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JIMHI'BOKOI'HUTUBHBIE XAPAKTEPUCTHUKHU KOHLEIITA
«AMEPUKAHCKHWI UHJIUBUJYATIA3M» (HA MATEPUAJIE AHIVIOSI3BIYHBIX
CJIOBAPEM U CITIPABOYHO-SHIIUKJIONEIUYECKOM JINTEPATYPHI)

lypsirnna E.H.

B cmamve codepoicumes ananuz oepunuyuii nexcuveckoti edunuysl «individualismy 6 pas-
JIUYHBIX AH2TIOSI3BIYHBIX CLOBAPSIX U IHYUKIONeOuyeckux uzoanusix. Ha ocnose ananuza mamepu-
aa 8bLOENAIOMCS OCHOBHbIE HANPABTIEHUS 8 MPAKMOBKE AHANu3Upyemo2o mepmuna. Ilpu smom
0coboe sHUMaHUe YOesemcs OYeHKAM U KOHHOMAYUSIM, 3AN0NCEHHbIM 6 PACCMAMPUBAEMbIX
onpeoeneHusix, Ha OCHOBAHUU 4e20 OCYWeCMEIAemcs NONbIMKA NOHAMb U CHOPMYIUPOBAMb
0a306ble TUHCBOKOCHUMUBHBLE XAPAKMEPUCMUKU KOHYENMA « UHOUBUOYanu3m». Bascno omme-
MUumsb, 4mo ¢ OAHHOU CMambe «UHOUBUOYATUM» PACCMAMPUBACMCIL KAK OCHOBONONA2AIOWUTL
KVIbMYPHbIll KOHYENm, 3aHUMAIOWUL 3HAYUMENbHOE MeCO 6 AMEPUKAHCKOU KapmuHe Mupd.
B ceés3u ¢ smum cmamos exkarouaem 0630p paziuiHbIX UCMOPUYECKUX COObIMULL, 8 3HAYUMETb-
HOU CMeneHu NoGIUABWUX HA (GOPpMUPOSanUe U pPa3eumue paccmampueaemoco KOHYenmd
8 cucmeme 63215008 U yeHnocmeti amepuxanya. Kpome moeo, npusedennvie 6 cmamuve ucmo-
pudeckue u Kyibmypoiocudeckue c6e0eHUsl 60 MHO2OM NOSICHSIIOM MY GANCHYIO POb, KOMOPYIO
uepaem KoHyenm «UHOUSUOYAIUIM» 8 AMEPUKAHCKOU KapmuHe Mupd.

KaroueBble c10Ba: KoHyenm, amMepukancKas Kapmuna Mupa, MEeHmaiumen, OeuHuylsl,;

C108APb, KOHHOMAayusl, OyeHKd.

THE LINGUOCOGNITIVE CHARACTERISTICS OF THE CONCEPT
«AMERICAN INDIVIDUALISM» (USING THE MATERIAL OF ENGLISH
MONOLINGUAL DICTIONARIES AND ENCYCLOPAEDIAS)

Shurygina E.N.

The article deals with the analysis of the definitions of the lexical unit «individualismy in
various English monolingual dictionaries and encyclopaedias. In the article, the main tenden-

cies in interpreting the term under consideration are singled out based on the analysis. Spe-
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cial attention is given to the connotations and evaluations contained in the definitions under
analysis, which serves as a basis for understanding and formulating the key linguocognitive
characteristics of the concept «individualism». It is important to note that in the given article
«individualismy is viewed as the underlying cultural concept, which has a prominent place in
the American worldview. In this connection, the article covers various historical facts that had
a significant impact on formation and development of the concept under analysis in the system
of American views and values Besides, the historical and cultural facts mentioned in the article
contribute to explaining the important role that is played by the concept «individualism» in the
American worldview.

Keywords: concept; American worldview, mentality; definition, dictionary; connotation;

evaluation.

ITon c1oBOM «MHIMBUAYAIN3M» MOYKHO IOHUMATh SIBJIEHUS] COBEPIICHHO PAa3HOTO XapakTepa: OT
CJIOKHBIX (PMIT0CO(CKUX KOHLETIUH 10 BO33pEHUI Ha )KU3Hb OTJENILHOTO yesoBeka. [oBops 00 ame-
PUKaHCKOM HallMOHAJIBHOM S3bIKOBOM KAPTUHE MUPA, «MHIUBUAYATU3M CIEIyeT pacCMaTpuBaTh Kak
OJIH U3 €€ KIIIOUEBBIX 3JIEMEHTOB, KaK OCHOBOIOJIAratoINN KOHIIETT, KOTOPbIM COCTABISAET BaXKHYIO
YacTh HALIMOHAJIBHOTO MEHTAJINTETa AaMEPUKAHIIEB.

JIaHHBINA KOHLENT MPHOOpEN CTOib 0OMbllIoe 3HaYeHHe Onarojaps LEJIoMy pALy KYJIbTYpPHBIX,
UCTOPUYECKUX U COLMATIBHO-TIOUTUYECKUX (aKTOPOB.

