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Short introduction. The processes of transformation and globalisation taking place
in modern society increase the need for establishing a productive professional interaction
of specialists both with domestic colleagues and with foreigners, regardless of the direc-
tion of their preparation. Thus, the problems arising before a specialist in the course of
fulfilment of their functional responsibilities are not relating only to a professional nature.
They are, as a rule, much more extensive and associated with the need for quality, pro-
ductive interaction in conditions of intercultural communication. Thus, nowadays society
needs highly skilled specialists who possess not only special professional knowledge,
skills and abilities, but also professional and personal skills and qualities promoting more
profound mastery of various types of activities (educational, cognitive, professional). In
this context, it is important to note the necessity of such skills, abilities and qualities as:
positive, tolerant attitude towards people; listening skills; the ability to understand others
and empathize with others; the ability to assess the situation in a diverse way, predicting
its possible consequences in advance; the ability to predict and prevent different conflict
situations and as necessary to solve them quickly and mobile; the ability to assume
responsibility and initiative in solving tasks, showing creativity, ingenuity, inventiveness ,
making constructive decisions; the ability to establish interrelationships, to cooperate; the
desire for self-improvement. All of these skills, abilities and qualities are essential in the
course of developing the subject-to-subject interaction, including interaction with a for-
eign partner, which gives the opportunity for achieving the most effective result during
communication, in particular, intercultural.

The research problem. Today, an essential complex task raising before a teacher of
higher education establishment is to help a student developing his/her own potential,
taking into account individual needs, interests, abilities, inclinations and, at the same
time, in order to effective cooperation, including with foreign colleagues, to teach a
student tolerance and respect for thoughts, views and traditions of other people, based on
mutual recognition, independence and creative cooperation. Indeed, this task is not possi-
ble without creating an effective pedagogical interaction of educational process partici-
pants based on trust, respect, collaboration and dialogue, in other words, without realizing
the subject-to-subject interaction among a teacher and students in the process of their
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joint activity and direct communication, which will promote their professional develop-
ment in conditions of intercultural communication.

Analysis of current research and publications related to the problem.
Yu. Babansky, A. Brushlinsky, K. Karpinsky, V. Kremen, H. Meshko, S. Rubinshteyn,
V. Slobodchikov, H. Tome, R. Motshnih-Pitrik have made an essential contribution to the
study of key issues related to the organisation of subject-to-subject interaction. Many
scholars have dedicated their own research to the issue of intercultural communication, in
particular: M. Bakhtin, F. Batsevich, E.T.Hall, R. Grishkova, T.Novinger, I. Piller,
E. Porter Richard, O. Sadokhin, S. Ting-Toomey. However, the problem of subject-to-
subject interaction in the educational process and the analysis of its role in specialist’s
professional formation in conditions of intercultural communication have not received the
necessary attention.

The research purpose conducted within the framework of the article is to study
the subject-to-subject interaction in the educational process as the basis for preparing a
future specialist for intercultural communication.

Keywords: intercultural communication; subject, subject-to-subject interaction; ed-
ucational process; student; teacher, pedagogical conditions for the realisation of the sub-
Ject-to-subject interaction.

