
BazoBkrit VK-53-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHATUS Sociological social | Tecrossie 3aganusd, | YacTHUYHO 3HAET
YPOBEHb 3HaeT psychology history YCTHBII OIpOC, | CYIIHOCTB
OreHka, CYIHOCTb Foundational concepts | BelmoNHEHHE  MPOCKTOB, Mpe/IIaraeMbiX TEOpUEH
«3a4TEHOY, IIpe1IaraeMbl SO_CIOIOQY theories pereHue epeBofa  BaKHEHIINX
«YHOBIETBOPH |y 1eqpyeit Mlcrosocmlogy Pa3HOYpPOBHEBBIX 3a/1a4 TTO/IXO/IOB K PEIIEHHIO
TCIIBHO? nepeBo/a Group dynamics TIPaKTHYECKMX TPObIIEM
N Group behavior
BOKHEUIITUX nepeBoaa
MMOJIXO0J/IOB K
pELIeHUIO
MPAKTUYECKUX

® NeKuMOHHble 3aHATUS, npaKTUYecKue 3aHATUA, NabopaTopHble 3aHATUA, camoCToATeNbHanA paborTa...
7 Heo6X0AMMO yKa3aTb aKTUBHbIE M MHTEPAKTUBHbIE METOAbI 06YYeHMs (HanpuMep, HTEPAKTUBHAA NeKLyMs, paboTa B MasibIX rpynnax, METOAbl MO3rOBOrO WTYPMA U T.4.),
cnocobcTayoLLIME Pa3BUTUIO Y 06YYaOLMXCA HaBbIKOB KOMaHAHOMW PaboTbl, MEXIUYHOCTHON KOMMYHMUKALMK, MPUHATUA PELUEHMI, TMAEPCKUX KayecTs.

® HaumeroBaHwe Tembl (pasaena) 6eperca U3 paboyeil NPOrPaMMbl AUCLUMIMHDI.
° OLEHOYHOE CPEACTBO AOMKHO BbIBUPATLCSA C YYETOM 3aNIaHUPOBaHHbIX PE3y/IbTaToB OCBOEHUA AUCLMMIMHDI, HANPUMEp:
«3HaTb» — cobecefoBaHUE, KONNOKBUYM, TECT...
«YMeTb», «Bnafetb» — UHAMBUAYANbHbIN AW TPYNNOBOM NPOEKT, Kec-3aAaya, AenoBas (posesasn)

urpa, noptdonuo...




npobiem

nepeBoja
Cpennuii VK-53-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHATHS Sociological social | TectoBbie 3a7anud, | B ocHOBHOM 3HAET
YPOBEHb 3Haer psychology history YCTHBIH OIIPOC, | CYIHOCTH
Ouenka CYIIHOCTb Fou_ndational Co_ncepts BBITIOTHCHHE  TIPOCKTOB, | rpejjiaraeMbIX TEOPUEH
«3aYTEHOY, IIpe1IaraeMbl So_Clolog){ theories perieHue epeBofa  BaKHEHIINX
«XOPOLLIO» X TeopHeii MlcrOSOCIOIOQy pa3HOYpPOBHEBBIX 3a/1a4 MOIXONOB K pEIIEHHIO

nepesoza g:gﬂg EZEZU;:;;S MPAaKTUYECKUX MPOoOsieM

Ba)XXHCHUIIIUX nepeBoaa

MOJIX0JIOB K

pEIICHUIO

MIPAKTUYICCKHUX

npobiem

nepeBoja
Bricokuii VK-53-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHATH Sociological social | TectoBble 3amaHus, | B coBepuieHcTBe  3HAET
YPOBEHB 3HaerT psychology hiStOl’y yCTHbIﬁ o1poc, CYILLIHOCTh
OueHka CYIITHOCTb Fou_ndational Co_ncepts BBITONHEHAE  TIPOCKTOB, | ypejaraeMblX TEOPUEH
«3a4TCHOY, Tpe TaraeMsl So_mology theories pelieHue epeBofa  BaXKHEHIINX
«OTITHYHO» X TeopHeit Mlcrosouology Pa3HOYPOBHEBBIX 33713 MOMXONOB K PEIIEHHIO

nepesosa g:gﬁg ggﬂ:\r/ril:)crs MPAKTUYECKUX TPoOIemM

BaKHEHIIINX nepeBoaa

MOJIX0/IOB K

pEIIeHuI0

MPAKTUYECKHUX

npo0iem

nepeBoaa

YMmeer

Henmocraroun | VK-53-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHATHS Sociological social | TecroBsie 3ajanusd, | He yMeeT NpeonosieBaTh
bIli YPOBEHD YMeKT psychology history YCTHBIN OmpocC, | TUMMYHBIE  TPYIHOCTH
Ouenka IPEOa0JIEBATh Foundational concepts BBITIOJIHEHHE  TIPOCKTOB, | rrepeposia
«HE3a4YTEHO», | THIHYHEBIC So_ciology theories pernieHue npoheccHoHaIBHO-
(HEYZIOBIETBO | rvnocTy Mlcrosouology Pa3HOYPOBHEBBIX 337134 OPHEHTHPOBAHHOTO
PUTEITEHOY nepesoia Group dynamics TeKCTa

npodeccuoHab

Group behavior




HO-

OpUEHTHPOBAHH
Oro TEeKCTa
ba3oBkIii VK-53-1. [IpakTHyeckue 3aHATHS Sociological social | TecroBble 3aganusd, | YacTuuHO yMeeT
YPOBEHB VMEKT psycholqu history YCTHBII OIIPOC, | IpeoI0NIeBATh
Orenka, peONIONeBaTS Fou_ndatlonal concepts BBITIOTHCHUE  TIPOCKTOB, | TyryyHEle  TPYJHOCTH
«3a4TEHOY, Sociology theories peleHue nepesosa
TUTTNIHBIC i i
«Y/IOBJIETBOPH Microsociology Pa3HOYPOBHEBBIX 33134 podeccHOHATEHO-
TEIBLHO» TPYAHOCTH Group dynamics
Group behavior OPUEHTHPOBAHHOTO
nepesoaa TeKCTa
npodeccuoHaib
HO-
OpUEHTUPOBAHH
Oro TEeKCTa
Cpenuuii VK-53-1. [IpakTuyeckue 3aHATUS Sociological social | TecroBeie saganus, | B ocHOBHOM  ymeer
YPOBEHb VMEKT psyChOI(?gy history YCTHBIH OIIPOC, | IPeo10NIEBATE
OrueHka MpeoJIoNeBaTh Fou_ndatlonal concepts BBINOIIHCHHE  TIPOCKTOB, | TypjyHple  TPYAHOCTH
«3a4TEHOY, Sociology theories pereHue nepesosa
TUTINYHBIC i i
«XOPOILIIO» Microsociology Pa3HOYPOBHEBBIX 3a1a4 MPODECCHOHATBHO-
TPYIHOCTH Group dynamics
Group behavior OpPUEHTHPOBAHHOTO
nepesojaa TeKcTa
npodeccuoHanb
HO-
OpUEHTUPOBAHH
OTro TEeKCTa
Beicokuii VK-53-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHATHS Sociological social | TecroBble 3amanus, | B coBepuieHcTBE yMEET
YPOBEHD VMEKT psycholc_)gy history YCTHBIN 0npoc, | mpeo10JIeBaTh
Orenka MpeoIoNeBaTh Fou_ndatlonal concepts BBITONHEHAE  TPOCKTOB, | TyipyHple  TPYLXHOCTH
«3aUTEHOY, Sociology theories pernieHue nepesosa
TUTIUYHBIC i i
«OTIHIHO» Microsociology Pa3HOYPOBHEBBIX 3a1a4 npodeccHoRaTbHO-
TPYIHOCTH Group dynamics
OPUEHTHPOBAHHOTO

nepeBojia

Group behavior




npogeccuoHaib TeKCcTa
HO-
OpUEHTHPOBAHH
Oro TeKCTa
Bnaneer
Henmocraroun | VK-53-1. IIpakTryeckue 3aHATUSA Sociological social | TecroBbie 3aganusd, | He BJIAJEET
Il YPOBCHB Bnaneer psychology history YCTHBII OIIPOC, | MOHATUIHBIM
Ouenka MOHSTHIHBIM Foundational concepts BBITONIHCHHE  TPOCKTOB, | arrapaTom
«HE3AYTCHO», | arrapaTom So_ciology theories pelieHne COBPEMEHHOI
«HEYTOBICTBO | ¢opnenerHOi Mlcrosguology Pa3sHOYPOBHEBBIX 3a1a4 TAHTBHCTHIECKOI
PUTCIBEHOY NMHTBHCTHYECK g;gﬂg bgﬂg\r/?:;s TEOPHHM IE€PEBOAA Kak
oi TEOpUHU cpenctBoM  pediexkcun
mepeBoja  Kak MePEBOAYECKOTO OIbITa
CPEICTBOM
pedaexkcun
MEPEBOTIECKOTO
OTbITa
BazoBbiit VK-53-1. [TpakTHueckue 3aHATUSL Sociological social | Tecropsie 3afganus, | YacTuuHO BIIafICET
YPOBEHb Bnaneer psychology history YCTHBIN OlpOC, | MOHATUIHBIM
OreHKa, TOHSTHNHEIM Foundational concepts BEIOJIHGHHE  TPOEKTOB, | ariapaToM
«3aUTEHOY, almapaToM So_Ciology theories pelieHne COBPEMEHHOI
«YHOBICTBOPH | ¢opneneHHOi Mlcrosgmology Pa3HOYPOBHEBBIX 33714 IMHTBACTAYECKOI
TCILHO» NIMHTBHCTHYECK g:gﬁg bgﬂ:\wgs TEOPUHM TIEPEBOAA  KaK
ol TEOPHH CpencTBoM  pediieKcuu
nmepeBoja  Kak MEePEBOTYECKOTO OTbITA
CPeICTBOM
pedexcun
MEPEBOTIECKOTO
OTIBITa
Cpennmuit VK-53-1. IIpakTuyeckue 3aHATHA Sociological social | Tecrosbie 3agaHus, | B COBHOBHOM BIIaJ€eT
ypOBEHb Bnaneer psychology history YCTHBIi ompoc, | MOHATUMHBIM
Ouenka HOHSTHHEEIM Foundational concepts BBINIOJIHCHHE  TIPOCKTOB, | aprapaToM
«3aUTEHOY, alapaTom Sociology theories perieHue COBPEMEHHOI




«XOPOIIIOY COBPEMEHHOM Microsociology Pa3HOYPOBHEBHIX 33724 JIMHTBUCTUYECKOU
JIMHTBUCTHYECK Group dynamics TEOpUU TIIepeBOja Kak
ou TEOPUHU Group behavior CPEICTBOM  pe(IIEKCHH
nmepeBofia  Kak MepPEBOUECKOTO OIbITA .
CPEICTBOM
pednexcun
MEePEeBOTUECKOTO
OIIbITa

Bricokwuii VK-53-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHATH Sociological social | TecroBble 3amanus, | B COBEPILECHCTBE

YPOBCHB Brnaneer psychology history YCTHBIN OIpOC, | BmafAeeT  IOHATHHHBIM

OreHka OHSTUIHBIM Foundational concepts BBIIONHEHAE  TIPOCKTOB, | arpiapaToM

«3aUTEHOY, alIapaToM So_ciology theories perieHne COBpEMEHHO

«OTIMYIHO» COBPEMEHHOI Microsociology Pa3HOYPOBHEBBIX 3334 IMHCBACTHYCCKOI
JUHTBUCTHYECK Group dynamics TEOpUU TIepeBOJa Kak