Paccyxnas o ponu mnauBuayanusma B Coeaunénubix llltarax Amepuku, uctopuk Herormrya
Apuenu, aprop kauru Individualism and Nationalism in American Ideology (1964), nmpociexuBaet
MyTh PAa3BUTHUS ITOTO KOHLIENTA M €r0 CTAHOBIIEHHS B Ka4eCTBE OJHOTO M3 KPaeyroJIbHBIX KaMHEH
aMepUKaHCKOM HalroHaibHOW maeonoruu. Kak ormeuaer aBTop, TepMuH «individualism» umeer
¢paniy3ckoe mpoucxoxaeHne. OH BO3HUK B cpejie MmocliienoBareneid gppaHiy3ckoro ¢uiaocodpa u
couuonora koHua XVIII — nayana XIX BB. Aupu CeH-CuMOHa U HCIIONIB30BAJICS B CYry0O OTpH-
LaTeJIbHOM 3HAaueHMM, 0003Hayasi Takue OOIIECTBEHHBIE pealid TOrO BPEMEHH, KaK pa3phiB Ipe-
€MCTBEHHOCTHU TOKOJIEHUH, OTCYTCTBHE HJICAIOB U BEPHI, COLIMATIBHOE PACCIOCHUE, «OECCOBECTHOE)
COpPEBHOBATENIBLHOE U DKCIUTyaTaTopckoe noseaexue [3: 211].

Kak ormewaercss B SHUUMKJIONEIMH Americana, B aHIJIMICKOM S3bIKE CIIOBO «HHAWBUIYaJIH3M»
ObUIO BIEPBbIE HCIIOIB30BAHO MPUMEHHUTENBHO K STaIMTapHON (TO €CTh MpeaycMaTpuBaroeil pas-
HbI€ IIPaBa U BO3MOXKHOCTH) MOJIENIH OOIIECTBEHHOTO ycTpoicTBa Ha npumepe CoenuHénnbix HTa-
ToB AMepukH. TeM He MeHee, U3HAYaJIbHO MOHATHE «HHIUBUAYAIU3M» CONPOBOXKIAIOCH KpaiiHe

HCTaTHBHBIMH OLICHKAMHM, 3aJI0OKCHHBIMHU B A3BIKC-MCTOYHHKCE.
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Tewm e meHee, yxe B 1839 rony B crarbe coopauka The United States Magazine and Democratic
Review TepMuH «MHANBUAYAIU3MY» MPUOOPETAET MOJIOKUTENBHYIO OKPACKy M HauMHAET TECHO ac-
COILIMUPOBATKLCS C AMEPUKAHCKUMU IIEHHOCTSIMU | ujeanamu. CaMo pa3BUTHE IIUBIIIM3AINH paccMa-
TPUBAETCS KaK 3BONIONMS (hOpM MHIUBUIyaTu3Ma. boiee Toro, IMEHHO B Pa3BUTUW WHIUBUIYaTH-
CTHYECKOTO MUPOBO33PEHHUS aBTOpP CTaThU BUAMUT 0co00e mpemanasHadeHue U qoiar CoennHEHHBIX
[ITaToB:

«The course of civilization is the progress of man from a state of savage individualism to that of
an individualism more elevated, moral and refined <...> The peculiar duty of this country has been
to exemplify and embody a civilization in which the rights, freedom, and mental and moral growth of
individual men should be made the highest end of all social restrictions and laws» [uuT. o: 3 op.cit.:
191-192].

CTouT OTMETHTbH, YTO AMEPUKAHCKUN MHIWBUIYATU3M SBISJICS U IO CHX IOp SIBISETCS Mpei-
METOM MHOTOYHCIICHHBIX O0CYXIeHUH u crmopoB. Jluckyccun 00 MHAUBUAYATU3ME M €r0 MECTE
B CHUCTEME I[EHHOCTEW aMepUKaHIla BO MHOTOM CIIOCOOCTBOBAJH CIIOYCHHIO 001IecTBa, POpMHpO-
BaHWIO HAIIMOHAJIBHON HICOJOTHH, OCO3HAHUIO aMEepUKaHIIaMU ce0sl KaK YHUKAIbHOW HaluH, 00-
JaIaloIel YHUKAIBHBIMUA BO3MOXKHOCTSIMH U TIepCIieKTHBaMHu. HecMoTpsl Ha TO, 4TO KaKk TEPMHH
«individualismy», Tak 1 0003Ha4aeMo€ UM SIBJICHWE UMEIN HeaMEPUKAHCKOE MPOUCXOXKACHHUE, (Pop-
MHUPOBaHHE KOHICITA «HHIUBHIYaTU3M» B €r0 aMEPUKAHCKOW BEPCHH CTAJIO BAXKHBIM (DaKTOPOM
CaMOOTIpEIeIICHHUS HAIINH.

