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THE BATTLE OF ILOVAISK IN UKRAINIAN DIGITAL POLITICAL
DISCOURSE

In the digital times, texts about a war may be written with some new tech-
niques. The evidences of locals, posts of volunteers, experts may be used more
often, thus the public dialogue may be more diverse and balanced. Meanwhile,
free discussion about the war in the digital times is can be a problem. So it
is important to understand, how the new possibilities are used to shape the
discourse, and how the process of public discussion is generated. Battle of Il-
ovaisk — the turning point of the war in Donbas (Ukraine) — was chosen for
this research. The materials of two Ukrainian leading news sites (Ukrainskaya
Pravda and Livyi Bereh) were content analyzed for three months (August —
October 2014). Reprints were predominantly used as a way of news gathering
(Facebook accounts were cited in 62% of cases) in the digital discourse about
the battle. The average number of positions in a publication is 1,4 (a typical
text contained only one mention of a political subject). Some new non-official
participants were included to the public discussion (like Semenchenko, battalion
Donbas commander, or, Tymchuk, an expert), but other sources, which could be
newsworthy as well, were rarely mentioned. Free and opened public discussion
is a crucial thing for the democracy during the war and conflicts, however, the
illusion of online media as forum of ideas, accessible for everyone is formed in
the discourse. And having in mind an increasing number of people who prefer
to get news online, we should raise a question about the future of the democ-
racy in the reality of fast, rarely checked and incomplete information.

Key words: digital political discourse, Ukraine, war journalism, online jour-
nalism, Donbas war.

Introduction

Battle of Ilovaisk was the turning point in the war in Donbas (Ukraine).
On the 18th of August the battalions «Donbas» and «Dnipro-1» occupied the
larger part of the town. However, Ukrainian soldiers couldn’t take control
of the whole town and later asked for the reinforcement. On the 24th of
August (Ukrainian Independence Day) Oleksandr Zakharchenko, a separatist
leader, announced the offence operation. Russian troops invaded Ukrainian
territories, and in Ilovaisk Russian soldiers and the pro-Russian separatists
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surrounded Ukrainian battalions. On the 26th of August negotiations between
the ATO commander and Russian general staff were held. On the 28th of Au-
gust Russian president Putin proposed to organize «the green corridor» for
the Ukrainian troops. On the 29th of August «the green corridor» was heavily
shelled by the pro-Russian forces. Only some of the Ukrainian soldiers man-
aged to break through the encirclement. According to Ukrainian prosecutor
general's office data, the casualities of Ukrainian forces in the battle were
366 killed, 450 wounded, 300 warriors were captured, and 84 are considered
missing (Ukrinform, 2017). After the Ilovaisk Ukrainian military regrouped
into a defensive position and Minsk agreements-1 were signed.

Ukrainian journalists as well as Ukrainian society were not ready for the
war. Ukrainian mass media didn’t have enough special war reporters. It was
also unclear how to write about Donbas in the situation of information war.
Several approaches existed in Ukrainian political discourse. For example,
Russia denied the fact of invasion, despite multiply evidences, which was
presented by Ukraine, NATO, international community and etc. It should
also be mentioned that Ukrainian journalism in 2014 and today has a variety
of problems, which are influence its independence and quality. Poor financ-
ing, non-transparent system of media ownership are among them. However,
Ukraine does have independent mass-media predominantly on the Internet.
And new media instruments and especially social networks had a leading role
during the Euromaidan, which was the trigger-event for the fateful changes
in the Ukrainian modern history (the president Yanukovych escape to Rus-
sia, Crimean annexation, the war in Donbas, the pro-European vector in the
foreign policy, reforms in the different spheres etc.).

