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Abstract. The article is devoted to the analysis of the public sphere of modern society as a complex and dynamic phenomenon of so-
cial and political interactions involved in the virtualization, mediatization and digitalization processes. The space of the digital public
sphere, in contrast to the traditional public sphere one, is controlled by means of algorithms — hidden mechanisms integrated into many
information platforms responsible for structuring of information on public platforms where people can discuss issues of concemn. The ar-
guments of techno-optimists and techno-pessimists regarding the effectiveness of digital activity and its risks in short-term, action-
oriented practices and long-term perspectives are given. The search for consensus in the definition of digital activism makes the debate
about its nature, harm and benefit to society of great current interest, encourages for the further study of the given problem.
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Introduction

In recent decades, the non-traditional concept of
community has been increasingly articulated, associat-
ed neither with a common language, nor ethnic roots,
nor cultural and historical traditions, rather with the
concept of communication. Communication turns out to
be the connecting tissue capable to unite different sub-
jects into a single political community even in the face
of the violent depressurization of traditional societies
under the influence of globalization, the radicalization
of extremist sentiments and the search for new forms
of national identity. In this context, public communica-
tion acquires special significance as a tool for interac-
tion and conflict resolution, as a basis for creating a
political community. In this regard, it is important to
investigate the media communication conditions in
which different positions collide, the interlocutors-
opponents perceive each other as an obstacle to the
promotion of their projects and ideologies.

The aim of the study is to reveal the specifics of the
public sphere being formed in modern media commu-
nications.

To achieve this goal it is necessary to perform the
following research tasks:

1. To analyze the classical representation of the
public sphere as a form of social and political participa-
tion of citizens.

2. Present the implementation of a public discussion
in modern media communications.

Research methods

The concept of public communication has appeared
and firmly established itself in Western theories and
practices for several decades thanks to world-known
philosophers, sociologists, political scientists, cultural
scientists (J. Rawls, J. Habermas, J. Boman, J. Cohen,
A.Young, etc.). P. Lazarsfeld, G. Lasswell, W. Lipp-
mann, G. Lang, K. Lang, D. Rushkoff and others have
devoted their works to socio-cultural practices of con-
structing reality via media. Various problems related to
the development, functioning and influence of media
were considered by J. Baudrillard, N. Bolz, P. Bour-
dieu, D. Vattimo, P. Virilio, D. Gillmore, M. Castells,
R. Capurro, N. Luhmann, M. McLuhan, Yo. Reichertz,
G. Reingold, P. Sloterdijk, R. Hoggart and others.

Research results
The term "public sphere" is necessary to describe the
process of active and open participation of citizens in the

discussion of socially significant issues, the development
and adoption of socially significant decisions.

This concept has been crystalized in the classical
works, being a tradition nowadays. Among them, a special
place belongs to I. Kant — the first thinker who made the
concept of publicity an object of philosophical comprehen-
sion. The understanding of public space as the open
space of public discussions, disputes which enables to
express one's own opinion and present it to others for
judgment is, associated with man, first of all, with his abil-
ity of critical judgment. The philosopher believes that it is
necessary to abolish church and state paternalism in
order to give people the freedom to use their own intellect.
Before the age of Enlightenment, the mankind did not use
its ability to think freely without outer guidance, being of
minor age. The Age of Enlightenment became the key
moment in the shift of the mankind to the reasonable
ability of judgment inherent in man, the ability to use the
mind independently, to make the surrounding reality an
object of criticism, to be open to criticism and rethinking.
Immaturity is not a lack of reason, but a lack of determina-
tion and courage to use it without guidance from someone
else. Dare to know! (Sapere aude.) "Have the courage to
use your own understanding," is therefore the motto of the
Enlightenment (KaHt, 2013: 501).

I. Kant distinguishes private and public use of rea-
son: By "public use of one's reason" | mean that use
which a man, as scholar, makes of it before the reading
public. | call "private use" that use which a man makes of
his reason in a civic post that has been entrusted to him.
In some affairs affecting the interest of the community a
certain [governmental] mechanism is necessary in which
some members of the community remain passive. This
creates an artificial unanimity which will serve the fulffill-
ment of public objectives, or at least keep these objec-
tives from being destroyed. Here arguing is not permit-
ted: one must obey (KaHTt, 2013: 503). There are several
important implications from these reflections regarding
the definition of the public sphere. Firstly, the mind ceas-
es to be only the private sphere of the individual, but
becomes a functional element of the public space that
performs a critical function. Secondly, the call to publicly
use its own reason, which |. Kant reveals, is at the same
time the beginning of a new stage in the development of
participatory civic culture. A citizen of a society or a state
is not just a subject conforming to the rules of a social
contract, but also a subject of an active political position.

The concept of "public space" is the central one in
Hannah Arendt's political philosophy, starting with "The
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Origins of Totalitarianism" and "Vita activa" (ApeHhar,
2000). Firstly, the public space is an intersubjective
space formed by people’s communicative interactions. It
is shared by all the participants, is not anyone's property
and equally belongs to all of them. The public space is
born if people, communicating and performing actions,
interact with each other: "The presence of others who
see what we see and hear what we hear assures us of
the reality of the world and ourselves, and while the
intimacy of a fully developed private life, such as had
never been known before the rise of the modern age and
the concomitant decline of the public realm, will always
greatly intensify and enrich the whole scale of subjective
emotions and private feelings, this intensification will
always come to pass at the expense of the assurance of
the reality of the world and men." (Apenar, 2000: 65).
The public political space is characterized simultaneously
by compatibility (being in relation to each other), equality
(having the same rights) and difference (the ability to differ
from each other). Secondly, the public space is a place
where people openly express their opinions and want to
be heard by others. The public space does not arise au-
tomatically wherever there are several people, and only
for the reason that people are being capable of speaking
and doing actions. On the contrary, even where it exists,
the majority prefer to remain stay aside. Freedom mani-
fests itself in public space. This is the place where power
arises and judgments and actions are possible, since it is
possible for the manifestation of human plurality. It is con-
necting and disconnecting at the same time, just as a
table simultaneously separates and gathers those who
are sitting at it (ApeHar, 2000: 69).