N Group behavior
oii TEeOpuun cpeacTBoM  pedrexcuu
mepeBoja  Kak MIEPEBOTIECKOTO OTIBITA
CpEICTBOM
pednexkcun
MEePEBOAYECKOTO

OIIbITa




Kon YpoBeHb HNuaukatopsl Bux y4eOHBIX 3aHATHI KonTponupyembie OreHOYHBIE CpEJICTBa, Kpurepuu orieHnBanus
KOMITET | OCBOECHHS JOCTHKEHHS paboTel, (OPMBI U METOJBI | pas3ielibl U TEMBI | HCIOJIb3yeMbIE JUI | pe3yJbTaToB O0yYeHUs
CHIMM | KOMITCTEHIINH KOMIICTEHIIMH | 0OYdYeHHs, CIIOCOOCTBYIOIIUE | IUCIIAILTHHBI - OLICHKH YPOBHSI
(hopMHpPOBaHUIO M PA3BUTHIO c(hopMHUPOBAHHOCTH
KOMITETEHIIUI KOMITETEHIIMH
OIlK-1 3Haer
Henocraroun OI1K-1.3-1. [IpakTHuyeckue 3aHATHS Introduction to | TecroBble 3amanus, | He 3HaeT METOIBI U
bl yPOBEHB 3HaeT METOIbI U Sociology YCTHBIH ONpoC, | KPUTEPHH OLICHKH
Onenka KPUTEPUH Social Institutions BBITIOJIHCHUE  TIPOCKTOB, | kayecTBA IIEPEBOA
«HE3aYTEHO», | oreHKH Marriage and Deviance | perienue CYIIHOCTE
«HEYJIOBJETBO | rayecTRA Colle(_:tive Behavior and | pasHoypoBHEBBIX 33124 MpE/ITAraeMbIX TeOpHeEit
PHTCIIBHO» 1epeBoia Conflicts TIepeBO/Ia BAKHEHIIIIX
Social Inequality
CYILLHOCTh MOJIX0JI0B K PEIICHUIO
MpeIaraeMbIxX MPaKTUYECKHUX MPpoOIeM
Teopuen nepeBoia
repeBoia
BaXXHEUIINX
MMOJIX0JIOB K
PELICHHIO
MPAKTUYECKUX
npobiem
rnepeBoa
bazoBsiit OIlK-1.3-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHATHS Introduction to | TectoBbie 3agannsd, | YacTUYHO 3HAET
YPOBEHB 3HaeT METOLI U Sociology YCTHBIN OIpocC, | METOMBI U KPUTEPUU
Orenka, KpUTEPHH Social Institutions BBIIIOJIHEHUE  TPOEKTOB, | orieHKH KayecTBa
«3a4TEHOY, OLICHKU Marriage and Deviance | pemienue MepeBosa
«Y/IOBJETBOPU | rayecTRa Collective Behavior and | pasHoypoBHEBBIX 337124 CYIHOCTS

'% NeKkumoHHbIe 3aHATUS, NpaKTUYecKune 3aHATMA, NabopaTopHble 3aHATUA, camocToATebHasA paboTa...
" Heobxo4MMO yKa3aTb aKTUBHbIE W MHTEPAKTUBHbIE METOAbI 06yYeHUs (HanpUMep, MHTEPAKTUBHAA NeKLms, paboTa B MasbIX rpynnax, METoAsl MO3rOBOrO WTYPMa U T.4,.),
cnocobcTayoLLIME Pa3BUTUIO Y 06YYaOLLMXCA HaBbIKOB KOMaHAHOM PaboTbl, MEXIUYHOCTHON KOMMYHUKALMKM, MPUHATUA PELUEHMI, NTMAEPCKUX KauecTs.

2 HaumeHoBaHwe Tembl (pasaena) 6epetcs n3 paboyelt NPOrPaMMbl AUCLUMANHDI.
> OLeHOUYHOE CPeACTBO AOMKHO BbIBUPATLCA C YYETOM 3aMIaHUPOBAHHbIX PE3Y/IbTaTOB OCBOEHUA AUCLUMIMHDI, HANPUMEP:
«3HaTb» — cobecefoBaHUE, KONNOKBUYM, TECT...
«YMeTb», «Bnafetb» — UHAMBUAYANbHbIN AW TPYNNOBOM NPOEKT, Kec-3aAaya, AenoBas (posesasn)
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Conflicts

TETBHO» nepeBojia MpeAJIaraeMbIX TEOpHUEH
CYIIHOCTh Social Inequality [E€PEBO/Ia BaXKHEUILINX
Mpe1JIaraeMbIxX MOAXOJ0B K PELICHUIO
Teopuei IIPAKTUYECKUX IIPoOIeM
nepesoaa nepeBoaa
BAKHEUIIINX
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Cpennuit OI1K-1.3-1. [IpakTuyeckue 3aHATHS Introduction to | TecroBble 3amanus, | B ocHOBHOM 3HAaeT
YPOBEHB 3HaeT METObI U Sociology YCTHBII ONpOC, | METOIBI U KPUTEPUH
Orenka KpHTEPHU Social Institutions BBIIIOJIHEHUE  TIPOEKTOB, | olieHKH KAYeCTBA
«3aUTEHOY, OLICHKH Marriage and Deviance | pemenue MepeBoa
«XOPOILO» KagecTBa Collective Behavior and | pasHoypoBHeBbix 3a1a4 CYNIHOCTD
nepesoaa gggigll Cltr?equali ty IIpeAJIaraeMbIxX Tfopneﬁ
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Teopuen MPAaKTUYECKHUX MPpoOsIeM
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MPaKTUYECKUX
npobiem
repeBoaa
Bricokuit OIIK-1. 3-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHsATHS Introduction to | TectroBble 3a1aHus, | B coBepiieHcTBE 3HAET
YPOBEHb 3HaeT MeTobl U Sociology YCTHBIH OmpocC, | METOJbI U KPUTEPUHU
Ouenka KPUTEPHUH Social Institutions BBIIIOJIHEHUE  TPOEKTOB, | orieHKH KayecTBa
«3a4TEHOY, OLIEHKH Marriage and De\/_iance pelienue MepeBo/ia
COTIIMYHO» Collective Behavior and | pazHOypOBHEBBIX 337124
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Henocraroun | OITK-1.3-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHATHS Introduction to | TectoBble 3amanus, | He ymeer paborarh €O
Il yPOBCHB VYmeet paborarsb Sociology YCTHBII Ompoc, | coBapsIMH,
Orenka CO CIIOBApSMH, Social Institutions BBIIONHEHHE  NPOCKTOB, | syi{pKiIONeUIMH "
«HE3AYTEHOY, | HHIUKIONEIUIM Marriage and Dev_iance pelieHue JPYTHMH  CTIPABOYHBIMH
(HEYJIOBIETBO | 1 ovrprvm gg::ﬁ(l:g[\sle Behavior and | pasHoypoBHEBBIX 3a1a4 MaTepHATaMH
UTCIIBHO)»

b CTIPABOTHAIMI Social Inequality

MarepuasamMmu
BazoBbrit OIlK-1.3-1. [TpakTUyeckue 3aHATUSL Introduction to | TecroBbie 3aganus, | YacTUYHO yMeer
YPOBCHb YmeeT paborath SOC!0|OQY_ _ YCTHBIi Ompoc, | paboTaTh CO CIOBAPSIMU,
Ot o caonapmn, SO SIS | Dot oo, nroncas
«ynosnersopy | JHHUKIONCAHAM Collective Behavior and | pasHoypoBHEBbIX 3a1au fg?;d:n aiﬂf ABOTIHBIMH
TEJBHOY» A W JPYruMH Conflicts p

CIIPaBOYHBIMH Social Inequality

MaTrepuasamMmu
Cpennuit OIlK-1.3-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHATHS Introduction to | TectroBble 3amanud, | B ocHOBHOM  ymeer
YpOBCHb YwMmeer paboTaTh Sociology YCTHBIN 0npoc, | paboTaTh CO CIOBAPSIMH,
OreHka Social Institutions BBINIOJIHCHHE  TPOEKTOB,




«3adYTCHO»,

CO  CJIOBapsMH,

Marriage and Deviance

perieHue

OHIUKJIIOIICAUIMHA

n

«XOPOIIIO» SHIMKIIOETHSIM gollﬁgtive Behavior and | pasHoypoBHEBBIX 33124 JPYrUMH  CHPABOYHBIMU
Wow apyri Social nequality TP
CIPaBOYHBIMU
MaTepuagaMu
Beicoxnit OIlK-1.3-1. IIpakTrueckue 3aHATHS Introduction to | TecroBele 3amanvs, | B coBepiieHcTBE yMeEeT
}(’DPOBCHB Ymeer paborath gOC!O:C:QYt_t i YCTHBIN omnpoc, | paboTaTh CO CIIOBAPSIMHU,
CHKa OocClal Institutions BBIITIOJTHCHUC IIPOCKTOB
<<3I:1‘ITGHO», Co  CJOBApsMH, Marriage and Deviance | pemenue ’ ’ ;Huﬂiﬁzniiniﬁgq%mﬁ
OTIIHYHOY SHUHUKIONEIUAM Collective Behavior and | pasHoypoBHEBBIX 3a1a4 MI;}T,ngaHaMé)
U U JAPYTUMH Conflicts
CIIPaBOYHBIMH Social Inequality
MarepuasamMmu
Biageer
Henocraroun | OINK-1.3-1. [IpakTHyecKue 3aHATUS Introduction to | TecroBele sananns, | He BJIAZIEET
BIil YPOBECHB Bnaneer Sociology YCTHBII OIPOC, | MPUMEHSIEMBIMH B
Orenka MIPUMEHSAEMbIMU Social Institutions BBIIIOJIHEHUE NIPOCKTOB, | oGIIACTH nepeBoJia
«HE3aYTCHO», | g 06IacTi Marriage and Dev_iance pelieHue CpeACTBaMH
(HEYZIOBJIETBO | penepona goll:lc_:tltve Behavior and | pasHoypoBHEBEIX 3a1a4 COBPEMEHHBIX
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BbazoBrrii OIlK-1.3-1. [TpakTHyeckue 3aHATUS Introduction to | TecToBrie 3aganus, | YacTUYHO BJIAJIEET




YPOBEHB Bnaneer Sociology YCTHBII OIIpOC, | MPUMEHAEMBIMHU B
Orenka, IPUMEHSAEMBIMH Social Institutions BBINIOJIHEHHE  TPOEKTOB, | 0GIIACTH nepeBoa
«3a4TCHOY, B o6acTi Marriage and Dev_iance pelieHue cpencTBaMu
«YAOBIETBOPH | penepona Collegtlve Behavior and | pasnoypoBHeBbIX 3a1au COBPEMEHHbIX
TEIHHO» cpejcTBam Conflicts MHDOPMAIMOHHBIX
Social Inequality N
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MEPEBOIYECKOMN
JesTeIbHOCTH
Cpennuit OIlK-1.3-1. [IpakTrueckue 3aHATHS Introduction to | TecroBble 3amanus, | B COBHOBHOM BIIaJieeT
YPOBEHb Brnaneer Sociology YCTHBIH Onpoc, | MpUMEHSIEMBIMH B
Ouenka pUMEHSIEMBIMH Social Institutions BBIIIOJIHEHHE  TIPOEKTOB, | oG1aCTH nepeBosa
«3a4TEHOY, B o6acTu Marriage and Dev_iance pelieHue CpeCTBaMH
«XOPOILIO» MepeBoa goll](celc_:tltve Behavior and | pasHoypoBHeBbIX 3a1a4 COBPEMEHHBIX
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JESITEIbHOCTH
Beicoxuit OI1K-1.3-1. [IpakTHuyeckue 3aHATHS Introduction to | TecroBble 3ajanus, | B COBEPIIICHCTBE
YPOBEHB Brnaneer Sociology YCTHBIH OnpoC, | MPUMEHSIEMBIMH B
Ouenka NpUMEHSIEMBIMHA Social Institutions BBINOJIHEHHE  TPOEKTOB, | oGyacTu TepeBoa
«3a4TCHOY, B 06IacTH Marriage and Dev_iance pelieHue CpeACTBaMH
«OTIINYHO» nepeBoza gouﬁ(‘:tltve Behavior and | pasnoypoBHeBbIX 3a1au COBPEMEHHBIX
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CpeacTBaMH Social Inequality I/IH(l)OpMaHI:IOHHI)IX
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UCIOJIb30BAHUSA
B
IIEPEBOIUECKOMN