During Euromaidan and afterwards, in Ukraine social networks were pre-
dominantly used by the opinion leaders to spread relevant information within
our society. Ukrainian people started communicate with Minister of Defence
through FB, Donbas Battalion commander asked the Minister for the rein-
forcement trough FB and so forth. After the Ilovaisk tragedy, Minister of
Defence blamed FB-users for the defeat. Ukrainian mass-media in the situa-
tion acted basically as re-translators of the social networks discussion. So, the
coverage of the battle can be an important case for the analysis of democratic
processes within digital political discourse, as well as interrelations of new
media and traditional media in the coverage of war.

War, the political discourse and the democracy

Qualitative and independent information in the times of war is extremely
important (Aday, Livingston, Hebert, 2005), whereas international practice
gives us examples of several limitations and challenges «to the values and the
professional practices of the press» (Narasimhan, 2005). For instance, war
reporter Knightley, speaking about the Vietnam war, distinguishes several
typical features of information about a war: «identification with one or the
home side of the conflict; military triumphalist language; an action-oriented
focus; a superficial narrative with little context, background or historical
perspective» (Lee, S. T., Maslog C. C., Kim, H. K., 2006).
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However, some recent changes in the political communication and shap-
ing the political discourse should be taken into account as well. In the «hy-
brid» media system (Chadwick, 2013) the balance between traditional and
new media has been breaking, and direct channels of communication (social
networks, messengers) are used more often to «shape political discourse».
Mass media in such a reality generate news more rarely, just using posts of
popular politicians as a news occasion and reprinting them. However, voices
of common people remain unheard, even in highly digital environment, where
diverse voices of all the societies are available. In A Case Study on the Sewol
Ferry Disaster Kim and Lee argue, that news journalists: rely on the officials
citizens and victims are more used as news sources in a limited format. This
is significant because it means that news creates a public sphere that mostly
serves the officials, not citizens or the victims (2017, p. 479). This diversity
is important to challenge «information hegemony» (James Lull), where gov-
ernment and big business have a constant attention from mass media, whereas
alternative sources used rarely. As a result a society gets «a limited informa-
tion flow» (Kim, Lee, 2017, p. 478-479) and «News sources have the power to
transfer information to viewers who then see the world through the sources’
eyes» (Kim, Lee, 2017, p. 478-479).

Jeremy Iggers said that new technologies has been changing newsrooms’
routine since the end of 20 century: and nowadays journalists usually don’t
have a lot of time to work at the scene and check information, use press-re-
leases and reprints. The number of journalists at the editorial offices declines,
whereas the norms of texts, which should be produced per day, increases
(Iggers, 1999). The interconnection between cost-cutting, digitalization and
quality on journalistic texts was set: journalists give preference to political
sources, recycle press-releases and other texts. Thus, according to the re-
search «the democratic potential of Web 2.0 seem exaggerated» (Van Leuven,
Bergles, 2013, p. 20).

Thus, in digital reality with «weak» mass media and «crisis of journalism»
elite sources still prevail in the political discourse. Dealing some financial,
organizational and other obstacles, journalists sometimes violate professional
standards, ignoring balance (including only one side of a conflict, based on
an elite source), accuracy (not checking information because lack of time and
resources to get on the scene), etc.

And nowadays in war journalism we have the same problems. These prob-
lems may be more severe because of some specifics of this type of reporting.
For instance, dealing with war correspondence, journalists have less of time
for their own investigations and «simply follow events» (Aday, Livingston &
Hebert, 2005), the coverage of events may be episodic (Aday, Livingston &
Hebert, 2005). Thus, the same problem with professional standards emerges:
they can’t provide some important details and evidences to report about the
whole picture, because of danger, lack of information. Of course, the same
preference to official sources (McGoldrick, A., 2006) or elite sources (politi-
cians and high ranked military) is provided in the discourse, while soldiers
and civilians are ignored (Lee, S. T., Maslog C. C., Kim, H. K., 2006). Thus,

171



ISSN 2707-5206. Mixcrnapodni ma norimuuni docaidxcenns. 2020. Bun. 33

audiences often get a kind of distorted reality. For instance, during the Iraq
war the balance between pro-war and anti-war positions during the Iraq war
wasn’t kept, thus «the media’s performance did not live up to the democratic
standards most journalists hold themselves to» (Danny Hayes, Matt Guardino,
2010, p. 86). The border between patriotism and objectivity becomes fragile,
and «a national ethos» is widely exploited, despite globalization and interna-
tional scope of the public nowadays (Narasimhan, 2005).

