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1. Ob6aacTh NnpuMeHEeHUsI H HOPMATHBHBIE CCHLIKH

Hacrosimas paGouas mporpaMma JUCHMIIIMHBI yCTaHABIMBAET MUHUMAJIbHbIE TPEOOBAHMS
K 3HAHMUSAM U YMEHUSM acHHpaHTa, a TAKXKe OMpeeNsieT coaepkanue U (opMbl yUeOHBIX 3aHITHI
U OTYETHOCTHU.

[Iporpamma mnpenHa3zHaueHa s acrnupanToB HampaeieHuss 01.06.01 — «Marematuka u
MEXaHUKa» IOATOTOBKM HAy4YHO-TIEJAarorn4eckux KagpoB B acCHUpPaHType, 00pa3oBaTeIbHOMN
nporpaMMmbl  «BemiecTBeHHBIN, KOMIUIEKCHBIH M (DYHKIIMOHAJIBHBIA  aHAIU3», JU1sL

MpenoaaBaTesiel, BEAYyIUX TUCIUIITMHY MHOCTpaHHBIN A3bIK (aHTJIMHCKUN).
Paboyas mporpamma AMCHUIUIMHBL pa3paboTaHa B COOTBETCTBHH C:

e (OoOpazoBarenbHbiM cTangapToM HIY BIID no nanpasnenuto noaroroBku 01.06.01 Maremaruka
Y MEXaHUKa

e (OOpa3zoBarenpHOW mporpaMMoil mo HamnpapieHuto noaroroBku 01.06.01 Marematuka u
MEXaHHKa, NpouiIb (HAMPABICHHOCTh) «BemecTBeHHBIH, KOMIUIEKCHBIM W (YHKIIMOHATHHBIN
aHaJIU3»

e VYyeOHBIM IUIAHOM O00pa3oBaTelIbHOW IporpaMMbl  «BelecTBEHHBIH, KOMIUIEKCHBIH U
(GyHKIMOHATBHBIN aHAIN3Y, YTBepKIeHHBIM B 2017 T.

2. 1lesu ocBOEHUSA THCHUILIMHBI

OCHOBHOHM 1IE€NBI0 U3YYCHHUS MHOCTPAHHOTO SI3bIKA ACHUPAHTAMH SIBIIETCS JTOCTHUKEHUE
MPAKTUYECKOT0 BIAJICHHUS S3bIKOM, MIO3BOJISIOLIETO HCIIONIb30BATh €r0 B HAYYHOU paboTe.

[IpakTHueckoe BiIaJ€HUE MHOCTPAHHBIM SI3IKOM B paMKax JaHHOTO Kypca MpEeanoJiaraet
HaJu4yMe TaKUX YMEHUH B PAa3JIMYHBIX BHJIAX PEUYEBOM KOMMYHHMKALIMM, KOTOpBIE JAIOT
BO3MOKHOCTb:

— CBOOOJHO UUTaTh OpPUTHHAIBHYIO JIUTEpaTypy Ha HWHOCTPAaHHOM SI3BIKE B
COOTBETCTBYIOILIEW OTPACIIA 3HAHUM;

— 0(OpMIISITh U3BJICUEHHYIO U3 HHOCTPAHHBIX UCTOYHUKOB MH(GOPMAIUIO B BHJIE NIEPEBOIA
WJIU pe3loMe (summary);

— JIenaTh COOOUIEHHUS U JTOKJIaIbl HA MHOCTPAHHOM SI3bIKE Ha TEMBbI, CBS3aHHbBIE C HAYYHOU
paboToi acriupaHTa,

— BECTU JUCKYCCHIO 110 TEMAaTUKE HAYYHOT'O HCCIIEI0BAHUS .

B 3amaun nuciunnuabl «AIHOCTpaHHBIN SA3bIK» BXOJSAT COBEPIICHCTBOBAHUE U JaJIbHEUIIIEE
Pa3BUTHE MOJTYYEHHBIX B BBICHIEH IIKOJIE 3HAHWI, HABBIKOB U YMEHUM IO HHOCTPAHHOMY SI3BIKY B
Pa3IMYHBIX BUJIaX PEUE€BOM KOMMYHUKAIUH.

HpeI[YCManI/IBaeTCSI AOCTMIKCHUEC TAaKOr0 YpOBHA BJIAACHUA SA3BIKOM, KOTOpBII\/'I IIO3BOJIUT
acmUpaHTaM yCIENIHO TMPOAOKATh OOYYeHHE M OCYIIECTBISATh HAYyYHYIO JAESTEIbHOCTD,
MOJIB3YACH MHOCTPAHHBIM A3BIKOM BO BCCX BHUAAX pequoﬁ KOMMYHUKalUH, MPCACTABJICHHLBIX B
chepe yCTHOrO U MUCHMEHHOTO OOIIeHMs. 3HAaHHWE WHOCTPAHHOTO S3bIKa O0JerdaeT AOCTYN K
HayyHOM WHQOpMalMM, HCHOJIB30BaHUIO pecypcoB MHTepHET, mNoMoOraer HalaKUBaHUIO
MEXIYHapOAHBIX  HAyYHbIX  KOHTAaKTOB U  pacHIMpseT  BO3MOKHOCTH  MOBBIIICHUS
po¢eCCHOHABPHOTO YPOBHS acClIUpaHTa.

3. Komnerenuun odyuaromierocsi, opMupyembie B pe3yJbTaTe 0CBOCHUS
AUCUMILTHHBI

B PE3YIbTATC OCBOCHUA NUCHUIIJIMHBI CTYJACHT OCBAMBACT CICAYIOINUEC KOMIICTCHIIUU:



Komnerennus Kogmo | Jleckpunropsl ®OpMBI 1 METOABI ®opma KOHTPOIIS
oC OCHOBHBIE IPU3HAKU 00y4eHus, YPOBHS
BILID OCBOCHUS CIIOCOOCTBYIOIIIHC c(hopMHUPOBaHHOCTH

(mokazarenu (bOpMHUPOBAHUIO U KOMITCTCHIINU

TOCTHXKCHUS Pa3sBUTHUIO

pe3yJibTaTa) KOMIICTCHIIUH
TOTOBHOCTh YK-6 yMeeT KpUTHYECKH MPaKTUYECKHE [Ipoekt
y4acTBOBaTh B paboTe OLICHUBATh 3aHATUS, HCCIIE0BATEIbCKON
POCCUHCKUX H Hay4yHbIE caMoOCTOSITeNTbHAs padoTHI
MEKTyHapOTHBIX aKaJeMH4ecKue pabota
UCCIIEIOBATEIbCKUX TEKCTHI Ha (pedepupoBanue,
KOJIJIEKTHBOB 110 AHTJIMHACKOM SI3BIKE aHHOTHPOBAHHE,
PEIICHHUIO HAyYHBIX U u peleH3UpPOBaHHE
HAaY4HO- apryMEHTHPOBAaHHO TEKCTOB
00pa3oBaTeNbHBIX n3jaraTh
3a1a4y COOCTBEHHYIO

TTO3UINIO

TOTOBHOCTb YK-7 yMeeT HaXOUTh ayJIUTOpHbIE IIpoexkr
UCTIOJIb30BaTh HEOO0XOIMMbIE 3aHATHS, HCCIIEN0BATEIBCKON
COBPEMEHHBIE METO/IBI UCTOYHHUKH Ha CaMOCTOSITeNTbHAS paboThI
Y TEXHOJIOTUH AHTJIMHCKOM SI3BIKE, paborta (moxoop
HAY4YHOM MPaBUIBHO UX HCTOYHHUKOB I10
KOMMYHHKAIIUU Ha UCTIOJIb30BaTh MPH TeMe JOKJIaJI0B
rOCyJapCTBEHHOM U aHamu3e u Y IUCbMEHHBIX
WHOCTPaHHOM $I3bIKax HaIlMCaHUU HAYYHbBIX pabor)

TEKCTOB
CIIOCOOHOCTb VK-8 yMEET IUIAHUPOBATh | CaMOCTOSTEIbHAS IIpoexr
TUIAHUPOBATH U PeIIaTh U PacCTaBISITh paboTta HCCIIEI0BATENIbCKON
3aJa4l COOCTBEHHOIO MIPUOPUTETHI B pa60T1>1
HpO(i)eCCI/IOHaJH)HOFO n HpO(i)eCCHOHaHBHOﬁ
JUYHOCTHOTO Pa3BUTHS 06acTH, crocobex

CTaBUTh LIEIIA U

JIOCTUTATh UX

peLeHust
CIOCOOHOCTb JIeNaTh I1K-8 CIoCcOO€H 0TOOpaTh | ayIAMTOPHBIE ITpoekt
Hay4HBIC JJOKJIa/Ibl HEOOXOTUMBIN 3aHATHA, HCCIIEIOBATENbCKON
BBICOKOT'O YPOBHSI Ha MaTtepuai Ha CaMOCTOSITeNIbHAS paboTHI
POCCHICKHX 1 AHTJIUICKOM SI3BIKE, pabora

MEXTyHapOTHBIX
KOH(pepeHIusIX

MMOATOTOBUTH TEKCT
IUI aKaJeMHYECKOM
MIPE3CHTAIINH Ha
AHTJIMICKOM SI3BIKE,
001a71aeT HaBBIKAMU
aKaJeMHYEeCKOMN
MIPE3CHTAINN

4. MecTO TUCHUMILUIMHBI B CTPYKTYpe 00pa30BaTe/IbHOM MPOrpaMMbl

Hucuunnuna «/HOCTpaHHBIN SI3BIK» NPEIYCMOTpPEHa JJid M3Y4YEeHHs B aCNHUPAHTYpe B
KadecTBe 00s3aTeIbHON JUCIUTUINHBL. JlaHHBIN Kype SIBISETCS MOATOTOBUTEIBHBIM ITAlOM JIJIS
MOCJIEIYIOIUX aKaJeMUYECKUX KYPCOB Ha AHIJIMHCKOM SI3BIKE, YMTAEMBIX JJI1 acClHUPAHTOB B
HIWY BUID, nns HayuHo# pabOTHI aCIUPAHTOB.




5. TemaTn4yeckunii JIaH y4eOHOM U CHUIIINHBI

OO6mmast Tpy10€MKOCTh JUCIUIUIMHBI COCTABIISIET 5 3aueTHBIX enuHulil. O6miee koy-Bo 4yacoB 190,

U3 HUX ayAuTopHas pabota — 64, camoctositensHas - 126

HazBaunue teMbl

/o

Bcero

qaCoB

AynutopHblie
4achl

CamocrogreapHas

pabota

OCOOCHHOCTH).

TCKCTA.

O yYHKIIMOHAIBHBIN CTUJIb HAYYHOU
JTUTEpaTyphl (IEKCUKO-TPAaMMAaTHYECKHE

SI3BIKOBBIE  OCOOEHHOCTH HaYy4YHOI'O

24

16

OcobennocTu

HUCTOYHHUKaAMMU.

