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A6akymoBa U.B., CaBueHko H.A.
MNpodeccnoHanbHble gUCNo3nLmn
KaK KOMMNOHEHT INYHOCTHOIO CTaHOBJNEHWA

B cmamee paccmampugaromcs pasuyHsie omeyecmaeHHsle U 3apybexHbie N00X00bl
K onpedesieHuro NOHAMUA «0UCNo3uyus». AHaau3upyemcs npedcmassieHue o CMbiC/1080U
o0ucno3uyuu 8 pamMKax CMuIC/1080U Meopuu U CMbIC/1006pazo8aHus. Packpeisaemcsa
CMpyKkmypd, Mecmo U 3Ha4eHue npogheccuoHaabHol 0uCcno3uyuu Kak popmsl CMbic-
s1080U Oucno3uyuu. [Toduepkusaemcs 8ausHUe NPogecCcUoHAbHOU OUCNO3UYUU HA
8bICMPAUBAHUE NPOHECCUOHANIbHOU CMpamezuu, ocywecmesieHue NPogpeccUOHAbHO-
opueHMUpo8aHHoU yyebHoU U NpogheccuoHanbHOU 0esmesbHOCMU NOCpedCcmeom
CMbIC/108bIX YCMAHOBOK.

Knioueeble cnoea: meopus CMbIC/1d, (hUKCUPOBAHHAS YCMAHOBKA, ammumio0,
OMHOWeHUEe, CMbIC/108as chepd, CMbIC/I006pa308aHue, CMbIC/108ds OUCNO3UYUS, Npo-
heccuoHaNbHAA OUCNO3UYUSA, CMbIC/I08AA YCMAHOBKA.

MHTepec K cMbICoBoOW NpobnemMaTike 0CTaeTcA NOCTOAHHbIM B OTEYECTBEHHOW U
3anafHoi ncuxonorumn. Bo3HMKHOBeHVe nHTepeca K faHHol npobneme B 3anagHom
NCUXONOrMm CBA3aHO C ncmxoaHanunsom (3. ®penig, A. Aanep, K.I. tOHr). B cepennHe
NpOoLUIOro Beka AaHHaa npobnema paspabaTbiBanach B ABYX HamnpaBfieHUsAX, pPa3nu-
YaloLWMXCA B NPeACTaBEHNN O PO U QYHKLMM CMbICA B AEATENbHOCTU IMYHOCTM:
1) Kak BbICLIaA MHTErpaTMBHaA ocHoBa NnuYHocTy (B. ®pankn, Ix. Pownc, A. Mayann,
@. ®eHunKe, K. bologxeHTanb) 1 2) Kak CTPYKTYPHbIA SN1eMeHT CO3HaHWA 1 feATenb-
HocTu (O. HbtoTTeH, P. Man, [Ix. Kennw).

B oTeuecTBeHHOW MCYXOSIOTUN TaKKe BbIAENAOT HECKOMbKO 3TanoB pa3paboTku
JaHHol npobnematuku: 1) BBeAEHUE NOHATAA «CMbIC/» 1 ero pa3paboTKa B KauecTse
6a3oBol kateropuv ncuxonorun (J1.C. Boirotckoi, A.H. Jleontbes, A.P. Jlypus); 2) ero
anddepeHUmaLma 1 NOABMEHNE HOBbIX NMOHATI, ONUCHIBAOLLMX CMbICIIOBYHO PeanbHOCTb
(A.T. Acmornos, b.C. Bpatycb, B.K. Buntonac, E.E. HacHoBckas, B.B. CronuH, E.B. Cy660TcKuii,
0.K. TuxoMunpoB); 3) UHTErpaLma Bcex NpeAcTaBneHNI 1 BOSHUKHOBEHWE KnaccudurKkauui
cmblcnoBbix obpasoBaHuii (A.l. Acmonos, b.C. bpatycb, ®.E. Bacuniok, b.B. 3elirapHuk,
B.A. ViBaHHMKOB, E.E. HacuHoBckas). Pap aBTopos (M.B. AbakymoBa, M.X. MalueKyalueBa
1 Op.) NPUAEPXKMBAETCA MHEHUA, YTO C cepeanHbl 1990 rofoB Hayancsa YeTBepTbI 3Tan
Pa3BUTUA TEOPU CMbICIA, XapPaKTePU3YOLUIACA MHTErPaLMei HAKONIEHHbIX B 06nacTy
NCUXOJIOMU CMbICTa 3HAHWI 1 NosBNIEHEM yHAAMEHTAsIbHbIX PaboT, NPeCTaBASOLNX
YeTKyI CTPYKTYpPY KoHLenuuu Teopun cmbicna (J.A. JleoHTbes, U.B. AbakymoBa).

HecmoTpA Ha AUHaMUUYeCKUA XxapaKTep Pa3BUTUA TEOPUM CMbICAA, PALA BaXKHENLLNX
aCneKToB CMbIC/IA M CMbICI006pa30BaHKA BCe elle 0CTaeTcsAs Masno pa3paboTaHHbIM.
[drHaMurKy nccnefoBaHNA CMbIC/IOBOIN peanbHOCTW JINYHOCTU B LIeSIOM MOXKHO npef-
CTaBUTb KaK ABVXeHWe OT NCCNefOoBaHNA HeMoCPeACTBEHHbIX, E4UHUYHBIX CTPYKTYP,
MN3MEHUMBbIX 1 BMJIETEHHbIX B peasibHyto AeATENIbHOCTb (MMYHOCTHBIX CMbIC/IOB) K UC-
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C1eJOBaHUI0 CaMbIX YCTONUMBbIX 06Pa30BaHMI, BEHUAIOLLMX BCHO XN3HeAeATeNIbHOCTb
JINYHOCTU (CMbBICN XKM3HW, LLEHHOCTU, CMbICIOXKM3HEHHAA KoHuenuuaA). [Mpy STOM MOXKHO
roBOPWTb O JOCTAaTOYHO LUMPOKOM UCCNEA0BAHMM TaKNX CTPYKTYP, Kak MOTUB, LLEHHOCTb,
CMBbICJT >KN3HW, IMYHOCTHbIV CMbICA 1 HEAOCTaTOYHOM UCC/IE[0BAHNMN MPOMEXKYTOUHOTO
3BeHa B BUAE NIAaTEHTHbIX CTPYKTYP, K KOTOPbIM B YaCTHOCTW OTHOCATCA CMbICNIOBbIE
Ancno3nummn. XoTa B nociegHee BpemMa BO3HUKAN NCCNef0BaHWA, MOCBALLEHHbIe ANC-
No3nLMAM IMYHOCTH, TAe OHWN PacCMaTPMBalOTCA Kak dpakTop TonepaHTHoCTH (Cyxux,
2006), kapbepHoro pocTa (OpkoBsa, 2007), ogHaKO A0 CYX MOP AaHHbIN GeHOMEH OCTaeTCA
Manou3syyeHHbIM. CyLLeCTBYIOT Takke onpefieNieHHble TePMUHONOrMYeCKme pasnuuns,
3aTpyAHAoLLMe NpoLecc aHanvsa Ancnosnuuii. B ncuxonorum cylectsyet Tpy 6iM3KNX
Mo cofiep>KaHIio TEPMIHA K MOHATMIO ANCNO3MLKMSA: PUKCMPOBAHHAsA YCTaHOBKA, aTTUTION
1 MOHATME OTHOLLEHUA B Teopun oTHoweHu B.H. MAacuwesa.

B.H. MAacuwies [6] xapakTepmr3yeT OTHOLLEHVEe Kak OCHOBaHHYIO Ha MHAVBUAYaNbHOM
orbiTe N36VpaTesibHy, 0OCO3HAHHYIO CBA3b YeNOBEKA CO 3HAUMMbIM AJ11 HEFO 06 bEKTOM,
KaK noTeHuMan ncmxnyeckom peakuymm MMYHoCTM B CBA3M C KaKUM-TM6O npeameToMm,
npoueccom unu dakTom fercteutenbHocTn. OTHOWeHUA, cornacHo B.H. Macuwesy,
BblpacTaloT U3 MHANBUAYANbHOMO 1 0OLLECTBEHHOrO OMbITa U YCTaHaBMMBAOTCA Kak
«cofiepKaTesibHble CBA3W C OKpy»atoLiel obLiecTBEHHOW AeCTBUTENbHOCTbIO» [8,
c. 15]. 'HbIMun cnoBamu, aBTOp paccmaTprBaeT OTHOLLEHNA Kak 06beKTVBHO peanbHO
CYLLeCTBYIOLLYIO CBA3b MeXAY NHAVBUAOM Y MpeaMeTaMn feiICTBUTENbHOCTA 1 OfHO-
BPEMEHHO KaK CyOBbeKTVBHYIO peanbHOCTb, MpYHaANexallyo CybbeKTy 1 oTpaxato-
LLIOCA B €0 CO3HaHMUMN.

B.H. Msicuwies [8] ynoTpebnsieT MOHATUA NCUXMYECKOTO OTHOLEHWS, NCUXOornye-
CKOTO OTHOLLEHUSA U CYObEKTVBHOIO OTHOLLIEHNA. B ofHOM MecTe OH NPsIMO YKa3blBaeT
Ha TO, UTO OTHOLUEHMA CBA3bIBAIOT YeNoBeKa He CTOIbKO C BHELHVMM CTOPOHaMU
Bellen, CKOMbKO C X CyLeCTBOM, C X CMbICIIOMY [7, €. 143], TeM cambIM yKa3biBasA Ha
CMbICNTOBYI0 MPUPOAY OTHOLLUEHUN, C Yem cornlaceH pag aBTopos (KokypuHa, 1990;
JleoHTbeB, 2003; MeTpos, 2001).