The influence of governments should also be taken into account: there are
a lot of examples of special actions, which were held in order to limit informa-
tion about a war (Hoskins, A., O'Loughlin, B., 2015). Katz and Liebes (2007)
write about a practice, when during the Gulf War I journalists «were kept
away from the fighting, forced to report from General Schwarzkopf’s regular
briefings» (p. 159). Michael Griffin (2010) says that the military monitored
journalists articles, the texts also were reviewed by a military official before
being published (p. 33). Self-censorship is also may be a case (Nygren et al.,
2018). Sometimes such called «embedding of journalists» is an only option to
get information on the scene. This method have been exploited since the Gulf
War II, and there reporters were not able to choose events for coverage: jour-
nalists were free to report what they could see from a front-line tank or he-
licopter, and, inside, to experience the morale of being a member of the crew
(Griffin, 2010). Other forms of government and military officials influence
are «sequestering (Grenada and Panama), the use of pools (Gulf War), decep-
tion (Gulf War), escorts (Gulf War), «televised spectacles» (Somalia), news
blackout (Haiti), limited embedding with Army units (Bosnia), or gag orders
(Kosovo)» (Cortell, Eisinger, Althaus, 2009, p. 660); equipment confiscation,
«changing of the stuff» at some mass media and journalism centers closure
(Crimea) (Galeotti, 2015, p. 75).

And, of course, the «environment of hybrid war» (Pysmenskyy, 2017,
p. 155), manipulations, which emerge form «decentralized sources» (Schmidt,
2014, p. 73) should be taken into account.

Thus, in digital times there is still a strong need for war correspondents
who will serve as public’s «eyes and ears on the battlefield and in the halls of
policymakers» (Aday, Livingston & Hebert, 2005), however, we should take
into account several limitations of war coverage. War — is usually a complex
topic, and several actors can try to influence the image of war in the discourse.
Meanwhile, new technologies can help journalists to solve some problems.

In the discourse, local bloggers, citizen journalists (Andén-Papadopoulos,
2013) may be included and, as a result, coverage from the zones, where re-
porters can’t be present may be added (see the Guardian and Baghdad blogger
Salam Pax case). Information and data can be transmitted instantly from the
battlefield (Cortell, Eisinger, & Althaus, 2009, p. 660), mobile apps may be
implemented (Alper, 2014). so in some cases censorship and pressure may be
omitted. According to Richard Pendry, nowadays in Ukrainian case «more
news sources are... available to professional reporters» (Pendry, 2017). There
are also citizen journalists, who can challenge traditional journalists’ practice
(for the Donbas war Bellingcat can be an example).
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Thus, using the case of Ilovaisk battle coverage by Ukrainian online news
media, we will be able to discover the peculiarities of political discourse form-
ing in the digital times.

Let’s set the research questions:

e What political subjects (sources) are used in the texts about battle of
Ilovaisk? Are they diverse or represent only «elites» (politicians, their repre-
sentatives, high-ranked officials)?

e How many political subjects (sources) are used per a news item? Is there
any difference in sources selection during the battle’s «hot» phase?

e What ways of news gathering are exploited? Is there a special journalist
on the scene?

Two Ukrainian news sites: Livyj Bereh and Ukrains’ka Pravda were cho-
sen for the research. The sites are independent and publish predominantly
hard news in 2014. Both sites got high marks for their professional stan-
dards. Livyj Bereh — is the project of Gorshenin Institute, which provides
research in political, economic and social spheres. It isn’t connected with any
Ukrainian politician, businessman or oligarch. The site was founded in 2009.
Ukrains’ka Pravda was founded in 2000 by famous Ukrainian journalist Heo-
rhij Gongadze.