Bonpoc. Tesuc.
CocraBnenus
HCCIIEIOBATEeNIbCKON pabOTHI.

CtpykTypa akajieMU4eCKOM CTaThu.

IIOHUCKa

AKaJICMHUYCCKUX HNCTOYHUKOB,
opraHusanusa "W CTpaTeruu pa6OTBI C
AYTCHTUYHBIMU aKaICMUYCCKUMH

@opMyIHpOBKA  TEMbl  HAay4YHOTO
HCCIEeN0BaHus. HUccaenosarenbckuit

IjIaHa

42

16

26

PaznudHbie BUIBI UTCHHS.
Crpareruun YTCHUS
JIUTEPATYPHI.

Hay4YHOH

18

14

nccnenoranus. Abstract.

AHHOTHpOBaHME U pedepupoBaHue
Hay4yHBIX TEeKCTOB. O030p JIUTEpaTyphl.
Onucanve METOJIMKM U Pe3ylbTaToOB

42

16

26

HAYYHOI'0 UCCJICIOBAHUA.

OcobeHHocTH aKaJeMHYECKON
npe3eHTanmu. [1oAroToBKa Npe3eHTanuu

36

12

24

uccnenoanus.  Crpareruu

OOcyxeHue BOIPOCOB  HAYYHOI'O

YCTHOTO

H3JI0KCHUA U OTBECTOB HA BOIIPOCHI.

28

20

Hroro

190

64

126

6. O0pa3oBaTe/ibHbIE TEXHOJOTHH

Ha 3aHATHAX MCTIONB3YIOTCS UHTEPAKTUBHBIE U aKTUBHBIE (POPMBI TPOBEACHUS 3aHATHIA —
aKaJieMHUeCKHe MPe3eHTAllMH U UX MaHelbHOoe 00CyKIeHHEe, pa30op MpaKTUYECKUX 3a/1a4 U
KelicoB, yueOHbIe KOH(PEPEHIIUU 10 TeMaM HCCIeI0BaHNs aCIIUPAHTOB, CUMYJISILIUK TPEACTOSIINX
9K3aMeHOB /{11 MaKCUMalbHON aKTUBU3ALIMU CTYJEHTOB LIMPOKO MPUMEHSETCS apHas pabora u

pabota B MuHU-Tpynnax. Mcnone3ytotes oOpasosarensubie KT TexHonoruu.




/. ®OpMBI KOHTPOJISI 3HAHUH ACTIMPAHTOB

1 rox
Tun dopma
[TapameTpsl
KOHTPOJIA KOHTPOJIA
1 monyronue | 2 moiyroaue
IIpoexr
Texymunit Homaninee HCCIIEI0OBATEIILCKOM
3alaHue pabotst 4000 — 5000
CJIOB, TIPUMEHSIOTCS
KPUTEPHUU OLICHUBAHUS
MACbMEHHON PabOThI
(cm.11.8)
Htoroseri Kannunarckuit CMm. 1.8
JK3aMeH

8. OueHouyHble cpeacrea

Tekymui KOHTPOJIb — [oManiHee 3agaHue B GopMe IPOEKTa UCCIIEN0BATENLCKOM

paboThl
TpeGoBaHus K NPOEKTY

CrpykTypa (TEpMUHOJIOTHS Ha PYCCKOM
SI3BIKE)

CrpykTypa (TEpMUHOJIOTHS HA aHTJIUHCKOM
SI3BIKE)

Hay‘{HO-I/ICCHe,I[OBaTCJIbCKaH pa60Ta Ha
AHTJIMACKOM SI3BIKE

A research paper is a concise and coherent
summary of your research. It sets out the
central issues or questions that you intend to
address. It outlines the general area of study
within which your research falls, referring to
the current state of knowledge and any recent
debates on the topic. It also demonstrates the
originality of your research.

HazBanue

Title

AHHOTaIUA

Abstract (a concise statement of your
intended research of no more than 200
words)

BBenenue (o6ocHoBaHME pabOTHI,
aKTyaJbHOCTb, HOBHU3HA, LI€JIH U 331a4H)

Introduction (1 -2 pages, 500 — 800 wds)

research context, a brief overview of the
general area of study within which your
research falls, summarising the current state
of knowledge and recent debates on the topic,

the thesis statement and the research
question (the central aims and questions that
will guide your research, one or two main




questions, from which you can then derive a
number of secondary research questions. The
proposal should also explain your intended
approach to answering the questions: will
your approach be empirical, doctrinal or
theoretical etc?)

0030p auTEpaTYPHI, IPEATOTIATAIOITUI
HE MpocTo pedepar OCHOBHBIX PadOT MO
TeMe, ONKUCaHKNE MTOHATUIHOTO arapara,
HO X CPaBHEHUE, yKa3aHHE Ha
JOCTOWHCTBA U HEJIOCTATKH, CI1a00CTh
WJIM OCHOBATEJIbHOCTD JIOKA3aTEIbCTB.
O60cHOBaHME aKTYaIbHOCTH
MCCIIEI0BATEILCKOTO MIPOEKTa HAa OCHOBE
BBISIBJICHUS JIAKYHBI B CYIIECTBYIOLICH
JIUTEpaType — OCHOBHAS 3ajada
KPUTHUYECKOT0 0030pa IMTeparypsl. 5- 6
OPUTHHAILHBIX aKaJ[EMHUUECKUX
WCTOYHUKOB (cTaTeii, MoHOTpaduii, riiaB
KHUT, OHUIIUATBHBIX JOKIAI0B U
OTYETOB)

Preliminary Literature Review (4-5 pages,
2000 — 2500 wds)

critical review of what others have down in
your area, and what you propose to do. You
need to write around two pages in which you
cover the following:

. The major issues or schools of thought
. Gaps in the literature (in more detail
than is provided in the introduction)

. Definitions of key terms, provided
either when you introduce each idea, or in a
definition sub-section

. Questions arising from the gaps that
can be the focus of data collection or analysis

the theoretical framework that describes the
model that you are using in the thesis to
demonstrate your point.

Metoasbl ucciie0BaHUA
ONMCaHUE UHCTPYMEHTApUs U METO/I0B
UCCIIEIOBaHM

Proposed Research Methodology (1- 2
pages, 500 — 800 wds)

You do not have to describe the methodology
to be used in great detail, but you should
justify its use over other methodologies. For
example, you could explain the reasons for
using:

. a certain paradigm or theory

. qualitative or quantitative research

. a case study of a specific kind

. surveys, correlational experiments,
field studies, specific statistical
measurements,

etc.

. certain dependent or independent or
moderating variables

. a particular sampling frame and the size
of a sample
You could also explain how you are

proposing to:
. have access to the data




. analyse the data
If your proposed research is library-based,
you should explain where your key resources
(e.g. reports, journal articles) are located. If
you plan to conduct field work or collect
empirical data, you should provide details
about this (e.g. if you plan interviews, who
will you interview? How many interviews
will you conduct? Will there be problems of
access?). This section should also explain
how you are going to analyse your research
findings.

IIpeanoaaraemple pe3yabTaThl Expected or Preliminary Findings (1- 2

HCCaeI0BAHMS pages, 500- 800 wds)

Ommcanye IpeAnoNaraeMbix present any results you already have obtained

PE3yNbTaTOB 00YCIOBICHO or expect to obtain

HCCIIEI0BATEIBCKMM BOIIPOCOM discuss how they fit in the framework of your
research

3ak/oueHue Conclusions and Implications (1- 2 pages,

B 3akimodyeHnu npenonaraeTcs He 500 — 1000 wds)

TOJILKO (pOpMaIH3anus pe3ynbTaToB, HO

M OLCHKA NPCIIOKCHHBIX B pa60Te

peHICHHﬁ, BBISIBJICHHBIX

SaKOHOMepHOCTeﬁ U OLICHKAa

NEPCIICKTUBHBIX peIJ_IeHI/Iﬁ B

COOTBETCTBUMU C NTOCTABJICHHBIM

HCCIICA0BATCIIbCKUM BOIIPOCOM

bubnuorpadus References (5 - 10)

TpeboBanus k opopMiIeHHIO

Pa6ota opopmiena B coorBeTcTBUU co cTriieM APA.

TpeGoBanus K CTHIIIO H SI3BIKY

Marepuan xenatelbHO HW3Jaratb B HacTosiieM BpemeHu. B Pabore He nomyckaercs
HCIOJIb30BaHUE PA3TOBOPHON M HePOpMarIbHOM JEKCUKH, cOKpaleHnid. Ha nekcuueckom ypoBHe
PEKOMEHYETCsl  MCIOJb30BAaHUE  CHEIMATbHBIX TEPMHUHOB U  YCTOHYMBBIX COYETAHUH,
XapaKTEPHBIX AJI aHTJIMICKON aKaJIeMUYECKOU PEUH.

Kpurepun ouneHnBaHusi NMpoeKTa M NPaBHJIAa BBICTABJIEHUS OLEHKHM 3a TeKyLIUi
KOHTPOJIb

OreHka 3a MPOEKT BBICTABISAETCS B (OpMeE 3a4TEHO/HE 3aYTEHO, UTO SIBJISIETCSI OCHOBAaHHEM
JUISL TOIyCKa/HEI0MYyCKa K KaHAUJATCKOMY K3aMeHY.

OneHka 3a4T€HO BBICTABISIETCS €CJIM ACHHUPAHT BBINOJHUI pabOTy B COOTBETCTBHH CO
CIICAYIOIIMMHU TPEOOBAHUSIMMU:

- Cmpykmypa npoexma - 003aT€JIbHO HaJIHMYNE BCEX CTPYKTYPHBIX FJIEMEHTOB U UX
nocsenoBarenbHOCTh. COoOMI0IEHBI PEKOMEHIAINH 0 COJIEPIKAHUIO, CIIOCO0Y U3T0KEHUS U
00BEMY CTPYKTYPHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB;



- Jlocuunocmy U31024CeHUS MAMEPUANA U CEAZHOCMb MEKCMd - TIPOEKT COJEPKUT TE3UCHI,
apryMEHTBI M BBIBOJIBL; JIOTHYHOCTh U CBSI3HOCTh COOJIFO/ICHBI HA JIEKCHYECKOM M CHHTAKCHYECKOM
YPOBHE;

- Ipammamuueckas npasuibHOCMb S3bIKA - TEKCT TPOEKTa B IIEJIOM COOTBETCTBYET
rpaMMaTH4YCCKUM IIPpaBUJIaM aHT. JIMUCKOT'O A3bIKA, BKIIIOYad MYHKTYAIUOHHBIC ITPaBUJIA,

Axrademuunocms cmujisi u 61a0eHue npopecCUoOHaIbHOU JIeKCUKOU - UCTIONb30BaHbI
CHHTaKCUYCCKHE KOHCTPYKIIUH U JICKCHYCCKHIE SMHHUIIBI, XapaKTePHbIE IS aKaJEMHUYECKOTO
CTHJISL QHTJIMACKOTO SI3bIKa; UCIOJIb30BaHa MPo(ecCHOHaNbHAs JICKCHKA;

Ogopmnenue - mpoekT oopmiteH B cooTBeTCTBUH cO cTriieM APA. TIpaBunbsHO
MCII0JIb30BaHBI IIPUEMBI MTapadpasza u IpsAMOro MUTHPOBAHHMS.