B otnnume oT ncuxmnyeckoro, NCMXoNornyeckoe OTHOLLEHKE XapaKTepu3yeTca Co-
3HaTe/IbHOCTbIO, MPOW3BONIbHOCTbIO, LIETOCTHOCTbIO, MHANBUAYANIM3NPOBAHHOCTbLIO, OHO
CBA3aHO C JINYHOCTHBIM CMbICJTOM, KOHKPETM3MPYeTCA B MHTepecaX, OLeHKax, yoexe-
HWAX, OCO3HAHHbIX MOTMBaX. CyObeKTMBHOE OTHOLLEHUE PacCMaTPUBAETCA B KOHTEKCTE
MEXMYHOCTHBIX OTHOLLEHWIA, Fie OHO «OTUYETIMBO MNPOABNAETCA B peakLMAX 1 AeNCTBMAX
06OHAPYKUBAIOLLIMX CBOIO OOBEKTUBHOCTb, @ IHAVBUAYASIbHO-MCMXONOTNYECKOEe CTaHOBUTCA
coumanbHo-NCKXoNnornyeckum» [8, c. 48]. Heobxogumo oTMETUTD, UTO B APYTX UCCef0Ba-
HISX CyObEKTUBHOE OTHOLLEHME IMYHOCTV 0603HAYAETCA KaK LUMPOKUIA KITacC CBA3aHHbIX
C NOTPeOHOCTHO-MOTMBALIMIOHHOW Chepolt ABNEHNI (LEHHOCTHbIE OPUEHTALUN, UHTEPECHI,
CUMNATIN 1 p.), CyObeKTMBHAA NO3MLMA IMYHOCTU B MUPE, ABNASACH OTPaXKaTesbHbIM Mo
CYTV 1 POAOBbLIM K MOHATUAM YCTaHOBKA, IMYHOCTHbIA CMbICA, aTTuTion [5].

0O606Lan NpeacTaBneHrsa o CTPYKType oTHoleHun (Macuwes, 1995; boganes, 1994;
CapprkBenaase, 1989; VinbuH, 2001), MOXXHO rOBOPUTb O HEM Kak O TPEXKOMMOHEHTHOM
o6pa3oBaHnK, B KOTOPOM BbiensaeTcaA: 1) KOHATBHbIA KOMMOHEHT, BblPa)KeHHbIN B
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MOTMBAX M BbITEKaOLWMX U3 HUX YCTAHOBKAX; 2) KOTHUTUBHbIN — cofep»Kallynin 3HaHUA
cybbekTa 06 06beKTe; 3) SMOLIMOHANBbHO-OLEHOUHBIN — MOKa3blBaoLLMIA SMOLIMOHAbHbIE
nepexXmBaHUA 1 OLleHKN CyObeKTa B agpec obbeKTa.

BTopbiM NoHATMEM, 6NIN3KUM K MOHATUIO ANCNO3MLNN, ABNAETCA NOHATNE GUKCU-
|pPOBaHHOW YCTaHOBKM, pa3paboTaHHoe B Teopun yctaHoBkM [.H. Y3Haa3e v ero no-
cnepoatenen LWW.C. MpaHruwswnnu, W.H. Yxaptuwswnnm n gp.

B pamkax Teopun yctaHosku [1.H. Y3Hagse [14] sbigennet ABa pofa yCTaHOBOK:
nepsuyHyto 1 ukcrposaHHyto. CornacHo B3rnaaam [1.H. Y3Hag3e, nepBryHan ycTaHOB-
Ka BO3HMKAET 1 MCYe3aeT nocse Toro, Kak COOTBETCTBYIOLMIA el NOBeAEeHYECKMI aKT
BbiNosHeH. OHaKo «oHaXAbl 06Pa30BaBLUAACS YCTAHOBKA He MCYe3aeT, OHa OCTaeTCs
y Cy6beKTa Kak rOTOBHOCTb K MOBTOPHOW akTyanu3auuy B Cllyyae NoBTOPeHVA Haasle-
Xawumx ycnosuiny [14, c. 13]. LLLH. YxapTuwsunu ykasbiBaeT Ha To, UTO GUKCMPOBaHHas
YCTaHOBKa €CTb «COCTOAAHME XPOHUYECKOro NopAaKa, KOTOPoe MOXeT COXPaHATbCA B
VNHAKTVBMPOBaHHOM Buae, 6e34eNCTBEHHO, B TeUEHMe AHEl, Heflenb 1 MecALEB, MHoraa
Ao camoit cmepTu» [14, c. 14-15]. OyHKUMIO yNpaBieHUa akTyanbHOW [eATeNbHOCTbIO
OCyLLecTBAAET TONbKO NepBUYHan YCTaHOBKA, a GUKCMPOBaHHAasA e yCTaHOBKa CyLlie-
CTBYeT NIaTEHTHO, He MeA HeNOCPeACTBEHHOIO Bbixofa B NoBeAeHue (YxapTuwsnnu,
1971; Npanruwswmnu, 1975). O npoasneHnn GUKCUPOBAHHOW YCTaHOBKM CyAAT MO TeM
NCKaXKeHMAM, KOTOpble OHa BHOCUT B MPOLIeCC MOBEAEHUA. DTW OLNOKN 1 NCKaXKeHNA
roBOPAT O TOM, UTO B PAAE ClyyaeB GUKCMPOBaHHaA yCTaHOBKA MOXET NpuobpecTtu oT-
HOCUTESIbHYIO0 CAMOCTOATENBHOCTb Y HE3aBUCMMOCTb OT 3ajauu, NOCTaBNEHHON Nepefs,
cy6bekToM. DMKCUMPOBaHHasA YCTaHOBKa, TaKMM 06pa3om, NpefCcTaBnseT cobol rotos-
HOCTb YesioBeKa K MHOrOKpaTHOMY MOBTOPEHUIO ONPeAeneHHOro cnocoba AencTBuii
B YC/IOBUAX, B KOTOPbIX OHa BO3HMKIIA, MOCKONbKY B HEl «OTPa)eH U COXPaHeH ToT
OTpe30K 06EKTUBHOW AeICTBUTENIbHOCTI, HA OCHOBE KOTOPOro CamMa OHa co3fanach
1 6bina 3apukcnpoBaHa» [14, c. 26-271.

BO3HMKLLMI BONPOC O COOTHOLLUEHNW NMOHATUI OTHOLLIEHWA 1 YCTaHOBKM pelLuasnca
pa3HbIMU aBTOPaMM NO-pa3HOMY. B HEKOTOPbIX KOHLeNUMAX YCTaHOBKM 1 OTHOLLEHWNA
paccmaTprBanmch Kak pasHble CTPyKTypbl (Hopakngse, 1979; Capaxsenaase, 1985;
Weposua, 1979), B Apyrux — faHHble MOHATUA paccCMaTPMBaNNCh Kak ABe CTOPOHbI
OfHOTO ABNEHNA — coumanbHol ycTaHoBKM (Hagmpalusunu, 1970; JleoHTbes, 2003).

WccnepoBaHue counanbHbiX YCTAHOBOK MMeET ANUTENbHYIO0 NCTOPWIO, MaBHbIM
06pa3om B amepuKaHckon coumanbHoi ncuxonoruu (I Onnopt, M. Cmut, K. XoBnaHg
nap.).

Mo MN.H. Wnxupesy [15], coumanbHana ycTaHoBKa (attitude) — noHATUE, ynoTpebnaemoe
B COLMOJIOrM U COLMANbHON NCMXoNnornm ana ob03HauyeHns ycTonurBomn npegpac-
NOJIOXXEHHOCTW, FOTOBHOCTU UHAMBMAA WAV TPYNMbl K AeNCTBUIO, OPUEHTMPOBAHHOMY
Ha couManbHO 3HaUUMbI 0ObeKT. MNoA coumanbHOM YCTaHOBKON NMOHUMAETCA MCUXO-
nornyeckoe nepexvBaHne NHAMBUAOM LEHHOCTY, 3HaYeHNA, CMbIC/1a COLMaNbHOTO
06beKTa, COCTOAHNE CO3HAHMA NHAVBYAA OTHOCUTENIbHO HEKOIN LIEHHOCTU.

B coumnonornm noHAT1e coumanbHON YCTaHOBKM NCMOMb30Banoch Brepsble Y. To-
Macom 1 ®. 3HaHeL KK [20] Ana 0603HaueHMA opreHTaLU MHAMBMAA B KaUeCTBe UneHa
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rpynnbl OTHOCUTENBbHO LeHHOCTEeW rpynnbl. [na HUX coumanbHasa yCcTaHOBKA — 3TO
CyObeKTVBHblE OpMeHTaLUMM NHAVBUAA Kak YneHa rpynmbl, 0OWHOCTY unu obLecTsa
Ha Te UK NHble LLEHHOCTW, NPeANUCbIBatoLLne onpeaesieHHble CoLnanbHO NPUHATbIE
cnocob6bl noBefeHUs. [OTOBHOCTb YenoBeKa AeCTBOBATb ONpeaeneHHbIM 06pa3om B
onpepeneHHbIX CUTyaumsax, 06ycnoBieHHasA LEHHOCTHLIMU OPUEHTaLMAMMU.