However, it should be kept in mind that Hannah Ar-
endt strictly separates the private and public spheres,
clearly delimiting politics from all other areas of human
existence. Unlike personal space, the public one is mul-
tiple, that is, it contains a large number of the most di-
verse, often contradictory points of view. It is the multi-
plicity that creates reality, which arises, on the contrary,
in spite of all the differences in positions and the result-
ing multiplicity of aspects, it is still obvious that everyone
is engaged in the same business. If this identity of the
matter disintegrates and becomes already imperceptible,
then no similarity of "human nature" and even more — no
artificial conformism of mass society will prevent the
disintegration of the common world into fragments
(ApeHaT, 2000: 75). Only public space can guarantee
what a pure private life can never.

The essence of the private is the absence of others.
In private life, a person behaves as if no others existed,
his actions in the private sphere have no meaning for
the public sphere, and they do not concern anyone
except the person himself (ApeHar, 2000: 58). At the
same time, private life provides a personal space,
which is an opportunity to express oneself in the public
space. Public and private spaces complement each
other as integral parts of the living space as a whole.

In other works of Arendt, publicity, or rather, a dialog-
ically developed public sphere, is a plurality of perspec-
tives, an antipode of totalitarianism or monologic authori-
tarianism aimed at unifying public life. The paradox is
that, being a measure of plurality, publicity is not a sem-
blance of a mass society — precisely because it allows
the collision of different, dissimilar, it creates conditions
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for the manifestation of uniqueness of political subjects
(ApeHaT, 2000: 55). Publicity, in its logic, does not allow
society to merge and disintegrate, which equally distin-
guishes it from a mass or totalitarian society, on the one
hand, and atomic fragmentation, on the other. Like I.
Kant's, Arendt's publicity makes it possible to see and
perceive different things, and in this sense is a condition
for the possibility of human thinking and its particular
modality — political thinking.

A German philosopher and sociologist Jirgen Habermas
projects Kant's idea of enlightened publicity onto modern
democracies. In the logic of JU. Habermas's historical recon-
struction, the public sphere in the modern sense was born in
the bourgeois houses of Germany, France and Great Britain
in the 17-18th cc. Based on the historical experience of
Western states, Ju. Habermas identifies three historical types
of the public sphere: 1) the literary public sphere that
emerged in the space of the first literary salons, 2) the politi-
cal public sphere, the space of which the emergence of the
first political actors independent of the will of the monarch and
the church became possible, — representatives of the bour-
geoisie, numerous civic associations and organizations, 3)
the cultural public sphere, which swept the whole world in the
20th century and represented by information products of
mass culture (Xabepmac, 2016: 291).

Unlike I. Kant's definition, the public space character-
ized by Ju. Habemas is not only a condition for the possi-
bility of criticism, but, foremost, a consensus of parties with
different points of view. Ji. Habermas deduces that publici-
ty is a litmus test for morality testing of political (i.e., affect-
ing the interests of other people) actions. And this is an
important step in the development of democratic regimes,
for which publicity will play this very role. Although private
interests and intentions can enter into conflicting contradic-
tions, public behavior must be consistent and capable for
universalization. According to the logic of Habermas, it
should be universalizable in the language of communica-
tion, namely, it is assumed that people communicate with
each other in the language of arguments, and do not resort
to the logic of tradition, authority, or stable dogmatic ideas.
So, from a historical excursion of the concept of publicity,
Habermas passes to its normative ideal, which he will de-
velop in his later works. These criteria are based on the
principle of speech free from coercion and openness to
criticism in the language of argument.

It is possible to highlight some common features the
normative ideal of the public sphere is endowed with.
Firstly, public sphere is a space where freedom of expres-
sion, criticism and discussion is possible. Secondly, it is a
space that allows plurality and in this sense is a guarantee
against monopolization of power. Thirdly, it is a space that
promotes inclusiveness instead of inequality.

The pluralism of the public sphere, in which the state
bureaucracy, limited by its powers; representatives of the
business community defending their commercial interests;
public actors operate, largely depends on the activity of
individuals who act in addition to or beyond commercial
interests or administrative rules, while exercising their rights
to freedom of assembly and association, freedom of
expression and freedom of the press.

In the 20th century, the liberal model of the public
sphere turned to be the one which could not be applied
in its pure form to the welfare state. Conflicts,
previously concentrated in the private sphere, began to
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be spread within the expanding public sphere. The
public sphere, which was not originally supposed to act
as a mediator to smooth out the contradictions between
political, administrative and economic interest groups,
has become an unexpectedly useful space of
competition between private and state interests, the
opposition of which reached the level of openly
conflicting forms. At the same time, public and state
actors are being regularly involved in public discussion
on one or another significant issue with the help of
publicly organized information platforms and institutions
(traditional and new media) to transmit information and
influence on those who receive it (numerous audiences
of state and public institutions).

New ICTs are becoming one of the most effective
tools for transforming the public sphere of modern
society, increasingly faced with the ineffectiveness of
democratic institutions mainly arranged during the
industrial revolutions. Ideas regarding the development
of new discourse spaces for citizens to express their
opinions beyond state or corporate control are based on
assumptions of deliberative democracy and demonstrate
the strengthening of the positions of supporters of cyber
democracy. Also, this position finds its continuation in
the assumption that the Internet would contribute to the
growth of democratic participation and strengthen the
horizontal ties of people, since it provides greater
freedom and flexibility for civil non-political activists, an
access to new audiences, specialists, and becomes an
effective channel for receiving and disseminating
information, ruins the geographical and structural
limitations of human communication and direct civic
participation, collective action, expands the horizons of
the culture of citizenship. The growing role of the Internet
is a sparking debate about new forms of freedom in
society (TepacumoBa, 2020: 8); citizen participation like
signing online petitons and participating in online
discussions (Hirzala and Zoonen, 2011), joining ad-hoc
groups on social networks, reposting or posting links to
materials on problematic topics (Theocharis, 2015). And
in this regard, such concepts as "digital network
participation”, "digital activism" (MatseeBa, 2018) or
"media activism" (MupowHmnyeHko, 2013) are introduced.
Despite ten-year development of such practices, the
academic community continues arguing about their
definitions. According to one of the existing scientific
directions, the category of digital activism, which is
defined as civic activity carried out through both
stationary and mobile devices with access to the
Internet, includes various manifestations of hacktivism
(understood as electronic forms of civil disobedience);
hacker attacks on websites, distribution of hashtags and
Internet propaganda; changing the profile picture as a
demonstration of support for an initiative; creating online
petitions; publication of thematic posts in social
networks; distributing graphics and videos in support of a
campaign and others (Joyce, 2010).