JCATCIIBHOCTH




4. MeTtoau4yeckue MaTepUaJibl, ONpeAesaonue Npoueaypbl

OlICHUBAHUHA PE3YJIbTAaTOB Oﬁy‘leHl/lﬂ

Y CTHBIH OMpOC MO3BOJISIET OLIGHUTH 3HAHUS M KPYro30p CTYJCHTA, YMEHHE JIOTMYECKH
MOCTPOUTH OTBET, BJIa/ICHHE MOHOJIOTHYECKON PEeUYbIO U MHbIE KOMMYHUKATUBHbBIC HABBIKH.
YcTHbI onpoc 001a1aeT OOIBIIUMEI BO3MOXKHOCTSIMH BOCIIUTATEILHOTO BO3ACHCTBUS
npenoaaBare’s, T.K. IPU HETOCPEICTBEHHOM KOHTAKTEe CO3/1al0TCS YCIOBUS TSl €r0
HE(POPMATILHOTO OOIIEHHUS CTYICHTOM.

Tect sBisercst mpocrteimerd ¢GopMol KOHTPOJIS, HAlpaBICHHOW Ha IMPOBEPKY BIIAJACHUS
TEPMUHOJIOTHUECKUM  allapaToM, COBPEMEHHBIMH HWH(POPMALMOHHBIMUA TEXHOJOTHUSMH U
KOHKPETHBIMU 3HaHUSMU B o0nacTh (yHIaMEHTaIbHBIX M MPHUKIAJHBIX AUCHUIUIMH. TecT
COCTOUT M3 HEOOJNBIIOrO KOJMYECTBA DJIEMEHTApHBIX 3a/a4; MOXET NPeAOCTaBIATh
BO3MOXXHOCTh BBIOOpA M3 MEpEeyHsl OTBETOB; 3aHUMAeET 4acTh yueOHoro 3ausatus (10-30 Munyr);
NpaBWIbHBIE pEHICHUs pPa30uparoTcs Ha TOM K€ WM CIeAyloleM 3aHsaThud. YacTtora
TECTHUPOBAHUS ONPEAEISAETCS MPENOIaBaTEIIEM.

Hoknan (pedepar) — BUI caMOCTOSATEIBHOW HAYYHO-HCCIIEAOBATEIBCKON PabOTHI, Iie
aBTOP PACKpPHIBAET CYTh HCCIEAYEMOU MPOOIEMbl; MPUBOAUT PA3TUYHbBIC TOUKU 3PEHUS, a TAKKE
COOCTBEHHBIE B3TJISA/IBI HA HEE.

Jtanbl padboThl HAJ I0KIa10M (pedepaTom) :

- moa0Op W HW3yYeHHE OCHOBHBIX HCTOYHHMKOB IO TeMe (Kak W TNpH HamucaHuu pedepara
PEKOMEHIyeTCsI UCII0JIb30BaTh He MeHee § -10 HCTOYHUKOB);

- coctaBienue oubnuorpadpuu;

- 00paboTka u cucremarusanus Matepuana. [loarotToBka BeIBOAOB U 0000IIIEHUI;

- pa3paboTKa 1u1aHa JI0KJIaja;

- HallMCaHUE;

- MyOJIMYHOE BBICTYIUICHUE C PE3yJIbTaTaMU UCCIIETOBAHMUSL.

Oo0mas crpykrypa aokiaaaa (pedepara) :
- 1enb paboThl (B OOLIMX YepTax COOTBETCTBYET (POPMYIHPOBKE TEMBI MCCIECIOBAHUS U MOXKET
YTOYHSTH €€);
- aKTyaJbHOCTb UCCIIEOBAHUS;
- METOJMKAa TPOBENEHUsS HccienoBaHus (MOApOoOHOE OMHMCAaHUE BCEX MCWCTBUM, CBS3aHHBIX C
MOJIy4EHUEM pe3yJIbTaToOB);
- BBIBO/IBI HICCIIC/IOBAHUSI.

TpeboBanus k 0popMIICHHIO MHCBMEHHOT0 J0KJIa4a (pedepaTa) :
- TUTYJIbHBIN JIUCT;
- coJiepKaHue (B HEM IOCIIeI0BaTeIbHO YKa3bIBAIOTCS Ha3BaHUS IyHKTOB J0Kiana (pedepara),
YKa3bIBAIOTCSl CTPAHHMIIBI, C KOTOPHIX HAYMHACTCS KaKIBIN MTYHKT);
- BBeJIeHHe ((popMysupyeTcs CyTh uccieayeMoi mpoOieMsl,
00OCHOBBIBAETCS BBIOOP TEMBI, OINPENENSIOTCS €€ 3HAYMMOCTh M aKTyaJIbHOCTH, Ka3bIBAIOTCS
ek ¥ 3a/1a4u AoKIana (pedepara), faeTcs XapakKTepUCTUKAUCIONb3yEMOM JIUTEPaTyphl);
- OCHOBHAs 4acTh (KaXAbIH pa3/iell ee JoKa3aTelbHO PACKPHIBAET UCCIENyEMbIN BOIPOC);
- BBIBOJBl M 3aKiioueHue (MOJBOIATCS WTOTH WM JenaeTcs OOOOIIEHHBIH BBIBOJ MO TeMe
nokiaaa (pedeparta));
- IUTEpaTypa.

Hoxnan (pedepar) obopmiisieTcst Ha OAHOM CTOpOHE JucTa Oenoit Oymaru gopmara A 4
(210x297 mm). HTepBan MeXCTpOUYHBIN - MONyTOpHBIA. L[BeT mpudra - uepHslid. ['apHuTypa
mpudTa ocHOBHOTO TekcTa - «Times New Romany wiu ananoruunas. Keris (pazmep) ot 12 no
14 mynkroB. Pa3mepsl noseil crpaHuubl (He MeHee): mpaBoe — 10 MM, BepxHee — 15 Mm,
HwkHee — 20 MM, JleBoe — 25 mm. ®@opmar ab3ara: MOJIHOE BBIPABHHBAHHE (I10 IITHPUHE).
OTcTyn KpacHO#M CTPOKH OJJMHAKOBBIM MO BCeMy TeKCTy — 15 MM.



CTpaHuIb! T0JKHBI OBITH POHYMEPOBAHBI C YYETOM THTYJIBHOTO JIUCTA (HA TUTYJIHHOM
JMCTEe HOMEp CTpaHUIlbl HE CTaBUTCA). B paboTax HMCMIONB3YIOTCS LIUTAThl, CTATUCTHUYECKHUE
MaTepHaibl. DTH JaHHbIE OPOPMIISIOTCS B BUJE CHOCOK (CCBIIOK U IPUMEYaHUIN)

5. MarepuaJjibl I NPOBeJeHHS TEKYIIEro KOHTPOJISI U IPOMEKYTOYHOM aTTecTaluu

TecToBBIC 3aHaHNA

1. OT KaKoro JIATHHCKOT'O CJIOBA MPOM3OIILIO CIIOBO «AHHOTALIUS»?
a) 3aMeYyaHue, OTMETKA.

0) CITHCOK.

B) KpaTKasi HHpOpMaIusi.

T') BBIBOJL

2. Yro npeacraBisieT co00i aHHOTAIHS?

a) aHHOTAIUS COJCPKUT TMOJHYI0 HHPOPMAIUIO, XapaKTCPU3YIONIYI0 T'paMMaTHYCCKHEC
0COOEHHOCTH TIEPBOMCTOYHHUKA.

0) aHHOTAIUS COJNCPIKUT JACTATU3UPOBAHHYIO HHPOPMAITUIO O TIpHUeMax MepeBojia OpUTrHHaA.

B) aHHOTAlUA TMPEACTaBIseT CO00M MpelnenbHO CKATYI0 OIUCATENbHYI0 XapaKTepUCTUKY
MEePBOUCTOYHHUKA.

') KpaTKUW JOKJIa1 WU TPE3EHTAIUS 110 ONPEASIEHHON TeMe.

3. Uro BriIrOUAET B ceOs onucaTeNbHasi aHHOTAIHS?
a) OMHMCAaHKE MaTepuaa.

0) conepkaHue MaTepuaa.

B) IOJIHOE M3JIOKEHNE HH(POPMAITUH O MaTepurae.
T') MOJHOE M3J10KeHre nHpopmaiuu 06 aBTope.

4. OnncarenbHasi aHHOTALIUSI COCTOUT H3:

a) Ha3bIBHBIX MPEUIOKEHUI.

0) TepMUHOB.

B) TIOJIHOT'O U3JIOKEHUSI HH(OPMAIIUU O MaTepuare.
I') HOJTHOE U3JI0KeHUe HH(popMaIu 00 aBToOpE.

5. Kakue UCTOUHUKH NepepabOoTKH HaydHO-TEXHUYECKOH MH(POPMALIMU UMEIOT IEPBOCTENICHHOE
3Ha4YeHue?

a) bubnuorpaduueckue onucanus, aHHOTalMK U pedepaTsl.

6) Karanoru

B) ['a3eThl 1 HHCTPYKLHUU.

r) PexnamubIe IpoCTIEKTHI

6. Kakoii TOKyMEHT MoJIy4aeTcsi B pe3y/bTaTe BBISIBIICHUS OCHOBHBIX XapaKTEPUCTUK UCTOUYHUKA
uH(pOpMalliK — aBTOp, HAa3BaHHE, S3BIK U MECTO CO3/IaHus, 00beM, MO3BONAIOIINE OTIUYUTH U
HaWTH JaHHBIA JOKYMEHT?

a) Koncnekr

0) bubimmorpaduveckoe onucanme

B) ABTOOMOTrpadus

r) Pestome

7. Yto sBNSETCS MPUHIUITHAIBHON OCHOBOM I KOMITpeccuu nHpopmanun?

a) Hanmawme cII0KHBIX TpaMMaTHYECKUX KOHCTPYKITHHA

0) M30BITOYHOCTD SI3bIKA



B) Hannuue 0MHO3HAYHOTO COOTBETCTBUS MEXKIY COACPKAHMEM MBICTH B (HOPMOUM pedeBOro
IPOM3BEACHUS, BBIPAXKAIOIIETO 3Ty MBICIIb.
r) YopouieHue Tekcra

8. B kakoii mepuoa ObUIM TPEANPHUHATH MEPBHIC MOMBITKA H3YyYEHUS TEOPHUH U METOJHUKH
pedepupoBaHus B HaIIeH cTpane?

a) 20-30-¢ roasr X VIII B.