I. OnnopT faeT WNPOKoe TONKOBaHWe aTTUTIoAY, PacCMaTprBasn ero Kak <HepBHO-
NCHUXMYeCcKoe COCTOAHME FOTOBHOCTM, 06YCNOBIeHHOE MPOLLIbIM OMbITOM 1 OKa3bl-
BalolLlee HanpaBsnAoLLee Un AMHAMMYECKOe BNAHME Ha peakuumn NHANBMAA Ha BCe
06BEKTbI 1 CUTYaLIMK, C KOTOPbIMI OH CBsi3aH» [16, c. 810]. B pamkax cBoeli Teopuu yepT
JIMYHOCTV OH TaK M 06PA30M PacCMaTPUBAET JINYHYIO ANCMO3MLMIO, KOTOPasi MO3BOJIAET
13y4aTb YESTIOBEKA, ero YHUKaNbHY NHANBUAYaNbHOCTb. YepTbl Y INYHbIE 4MCNO3ULNA
peanbHO CyLLeCTBYIOT B YEIOBEKE, OHM HEMOCPEeACTBEHHO He HabNAAOTCA 1 JOKHbI
ObITb BbIBEAEHbI 113 MOBEAEHNS.

B sHUMKNONeanyeckol ctaTbe aTTUTIOAbI ONPEeAENAITCA HECKONBKO YXKe KaK «rnpea-
pacnonoXeHHOCTb KnaccuduumMpoBaTh rpynrbl 06 EKTOB N ABIEHUIA U pearnpoBaTth
Ha HUX B onpeaeneHHOM COOTBETCTBUN C UX oLeHKom» [19, ¢. 360]. 1. Kay n 3. CTotnaHg,
WCKIOYAIoT U3 onpefenieHna aTTUTIoAa TEHAEHUMIO K pearnpoBaHnto, onpesenvs ero
KaK TEHLEHUMIO, UK «NPepPacioNoXXeHHOCTb NHAMBMUAA ONpeaeneHHbIM 06pa3om
OLleHNBaTb OOBbEKT UNK ero cumeosn» [18, c. 428].

B pamkax coumanbHO-NCUXONOrMYeCKX MCCNeA0BaHNIA CIOXKIMNACh TPAANLMOHHAA
KOHLIeNumaA TPEXKOMMNOHEHTHOW CTPYKTYPbI COLManbHOM ycTaHOBKM: 1) apdeKTUBHbIN
(cBsI3aH C SMOLMOHANbHOW OLIEHKON 00bEKTA); 2) KOTHUTUBHDIN (BblpaXkaeT OCO3HaHMe
YyenoBekoM 06bEeKTa COLManbHOM YCTaHOBKM); 3) MOBEAEHUYECKUI (3aKIioYaeT B cebe
peasnbHble AeCTBISA, HanpaBeHHble Ha 06beKT). OfHaKO cpean nccnefoBaTenen fo cnx
Nop NPOAOITKAKTCS CNOPbl OTHOCUTENBHO TOTO, KAKOW 113 Ha3BaHHbIX KOMIMOHEHTOB MrpaeT
pelLualoLLyto POSib 1 KaKOW U3 HUX ABNAETCA AeCTBUTEIbHBIM OOBEKTOM U3MEPEHNA.

MepeocmbicneHrem pe3ynbTaTtoB, HabpaHHbIX B 3TON TpaauLUun, ABUNACb KOH-
Lenuua AUCNOo3NLMOHHOW perynaumm couranbHOro NoBefeHns NMYHOCTH, paspabo-
TaHHana B.A. Agosbim [10]. Incno3numnoHHana KOHLEeNUMA xapakTepusyeT nosegeHmne
JIMYHOCTM B 3aBUCMMOCTM OT COCTOAAHMA ee FTOTOBHOCTY K onpefeneHHOMy Crnocoby
genctens. B.A. ipoB paccmatpurBaeT ANCAO3ULNMN INYHOCTY, KaK «PUKCUPOBAHHbIE B
ee coLManbHOM OnbITe NPeApPacnoNOKeHHOCTV BOCMPUHUMATL 1 OLleHUBaTb YC/I0BUA
[eATeNbHOCTHY, a TaKXKe JeliCTBOBaTb B 3TUX YCIIOBUAX ONpefeneHHbIM o6pa3zom» [10,
¢. 3]. ABTOp paccmatpurBaeT 4MCNO3MLUN IMYHOCTI KaK MepapXmnyecKm OpraHM30BaHHY
CUCTeMy, BEPLUMHOW KOTOPOW AIBAAETCA 06LLas HanpaBleHHOCTb MHTEPECOB 1 CUCTEMA
LIEHHOCTHbIX OPVEHTaLUNI Kak NPOAYKT BO3LAENCTBMA 0OLIMX COLMANbHbBIX YCTOBUINA,
CpefHUM YPOBHEM — crcTeMa 06061 eHHBIX COLMaNbHbIX YCTaHOBOK Ha pa3HOObpa3Hble
coumarnbHble 06beKTbl, @ HYXHUI 06Pa3ytoT CUTYaTMBHbIE COLMAlIbHbIE YCTaHOBKM KaK
FOTOBHOCTY K OLleHKe 1 1eICTBUIO B KOHKPETHBIX YCIOBUAX AEATENIbHOCTU. DTO TaKKe
NO3BOJISIET CMOTPETb Ha CoiepKaHne ANCNO3MLMN JOBOJSIbHO LWMPOKO.

MoHMMaHne aTTUTIOA0B Kak GUKCUMPOBAHHBIX B COLMaNIbHOM OMblTe Npegpac-
NONOXKEHHOCTeN, T.e. MOHMMaHMe aTTUTIoAA Kak creundryeckoro YacTHOro ciyyvas
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dUKCMpPOBaHHbIX YCTAaHOBOK, AOBOJIbHO pacnpocTpaHeHHo (Hagupawsunu, 1974;
MpaHrnwewnu, 1975; Capgxeenagse, 1981 u gp.).

M3 npoBeileHHOro aHanv3a NoOHATU BUAHO, YTO ANCMO3ULMNA TOSTKYETCA JOBOSIbHO
LUNPOKO, HAYNHAA C ee OTOXKAECTBIIEHNA C aTTUTIOAOM, N OTHECEHME K HAM LIeHHOCTHbIX
OopueHTaLuii, NoKyca-KoHTponsA, 6a30BbIx NpeacTaBeHnii o npupoae Yenoseka [11,12],
¢ duKcnpoBaHHo ycTaHOBKOW [13], BNNOTb A0 CTUPaHUA Pasnnymnii Mexay Ancnosmumen
1 yCTaHOBKOW 10 YACTO BpeMeHHOro ¢pakTopa [2, c. 45]. OgHaKo AaHHble pa3nnumna Ka-
CaloTCA NPOABNEHNA ANCNO3NLMN B Pa3SINYHbIX KOHTEKCTaX U CUTYaLMAX, B OTHOLLEHNN
cofiepXKaHnA JaHHbIX MOHATUA MOXHO BbIAENNTb PAA CXOAHbBIX MOMEHTOB, KOTOpble
3aKJ/I0YaETCA C OJHOWN CTOPOHbI B €ANHCTBE BbIAENAEMbIX B HUX CTPYKTYPHbIX KOMMO-
HEHTOB (KOHATUBHbIV, KOTHUTVBHbIN 1 abPEeKTUBHBII), C IPYroi CTOPOHbI — CXOXECTbIO
onpepeneHus yepes GrUKCUPOBAHHYIO B OMbITE NPeApPacronoXeHHOCTb, yCTONYMBYIO
rOoTOBHOCTb. [laHHOEe CXOACTBO B NOCNEeACTBMM MO3BOINT HaM OrPaHNUYUTLCA OOHUM
NOHATMEM, MOHATMEM CMbICIIOBOI ANCMO3ULNN.

B dunocodunm cywectsyeTt noHATME ANCMO3MTMBA, TaK»Ke 6NM3Koe Mo CBOeN CyTu K
NOHATUIO «ancnosnuymax». Qucnosutus (dispositif (Gp) — nopagok, pacnonoxeHve Kak
«MCNO3NLMA», @ TaKXKe YCTPONCTBO, MeXaHN3M) — TePMUH NpefnoxeHHbin M. Oyko,
«pUKCUpyOLWNIA CUCTEMY CTPaTermyeckux OpPMEHTMPOB LiesienonaraHua, UMMANLUTHO
3a/laBaeMyto XapaKTepHbIMM /1A TOro UM MHOTO COLMYyMa KOMIMIEKCOM «BNACTU-3HaHUAY,
1 BbICTyMaKOLWeNn MaTpuLei KOHOUIYpUPOBaHUA KyNbTUB/PYEMbIX 3TM O6LLECTBOM
npakTnk» [9, c. 332]. M. Dyko paccmaTtprBaeT ANCNO3UTUB Kak MMMAINLUTHBIA MHBapUaHT
TUMNOBbIX CTPATErnii OCYLLECTBAEHWA TOW UM MHOWM NPaKTUKK, aKLEHTUPYA BHUMaHMe
Ha ero cTpatermyeckoi dbyHkUmU. laHHas GyHKUMA ANCNo3uTnBa, packpbitas M. Dyko,
BMOJIHE COOTHOCKTCS C ANCMO3ULMENA, YTO CTaHeT 3aMeTHO, 06PaTUBLLNCH K MPeACTaB-
NEHUIO O CTPYKTYpe cMbicnioBoli coepbl [1.A. JleoHTbeBa.

