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AnHoranus. CTaThs TMOCBSIICHA aJaNnTallid peer review K CTYACHYECKOM
ayJuTopuu, B KOTOpOﬁ S3HAYUMBI I'pYIIIOBasA rapMOHUS, YBAXKUTCIbHAA AUCTAHIUA U
OCTOPOXXHOCTh B IpsiMoil kputuke. Llenb paboTel — MpeaIoKUTh MOJIENb B3aUMHOTO
peLEeH3UpOBaHus, COXPaHSOIIYI0 aKaJIEMUYECKYIO TpeOOBaTEIHLHOCTh u
OJIHOBPEMEHHO CHWKAIOIIYI0O MEXJIUYHOCTHBIM puck. IlokazaHo, uyto Hauboiee
MPOAYKTUBHBI KpUTEpHalibHas oOOpaTHas CBs3b, IIOATAlHOE BBEACHHUE TreView,
COUYETaHHE aHOHUMHBIX U OYHBIX (HOPM U MOJIEpATOPCKask POJib MPETOaBaATEIIS.

KiroueBble cioBa: peer review, B3aMMHOE PELEH3UPOBAHHE, KOJUIEKTUBU3M,
oOpaTHas CBs3b, akageMuueckoe nucbmo, EFL, kputndueckoe MbllieHne

Annotatsiya. Magqolada “peer review” wusulini hamjihatlik va hurmatli
munosabatga hamda bevosita tanqiddan ehtiyot bo‘lishga moyil talabalarga
moslashtirish masalasi ko‘rib chiqiladi. Maqgsad — akademik talabchanlikni
yo‘qotmagan holda shaxslararo zo‘riqishni kamaytiruvchi o‘zaro taqriz modelini taklif
etishdir. Mezonlarga asoslangan izohlar, “review”ni bosqichma-bosgich joriy etish,
yozma-anonim va Yyuzma-yuz shakllarning biriktirilishi hamda o‘qituvchining
moderatorlik roli eng samarali yechimlar sifatida asoslab beriladi.

Kalit so‘zlar: peer review, o‘zaro taqriz, kollektivizm, gayta aloqga, akademik
yozuv, EFL, tangidiy fikrlash

Abstract. The article addresses the adaptation of peer review to student audiences
shaped by group harmony, respectful distance, and a reluctance toward direct criticism.
It proposes a model of reciprocal reviewing that preserves academic rigour while
lowering the interpersonal stakes involved. Central to this model are criterion-based
commentary, a staged introduction of review tasks, the pairing of anonymous written
and face-to-face feedback modes, and an active moderating role for the teacher.
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B aHTpomoueHTpUYeCKM OpPHUEHTUPOBAHHON JMHIBOAUAAKTUKE B LEHTPE
BHUMAaHUS HAXOJWUTCS HE TOJbKO TEKCT KaK TOTOBBIA HPOAYKT, HO W MNHUIIYIIUH,
YUTAOMWA W OIeHUBaromui cyobekT. [losTomy peer review 1iesnecooOpa3Ho
paccMaTpuBaTh Kak y4eOHbBIH auanor o kadectBe Tekcra. H. ®. Jlro m J[. Kapuecc
o0o3HavatroT TepmuHoM peer feedback mMeHHO 3Ty mauanormueckyro, 0Oy4aromnryro
COCTaBIIAIOIIYIO PEer review: KOMMYHHKATUBHBIN Mpoiiecc, B KOTOPOM 00ydYaromrecs
BCTYIAIOT B AUAJOT O pe3yJbTarax AESTEIbHOCTH U KpUTepusix kauectsa [1, p. 280].
JlaHHas cTaThsi COCpeIOTOUEHA UMEHHO Ha 9TOM acIleKTe peer review — popmMaTuBHOM,
OpUEHTUPOBAHHOM Ha JJOPAOOTKY TEKCTa, a HE HA €r0 CYMMAaTUBHYIO OIICHKY. B Takom
MMOHMMAaHUM B3aMMHOE PEIEH3UPOBAHKME PA3BUBAET HE TOJBKO MHCHbMO, HO U HABBIKU
apryMeHTalllM, CAMOOLIEHKU U aKaJIeMUYE€CKOI OTBETCTBEHHOCTH.