First of all, based on the understanding of intercultural communication as “the
process of communication (verbal and non-verbal) of people (groups of people)
belonging to different national linguo-cultural communities” [2, 82-83], following
O. Sadokhin [6, 87], we distinguish the following main features of the level of
development of such communication, such as: the psychological readiness for
cooperation with representatives of other cultures; the openness to the knowledge of
another culture and perception of psychological, social and other intercultural differences;
the ability to distinguish between collective and individual in the communicative
behaviour of representatives of other cultures; the possession of a set of modern
communication means; the ability to change behavioural communication models
depending on the situation; the compliance with etiquette in the communication process;
readiness to overcome stereotypes. Thus, one of the main inherent aspects of intercultural
communication is the presence of constant contact, the interaction of “communicants” as
“subjects”, because such a position gives an opportunity to be responsible for the process
of communication, for establishing the relationship between communicants in conditions
of intercultural communication between representatives of various linguo-cultural com-
munities. Moreover, according to A. Stepanov, the subject is “a concrete individual or a
social community that has a consciousness, and can purposefully transform reality and
himself/herself” [9, 348]. The transformation of an individual into a subject occurs
through his/her interaction with other people in a joint activity. Also, according to A.
Brushlynsky, “a person as a subject is systemic integrity of all of his/her most complex
and contradictory qualities, states and properties, consciousness and unconsciousness”
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[2, 3]. He also emphasises that the subject is a person at the highest level of activity,
communication and autonomy. The individual's ability to organise and regulate his/her
own life as subordination to his/her own goals, values are the highest level and the true
quality of the subject [7, 20]. «Subject-to-subject type of relations» means the equality of
subjective positions, even in the presence of different points of view and the possibility of
their implementation through subjects’ mutual influence on each other [5, 2]. The aspect
of parity in the presence of different judgments is crucial, as in the conditions of intercul-
tural communication the same process takes place; different, sometimes opposite, contro-
versial positions are encountered, and therefore, it is necessary to accept other positions
and views with understanding and tolerance. Thus, ensuring the subject-to-subject inter-
action during future specialists’ formation, in particular, in conditions of intercultural
communication is extremely important.

It should be emphasized that the concept of «pedagogical interaction» in «Glossary
of Pedagogical Use», edited by L. Luzina, is considered, on the one hand, as a mutual and
fruitful development of the personality traits of the teacher and his/her students on the
basis of equality in communication and partnership in joint activities, and from another as
“interpersonal interaction in the pedagogical process” [8, 50]. During the pedagogical
interaction within the educational process, it is necessary for all its participants to act as
parity, equal, to the extent of their knowledge and capabilities, partners [4, 12]. The
communication and joint activities are key characteristics for pedagogical interaction, and
pedagogical interaction can be regarded as a particular form of pedagogical communica-
tion expressing the subjective positions of all its participants, resulting in an exchange of
values, ways of life, modes of activity, experiences, emotional states, which causes mutu-
al changes in their behaviour, relationships and activities. Consequently, in accordance
with the new challenges and needs of society, it is necessary to create such conditions of
pedagogical interaction, which, on the one hand, would facilitate the formation of a
sustainable motivation for future specialists, on the other hand, in which the student
would be fully able to demonstrate his/her own creativity, activity and personality in
knowing and expressing himself/herself and, at the same time, to behave to others with
respect, mutual understanding, solidarity, that can be realized by observing the subject-to-
subject interaction in the educational process. The future specialist, during the subject-to-
subject interaction with the teacher and students, receives a valuable practical experience
that can be reproduced during his/her future professional activities, in particular, during
communication with colleagues in the performance of his/her direct professional duties.
The interpersonal pedagogical interaction of a teacher and a student in the educational
process creates the right conditions for the implementation of each of its participants as a
subject of their own self-development, self-realization and self-regulation, which
personally bears responsibility for achieving the results expected, which, on the one hand,
creates conditions for successful educational activity, while, on the other hand, it provides
professional growth of future specialist’s personality in the conditions of intercultural
communication, in particular.

197



Consequently, the effectiveness of the pedagogical process depends on the nature of
the relationship among its participants, on how naturally they feel. In conditions of the
subject-to-subject interaction, the student in the process of pedagogical communication
acts like a mature social person, a bearer of a scientific outlook. This approach to organis-
ing an educational process gives the possibility for students to design an identical type of
relationship in further professional activities, in the course of intercultural communication
with foreign partners, which, in turn, will allow them to act as full-fledged subjects of
intercultural communication. It takes into consideration not only their belief systems of
the world but also assessment themselves in it. In other words, the formation of student’s
ideological benchmarks means the development of his/her reflection, and, therefore,
his/her awareness of himself/herself as the subject of educational activity, the bearer of
certain social values, a socially useful person. Taking into consideration all the above
mentioned, it is necessary to underline, that the relationship among a teacher and students
in the process of their communication should become an affiliate.