6) 20—-30-e roxpr XX cToseTus

B) B snoxy Bo3poxnenus

r) 30-40-y roaer XX cTosieTus

9. Kakwue n3 nepevynciIeHHbIX HCTOYHUKOB HH(OPMAIIMU HE OTHOCSATCS K BTOPUYHBIM TEKCTaM?
a) KoncnekTsl, nepeBoibl

6) Karamoru, mpocnekTsl

B) Pedepar

r) Jdoxmaz

10. Kak Ha3pIBaeTcsi JOKYMEHT, IIOJIYYCHHBIH B pe3yJbTare HHICKCUPOBAHUSA, TO €CTh
BBISIBJICHHSI OCHOBHOTO TEMAaTHYECKOT'O COJIEP)KaHUs TEKCTa W BBIPAKEHHUS €ro B BHIEC Habopa
KJTFOYEBBIX CJIOB?

a) [louckoBasi anHOTAIUSA

0) Pe3rome

B) Pedepar

r) Joxmaz

11. JIns gero cocraBisercs Oubauorpaduueckoe onucaHue?

a) UToObl O3HAKOMHTH YHTATENSI C TJIABHBIMH MEPCOHAKAMH MIEPBOUCTOYHUKA U CPOPMUPOBATH
y HETO MOJIOKUTEIIEHOE OTHOIIICHUE K HUM

0) UroObl 03HAKOMHUTH YHUTATENs C MPEABAYIIMMH JIOCTHKCHUSIMH HAyYHO-TEXHUYECKOTO
nporpecca B MoJiHo# hopme

B) UTOOBI M3BECTUTH YUTATEIIS O BBIMICAIICH B CBET WM TOTOBSIICHCS K TICUaTH MyOIMKaIlUU Ha
OTIpeIeIEHHYI0 TEMaTUKY

T') JaTh YATATEITO MPEICTABICHUE O COJCPKAHUH CTaThU 03 O3HAKOMIICHUS C ITOJTHBIM TEKCTOM

12. B 4em 3akirodaercs CymHOCTh aHHOTHPOBAHUS U peepUpOBAHHS?

a) B MakCHUMaJbHOM YBEIUYEHHUH O0bEeMa TEKCTa 3a CYET HCIOJIb30BAHUS HECYIIECTBEHHBIX
JIeTaJIeH.

0) B MakCUMaJIbHOM YCJIOXKHEHUU TpPaMMATUYECKOW CTPYKTYpbl 3a CUeT NPUMEHEHUS
MIPUYACTHBIX 00OPOTOB U T€PYHAUATBHBIX KOHCTPYKIIUM.

B) B MaKCHMaJIbHOM COKpAIllEHUHM OO0bEMa HCTOYHUKA HWH(OpPMALMK TPH CYIIECTBEHHOM
COXpPaHEHUHU €0 OCHOBHOTO COJIEpKaHUSI.

T') B MAKCUMAaJbHOM YIPOIIEHUH CMBICIIA TEKCTa

13. Pedeparsl 1 aHHOTAIIH COCTABJISIOT:

a) coJIep KaHKe CIICIUATBHBIX HAYUHBIX TEXHHUYECKUX KYPHAIIOB.
0) peKIIaMHBIX MIPOCIIEKTOB.

B) pehepaTHUBHBIX JKYpHAJIOB.

r) aBTOOMOrpadun

14. Kakue BeIpakeHHsI TpeoOIaiatoT B pedepaTax U aHHOTALUAX ?
a) CTIeIHaTbHBIC KIIHIIIE.
0) BeIpa)KE€HUsI C ABOMHBIM OTPULIAHHEM.



B) BBIPQXXEHHUS C II1arojom “to be”.
T') CJIOKHBIEC TIPEIIOKCHUSI

15. Knumre — 370:

a) peYeBOi CTEPEOTHII, TOTOBBI 000POT, UCIIOJIL3YEMBI B KAUECTBE JIETKO BOCIIPOU3BOIMMOTO B
OIIPEICIICHHBIX YCIOBHSX M KOHTEKCTaX CTaH/IapTa.

0) Kpatkoe coobmienne, 00001eHHOe OMUCAHUE TEKCTA KHUTH, CTAThH.

B) KpaTkoe n3noxxeHune Hay4HOTO TpyAa B TUCBMEHHOM BHJIC.

r) [Ipennoxenue, B KOTOPOM BBIpAKECHA TJIABHAS MBICIb TEKCTa

16. Kakyro BaxkHYIO ()YHKIIMIO BEITIOTHSIOT pedepaT u aHHOTAUs?

a) 3HAKOMST YUTATEIS C HATMYUEM UCTOYHHKOB HYXXHOW MH(OPMAITUH.
0) 3HAKOMSIT YUTATEIIS C ITOJIHBIM 00BEMOM HH(OPMAIIHH.

B) 3HAKOMSIT YHTATEIS ¢ aBTOOMOrpadueii aBTopa.

I') 3HAKOMST YUTaTelNs ¢ uH(opmarueir 00 aBTope U ero AeITeIbHOCTH

17. C xakoii nenbto cocrapiusercs pedepar?

a) 4TOObI 3aCTaBUTh YUTATENSI IPOYUTATh IEPBOUCTOYHUK U IEPEBECTH €TI0 MOJIHOCTHIO.

0) 4roOBl JaTh YMUTATENI0 OTHOCHUTEIBHO IIOJHOE NPEJCTaBICHHE O 3aTPOHYTHIX B
NEPBOMCTOYHHUKE BOIIPOCaX U OCBOOOIUTH €ro OT IepeBojia OpUrHHaia.

B) 4yTOOBl CO3/aTh Yy YWTaTENs KpPaTKOE IPEJCTaBICHHE O 3aTPOHYTHIX B IEPBOMCTOYHHUKE
BOIPOCAX U 3aCTABUTH €r0 MEPEBECTH OPUTHHAI.

T') 94TOOBI JaTh MOHATH YATATENIO, O YEM UJET PEUb B TEKCTE

18. Tlo xapakrepy U310KeHUs pedeparsl AeTATCS Ha:
a) peepaTbI-KOHCIIEKTHI U pedepaThi-pe3rome.

0) petdhepaThl-KOHCTIEKTHI U pedepaThI-CTaThH.

B) pedeparbl-MoHOrpaduu U pedepaThl-pe3rome.

r) pedeparbi-MoHOTrpaduu U pedepaThl-KOHCIIEKTHI.

19. B pedepare-pesrome:

a) cood11aercs, 0 4eM rOBOPUTCS B IOKYMEHTE.

0) 000011aI0TCSI BTOPOCTENIEHHBIE MOJI0KEHUSI TIOUTHHHUKA.

B) M3JIAralOTCsl CBEJCHUS O METOJMKE HMCCIIEAOBaHMUs, UCIIOIB30BAHUN 000PYIOBaHUS U cdepe
PUMCHEHHS.

T') KpaTKOE M3JI0’KEHNE OCHOBHOM CyTH JaHHOW paOoTEHI.

20. B pedepare-koHcmekre:

a) BCE OCHOBHBIE MOJIOXKEHUSI OPUTHHAIa B 0000IIEHHOM BH/IE.

0) u3araroTCcst BTOPOCTEIIEHHbIE MOJI0KEHNS MOJUIMHHUKA.

B) pedepat noaMeHsIeTcs EPEBOIOM.

') M3J1araloTcs CBEJIEHHs] O METOAMKE HMCCIeI0BaHMs, UCIOIb30BaHUU 000pynOBaHMs U cdepe
PUMEHEHHSI.

21. Kakoro poja cBeJIcHUS COACPKUT HHPOpMaTHBHBIN pedepat?
a) BCE JIeTalld OpUrHHaa.

0) Bce OCHOBHBIE MOJIOKEHHSI OpUTHHANIA B 0000ILIEHHOM BU/IE.

B) BCE CTHJIUCTUYECKHE OCOOCHHOCTH OpUTHHAIA.

') Bce rpaMMaTH4ecKie 0COOEHHOCTH OpUTHHANIA.

22. Tlo oxBaTy UCTOYHHUKOB pedepaTsl OIpa3AeIIAIOTCs Ha:
a) Monorpaduueckue, cBoIHbIE, 0030pHBIC U BEIOOPOUYHEIE.



0) Monorpagdudeckne, KOHCIIEKTHbIE, 0030pHbIE U BEIOOPOYHEIE.
B) pedepaTuBHBIC, CBOJHBIC, 0030pPHBIC U BHIOOPOYHBIE.
r) KoncnekruBHsie, 0030pHBIE U BEIOOPOYHBIE.

23. BTOpUYHBIMHU CUHTAIOTCS:

a) TEKCThI, CKOIMPOBAHHbIE C OPUTHHAJIOB.

0) pa3nu4HbIC BUIBI TEKCTOB, CO3/IaHHBIC IIyTEM ITPE0Opa30BaHUsI UCXOIHOTO TEKCTA.
B) TEKCTHI, IOBTOPHO OITyOJIMKOBaHHBIE B IICYATH.

r) [lepeBon, aBToOMOrpadus, pedepar.

24. CrpykTypa pedepara 3aBUCHUT OT:

a) xapaktepa pedepupyemMoro Marepuarna.
0) cTuns pedepupyemMoro Marepuana.

B) o0beMa pedepupyeMoro Marepuara.

') TEMaTUKU

25. Yero HyXHO u3berarth B pedepare?
a) MPOCTHIX MPEIOKEHHIA.

0) JTUIITHUX CIIOB.

B) JIAKOHUYHOT'O JIUTEPATYPHOTO S3bIKA.
T') U3JIMLIIHUX TIPEI0KEHUM

26. PedepenTckuii KOMMEHTapUi HE MOXKET BKJIFOUATh B CEOS:

a) crpaBKy 00 aBTOpe.

0) yKka3aHus Ha IpyTrye KCTOYHUKU M MaTepHAIIBI IO JJAHHOMY BO- TIPOCY.
B) MOApOOHYIO HH(OPMALIHIO 00 aBTOPE.

T') CIIpaBKy 00 UCTOYHHKE

27. I'ne nomerniaercs peepaTuBHas aHHOTALUsA?

a) B KOHIIE U3/IaHUS.

0) Ha CynepoOJIoKKE U3TAHMS.

B) B U3JJaHUH pedepaThBHAS aHHOTALIMS HE TIOMEIIAETCS.
I') B Hauase U3JaHusl.

28. YTo He pacKphIBalOT CIIPAaBOYHBIE AaHHOTALIMH?
a) TEMaTUKY IOKYMEHTOB.

0) cBeZIeHHs O IOKYMEHTE.

B) KPUTHUYECKYIO OLIEHKY.

r) uHpopManus o0 aBTope.

29. Ha xoro paccuuTaHbl 00IIHE aHHOTAINH?
a) Ha NIMPOKUIN KPYT YnuTaTeNEeH.

0) Ha y3KUI KpyT uuTaTeneil.

B) Ha CllelUalIbHBIA KPYT YUTATENIEH.

I') Ha OTPAaHUYCHHBIN KPYyT YuTaTenen

30. B xakoit 4acTu aHHOTAIIMM PACCMATPUBACTCS MIEPEUCHB 3a- TPOHYTHIX MPoOIEM?
a) BO BBOJIHOU YacCTH.

0) B OCHOBHOM YacCTH.

B) B 3aKJIFOYUTEIILHOMN YacTH.

T) B T1000M U3 yacTen



31. BeiOepure BapuaHT OTBETa C MPABHIBLHON MOCIIEA0BATEIbHOCTHIO CTPYKTYPbl aHHOTAI[HH:

a) [lepeueHb OCHOBHBIX, 3aTPOHYTHIX B MyOIMKAIMK TeM; OuOIrnorpaduuecKkoe omnrcaHue.