BmecTto mpoekta HCCaemOBaTeIbCKOW  pabOThI  aCMHUPAHT MOXKET  IMPEACTABUTH
ONyOJIMKOBAaHHYI0 HAyYHYI0 CTaThl0 Ha AaHIVIMHCKOM SI3bIKE, IMOATrOTOBJICHHYIO Ha OCHOBE
HUCCIICA0OBaHUA, HWJIMX TCEKCT AOKJIaJga Ha AHTJIMUCKOM SI3BIKE II0 TEMAaTHKE HUCCIICA0OBAaHUA Ha
HAy4YHOU KOH(epeHIUH (TPHIOKHUTH MPOrpaMMy KOH(EpEeHIUH). BhIMyCKHUKN aHTIO0A3bIYHBIX
MarucTepcKuX MporpamMM MOTYT MPEACTABUTh TEKCT BBIMTYCKHOH KBaJIM(UKAITMOHHONW pabOThl Ha
AHTJIMICKOM sI3bIKe. B 3THX cllydae acupaHT MojIydaeT 3a4eT aBTOMATHYECKH.

MeToan4yeckue peKOMeHAAMH 110 HANTUCAHUIO IIPOEKTA NCCJIeI0BATEIbCKONH padoThl

[Ipy w3noxkeHuM wmarepuana CleayeT HPUIACPKUBATBCA  KYJIbTYPHO-IIPAarMaTUYECKUX
KOHBEHIMH MOCTPOEHUS apryMEHTHPOBAHHOI'O TEKCTa B AHIJIMICKOM fA3BIKE, TO €CTh COJIEPKaTh
TaKue JJIEMEHTHI, KaK TE€3UC, apryMeHThl U BbIBOJA. OOIIMN MPUHIUI U3JI0XKEHHUS - JIBIJKCHHE
MBICITH OT OOIIETO K YaCTHOMY.

CBSI3HOCTH TEKCTa 00YCIIOBIICHA JIOTHYHOCTHIO H3JIOKCHHS MaTepraiia. CBSI3HOCTH JTOJDKHA
ObITh COOMIO/IEHA KAaK Ha JIEKCHMYECKOM, TaK M Ha CHHTAaKCHMYeCKOM ypoBHe. Ha nexcuueckom
YPOBHE 3TO JOCTUTA€TCA  HUCIOJb30BAHHEM  BBIPAKCHUM CO 3HAYEHUEM I[EPEUYUCIICHHS,
NPUYUHHO-CIICICTBEHHOM CBA3M, YKa3aHHWEM Ha pa3iHyHbIe acleKThl U T. 1. (Signposting words).
3HAYUTEIBHYIO POJIb UTPAKOT IJIAr0JIbI, YKa3bIBAIOIIME Ha JIOTHYSCKHE CBs3M, Hanpumep, lead to,
result in u 1. 1. Ha cHHTaKCHYECKOM ypOBHE CBSI3HOCTh TEKCTA JIOCTUTACTCS MCIIOJIb30BAHUEM
CIIO)KHOTIOJIYMHEHHBIX  TpemiokeHuil. OnHako  cienyeT  u30erarb  OYE€Hb  CIIOXKHBIX
rpaMMaTHYE€CKUX KOHCTPYKIMH, 3aTPyAHSIIOUIMX BOCHOPHUATHE MaTepuana. B Takom ciydae
MpeJIaraeTcsi pa30UTh CI0XKHBIE TPEITIOKEHHS Ha HECKOJIBKO MPOCTHIX.

Tekct momkeH ObITh HamucaH B HactosieM Bpemenu (Present Simple). B tex cnygasx,
Korja HEoOXOJMMO TMOAYEPKHYTh 3aKOHYCHHOCTh JICMCTBHUS, PEKOMEHIYETCS HCIOJIb30BaTh
Present Perfect. Cnenyer wu3berath JIMYHBIX MecTouMeHuill. Mchoojap30BaHHE JIMYHBIX
MECTOMMEHHUN JIOMyCKAaeTCs B TOM ClIy4ae, €CJIM HEOOXOJMMO CJenaTh AaKIeHT Ha JIMYHOMN
MO3UIMH aBTopa. He momyckaeTcs UCmoib30BaHUE COKPALIEHHBIX GOpM.

HToroBulii KOHTPOJb M0 TUCHHUILIUHE

Kanauaarcknii dk3aMeH
TpeboBanus K CIAIOIMIMM KAHAUAATCKHUI IK3aMeH N0 HHOCTPAHHOMY SI3bIKY

Ha xamgmpmarckoM »SK3aMeHE AaclUpaHT JOJDKEH IPOAEMOHCTPHUPOBATbH  YMEHHE
MOJIb30BaTbCsSl MHOCTPAHHBIM  SI3bIKOM  (QHTJIMMCKMM) KaK CpPEACTBOM TPO(eCCHOHATHHOTO
obmenusi. OH JOMKEeH BhaaeTh opdorpaduyeckuMu, JTEKCHYSCKUMH W TPaMMaTHYCCKHUMHM
HOPMaMH WHOCTPAaHHOTO S3bIKa W TPABWIBHO HCIOJb30BaTh HMX BO BCEX BHUJAX PEUCBOM
NEeSITeIbHOCTH, TPEACTAaBIEHHBIX B cdepe KyJIbTypHOro, NpodeCcCHOHATBHOTO M HAYYHOTO
0OIIIeHUS.

JlonycK K KaHAUAATCKOMY 3K3aMeHYy

JlonmycKoM K KaHIMJAaTCKOMY 3K3aMEHY SIBJIIETCS HAIMYME 3a4€Ta M0 TEKYIIEMY
KOHTPOJIIO.

Buabl peueBoii 1esITEILHOCTH, ITPOBEPSIEMBIE HA KaHAUIATCKOM 3K3aMEHE



- Umenue u nucomo - KOHTPOJUPYIOTCS HABBIKM M3YYAIOMIETO YTEHHUS. DK3aMEHYEeMbIU
JOJKEH TPOJEMOHCTPUPOBATh YMEHHE uWTaTh Oe€3 cloBaps OPUTHHAIBHYIO JIUTEPAaTypy IO
CHEIMAILHOCTH, MAaKCHUMAJIbHO IOJIHO M TOYHO BOCIPHUHUMATH, aHAIU3UPOBATh U 0000IIATh
MIPOYMUTAHHOE, ONHUPASICh Ha npodeccuoHaNbHble 3HAHUS W HAaBBIKK  SI3BIKOBOW U
KOHTEKCTYaJlbHOM JIOTaJIKU. YMETh CO3/aTh MHUCbMEHHO BTOPUYHBIA TEKCT (aHHOTALMIO) K
MIPOYUTAHHOMY, YUYMTBHIBas NMPHUHATHIE B HAy4HOW cpeie TpeOOBaHUS K cojAepkaHHIO U (opme
JJAHHOT'O BUJIa TEKCTA.

- losopenue u ayouposeanue - Ha 3K3aMEHE AacCHHUPAHT JOJDKEH II0Ka3aTh BIIAJICHHE
HEMOJITOTOBJICHHON THAJIOTHYECKON peYbi0 B CUTyallMd OQPHUIMAIBLHOTO OOIIEHHUs B Mpeienax
Y3KOCIHEIUAIbHON TEMATUKH 110 H30paHHOMY HalpaBiICHUIO UCCIIEIOBAHUS, IPOJIEMOHCTPUPOBATH
YMEHHE aJICKBaTHO BOCIPHHHMATH pe4b M JaBaTh JIOTHYECKH OOOCHOBAHHBIC Pa3BEPHYTHIC U
KpaTKHE OTBETHI HAa BOIIPOCHI 3K3aMEHATOpa.

CTpyKTypa 3K3aMeHAIHOHHOT0 ONJIeTAa U KPUTEPHH OLeHUBAHUS

1. bernoe ureHre OPUTHHAIBHOTO TEKCTa 0 HAMPABIICHUIO MOATOTOBKH (0€3 cioBapsi).
O6bem - 40 000 meyaTHBIX 3HAKOB. BpeMs BoInoTHEHUS pabOThI - 45-60 MUHYT.

1) nariucanue annoranuu (150-200 cnoB)

2) cocTaBjeHUE CITMCKA KJIFOYEBBIX CJIOB (5-7 CIOB).

Oyenusaemcs ymeHue MAKCUMATbHO MOYHO U AOEKBAMHO U361EKAMb  KIIOYEBYIO
uHpopmayulo, cooepIcawyrocs 6 meKcme, YMEHUe ONpeoelumsv Kpye DPACCMAMPUBAEMbIX
meKcme 80NPOCO8, BbIABUMb OCHOBHbIE NOLONCEHUS ABMOPA U UZNONCUMb UX 8 KpamKol ¢hopme,
npo6ooums 0600UjeHUs U AHAIU3, NUCLMEHHO HA AHSTUTICKOM SA3bIKe.

2. becema ¢ ’K3aMEHATOpaMM HAa WHOCTPAHHOM  SI3BIKE IO BOIIPOCaM, CBS3aHHBIM C
MPOYUTAHHBIMH CTaThSIMU IO TEMATHUKE UCCIICIOBAHHS U HAYYHOW PabOTOM aclMpaHTa.

Oyenusaromecst HABLIKU GNAOEHUS HENOO020MOBNIEHHOU OUANOSUYECKOU pedblo C MOYKU
3peHUsi A0eK8AMHOU Pearu3ayuu KOMMYHUKAMUBHO20 HAMEPEHUS, JOSUYHOCMU, CEA3HOCMIU,
HOPpMAMUuSHOCMU 8bLCKA3bIBAHUS.

Kpumepuu OUYEHKU YCMHO20 6blCKA3bIBAHUS NO 60NPOCAM, CEA3AHHbIM C HAYYHbIM uccre0o8anuem 60 epems
beceovl ¢ IKzameHamopamu

opinion,argument,exemplificat
ion u T.1.).