Other researchers define digital activism as the use
of all digital media for political purposes. Either way,
online participation refers to "network media-based
actions taken to energize social media to raise
awareness of social or political issues, or to exert social
and political pressure to address them" (Gerbaudo,
2012). Civil society activists use the Internet to dissem-

inate information to search for information and docu-
ments; as a recruiting mechanism, attracting new activ-
ists; as a communication tool with the target audience,
as well as a space for coordinating activities and inter-
group communication. Types of civic activities that are
fully implemented on the Internet have appeared (for
example, dispatch platforms for contacting authorities,
help cards, fundraising, etc.). The Internet has created
an environment for a variety of activist communities
and projects that exist only in virtual form. They appear
when another type of self-realization is impossible (high
needs for anonymity, low ability to communicate per-
sonally, inability to find partners nearby, etc.).

K. Demakova and colleagues identified the following
types of Internet sites (or services) for digital activism: (1)
"complaints” services, ascr virtual public receptions; (2)
fundraising services (crowdfunding platforms); (3) services
for collecting open data; (4) services for coordinating activ-
ities (maps, guides, instructions, event calendars, etc.); (5)
discussion services; (6) services of "civic entertainment":
libraries, videos, clips, music on civic themes, etc.
(Oemaxoea n ap., 2014: 153). L. Nikovskaya also sorts out
volunteer services (Hukosckas, 2017: 31-37).

The development of modern social platforms has
served as an impetus for the formation of a network com-
munity and the emergence of a new type of civil online
applications based on the independent solution of a num-
ber of problems by civil society. Examples of such applica-
tions include www.ushahidi.com, a free crowdsourcing
platform for data collection, data visualization and interac-
tive mapping, created in 2008 to collect data on hotbeds
of violence in Kenya after the presidential election; or
www.standbytaskforce.org, a platform created in 2010 for
voluntary online digital response to humanitarian crises,
local emergencies, and global and local issues. The pecu-
liarity of modern digital activism is that it often originates
online and is implemented already offline.

As for the role of the Internet in street politics, the au-
thor of the term "twitter revolution", E. Morozov, who ap-
plied this concept to the riots in Moldova back in 2009,
believes that discussions about the homology of the social
network and protest are the subject of folk political sci-
ence, mystifying the social potential of the Internet (Moro-
zov, 2011). He criticizes the role of digital media as politi-
cal instruments. M. Gladwell also believes that "the mobi-
lization potential of social networks with their "weak con-
nections" is not enough to bring people out onto the street
and force them to take actions aimed at overthrowing the
political regime" (Gladwell, 2010).

With the development of social networks, the problem of
attention deficit has become more urgent. If subscribers are
invited to several actions every day, asked to sign several
petitions and make several reposts, it is quite difficult for
them to seriously understand each of these actions and be
involved in them. In such conditions, the success of a par-
ticular campaign directly depends on how selflessly and
professionally the "root group" of the protest acts, how
organized they can coordinate their actions, attract and
retain supporters. Finally, sometimes in online campaigns it
is difficult to assess the level of real support for a specific
initiative, as well as to objectively look at the position of
opponents, since often communication groups in social
networks are made up exclusively of like-minded people
and it can be quite difficult to get objective criticism.
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However, communitarians have raised concerns that
the cyberspace of democracy is inherently rooted in the
global economy and world politics, providing various
opportunities for corporate and government control over
online communication. Cyberspace is viewed by many
researchers as part of the globalization process, in the
course of which the state interacts more and more with
global actors (transnational corporations, global NGOs,
etc.), regional actors (economic associations, etc.), as
well as with increasingly mobile individuals as new glob-
al citizens, as carriers of new forms of sociality, which
are formed at the junction of traditional forms of social
interaction and new virtual communities. Nowadays, the
Internet is becoming a commercial product, the access
to which of various universities, research centers, gov-
ernment agencies and individuals determines the possi-
bility of their participation in the virtual public sphere, and
cyberspace has evolved towards an online market for
goods and services provided by the state, commercial
and individual. Moreover, the very interest in this or that
event and its subsequent copying and replication, inclu-
sion in information exchange and commodity circulation
can be deliberately provoked, as a result of a specialized
branch of the media industry and advertising technolo-
gies known as "event marketing".

On closer inspection, much of what is on the Internet
can represent is the political activity of coordinated groups
of consumers of mass culture products, mobilized in cy-
berspace to defend their interests, in particular, in the field
of consumer protection, liberalization of tax policy and
protection of personal data both in the peripheral coun-
tries, and in global politics (Ordenov, 2020: 81).

At the same time, governments are forced to respond
to threats emerging in cyberspace, in particular, the threat
of cyber terrorism. "Hence, in the nearest future the need
in the single structure of an international network and
common protocols (rules) of information environment
operation will become the high priority objective of tech-
nology development" (Drotianko, Yahodzinskyi, 2019: 11).
The imposed restrictions on content and access to it are
met with predictable criticism from supporters of open
data transmission on the network, who see in it rather an
element of censorship and control over civil society. Filter-
ing unwanted material on the network, restricting access
to certain resources, creating a relatively autonomous
national segment of the network can significantly limit the
space of the public sphere. However, the economic bene-
fit that is created on the basis of the functioning of infor-
mation networks in the field of trade, in particular, in infor-
mation services, as well as in finance and entertainment
products of mass culture, does not completely limit the
possibilities of cross-border communication in the net-
work. Shifting responsibility on Internet providers and site
owners to control the content of information on the net-
work is also a partial solution to the problem, since the
Internet is a globally distributed network of millions of
communication nodes, therefore, in the event of pressure
on one of its sectors, the remaining autonomous sectors
will exert back pressure and strive to overcome limitations.
Users can also connect directly to the ISP, bypassing the
boundaries of censorship. Cyberlibertarians advocate the
independence of cyberspace from government control,
believing that network participants will be able to develop
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their own rules and regulations based on various forms of
self-government (Dahlberg, 2010).