0) Oumbnuorpaduueckoe oOnucaHWe; TEPEeYCHb OCHOBHBIX, 3aTPOHYTHIX B ITYOJIUKAIIUHA TEM;
KpaTKasi XapaKTEepUCTHKA U OLIEHKa, HA3HAYCHUE aHHOTHPYEMOW paOOTHI.

B) Kparkas xapakrepucTMka W  OIICHKAa, Ha3HAuYeHHWE  aAHHOTUPYEMOH  paboTHI;
O6ubmmorpaduieckoe ONrMcaHue; MepedyeHb OCHOBHBIX TEM B IyOJIUKAIIMH.

T') KpaTKas XapaKTepUCTHKA U OI[EHKA, HA3HAYCHUE aHHOTUPYEMOU pabOoTHI.

32. Yrto naercs nepej TEKCTOM aHHOTAIUH?
a) BBIXOJIHbIC JAaHHBIE B HOPMATUBHOU (hopMme.
0) OCHOBHBIE TOJIOKECHHUSI.

B) OCHOBHAsl TeMa KHUTH, CTaThU.

') aBTOp U Ha3BaHUE CTaTbU

33. Uto HEe OTHOCHUTCS K TPEOOBAHUSM, MPEABSIBISIEMbIM K HAMUCAHUIO aHHOTAIIAN?

a) yueT Ha3HA4YCHUS aHHOTAIIUH.

0) o0weMm anHOTaIuu Kosedsercs ot 1000—3000 nedaTHBIX 3HAKOB.

B) COOJIIO/ICHUE JIOTUYHOCTH CTPYKTYPBI, OTIIMYHON OT TOPSIIKA U3JI0KECHUS B OPUTHHAJIC.
r) MOAINUCH aBTOpa

34. Choose a synonym: at last
a) finally

0) high on the list

B) from the very outset

r) soon after

35. Choose a synonym: because
a) at

o) for

B) ON

r) by

36. Choose a synonym: besides
a) behind

0) over

B) across

r) also

37. Choose a synonym: in contrast
a) therefore

0) that is why

B) conversely

r) because

38. Choose a synonym: nevertheless
a) besides

0) so

B) however

r) that’s why

39. Choose a synonym: next
a) extreme



0) last
B) then
r) utmost

40. Choose a synonym: possibly
a) incredible

6) unbelievable

B) probably

r) fabulous

41. Choose a synonym: similarly
a) discrepancy

0) inconsistency

B) correspondingly

r) correct

42. Choose a synonym: therefore
a) SO

0) besides

B) moreover

r) furthermore

43. Choose a synonym: whereas
a) what

0) that’s why

B) that

r) while

44. Choose the correct preposition: several kinds
a) on
0) at
B) of
r) for

45. Choose the correct preposition: the causes

cars.

lung cancer.

a) at

6) on
B) of
r) for

46. Choose the correct preposition: the changes
a) for

0) at

B) tO

r) that

47. Choose the correct preposition: the disadvantages

a) to
0) at
B) Of
r) an

our way of life.

renting a flat.



48. Choose the correct preposition: the precautions avoiding car
a) at

0) on

B) for

r) of

49. Choose the correct preposition: the problems absenteeism.
a) at

0) on

B) of

r) for

50. Choose the correct preposition: the procedures __ taking an exam.
a) at

0) on

B) for

r) to

51. Choose the correct preposition: the reasons owning a car.
a) to

0) at

B) for

r)on

52. Choose the correct preposition: the steps organising a conference.
a) at

6) on

B) for

r) by

53. Choose the correct preposition: to be divided several sections.
a) to

0) by

B) into

r)on

54. Choose the word to match the definition: checking writing for mistakes
a) argument

0) colloquialism

B) proof-reading

r) conventions

55. Choose the word to match the definition: everyday expression
a) argument

0) conventions

B) colloquialism

r) proof-reading

56. Choose the word to match the definition: methods of quoting, doing bibliographies,
referencing, etc., in academic writing

a) proof-reading

0) argument



B) conventions
r) proof-reading

57. Choose the word to match the definition: the ideas which develop and illustrate the topic

sentence

a) argument

0) supporting ideas
B) sentence

r) conclusion

58. Choose the word point of view
a) argument

0) supporting ideas

B) sentence

r) conclusion

59. Choose the word general paints of the
a) argument

0) supporting ideas

B) sentence

r) conclusion

60. Choose the word
a) argument

0) topic sentence

B) sentence

r) conclusion

61. Choose the word
a) brainstorming

6) argument

B) topic

r) linking words

62. Choose the word
a) brainstorming

6) argument

B) topic

r) linking words

63. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase:

light-hearted, the content is serious.
a) that

0) what

B) While

r) besides

64. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase:

the tone of the article is

you don’t cut on your

spending, you’ll go bankrupt.
a) on
0) if
B) at



r) that

65. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: A good language learner should be able to do
a lot of things. , it is important to have a good memory and to memorize
words quickly.

a) for example

0) besides

B) that’s why

r) that

66. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: Bad experience at school often
in unwillingness to learn.

a) besides

0) results

B) for example
r) consequently

67. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: | was afraid of school.
, | was only seven, and | had been so happy in my nursery with all my

toys.

a) therefor
0) that’s why
B) for

r) after all

68. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: It didn’t make sense. ,
there was one thing | could always do: | could learn by heart.

a) as

0) by

B) However

r) for

69. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: It might be useful to learn French,
it is spoken in a lot of countries.

a) at

o) for

B) by

r) as

70. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: It was impossible to sleep
the mosquitoes.

a) that’s why
o) for

B) at

r) because of

71. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: Learning a language is hard work for you,
but you get there

a) that’s why

6) in the end

B) besides

r) for



72. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: Lots of people speak four or five languages,
language learning can’t be too difficult.

a) for
0) by
B) SO
r) at

73. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: Mastering speaking
and writing requires a lot of time and effort.

a) both

0) already

B) by this time

r) more

74. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: School was __home!
a) for

0) other

B) unlike

r) last

75. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: She is not only a skilled painter, she is
a talented piano player.

a) as
0) also
B) by
r) to

76. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: The doctor looked at my notes carefully,
gave me a thorough examination.

a) what
0) that
B) then
r) while

77. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: There has been great progress in medical
research. , there have been significant achievements in all aspects of health
care.

a) besides

0) As a result

B) at the same time

r) SO

78. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: These words sound ,
but their meanings are different.

a) the same

0) as a result

B) because

r) for

79. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: We arrived at the school
a cold Friday afternoon.

a) at



0) for
B) ON
r) by

80. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: Women are generally better language
learners men.

a) than

0) an

B) of

r) by

81. Fill in the blank with a suitable word or phrase: You should buy some reference books
as a bilingual dictionary and a grammar book.

a) which
0) what
B) such
r) that

82. Fill in the gap with a suitable word or phrase: , if the hobby is stamp
collecting, the person can learn about the countries of the world.

a) besides

6) another

B) for example

r) such

83. Fill in the gap with a suitable word or phrase: , people should write
and speak clearly. *

a) that’s why

0) in my opinion

B) SO

r) on the other hand

84. Fill in the gap with a suitable word: the advantages and disadvantages
of establishing a new university in your community.

a) compare

0) instead

B) from

r) out of

85. Fill in the gap with a suitable word: Do you with the following statement? ¢
a) disagree

0) compare

B) in My opinion

r) agree

86. Give the Russian equivalent: as a result
a) u3-3a

0) moToMy 4TO

B) B pe3yJbTare

') B HayaJie

87. Give the Russian equivalent: conversely
a) BMECTO



0) yxe
B) TO-MOEMY MHEHUIO
r') Ha000pOT

88. Give the Russian equivalent: due to something
a) u3-3a

0) Giaromapst uemy-audo

B) 110 CPAaBHEHHIO

I') COTJIaCHO YEMY-TO

89. Give the Russian equivalent: on account of
a) u3-3a

0) BOT mouemy

B) Oarogaps

') BMECTO

90. Give the Russian equivalent: on the other hand
a) u3-3a

0) ¢ Ipyroi CTOPOHBI

B) [10 MHEHHIO

T) UTaK

91. Give the Russian equivalent: similarly
a) C Ipyroil CTOPOHBI

0) 10 CpaBHEHUIO

B) aHAJIOTHYHO

T) 110 IPUYUHE

92. Give the Russian equivalent: the same
a) TOT XKe

0) OTIMYHBIN

B) pa3HbIi

r) Apyroi

93. Give the Russian equivalent: to cause
a) UTaK

0) ABIATHCSA NPUUNHOM

B) U3-3a

T) COTJIaCHO YeMY-TO

94. Give the Russian equivalent: to differ
a) OBITH MOXO0XKUM

0) 1Mo CpaBHEHUIO

B) MOJIXOTUTh

T) OTJIHYATHCS

95. The underlined part of the sentence: “People can avoid catching a cold by taking certain
precautions.” performs the function of:

a) place

0) time

B) contrast

r) controlling idea



96. The underlined word in the sentence “At the beginning of June roses start to blossom and the
village looks lovely.” expresses the following type of relationship:

a) place

0) time

B) contrast

r) controlling idea

97. The underlined word in the sentence “Don’t exercise too vigorously too soon. It won’t do
you any good, on the contrary it might do you a lot of harm.” expresses the following type of
relationship:

a) place

0) time

B) contrast

r) controlling idea

98. The underlined word in the sentence “Einstein couldn’t speak until he was eight.” expresses
the following type of relationship:

a) place

0) time

B) contrast

r) controlling idea

99. The underlined word in the sentence “He overates because of his depression.” expresses the
following type of relationship:

a) place

0) time

B) contrast

r) cause

100. The underlined word in the sentence “His anxiety resulted in dangerous driving.” expresses
the following type of relationship:
a) effect
0) time
B) contrast
r) controlling idea
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Pa3HoypoBHeBbIe 3a1a4n
1. Tlppouuraiite, mepeBeaIUTE OTPHIBPK TEKCTA.
2. WMsnoxwute nndopmanuro pedepaTuBHO.
1
https://news.gallup.com/opinion/gallup/328250/looking-back-... .aspx

U.S. Leadership Remains Unpopular Worldwide. After tumbling to a record-low 30% during the
first year of Trump's presidency, the image of U.S. leadership was not much better in the third
year of his term. The median global approval rating for U.S. leadership across 135 countries and
areas edged up to 33% in 2019. In Gallup's latest update from 29 countries in 2020, President-
elect Joseph Biden is inheriting a battered U.S. image abroad when he takes office later this
month. Overall, the world grew less accepting of migrants between 2016 and 2019, according to
Gallup's latest update of its Migrant Acceptance Index. The global score on the index, which
gauges people's acceptance of migrants based on increasing degrees of personal proximity to
migrants, declined from 5.34 to 5.21. Canadians were the most accepting of migrants, while
Americans were the sixth-most accepting population worldwide. Gallup found that about 13%
women aged 18 to 60 worldwide are unmarried and have children (sub-Saharan Africa - 32%,
Latin America - 24%). Most of the World Remains Confident in Police. Nearly seven in 10
people worldwide said they felt safe walking alone at night where they live (69%) and are
confident in their local police (69%). While Gallup's surveys on people's perceptions of their
own security were collected before the pandemic, the results provide a baseline for how the
world was primed to respond to the challenges that surfaced in 2020, including those related to
law enforcement in the U.S. and elsewhere.