Onenka Copepxanne Opraanzanus S3b1kOBOE OopmIiIeHUE
BBICKA3bIBAHMSI BBICKa3bIBAHUSA
) OcgerieHbl OCHOBHBIE BrickaspiBaHme CBSI3HO, D¢ dexrurHOE,
OTJINYHO BOIIPOCHI UCCIIEZIOBAHUS, | JIOTHYHO. DPPEKTUBHO CBOOO/IHOE BIIaJICHUE
OTBEThI Ha BOIPOCHI 110 UCTIONIb3YIOTCS IMCKYPCUBHBIC | OOIIEH, akaJeMUUecKoil 1
COZICPYKAHUIO HAYYIHON MapKepsbl U OpraHu3aIuu npodeccroHabHOI
paboTHI MOJTHEIE U BbICKa3bIBaHus (explanation, JIEKCUKOH, UCTIOIH30BAHEI
pa3BepHYyTHIE. opinion,argument,exemplificat | pasnooOpasHbie
ion u T.1.). rpaMMaTHYECKHUE
KOHCTPYKLUH, ObICTpast
BBIPA3UTEIbHAS PEUb.
4 OcBeleHbl OCHOBHBIC Bricka3piBaHHE€ B OCHOBHOM JloctaTouHo CBOOOIHOE
XOpOIIIO BOIIPOCHI UCCJICJIOBAHMUS, | CBS3HO, JIOTHYHO. BJIajICHUE OOIIICH,
OTBETHI Ha BOIIPOCHI 110 HenocTato4Ho UCTIONB3YIOTCS | aKaJIeMHYECKOW
COZICP)KAHUIO HAYYHOMH JMCKYPCHBHBIC MAapKEPBI IS | MPOPECCHOHATBHON
paboThI HE Beera OpraHM3aIMy BBICKA3bIBaHHUS | JIEKCHUKOH, Pedb
NOJIHBIC M pa3BepHyThie. | (explanation, rpaMMaTHYECKH

NPaBUIBHO 0OPMIICHA,
TEMII PEYH JIOCTAaTOUYHBIMH,
UMEETCs P OMNOOK, HE
MPENATCTBYIOINX
IIOHUMAHUIO.
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BOHpOCLI HUCCICAOBaHUA

Bricka3niBanue B OcJIOM

Nmerotcs 3aTpynHEeHuUs B

YIOBIIETBOPUTE | OCBEIICHBI YaCTHYIHO, CBSI3HOE, HO UMEIOTCS OLIMOKK | MCIIOJb30BaHUU OOIIIEH,
JIBHO OTBETHI HA BOIPOCHI 110 B JIOTHKC BBICKA3bIBAHUS. aKaJIeMUYCCKON U
CoZIepKaHUI0 HAYYHOM JuckypcuBHBIC MapKepsl Ui | MPO(eCCHOHATBHOMN
paboTHI HEMOJHEIC U OpraHU3alMH BHICKA3bIBAHUS JIEKCUKH, UCTIONB3YIOTCS
Hepa3BepPHYTHIC. (explanation, 0IHOOOpa3HEIE
opinion,argument,exemplificat | rpammarnyeckue
iON ¥ T.11.) UCITOJIB3YIOTCS KOHCTPYKIIUHU, TEMII peuu
OTpaHUICHO. 3aMeIJIEHHBINA, HMEIOTCS
OIIMOKH,
MPENSTCTBYIOIINE
IMOHUMAaHHUIO.
2,1 Bomnpocs! uccnenoBanusi | BoickasbiBaHUE HE CBSI3HOE, Nmerotcs 3HaYNTEIIBHBIE
HEYJOBIECTBOPHU | OCBEIICHBI B HMEIOTCS MHOT'OYMCJICHHBIC 3aTpyIHEHUS B
TEJIBHO HEIOCTATOYHOI CTEIIEHH, | OIIMOKH B JIOTHKE KCIIOJB30BaHUN OOIIEH,

OTBETHI Ha BOIIPOCHI 110
COZIEpKaHUI0 HAyYHOU
paboThI BBI3BIBAIOT
3aTpyJHEHHE U HE
MTO3BOJISIIOT COCTABUTh
IIPEICTaBICHUE O
Hay4JHOU padore.

BBICKA3bIBAHUS.
JMCKypCUBHBIE MapKeEPBI IS
OpraHu3alu BbICKA3bIBAHUA
(explanation,
opinion,argument,exemplificat
ION | T.I1.) HE UCIOIB3YFOTCSL.

aKaJeMUYeCcKOr 1
npohecCUOHAIBHOMN
JICKCUKH, UCTIONB3YIOTCS
0THOOOpa3HEIe, MTPOCTHIE,
rpaMMaTHIECKHe
KOHCTPYKIUH, TEMII peUn
3aMeIJTICHHBIN, TMCIOTCS

MHOTOYHCJICHHbIE
OIIMOKH,
MIPENATCTBYOIINE
MOHUMAaHUIO.
Kpurepuu ouenuBanusi AHHOTaluu
Conep:xanue CTpykTypa u 00beM Baanenue Cruiancruyeckoe S3bIKOBOE
OCHOBHBIMU odopmiieHue opopmieHue
CTpaTerusiMmu U (1ekcuka,
npuemMamMu rpaMMaTHKa,
aKaJeMHU4ecKoro opgorpadus,
nucbMa NYHKTYaIusi)
(summarizing,
paraphrasing)
Texct aHHoTanmu | Tekct aHHoTanmu | B Tekcre anmHoTamuu | B Tekcte anHoTamuu | B TEKCTE
s¢dexTuBHO OTpaxkaer | odopmiieH B 1 ab3alf (3a | MPOJEMOHCTPUPOBAH | IPOJAEMOHCTPUPOBAHO | AHHOTAIIUU
coJiep)KaHue WCKITIOYEHHEM OCOOBIX | Bl yMeHust | d9hPeKTHBHOE MIPOAEMOHCTPHP
ncrounuka. Ha ocHoBe | TpeOoBaHMI B paMKax | I1OJb30BATHCS HCTIOJIb30BaHHe OBaHO
HUCTOYHUKA OTOOpaHa W | JUCLUIUIMHBI), OCHOBHBIMU npodeccuoHanbHOW U | cBOOOIHOE
MpesicTaBIeHa CTPYKTYPHO 3aBEpILEH, | CTpaTeTUsIMHU U | akaJieMU9eCcKOn BJIa/ICHNE
HeoOxoumast U | ”HQOpPMaLUs H3JI0KEHA | IpHUEMaMH JIEKCUKHU. TeKkcT | IEKCUKO.
J0CTaTOYHAast JIOTUYHO. O0beM | akaIeMUYECKOTO MTOJIHOCTBIO Bbezommbounoe
nHpOpMaLUs COOTBETCTBYET muckMa (Summarizing, | COOTBETCTBYET MTyHKTYaIlHOHHO
(moctaHOBKa 3aJaHHIO (150-200 | paraphrasing): aKaJeMUYEeCKOMY e u




poOIeMBI, CIIOB). nHpOpMaLUs CTHIIIO. opdorpadpuueck
HCCIIeIOBATEIBCKUIT [pucyrcryer MpeICTaBJICHA B oe
BOIIPOC, TEOpeTHYecKas | HeoOXOoauMoe U | c)KaTon dopme, odopmIieHue.
0asza, METOABI, | IOCTaTOYHOE  KOJ-BO | OTCYTCTBYIOT MpSIMBIE [TonHoe
pe3yJIbTaThI KITFOUEBBIX CJIOB. 3aMMCTBOBAHHUS u3 OTCYTCTBHC
WCCJICIOBAHUS U T.I1.). TEKCTa UCTOYHHUKA, rpaMMaTHYCCKU
X OIIHOOK.
Texct agHoTanmu | Tekcrt agHoTtanmu | B Tekcre amHoTammu, | B Tekcte amHoramum | B IICII0M,
addextrBHO OTpaxkaer |odopmuern B 1 abzam, |B OCHOBHOM, | IPOJIEMOHCTPUPOBAHO | IPOJIEMOHCTPHP
coJiep>KaHue CTPYKTYPHO 3aBepIlieH, | MPOJIEMOHCTPUPOBAaH | 3P EeKTUBHOE OBaHO
ncrounnka. Hmerores: | mHGOpMaNMs U3MTOKEHA | BI YMEHHSI | UCMIOJB30BaHHUE JIOCTaTOYHOE
He3HAYMTeJbHbIE JIOTUYHO. O0beM | NOIB30BATHCA MPoQeCCHOHATILHON W | BIaJCHHE
HeJ04YeThl B OTOOpe | HE3HAYHUTEJIbHO OCHOBHBIMU aKaIeMUYECKON JIEKCUKOM.
HH(pOpMALIUHA npesbimaer 200 cjaoB, | cTparerusMu n | nekcukn. Hmerores | IIpaBunbsHOE
(MUImHAA aubo cocTaBJsieT | IpUEMaMHU He3HAYUTeJIbHbIE ITyHKTYAI[HOHHO
HHpopMaHA Wi | meHee 150 aKaJeMHYECKOTO OIIHOKH B Hx |e u
HET0CTATOK [IpucyrcrByet muchMa (SUmmarizing, | mcmoJbL30BaHHM. ophorpaduueck
undopManum). HE00X0IUMOe u | paraphrasing). Texct, B  1meaoM, |oe
JnocTarouyHoe  Kkon-Bo | MHpopmanus COOTBETCTBYET odopmIieHue.
KJIFOUEBBIX CJIOB. npeacTaBieHa B | aKaJCMHYCCKOMY HUmeroress  1-2
c)Katou dopme. | cTuio. Herpyoble
Nwmerorcs rpaMMaTH4YeCcK
eIMHUYHbIE CIy4Yan He OINOKH.
NMPSIMOT0
3aMMCTBOBaHUS U3
TEKCTa UCTOYHUKA.
Tekcr agHoTaruu | Tekct agHoTaruu | B Tekcre anHoTanmu | B Tekcrte anHortanuu, | [IpomemoncTpm
YaCTUIHO oTpaxkaer | oopmiieH Gosiee YeM B | HEJOCTATOYHO B [IEJIOM, | pPOBaHO
coJiep)KaHue 1 ad3an (3a | MPOJIEMOHCTPHUPOBAH | MPOJAEMOHCTPHUPOBAHO | OTpaHHUYEHHOE
ncrtouHnka. HMeloTcs: | HCKIIFOYEHUEM OCOOBIX | BI YMEHUS | yNPOIEHHOe BJIaJICHUE
3HAYHUTEJbHbIE TpeOOBaHMA B paMKax | HOJb30BAThCS HCI0JIb30BAHHE TIEKCUKOM.
HeJAoYeTbI B 0TOOpe | TUCIUILTUHBI) , OCHOBHBIMHU npogdeccuoHaNbHOI HNmerorcs
HHpopMaUH HmeroTcss ommOKM B | CTpaTeTHsIMHU u |M  akagemmuyeckoii | opdorpaduueck
(TAmHSAS JIOTHKe W CTPYKType. | IpreMaMu JIEKCUKH, HWMeEIOTCs | he u
HHpopMaHA wim | O0beM CYIIEeCTBEHHO | aKaJeMHYECKOTO MHOTOYHCJIEHHbIE MYHKTyallMOHH
HET0CTATOK npesbimaer 200 ciaos, | muchma (Summarizing, | (6oJee 3) ommMOKH B | bie OITHOKH.

HHpopMaLHH).

100 COCTaBJIfAECT

paraphrasing).

HX UCITOJIb30BAaHHUH.