As a result of the fact that interpersonal communica-
tions are increasingly moving into cyberspace, the state is
creating more and more advanced technical capabilities to
effectively track its content. An electronic freak show,
representing a set of information and technical mecha-
nisms for controlling the virtual public and private
spheres, is able to monitor in real time the behavior of
citizens on the Internet in both active and passive
modes. The information collected allows to construct
an individual profile or network identity for each specific
user. This profile can have a direct impact on credit
rating, immigration opportunities, employment pro-
spects in the civil service, etc. The most significant
result of this ability of the state is not that it is able to
monitor the behavior of citizens, but that citizens them-
selves begin to change their behavior and conduct self-
censorship, realizing the potential consequences of
their online activity. Computer networks can work as
"super-freak show" controlled by the state and large
corporations, forcing the individual to act and think as
they need to. For instance, if previously multiculturalism
was one of the trend imposed on individuals, "transculture
is @ new model of cultural development main purpose of
which is the human right to be free from one’s own culture
in which an individual was born and formed as a person"
(Abysova & oth., 2019: 9412).

The media oriented to the public's attention in a certain
direction, stimulate public interest, "warm up" it in the
process of identifying everything bright, unusual through
comparison with the ordinary and unremarkable. Thus,
the mass media develop evaluation criteria for the general
differentiation of "ordinary" and "extraordinary" in the
structures of everyday life and, as a social institution,
perform the function of a "machine of differences", which
produces in the public consciousness the norms of classi-
fying any occurring events and taxonomically arranging
objects of the surrounding world in a certain order, subor-
dinating them to a certain hierarchy.

The mass media are trying to take on the function of
"guardians" of the established order, ordering the "raw
material" of everyday life and putting "everything on the
shelves" in accordance with their own ideas about what
and how to organize in the semantic space of the sym-
bolic universe. They strive to compile a kind of "univer-
sal catalog" of events, which could then become the
basis of the "virtual archive" and not only cover and
systematize everything that happened in the past, but
would also make it possible to develop certain tech-
niques / technologies for working with the accumulated
material for their use in the future.

Within the framework of the "catalog" there is the
thematic specification of media genres such as gossip,
politics and business, crime, sports, science, etc.,
where events can appear as news and sensations,
unverified rumors or confirmed facts, a case or an inci-
dent. But in any case, regardless of the specifics of the
information passed and the assigned identification,
they end up in the "archive" as a socially significant
event that somehow left its "mark on history".

Therefore, there is nothing surprising in the fact that
the "order of existence" in everyday life is perceived by
individuals as something natural and "taken for granted",
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the presence of which they simply do not notice, being
completely immersed in it. "Everyday life, like any social
structure, which is a set of situations, is" present due to
its absence" — if we do not feel it, then we live in it" (Ka-
caBuvH n ap., 2004: 250). It should be noted that in repre-
sentation of event processes in the mass media, "any
social tradition is shown by meanings that find their ex-
pression in the language of a heterogeneous and unam-
biguously non-specialized discourse. Institutional forms
of social life in everyday practice do not exist separately
from each other, but in one way or another they inter-
sect, mediate each other and are generally served by a
discourse that is structured and unstructured at the
same time, concentrated and diffuse" (boraaHos, 2001:
379-380). Thus, the presented media image of everyday
life is dominated by a mixture of things that cannot be
combined and are always separated from each other.

Discussion

The author of the concept of virtual reality D. Lanier
in the manifesto "You are not a gadget" stated that
"social networks and blogs have led humanity down the
wrong path; instead of creativity and individuality, su-
perficial judgments, the speed of content creation and
consumption are welcomed" (JlaHup, 2011). The most
popular media game strategies are:

- illustration of the real with imaginary, fantasy;

- an alternative representation of the already known
situation, focused on its fictional presentation, implied
giving roles, remarks and actions to the characters of
the message at the behest of the journalist-creator;

- unexpected collision in reporting events that were
previously considered independent;

- carrying out paradoxical, often shocking analogies
from the sphere, contrasting politics and economics
(everyday, intimate relationships, zoology, botany,
characters of fiction, cliches of mass culture, etc.);

- the construction of a specific event "own" plot due
to the accentuation of game techniques of fragments of
the situation, important for the construction of their own
concept, which often conflicts with the nature of the
event itself;

- the nomination of their versions, fantasies, com-
pensating for the lack of information;

- using new information only to update background
knowledge, although it is based not so much on logical-
conceptual connections as purely associative ones"
(CmeTtaHnuHa, 2002: 189-190).

The techno-pessimists guess that the development
of an online presence and online communities pulls us
out of real forms of community, limits our opportunities
for real friendship and solidarity (Keen, 2012). The
opposite opinion is shared by numerous network opti-
mists such as K. Anderson, D. Tapscott and K. Shirky
(The Digital Divide, 2011: 354). Inspired by the human-
istic and cognitive perspectives of the further develop-
ment of the Internet, they believe that the media have
been a key element of the protest movements in recent
years. With the help of the media, these protest move-
ments are being organized, managed, and publicized so
that as many people as possible can learn about them.

There is the opinion that neither techno-pessimism nor
techno-optimism has the right answer regarding activism
and social media. This means that we should not reduce

our understanding of the Internet to just "good" (the path
to freedom and emancipation) or "bad" (a means of con-
trol or domination). The Internet is the space of certain
culture that largely predetermines the way of life, and
cultural codes in the categories of which individuals think
of themselves and the society as a whole. That is, digital
devices allow and empower people to communicate and
disseminate information, while activists develop specific
practices in accordance with the peculiarities of data func-
tioning of "technical artifacts" included in larger institutional
mechanisms and civic culture.

Conclusion

A comparative analysis of the classical concept of the
public sphere and manifestations of public activity in mod-
ern culture is carried out. The virtual public sphere, a histor-
ically larger analogue of the literary salons of the XVl c., is
the space for intellectual discussion and public dialogue. In
the conditions of electronic media functioning, any judg-
ment has a chance to receive a mass public evaluation,
which removes the boundary between private and public
utterances, deprives the individual of the need to perform a
transcendental act of entering public space. Modern dis-
cussion formats problematize the possibility of public com-
munication in its classical completeness: the rational ar-
gumentation of the discussion is replaced by the emotion-
ality of statements; due to the spontaneity and hypertex-
tuality of communicative processes, the development of
the discussion is impossible to trace. At the same time,
the foundations of both the "classical" and the "new" pub-
lic sphere define openness, freedom of speech and equal-
ity, and for the participants in the discussion the public
sphere continues to retain the status of a significant value.
However, there is a problem of functioning and manage-
ment of the processes of the virtual public sphere, the
scale and depth of which exceed the capabilities of any
state or international institutions to regulate it.