2
https://www.guora.com/What-are-the-criticisms-of-Maslows-Hierarchy-of-Needs

Although in 2020, people still focus on Maslow’s Pyramid of Needs because “in some ways,
Maslow’s ideas were brilliant». Some later research and theory has supported them to some
degree. For example, Maslow was rebelling against the traditional Behaviorist assumption that
there were only a few primary motives (such as hunger and thirst). | personally liked the concept
of self-actualization as it permitted me to create my own individualized motivation and
envisioned goal in life, no matter the mix in culture, gender, marital status, etc. Now for the
eventual criticisms. Although some of the levels in theory had some support in research, further
detailed research devised a restructured pyramid. Although not often taught in colleges, Maslow
believed that there were independent motivational systems involved in the desire for love, and
the need for esteem, and that these were not directly connected to the basic physiological needs.
Later research in neuroscience and evolutionary biology has supported this idea. The
negative: Maslow’s hierarchy didn’t fit more precise 2011 research in evolution. Douglas
Kenrick's team of ASU, found the need to do away with all that “fluffy human-potential”
thinking and replaces it with the brute certainties of research in evolutionary psychology: One of
the rare situations | prefer fluffy.. allowing me a place in evolution. The needs from bottom to
top: 1. Immediate psychological needs 2. Selfprotection 3. Affiliation 4. Status esteem 5. Mate
acquisition 6. Mate retention 7. Parenting.

https://www.bbc.com/news/magazine-23902918

In the second half of the 20th Century, bosses began to realize that employees' hopes, feelings
and needs had an impact on performance. In 1960, Douglas McGregor published a best-seller
The Human Side of Enterprise, which contrasted traditional managerial styles with a people-
centred approach inspired by Maslow. Some managers began to move away from a purely


https://news.gallup.com/opinion/gallup/328250/looking-back-
https://www.quora.com/What-are-the-criticisms-of-Maslows-Hierarchy-of-Needs
https://www.bbc.com/news/magazine-23902918

"transactional™ contract with a company's staff, in which they received money in exchange for
doing a job, to a complex "relational™ one, where a company offered opportunities for an
individual to feel fulfilled, but expected more in return. President and CEO of Hanover Insurance
Bill O'Brien said: "Our traditional organizations are designed to provide for the first three of
Maslow's hierarchy of human needs. Since these are now widely available to members of
industrial society our organizations do not provide significantly unique opportunities to
command the loyalty and commitment of our people.” According to Dr. Kenrick, the appeal of
Maslow's hierarchy can be explained by the fact that it reflects a pattern of growth we observe in
children. "I have a child who is six years old and | noticed that when he was an infant he couldn't
care less about public opinion,” Kenrick says. "In kindergarten he started to worry about making
friends but he didn't really care about getting respect from those people. And now he's in the first
grade and you can see he's beginning to think about his friends' opinions and what status they
hold him in." Kenrick also thinks the longevity of the hierarchy of needs can be explained by the
pyramid which came to represent it, and which "captures a complicated idea in a very simple
way". Maslow's theories have many supporters today, including US hotelier and business guru
Chip Conley.

4
https://www.pewforum.org/2020/10/04/faith-on-the-hill/

When it comes to religious affiliation, the 116th U.S. Congress looks similar to the previous
Congress but quite different from Americans overall. While about a quarter (26%) of U.S. adults
are religiously unaffiliated — describing themselves as atheist, agnostic or “nothing in particular”
— just one member of the new Congress (Sen. Kyrsten Sinema, D-Ariz.) identifies as religiously
unaffiliated (0.2%). Nearly nine-in-ten members of Congress identify as Christian (88%),
compared with two-thirds of the general public (65%). Congress is both more heavily Protestant
(55% vs. 43%) and more heavily Catholic (30% vs. 20%) than the U.S. adult population overall.
Members of Congress also are older, on average, than U.S. adults overall. At the start of the
116th Congress, the average representative was 57.6 years old, and the average senator was 62.9
years old.1 Pew Research Center surveys have found that adults in that age range are more likely
to be Christian than the general public (74% of Americans ages 50 to 64 are Christian, compared
with 65% of all Americans ages 18 and older). Still, Congress is more heavily Christian even
than U.S. adults ages 50 to 64, by a margin of 14 percentage points. Over the last several
Congresses, there has been a marked increase in the share of members who identify themselves
simply as Protestants or as Christians without further specifying a denomination. There are now
96 members of Congress in this category (18%).

5
https://www.ipsos.com/en/global-weight-and-actions

A new global study carried out across 30 countries, finds 45% of people globally say that they
are currently trying to lose weight. This figure increases to two-thirds (60%) of people in Chile
who are trying to lose weight and more than 50% in Spain, Peru, Saudi Arabia, Singapore and
the USA. For those looking to lose weight just over half (52% globally) would exercise more and
eat more healthily, but not diet to achieve their goal. However, 4 in 10 (44%) did say that they
would take action to reduce their food intake. About two-thirds of those looking to lose weight in
Argentina, Chile, Mexico and the Netherlands would eat more healthily, but not diet. In China,
three quarters (77%) of people looking to lose weight would use exercise to help them help with
weight loss. After exercise, healthy eating and dieting, 38% of those trying to lose weight
globally would drink fewer sugary drinks (this increases to more than 50% in Hungary, Malaysia
and South Africa).15% globally say they would drink less alcohol. Reducing alcohol intake (for
those looking to lose weight) increases to about a quarter of the population in Great Britain


http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1QUF5QfnIbc
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1QUF5QfnIbc
https://www.pewforum.org/2020/10/04/faith-on-the-hill/
https://www.pewforum.org/2021/01/04/faith-on-the-hill-2021/#fn-34082-1
https://www.ipsos.com/en/global-weight-and-actions

(25%), Australia (23%), Belgium (23%), South Korea (25%), Russia (26%) and South Africa
(24%). Sugar (62%) is the main factor that people globally would look to reduce or eliminate
from their diet in order to help with weight loss. This is followed by calories (41%). For those
actively looking to lose weight, two-thirds of people globally say that sugar is the factor in their
diet that they would try to reduce or eliminate to help with weight loss. This percentage increases
to more than 70% in Hungary, Malaysia, Poland, Russia, Turkey and South Africa.

6
https://news.gallup.com/opinion/gallup/328490/gallup-global-leadership-update.aspx

As data continue to pour in from Gallup's 2020 surveys across the globe, in October 2020,
approval ratings of U.S. leadership are still tracking lower than they have at most points in the
past decade. Across 60 countries and areas surveyed during the last year of Donald Trump's
presidency, median approval of U.S. leadership stands at 22%. The highest global rating for U.S.
leadership during the Trump administration was 33% in 2019. While generally unpopular across
much of the world and among key allies, U.S. leadership did find favor among the majority of
the population in seven of the 60 countries: Dominican Republic (66%), Cameroon (62%),
Georgia (61%), Zambia (56%), Albania (56%), the Philippines (55%) and Uganda (53%). U.S.
leadership garners the lowest approval ratings in Germany (6%), Iran (6%) and Iceland (5%).
The global picture of the image of U.S. leadership during the last year of the Trump presidency
is becoming somewhat clearer as President-elect Joe Biden prepared to take office. But until all
of Gallup's 2020 fieldwork is complete in a few months, it is still too early to say that the U.S.
will see its worst ranking in the history of Gallup's World Poll. However, the picture that has
emerged thus far makes the foreign policy headwinds that Biden faces as he takes the helm that
much more obvious. Further, Gallup collected these data before the violent protests at the U.S.
Capitol, which likely will only make the challenge of restoring the U.S. reputation abroad even
tougher.

7
https://news.gallup.com/opinion/gallup/328250/looking-back-world-2020-forward-2021.aspx

World Risk Poll Reveals Global Threat From Climate Change: The majority of people globally
believe climate change poses a threat to the next generation in their countries. More than four in
10 (41%) people interviewed for the Lloyd's Register Foundation World Risk Poll in 2019 said
that climate change poses a "very serious” threat to people in their countries in the next 20 years,
and another 28% said it poses a "somewhat serious" threat. About one in eight (13%) said it was
"not a threat at all.” 750 Million Struggling to Meet Basic Needs With No Safety Net: About one
in seven of the world's adults -- or about 750 million people -- fall into the Basic Needs
Vulnerability Index's "High Vulnerability" group, which means they are struggling to afford
either food or shelter, or struggling to afford both, and don't have friends or family to count on if
they were in trouble. Globally at least some adults in every country fall into the High
Vulnerability group. Internet Access was at new high worldwide before pandemic. Many
residents confined to their homes during the pandemic relied on the internet as their link to the
outside world. Gallup surveys in 145 countries and territories in 2019 and early 2020 show more
of the world is online than ever, but there is still a digital divide. Road to recovery is tough in
Latin America, parts of Europe. Latin America and Eastern/Southeastern Europe are most likely
to struggle with long-term efforts to deal with COVID-19 outbreaks and setbacks. Venezuela,
Brazil, Peru and Colombia score highly on the COVID-19 risk recovery measure.


https://news.gallup.com/opinion/gallup/328490/gallup-global-leadership-update.aspx

8

https://www.pewresearch.org/politics/2020/11/6/sharp-divisions-on-vote-counts

The survey by Pew Research Center, conducted Nov. 4-5 on the nationally representative
American Trends Panel among 11,818 U.S. adults, finds sharp divisions between voters who
supported Joe Biden and Donald Trump over nearly all aspects of the election and voting
process. Nearly half of voters (46%) say they voted by absentee or mail. A 54% majority say
they voted in person, with equal shares voting on Election Day or before the election. Just 21%
of Trump supporters have a positive view of how elections were administered nationally. Among
Biden supporters, 94% say the elections were run and administered well. The magnitude of the
differences between Trump and Biden voters is striking. While 82% of Biden supporters are very
confident their own vote was counted accurately, just 35% of Trump supporters say the same.
85% of Trump voters say that Trump should continue efforts to challenge the election, and
overwhelmingly support these challenges. Comparable shares of Americans have confidence in
Biden (52%) and Trump (53%) to make good decisions about economic policy. Six-in-ten
Democrats and Democratic-leaning independents say economic conditions will be better a year
from now, compared with just 23% of Republicans and Republicans leaners. And while Trump
and Biden supporters have substantial disagreements over the accuracy of the vote count and
how the elections were administered, 81% of Biden voters and 73% of Trump supporters found
it very easy to vote.

9
https://news.gallup.com/poll/317948/fear-bankruptcy-due-major-health-event.aspx

The sharp rise in U.S. healthcare costs, which was already a significant problem for Americans
before the COVID-19 pandemic, has only been exacerbated by new challenges presented by the
outbreak. In recent months, for example, 14% of Americans with likely COVID-19 symptoms
reported that they would avoid care because of cost. 88% are concerned about rising drug costs
due to the pandemic. These COVID-19-related cost worries also come with a substantial racial
divide. Dovetailing with the new health-related concerns brought on by the coronavirus outbreak
is the economic catastrophe that -- despite the recouping of millions of jobs since May -- persists
in the form of 28 million people receiving some form of unemployment aid at the end of July. As
such, Americans' concerns only intensified today because of the pandemic. The disproportionate
manner in which minorities have suffered the effects of the pandemic is reflected in higher rates
of concern about bankruptcy among non-White respondents, which have jumped from 52% in
early 2019 to 64% today. And the elevated level of bankruptcy concerns among adults younger
than 50 corresponds with substantially higher percentages of younger adults (versus older adults)
who report that a friend or family member passed away in the prior five years after not having
the money to pay for needed treatment. The troublesome confluence of the need to borrow
money to pay a medical bill and subsequently carrying medical debt for a year or more comes at
a time when two-thirds of Americans are reporting an increase in the price of their prescription
drugs.