OIHOBPEMEHHO TIPUYHMHON U CIIEJICTBHEM ITOTO CTajla 3aMEHa W3HAYAIBHO OTPHUIATEIBHON KOH-
HoTtanuu cnoa «individualism» B sI3bIKe-UCTOYHUKE HA MOJIOKUTENBbHYI0. Paccykaas o Takoi pe3koit
CMEHE SMOIMOHATIBLHO-IKCIIPECCUBHON OKPACKH CJIOBA U €€ HCTOPUYECKOM U KYIBTYPHOM 3HAYEHUU,
Heromrya Apusnu pe3toMUpyeT 3TO CIAEAYIONINM 00pa3oMm:

«The term, which in the Old World was almost synonymous with selfishness, social anarchy, and
individual self-assertion, connoted in America self-determination, moral freedom, the rule of liberty,
and the dignity of a man» [3: 193].

[TpoTUBOPEUHBOCT M HEOJHO3HAYHOCTD TIOHSATHUS «UHIANBUIYATH3MY» OTPAKACTCS U B CIIOBAPHOM
nauteparype. TeM He MeHee, 0011 0a30BbIi MPU3HAK MOHATHS «MHANBUAYATU3M» MOXKET ObITH Chop-
MYJIMPOBaH CJIEAYIOUIMM 00pa3oM: NMPU3HAHKUE MPHOPUTETA HHTEPECOB U MOTPEOHOCTEH OTIeIbHON
JMYHOCTU HaJ MHTEPECaMH M TIOTPEOHOCTSIMH TOTO WJIM MHOTO KOJIJICKTHBA, & TAK)KE YTBEPIKICHHE
a0COITIOTHOM IIEHHOCTH CBOOO/IbI IMYHOCTHU B OOIIECTBE. ITOT KOMIIOHEHT OOBEMHSET OTPE/ICIICHUS

NOHATHUS «MHAMBUAYanu3M» (individualism), BcTpedaronuecs B pa3inyHbIX HCTOUHUKAX.
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TepMuH «MHAMBUAYAIU3MY» 3aKPENUJICS B CIOBAPHOM COCTaBE aMEPUKAHCKOTO BapuaHTa aH-
IJIMICKOTO SI3bIKa BO MHOTOM OJiarofapsi HepeBoy KHUTH (HPAHIy3CKOTO MUCATENS U MOTUTHYECKOTO
nestens Anekcuca e ToxBuis «Jlemokpatusi B AMepuke» Ha aHIIMHACKUN s3bIK. B mpeaucioBun
nepeBogunk ['eHpu PuB 0OOCHOBBIBaeT MCIOJIB30BaHHWE UM B IMEPEBO/IEC 3aMMCTBOBAHHOTO CJIOBA
«individualism» TeM, 4TO HU OJIHO W3 U3BECTHBIX €My aHIIMUCKHUX CIIOB HE MOIVIO BBIPA3UTh COOT-
BETCTBYIOIIIEE TIOHATHE!

«I adopt the expression of the original [individualism], however strange it may seem to an English
ear, partly because it illustrates the remark on the introduction of general terms into the democratic
language...and partly because I know of no English word exactly equivalent to the expression» [ur.
no 3: 194].

Cam ToxBuJIb, paccMaTpuBasi MHAWBUIYaIM3M KaK SIBIIEHUE, MPUCYIIEE UCKIIOYUTEIBHO JIEMO-
KpaTHueCKOMY CTPOIO, BhIpa)KaeT KpallHe OTPUIIATENIbHYIO OIIEHKY JaHHOTO MOHATUS. ConocTaBiiss
WHIUBUAYAIU3M U 3TOU3M, OH MPUXOAUT K 3aKIIOYEHUIO, YTO WHAMBHUAYAIU3M MPEACTABISACT IS
oOmiecTBa ropaso OOJBIIYI0 ONACHOCTh, MOCKOIBKY OH CIIOCOOEH YHUUTOKUThH BCE OOIIIECTBEHHBIE
Omnara [4: 98]. OTu UHrepeHTHBIE OTPHUIIATEIbHBIC KOHHOTALUU OTPA3WINUChH B CIIOBAPHBIX Ae(PUHUIIN-
SIX CJIOBA «UHIUBUAYATH3IM.

Tak, B uactHOoCTH, B u3nanusix 1864, 1879 u 1884 rogos cnoBapst American Dictionary of the
English Language Hoa Ya6ctepa (Noah Webster) cnoBo «individualism» ompenensieTcst Kak «an
excessive or exclusive regard to one’s personal interest; self-interest; selfishness» [19]. 3aecs nous-
tus «individualism» u «selfishness» akTudecku npeacTaBiaeHbl KAK CHHOHUMBI.

B cnosape The American Dictionary of the English Language non penakuueit J[snusna Jlaiionca
(1910 rox) nana cnexyromas nedununus ciona «individualism»: «the state of regard to individual
interests instead of those of society at large» [9]. [lanHoe onpeneneHne NOCTPOEHO HA YETKOM IIPO-
THUBOTOCTABICHUH JINYHBIX MHTEPECOB HHTEpecaM o01iecTBa B 1enoM. [1o amMmormonansHo-3KCIpec-
CUBHOM OIIEHKE, JaHHOE OTpeAeNIEHUE MOKHO HAa3BaTh HEUTPAIbHBIM, HE BBIPAKAIOIIUM KaKUX-THO0
OTPUIATEIbHBIX ACCOIHAIIHIA.