Literature

1. Abysova M., Antipova O., Pavlyshyn O., Bondar S. Na-
tion’s Historical Past under Multicultural Conditions. International
Journal of Recent Technology and Engineering. 2019. Vol. 8.
Issue 4. P. 9409-9414. DOI: https:// doi. org/ 10.35940
fijrte.d9720.118419. URL: https: //www .ijrte. org/ wp-content
/uploads / papers /v8i4/D9720118419.pdf

2. Dahlberg L. Cyber-Libertarianism 2.0: A Discourse Theo-
ry/Critical Political Economy Examination. Cultural Politics. 2010.
No. 6. P. 331-356.

3. Drotianko L., Yahodzinskyi S. Digitalization of Educational
Environment: Tendenncies and Perspectives // BicHuk Hauio-
HanbHoro asiauinHoro yHiBepcuteTy. Cepis: Pinocodia. KynbTy-
pororis. — 2020. — Ne 2 (30) C. 9-13.

4. Gerbaudo P. Tweets and the Streets: Social Media and
Contemporary  Activism. London : Pluto, 2012. URL:
http://library.oapen. org/handle/20.500.12657/30772

5. Gladwell M. Small Change. Why the revolution will not be
tweeted // The New Yorker. 27.09.2010. URL: https://www.
newyorker.com/magazine/2010/10/04/small-change-
malcolm-gladwell (date accessed: 27.11.2019).

6. Hirzalla F., van Zoonen L. Beyond the Online/Offline Di-
vide: How Youth’s Online and Offline Civic Activities Converge.
Social Science Computer Review. 2011. No. 29 (4). P. 481-498.

7. Joyce M. Digital Activism Decoded. The New Mechanics
of Change. New York : Idebate Press, 2010. 240 p.

8. Keen A. Digital Vertigo: How Today’s Online Social Revo-
lution Is Dividing, Diminishing, and Disorienting Us. New York :
St. Martin’s Press, 2012. 256 p.

9. Morozov E. The Net Delusion: The Dark Side of Internet
Freedom. NY: Public Affairs, 2011. 448 p.



Kynomyponoaia

10. Ordenov S. Social Memory Transformations under the
Conditions of Postmodern Society Mobilization // BicHuk Hauio-
HanbHOro aeiauiHoro yHiBepcutety. Cepia: ®inocodis. Kynbty-
pororia. — 2020. — Ne 1 (31) C. 76-83.

11. The Digital Divide: Arguments for and Against Facebook,
Google, Texting, and the Age of Social Networking. New York :
Tarcher, 2011. 354 p.

12. Theocharis Y. The Conceptualization of Digitally Networked
Participation. Social Mediat+Society. 2015. No. 2 (1). P. 1-14.

13. Apenar X. Vita activa, nnm O gesaAtenbHow xu3Hu. Cr16. :
Anerteits, 2000. 437 c.

14. borgaHoB K. A. lNoBcenHeBHOCTb U Mudonorus: Mccne-
[OBaHWs Mo CeMNOoTMKe ornbKIopHon fencteuTensHocTu. Cr6. :
Wckyccteo-CIB, 2001. 437 c.

15. l'epacumoa E. M. [doktpuHa peanisauii ceobogun B ge-
MOKpPaTU4YHOMY CYCNINbCTBI: idean i peanbHicTb // BicHuk Hauio-
HanbHoro asiauiiHoro yHiBepcuteTy. Cepia: Pinocodia. KynbTy-
pororis. — 2020. — Ne 2 (32) C. 5-8.

16. Oemakosa K., MakoBeukas C., Ckpsikoa E. Henonutuye-
ckun aktmeuam B Poccun. Pro et Contra. 2014. Mai—aBsrycr.
C. 148-163.

17. Kant W. OTBeT Ha Bonpoc: YTto Takoe [pocBelyeHne?
locynapctBo. O6uwectBo. YnpaeneHune. M. : AnbnuHa [Nabnu-
wep, 2013. C. 501-509.

18. KacasuH . T., LLlaBenes C. IN. AHann3 noBceaHEBHOCTW.
M. : KaHoH+, 2004. 432 c.

19. Nanunp Ox. Bbl He ragxeT. ManudgecT. M. : Corpus, 2011.
49 c. (Uut. no: MaptbiHoB K. OT cnaktmeuama k pecnybnuke.
MoyeMy MHTEpHET-PEBOMIOLMM CTAHOBSITCS peanbHOCTbIO. Jloroc.
2012. Ne 2. C. 19-27).

20. MaTBeeBa A. B. OcobGeHHOCTU rpaxaaHCcKoro yyactusi B
YCMOBUSIX COBPEMEHHOro LMEpoBOro npocTpaHcTBa. Popym
mMonogabix yyeHbix. 2018. Ne 5-2 (21). C. 620-625.

21. MupowHuyeHko A. UNHTepHeT 1 aBonouua MeauaakTu-
Bu3ma B Poccun. BecTtHuk UHctutyta Kennana B Poccuun. 2013.
Bein. 24. C. 74-84.

22. Hukosckas J1. U., Monokosa M. A. Pornb MeXCEeKTOPHOro
napTHepcTBa B peanu3auuu noTeHuuana couuanbHoro rocyaap-
ctBa B Poccuun. BnacTb. 2017. T. 25. Ne 11. C. 31-37.

23. CmetaHuHa C. V. Meguna-TekcT B cucTeme KynbTypbl (au-
HaMMU4ecKne NPoLEeCChl B A3bIKE U CTUME XYPHANUCTUKN KoHUa XX
Beka) : MoHorpadms. CM6. : Muxannosa B. A., 2002. 383 c.