The period of the research is 18" of August (the day of Ilovaisk invasion by
the Ukrainian battalions) — 18" of October 2014. All texts (news, interviews,
features) about the battle were collected and analyzed.

At first political subjects/nes sources were discovered: the number of
sources in each text, the origin of the source (official, military, journalist
etc.) and the way of gathering information (correspondent at the scene, re-
print, briefing etc.). After that, links in every text were analyzed: internet
news are produced with the high speed, so some professional standards (bal-
ance, completeness) can be reached after the publication with the help of
hyperlinks.

Battle of Ilovaisk coverage (Livyj Bereh and Ukrains’ka Pravda)

According to the professional journalistic standards, journalists should
use a variety of sources (in the case of the war — not only the government
or military officials, but soldiers, locals, experts as well). Some information
about the current military operation can be closed for some time, but after the
operation, journalists must act like watchdogs of the democracy and reflect
the full picture. And, of course, the background is crucial: online journalists
can connect the current event with past ones. Let’s start with the quantity of
sources.

Table 1
The number of political subjects (sources) in the texts
1 2 3 4 and more total
UP 69 24 13 7 113
LB 58 36 13 9 116

Table compiled by the author.
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More than the half of the texts has only one source, however, according
to the theory of journalism, a balanced journalistic text should contain three
and more positions (pro, contra and neutral). Of course, such events as war
can be unpredictable and develop at a fast pace, but journalists should add
background after the «hot phase is over».

So let’s devide our data into two phases: the hot one (the first one be-
tween the beginning of the invasion and the shelling of the «green corridor»
18—-29 of August; and the second one between 30" of August and 18 of Oc-
tober).

Table 2
The number of political subjects (sourses )in the texts during the two phases
date 1 2 3 4 and more
UP 18-29 of August 36 13 7 2
30 August—18 October 33 11 6 5
LB 18-29 of August 28 23 7 5
30 August—18 October 30 13 6 4

Table compiled by the author.

Thus, there is no increase in the number of texts with two and more
sources in the second phase. On Livyj Bereh, we can even see a decline in the
number of texts with two positions compared with the first «hot» phase.

Next, the ways of gathering information were discovered.

Table 3
The ways of gathering information

UP LB
Reporter at the scene 7 36
Reprints, other mass media 38 25
Social networks 72 59
Press releases 34 25
Not identified 5 4

Table compiled by the author.

Citations from social networks (predominantly FB) were the most popular
on the both sites. And the text about the war could contain the FB quote as
the only source. Taking into account the specifics of FB posts, one can ques-
tion the quality of such a text: fact checking is not obligatory for FB writing,
a post is usually created with emotions and high expression and, of course,
it is usually not balanced, neutral, accurate, reliable etc. On the other hand,
we should pay attention to the specifics of modern news industry. Social
networks are much faster and contain first-hand information. So these fac-
tors are more significant for news media professionals, than the professional
standards.

‘Reporter at the scene’ has the second position on Livyj Bereh, but Ukrain-
skaya Pravda used its’ own reporters quite rarely. Of course, for a mass media
having a war reporter can be problematic: this correspondent must be trained.
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And in August 2014 Ilovaisk wasn’t the only hot spot in Donbas. Although
a mass media can use a reporter for interviews and reports not only in a war
zone. The reporter is able to check information from official sources, to seek
balance, to add context. Unfortunately as a rule Ukrainian mass media give
preference to other forms of gathering news.

Usually reprints from other mass media and press releases are the leading
forms for getting information. So journalists don’t see an event with their
own eyes and use evidences provided by others.