OpHako 93Ta TpaKkTHKa HE SABJISETCS KyJIbTYpHO HeWTpanbHOU. O030p
UCCIIeIOBaHUN 1O O0paTHO# cBsizu B L2-mMChMe TOKa3bIBaeT, UTO ISl peer review
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NPUHIUIHAIBHBL 00yYeHUE CTYJEHTOB CaMOil Mpoleaype, rpynmnoBas JUHAMUKA U
KyJbTYpHBIE OCOOCHHOCTH B3aumojeucTBus [2, p. 491]. UHbpMu crnoBamu, BOIpoOC
CTOUT HE O TOM, HYKEH JI1 METOH, a O TOM, KakuM oOpa3oM OH BIIMCBHIBA€TCs B
KOHKPETHYI0 00pa30BaTEIbHYIO KYJIbTYpY.

B KOMIEKTHBUCTCKOM CTYJIEHUYECKOW ayJIWTOPUM OCHOBHOE HaNpsLDKECHUE
BO3HHUKAET MEXIY aKaJeMHUYECKOM IMOJb30M KPUTHKHA M COLMAIbHBIM TpeOOBaHUEM
coXpaHsATh rapmoHuto otHomeHuil. [[x. Kapcon u I'. Henbcon mokasanu, 4To B TaKMX
y4eOHBIX KyJbTypax CTYJIEHTbl HEpPEAKO U30eraroT KpUTHUYECKH HEeoOXOIUMOIo
3aMeuyaHus, IIOCKOJIbKY BOCIPMHUMAIOT €ro Kak yrpo3dy BHYTPUIPYIIIOBOMY
paBHOBecuto [3]. KommeHTapuil, KOTOpbII B WHAWBHAYAIMCTHYECKONM MOJEIN
MOHUMAETCs] KaK HOPMaJbHBIM 3JeMEeHT Yy4yeOHOro oOMeHa, 311eCh JIETKO
BOCIIPUHMMAETCSI KAaK pUCK MCHOPTUTh OTHOUIEHUS WM IyOJUYHO 3aJeTh
OJIHOTPYTITHHKA.

OTcrofa — He 0TKa3 OT MET0/1a, @ TOTPEOHOCTh B €r0 COJEPKATENbHON alanTalluu:
3ajjlaqya COCTOUT B TOM, YTOOBI MEPEBECTU KPUTUKY M3 MEXKIUNYHOCTHO PUCKOBAHHOTO
pexuMa B PEXKUM TOHATHOM, CTPYKTYpPUPOBAaHHOM AaKaJEMHUYECKOW MPOLETYPBHI.
Uccnenosanue T. @am 1 cOaBTOPOB MOKa3bIBACT, UTO J1aXke B KOHTEKcTe face-saving u
power distance CTyA€HTBI CIOCOOHBI MPOAYKTHBHO BKJIIOYATHCS B DJIEKTPOHHYIO
B3aMMHYI0 OOpaTHYIO CBf3b, €CIM MPOIENypa CHUMKACT MCUXOJIOTUYECKOE JIaBJICHUE
[4]. DTO oO3Hawaer, YTO peEIICHHE JEKUT HE B OTKa3e OT peer review, a B
MePEOCMBbICIIEHUHU (POPMBI €T0 OpraHU3aIUH.