Texker




MeHee 150. HNudpopmanus AHHOTAIUM
HpucyrerByer npejacTaBjieHa He B CO/IeP:KUT
HEJAOCTATOYHOE WM | CiKaToil hopme. ooJiee 3
U3JIMIIHee K0.1-B0 | YacTh BbIpakeHU U rpyobIX
KJIIOYeBbIX CJIOB. KOHCTPYKUMH rpaMMaTH4eck
HANPAMYIO HX OIIHMOOK.
3aHMCTBOBaHA u3
TeKCTa HCTOYHUKA.
Texcr aHHoTaiuu | Tekct aHHoTaiuu | B Tekcte anHotanmuu | B Tekcre anHoTamuu | [IpogeMoHcTpu
HealeKBATHO OTpaxkaeT | oopMIiIeH 0oJiee 4YeM B | He Ype3BbIYAHHO POBaHbI
comep)kaHme crarpu. | 1 ad3an (32 | NPOAEMOHCTPHPOBAH | OTPAHUYEHO 3HAYMTEJIbHbIE
HNmerotest UCKJIIOUCHHEM OCOOBIX | bI YyMEHHsl | HCIOJIb30BaHHE JIeKCHYecKHne
3HAYHNTEJbHbIE TpeOOBaHUI B paMKax | MOJb30BAThCH npoecCHOHANBLHON | 3aTPYJHEHM.
He/loYeTbl B OTOOpe | AMCLUIUIMHEI) , OCHOBHBIMH u  axkagemuyeckoii | Mmerotcs
uHdopmanun HNMeroTcss ommdKH B | cTpaTerusiMmu U |JIEKCUKH, HMEKTCS | MHOTOYHUCJIEHH
(MUHAA JIOTHKe W CTPYKType. | IpueMamMu MHOTOYHCJIEHHbIE ple (0osee 5)
uHdopmauus win | O0beM  npeBBINIAET | AKAJTEMUYECKOT0 (0osiee 5) ommOku B | opdporpaduuec
HEeJT0CTATOK 200 CJIOB, Ju00 | mUCbMa HMX HCIO0JIb30BaHNH. KHe H
uHpopMaLHN). COCTaBJISIET MeHee | (summarizing, MYHKTYyallHOHH
150. paraphrasing). ple OIIMOKH.
OTcyTcTBYIOT Texker npeacraBiaeH Texcer
KJII0YeBbIe CJI0BA. He B cxKaToi (hopme. AHHOTALMH
HNmerores CO/IeP:KUT
MHOTO4YHCJIEHHBIE ooJiee 5
npsiMble rpyobIx
3aMMCTBOBaHUSA W3 rpaMMaTuyeck
TeKCTa UCTOYHHUKA. HX OIIUOOK.

Hopsinok popMupOBaHHS OLEHKHU 32 KAHAUAATCKUH IK3aMeH
3a Kaxablii BONpOC BbICTaBisieTCs oOleHKa oT 1 1mo 5 OamtoB. OneHKoi 3a 3K3aMeH

ABJISICTCA CPCAHAA apI/I(l)MeTI/I‘leCKaﬂ. OprrJ'IeHI/Ie MMPOU3BOJAUTCS B ITOJIB3Y aCIIMPAHTA.

KaHIuAaTCKOM 3K3aMCHE.

IIpumep TekcTa NI AHHOTALUM

Ouenkoii mo AUCHHUIIJIMHE ((I/IHOCTpaHHLIﬁ SA3BIK» ABJIACTCA OLCHKA, IMOJYUYCHHAsA Ha
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Introduction

The triple bottom line, in industry and government, recognizes the need to balance economy,
environment and equity to ensure sustainable development (Kucukvar & Tatari, 2013; Portney,
2013; Campbell, 1996). For local governments, especially those facing fiscal stress, economic
development is often the primary goal, with environment and equity taking second stage. Bringing
the three pillars into balance is a key challenge of sustainability. However, within economic
development policy itself we are seeing a shift as concern for sustainable development seeks to
enhance attention to environmental and social issues as part of a community’s economic
development strategy (Portney, 2013). Economic developers recognize the growth potential in
green jobs and the need to manage natural resources for long term sustainable development
(Harper-Anderson, 2012; Osgood, et al., 2012; Roberts & Cohen, 2002). Inequality is innovative
policy groups to argue that “equity is the superior growth model” (Policy Link, 2014).

As the triple bottom line ethos becomes integrated in local economic development policy, we are
seeing a shift from primary reliance on business attraction and incentives to outside firms, to a
broader set of community economic development policies focused on strengthening local and
smaller firms, and addressing environmental challenges and social issues (Zheng and Warner,;
Grodach 2011; Reese 2012). This article explores the factors that drive local governments to
pursue these broader community economic development strategies, using the latest available
national survey data from the International City/County Management Association (2014) on local
government economic development policy actions.

In economic development, business incentives are the most common and traditional strategy
utilized by local governments (Osgood, Opp, & Bernotsky, 2012; Reese, 2014a; Reese, 2014b).
Research generally finds a link between business incentives and economic development(Bartik &
Erickcek, 2014; Lowe, 2012; Lynch 2004; Bartik, 1991). However, business incentives are often
products of intergovernmental competition (Zheng & Warner, 2010; Bartik, 2005), which can
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create a negative-sum game and harm long term sustainable development (Partridge, 2011).
Community economic development strategies focus on a broader range of issues — from small
business development (McFarland & McConnell, 2012), to workforce supports and quality of life
(Warner & Zheng, 2013; Florida, 2004), to environmental and social

In recent years, local governments have increased the use of broader community economic
development strategies while still relying on traditional business incentive strategies (Bennett &
Giloth, 2008; Reese,1998; Zheng & Warner, 2010). This policy shift implies that local
governments have broadened their focus to include supporting local firms and pursuing more
inclusive community economic development, instead of just focusing on attracting firms or
external investments. The ICMA economic development surveys show that from 1994 to 2004,
local governments increased the use of community economic development strategies, which focus
on local firms and community development (Zheng & Warner, 2010). While the percentage of
local governments using at least one business incentive decreased from 88% in 1994 to 68% in
2004, in 2009 the use of business incentives jumped to 90 percent of municipalities in the wake of
the Great Recession (Warner & Zheng, 2013). The 2014 ICMA survey data indicate that 98% of
local governments use at least one business incentive and 98% use at least one community
economic development strategy, but they differ in the level of strategies used.

In this article, we explore the 2014 ICMA survey of local government economic development
policy to see if we can differentiate the drivers of business incentives from the drivers of
community economic development strategies. We are especially interested in determing what role
triple bottom line motivations play in determining the mix of economic development strategies a
community employs. Using a national survey, we are able to assess if broader community
economic development strategies are possible for a wide range of communities.

Literature Review

Environmental protection, social equity and economic development compose three pillars of the
triple bottom line (TBL) for sustainable development. The TBL approach is widely used to assess
performance of sustainability in the private sector regarding aspects of supply chains (Ahi &
Searcy, 2015), and various industries (Kucukvar & Tatari, 2013; Tyrrell, Paris, & Biaett, 2012;
Milne, 2012; Taylor & Fletcher, 2006). By contrast, for local governments seeking to enhance
their triple bottom line, the challenge is to build their tax base and promote job creation, while also
ensuring environmental protection and social equity (Osuji, 2011). Campbell (1996) recognized
that sustainability is only achieved through repeated efforts to solve the tensions between each of
sustainability’s three dimensions. Recent research seems to indicate that local governments may
navigate the tension between environment and economy, but the social equity dimension often
gets left out (Homsy & Warner, 2015). Local governments facing greater fiscal and economic
challenges are less likely to pursue broader economic development strategies, which may promote
sustainability (Betz, Partridge, Kraybill, & Lobao, 2012; Lubell, Feiock, & Handy, 2009). Kettl
(2002) argues that the traditional silos that define many government practices tend to inhibit the
broader thinking required by communities seeking to promote sustainability.

Local governments facing the challenge of sustainable economic development, not only
concentrate on increasing tax base and job creation, but also comprehensively consider
environmental protection and social equity (Blakely & Leigh, 2010; Nowak, 1997). In a study of
Dallas-Fort Worth, Grodach (2011) found that conventional economic development aims to attract



external firms and increase median income, but often pays little attention to environmental
protection or social equity. In comparison, community economic development concentrates on
diversifying the economy (e.g. business cluster, technology zones), narrowing gaps of skills and
social services among regions (e.g. management training, affordable housing), and developing
environmental friendly and green industries (e.g. energy efficiency program, green building
incentives) (Grodach, 2011).

Local governments use business incentives as the primary strategy to stimulate the local economy
(Osgood. et al., 2012; Reese, 2014 a; Reese, 2014 b; Kim, 2009). These traditional economic
development strategies focus on increasing the tax base and employment (Bartik, 1991; Bartik,
2005; Grodach, 2011). Since the Great Recession, local governments have increased the use of
traditional business attraction to offset losses (Warner and Zheng, 2013; Osgood et. al., 2012).
Business incentives, including tax abatements, infrastructure improvement and local enterprise
development zones, are designed to attract large outside firms (Lynch, 2004; Peter & Fisher,
2004), but are typically not targeted to small businesses and local firms (Grodach, 2011). Business
incentives often are driven by competition among municipalities (Bartik, 2005; Grodach, 2011),
and may undermine the local economy by spending public money on attracting external firms
which may not be suitable for local conditions (Partridge, 2011). Lobao, Adua, and Hooks (2014)
found that business attraction is higher in counties with a proportionally larger manufacturing
workforce.

Community economic development strategies promote the linkage between firms and local
community development (Bradshaw & Blakely, 1999; Clavel et al., 1997). These strategies
include small business development, business expansion and retention, and community activities,
such as market assistance and management training for small businesses, business clusters and
industrial districts which expand local firms’ development, and investments in high quality of life
for workers. Community economic development strategies pay attention to environmental
protection and social equity (Osgood et al., 2012, Saha and Paterson, 2008), and comprehensively
develop the triple bottom line. Community economic development strategies can be driven by
green economic development goals of local governments, and these strategies simultaneously
make progress on economy and social well-being (Harper-Anderson, 2012). Such strategies often
address both environmental sustainability (e.g. energy efficiency program, green building
incentives) and social issues (e.g. promote age-friendly businesses). Osgood et al. (2012) reviewed
local economic development policies in the last decade and found that community economic
development strategies concentrate on environmental sustainability and human investment.
Portney (2013) analyzed twenty-four cities in the U.S., and found that energy efficiency programs
and green building incentives in community development strategies contribute to environmental
protection. Saha and Paterson (2008) surveyed more than 200 large cities in the U.S., and found
that affordable housing was one of the most common economic development activities adopted to
support social equity.

Community economic development strategies have been found to involve a broader array of
participants and community cooperation (Brodhag & Taliere, 2006, Flint, 2010), while the
primary participants in business incentives are more narrowly limited to firms and local economic
development offices (Grodach, 2011). At the municipal level, when governments have economic
development plans developed through a public process, a broader array of policies are adopted
(Stokan, 2013) including those focused more on local businesses (McFarland & McConnell,
2012). Local comprehensive plans combined with community development policies can promote



smart growth of small communities (Edwards & Haines, 2007). Community development
strategies, such as zoning ordinances (Jepson & Haines, 2014), and affordable housing (Talen,
2010) are enhanced by sustainable development goals.