A modern teacher is not only a translator of immutable educational truths and a con-
troller of the results of students’ efforts, but also an organizer of the learning process,
communication, an active participant in continuous dialogue with students, a senior men-
tor, who helps in mastering discipline, and provides the professional development of each
individual student. Therefore, it is necessary to ensure the active participation of a student
in the educational process with the aim of assimilating information during direct initiative
activities and cooperation with the teacher; to provide the assistance for developing future
specialist’s subjective position, his/her own potential according to individual needs and
interests, the ability to independently make corrections in his/her activities, taking into
account the goal; to teach tolerance and respect for the thoughts and views of other
people.

Obviously, the process of creating harmonious subjects-to-subject relationships in
the educational space of higher education establishments is accompanied by intense per-
sonal and professional self-determination and self-actualisation, which contributes to the
successful development of the profession and the further implementation of a specialist.
As it is known, every process, and also the formation of a student’s individual position,
occurs under certain conditions. Taking into account the analysis of scientists’ scientific
researches [1], [3] and practical experience, it is possible to distinguish pedagogical con-
ditions that positively influence the realization of the harmonious subject-to-subject inter-
action in the educational process of higher education establishment, such as: 1) involving
students (even with a low level of educational achievements) in solving a wide range of
educational issues, in joint discussion of actual educational problems; this provides the
opportunity to maximize the productivity of all students and, at the same time, encourage
them to teamwork and collaborative activity; 2) enrichment of the educational process’s
contents with the tasks of problem and search character, research work, involving collec-
tive and group forms of work, which actualize the internal motivation and the need for
students to master the material through joint productive interaction, enabling each student
198



to fully reveal his/her potential, contributing to a stronger and more qualitative assimila-
tion of necessary knowledge; 3) creation of a favourable emotional environment at the
expense of the climate of trust and cooperation among all participants in the pedagogical
interaction and saturation of the contents of the educational material with situations of
choice and success; 4) full-time student support by the teacher, for example, through the
provision of various types of consultations, in particular on-line, involving e-mail, Mes-
senger, Skype, etc.; it provides an opportunity to maintain a constant relationship between
a student and a teacher, to coordinate the learning process, to strengthen the students’
positive attitudes toward learning that serve as a kind of emotional support, add confi-
dence and contribute to raising the level of motivation for students to study; 4) providing
reflection in the course of performing those or other educational tasks; this will give an
opportunity for a student (as a subject) to deliberately analyse his/her own success,
achievement and, at the same time, to perceive his/her mistakes, drawbacks, and personal
responsibility. It should be noted that under the conditions of the subject-to-subject peda-
gogical interaction in the course of communication between a teacher and a student there
is the establishment of interpersonal trust, which provides the possibility to create a re-
laxed atmosphere in the auditorium. Therefore, these factors contribute to the full and
effective development of a true professional and the disclosure of his/her potential. Due
to the subject-to-subject interaction among a teacher and students, and students with each
other, it can be achieved the necessary organisation and unity of students’ actions aimed
at achieving common goals, mutual understanding and coherence of action, cohesion and
solidarity in the educational process of the higher education establishment.

The scientific novelty of the research lies in the fact that it addresses the issues of
subject-to-subject interaction in the educational process of higher education establishment
as the basis for preparing the future specialist for intercultural communication and pre-
sents the pedagogical conditions that ensure the harmonious implementation of subject-
to-subject interaction in the educational process.