MpepcTaBneHya o CMbICIOBOW AVCMO3ULIMI NMOKa3bIBaeT CAMOCTOATENbHOCTb JAHHOTO
baKTopa B pamMmKax CMbICJIOBOV TeOpUY 1 CMblC006pa3oBaHmsA. AHaNM3Mpya CMblCIIOBble
cTpyKTYypbl, [.A. lleoHTbeB [4] BbIBOAUT OCHOBHbIE CTPYKTYPHO-GYHKLNOHANbHbIE CO-
CTaBnALLYEe CMbICIOBON chepbl YenoBeKa 1 ONUCHIBAET X B3anMogaeicTare. CornacHo
npencTaBneHNAM paccMaTpUBaeMOro aBTopa, CMbIC/ioBas chepa YenoBeKa COCTOUT U3
Tpex YPOBHEN CMbICNIOBbIX CTPYKTYP, KOTOPble CBA3aHbl GYHKLMOHANbHbIMK CBA3AMM
1 PeanusyioTca B NpoLecce CMbiCI006pa3oBaHus.

K nepBomy ypOBHI0 OTHOCATCA JIMYHOCTHbIE CMbIC/Ibl U CMbIC/TOBbIE YCTAHOBKM,
OKa3blBaloLLMe HEMOCPECTBEHHbIE PEryNATOPHbIE BO3AENCTBUA Ha CTPYKTYPbl AeATENb-
HOCTU 1 06pa3a Mupa. Bropolt ypoBeHb COCTaBNAT MOTVBbI, CMbIC/IOBbIE KOHCTPYKTbI
1 CMbIC/IOBbIE AUCMO3MLUN. TV CTPYKTYPbl OTBETCTBEHHDI 32 CMbIC/I0O00Pa30BaHUe 1
YUYacTBYIOT B PErynATOPHbIX MpoLieccax onocpefoBaHHO Yepes NopoxaaemMbie UMu
CTPYKTYpPbl NepBOro ypoBHA. TPeTUiN ypOBEHb — BbICLLIME CMbICIbl, K KOTOPbIM OTHOCATCA
NINYHOCTHbIE LIEHHOCTMW.

B pamkax nHTerpanbHOM MOAENN CMbICIO06pa3oBaHUs, NpeanoxkeHHon U.B. Aba-
KymoBoW [1], CMbIC/I0Bble KOHCTPYKTbI, CMbIC/IOBbIE ANCMO3ULNN TaKxKe NpUHaanexaT
K 30He MoTeHLManbHbIX CMbICI006Pa3yoLNX CTPYKTYP.
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[.A. JIeOHTbEB rOBOPUT O CMbICJIOBOI AMCMO3MLMN B KOHTEKCTE CMOCOBHOCTU
NIMYHOCTUN K COXPAHEHMIO C/IeJOB CMbIC/IOBOrO OMbITa B BMAE 3aPMKCUPOBAHHOIO
NaTEHTHOIO MHAKTUBUPOBAHHOIO YCTOMUYMBOrO OTHOLEHNA CyObeKTa K 06beKTam U
ABNEHNAM LEeNCTBUTENbHOCTY, UHBAPUAHTHO 3HAYMMbIM B Pa3/INUYHbIX KOHTEKCTaX NH-
AVBUAYaNbHOW XMN3HeAeATeNIbHOCTM 1 NPOABAAIOWMXCA B cneundnyecknx spdekrax
CMbICJIOBOTO PerynMpoBaHna feAaTenbHOCTU. ABTOP NpefnaraeT BblAeNnATb B Hel ABe
CTOPOHbI — COAepKaTeNbHYI0 1 AMHAMUYECKYIO — TEM CaMbIM YKa3biBasA Ha ABOVHYIO
ee NpupoAy: Kak ABIEHNA coflepaTeNbHOro, peHOMEHONOrMYECKOro, U Kak ABNEeHNA
YCTaHOBOYHOW NPUPOAbI, T.. MPeApacrnonoKeHHOCTU.

[.A.JTeOHTbEB CUMTAET, UTO OTHOLLEHUE NPEACTaBNsAET COOO0 GEHOMEHONOTNYECKYIO
CTOPOHY CMbICIIOBbIX AUCMO3MLUIA. DT OTHOLIEHWSA MOTYT ObITb PA3fIMYHON CTEMNEHN
0606LWEHHOCTN — OT OTHOLIEHUS K 4MHNYHBIM 06 bEKTAaM O OTHOLWEHMUA K LieNbiM
Knaccam o6beKToB, Mpryem OTHOLIEHUA MOTYT AuddepeHUNPoBaTbCA BHYTPY ITUX
KNaccoB, OTHOLIEHUA K LIeOMY MOXET OblTb OTIMYHBIM OT OTHOLLUEHWA K ero YacTsaMm.
«[pn KaxkAOM HOBOM CTOJIKHOBEHUW B MPAKTUYECKON AeATENbHOCTM CO 3HAYUMbIMM
obbeKTaMu 1 ABNEHVAMY, YXKe CYLLeCTBYIoLLee OTHOLLEHME K HM CyObeKTa oborallaetcs,
pononHaeTca n guddepeHUMpyeTcs 3a CYET PaCKPbITHA HOBbIX CMbICIIOBbIX CBA3EN, UTO, B
CBOIO OuUepe/ib, MOXeT MPUBOANTL NGO K yKpenaeHuio, 6o, HaNnpPOTMB, pacllaTbiBaHIO
MNCXOQHOro OTHoweHMA» [4, . 209]. OTuM NogYepKMBaAETCA UX OTIMYME OT CMbIC/TOBbIX
CTPYKTYP BbICLIEro ypoBHA (LIeHHOCTel), KOTopble YKOPeHEeHbI B CTPYKTYPe TIMYHOCTH
1 CMeHa KOTOPbIX ABNAETCA KPU3NCHBIM MOMEHTOM XM3HegeATenbHocTn. O Hannuum
YCTONUMBBIX OTHOLLEHWU MOXHO CYAUTb MO ONpeAeneHHbIM MHBAPUAHTHbIM OCOOEH-
HOCTAM NnoBefeHVsA Cy6beKTa Mo OTHOLLEHUIO K OAHMM 1 TEM e 06beKTaM B Pa3HbIX
KOHTeKCTax geAatenbHocTu. Bmecte ¢ tem [.A. JIeOHTbEB OTMEYAET, UTO CMbIC/IOBbIE
ANCMO3ULNN HE UMEIOT HEeMOCPeACTBEHHOIO BbIXOAA B AeATeNbHOCTb. CMbIC/IOBbIE ANC-
Nno3nLMmn B KOHKPETHOM CUTYaLIMK aKTyann3npyoTca Yepes NopoXaeHne IMYHOCTHBIX
CMbIC/NOB 1 CMbIC/IOBbIX YCTAaHOBOK aKTyasIbHOWN AeATeSIbHOCTH, «CTPEMALLMXCA MPUBECTU
HanpaBneHHOCTb AeATENbHOCTU B LLIENTOM UMM OTAENbHbIX €€ 3MN3040B B COOTBETCTBUE
C YCTOMUYMBBIMU BHECUTYATUBHbBIMY ANCNO3ULMAMK» [TaMm e, . 209].

[oBOpPA 0 BbIXOAE coAepKaHUA CMbICIOBbIX AUCMO3NLUIA B AEATENbHOCTb U MO-
BefleHVe YenoBeKa, He06Xo4MMO 06PaTUTLCA K UX AUHAMUYECKON CTOPOHE, TO eCTb K
OUKCMPOBAHHBIM CMbIC/IOBbIM YCTaHOBKaM. Kak otmevaeT [1.A. JIeOHTbEB B KOHTEKCTe
CMbIC/TOBOW TEOPUU, «yKa3aHNe Ha COLMaNbHOCTb YCTAaHOBKM NPeACTaBNAETCA N3NNLL-
HUM... JINYHOCTHbIE CTPYKTYPbI, B KOTOPbIX PUKCUPYETCA CMbICSIOBOW OMbIT CyObEKTa,
VIMEIOT NPVHLMNNANIbHO OAHO U TO e CTPOeHMe BHE 3aBUCMOCTI OT TOFO, Perynvpytot
NN OHU chepy coLManbHOro NoBefeHVs UK nHble chepbl aeaTenbHoCcTUy [4, c. 208].
[.A.JleoHTbeB NpeanaraeT paccMaTpUBaTh COLMaNbHYI0 YCTaHOBKY KaK YaCTHbIV Clyyan
CMbICNIOBOW ANCNO3MLMK (C YeM aBTOPbI JaHHOW PaboTbl cornacHbl). Bo BHyTpeHHei
CTPYKTYpPE CMbIC/IOBOW ANCMO3ULNN KaK ABEHUN YCTAaHOBOYHOW MPUPOAbLI MOXXHO Bbl-
OennTb TP KOMMOHeHTa: 1) NpeAMeTHYI0 COCTaBALLYIO, T.e. OTpaXeHne 00beKTa, K
KOTOPOMY Cy6beKT YCTONUMBO OTHOCUTCS; 2) CMbICSTOBYHO COCTaBIIAIOLLYIO, T.€. OTPaXKeHne
KOHKPETHOrO CMbIC/1a AaHHOFO 06BEKTA; 3) MOBEAEHYECKNA KOMMOHEHT.
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[.A. NeoHTbes, Bcnep 3a M. OuwbeiiHom n A. AiizeHom [17], npeanaraeT He npu-
N1CbIBaTb MOBEAEHUYECKMNI KOMMOHEHT CTPYKTYpe CaMoii ANCMO3MLNNK, MOCKOSbKY U3
CMbIC/IOBOV ANCNO3ULMM HENb3A BbIBECTU KaKNe-NTM60 KOHKpEeTHble aenctaus. OHM
dopmumpytoTcs, Kak otmeuaeT [1.A. JleoHTbeB, Ha OCHOBe aKTyanbHOW YCTaHOBKM, dop-
MUPYIOLLENCA, B CBOIO oUYepefb, Ha OCHOBE AUCMO3MLUN MOA BMAHUEM CUTyaLnmn 1
C y4eTOM HanpaB/IeHHOCTY eATeNIbHOCTY, 3ajaBaeMoi MOTUBOM. B cBA3M € 3TUM, aBTOp
npegnaraeT BblAeNATb B CMbIC/IOBON ANCNO3MLMM Ba KOMIMOHEHTa — NPeaMETHbIN 1
CMbIC/TOBOA.