10
https://news.gallup.com/poll/328670/americans-expect-history-judge-trump-harshly.aspx

The Oct. 4-15 Gallup poll asked Americans to predict how Trump and eight other recent U.S.
presidents will go down in history. These include the last seven presidents as well as Richard
Nixon, typically the poorest rated, and John Kennedy, typically the highest rated. Kennedy
continues to be rated highest overall, with seven in 10 regarding him as an outstanding or above
average president. Majorities say the same about Barack Obama (56%) and Ronald Reagan
(52%). Trump has the most polarized image of all presidents, with most Americans either
predicting he will be remembered well or poorly, rather than average. This contrasts with George


https://www.pewresearch.org/politics/2020/11/6/sharp-divisions-on-vote-counts
https://news.gallup.com/poll/328670/americans-expect-history-judge-trump-harshly.aspx

H.W. Bush, George W. Bush and Jimmy Carter, whose positive ratings are similar to those of
Trump but who have much lower negative ratings than Trump. For the most part, Americans
regard those three former presidents as being average. Six in 10 Americans believe that history
will regard President Donald Trump negatively, including 47% who say he will be remembered
for doing a "poor" job. In contrast, fewer than three in 10 think he will be remembered as an
"outstanding™ (9%) or "above average" (20%) president. Relatively few, 10%, believe he will go
down in history as an "average" president. Views of Trump's legacy are highly partisan, with
most Republicans thinking he will be remembered as above average (72%) or as an outstanding
one (23%). Gallup did not measure perceptions of Nixon until 1999, and opinions of him have
gotten worse since then (22% positive, 41% negative). Thus, it is also possible that Trump's
perceived historical positioning will worsen as his presidency retreats into the past.

11
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2020/07/23/are-you...-middle-class/

Lower-income adults, already under significant financial pressure, have been especially
vulnerable to the economic fallout from the COVID-19 outbreak in 2020, according to a Pew
Research Center survey conducted April 29-May 5, 2020. The survey found that 36% of lower-
income adults and 28% of middle-income adults said they had lost a job or taken a pay cut due to
the coronavirus outbreak, compared with 22% of upper-income adults. Each household’s income
is made equivalent to the income of a three-person household (the whole number nearest to the
average size of a U.S. household, which was 2.5 in 2018). Middle-income households had
incomes ranging from about $48,500 to $145,500 in 2018. Lower-income households had
incomes less than $48,500 and upper-income households had incomes greater than $145,500 (all
figures computed for three-person households, adjusted for the cost of living in a metropolitan
area, and expressed in 2018 dollars). In a Center survey conducted in April 2020, only 23% of
lower-income adults said they had rainy day funds that could last three months, compared with
48% of middle-income adults and 75% of upper-income adults. About half of U.S. adults (52%)
lived in middle-income households in 2018, according to a new Pew Research Center analysis of
government data. Roughly three-in-ten (29%) were in lower-income households and 19% were
in upper-income households. Our latest analysis shows that the share of adults who live in
middle-income households varies widely across the 260 metropolitan areas examined, from 39%
in Las Cruces, New Mexico, to 67% in Ogden-Clearfield, Utah. The share of adults who live in
lower-income households ranges from 16% in Ogden-Clearfield to 49% in Las Cruces. The
estimated share living in upper-income households is greatest in San Jose-Sunnyvale-Santa
Clara, California (34%) and the smallest in EI Centro, California (7%).

12
https://www.pewforum.org/2018/04/25/when-americans-say-they-believe-in-god-what-do-they-
mean/

When Americans Say They Believe in God, What Do They Mean? Nine-in-ten Americans
believe in a higher power, but only a slim majority believe in God as described in the Bible. A
new Pew Research Center survey of more than 4,700 U.S. adults finds that one-third of
Americans say they do not believe in the God of the Bible, but that they do believe there is some
other higher power or spiritual force in the universe. A slim majority of Americans (56%) say
they believe in God “as described in the Bible.” And one-in-ten do not believe in any higher
power or spiritual force. In the U.S., belief in a deity is common even among the religiously
unaffiliated — a group composed of those who identify themselves, religiously, as atheist,
agnostic or “nothing in particular,” and sometimes referred to, collectively, as religious “nones.”
Indeed, nearly three-quarters of religious “nones” (72%) believe in a higher power of some kind,
even if not in God as described in the Bible. Overall, about half of Americans (48%) say that
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God or another higher power directly determines what happens in their lives all or most of the
time. An additional 18% say God or some other higher power determines what happens to them
“just some of the time.” Nearly eight-in-ten U.S. adults think God or a higher power has
protected them, and two-thirds say they have been rewarded by the Almighty. Six-in-ten
Americans say God or a higher power will judge all people on what they have done, and four-in-
ten say they have been punished by God or the spiritual force they believe is at work in the
universe.

13
https://www.pewforum.org/2020/10/14/measuring-religion-in-pew-research-centers-american-

trends-panel/

Random-digit dial phone surveys and the NPORS produce similar estimates of the share of
Americans who say they pray daily. In a 2019 RDD survey 49% of respondents report that they
pray at least once a day, as do 48% of participants in the NPORS. After adjusting to NPORS-
based targets for religious affiliation, the ATP produces estimates of prayer frequency that are
only slightly lower than both sources, with 45% of ATP respondents saying they pray daily.
RDD polls and the NPORS also produce similar estimates of the share of Americans who say
religion is “very important” in their lives (48% in a March 2019 RDD survey, 45% in the
NPORS). On this measure, the ATP produces a somewhat lower estimate of the share of U.S.
adults who consider religion very important (41%), even after weighting to NPORS-based
religious affiliation targets. Still, the differences between the ATP and NPORS-based estimates
are relatively modest. And all three sources find that nearly two-thirds or more of U.S. adults say
religion is at least “somewhat” important in their lives. Studies conducted in 2007 and 2014
have shown that the country has been growing less religious over time. They continue trends
first observed in the General Social Survey (GSS) as long ago as the early 1990s. These major
developments in American religion include the decline of the Christian share of the population,
the growth of religious “nones,” and a downturn in self-reported rates of religious attendance.
Big reductions in the share of Americans who say religion is very important to them in the future
can probably be interpreted as indicators of continuing declines in the country’s religiosity.

14
https://www.pewsocialtrends.org/2020/09/24/economic-fallout-from-covid-19

As many Americans struggle with the effects of the coronavirus recession, a third say they have
turned to savings or retirement accounts to pay their bills. Additionally, more than one-in-ten
have borrowed money from friends or family (17%), gotten food from a food bank or charitable
organization (17%), or received government assistance benefits (15%) or unemployment benefits
(15%). Use of these additional resources since the coronavirus outbreak began is more common
among Americans with lower incomes. More than four-in-ten lower-income adults (44%) say
they have used money from a savings or retirement account to pay their bills during this time,
and about a third or more have borrowed money from friends or family (35%), gotten food from
a food bank or charitable organization (35%), or received government food assistance (37%).
Among middle-income adults, 33% say they have used money from a savings or retirement
account to pay their bills, 11% have borrowed money from family or friends, 12% have gotten
food from a food bank or charitable organization, and 7% have received government food
assistance. While much smaller shares of upper-income adults say they have drawn on these
resources, 15% say they used money from a savings or retirement account to pay their bills since
the coronavirus began. Those affected by coronavirus related job loss or pay cuts are much more
likely than those who have not experienced these setbacks to have drawn on additional resources.
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https://www.pewforum.org/2020/10/14/measuring-religion-in-pew-research-centers-american-

trends-panel/

Random digit-dial telephone surveys show that religious “nones” (people who describe
themselves, religiously, as atheist, agnostic) have been growing as a share of the U.S. adult
population and Christians have been declining for quite some time. In the Pew Research Center’s
most current RDD polling, 63% of U.S. adults identify as Christians (including 43% who are
Protestant, 19% who are Catholic, and 2% who are Mormon), and 28% are “nones” (including
4% who describe themselves as atheists, 5% who are agnostics, and 18% who are “nothing in
particular”). By way of comparison, in the Center’s polling from roughly a decade ago, in 2009,
77% of U.S. adults described themselves as Christians (14 percentage points higher than today),
and 17% described themselves as religious “nones” (11 points lower than today). The 2020
NPORS paints a portrait of the country’s religious composition that is very similar to the
findings of the Center’s recent RDD surveys. In the NPORS, 64% of respondents self-identify as
Christian, and 28% are religious “nones.” By comparison with both recent RDD surveys and the
NPORS, the ATP finds a modestly but significantly higher percentage of respondents who
identify as religious “nones” and fewer Christians. In the 2020 ATP profile survey 60% of
respondents described themselves as Christians (3 points lower than in recent RDD surveys and
4 points lower than in the NPORS), and 32% described themselves as religious “nones”

Kontpomupyemsie komnerenuuu: YK-4, YK-5, OIIK-1.
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1. Read and translate the text for the gist.
2. Find professionally oriented terms.
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2022/05/20/safety-concerns-were-top-of-mind-for-many-
black-americans-before-buffalo-shooting

In a Pew Research Center survey conducted in mid-April 2022, around a third of Black adults
(32%) said they worried every day or almost every day that they might be threatened or attacked
because of their race or ethnicity. Around one-in-five Asian Americans (21%) said the same, as
did 14% of Hispanic adults and 4% of White adults. In the same survey, around three-in-ten
Black adults who said being threatened or attacked was ever a concern (28%) said they had made
changes to their daily schedule or routine in the past year due to those fears. Around a third of
Asian adults (36%) and around one-in-five Hispanic adults (22%) said they had taken such
precautions, as did 12% of White adults. Black Americans are disproportionately likely to be
victims of hate crimes, according to data collected by the Federal Bureau of Investigation. More
than a third (35%) of the 8,263 criminal incidents identified in the FBI’s hate crimes report for
2020 involved anti-Black or African American bias, even though Black people account for about
12% of the U.S. population. The FBI’s statistics are widely considered to be an undercount
because many hate crimes are not reported to police and many police departments do not submit
complete data to the FBI for national reporting purposes. While Black Americans stand out for
their concern about being threatened or attacked because of their race or ethnicity, they are also
more likely than Americans of other racial or ethnic backgrounds to be concerned about broader
issues of gun violence and violent crime. In a Center survey conducted in late April and early
May, nearly eight-in-ten Black adults (78%) said gun violence is a very big problem in the
United States today — far higher than the share of Hispanic (57%) and White adults (42%) who
said the same. Similarly, 77% of Black adults said violent crime is a very big problem in the
country today, compared with 54% of Hispanic adults and half of White adults. (While the
survey included adults of all major racial and ethnic backgrounds, there were not enough Asian
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adults in the sample to provide reliable estimates of their views of gun violence and violent
crime.)