Local governments are being challenged to increase the accountability of economic development
policies (LeRoy, 2005). Local goverments have increased performance measurement to assess the
effectiveness of business incentives (Zheng and Warner, 2010), but in a study of tax incentives in
Kansas, Matkin (2010) found that although procedural requirements of tax abatements increase
accountability, measurements did not improve the impacts of tax abatements on economic growth.
Accountability measures for community economic development policies are harder to design, as
the objectives behind these strategies extend beyond direct measures of jobs, income or tax base.
Bartik (2011) reviews the evidence and concludes that investment in both business incentives and
community economic development have positive impacts on long term economic growth, but
investments in human capital are especially important.

Community economic development strategies and traditional business incentives are not
substitutes, but are used simultaneously by local governments (Bradshaw & Blakely, 1999;
Blakely & Leigh, 2010). For example, business incentives are often combined with local business
expansion and retention strategies to enhance economic development (Blakely & Leigh, 2010;
Koven & Lyons, 2010). Lowe (2012) found when business incentives are combined with job
training they can have a more sustainable economic development impact.

In this study, we are interested in the drivers that differentiate communities which rely more on
business incentives from those which use a higher level of community development strategies. We
give specific attention to the level of business incentives and of community economic
development strategies used, and the relation between economic development strategies and
environment and equity goals. While most localities use at least one business incentive and at least
one community economic development strategy, we find that places vary in the levels of strategies
used. Some rely more heavily on business incentives, while others rely more heavily on
community economic development strategies. Our analysis explores what factors drive the use of
different economic development approaches, and if the drivers for community economic
development strategies differ from those for business incentives. We classify economic
development according to the triple bottom line: economic development, environmental
sustainability, and social equity, and assess if local governments’ use of economic development
strategies varies in response to different goals.

Data

Study data were obtained from a local economic development survey we conducted with the
International City/County Management Association (ICMA) in 2014. Surveys were sent to
municipal officers in municipalities and counties across the U.S. 5,237 local governments were
surveyed, and 1,201 responded for a 23% response rate. After dropping respondents who failed to
answer all questions, the final sample included 1,151 respondents of which 230 are principal
cities, 706 are suburban municipalities and 215 are rural places. Respondents were from four
regions: South (380), Northeast (149), North central (350), and West (272). We used the
Twosample Kologorov-Smirov test to measure the equality of the population distribution between
the universe and the sample data. The results show the sample captures slightly more larger



communities than found in the universe, because places with population below 10,000 had a lower
response rate.

The survey contained over 100 questions about local governments’ economic development
strategies, planning, goals, motivations and barriers. The survey also measured accountability,
participants in the economic development process and funding sources. Responses regarding the
level of use of business incentives and community economic development tools, as well as
motivations and economic development barriers were on a 4- degree scale (none, low, medium,
high). Questions regarding existence of an economic development plan, development goals,
presence of a college or junior college in the jurisdiction, and use of accountability measures were
dichotomous.

According to the 2014 ICMA survey, almost all local governments use at least one business
incentive and at least one community economic development policy. We measured the level of
business incentives (Bl) and the level of community economic development (CED) strategies by
aggregating the level of use (no use=0, low=1, medium=2 and high=3) for each strategy employed
by local government.

Business incentives included 15 items and Table 1 shows the percentage of municipalities using
each policy, and the level of use of each policy. Business incentives are used to attract external
firms and reduce the cost of relocation, so we included elements related to business attraction and
cost reduction in this category. The alpha coefficient is 0.79, which suggests that items have
relatively high internal consistency. Both business attraction and community level infrastructure
investments are the most common business incentives used by US local governments with over
85% reporting using these strategies, most at the medium and high levels. Strategies focused on
cost reductions to the firms such as grants (70%) and tax abatement (60%) were also common, but
mostly at low and medium levels of use.

Note: Numbers represent percent governments which used this policy. Alpha coefficient is 0.79.
Source: ICMA economic development survey 2014, N=1151 local governments. Community
economic development strategies are used to help small business and existing local firms, and
address planning, training, technology development, environmental protection, and community
development concerns. The ICMA surveys measure a broad array of community economic
development strategies and our index of community economic development strategies includes
eight small business strategies, eight business expansion and retention strategies, three technology
and environment policies, eight community development strategies, and six planning and training
strategies. The alpha coefficient is 0.91, which implies that items are highly related to each other.
Surveys of local businesses (85%), investments in high quality of life (89%), public private
partnerships (86%) and zoning/permit assistance (87%) where the most commonly used strategies.
Other strategies focused on social inequity by improving quality of human capital (job training for
low skilled workers, 71%; training support, 53%), increasing social welfare (affordable workforce
housing, 67%; business assistance, 68%; promote age-friendly businesses, 49%), and stimulating
factor mobility (promote commuting, 55%). Small business development centers and strategies
that encourage businesses to work together such as business clusters, business improvement
districts, and main street programs are often adopted to decrease barriers faced by small firms, and



facilitate interactions between firms and local governments (Reese & Ye, 2015; Morse and Ha,
1997).

Model

We test two dependent variables: the level of business incentives (BI) and the level of community
economic development (CED) strategies on or independent variables as shown in the following
model: Level of Bl (or CED) = f {triple bottom line motivations, planning, barriers, participants,
funding, accountability, economic conditions}. Our independent variables measure triple bottom
line motivations as well as planning, participants in the economic development policy process,
funding, level of accountability and economic development barriers. Data for all these variables
come from the 2014 ICMA national survey. We used American Community Survey (2009-2013)
and 2010 Census of Population data to control for socio-economic conditions (income, percent
manufacturing employment, poverty rate, percent white population, diploma higher than high
school, and population).

Triple Bottom Line Motivations

The survey asked respondents to indicate which goals drive their local economic development
policy, and what motivates their economic development priorities. Five goals were listed: jobs, tax
base, quality of life, environmental sustainability and social equity. Almost all respondents listed
economic development goals as priorities: jobs (89%), tax base (91%) and quality of life (84%),
so these could not be used to differentiate our sample. But less than half (45%) of responding
communities listed environmental sustainability as a goal, and only a quarter (26%) listed social
equity. We are interested primarily in testing if those governments that give attention to
environment and equity — elements of the triple bottom line — have broader economic development
policies.

In addition to goals, a question on motivations for community economic development priorities
included ten elements, shown in Table 4. Each element was measured at four levels (no
motivation=0, minimal motivation=1, moderate motivation=2, and significant motivation=3). We
used factor analysis and found that goals and motivations differentiate into two factors:
environmental and social equity motivations, and willingness to change. Environmental and social
equity motivations include environmental sustainability and social equity goals as well as
motivations regarding ‘growth in aging population’, ‘income inequality’, and ‘concern about
environmental sustainability’. Our second factor, willingness to change, includes motivations

that include a change in the economy, in leadership or in economic development strategy. We
hypothesize that communities which rank higher on these two factors will exhibit higher use of
community economic development strategies, and lower use of business incentives.

The survey asked if the community has a written economic development plan (yes=1,
otherwise=0). Overall, 50% of respondents reported their communities had an economic plan.
When local governments have a written development plan, they are more likely to diversify
development strategies (Stokan, 2013; Osgood et. al, 2012), so community development strategies
are more likely to be considered. Having an economic plan also increases attention to small
business endogenous growth (McFarland & McConnell, 2012), which is promoted by community



development strategies. Therefore, we hypothesize that local governments with an economic
development plan will use higher levels of community economic development strategies.

Barriers

Respondents were asked to indicate which development barriers they faced and their importance.
Economic development barriers included 21 elements (Table 5), and the measurement of
importance consisted of 4 degrees (O=none, 1=low, 2=medium and 3=high). More than half of
respondents identified every element as a barrier to economic development. Primary barriers were
on the supply-side of economic development: cost of land (90%), lack of capital/funding (90%),
and lack of buildings (89%), followed by taxes (86%) and skilled labor (84%). Eighty-three
percent of local governments reported that environmental regulation was an economic
development barrier, which implies environmental protection could impede economic growth.
Factor analysis showed barriers were relatively independent, so we created an additive index of
the number of barriers reported by the local government. We hypothesize that communities with
higher level of barriers would have a higher level of community economic development strategies,
because those strategies focus on a broader range of economic development issues.

The survey measured the participation of 16 possible parties in the economic development policy
process; and the average number participants reported was five. The most common participant was
the city (86%), followed by the chamber of commerce (57%). Other potential participants are
county (55%), economic development corporation (40%), regional organizations (38%), state
government (37%), public/private partnership (33%), private business/industry (32%), citizen
advisory board/commission (26%), college/university (25%), utility (21%), private/community
economic development foundation (9%), planning consortia (8%), ad hoc citizen group (8%),
federal government (6%), and non-profit organization serving the poor (5%). Participatory and
multi-stakeholder involvement helps to balance economic, environment and social objectives
(Brodhag & Taliere, 2006). Compared to business incentives, community economic development
strategies consider more aspects of sustainable economic development. Therefore, we expect that
when a higher number of participants engage in economic development, local governments will
use higher levels of community economic development strategies, and lower levels of business
incentives.

Funding Sources

There are many sources of funding for local economic development policies. Our survey measured
the use of nine potential sources of funding. The average number of funding sources used is three.
The most common source of funding is local funds (86%). State grants-in-aid (42%), tax
increment financing districts (41%), hotel/motel taxes (39%), and sales tax (32%) are the next
most common funding sources. Other funding sources include private funding (30%), federal
grants-in-aid (28%), general obligation or revenue bonds (22%), and special assessment districts
(21%). Our funding variable is a count of the sources employed by each local government. Since
many of these sources were developed to fund business incentives, we expect communities using
more funding sources will use more business incentives.

Accountability



Accountability of economic development policies is a concern for local government. The ICMA
survey measured accountability with thirteen items, which we include as an additive index in our
model. The average number of accountability measurements employed is six. The most commonly
reported element was a performance agreement as a condition for providing business incentives
(79%). Sixty—nine percent of local governments required a cost/benefit analysis before offering
business incentives. Effectiveness of business incentives was measured by 72% of local
governments. For local governments which measure the effectiveness of business incentives, the
most widely used measurements were the number of jobs created by new business (64%), increase
in the tax base (60%), and amount of money invested in construction materials and labor (52%).
These measures primarily focus on the economic dimension of the triple bottom line. Other
performance measurements were cost/benefit analysis (40%), new dollars invested in land (40%),
numbers of new businesses relocating or expanding in jurisdiction (35%), and company
revenue/sales (25%). Fifty-five percent of local governments reported that they have a claw back
agreement in which companies are liable for paying back the value of incentives when they
relocate or shut down. Only 17% of local governments require a percentage of new employees to
be hired from within the community. Only 34% of respondents reported budget allocation was
associated with economic development priorities specified in the plan. Our independent variable
for accountability is the number of measures used. Because the primary accountability
measurements are related to business incentives, we expect a higher level of accountability
measurement will be related to a higher level of business incentives used.