24. Xabepmac KO. CTpykTypHOE nameHeHune nybnuyHoi cde-
pbl: MUCcrefoBaHWe OTHOCWUTENbHO KaTeropuu GypxxyasHoro o6-
wectBa. M. : Becb mup, 2016. 344 c.

References

1. Abysova, M., Antipova, O., Pavlyshyn, O., Bondar, S. (2019).
Nation’s Historical Past under Multicultural Conditions. International
Journal of Recent Technology and Engineering. Vol. 8. Issue 4.

2. Arendt, Kh. (2000). Vita activa, ili O deiatelnoy znizni
[Vita activa, or On active life]. SPb.: Aleteyia [in Russian].

3. Bohdanov, K.A. (2001). Povsednevnost i mifologiia: Is-
sledovaniia po semiotike folklornoy deystvitelnosti [Everyday life
and mythology: Studies in the semiotics of folklore reality]. SPb.:
Iskusstvo-SPB [in Russian].

4. Dahlberg, L. (2010). Cyber-Libertarianism 2.0: A Dis-
course Theory/Critical Political Economy Examination. Cultural
Politics, 6, 331-356.

5. Demakova, K., Makovetskaia, S., & Skriakova, E.
(2014). Nepoliticheskiy aktivizm v Rossii [Non-political activism in
Russia]. Pro et Contra, 148-163 [in Russian].

Abucosa M. A. .
MEOWATU3ALUA NYBITUYHOUN COEPDI

99

6. Drotianko, L., Yahodzinskyi, S. (2020). Digitalization of
Educational Environment: Tendenncies and Perspectives. Visnyk
Natsionalnoho aviatsiinoho universytetu, Proceedings of the
National Aviation University, 2 (30): 9-13.

7. Gerbaudo, P. (2012). Tweets and the Streets: Social
Media and Contemporary Activism. London: Pluto. Retrieved from
http://library.oapen.org/handle/20.500.12657/30772.

8. Gladwell, M. (2010). Small Change. Why the revolution
will not be tweeted // The New Yorker. 27.09.2010.

9. Herasymova, E. (2020). Doktryna realizatsii svobody v
demokratychnomu suspilstvi: ideal i realnist [The Doctrine of the
Realization of Freedom in a Democratic Society: Ideal and Reality].
Visnyk Natsionalnoho aviatsiinoho universytetu, Proceedings of the
National Aviation University, 2 (30): 9-13 [in Ukrainian].

10. Hirzalla, F., & van Zoonen, L. (2011). Beyond the
Online/Offline Divide: How Youth's Online and Offline Civic Activi-
ties Converge. Social Science Computer Review, 29(4), 481-498.

11.  Joyce, M. (2010). Digital Activism Decoded. The New Me-
chanics of Change. New York: Idebate Press.

12.  Kant, I, (2013). Otvet na vopros: Chto takoe Prosvesh-
chenie? [The answer to the question: What is Enlightenment?]. Gosu-
darstvo. Obshchestvo. Upravienie, State. Society. Control, 501-509.
Moscow: Alpina Pablisher [in Russian].

13. Kasavin, LT., & Shchavelev, S.P. (2004). Analiz pov-
sednevnosti [Analysis of everyday life]. Moscow: Kanon+ [in Russian].

14.  Keen, A (2012). Digital Vertigo: How Today's Online Social Revolu-
tion Is Dividing, Diminishing, and Disorienting Us. New York: St. Martin's Press.

15.  Khabermas, lu. (2016). Strukturnoe izmenenie publichnoy
sfery: issledovanie otnositelno kategorii burznuaznogo obshchestva
[Structural Change in the Public Sphere: A Study on the Category of
Bourgeois Society]. Moscow: Ves mir [in Russian].

16. Lanir, Dzn. (2011). Vy ne gadznet [You are not a gadg-
et]. Manifest, Manifesto. Moscow: Corpus (Tsit. po: Martynov, K.
(2011). Ot slaktivizma k respublike. Pochemu internet-revoliutsii stanov-
iatsia realnostiu [From Slaktivism to the Republic. Why Internet Revolu-
tions Become Reality]. Logos, Logos, 2, 19-27) [in Russian)].

17. Matveeva, AV. (2018). Osobennosti grazndanskogo
uchastiia v usloviiakh sovremennogo tsifrovogo prostranstva [Features
of civic participation in the modern digital space]. Forum molodykh
uchenykh, Forum of Young Scientists, 5-2(21), 620-625 [in Russian].

18. Miroshnichenko, A. (2013). Internet i evoliutsiia medi-
aaktivizma v Rossii [The Internet and the Evolution of Media
Activism in Russia). Vestnik Instituta Kennana v Rossii, Kennan
Institute Russia Bulletin, 24, 74-84 [in Russian].

19.  Morozoyv, E. (2011). The Net Delusion: The Dark Side
of Internet Freedom. NY: Public Affairs.

20. Nikovskaia, L.., & Molokova, M.A. (2017). Rol mez-
nsektornogo partnerstva v realizatsii potentsiala sotsialnogo gosudarst-
va v Rossii [The role of intersectoral partnership in realizing the potential
of the welfare state in Russia. Vlast, Power, 11(25), 31-37 [in Russian].

21. Ordenov, S. (2020). Social Memory Transformations
under the Conditions of Postmodern Society Mobilization. Visnyk
Natsionalnoho aviatsiinoho universytetu, Proceedings of the
National Aviation University, 1 (31): 76-83.

22. Smetanina, S.I. (2002). Media-tekst v sisteme kultury
(dinamicheskie protsessy v iazyke i stile znurnalistiki kontsa XX
veka) [Media text in the system of culture (dynamic processes in
the language and style of journalism at the end of the 20th centu-
ry)]. SPb.: Mikhaylova V.A. [in Russian].

23. The Digital Divide: Arguments for and Against Facebook,
Google, Texting, and the Age of Social Networking (2011). NY: Tarcher.