Kak oTmMeyanoch BbllLe, IMYHOCTHbIE CMbIC/Ibl Y CMbIC/TIOBbIE YCTAaHOBKM ABNAIOTCA
TaK)Ke NPON3BOAHbIMY OT CMbICNIOBbIX Ancno3uumin. CornacHo [.A. JleoHTbeBy [4],
OTHOLLEHVE MeXAY ANCMO3ULMEN N MOTUBOM AEATENbHOCTM CBOAMTCA K ABYM TMMam:
1) MOTUB BbICTYMaeT AeTePMMUHAHTOM aKTyanu3aunm B 4eATENbHOCTY PENEBAHTHbIX eMy
CMbIC/IOBbIX AUCMO3ULIMIA, Yepe3 CMbICSIOBOV KOMIMOHEHT AUCNO3ULMY; 2) aKTyann3aums
CMbICJIOBbIX AUCMO3ULMIA Yepes UX MPeAMETHbI KOMMOHEHT, KOrga CMbICJI006pa3oBa-
HUe OKa3blBaeTCA HMKaK He CBA3aHO C KOHTEKCTOM aKTyaslbHOWN AesTenbHOCTU. ABTOP
roBOPUT O TOM, YTO MCTOYHMKOM CMbICJ1a BO BTOPOM Cilyyae BbICTYMNaloT He MOTHBbI, a
3HauMMble 06EKTbI, OTHOLLEHME K KOTOPbIM YKOPEHEHO B CTPYKTYpe JINYHOCTM B BUAE
YCTONUMBOW CMbICTIOBOW AMUCNO3MLMI. B CBA3M C 3TVMM MOTYT BO3HUKaTb PaccornacoBaHusA
Mexay ANCNO3NLMOHHBIM (Ha OCHOBE NPEeAMETHOIO KOMMOHEHTA) Y MOTVBaLMOHHBIM
CMbICI006pa3oBaHMeM (Ha OCHOBE CMbICIOBOIO KOMMOHEHTA). DTO MPOVCXOANT, KOrga
YeJIOBEK B XOfle AeATeSIbHOCTU CTaNKMBAEMCS C OObEKTOM, UMEIOLLUM AJ1A HETO YCTON-
UMBbIN CMbICH, 3adUKCUPOBaHHBIN B ANCNO3ULMN. «[TOCKONbKY akTyann3npyowasaca B
3TOM C/lyyYae CMbIC/IOBasA AMCMNO3MLMA He CBA3aHa C CUCTEMON CMbICSIOBO perynaumm
[laHHOW AesATeNbHOCTM, OHA MOXET ABUTbCA UCTOYHMKOM JINYHOCTHbBIX CMbICIIOB ”
CMbIC/IOBbIX YCTAHOBOK, HE COBMAZAOLLMX MO CBOEN PErynupyioLLel HanpasieHHOCTH
C JINYHOCTHBIMM CMbICJZIOM 1 CMbIC/TOBBIMW YCTAHOBKaMU, e TEPMUHUPOBAHHBIMA aK-
TyanbHbIM MOTMBOMY [TaMm Xe, €. 211-212].

PaccornacoBaHue grucnosnumnin 1 MoTrBa AesTeNIbHOCTU 3aBUCUT OT X «CMbIC/0-
BOro 3apsaga» (JleoHTbes, 2003). 3T0O paccornacoBaHye MOXET NOPOAUTL Nperpagbl Ha
nyTW OCYLEeCTBNEHNA faHHOW AeATENbHOCTU, NN MOXET NPUBECTU K 06pa3oBaHuio
COBEPLUEHHO HOBOFO MOTVBa U HOBOW AeATeNIbHOCTY, BbI3BaHHbIM HEMpegHaMepPeH-
HbIM BIAAHMEM CMbICNIOBbIX ANCMO3MLNIA Ha NPOTEKaHKe akTyanbHOW AeATeNIbHOCTY.
311 npouecchl 6binm nsyyerbl O.M. KpacHopsaaueBoii [3], BbigenvBLiei B CMbICTIOBOA
perynayumn geAatTenbHOCTY ABa BUAA CMbIC/IOB: CMbIC/Ibl, MOPOXKAEHHbIE aKTyanbHOMN
NoTPeBHOCTBIO 1 aKTyaNlbHbIM MOTUBOM, 1 CMbIC/Ibl, MOPOXKAAtoLMe aKTyasbHY Mo-
TpebHocTb. O.M. KpacHopsaguesoii [3] yganocb 3KCnepuMeHTanbHO NnokasaTtb, UTo
BHECUTYaATMBHbIE INYHOCTHbIE CTPYKTYPbI — INYHOCTHbIE GUKCMPOBAHHbIE YCTAaHOBKM
— aKTMBHO y4yacTBYIOT B PErynaLny AeaTeNlbHOCTU, MOPOXKAAA CUTYaTUBHbIE SMOLUN 1
aKTyasibHble YCTaHOBKM, B3aVIMOCBA3aHHble B eflHble SMOLIMIOHaNIbHO-YCTaHOBOYHbIE
Komnnekcobl. Mpyn o6HapyXeHUK B MaTepunane AeAaTeslbHOCTY NO3HaBaTeNbHOIo
NpoTUBOPeYNA MPONCXOAUT obecLieHBaHME CMbICSA aKTyanbHOW (Heno3HaBaTenb-
HOW) AeATeNnbHOCTY, pa3pylueHre GyHKLUMOHMpPYoLWero 1 ¢opMrpoBaHme HOBOroO
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3MOLMOHAaNIbHO-YCTAHOBOYHOTO KOMIJIeKca, obycnoBnamBatoLero nobyxaeHme K
HOBOW, 6onee LeHHON, feATenbHoCcTU. CMbIC/IOBbIE ANCNO3ULMM MPEeACTaBNATCS
MEeXaHN3MOM CMeHbl AeATENbHOCTY, <MX aKTyanm3aLuma BblpaxaeTca B MOPOXKAEHUN
AKTYanbHbIX INYHOCTHbBIX CMbIC/IOB 1 CMbIC/IOBbIX YCTAHOBOK, CTPEMALLMXCA NpuaaTh
LeATeNbHOCTY, B KOTOPOW OHW BO3HWKIW, HANPaBAeHHOCTb, COMMacyoLLyCA C Hanpas-
NEHHOCTbIO CMbICNOBOW Ancnosnuums» [4, c. 212-213]. X 3gecb Mbl MOXem roBOpUTb O
CMbICNOBOW ANUCNO3ULUMN B CTPATEMMUYECKOM acreKkTe, Kak O CMbIC/IOBOW CTPYKTYpe,
KOTOpan ornocpefoBaHHO, Yepe3 NOPOXAEHMA IMYHOCTHBIX CMbIC/IOB U CMbIC/IOBbIX
YCTaHOBOK, BHOCMT CBOW BKNag B BbIpaboTKy CTpaTernn JOCTUXEHUA TOW WU NHOA
Lenu geatenbHocTy. [pryem HeO6X0AUMO NOAYEPKHY Tb MMEHHO ONMOCPEA0BAaHHOCTb
CBA3U C LieSIblo B AUCMO3NLUN.

Takum 06pa3om, MOXKHO BbIAENNUTb PAL XapPaKTEPUCTUK CMbIC/IOBOI AUCMO3ULMN:
1) ABNEHVE ABONHON NPUPOAbI, T.e. PEHOMEHOSTOMNMUYECKOE 1 IMHAMUYECKOE OAHOBPEMEH-
HO; 2) 3adUKCMPOBaHHOE, TATEHTHOE, UHBAPVAHTHOE, MHAKTUBNPOBAHHOE, yCTONUYMBOE
OTHOLLEHME U FOTOBHOCTb; 3) CMbICI006pa3ytoLas CTPYKTypa CMbICIOBOI cdepbl iny-
HoCTWY; 4) obnafaeT ABYXKOMMNOHEHTHON CTPYKTYPOW; 5) UMeeT cTpaTernyeckunin acnexTt
bYHKUMOHMPOBAHWA, BHOCA BKMAA B BbIPabOTKy CTpaTernv [OCTVMXEHNA Lienn.