Socio-economic conditions

We control for socioeconomic conditions in the community. These variables include education
(whether there is a college or junior college in the jurisdiction, percentage of population which has
a degree higher than high school), demographics (population size, percentage white), and
socioeconomic factors (income, poverty rate), and economic structure (manufacturing
employment rate) (Table 3). We expect that places that have a higher dependence on
manufacturing employment and a lower per capita income will use more business incentives. We
want to differentiate whether levels of community economic development strategies are related to
education or economic conditions in the community. We also control for metro statusl and
geographic division, and set suburb and South as references respectively. Urban governments have
more economic, social and environmental capital to achieve sustainable economic development
(Nowak, 1997); thus, we hypothesize that metro core communities will engage in a higher level of
community economic development, compared to rural communities and suburbs. Compared to
other regions, the ICMA data show that local governments in the South are less motivated by
environmental sustainability and social equity concerns. We hypothesize that other regions will
use a lower level of business incentives and a higher level of community development strategies
compared to the South.

Model Results

We ran two ordinary least squares regressions to understand the differences in factors which
explain the level of use of business incentives and of community economic development
strategies. Regression results are shown in Table 6. To assess level of response across variables on
a standard scale, we describe results using the standardized beta for continuous variables. For
categorical variables, we report the model coefficient. We find that municipalities, which pay
attention to environmental sustainability and social equity, use higher levels of community
economic development tools. If a community is one standard deviation higher on this factor its
level of community economic development strategies will be 3.27 higher. A one standard



deviation increase in the willingness to change factor, is related to a 0.66 increase in the level of
community development strategies. By contrast, the level of business incentives is negatively
related to environmental sustainability and social equity motivations. Communities that rank one
standard deviation higher on the environmental and social equity factor have 0.48 lower level of
business incentives. The willingness to change factor has no effect on business incentives. Thus,
our primary hypothesis regarding the link between triple bottom line motivations and higher use of
broader economic development strategies is confirmed.

Communities which have a written economic development plan use a higher level of community
development strategies as expected. Having a written economic development plan is associated
with a 1.93 higher level of community development strategies. By contrast, the relationship
between planning and business incentive use is not significant. The positive role of planning on
level of community development strategies confirms our expectations. We also find support for
our hypothesis regarding participants in the development process. If a community has one
standard deviation more number of participants, then its level

of community economic development strategies will be 1.07 higher but its business incentive
strategies will be 0.31 lower. Our hypothesis regarding barriers is also supported. Places facing
more barriers use more community economic development strategies. A one standard deviation
increase in barriers is associated with a 0.79 higher level of community economic development
strategies but a 0.30 lower level of business incentives. Broader range of participants and a
broader understanding of economic development barriers helps communities see the need for
broader economic development strategies, as expected.

Accountability measures are positively associated with higher levels of both business incentives
and community economic development strategies with a standard deviation higher level of
accountability resulting in a higher level of strategies by about one point in each case. Number of
funds shows similar positive results on both types of strategies but the effect is higher on business
incentives, 0.96 strategies for a standard deviation higher number of funders, as compared to
community economic development where the effect is only 0.76. Pressure to increase
accountability in business incentives helps explain the stronger effect.

Regarding our control variables, there is a positive association between use of both community
economic development strategies and business incentives as expected. Per capita income is
negatively associated with business incentive strategies, but manufacturing employment has a
positive relationship. This suggests that communities with higher income and more diversified
economies are less likely to use higher levels of business incentives, as expected. Neither of these
variables has an effect on level of community economic development strategies.

Municipalities in the South region use more business incentives and fewer community economic
development strategies as expected, compared with the Northeast and West.2 Compared to the
South, the level of community economic development strategies is 4.38 higher in the Northeast,
and the level of business incentives is 2.12 lower. The West is 5.22 higher in average levels of
community economic development strategies, and 2.94 lower in level of business incentives,
compared to the South. These marginal effects are some of the largest in the model, and reflect the
more progressive approach to economic development in the Northeast and the West. However, it
IS not just regional differences that explain our results.



For example, our models show the level of community economic development strategies is higher
in the urban core than in suburbs but there is no difference with rural communities. Level of
business incentives does not vary by metro status. Results show no difference in the level of
community economic development or business incentive strategies by income, poverty, percent
white or educational level. This suggests that both types of strategies can be practiced by a broad
array of communities. However, community economic development strategies are higher in
communities with a local college, which could be a source of expertise.

Discussion

Our models have shown that environmental and social equity motivations and willingness to
change are key factors differentiating the level of community economic development strategies
from the level of business incentives. Having a written economic development plan and involving
a broader range of participants also differentiates communities using more community economic
development strategies. The larger number of participants involved in economic development
policymaking in these communities may expose officials to a greater range of strategies,
increasing both the number of community economic development efforts and their level of use.

Communities facing more barriers use higher levels of community economic development
strategies and lower levels of business incentives. This implies that business incentives may be too
narrowly focused to address the broader barriers that communities face. Communities with lower
income and with higher manufacturing dependence use higher levels of business incentives. When
facing greater range of economic and social challenges, communities find they need to move
beyond traditional development practices and adopt a higher level of community economic
development strategies. These results support our hypothesis that community economic
development strategies are more likely to reflect the three elements of the triple bottom line —
economy, environment and social equity — and thus lead to sustainable development.

However, our models also show that economic developers do not live in an either/or world. They
use both business incentives and community economic development strategies. Because both
strategies are used together, we conducted additional tests to confirm our primary findings. Using
natural breaks, we split the sample into low and high business incentives (<16, >16) and low and
high community economic development strategies (< 33, >33). The majority of the sample, 503
municipalities ranked low on both strategies. We set these low performers as our reference group
and ran a multinomial regression to see if higher users of community economic development
strategies could be distinguished from higher users of business incentives. They can. Our primary
result regarding motivations still differentiates high community economic development users.
While high business incentive users also show these motivations, this is only the case when
community economic development is also high. While the two strategies are practiced together, it
is only when the level of community economic development strategies is high that we see the
impact of triple bottom line motivations on. N=1151 US cities and counties.

Our results regarding planning show that high users of business incentives also have written plans.
Accountability and funds show the same results as in the overall model. Local governments that
rely primarily on business incentives pay more attention to performance measures and have a
wider array of funding sources. This makes sense, as business incentives are an established tool,
with traditional funding sources, and have been the subject of a lot of critique regarding
accountability (LeRoy 2005).



We see some interesting differences in our control variables. Places that use both strategies at a
high level are more likely to have greater manufacturing dependence, higher poverty, and be in the
North Central region and in both the metro core and rural areas. This is the region that has faced
the most deindustrialization, but also the region where many of the community economic
development strategies, such as business retention and expansion, were first tested (Clavel et al.
1997; Morse and Ha, 1997). Thus these additional subsample models support our hypothesis that
communities which use high levels of community economic development strategies pursue more
sustainable economic development approaches.

Conclusion

In this article, we analyzed the 2014 ICMA survey on local economic development policies to see
if we could differentiate motivations leading to higher use of traditional business incentives and
higher use of community economic development strategies. While all communities are concerned
with job creation, tax base and quality of life, in communities which articulate environment and
equity goals, community economic development strategies are more heavily used. These
communities also are more likely to engage in a formal economic development planning process
with a broader array of participants. This may help them break out of the traditional silos that
define many government practices (Kettl 2002) and inhibit the broader thinking required by
communities seeking to promote sustainability.

Higher use of business incentives is negatively related to environmental sustainability and social
equity motivations, unless business incentives are used in tandem with a high level of community
economic development strategies. Communities that use both strategies at a high level, are likely
to be under more economic stress — higher poverty, higher manufacturing dependence and in the
North Central region, which has faced deindustrialization. But these communities are also more
likely to have formal plans and pay higher attention to accountability in their economic
development policy.

Economic developers do not live in an either/or world. They recognize that sustainable economic
development policy must involve community economic development strategies to address the
broad range of barriers that communities face. Business incentives have a role, but must be
balanced with broader attention to community economic development strategies to achieve
sustainable development (Lowe 2012). And this requires willingness to change, to test new
approaches and to give attention to accountability measures. This is part of what distinguishes
communities that pursue sustainable economic development policy, regardless of the constraints
and challenges they may face.

These results suggest a promising way forward for sustainable development, as use of community
economic development strategies is not limited to privileged communities. Our analysis of drivers
of community economic development policy shows that balancing across the three dimensions of
the triple bottom line is possible for a broad range of communities.

IIpuMmep aHHOTALUM
Abstract

What role do local governments play in promoting sustainable economic development? This
article uses a 2014 national survey to analyze the relationship between local environment and



social equity motivations and the kinds of economic development strategies local governments
pursue (business incentives or community economic development policies). Municipalities that
pay more attention to environmental sustainability and social equity use higher levels of
community economic development tools and lower levels of business incentives. These places are
also more likely to have written economic development plans, and involve more participants in the
economic development process. By contrast, communities that employ higher levels of business
incentives have lower income and are more dependent on manufacturing development. Other
capacity measures do not differentiate types of economic development strategies. This suggests
sustainable economic development strategies can be pursued by a broader array of communities,
especially if they broaden the motivations driving their economic development policy.

