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This article deals with the problem of communication. Special attention has been paid to the issue of cross-cultural 
communication. It has been underlined that the problem of cross-cultural communication is extremely popular today because the 
international relations and international cooperation of Ukraine become more wide and strong during last years. Such situation 
demands the improvement of foreign language training. Perfect knowledge of foreign language is not enough today for successful 
professional cross-cultural communication. It is necessary to know culture, traditions, habits and mental peculiarities of the 
people of each partner- foreign country. It has been proved that successful cross-cultural interaction is possible in the case of 
following cultural norms and traditions of each country. It is also very important to pay attention to the psychological aspects of 
communication (types of temperament, character, individual biological rhythms).

Key words: cross-cultural interaction, psychological aspects of communication, types of temperament, character, individual 
biological rhythms.
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The article presents a historical overview of fundamental federal laws that encouraged inclusive education practices in 
the USA. The fi ve developmental phases have been identifi ed that clearly refl ect both the efforts of advocacy groups, parents, 
inspired educators and federal legislation shaping inclusive education. Inclusive practices rooted in special education that started 
developing in the 50s and 60s of the 20th century. Since exclusion practices were widely questioned in the courts, the Congress 
passed «The Elementary and Secondary Education Act» PL 89-10 (ESEA) in 1965, the fi rst law that targeted the excluded groups. 
The second phase was ushered by «The Education for All Handicapped Children» 94-142 (EAHCA) of 1975. Over the years it has 
been a landmark legislation that boosted the integration effort. The recent laws «No Child Left Behind» of 2001 and «IDEA 2004» 
marked the period of inclusion, making wide state assessment for children with disabilities mandatory. It was proved that systemic 
stability and implementation of existing regulations on the one hand and public awareness on the other hand is a key factor in 
ensuring the right to education to individuals with disabilities in the United States.

Key words: inclusive education, federal legislation, mainstreaming, children with disabilities, special education, general 
education environment.
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