KitoueBy1o posib 371ech UrpaeT KpUTEPUAIBHOCTh: CTYJAEHTY 3HAYUTENBHO JIerde
IPOKOMMEHTUPOBATh TE3UC, APIYMEHTALMIO WIM KOMIO3MLHIO 10 pyOpHKe, uem
BBICKa3bIBaTh 000OLIEHHOE JTMYHOE CYyKAEHHE 0 paboTe ToBapuula. He MeHee BakHa
IIOJTAITHOCTh: CHa4aJla MIPETNoJaBaTelb MOJEIUPYET PELIEH3UI0 HA aHOHUMHOM TEKCTE,
3aTeM BCsl IpyIIa COBMECTHO KaMOpYyeT KPUTEPUU — U JIMIIb MOCIIE ITOrO CTYAEHTHI
HepexoAsaT K NapHOMY WJIM MUHUIPYNIOBOMY review. IIpoiyKTUBHBIM OKa3bIBA€TCs
TaKXKe COYeTaHHE INUCbMEHHBIX AHOHUMHBIX M KpaTKuX ouHbIX (opm. Haxoner,
CYIIECTBEHHBIM TOACIOPbEM CIYXHUT s3bikoBoe scaffolding: dopmynsl Tuma
«AprymMeHT craHeT yOeautenbHee, ecid...» Wik «B 310l wactu tpeOyercs npumep,
IIOTOMY YTO...» JAEJIAI0T HECOIVIACHUE aKaJIEeMUYECKH KOPPEKTHBIM M CHHMIKAIOT PUCK
koH(pukTa [1, p. 288].

[Ipennaraemyro MoJ1eb MOKHO MPEACTABUTh CIEAYIOLUIUM 00pazoM.

Tadauna 1. OcHOBHBIE 3aTPY/IHEHHUS M CIIOCOOBI A1aNITAIIUM pPeer review
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XYIOKCCTBCHHOT'O (l)pal"MeHTa, AHHOTAallUU HJIM TE3UCaX JOKJIazaa. B »tux JKaHpax
CTYIEHT BUAUT NPSAMYIO CBA3b MEKIY KOMMEHTApHUEM U IOCIEAYIOIIEN peIaKIUeH.
VY30ekckue myonukanuu mo peer feedback raxxe moguepkuBaroT, 4TO METOJ MOBHIIIIAET
BOBJICUEHHOCTh M IOMOTAaET YBUACTb TCKCT I'JIa3aMW 4YUTATCJIsA, HO Tpe6yeT qETKOU
OpraHM3alyy U MOHATHBIX MPAaBUI KOHCTPYKTUBHON KPUTHKH [5, p. 753].

KynbpTypHas apganTanus MeToja, TakuM 00pa3oM, HE paBHO3HAUYHA CHUYKEHUIO
TpeboBaHu — peub UIET 0 Oojiee TOHKON MX HacTpoiike. Eciu mpolienypa BEICTpOCHA
KakK KpHTepHaHBHBIﬁ, HOIIArOBbIA W YBa)I(I/ITCJ'IBHHﬁ AUaJI0r, KOJJICKTHBHUCTCKast
OpHUEHTaIUs ayIUTOPUH NEPECTAET BOCIPUHUMATHCS KaK IOMeXa U HAYMHAEeT paboTaTh
KaK peCypcC COBMECTHOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3a KAUECTBO TEKCTA.

Takxum 006pa3oM, B KOJJIEKTUBUCTCKOM CTYIE€HYECKOW ay JUTOPUU MPOTyKTUBEH HE
CTUXUUHBIN U MOJHOCTHIO OTKPBITHINA peer review, a MoAu(GUIIMPOBaHHAS MOJIENb — C
KPUTEPUSIMH, S3bIKOBOM OMNOPOM, TOCTENEHHBbIM YBEIUYEHHEM MYOIMYHOCTH U
AKTUBHOW NEJarornueckor mojaepamuei. IMEeHHO OHa O3BOJISIET COYETATh YBaXKEHUE,
OpraHMYHOE JJI JTaHHON 00pa30BaTEeNbHON KyJIbTYpPbl, C PA3BUTHEM aHAJUTHUYHOCTH,
A0Ka3aTCJIbHOCTU U TOTOBHOCTH pa6OTaTI) C TCKCTOM KPUTHUUYCCKHU.
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