Takum 006pa3om, MBI BUTUM, UYTO YTBEP)KICHHE WHIUBUAYyaIH3Ma B KaueCTBE OCHOBOIOJIATal0-
IIeT0 KOHIIETITa aMEPUKAHCKOW KapTUHBI MUpPA M MPOU3OMIEAIIAst B 3TOM CBA3M CMEHA WHTEPEHT-
HOM OTpHUIIATeNIbHON KOHHOTAIIMHU Ha TIOJIOKHUTENbHYIO a/IFePEHTHYIO HE HAIILIU MPSMOTO OTPAKECHUS
B CIIOBapHBIX CTaThsAX M3MaHuK KoHIAa XIX —Hayaima XXBB. ITO MOXKET OBITH CBSI3aHO C TEM, UTO
B CIIOBApAX (PUKCUPYIOTCSI B OCHOBHOM YCTOSIBIIIMECS B SI3bIKE 3HAYCHUS JICKCUUECKHUX STUHUI] U HaU-
Oosiee ycToiunBbIE KOHHOTAIMK. B yKka3aHHBIN BBIIIE MPOMEKYTOK BPEMEHU TMOJIOKUTEIbHASI AIMO-

IIHOHAJIBLHO-IKCIIPEeCCUBHAs OKpacka cioBa «individualism», kak B 001IeM-TO U CaMO CJIOBO, €/1Ba JIH

—39__



© CoBpeMeHHbIE HCCIICIOBAHUS COIMATBHBIX MTPOOJIeM (3JICKTPOHHBIN HAyYHBIN JKypHA),
Modern Research of Social Problems, Ne10(42), 2014

= www.sisp.nkras.ru

SIBJISUTACH YCTOSIBIICHCS] B CO3HAHUHU OOJIBIIIMHCTBA HOCUTENICH aMEPUKAHCKOTO BapUaHTa aHIIIUHCKO-
IO SI3bIKA.

Uro kacaercs ompezeneHuii cioba «individualismy, mpeacTaBieHHbIX B 0ojiee WIM MEHEe CO-
BPEMEHHBIX CJIOBAPSX M SHIUKIIONEINAX, MOXKHO BBIJICIIMTh TPH HAIPABJICHUS B TPAKTOBKE JIAHHOTO
ITOHSITHS:

1) MHAMBHIYyaIM3M KaK MPHOPUTET COOCTBECHHBIX HHTEPECOB, 3TOU3M;

2) WHIUBHIYaJTU3M KaK MPU3HAHKE TIpaBa JUYHOCTH Ha CBOOOY BBIOOpA;

3) MHAMBHIYyaJ W3M KaK MPOTHUBOIOCTABICHUE JIMYHOCTH OOIIECTBY, BIACTH, HHTEPECAM TOCY-

AapcCTBa.

3a4acTyro B paMKax OJHOM M TOM e CIOBAPHON CTAaThbH MOTYT OTPa)KaThCsl BCE TPH BhIIIETIEpE-
YHCJICHHBIC TCHJICHIIMH, TIOCKOJIBKY COCTABUTEIIM COBPEMEHHBIX M3JJAHUN CTPEMSTCS OTPa3uTh BCE
0oJiee WM MEHEee pacpoCTPaHEHHBIC B JIAHHOM SI3bIKOBOM KOJUICKTHBE TOUKU 3PCHHUS Ha OTMCHIBAC-
MOE SIBJICHUSI.

K mpumepy, B The Longman Dictionary of Contemporary English npuBonsTcs nBa onpenenenus
JTAHHOTO CJIOBA:

1) cucrtema B3DISIOB, COIIACHO KOTOPO# ITpaBa v CBOOOIa MHIMBHU/IA UTPAIOT HANOOJIEE BAYKHYIO
ponb B obmiectBe («the belief that the rights and freedom of individual people are the most
important rights in a society»);

2) MOBeNeHWE WM OTHOIIEHHE, IPU KOTOPOM YEJIOBEK COBEPIIACT MOCTYIKH, HE ONMUPAsCh Ha
MHeHus apyrux joneit («the behaviour or attitude of someone who does things in their own

way without being influenced by other people») [13].

B nmaHHBIX onpeneneHusX pa3rpaHUYUBAIOTCS COLMAIBHO-TIONIMTUYECKUN U JIMYHOCTHO-TIparMa-
THYECKUH aCTIEKTHI TIOHSTHUS «MHIHUBHIYaIU3M.

B cnoBape The American Heritage Dictionary of the English Language (1973 ron) unnusunaya-
JIM3M TIOHUMAETCs KaK MPEBOCXO/ICTBO JIMYHBIX HHTEPECOB MHIMBH/IA HA/I HHTEPECAMH TOCY/IapCTBa:
«the doctrine that the interests of the individual take precedence over those of the state» [8].