24. Theocharis, Y. (2015). The Conceptualization of Digitally
Networked Participation. Social Media+Society, 2(1), 1-14.

My6nuyHas cdepa coBpemeHHoro obLiecTBa NpeacTaBnseT cobol KOMNNEKCHOe U AMHAaMUYHOE sIBMIeHWe, KOTOPOe MCMbIThIBaeT Ha
cebe npoecchl BUpTyanusauumn, Meguatmsaumm n undposusaumn. NHTepHeT-NpocTpaHcTBO LMdpoBoii Ny6nmyHon cdepsbl, B oTnnyme
OT NPOCTPaHCTBA TPaAMLMOHHOW NyBnMYHON cdepsbl, yNpaBnsaeTcs NocpeacTBOM arropuTMOB — CKPbITbIX MEXaHW3MOB, UHTErpUpoBaH-
HbIX BO MHOXECTBO MHPOPMAaLIMOHHBIX NnaTcopM, Ha NyBnMYHbIX Nrowaakax KoTopbix noan MoryT obcyxaaTe BOMHYOLIME UX BONPO-
cbl. MNpvBeaeHbl apryMeHTbl TEXHO-ONTUMUCTOB U TEXHO-NECCUMUCTOB OTHOCUTENBHO 3hEKTUBHOCTU LIMCPOBOro y4acTust U ero puc-
koB. Takxe ykasaHO Ha rpaxgaHCckoe y4YacTue CETEBbIX PYnMn aKkTUBUCTOB KaK B TaKTUKO-OPUEHTUPOBAHHBIX, Tak WU CTpaTermyeckmnx
npakTukax, TpebyroLmx natn Ha Beicokme pucku. Monck KoHceHcyca B onpeaeneHun LMgppoBoro akTuB13ma, No-npexHemy akTyanusu-
pyeT cnopbl 0 ero BpeAe 1 nosb3e Ans obLecTsa, OTKpbIBAET BO3MOXHOCTU AN AarnbHENLLIero pa3sntus 3To TeMbl.

Knro4deesnle cnoesa: Kynbmypa, epaxdaHckoe obwecmeso, yugposol akmusu3m, Hoeble Mmedua, Meduamu3ayus, nybrnudyHas cgepa.
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MELIATU3ALIA NYBNIYHOI COEPU