MO>HO roBOpUTb O TOM, YTO CMbICNIOBbIE ANCMO3MLUN INYHOCTU B OTHOLLIEHUN K
npodeccnu, npodpeccroHanbHoO feATeNbHOCTM MOTryT NprobpeTaTb Gopmy npodeccro-
HanbHbIX ANCMO3ULNIA, KOTOPbIM, Mbl CHATaEM, MPUCY LU BblA€NEHHbIE XapaKTePUCTUKN
CMbICNOBBIX ANCNO3ULMIA. [podeccmoHanbHble fUcnosnuym 6yayT OKasblBaTb BAVAHME
Ha NPodeCcC1OHaNbHO-OPUEHTPOBAHHYO YUYebHY!O 1, BO3MOXHO, Ha GyayLuyto npodec-
CUOHANbHYIO AeATENbHOCTb, ABNIAACH ONOCPEAOBaHHbIM MeXaHN3MOM BbICTPanBaHNA
npodeccroHanbHON cTpaTernm.

C ogHOW CTOPOHbI, MpodeccroHanbHaa AMCNO3NLMA CONMPUKAcaeTcs C MOTMBOM
aKTyanbHOWN AeATeNIbHOCTU 1 BCTyMNaeT C HM BO B3aUMOAENCTBUE, C APYTrOoN CTOPOHDI,
obnafaeTt CBOMM COOCTBEHHbBIM YCTONUMBbBIM OTHOLLEHWEM WV YCTONYMBBIM CMbIC/IOM,
KOTOPbIN TaKKe MOXET reHepunpoBaTh CBOM crieuduyeckme MHTEHUMN. laHHble CTOPOHbI
B peasibHOM NOBEeAEeHUN 1 IeATeNbHOCTYN YeNIoBeKa MHTErpUpYHOTCA B OCOOG0M KauecTse,
BbIPa)KaACb B CMbIC/IOBbIX YCTaHOBKAX, KOTOPble OKa3blBalOT y>Ke HeNnoCcpeACTBEHHOe
B/INAHME Ha aKTyaNbHO NPOTeKaloLLyio AeATeNIbHOCTb. BBUAY Yero Bo3mMorKeH cTpaTte-
rMYecKnin acnekT GyHKLMOHMPOBaHUA NPodeCcCoHanbHON ANCNO3NLNN.

Mcxops 13 3Toro, B CTPYKType NpodeccmoHanbHOM AUCNo3nLmun LenecoobpasHo
BbI[IENATb: COAEPKaTeSIbHO-CMbICTIOBOI KOMMOHEHT, 3aKMoyaloLLyi 3aduKCMpoBaHHOE 1
YCTONUMBOE OTHOLLIEHME K CBOE MPodecchin 1 ee KOMMOHEHTaM; AMHAMMNYECKINiA KOMMO-
HEHT; CBA3aHHbIV C MOTUBAMU YUYeOHO Ui NpodeccMoHanbHON AeATeNbHOCTH, U TPETUIA
KOMMOHEHT — CMbIC/IOBYI0 YCTaHOBKY Kak MHTerpaTopa cogep»kaTefibHO-CMbIC/IOBOTO 1
IVHaMNYeCKOro KOMMoHeHTa. B ;laHHOM KOHTeKCTe Mbl naem Bcnef 3a [.A. JIeoHTbeBbIM,
NOHVMasA NOA CMbICIOBbIMM YCTAHOBKaMV COCTABAIOLLYIO MCMOSTHUTENbHbIX MEXaHW3-
MOB [JeATeSIbHOCTM, OTParkaloLLlyto B cebe >KU3HEHHbI CMbICTT 06bEKTOB, Ha KOTopble
3Ta [ieATeNIbHOCTb HanpaBneHa, i GeHOMEeHONOrMYecKy NPOABAAIOLLYIOCA B Pa3fINUHbIX
dopmax Bo3aencTBUA Ha NpoTeKaHKe akTyanbHOW AeATeIbHOCTU.
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Ecnu copeprkaTtenbHasa CTOPOHA ANCNO3MLUM COOTHOCUTCA C MOTMBOM A€ATENbHO-
CTW, TO NpodeccrmoHanbHas AUCNO3NLMA YKNaabliBaeTcs B 00LLyto NpodeccroHabHyio
cTpaterno. Ho BO3MOXHbI Clyyau, KOrga oHa MOXeT BXOAWTb B paccoriacoBaHme
C MOTVBOM AeATeNIbHOCTW. Hanpumep, CTyAeHT-NCKXON0T XOUeT ObITb YCMeLHbIM Ncu-
XOJIOTOM U 3HAET, YTO ANiA 3TOro HeobXOAMMO MosyYaTb COOTBETCTBYIOLIME 3HAHMS,
pa3BrBaTb B cebe onpefeneHHble KauecTBa, OAHAKO B peasibHO AeCTBUTENIbHOCTM
MNMEET HeraTVBHOE OTHOLLEHUE U Npefy6exaeHye K yuebe Kak TakoBOI, HEKOTOPbIM
npenmMeTam obpa3oBaTeNlbHOrO CTaHAapTa, MpenofaBaTensam, APYrMm NCUXONoraMm,
KJIeHTaM, MCUXONOrMYecKm TeopUsM, K cebe Kak K MCUMXONOory U T.4., Toraa OH 13bu-
paeT nyTb K NOCTaBNEHHOM Liefi B COOTBETCTBMU C STVMU YCTOMYMBBIMUA OTHOLLEHUAMM.
B nocnepgHem cryyae 3HauvMble AniA NpodeccroHanbHO-0PUEHTUPOBAHHON YYEOHON
LeATenbHOCTY 06BEKTbI BHOCAT CBOW BKNaf B AOCTVKEHVE LieSIN [eATeNbHOCTU Yepes
CMbIC/IOBbIE YCTAaHOBKM, CGOPMMPOBAHHBIE YCTOMUMBBIM W TATEHTHLIM OTHOLLEHVEM.
Y cTyaeHTa nosBnseTca n3bmpartenbHOe OTHOLWEHUE K 3HaHWAM, MPOABAAIOLLEecs B OT-
60pe TeX KOMMOHEHTOB, KOTOPbIE COOTBETCTBYIOT CMbIC/TIOBbIM YCTaHOBKaM.

B cBA3K € 3TUM BO3HMKaeT npobrnemMa onpeaeneHrs Nogo6HbIX yCTONUMBbBIX OTHO-
LUEeHWI CTYAEHTOB-NCKXOMNOroB, 06pasyoLLrX CBOETrO poAa CMbIC/IOBOV $OH, B pamMKax
KOTOPOro OCYLLECTBAAETCA BbIOOP LieNel Y CPeACTB aKTyanlbHOW JeATENbHOCTY, a TaKKe
VX BIIUAHUA Ha BbIOOp Lenelt 1 cpeacTs npodeccrioHanibHO-OpUEHTUPOBAHHOM, 1 fianee
npodeccrmoHanbHo feAaTeNbHOCTY, VX BKNaj B BbICTpauBaHue obLiei npodeccmoHanb-
HOW cTpaTernm. 3Toro, B YaCTHOCTU, MOXKHO JOCTUYb, UCCIIEAYA CMbIC/IOBbIE YCTAaHOBKMY,
B KOTOPbIX peanu3yercs cogepkaHue npodeccnoHanbHON ANCno3numm.
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Abakumova l.V., Savchenko N.A.
Professional Dispositions as a component
of personal formation

Different theoretical approaches to “disposition” are represented in this article. The
particularities of the dispositions as the sense disposition in the theory of sense are de-
scribed here. The structure, role and particularities of the professional disposition as a
form of a sense disposition are shown in this article. Notice that professional dispositions
influence the arrangement of a professional strategy through sense directions.

Key words: the theory of sense, a fixed attitude, an attitude, a relation, a sense sphere,
a sense - formation, a sense disposition, a professional disposition, a sense attitude.

The interest in sense problems remains continual in home and western psychol-
ogy. Therrise of interest in the given problem in western psychology is connected with
psychoanalysis (Z. Freud, A. Adler, and K.G. Jung). In the middle of the previous cen-
tury the given problem was elaborated in two directions, differing in their notion of
the role and function of a sense in an individual’s activity: 1) as the highest integral
basis of an individual (V. Franckle, J. Royse, A. Powel, Ph. Phoenix) and 2) as a structural
element of conscience and activity (J. Neuttan, R. May, J. Kelly).

In home psychology several stages of the elaboration of the given problem can
also be singled out: 1) the introduction of the concept “sense” and its elaboration as a
basic category of psychology (L.S.Vigotsky, A.N. Leontiev, A.R. Luria); 2) its differentia-
tion and the appearance of new notions, describing sense reality (A.G. Asmolov, B.S.
Bratus, V.K. Willunas, E.E. Nasinovskaya, V.V. Stolin, E.V. Subbotinsky, O.K. Tikhomirov);
3) the integration of all the notions and the appearance of classifications of sense for-
mations (A.G. Asmolov, B.S. Bratus, Ph. E. Vasiluk, B.V. Zeigarnik, V.A. lvannikov, and E.E.
Nasinovskaya). A number of authors (such as I. V. Abakumova, M.Kh. Mashekuasheva)
hold the opinion that from the middle of 1990s onwards the fourth stage of the devel-
opment of the theory of sense has begun, which is characterized by the integration of
knowledge, accumulated in the field of psychology of sense and by the appearance
of fundamental works, representing a precise structure of the conception of theory of
sense (D.A. Leontiev, I. V. Abakumova).