B onpenenenun, npusenénnom B The Longman Dictionary of English Language and Culture,
«UHIUBULyaJIH3M» PACCMaTPUBACTCS KaK OMPEIeIEHHBIA THIT MUPOBO33PEHUS, SBIISIOIINNACS OCHOB-
HBIM J1J1s1 cTpaH 3anana, ocodenno CIIA: «the idea that the rights and freedom of the individual are
the most important rights in a society, a central belief in most western countries, especially the US»
[14].
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B The Oxford English Reference Dictionary naércst Tpu onpenenaeHus coBa «MHIUBUTYaTU3M.
B nepBbIX AByX MHIMBUIYalU3M TECHO aCCOIMHUPYETCS C TAKUMHU KaueCTBAMH, KaK HE3aBUCUMOCTD
(«being independent») 1 yBepeHHOCTH B ce0€, CKIIOHHOCTh MOJIAraThCsl TOIBKO Ha COOCTBEHHBIE CHIIBI
(«self-reliance»):

«Individualism — 1. The habit or principle of being independent and self-reliant. 2. A social theory
favouring the free action of individuals» [17].

[Tpunararensubie «independent» u «self-relianty TpaguIIMOHHO BOCIIPUHUMAIOTCS aMEpHUKaHIIA-
MU KaK MOJOKHUTEIbHbIE KAYECTBA U BXOJAT B COCTaB (PyHAAMEHTAIBHBIX AMEPUKAHCKUX LIEHHOCTEH.
006 »ToM roBOpUTCS B paboTax MHOTHX KaK OTEYECTBEHHBIX, TaK U 3apyOekHbix aBTopoB (JI.JI. ba-
panoBa, T.}O. Ma, H.IO. 3amsatuna, Steve Lukes, Yehoshua Arieli, Frederick Jackson Turner, Ralph
Barton Perry, u ap.).

TpeTbe onpeneneHue ca0Ba «KUHIUBUIYATHU3MY) OTPAKaeT OTPHUIIATEIbHbIE KOHHOTAIIUH, KOTOPBIE
MOTyT OBITh 3aJ10’)keHbI B JaHHOM NoHATHH: «Self-centered feeling or conduct, egoism». Cnosa «self-
centered» («paying so much attention to yourself that you do not notice what is happening to other
people» — LDCE) u «egoism» («the belief that you are much better or more important than other
people» — LDCE) 0603Ha4aroT OTpULIATENbHBIN aCMeKT MOHITHS «UHANUBUAYAIU3M», CBSI3aHHBIH
C KOHIEHTpalueld WHANBHUAA UCKIIOYUTEIHFHO HA ce0e U CBOMX LIESIX U €ro MHHUMBIM MPEBOCXO/-
CTBOM HaJ IPYTHUMH.

Crout ormetuts, uto The Oxford English Reference Dictionary He siBsieTCsl €JMHCTBEHHBIM CO-
BPEMEHHBIM CIIOBapEM, B KOTOPOM HHIUBUAYATIH3M, MIPEKIE BCEro, (PaKTUUECKU OTOXKAECTBISCTCS
C 9TOM3MOM U MTO3TOMY CaMo CJIOBO 00J1a/1aeT OTPHUIATEIHbHON SMOIIMOHAIIEHO-9KCITPECCUBHON OKpa-
CKOM.

Tak, x npumepy, B Collins English Dictionary B crarbe, nocBsaménHoi cioBy «individualismy,
npuBeneHbl yeThipe Aeuaunuu. [IprmeyarenbHo, YTO Ha MEPBOE MECTO BBIHECEHO CIEIYyIOIIee
onpenenenue: «The action or principle of asserting one’s independence and individuality; egoism»
[11]. Kak u B mpenpiayiem mnpumepe, ciosa «individualism» u «egoismy ABISIOTCS 31€Ch CHHOHU-
MaMu.

Emé ogun npuMep HEraTUBHO OKPAIICHHOTO OMPEeNICHUs CJI0BA «MHIANBUAYATH3M» MOXKHO YBU-
netb B Cambridge International Dictionary of English: «the idea that freedom of thought and action
for each person is the most important quality of a society, rather than shared effort and responsibility»
[10]. CBobona mbicniu u aeiictBuii («freedom of thought and action») mpotuBomnocTasisercs 341eCh
KoJuTeKTUBHBIM ycmusiM («shared effort») u orBeTcTBeHHOCTH («responsibility») ¢ momorisio mpo-

THUBHTEIILHOTO 000poTa «rather thany.