Now, let’s have a look at the origin of the political subjects, used in the
texts. At first we differentiated official sources, volunteer battalions, jour-
nalists and experts, activists and common people (soldiers, their relatives,
witnesses). Here we have an explicit disbalance:

Table 4
The types of political subjects
UP LB
Official sources 89 98
Battalions 43 51
Mass media and experts 34 36
Activists, common people 17 30
Other 6 1

Table compiled by the author.

The official political actors and institutions, like Ministry of Defence, Min-
istry of Internal Affairs, National security and defense council of Ukraine
etc., are the leading ones. Thus, the officials have the possibility to explain
their positions and to repeat the key messages in the discourse. Ukrainian
government, parliament and the president are presented in social networks
and journalists don’t have any problem collecting information. Government’s
and local authorities’ press services are also active on the internet. So social
networks and the internet don’t reduce, but on the contrary increase the pres-
ence of the official sources in the discourse.

However, the battalions’ presence in the journalistic texts can be also ex-
plained by FB being popular among Ukrainian journalists. Meanwhile, here
we also can see a misbalance. One battalion has more mentions, than others.
Some battalions were not cited at all.

Table 5
The battalions’ mentions

UP LB
Battalion Donbas 9 14
Commander of Donbas Battalion Semenchenko 32 32
Battalion Shakhtars'k 1 2
Battalion Dnipro 1 0 2
Commander of Dnipro 1 Battalion Bereza 1 1
Total 43 51

Table compiled by the author.
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Commander of Donbas Battalion was a key speaker, having the biggest
number of mentions in comparison to other opinion leaders (no one — even
the president or ministers of defense / internal affairs — was cited so much).
We can explain this attention to Semenchenko and Donbas battalion by their
active presence on FB. Semenchenko refreshed his posts for several times ev-
ery day, he reported about fighting, criticized military officials, asked for re-
inforcement, called society for a strike. He was popular among the FB public,
he was able to attract everyone’s attention, so journalists cited his expressive
posts to make their own materials clickable. Thus, Semenchenko can be per-
ceived as an alternative voice, although journalists didn’t seek for his voice,
they just retranslated his messages and didn’t look for anyone else.

One more example of such a popular person on FB is an expert Dmytro
Tymchuk, however, the number of his mentions is much more lower.

Table 6
The most popular political actors

UP LB
Semenchenko 32 32
Poroshenko 6 10
Tymchuk 10 3
Lysenko 18 2
Avakov 6 9
Herashenko 4 9
Heletei 8 6

Table compiled by the author.

As we see, the Ukrainian news sites demonstrate a high reliance on FB
posts, meanwhile this is not lead to the increase of alternative voices.

Conclusions and discussion

Generally, any traditional practices of political discourse shaping aren’t
challenged in the digital times. In the «forum of ideas», which should be
presented in the political discourse, especially during war or other conflicts,
there is still a lack of diversity.

As a rule, journalists use one source of information to report about the
battle. And some peculiarities of war reporting are influence this: big amount
of information and elite sources capability to generate messages via social
networks. These posts’ recycling was more convenient for digital reality of
Ukrainian newsrooms, that direct reporting from the scene. However, there
is a difference between the two media outlets. During the «hot phase» Livyj
Bereh published texts with two sources more often. However, in the next
phase, where free and diverse discussion must be crucial for adequate social
opinion forming, texts with the only source prevailed.

This may be explained by the ways of news gathering usage: social net-
works’ posts reprinting, other mass media and press-releases recycling pre-
vailed. Thus, here we can see the transformation of the mass media tech-
niques, were direct messages about the war or the conflict aren’t the case
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anymore. For instance, only one news outlet had the reporter on the scene (not
the classical journalist, but universal photo-reporter, who additionally posted
blogs and added commentaries of locals and soldiers).

And. of course such techniques influences political subjects (sources) se-
lection. Officials dominated during the coverage, which is typical for war
reporting and for the modern digital political discourse as well. However, for
Livyj Bereh, which had the reporter on the scene, common people and activists
were used nearly two times more often, than in Ukrainskaya Pravda. This is
one more evidence for the significance of this way of reporting for political
discourse, which may be more diverse and balanced.