Keywords: Business incentives, community economic development strategies, sustainable
development, planning
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University College London’s site covering the grammar of Academic English
http://www.ucl.ac.uk/internet-grammar/home.htm

Spelling Skills Workshop (Open University) http://compass.port.ac.uk/UoP/items/ac386820-
6c21-576a-ea89-4524415c5bdf/1/viewcontent

Punctuation Skills Workshop (Open University)
http://compass.port.ac.uk/UoP/items/4a4bb253-6945-afd7-83cd-3ceOclaa6dad/1/viewcontent
Improve your writing: punctuation and sentence grammar (University of Bristol)
http://www.bristol.ac.uk/arts/exercises/grammar/grammar_tutorial/index.htm

Improve your Grammar (Internet Grammar of English) http://www.ucl.ac.uk/internet-
grammar/intro/intro.htm

Word Grammar (Skillswise BBC) http://www.bbc.co.uk/skillswise/topic-group/word-
grammar

Sentence Grammar (Skillswise BBC) http://www.bbc.co.uk/skillswise/topic-group/sentence-
grammar

Spelling (Skillswise BBC) http://www.bbc.co.uk/skillswise/topic-group/spelling  Avoiding

Plagiarism (University of Leicester)
http://www?2.le.ac.uk/offices/careers/ld/resources/study/plagiarism-tutorial
How to cite sources and plagiarism (Palgrave mp3 listening)

http://www.palgrave.com/skills4study/mp3s/referencing.mp3

e Plagiarism test (Indiana University) https://www.indiana.edu/~tedfrick/plagiarism/

Examples of Plagiarism (Princeton University)
http://www.princeton.edu/pr/pub/integrity/pages/plagiarism/

Paraphrase Write it in your own Words (Purdue Online)
http://owl.english.purdue.edu/owl/resource/619/01/

Verbs for Citations (Portsmouth University)

http://www.port.ac.uk/departments/studentsupport/ask/resources/handouts/referencingandcitat
ion/filetodownload,32781,en.pdf

e Harvard Style of Referencing http://www.everything2.com/index.pl?node_id=1206008

How to Cite References (Bournmouth University)
http://www.bournemouth.ac.uk/library/how-to/citing-refs.html
What IS Referencing (University of Nottingham)

http://intralibrary.rlocetl.ac.uk:8080/intralibrary/open_virtual_file_path/i1405n11004t/referen
cing/index.html
ABC of quotations (Middlesex University) http://studymore.org.uk/copy.htm

e Direct Quotations (Portsmouth University)

http://www.port.ac.uk/departments/studentsupport/ask/resources/handouts/referencingandcitat
ion/filetodownload,73257,en.pdf
Proof reading your Work (Purdue Online) http://owl.english.purdue.edu/owl/resource/561/01/

e Phrase Bank (University of Manchester) http://www.phrasebank.manchester.ac.uk/



Extending Vocabulary (Portsmouth University)
http://www.port.ac.uk/departments/studentsupport/ask/resources/handouts/writtenassignments
[filetodownload,32755,en.pdf

e Words from Latin and Greek Sources http://wordinfo.info/units

Online  dictionary and  thesaurus  plus  crosswords and  word  games
http://dictionary.reference.com/

Online dictionary and thesaurus http://www.merriam-webster.com/

Dictionary of Greek and Latin roots http://english.glendale.cc.ca.us/roots.dict.html

Online Etymology dictionary http://www.etymonline.com/

Cambridge  Dictionary  plus  business, finance and  education  vocabulary
http://dictionary.cambridge.org/

Idioms and collocations http://www.answers.com/library/ldioms

Visual thesaurus http://www.visualthesaurus.com/

Academic Word List http://www.englishvocabularyexercises.com/

British National Corpus http://www.natcorp.ox.ac.uk/

Corpus of Contemporary American English http://corpus.byu.edu/coca/

Reading (Skillswise BBC) http://www.bbc.co.uk/skillswise/topic-group/reading

Reading (Open University) http://openlearn.open.ac.uk/mod/oucontent/view.php?id=398964
Strategies for Efficient Reading (University Wollongong)
http://unilearning.uow.edu.au/reading/readin_1.html

Speed Reading Test Online http://www.readingsoft.com/

Speed Reading Techniques (Glendale Community College)
http://english.glendale.cc.ca.us/methods.html

Critical Reading (University Wollongong)
http://unilearning.uow.edu.au/reading/readin_2.html

Note-taking Skills (Exeter University)

http://education.exeter.ac.uk/dll/studyskills/note_taking.PDF

e Reading and Note-taking for Essays http://www.sussex.ac.uk/Users/ssfj3/studyl.html

Reading and Remembering Academic Texts
http://www.canberra.edu.au/studyskills/learning/reading

Research Methods in the Social and Natural Sciences
http://www.mcli.dist.maricopa.edu/proj/res_meth/

Time Management (Oxford Brookes University)

http://cs3.brookes.ac.uk/student/services/health/time.html

Gathering Information and Using the Library (University of Southampton)
http://www.academic-skills.soton.ac.uk/studytips/gather_info.htm

How to get the most from your Internet use (Berkley University)
http://www.lib.berkeley.edu/TeachingLib/Guides/Internet/FindInfo.html

How to Revise (Aston University) http://wwwl.aston.ac.uk/current-students/academic-
support/ldc/get-ahead/study-skills/revision-strategies/

e Analyse This!!! http://www.learnhigher.ac.uk/analysethis/index.html
e Presenting and interpreting meta-analyses (University of Nottingham)

http://intralibrary.rlocetl.ac.uk:8080/intralibrary/open_virtual_file_path/i2248n11604t/meta-
analysis2/index.html

CUNY WriteSite, Garnett Education, University of Reading: English for Academic Study
http://www.englishforacademicstudy.com/student/ewrs/links/

e The British Council’s website for learners of English http://learnenglish.britishcouncil.org/en/

Andy Gillett’s Using English for Academic Purposes: A Guide for Students in Higher
Education http://www.uefap.com/ ; http://www.uefap.com/materials/
www.englishforacademicstudy.com/student/ewrs/links



Extending and developing thinking skills (the Open University)
http://openlearn.open.ac.uk/mod/oucontent/view.php?id=398884&direct=1

Critical Thinking Skills (The University of Canberra)
http://www.canberra.edu.au/studyskills/learning/critical ~ Fact vs. Opinion (lesson in Social
Studies) http://carhart.wilderness.net/docs/curriculum/3-2.pdf

Skills for Study (Palgrave Macmillan) http://www.palgrave.com/skills4study/mp3s.asp
Critical Thinking Learning Objective (a Scenario)
http://intralibrary.rlocetl.ac.uk:8080/intralibrary/open_virtual_file_path/i171n20105t/critical_t
hinking.html

Critical Thinking and Reflection (Charles Seale-Hayne Library)
http://www.learnhigher.ac.uk/videoresources/criticalthinking_student/

e Critical Thinking on the Web (Austhink) http://austhink.com/critical/
e Critical Thinking Module http://philosophy.hku.hk/think/critical/

Essays and Arguments: A Handbook on Writing Argumentative and Interpretative Essays
http://records.viu.ca/~johnstoi/arguments/argument1.htm#one

Writing persuasively (University of Sydney)
http://writesite.elearn.usyd.edu.au/m3/m3u4/m3u4sl/m3u4sl_1.htm

Simple Arguments (Austhink) http://austhink.com/reason/tutorials/Tutorial _1/index.htm

Simple Argument Structure (Austhink)
http://austhink.com/reason/tutorials/Tutorial _2/index.htm

Multi-Reason Arguments (Austhink)
http://austhink.com/reason/tutorials/Tutorial_3/index.htm Multi-Layer  Arguments

(Austhink) http://austhink.com/reason/tutorials/Tutorial_4/index.htm
Inference Objections (Austhink) http://austhink.com/reason/tutorials/Tutorial_5/index.htm

e Oral Presentations (University of Surrey) http://wwwa3.surrey.ac.uk/Skills/pack/pres.html

Making Presentations (Newcastle University)
http://lorien.ncl.ac.uk/ming/dept/tips/present/comms.htm Giving an Oral Presentation
(University of Canberra) http://www.canberra.edu.au/studyskills/learning/oral

e TedTalks Presentations http://www.ted.com/talks

Online  Writing Lab (OWL): Language Advisory Service http://moodle.hu-
berlin.de/course/view.php?id=1860

What IS good writing? (Open University)
http://openlearn.open.ac.uk/mod/oucontent/view.php?id=398928&direct=1
Academic Writing Style(Portsmouth University)

http://www.port.ac.uk/departments/studentsupport/ask/resources/handouts/writtenassignments
[filetodownload,37256,en.pdf

Effective ways of displaying information (Open University)
http://openlearn.open.ac.uk/mod/oucontent/view.php?id=397453
Writing a Literature Review (University of Plymouth)

http://www2.plymouth.ac.uk/millbrook/rsources/litrev/litrev.htm

Some key Features of Academic Reports (Portsmouth University)
http://www.port.ac.uk/departments/studentsupport/ask/resources/handouts/writtenassignments
[filetodownload,45398,en.pdf

University College London’s site covering the grammar of Academic English
http://www.ucl.ac.uk/internet-grammar/home.htm

Spelling Skills Workshop (Open University) http://compass.port.ac.uk/UoP/items/ac386820-
6c21-576a-ea89-4524415c5hbdf/1/viewcontent

Punctuation Skills Workshop (Open University)
http://compass.port.ac.uk/UoP/items/4a4bb253-6945-afd7-83cd-3ceOclaa6dad/1/viewcontent
Improve your writing: punctuation and sentence grammar (University of Bristol)
http://www.bristol.ac.uk/arts/exercises/grammar/grammar_tutorial/index.htm



e Improve your Grammar (Internet Grammar of English) http://www.ucl.ac.uk/internet-
grammar/intro/intro.htm
e Word Grammar (Skillswise BBC) http://www.bbc.co.uk/skillswise/topic-group/word-

grammar

e Sentence Grammar (Skillswise BBC) http://www.bbc.co.uk/skillswise/topic-group/sentence-
grammar

e Spelling (Skillswise BBC) http://www.bbc.co.uk/skillswise/topic-group/spelling

e Avoiding Plagiarism (University of Leicester)
http://www?2.le.ac.uk/offices/careers/ld/resources/study/plagiarism-tutorial

e How to cite sources and plagiarism (Palgrave mp3 listening)

http://www.palgrave.com/skills4study/mp3s/referencing.mp3
e Plagiarism test (Indiana University) https://www.indiana.edu/~tedfrick/plagiarism/

e Examples of Plagiarism (Princeton University)
http://www.princeton.edu/pr/pub/integrity/pages/plagiarism/

e Paraphrase Write it in your own Words (Purdue Online)
http://owl.english.purdue.edu/owl/resource/619/01/

e Verbs for Citations (Portsmouth University)

http://www.port.ac.uk/departments/studentsupport/ask/resources/handouts/referencingandcitat
ion/filetodownload,32781,en.pdf
e Harvard Style of Referencing http://www.everything2.com/index.pl?node_id=1206008

e How to Cite References (Bournmouth University)
http://www.bournemouth.ac.uk/library/how-to/citing-refs.html
e What IS Referencing (University of Nottingham)

http://intralibrary.rlocetl.ac.uk:8080/intralibrary/open_virtual_file path/i1405n11004t/referen
cing/index.html
e ABC of quotations (Middlesex University) http://studymore.org.uk/copy.htm
e Direct Quotations (Portsmouth University)
http://www.port.ac.uk/departments/studentsupport/ask/resources/handouts/referencingandcitat
ion/filetodownload,73257,en.pdf
Proof reading your Work (Purdue Online) http://owl.english.purdue.edu/owl/resource/561/01/
Phrase Bank (University of Manchester) http://www.phrasebank.manchester.ac.uk/
Extending VVocabulary (Portsmouth University)
Academic Word List http://www.englishvocabularyexercises.com/
British National Corpus http://www.natcorp.ox.ac.uk/
Corpus of Contemporary American English http://corpus.byu.edu/coca/
Critical Reading (University Wollongong)
http://unilearning.uow.edu.au/reading/readin_2.html

10. MaTepuajibHO-TEXHHYECKOE o0ecniedeHne TUCIUTINHBI

JUi 3aHATHH UCTIOIB3YIOTCS ayUTOPHH, OCHAIIEHHBIE ayIM0 U BUJIEO aNapaTypou,
KOMIIBIOTEPOM.