BcTtyn. Y cyyacHomy CBiTi BCe 4YacTilwle apTUKYMIOETbCS HETpaauuiiHe MOHATTSA CMiMbHOTW, NOB'A3aHe 3 MOHATTSAM KOMyHikauii. Ko-
MYHiKaLisi BUSIBNSIETLCS Ti€l CMONMYYHO TKaHWHOW, WO 06'egHye pi3HMX CyB'ekTiB B €4MHY NONITUYHY CRINbHOTY. Y LbOMY KOHTEKCTI
nybniyHa komyHikauis HabyBae 0cobnvBOi 3HaAYyLOCTi siK IHCTPYMEHT B3aemMogii Ta BUPILLEHHS KOHMIKTIB, Sk migcTaBa CTBOPEHHSI
noniTMyHoi cninbHoT. MeToto cTaTTi € aHani3 cneundikn iCHyBaHHS nybniyHOI cdpepu, WO HOPMYETLCA B CydacHUX Mepiako-
MyHikauiax. Ona peanisauii gaHoi MeTv HeoOXiAHO BUPIWUTM Taki AOCMIAHMUbBKI 3aBAaHHSA: 3A4INCHUTW aHari3 KnacWM4HOro ysABIEHHS
nybniyHoi cdepun Sk opMK CYCMiNbHO-NOMITUYHOI y4acTi rPOMaasH; NpeacTaBuTV MPOBEAEHHs MybniyHOi KoMyHiKauii B nmpakTukax
HoBWX Megdia. MeTogonoria gocnigxeHHA NyoniyHOI KOMYHiKaLii 3aknageHa y npauax Takux ocnigHukie, sik k. Pons, K0. Mabepmac,
Ix. BomaH, k. KoeH, A. AHr Ta iH. BOHM 3aCTOCOBYIOTb KOMYHIKaTUBHUI NigXia 4O OOCAIAXEHHsI NOMiTUYHOI cdepu Ta Npouecis, Sk
CYNpOBOAXYIOTb MO3WLIOHYBaHHSA iHAMBIAA Ta couianbHUX rPyn y Mexax couianbHO-MoniTu4YHoro nomns. PesynbTaTn AocCnifgXKeHHS.
HopmatuBHui igean nybniuHoi cdepu y gopobky |. KanTta, X. Apenar Ta 0. Mabepmaca npefctaBneHunin sk NpocTip, Ae MOXIMBO
BiAKpUTE BUpaXeHHs CBOEI AYMKMW, KpUTKKa i Anckycii. Lle - npocTip nmopanbHOCTi AYMOK, O YHEMOXIMBIIIOE MOHOMONi3aLilo BNaau.
HapewwTi, ue € npocTip, akuin 3abesnevye iHKMIO3MBHICTb Ta PIBHICTb KOMYHIKaHTIB. Y nybnivHin cdepi nocTiiHo BinbyBaeTbCa npoLec
opMyBaHHsa GanaHcy iHTepeciB Pi3HMX CYCNiNbHUX aKTOPIB, TUX BUMOT i MATPUMKM, SIKi BOHW rOTOBI Ha4aBaTU AepXaBHUM iHCTUTYTaM 3
METO0 BUPILLEHHA 3Hauywmnx npobnem nybniyHoi cdepu. MpakTukn HeonibepanbHOi MoAepHi3aLii B CydacHOMY CBITi, MOCTMOAEPHICT-
CbKi TPEHAM B NOMITULI PO3MMBalOTh GiNbLU-MEHLL TOYHE BU3HAYEeHHSA Mex cdepn QisnbHOCTI AepXXaBHUX iIHCTUTYTIB Ta akTopiB rpoma-
OSHCbKOI cdpepu. |HTepHEeT cTae apeHol MNpOTecTy i rpomafsHcbkoi Mobinisauii. [ocnigHukn 3BepTaloTb yBary Ha HOBi dhopmu
MegiayyacTi rpoMagsH: nianucaHHsa OHNawH-NeTuUIn i oHNanH-AncKycii; BcTyn o ad-hoc rpynm B couianbHUX Mepexax; penoctu abo
PO3MILLEHHs1 NOCMMaHb Ha Martepiany 3 NPoBreMHUX NUTaHb Ta iH. [ii B MepexeBux Mefia, Ha3BaHi MefinHOK aKTUBHICTIO, CNPUSAIOTL
NoLIMPEHHI0 iHpopMmalii, NiaBULLEHHIO 06i3HaHOCTI i3 couianbHMX Ta NoniTMYHKMX npobnem. barato 3 HUX € NapoCTKaMn aKTUBHOCTI, L0
3apOMXYETbCA OHNaWH i Aani peanisyeTbca B odraviH (Hanpuknag, KpayAacopciHr). Ane icHyloTb UndpoBi opMK akTUBI3MY, siki No-
BHICTIO peani3yloTbcs B IHTepHeTi. [ins peanisauii Taknux npakTuk po3pobnstoTbCs creuianbHi couianbHi nnardopmu i goaatku, BUHM-
KaloTb CiNMbHOTU Tak 3BaHuX |T-BonoHTepiB. O6roBopeHHs. MepexeBi CKENTMKM 3asBnSI0Thb, WO couianbHi mepexi i 6norn nosenu
NOACTBO XMOHMM LLIMAXOM: 3aMiCTb TBOPYOCTI Ta iHAMBIAYanbHOCTI TYT 3a0X04YHOTbCS NMOBEPXOBi CYAKEHHS, LUBUAKICTb CTBOPEHHS i
CMOXWBAHHSA KOHTEHTY Ha OCHOBi aBTOMaru3oBaHMX CNocobiB CTPYKTYpyBaHHS iHdopmauii. PO3BUTOK OHNaMHOBOI MPUCYTHOCTI i OH-
nanH-cninbHOT BUPMBaE iHAMBIAA 3 peanbHMX (OPM CRiNbHOCTI, 0BMEeXye MOXIMBOCTI B peanbHiii couianbHii B3aemogii. YvcneHHi
Mepexesi onTumicTu, Taki a9k K. AHgepcoH, [1. TanckotT i K. LLUupku, BBaxatoTb, WO Mefia € KMNOYOBMM efleMEeHTOM MPOTECTHUX PYyXiB
OCTaHHiX pokiB. 3a gonomorot 3acoGiB Mefia Ui NPOTECTHI PyxuM OPraHi3oBYHTLCS, YNPaBsOTLCS, BUCBITOTLCS, LWOG sikomora
Ginblue nogen amMornu disHatucst Npo HUX. BUCHOBKW. 3AiiCHEHO MOPIBHAMNBHWIA aHari3 Knacu4Horo KoHUenTy nybniyHoi cdepu i npo-
sIBiB rpOMafCbKOi aKTMBHOCTI B CydacHii kynbTypi. MpeacTaBnsoumn cobot icTopnyHo Ginbl MaclwTabHWIA aHanor nitepaTypHUX ca-
noHiB XVIII ctonitTa, BipTyaneHa ny6niyHa cdepa sik npocTip AN iHTenekTyanbHoi AMCKYCIi | cycninbHOro Ajianory BigyyBae aediunT y
cdepi po3pobkM afeKkBaTHOTO anropuTMy CTPYKTYpyBaHHS Ta aHanisy Mefia-akTUBHOCTI MepeciyHux KopucTyBadiB. B ymoBax
PYHKLIOHYBaHHSA €NeKTPOHHUX Mefia 3HMKaE Mexa MiX NpUMBaTHUM i NyOMiYHMM BMCNOBMIOBAHHAMM, WO No3baBnse iHauBiaa Heoo-
XiOHOCTI 34iCHIOBATVN TpaHCLEHAEHTanbHUii akT BMXody B NyGniyHMIM npocTip, npobnematndye MOXMBICTe Ny6nivHoi ccdepu B Ti kna-
CWMYHIM noBHoTi. CtaTyc nybnivyHoi cdepn 3MiHIETLCS B Bik MHOXMHHOCTI CeHciB. PauioHanbHy aprymeHTauilo AUCKYTYBaHHSI 3MiHIOE
EeMOLINHICTb BUCMOBMIOBaHb; Yepe3 CMOHTaHHICTb | rinepTekcTyanbHICTb KOMYHIKaTMBHUX MPOLECIB PO3BUTOK AMCKYCii GyBae BaXKo
NPOCTEXMTU. 3BiACU BUHUKAE MUTAHHA MPO OCOGMMBOCTI (PYHKLIOHYBAHHS Ta yrpaBfiHHS npouecamu BipTyanbHOI ny6niyHoi cdepwm,
MacwwTab i rmmbuHa siKoi MOXYTb NepeBepLlyBaTV MOXIMBOCTI Aep)KaBHUX abo MiXKHapOAHWUX IHCTUTYTIB LWOAO ii perynoBaHHs.
Knro4oei cnoea: kynbmypa, epomadsiHCbKe Cycninbcmeo, yugposuli akmuegiam, Hosi Media, Mediamu3ayis, nybniyHa cehepa.
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3 NpUiHSTTAM 3akoHy Ykpaikn «[po BuLLy ocaiTy» | @TbHO-EKOHOMIYHOT MiAroToBKM Ans Gakanaspis (cnewi-
1 nunHs 2014 poky 3adeknaposaHo 3anpoBakes | AMiCTIB MENYHOTO Ta BETEPUHAPHO-MEONYHOTO Cripsi-
HOBMX 3acaj pyHKLIOHYBAHHS CUCTEMM BULLLOI ocBiTW. | MYBaHb) YCiX HaNpAMIB (CneujanbHocTer Ta ix 0bcary).
B iioro ocHoBy NokrnafeHo ineto akaaeMiyHol, opraHisaLiit- Avcuvnniva «®inocodpis» (3 kpeautn EKTC) sHaquna-
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TUB YMHHICTb iHWMA Hakas MOH YkpaiHu Big 9 nunHs | TIPHOCYCMIBHI ANCKYCII, kI HaCTO-TYCTO nepepoctant
2009 poky Ne 642 «po opraHizaLito BUBYEHHs rymatitap- | B A€0aT i cynepeykin HaBKONO NUTaHHS MPO KOPUCTD |
HUX AVCLWMNTIIH 3a BiNbHUM BUGOPOM CTyaeHTay. Lle osHa- | WKOAY BIA dinocodil Ta il MicLe B yHIBEPCUTETCHKMX
yaro, 30KpEMa, 1 aHyIoBaHHSI BCTAHOBNIEHOMO HUM ne- | OCBITHIX nporpamax. Tak, dinocod €.BucTpuubkuid
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