4] —
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B psane cnoapeii onpenenenus cioBa «individualismy» BbIpa)aroT HIICHO MPOTUBOCTOSHUS OT-
JIEJIbHOM JIMYHOCTH KOHTPOIIO0 co cTopoHsl Bractu. K mpumepy, B Oxford Advanced Learner’s
Dictionary (2000) npuBoguTcs cineayroliee TojakoBaHue nanHoro ciosa: «the belief that individual
people in society should have the right to make their own decisions, etc., rather than be controlled
by the government» [16]. B nannoit nedununmu cHoBa ucnoib3yercs 060pot «rather than». IIpaso
JUYHOCTH Ha MPUHATHE COOCTBeHHBbIX perienuii («the right to make their own decisions») nmpotuso-
MOCTaBJICHO MPABUTEIBCTBEHHOMY KOHTpOIIO («be controlled by the governmenty). MuTepecHo, uto
MIPH 3TOM JIMYHOCTH MPOTHUBOIMOCTABISETCS HE OOIIECTBY, a IMEHHO IMpaBUTENbCTBY. CamMO CIOBO
«o01ecTBO» («society») ynorpeOsercs B MEPBON YaCTH CIOKHOCOYMHEHHOTO MPEIOKEHUS U CO-
CTaBJISIET c0BOcouYeTaHue co cioBoM «individual» («individual people in society»).

B ommuune or Oxford Advanced Learner’s Dictionary, B Macmillan English Dictionary for
Advanced Learners (2008) cBob6ona MHAUBH]I MPSIMO MPOTUBOIOCTABISAETCS HE TOJIBKO MPABUTENb-
CTBY WJIM BIIACTH, HO U Hy>kJ1aM obO1iectBa B 1esoM: « The belief that the freedom of individual people
is more important than the needs of society or the government» [15]. IIpoTuBornocTaBieHnue Beipaxe-
HO 37IECh Yepe3 CPABHUTEIBHYIO CTEIIEHb CPABHEHMSI MpUiIaraTeibHOro «important». Ilpumevarens-
HO, YTO BO BTOPOM ONPEICTICHUH U3 CIIOBapHOU cTaThH «individualism» qaHHOE MOHATHE paccMaTpu-
BAETCS KaK MOBEACHUE, OJM3KOE K STOU3MY, KOTJla MHIUBU]] HE YYUTHIBAET HHTEPECHI OKPYKAIOIIHX:
«The behavior of someone who does things in their own way without worrying about what other
people think or do.»

DOHuukionenus Britannica mpyUBOAUT JOBOJIBLHO MOJHYIO U B LIEJIOM MOJIOKUTEIHHO OKPAIICHHYIO
WHTEPIPETAINIO MOHITHS «MHIUBUIYATH3MY», COIIACHO KOTOPOM MO/ JAHHBIM CJIIOBOM CIIEIYET IO-
HUMATh MOJIUTUYECKYIO M COIHAIBHYIO CUCTEMY B3IIIAJI0B, KOTOPasi CTABUT HAa TMEPBOE MECTO CBO-
O0oxy MHAMBUAA U TPUIAET 0cO00€ 3HAUYECHUE CAMOCTOSTENIbHOCTH, CAaMOJOCTAaTOYHOCTH YeJIOBEKa
U OTHOCHUTEIHHOMY OTCYTCTBHIO OIpaHHMYEHHUN cO CTOpoHBI obmiectBa. [Ipu 3TOM cumraercs, 4To
HMHTEPECHl CPETHEr0 B3POCIOro YeNOBeKa HAWIYYIIUM 00pa3oM peau3yroTcsl B YCIOBUSX MaKCH-
MaJbHOU CBOOOBI B COYETAHUM C OTBETCTBEHHOCTBIO 32 BHIOOD 1INl U CPEICTB M UX JOCTHXKE-
Hus. Takum 006pa3oM, B OCHOBHBIE IIEHHOCTH UHIUBUIYATUCTUYECKOTO CO3HAHUS BXOST MOJIaraHue
Ha COOCTBEHHbIE CUJIBL, IPABO Ha JINYHOE MIPOCTPAHCTBO M YBOKEHHUE K IPYTUM UHIAUBUAAM. B cBoei
OTpHUIaTeIbHON (hopMeE HHIUBUAYATH3M MOJIpa3yMeBaeT MPOTUBOCTOSHUE BIACTH U JIIOOBIM (hopMam
KOHTPOJISl Ha/l MHIUBUAOM, OCOOCHHO T€M, KOTOPBIE UCXOSAT CO CTOPOHBI FOCYAapCTBa:

«...political and social philosophy that places high value on the freedom of the individual and
generally stresses the self-directed, self-contained, and comparatively unrestrained individual or ego.

<...> The individualistic theory of human nature holds that the interests of the normal adult are best
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served by allowing him maximum freedom and responsibility for choosing his objectives and the
means for obtaining them, and acting accordingly.<...> As a general attitude, then, individualism
embraces a high valuation on self-reliance, on privacy, and on respect for other individuals. Negatively,
it embodies opposition to authority and to all manners of control over the individual, especially when
they are exercised by the state» [18].