Conclusions, prospects for further research, suggestions. Organization of the
subject-to-subject interaction in the educational process of higher education establishment
and adherence to the pedagogical conditions of its implementation is the basis of the
professional formation of a specialist in conditions of intercultural communication and
provides the possibility to prepare a student, a future specialist, not only for performing
functional duties, but for establishing a productive interaction with colleagues, including
with foreigners, for the purpose of efficient, purposeful, motivated teamwork. This, in its
turn, will further enhance the productivity of specialists’ work through the perception of
colleagues as equal partners, taking into account interests, positions, points of view of all
in order to achieve the most effective result. Moreover, the possibility of a future special-
ist as a subject to take responsibility and initiative for the course and effects of his/her
work is one of the important requirements of employers in our time. It is necessary to
point out the very fact that compliance with high-quality subject-to-subject interaction in
the conditions of international professional mobility and constant intercultural contacts
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depends not only the authority of a specialist but also the authority of a state as a whole.
Perspective for further scientific research is a detailed study of the forms of educational
activities’ organisation that will allow implementing the subject-to-subjective interaction
within the educational process effectively.

CYBBEKT-CYBBEKTHOE B3AUMOJIEMCTBUE B OBPA30OBATEJIBHOM
INPOLHECCE KAK OCHOBA ITIOAI'OTOBKH BYAYIIUX CIIETUAJINCTOB
K MEXKKYJbTYPHOIH KOMMYHUKAIIANA

Cmocapenko Huna

Xepconckuii 2ocyoapcmeenHulil yHugepcumem, Ykpauna

Cotep Mapus

Tlepsomatickuti punuan Hayuonanvnoeo ynusepcumema xopadiecmpoeHnus um.
aomupana Maxaposa, Yxpauna

AHHOTAUA

CraThs IOCBAIIEHA HCCIIEIOBAaHUIO BOTIPOCca CyOBEKT-CyObEKTHOTO B3aUMOCHCTBUA
B 00pa30BaTeIbHOM MPOIIECCE B YUPEIKACHUSIX BBICIIETO 00pa30BaHMs KaK OCHOBE MOJIO-
TOBKH OyIyIIUX CIIEHHAINCTOB K MEXKYJIbTYpHOH KOMMyHHKanud. [lomdepkHyTa poib
CyOBEKT-CYOBEKTHOTO B3aUMOJICHCTBHS MPEIOAaBaTeld U CTYJICHTa B IpoIlecce 00pazo-
BaTeNbHON AesTeTbHOCTH. OTMEUYEHO, YTO ATO MO3BOJISIET CO3aTh HAJICKAIINE YCIOBUS
JUTSE caMOpealTn3aliy KaKI0T0 YYaCTHHUKA TaKOT0 B3aWMOJEHCTBUS KaK CyOBEKTa caMo-
pa3BUTHS, caMOpeanu3aly u camoperysinud. OOpalieHo BHUIMaHUe Ha TO, YTO CTYJCHT
JIMYHO HECET OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 32 IOCTIKEHHE OKHIAEMBIX Pe3yJbTaToB. JTO, C OJHOU
CTOPOHBI, ITO3BOJISIET CO3/IaTh YCIOBHUS I yCIEUIHONH 00pa30BaTeIbHOM NE€ITENbHOCTH, a
C Ipyroi, obecreyrBaeT MPOoGECCHOHANBHBIA POCT JIUYHOCTH OYAYIIETo CIEeIHaanucTa u
SBIISIETCSI OCHOBOW JJIsi €ro NMpo(ecCHOHAIBHOTO CTAHOBIEHHUS W IMOATOTOBKH K MEX-
KyJIbTYpHOI KOMMYHHKAaluu. B cratbe cTaBUTCA aKIEHT Ha TOM, YTO B YCJIOBHAX
CyOBEKT-CYOBEKTHOTO B3aHMMOJICHCTBUS CTYIEHT B MPOIIECCE MEJarornieckoro OOIeHus
BBICTYTIAE€T KaK COIMATBHO 3pelias TUIHOCTh, HOCUTENIh HAYYHOI'O MHPOBO33PEHUSA. JTO
CHocoOCTBYET TONYUYEHHUIO IIEHHOTO OTBITa W JaJbHEHWIeM MPOSKTUPOBAHWU HIIEHTHY-
HOTO THTIAa B3aWMOOTHOIIEHNH B TIPO(ECCHOHATEHON JEeSTENFHOCTH, B X0/I€ MEKKYJIBTYP-
HOTO OOIIEHUSI ¢ UHOCTPAHHBIMH MAapTHEPaMH, YTO, B CBOI OUEPE[lb, TIO3BOJHUT BBICTY-
MaTh TOJHOIIEHHBIM CYOBEKTOM MEKKYJIBTYPHOH KoMMyHuKanwu. [IpencraBieHsr nema-
TOrMYecKre ycJOoBUs, 00eCIeUnBAIOIINE PEATU3AII0 TAPMOHHYHOTO CYOBEKT-CyOBEeKT-
HOro B3auMojieiicTBus. [logUepKHYTO, YTO UMEHHO B YCJIOBUSAX CYOBEKT-CyOBEKTHOTO
MeAarorTHIeckoro B3aWMOJEHCTBUS BO BpeMsi OOIIEHHS IMperofaBaTelsi M CTyAEHTa
MIPOUCXOIUT YCTAHOBICHWE MEXIMYHOCTHOTO TOBEPHSI, YTO MO3BOJISIET CO3JaTh B ayu-
TOpUU HEMPHUHYXIEHHYI0 arMocdepy, KOTopas CIOCOOCTBYET IOJHOIEHHOMY H 3¢-