It’s also possible to see, that in digital environment, were potentially every
person with smartphone may be an information source, the process of news
sources and political actors selection remains unequal. Journalists not use
sources, which are more close to the event and may speak about this without
the professional standards violation. Some opinion leaders can reach mass me-
dia agenda, but journalists don’t look for them specially. In order to be included
in the social dialogue, they must promote themselves through the web, using
traditional mass media strategies (conflict, intrigue, emotions etc.). Mass media
just follow popular personalities (Semenchenko, but not other battalion com-
manders, Tymchuk, but not other experts). So there is still a lack of diversity,
but it could be solved by the opinion leaders themselves. Public recognition of
a person is crucial for online media, because an internet-text must be clickable.

In the digital political discourse, for online news media velocity and a ten-
dency to follow social networks agenda and statements of officials are both
more important, as balance and completeness. Electronic mass media try to
catch all the significant and interesting newsbreaks and in a majority of cases
don’t try to achieve the balance with time.

The practice of recycling information has been becoming more common.
Electronic media try to publish as many news items as possible, that‘s why
the difference between the direct evidence and bright post, written far away
from the battle scene isn’t matter anymore.

Free and opened public discussion is a crucial thing for the democracy,
however, the internet media create an illusion of forum of ideas, accessible
for everyone. And, having in mind an increasing number of people who pre-
fer to get the news online, we should raise a question about the future of the
democracy in the reality of fast, rarely checked and incomplete information.
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Cre6auna H. O.

Kadeapa moJiTosorii Ta gep:KaBHOro yIpaBJaiHHA QaKyJabTeTy iHGopMaIiiHux
Ta IPUKJATHUX TeXHOJIOTi# J[[oOHeIbKOTO HAIliOHAJBHOTO YHiBEPCUTETY