Croga «self-directed» («responsible for judging and organizing your own work, rather than getting
instructions from other people» — LDCE) u «self-contained» («complete and not needing other things
or help from somewhere else to work» — LDCE») nmoapa3yMeBarOT MOJIOKUTEIHHYIO SMOIMOHATh-
HYIO OKpacKy M MMEIOT o0Ilee 3HaYeHHE, KOTOPOe MOXHO 0003HAYHTh KaK «CaMOCTOSTEIbHOCTD,
noJjlaraHre Ha cOOCTBEHHBIE CHIIbD). [IprMedaTebHo, 9YTO B JAHHOM ONPEICIICHUN JIMYHas CBOOOIa
HE MPOTHBOPEYUT OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, & COUYETACTCSI C HEH, UTO MOMYEPKUBACTCS C TIOMOIIBIO COCTHU-
HUTEJNBHOTO coto3a «and» («maximum freedom and responsibility»).

XoTs B IpUBEIEHHOM BbIIIE 1e(HUHUIIMN YIIOMUHAIOTCS BO3MOXKHBIE HETaTUBHBIE CTOPOHBI HHM-
BUYaJIMCTHYECKOTO MUPOBO33PEHUS, OHO PAaCCMaTpPUBACTCS BKYIIE C OCHOBOIIOJATAIONIMMHU JTHOe-
paJIbHO-EMOKPATHYECKUMH LIEHHOCTSIMH U BBICTYTIAET KaK B [IEJIOM TTOJIOKUTEIHHOE SIBJICHHE 00111e-
CTBEHHO-TTOJIUTHYECKOH JKU3HU.

Bosuanuknoneann Americana (1961) mpuBoautes cienytoniee onpenenenue cioBa«individualismy:
«a regard for and emphasis of the individual. In the field of ethics, those doctrines which dwell upon
individual welfare and are based upon the dictates of individual feeling» [12]. CornacHo maHHOM
JNe(UHULINY, TTOHATUE «UHIUBUAYyAIN3M» 0a3upyeTcsl Ha Wjee WHIUBUIYAILHOTO OJaroCOCTOSTHUS
(«individual welfarey). CTOUT OTMETUTH, YTO CIOBO «welfare» nMeeT B aHIIMIICKOM SI3bIKE UCKITIO-
YUTEIbHO MOJIOKUTEIIbHBIE KOHHOTALUHU U ONIPEJIENIAETCS KAK CHHOHUM CJIOB «CUACThe» U «YCIEX»:
«1. Someone’s welfare is their health and happiness; 2. Help that is provided for people who have
personal or social problems». (LDCE);«The health and happiness of people, wellbeing» (Macmillan
English Dictionary for Advanced Learners).

B 6onee HoBoM m3nanuu sHImKIoneuu (1991) naéres emé 6onee moapoOHBIN aHAIN3 3HAYCHHUS
CJIOBA «MHIUBHyaan3M». [IloMHIMO BaKHBIX HCTOPHUECKUX CBEICHUI, KaCAFOIINXCS SBOJIIOIIUH JIaH-
HOTO TOHATHS, B cTaThe «individualism» roBoputcst 0 AByX crocodax ompeneneHus 3HaYeHUs TOTO
cnosa. [lepBoe («ideal definition») npeacrasiseT codboi Hanboee odIee onpeeIeHue HHINBHTY-
aJn3Ma Kak JIOKTPUHBI, KOTOpasi CTAaBUT MOTPEOHOCTH MHIUBHU/IA HA IIEPBOE MECTO, & OOIIECTBO pac-
CMaTpHBAaET KaK BCETO JIMIIb CPEICTBO sl yaoBieTBopeHus Hyx 1 muaHocTH («The first procedure

defines individualism as a doctrine that asserts the supreme value of the individual and sees society as
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only a means to the satisfaction of individual ends»). B aTom cMbicnie nonsitue «individualism» pesko
MIPOTUBOCTOUT MOHATHIO «collectivismy.

Uro e KacaeTcs BTOPOTO croco0a TONKOBaHUS TepMUHA «MHAMBHIyanmu3M» («historical
meanings»), OH MpeaycMaTpuBaeT MOMBITKY c(hopMyIHpOBaTh ONpeNeIeHne JaHHOTO CJI0Ba C yué-
TOM pa3HOOOpa3HBIX (AKTOPOB HCTOpPHUECKOro Xapakrepa. CormacHO SHIMKIONEeTUH Americana,
C pa3BUTHEM M YCIIOKHEHHEM OOIIECTBEHHBIX YUYPEKICHUNA M WHCTUTYTOB U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, PO-
CTOM 3aBHCHUMOCTH JIIONICH JPyT OT Apyra W3MEHIIOCh U MMOHUMaHUE CYIIHOCTH WHAWBHIYyaIH3Ma:
TIOJ] 3TUM CIIOBOM CTaJIM TIO/Ipa3yMeBaTh yKe He CBOOOIy OT OOIIECTBEHHBIX OTPAHUYCHUH, a CaMO-
peanu3anyio UHAMBHIA Yepe3 ydyacThe B OOIIECTBEHHBIX Aenax. YemoBek cBOOONEH Aenarh caMmo-
CTOSATENIbHBIN BBIOOD JIMIIB TOT/IA, KOT/A €T0 JeHCTBHS MOJIE3HBI Il o0mecTBa: «...individualism as
the realization of self through participation in society. Freedom of the individual became freedom to
do what was good for society» [12]. CornacHO 1aHHOM UHTEPIPETALNH, TTOHATHS «MHIUBH LY aTH3M»
U «KOJIJIEKTUBU3M» YK€ HE SIBIISIFOTCS TUaMETPAIbHO MPOTUBOMOIOKHBIMHU.