(EeKTUBHOMY CTAHOBJICHHIO HACTOSILETO NMPO(eCcCHOHaNa U PACKPBITHIO €ro MOTEeHIHAaA.
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OtMedeHo, 4To Oyaroaapsi CyObeKT-CyObeKTHOMY B3aUMOJICHCTBUIO MEXKIY IMPEo1aBa-
TeJeM M CTyJIEeHTaMH, a TaKXKe CTYJEHTaMH MEXIy co0oi B 00pa3oBaTen-HOM MpoIiecce
BBICIIIEH IITKOJBI MOXHO JOCTHYb HEOOXOAMMOW OpraHW3allMk W €IWHCTBA JEHCTBUUN
CTYJIEHTOB, HAalPaBJICHHBIX Ha IOCTHKEHHUE OOIIHX I[eNiell, B3AUMOIIOHIMAaHHUS U COTJIAcO-
BaHHOCTH JI€UCTBUMU, CIDIOUEHHOCTH U conuaapHocTh. KoHcTaTupyercs, 4To npenojiaBa-
TENb SIBJISAETCA HE MTPOCTO TPAHCIATOPOM HE3bIOJIEMBIX 00pa30BaTENbHBIX HUCTHH U
KOHTPOJIJIEPOM PEe3yJbTaTOB YCHJIMKA CTYICHTOB, a OpPTaHHW3aTOpoM 00pa3oBaTeIbHOTO
mpoiiecca, OOIICHUS, aKTUBHBIM yYaCTHUKOM HEMPEPBIBHOTO JHUAJIOTa CO CTYICHTaMU,
CTapUIMM TOBAPUINEM, BEyIIUM, KOTOPBHIA W TIOMOTAeT, U OJHOBPEMEHHO 00ecrieunBaeT
JUYIHOCTHOE MPOo(hecCHOoHaIbHOE CTAHOBICHNE KAXKIOTO CTYIEHTA.

Knrwouesvie cnoea: medxckyiomypHas KOMMYHUKayusi, cyovexkm, cyObekm-cyoveKkm-
Hoe g3aumooelicmesue, 00pa308amebHblil NPOYECC, CMYOeHM, NPenodasamenb, Nedd2ocu-
yecKue YCuosus pearusayuu cyoveKkm-cyobeKkmHo2o 83aumo0etiCmausl.
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