imeni Bacuina Cryca

ByJ. 600-piuus, 21, Bimauna, 21021, Ykpaina

BUTBA 3A IJIOBAHCBK B YKPATHCBKOMY ITH®POBOMY
IHOJITHYIHOMY JUCKYPCI

Pesrome

¥V nudposi wacu TeKcTH IPO BifiHY MOXKYTh OyTH HamMCaHi i3 ypaxyBaHHAM HOBUX
MoKJauBocTel. CBifUeHHA MicIeBUX KUTEJIB, JOINCU BOJIOHTEPIB Ta €KCIEPTiB MOXKYTH
BUKOPUCTOBYBATHUCS Habararo 4acTiIme, TOX CYCIiJILHUI Aiajlor MOKe CTaT! OijbII pis-
HOMAaHITHUM Ta 30ajlaHcOBaHUM. TUM He MeHIIe, BiTbHe 0OTOBOPeHHA BiiiHM B nudposi
yacu MOKe MaTH if mpobsemu. Toyx BaKJIMBO 3p03yMiTy, K HOBI IMUMPOBI MOKJINBOCTI
BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCSA [IJIA TOTO, 1100 (hOPMYyBaTH OUCKYPC, i AK BiZOYBAETHCA IIPOIEC CYC-
nizpHOTO miasory. Bursa 3a InmoBaiicbk — moBopoTHa Touka y BifiHi Ha J[ou6Gaci (Ykpa-
ima) — Oysa oOpaHa IJA IIbOTO OOCTiAKEeHHs. BUKOPHUCTOBYBAJIHCA MaTepiaju OBOX
YKPalHChbKUX MPOBiZHUX HOBUHHUX CaWTiB («YKpaiHChKa mpaBia» Ta «JliBuii Geper»),
KOHTEHT-aHaJIi3 3qiliCHIOBAaBCA YIIPOKIOBMK TPHOX MicAIiB (cepmeHb—koBTeHb 2014).
Ilepenpyku sk crocib 36opy iHdopwmailiii mepeBaskaau y nuGpoBOMYy AUCKYPCi mpo BifiHy
(momucu i3 PelicOyry muryBaauca y 62 % sumankis). CepelHss KiJbKICTh IIMTOBAHUX
TOYOK 30py B myoOsikamii — 1,4 (TMmoBuii TEKCT MIiCTUB 3TaJKy TiJIBKU IIPO OJHOTO IIO-
Jituuroro cy6’exra). lleaki Heodimilini ayxepesa Oyiu BKJIIOUYEHI y MpOIEC CYCIiIbLHOTO
miamory (ax CemeHueHKO, KoMaHAUD Oartanboiiny «lloHbGac», a6o Tumuyk, ekcrepr),
ajie iHImi mpxepesia, AKi Morsum 6 OyTH BaKJIUBUMHU [IJIs IIHOTO 2K OiajioTy, 3ragyBaUCs
BKpay pigro. TakoX piIKO BUKOPUCTOBYETHCA €KCKJIO3WBHA iH(opMamia — Big Kopec-
HOHAEHTIB Ha Mmicii moxii. Mexia HamaOTh IepeBary KJiKaOeJbHUM IOMKUCAM, BiATak
nepeBipka indopwmarliii Bizxoaurs Ha Apyruil miaaH. BinbHe i BigkpuTe my0aiuHe oO6TOBO-
PEHHS € qysKe BasKJIWBUM IJIs JeMOKPATii i yac BiiHM 4u KOH(JIIKTIB, TUM He MEHIIIE,
ir0Bis MeperxeBoro Meqia AK GOPyMy IJId ifeli, JOCTYITHOTO AJIA KOXKHOT0, (JOpMyeThCA
y nuckypci. SIKmIo 3BaskaTm Ha 3POCTAaHHS ayAUTOpPiil, 10 HaJAe IepeBary MeEpPesKeBUM
HOBUHAM, BapTO IOCTABUTU IMUTAHHS IIPO MaiOyTHE AeMOKpAaTii y peasbHOCTi, 110 (op-
MY€eThCA 3a PaxyHOK iHdopwmalil, AKa IoCcTyIae IIBUIKO, PiIKO IepeBipseTbeda i, AK
IPaBUJIO, € HEIIOBHOIO.

Karouosi caoBa: nudpoBuil mosiTuuHUR AMCKYypPC, YKpaiHa, BOEHHA KyPHAJIICTUKA,
MepekeBa JKypHasIicTuka, BifitHa Ha [Joubaci.
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Kadeapa IOJUTOJOIMNU U I'OCYAapCTBEHHOrO yIpaBjeHusa (paKkyJIbTeTa
nH(GOPMAIIMOHHBIX U HPUKJIATHLIX TeXHOJOTUMN J[OHEIIKOro HAIlMOHAIBHOTO
yHuBepcurera numenu Bacuaus Cryca