1. Read and translate the text for the gist.

2. Find professionally oriented terms.
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2022/05/09/about-a-third-of-asian-americans-say-they-
have-changed-their-daily-routine-due-to-concerns-over-threats-attacks/

Amid ongoing reports of racially motivated threats and attacks against Asians in the United
States, a majority of Asian Americans say violence against them is increasing, according to a
new Pew Research Center survey. Most Asian Americans also worry about being threatened or
attacked, with a third saying they have changed their daily routine because of these concerns.
Overall, about six-in-ten Asian adults (63%) say violence against Asian Americans in the U.S. is
increasing, while 19% say there has not been much change and 8% say it is decreasing. This is
down somewhat since last year, when 81% of Asian Americans said violence against them was
increasing. In an open-ended question that accompanied the 2021 survey, a majority of those
who perceived rising violence against Asian Americans attributed it to former President Donald
Trump, racism, COVID-19 and its impact on the nation, and scapegoating and blaming Asian
people for the pandemic. In the new survey, about one-in-five Asian Americans say they worry
daily (7%) or almost daily (14%) that they might be threatened or attacked because of their race
or ethnicity, while 51% say they worry sometimes, 18% rarely worry and 10% say they never
worry. Among those who worry rarely or more often, about a third of Asian adults (36%) say
they have altered their daily schedule or routine in the past 12 months due to worries that they
might be threatened or attacked. Asian Americans also say community leaders could be doing
more to protect people. More Asian American adults give their local officials a bad rating than a
good one when it comes to addressing violence against Asian Americans (43% vs. 19%). One-
in-five (20%) say violence against Asian Americans is not an issue in their community, and 18%
say they are not sure about the job local officials are doing. The survey was conducted April 11
to 17, 2022, about a year after the fatal shooting of eight people, including six women of Asian
descent, in the Atlanta area. Soon after the incident, President Joe Biden announced actions to
address anti-Asian violence and signed into law a measure aiming to curb hate crimes.

1. Read and translate the text for the gist.

2. Find professionally oriented terms.
https://www.pewresearch.org/politics/2022/05/10/americans-concerns-about-war-in-ukraine-
wider-conflict-possible-u-s-russia-clash/

As the conflict between Russia and Ukraine enters its third month, most Americans say they
support actions taken by the Biden administration in response to the Russian invasion, such as
placing strict economic sanctions on Russia, sending military equipment and weapons to Ukraine
and stationing large numbers of U.S. military forces in NATO countries near Ukraine. In
general, more U.S. adults approve (45%) than disapprove (34%) of the Biden’s administration’s
response to the Russian invasion of Ukraine. Views of the administration’s response are largely
unchanged since March (when 47% approved and 39% disapproved). The new Pew Research
Center survey, conducted April 25-May 1, 2022, among 5,074 U.S. adults found that the public
has multiple concerns over possible consequences from the war in Ukraine. Roughly six-in-ten
(59%) are extremely or very concerned about the possibility of Russia invading other countries
in the region, while another 25% are somewhat concerned; 15% are not too or not at all
concerned. Similar shares are at least very concerned about the war in Ukraine possibly
continuing for a long time (57%) and Ukraine being defeated and taken over by Russia (55%).
About half of Americans also say they are either extremely (24%) or very (26%) concerned
about the possibility of U.S. and NATO support for Ukraine leading to a U.S. war with Russia,
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with about one-third also saying they are somewhat concerned about this. Only about one-in-five
(18%) say they are not too or not at all concerned about this. Opinions about the level of support
the United States is providing to Ukraine have changed since March. Currently, 31% say the
U.S. is not providing enough support to Ukraine, while 35% say its support is about right; 12%
say the U.S. is doing too much. The share of Americans who say the U.S. is doing too little to
support Ukraine has declined 11 percentage points since March, from 42% to 31%. In late April,
President Joe Biden proposed a massive package of military and economic assistance to support
Ukraine and U.S. allies in the region, more than doubling the aid the U.S. has provided thus far
during the conflict. The public’s views of the Biden administration’s response to Russia’s
invasion of Ukraine have changed little since March. However, these opinions have shifted
somewhat within each party. Among Republicans and Republican-leaning independents, the
share who disapprove of the Biden administration’s response to the Russian invasion has
declined since March. Two months ago, two-thirds of Republicans said they disapproved of the
administration’s response; today, a smaller majority (55%) disapproves. The share of
Republicans who strongly disapprove of the Biden administration’s handling of the situation has
declined by 15 points (42% in March, 27% now). Among Democrats and Democratic leaners,
there has been a decline in the share saying they approve of the Biden administration’s response
to the Russian invasion. In March, 69% approved, including three-in-ten who strongly approved.
That is down to 63% today, with 23% who strongly approve. Equal shares of Democrats say they
disapprove today as did in March. Large majorities of Americans support various actions taken
by the U.S. in response to the Russian invasion. Three-in-four Americans approve of the U.S.
placing strict economic sanctions on Russia, including more than half who strongly approve.
About one-in-ten say they disapprove (12%), while a similar share is unsure (13%). The U.S.
decision to send military equipment and weapons to Ukraine also draws strong support from the
public: 71% say they approve this action, while just 16% disapprove. About one-in-ten (12%)
say they are not sure. Nearly two-thirds (64%) also approve of the U.S. decision to station large
numbers of U.S. military forces in NATO countries near Ukraine. One-in-five Americans
disapprove of this decision, while 15% are not sure.

1. Read and translate the text for the gist.
2. Find professionally oriented terms.

https://www.pewresearch.org/global/2022/04/06/seven-in-ten-americans-now-see-russia-as-an-
enemy

Russia’s invasion of Ukraine has led to a dramatic shift in American public opinion: 70% of
Americans now consider Russia an enemy of the United States, up from 41% in January. And on
this topic, Democrats and Republicans largely agree, with 72% of Democrats and 69% of
Republicans describing Russia as an enemy. A new Pew Research Center survey, conducted
March 21-27, finds that just 7% of U.S. adults have an overall favorable opinion of Russia. Only
6% express confidence in its leader, President Vladimir Putin. In contrast, 72% have confidence
in Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelenskyy. The ongoing war has brought renewed attention to
NATO. Ukraine is not a NATO member, but it borders several member states, and NATO
leaders have worked together in recent weeks to coordinate their responses to the crisis. Attitudes
toward the alliance have grown more positive since Russia’s invasion: 67% express a favorable
opinion of the organization, up from 61% in 2021. Meanwhile, 69% say the U.S. benefits a great
deal or a fair amount from being a NATO member. Bar chart showing Democrats more likely to
believe the U.S. benefits from NATO membership. While both Democrats and Republicans
(including those who lean to each party) hold largely positive views about NATO and U.S.
membership in the organization, Democrats are consistently more positive, especially liberal
Democrats. For instance, 85% of liberal Democrats think the U.S. benefits a great deal or a fair
amount from NATO membership; among conservative Republicans, only 51% hold this view.
Still, partisan differences over NATO have shrunk somewhat over the past year. The share of



Democrats and Democratic leaners with a favorable overall opinion of NATO has held steady at
nearly eight-in-ten, but among Republicans and GOP leaners, positive views have increased
from 44% in spring 2021 to 55% today. Line chart showing a smaller partisan gap on views of
NATO and Russia from 2021 to 2022. The partisan gap on Russia favorability has also
decreased. In 2020 — the last time this question was asked — there was a 17 percentage point
difference between the share of Democrats with a very unfavorable opinion of Russia and the
share of Republicans with that view; now the gap is only 5 points. Democrats and Republicans
are also now more closely aligned on views about the threat posed by Russia. In the current
survey, 66% of Democrats and Democratic-leaning independents say Russia is a major threat to
the U.S., similar to the 61% registered among Republicans and Republican-leaning
independents. However, when this question was last asked in 2020, only 48% of Republicans
considered Russia a major threat, compared with 68% of Democrats. These are among the key
findings of a new survey conducted by Pew Research Center on the Center’s nationally
representative American Trends Panel among 3,581 adults from March 21 to 27, 2022.

https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2022/05/18/more-than-half-of-americans-live-within-an-
hour-of-extended-family

1. Read and translate the text for the gist.

2. Find professionally oriented terms.

Most Americans value living close to their families — and more than half of them actually do,
according to a recent Pew Research Center survey. Overall, 55% of U.S. adults say they live
within an hour’s drive of at least some of their extended family members. Roughly equal shares
of Americans say they live near all or most of their extended family (28%) or near some
extended family (27%). Another 24% of adults say they live within an hour’s drive of only a few
family members, while one-in-five say they do not live near any extended family members. Only
1% of Americans say they don’t have extended family at all, according to the survey, which
defined extended family as children, parents, grandparents, grandchildren, brothers, sisters,
cousins, aunts, uncles and in-laws who don’t currently live with the respondent. Those with the
highest education levels are the least likely to live close to extended family. About four-in-ten
adults with a postgraduate degree (42%) have at least some extended family members within an
hour’s drive, compared with 48% of those with a bachelor’s degree, 56% of those with some
college experience and 63% of adults with a high school diploma or less education. About a third
of adults with a postgraduate degree (32%) do not live near any extended family, compared with
14% of those with a high school education or less. Having extended family nearby also differs by
income status. Adults with lower and middle incomes are more likely than upper-income adults
to live near at least some extended family. In contrast, upper-income adults are the most likely to
say they live near no extended family. Roughly one-quarter of upper-income adults say this
(27%), compared with 20% of middle-income and 16% of lower-income adults. Asian
Americans are less likely than White, Black and Hispanic adults to be living near all or most of
their extended family: 18% of Asian adults say this, compared with about three-in-ten in each of
the other groups. Asian adults are also the most likely to say they live near none of their
extended family (33%). This could be due in part to the high share of Asian American adults
(75%) who were born in another country and whose extended families may still be living there.

1. Read and translate the text for the gist.

2. Find professionally oriented terms.
https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2022/05/09/about-a-third-of-asian-americans-say-they-
have-changed-their-daily-routine-due-to-concerns-over-threats-attacks/

A majority of Asian Americans say violence against them is increasing, according to a new Pew
Research Center survey. Most Asian Americans also worry about being threatened or attacked,



with a third saying they have changed their daily routine because of these concerns. A bar chart
showing that a majority of Asian Americans say violence against Asians is increasing in the U.S.
Overall, about six-in-ten Asian adults (63%) say violence against Asian Americans in the U.S. is
increasing, while 19% say there has not been much change and 8% say it is decreasing. This is
down somewhat since last year, when 81% of Asian Americans said violence against them was
increasing. In an open-ended question that accompanied the 2021 survey, a majority of those
who perceived rising violence against Asian Americans attributed it to former President Donald
Trump, racism, COVID-19 and its impact on the nation, and scapegoating and blaming Asian
people for the pandemic. In the new survey, about one-in-five Asian Americans say they worry
daily (7%) or almost daily (14%) that they might be threatened or attacked because of their race
or ethnicity, while 51% say they worry sometimes, 18% rarely worry and 10% say they never
worry. Among those who worry rarely or more often, about a third of Asian adults (36%) say
they have altered their daily schedule or routine in the past 12 months due to worries that they
might be threatened or attacked. Asian Americans also say community leaders could be doing
more to protect people. More Asian American adults give their local officials a bad rating than a
good one when it comes to addressing violence against Asian Americans (43% vs. 19%). One-
in-five (20%) say violence against Asian Americans is not an issue in their community, and 18%
say they are not sure about the job local officials are doing. The survey was conducted April 11
to 17, 2022, about a year after the fatal shooting of eight people, including six women of Asian
descent, in the Atlanta area. Soon after the incident, President Joe Biden announced actions to
address anti-Asian violence and signed into law a measure aiming to curb hate crimes. A chart
showing that Asian, Black and Hispanic Americans are more likely than White Americans to say
they worry regularly about being threatened or attacked and to say they have changed routines
due to concerns over personal safety. Asian Americans are not the only ones who fear for their
safety, the survey finds. Around a third of Black adults (32%) and 14% of Hispanic adults say
they worry every day or almost every day that they might be threatened or attacked due to their
race or ethnicity, compared with just 4% of White adults. Concerns over personal safety have
disrupted the daily lives of other Americans, too. Around three-in-ten Black adults (28%) say
they have made changes in their schedule or routine due to worry of threats or attacks because of
their race or ethnicity, and 22% of Hispanic Americans say the same. Among White adults, 12%
say they have done this.
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