B HoBoM nonmHoM m3nanuu cinoBapst Webster’s Third New International Dictionary of the English
Language (V. II) Taxxe mpuBOIUTCS HECKOJIBKO onpeesenuii ciioBa «individualismy ¢ yu€Tom pa3HbIX
TOYEK 3peHUsI Ha 0003HauaeMoe UM siBiieHre. CortacHo cocTtaBuTelsiM cioBapst, «individualism» —
3TO, TIPEXKJIE BCETO, MPUOPHUTET JIMYHBIX HHTEPECOB HaJ/l BCEMHU OCTAIbHBIMHU, STHYECKUH ATOM3M: «the
ethical doctrine or principle that the interests of the individual himself are or ought to be paramount
in determination of conduct, ethical egoismy». [TomuMo 3TOTO, TTOT UHIUBHUIYATU3MOM MOXKET TTOHU-
MaThCsl KOHLETIHUS, COTJIACHO KOTOPOW JTUYHOCTh, MHAUBH SIBIIETCS UCTOYHUKOM U MEPHIJIOM BCEX
LIEHHOCTEM, mpaB U obs3aHHOCTE: «the conception that all values, rights, and duties originate in
individuals and that the community or social whole has no value or ethical significance not derived
from its constituent individuals» [20].

ITo cnoBam cocraBuTeNel, MHAUBUIYATU3M TaKKe MOXKHO PacCMaTPHUBATh KaK HEKYIO TEOPHIO,
COIVIACHO KOTOPOW IMpaBa JIMYHOCTH, OCOOCHHO T€, KOTOPHIE CBS3aHbI C SKOHOMUYECKUMH U TIOJIH-
THYCCKUMHU CBOOOJIAMHU, SIBJISIFOTCSI IIPUOPUTETOM B oOmiecTBe: «a theory or policy having primary
regard for individual rights and especially maintaining the political and economic independence of
the individual or maintaining the independence of the individual initiative, action, and interest (as in
industrial organization or in government)» [20].

Hakoner, B coBape MpUBOAUTCS U ONpeeTeHHe TePMUHA «UHIUBUAYATH3MY, CONlEepKalee OT-
punareabHble KOHHOTAIIMKM U MIPUPABHUBAIOIIEE MHIMBUIYaTU3M K COLMAILHON O€30TBETCTBEHHO-

CTH M 3rou3My: «any vigorous and independent striving toward an individual goal or any markedly
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independent assertion of individual opinions especially without regards for others or in defiance with
of an institution or larger authority».
JlaHHasi AeQUHUIUS COACPIKUT IMOIMOHAIBHO-IKCIIPECCUBHO OKPAIIICHHOE CIIOBOCOYCTAHUE
«vigorous striving», KOTOpO€ MPUBHOCUT B KOHTEKCT HEKOE ONIYIICHUE arpeCcCuH.
HWcxonst u3 aHaM3a CII0BAPHBIX JE(PUHHUIINN, MOYKHO BBIJICJIUTH CIICAYIONIHE TIMHTBOKOTHUTHBHBIE
XapaKTePUCTUKU KOHIIETITa «AMEPUKAHCKUN WHIUBUIYATU3M:
1) mpeoOrnamaHue TMYHBIX [TPAB WHAMBH/IA HAJl UHTEPECAMU TPYIIIIbI;
2) moJyilaraHue Ha CBOU CHJIBI, @ HE Ha MTOMOIIb U3BHE;
3) COMpOTHBIICHUE KOHTPOJIK CO CTOPOHBI 00mIecTBa. [IpuBeEHHBIC BBIIC HCTOPHUYCCKUE H
KYJIBTYPOJIOTMYECKUE CBEICHUS MOJATBEPIKIAIOT, YTO «UHIAMBHYaTH3M» SIBISCTCS Ba)KHEH-
IIIMM KOHIICTITOM aMEPUKaHCKON KapTUHBI MHPA, OJHOM U3 OCHOB aMEPUKAHCKOTO HAIIMOHAITb-

HOIro MCHTAJINUTCTA.

B ocjaoM, B CJ'IOBapHO—BHL[I/IKJIOHeI[I/I‘IeCKOﬁ JIATCPATypC B MOJIHOMN MCPC OTPAXACTCA IIPOTHUBO-
PEUUBOCTb U HCOAHO3HAYHOCTD IMOHATHUA «UHAWUBUAYAJIU3M», PA3JINYHBIC ACIICKThI €0 3HAYCHUS, a

TaK)Ke ero CocoOHOCTh O6J'Ia,Z[aTB KaK ITIOJIO)KUTCIIbHBIMHA, TdK U OTPULATCIIbHBIMHY KOHHOTAIUSAMM.
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