ya. 600-merus, 21, Bunnumna, 21021, Ykpanna

BUTBA 3A WJIOBAVICK B YKPAUHCKOM ITU®POBOM
INOJIUTUYECKOM JUCKRYPCE

Pesrome

Bo Bpemena muppoBbIX TeXHOJOTUI TEKCThI O BOIiHE MOTYT ObITh HAIIMCAHBI C YUETOM
HOBBIX BO3MOsKHOCTel. CBHUAETE/JILCTBA MECTHBIX JKUTEJEH, IMOCTHI BOJOHTEPOB UM JKC-
IIEePTOB MOT'YT MCIIOJIb30BATHLCSA HAMHOI'O Uallle, a OOIEeCTBEHHBLIM AMAJIOr MOMKET CTaTh
0osee pasHOOOPa3HBIM U cOaslaHCHUpOBaHHBIM. TeM He MeHee, CBOOOAHOE OOCYIKIeHUEe
BOIMHBI B IU()POBOH PEaSbHOCTH MOJKET MMeTb U IpobsieMbl. I109TOMY BaXKHO ITOHSATH,
KakK IIU(POBbIE BO3MOMKOCTU MCIIOJB3YIOTCS IJIA TOTO, YTOOBI ()JOPMHPOBATL AUCKYPC U
KaK IPOUCXOMUT IIpoIecc obIecTBeHHOTO auajiora. bursa 3a MmoBaiick — MOBOpPOTHAS
Touka B BoiitHe Ha [loubOacce (YkpauwHa) — Oblia BBIOpaHa [AJIS BTOTO WCCJIELOBAHUA.
Hcnons3oBanuchk MaTepuaibl IBYX YKPAMHCKUX BEAYIIUX HOBOCTHBHIX CANTOB (« YKpawH-
ckas mpaBra» u «JleBblii Geper»). KoHTeHT-aHAIN3 MPOBOAUJICA Ha MPOTIIKEHUU TPEX
mecAleB (aBryct—okTsaops 2014). IlepemeuaTku Kak crocob6 cOopa mH(MOpMAaIUU IIpe-
obamanu B IIU(P)POBOM AUCKYypce O BoifHe (mocThl m3 PeiicOyka muTupoBaauch B 62 %
caydaeB). CpemHee KOJUUECTBO ITUTUPYEMBIX TOUYEK 3peHUs B mybaumkanuu — 1,4 (Tu-
OUYHBINA TEKCT COAEepsKaJj YIIOMUHAHUE 00 OJHOM MOJUTHUUECKOM cyO0beKTe). HexoTopnie
Heo(UInaJIbHble NCTOYHUKY OBLIN BKJIIOUEHBI B IIPOIlECC OOINEeCTBEHHOro auajora (Kak
CemeHUeHKO, KOMaHAUD OartanbiioHa «IloH6Gacc», mam TuMYyK, 9KCIEPT), HO APyrue
HCTOYHMKMN, KOTOPbIE€ MOIJIA 6LI 6LITL BaXXHBIMHU IOJIA 9TOr'O K€ Auajiora, yIIOMHUHAJINChb
KpaitHe penko. TakKe PeKO MCIIOJIH30BAIACH 9KCKJIO3UBHASA MHOOPMAIMA — OT KOP-
PECIIOHIEHTOB Ha MecTe COObITHiI. Menma oTAaBajan IPEANOUYTEeHNE KJINKAOEJIbHBIM TeK-
cTaM, a ImpoBepka MH(MOPMAIINU YXOAUJIa Ha BTOpPOH miaadH. CBOOOZHOE M OTKPBITOE IIy-
OnruHOE O0CY)KIeHNne ABJSETCS OUeHb BAYKHBIM IJIA AeMOKPATUU BO BPeMs BOMHBI WK
KOH(JIMKTOB, TeM He MeHee, UJLII03Us CeTeBOTo Meaua Kak dopyma IJis ujei, JOCTyIIHO-
ro Kaxxaomy, opMmupyercsa B auckypce. Eciu mpuHATHL BO BHUMAaHNUE POCT afyUTOPUU,
KOTOpasi OTHAaeT IMPEeAIIOUYTEeHNEe CEeTEeBLIM HOBOCTAM, HEOOXOAWMO IOCTABUTH BOIIPOC O
OyAyIlleM JeMOKPAaTHU B PEaJbHOCTH, KOTOpas (OPMUPYETCA 3a CUeT MH(POPMAIUH, II0-
cTymalormieil 6bICTPO, PEAKO ITPOBEPsIeMOil M, KaK IIPaBUJIO, HEIOJHOM.

KaroueBsie ciaoBa: udpoBOii TOMUTHYECKUI AUCKYPC, Y KparHa, BOGHHAA KyPHAJIN-
CTUKA, ceTeBad 'KyPHAJINCTUKA, BoiHA Ha [loubacce.
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