Despite the dynamic character of the development of the theory of sense, a
number of the most important aspects of sense and sense formation still remain not
enough elaborated. The dynamics of the investigation of an individual’s sense reality
on the whole can be represented as a movement from the investigation of immediate
individual structures, changeable and incorporated into real activities (an individual’s
senses) towards the investigation of the most steady formations, concluding all the
life and activity of an individual (the sense of life, values, the sense of life conception).
Moreover one can speak about the broad enough investigation of such structures as
a motive, a value, and sense of life, an individual’s sense and about the insufficient

20



ISNN 1812-1853 ® RUSSIAN PSYCHOLOGICAL JOURNAL ¢ 2008 VOL.5 # 1

N

investigation of the intermediate section in the form of latent structures to which in
particular sense dispositions can be referred. Though there have appeared investiga-
tions recently, devoted to individual dispositions, where they are regarded as a factor
of toleration (Sukhikh, 2006) and a career growth (Jurkova, 2007), however up to now
this phenomenon remains little investigated. There exist also definite terminological
differences that hamper the process of the analysis of dispositions. In psychology there
exist three terms of the notion “disposition” close in meaning: a fixed attitude, an atti-
tude and the notion of “relation” in the theory of relations created by V.N. Miasischev.

V.N. Miasischev [12] characterizes a relation as the one based on an individual’s
experience, as a selective and a realized connection of a person with the object sig-
nificant for him, as a potential of the psychical reaction of an individual in connection
with some object, process or fact of reality. According to V.N. Miasischev, relations
appear from the individual and public experience and are established as “relations
with the surrounding public reality full of content”[8, p.15]. In other words, the author
regards relations as an objectively, really existing connection between an individual
and the objects of reality and at the same time as a subjective reality which belongs
to the subject and is reflected in his conscience.

V.N. Miasischev [13] employs the notions of a relation, psychological and subjec-
tive. At one place he indicates directly that “relations connect a person not so much
with external sides of things but with their essence and sense” [14, p. 143], in such a
way indicating the sense nature of relations, which a number of authors agree with
(Kokurina, 1990; Leontiev, 2003; Petrov, 2001).

As distinguished from a psychical one, a psychological relation is characterized by
consciousness, arbitrariness, integrity, individualization, and it is connected with an
individual’s sense and is specified in interests, evaluations, realized motives. A subjec-
tive relation is regarded in the context of interpersonal relations, where it “distinctly
manifests itself in the reactions and actions disclosing their objectivity and an individ-
ual - psychological relation becomes social - psychological”[13, p. 48]. It is necessary
to note that in other investigations an individual’s subjective relation is designated
as a broad class of phenomena (such as a value system, interests and likes and oth-
ers), connected with the requirement — motive field, as a subjective position of an
individual in the world, being reflecting as a matter of fact and kin to the notions of “a
directive, an individual’s sense, attitude” [10].

Summarizing the ideas of the structure of relations (V.N. Miasischev, 1995; Bodalev,
1994; Sargveladze, 1989; lljin, 2001) one can speak about it as about a three — compo-
nent formation in which the following is singled out: 1) a connotative component, ex-
pressed in motives and directions resulted from them; 2) cognitive which contains the
subject’s knowledge of an object; 3) emotional - evaluative which displays emotional
experiences and evaluations of the subject towards an object.

The second notion close in meaning with the notion of “disposition” is the notion
of a “fixed attitude” elaborated in the theory of attitude by D.N. Uznadze and his fol-
lowers Sh. S. Prangishvili, Sh. N. Chkhartishvili and others.
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Within the framework of the theory of attitude D.N. Uznadze singles out two kinds
of attitudes: primary and fixed. In accordance with the opinion of D.N. Uznadze, the
primary attitude appears and disappears after the act of behaviour corresponding to
it is fulfilled. However, “the attitude once formed does not disappear, it remains by
the subject as a willingness to the recurring actualization in case of the recurrence of
appropriate conditions” [3, p. 13]. Sh. N. Chkhartishvili points to the fact that a fixed
attitude is “a state of chronic order which may remain intact in an inactivated condi-
tion, inactively, during days, weeks and months, sometimes till the very death” [3, p.
14 - 15]. It is the primary attitude which implements the function of the control of the
actual activity and the fixed attitude exists latently, without having the direct yield to
some kind of a conduct (Chkhartishvili, 1971; Prangishvili, 1975). The manifestation of
a fixed attitude is judged by those distortions which it introduces into the process of
conduct. These mistakes and distortions signify the fact that in a number of cases the
fixed attitude may acquire a relative self — sufficiency and independence from the task
set before the subject. In such a way, the fixed attitude represents the willingness of a
person to the multiple recurrence of a certain way of actions in the conditions in which
it has appeared because “it is that section of the objective reality that is reflected and
preserved in it on the basis of which it itself has been created and fixed” [3, p. 26 - 27].

The arising question about the correlation of the notions of “relation” and “attitude”
was solved by different authors in a different way. In some conceptions attitudes and
relations are regarded as various structures (Norakidze, 1979; Nadirashvili, 1970; Le-
ontiev, 2003).

The investigation of social attitudes has a long - term history, mainly in the Ameri-
can social psychology (G.Allport, M. Smith, K. Hovland and others).

According to PN. Shihirev, “attitude” is a notion used in sociology and social psy-
chology for the designation of a steady predisposition, a willingness of an individual
ora group to the action oriented to a socially significant object. Under an attitude one
can understand the psychological experience by an individual of the value, mean-
ing and sense of a social object, the state of an individual’s conscience of a relatively
certain value.

In sociology the notion of an attitude was first used by W. Thomas and F. Znanezky
[20] for the designation of an individual’s orientations as a member of a group with
regards to the values of this group. For them an attitude is the subjective orientations
of an individual as a member of a group, community or society towards this or that
values which prescribe precise socially accepted ways of conduct. This is the willing-
ness of a person to act in a certain way in certain situations conditioned by the orien-
tations in the system of values.

G. Allport gives a wide interpretation of an attitude, regarding it as “the nervous —
psychic willingness conditioned by previous experience having a guiding or dynamic
influence on an individual’s reactions to all the objects and situations which he is con-
nected with”[2, p. 810]. Within the framework of his theory of individual characteristic
features he, in such a way, considers a personal disposition which lets him study a
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person, his unique individuality. Features and personal dispositions really coexist in a
person; they are not directly observed and must be deduced from a conduct.

In an encyclopedic entry attitudes are defined somewhat narrower as “a predisposi-
tion to classify groups of objects and phenomena and respond to them in a certain cor-
respondence to their evaluation”[11, p. 360]. L. Katz and E. Stotland exclude the tendency
to reaction from the definition of an attitude, defining it as a tendency or “a predisposi-
tion of an individual to evaluate an object or its symbol in a certain way” [6, p. 428].

Within the framework of social — psychological investigations the traditional con-
ception of a three — component structure of an attitude has been established: 1) an
affective component (it is connected with the emotional evaluation of an object); 2)
a cognitive component (it expresses the realization by a person of the object of an
attitude); 3) behavoural component (it contains real actions directed to the object).
However, among the researchers till now there continue disputes concerning the fact
which of the named components plays a deciding role and which of them is the ef-
ficient object of measuring.

The reinterpretation of the results assembled in this tradition has become the con-
ception of the dispositional regulation of the social behaviour of an individual elabo-
rated by V.A. Jadov [15]. The dispositional conception characterizes the behaviuor of
an individual depending on the state his willingness to a certain way of an action. V.A.
Jadov regards an individual’s dispositions as “predispositions to perceive and to evalu-
ate the conditions of an activity fixed in his social experience and also to operate in
theses conditions in a certain way” [15, p. 3]. The author regards an individual’s dispo-
sitions as a hierarchically organized system the apex of which is the general reference
of interests and a system of values as a product of impacts of general social conditions,
the medium level of which is constituted by a system of generalized attitudes to vari-
ous social objects and the lower level of which is formed by situational attitudes as
willingness to evaluation and operation in the specific conditions of an activity. This
also allows looking at the content of dispositions widely enough.

The understanding of attitudes as fixed in the social experience of predispositions,
that is the understanding of an attitude as a specific particular case of fixed attitudes is
enough spread (Nadirashvili, 1974; Prangishvili, 1975; Sargveladze, 1981 and others).

From the conducted analysis of notions one can see that a disposition is interpreted
widely enough beginning from its identification with an attitude and the attribution to
them of the system of values, the locus - control, the basic ideas of a person’s nature [17,
5], with a fixed attitude [7], up to the erosion of differences between a disposition and
an attitude to a purely temporal factor [18, p. 45]. However, the given differences con-
cern the manifestation of a disposition in various contexts; with respect to the content
of theses notions one can single out a number of similar moments which consist, on
the one hand, in the unity of structural components singled out in them (connotative,
cognitive and affective); on the other hand, - in the similarity of the definition through
the predisposition fixed in the experience, a fixed willingness. The given similarity will
consequently let us confine to one notion, the notion of a sense disposition.
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In philosophy there exists the notion of “dispositive”, also close in its essence to the
notion of “disposition”. A “dispositive” (dispositif (Fr.) — an order, an arrangement as a “dis-
position’, and also an organization, a mechanism) is a term offered by M. Phucko, “which
fix the system of strategic landmarks of purposefulness, implicitly given by the com-
plex “power - knowledge” characteristic for this or that society and acting as a matrix of
conformation of practices cultivated by this society” [19, p. 332]. M. Phucko regards the
dispositive as an implicit invariant of typical strategies of implementation of this or that
practice, focusing the attention on its strategic function. This function of a dispositive,
disclosed by M. Phucko, entirely correlates with a disposition, what becomes known,
when applied to the notion of the structure of a sense sphere by D.A. Leontiev.

The notions of a sense disposition display the self - sufficiency of the given factor
within the framework of the theory of sense and sense - formation. Analyzing sense
structures D.A. Leontiev [9] deduces the basic structural — functional constituents of
the sense sphere of a person and describes their interaction. According to the ideas
of the regarded author, the sense sphere of a person consists of three levels of sense
structures which are connected by functional ties and are realized in the process of
sense - formation.

The first level is constituted by an individual’s senses and attitudes having direct
regulatory influences on the structures of an activity and the image of the world. The
second level is constituted by motives, sense constructs and sense dispositions. These
structures are responsible for sense - formation and take partin regulatory processes
indirectly through the structures of the first level generated by them. The third level is
constituted by higher senses to which an individual’s values are referred.

Within the framework of the integral pattern of sense - formation, proposed by
L.V. Abakumova [1], sense constructs, sense dispositions also belong to the area of
potential sense - forming structures.

D.A. Leontiev speaks about a sense disposition in the context of an individual’s ap-
titude for the preservation of traces of sense experience in the form of the fixed latent
inactivated stable relation of the subject to objects and phenomena of reality, invari-
antly significant in various contexts of an individual’s life and activity and manifesting
themselves in specific effects of a sense regulation of an activity. The author offers to
single out two sides in it — content and dynamic - in such a way indicating its double
nature: as a phenomenon rich in content, phenomenological and as a phenomenon
of a fixed nature that is their predispositions.

D.A. Leontiev believes that a relation represents a phenomenological side of sense
dispositions. These relations can be of different degrees of generalization - from the
relation to single objects to the relation to the whole classes of objects, while relations
can be differentiated within these classes, the relations to the whole may differ from
the relations to its parts. “By every new clash in the practical activity with significant
objects and phenomena the relation of the subject already existing to them enriches,
supplements and differentiates at the expense of the disclosure of new sense ties,
what in its turn may lead to either to strengthening or vice versa to shattering of the
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initial relation” [9, p. 209]. By this their difference of sense structures of the higher
level (values) are underlined, the values which are rooted the structure of an indi-
vidual and the shift of which is a turning point in life and activity. One can judge about
the presence of steady relations through certain invariant characteristic features of
the behaviour of the subject in relation to one and the same objects in different con-
texts of activity. Together with this D.A. Leontiev notes that sense dispositions do not
have a direct outlet into activity. Sense dispositions in a specific situation are actual-
ized through the generation of an individual’s senses and attitudes of actual activity,
“which tend to bring the direction of activity on the whole or its separate episodes into
correspondence with stable extra situational dispositions” [ibidem, p. 209].

Speaking about the outcome of the content of sense dispositions into activity and
a person’s behaviour it is necessary to turn to their dynamic side that is to fixed atti-
tudes. As D.A. Leontiev notes in the context of the theory of sense, “the indication of the
sociality of an attitude presents itself superfluous ... an individual’s structures in which
the sense experience of the subject is fixed have in principle one and the same com-
position irrespective of the fact whether they regulate the sphere of social behaviour
or other spheres of activity”[9, p. 208]. D.A. Leontiev proposes to regard an attitude as
a private case of a sense disposition (which the authors of the given work agree with).
In the internal structure of a sense disposition as a phenomenon of a directive nature
three components can be singled out: 1) an objective constituent that is the reflection
of an object to which the subject steadily refers; 2) a sense constituent, that is the re-
flection of a specific sense in the given object; 3) a behaviuoral component.

D.A. Leontiev following M. Fishbein and I. Ajzen [4] proposes not to ascribe a be-
haviuoral component to the structure of the very disposition as no specific actions
can be deduced from a sense disposition. They are formed, as D.A. Leontiev notes, on
the basis of an actual attitude, which is formed in its turn on the basis of the disposi-
tion under the influence of the situation and taking into account the direction of an
activity, set by the motive. In connection with it the author offers to single out two
components in a sense disposition - objective and sense.

As it was noted above, an individual’s senses and attitudes are also derivatives
from sense dispositions. According to D.A. Leontiev [9], the relation between a dispo-
sition and a motive of activity is reduced to two types: 1) the motive acts as a deter-
minant of an actualization of relevant sense dispositions in the activity through the
sense component of a disposition; 2) the actualization of sense dispositions through
their objective component, when sense formation appears to be in no way connected
with the context of actual activity. The author says that not the motives act as a source
of sense in the second case but significant objects the relation to which is rooted in
the structure of an individual in the form of a fixed sense disposition. In connection
with it incoherence between dispositional (on the basis of an objective component)
and motivational sense formation (on the basis of a sense component) may appear.
This happens when a person in the course of his activity clashes with the object which
has a steady sense for him, fixed in a disposition. “As the sense disposition actualized
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in this case is not connected with the system of a sense regulation of the given activ-
ity, it can be the source of an individual’s senses and sense attitudes which do not
coincide in their regulative reference with an individual’s sense and sense attitudes
determined by an actual motive” [ibidem, p. 211 - 212].

The incoherence of dispositions and the motive of an activity depend on their“sense
charge” (Leontiev, 2003, p. 213). This incoherence can generate obstacles on the way to
the implementation of the given activity or can lead to the formation of a completely
new motive and a new activity, induced by the unwilful influence of sense dispositions
on the course of an actual activity. These processes were studied by O. M. Krasnoryadt-
seva [8] who singled out two types of senses within the sense regulation of an activity:
senses originated by the actual requirement and the actual motive and senses generat-
ing the actual need. O. M. Krasnoryadtseva [8] has managed to show empirically that
extra situational individual’s structures — an individual’s fixed attitudes — participate
actively in the regulation of an activity generating situational emotions and actual at-
titudes, interconnected into unified emotional — attitude complexes. By the detection
of the cognate discrepancy in the material of an activity the devaluation of the sense of
an actual (non - cognitive) activity, the destruction of the functioning and the formation
of a new emotional - attitude complex, which determine the incentive to a new, more
valuable activity, take place. Sense dispositions act as a mechanism of the shift of an
activity, “their actualization is expressed in the generation of actual individual senses
and sense attitudes, tending to lend the activity in which they originated a reference
coherent with the reference of a sense disposition” [9, p. 212 — 213]. Here we can speak
about a sense disposition in a strategic aspect, as about a sense structure which contrib-
utes indirectly through the generation of individual senses and sense attitudes to the
production of a strategy of succeeding in this or that activity. Moreover it is necessary to
underline just the indirectness of a connection with the aim in a disposition.

So, one can single out a number of characteristics of a sense disposition: 1) a phe-
nomenon of a double nature, that is phenomenological and dynamic at the same
time; 2) a fixed, latent, invariant, inactivated, stable relation and willingness; 3) the
sense formation structure of an individual’s sense sphere; 4) possesses a two — compo-
nent structure; 5) has the strategic aspect of functioning contributing to the produc-
tion of the strategy of the attainment of the aim.

One can say that an individual’s sense dispositions with regard to a profession,
a professional activity may obtain the form of professional dispositions in which we
consider the singled - out characteristics of sense dispositions are inherent. Profes-
sional dispositions will have an influence on the professionally oriented educational
and maybe on the future professional activity being an indirect mechanism of the
arrangement of a professional strategy.

On the one hand the professional disposition comes into contact with the motive
of the actual activity and comes into interaction with it; on the other hand, it possess-
es its own stable relation or a fixed sense which can also generate its specific inten-
tions. The given sides in the real behaviour and activity of a person integrate itself in a
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particular quality, expressed in sense attitudes which have already a direct influence
on the activity actually taking its course. In view of which the strategic aspect of the
functioning of a professional disposition is possible.

Emanating from this it is expedient to single out the following components within
the structure of a professional disposition: a content — sense component, consisting of
the fixed and stable relation to its profession and its components; a dynamic compo-
nent, which is connected with the motives of an educational or professional activity, and
the third component is a sense attitude as an integrator of the content - sense and dy-
namic components. In this context we follow D.A. Leontiev, understanding under sense
attitudes a constituent of the executive mechanisms of an activity reflecting in itself the
sense of life of objects, to which this activity is directed, and which reveals itself in a phe-
nomenological way in various forms of impacts on the course of actual activity.

If the content side of a disposition correlates with the motive of the action the
professional disposition fits in the general professional strategy. But some cases are
possible when it can come into the incoherence with the motive of an activity. For
example, a student — psychologist wants to become a successful psychologist and
knows that to achieve this purpose it is necessary to gain the appropriate knowledge,
to develop in him definite qualities, however in reality he has a negative attitude and
prejudice towards studies as such, some subjects of the educational standard, teach-
ers, other psychologists, clients, psychological theories, himself as a psychologist and
so on, then he chooses the way to the set aim in accordance with these stable rela-
tions. In the last case objects significant to the professionally oriented educational
activity contribute to the attainment of the purpose of an activity through sense at-
titudes, formed by a stable and latent relation. The student gains a selective attitude
towards knowledge which reveals itself in the selection of those components which
correspond to sense attitudes.

In connection with this there arises the problem of defining such stable relations
of students — psychologists which form a kind of a sense background within which
the choice of aims and means of actual activity and also their impact on the choice
of aims and means of professionally oriented and further professional activity, their
contribution to the arrangement of a general professional strategy are implemented
(exercised). It can be achieved in particularly by investigating sense attitudes, in which
the content of a professional disposition is realized.
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