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KaHouoam QinonociuHux Hayx,

doyenm Kagedpu auneniticoxoi inonozii ma niH2600UOAKMUKU
3anopizvroeo HayionanbHo20 yHigepcumemy

Y cTaTTi po3rNagaeTbCsa CTPYKTYPHUIA BUMIP @aHrMOMOBHOrO niHreoeTuyHoro koHuenty JUSTICE ta o6rpyHTOBYOTLCS
MeTOOroriYHi 3acagm noro aHanizy. MeToro 4oCnigKeHHs € BUCBITNIEHHSI 0COBNMMBOCTEN BHYTPILLHBO-CTPYKTYPHOI OpraHi-
3auii aHrmomoBHOro niHreoetuyHoro koHuenty JUSTICE. Matepianom gocnigxeHHs € nekcukorpadiyHa penpeseHTauis
nekcemu justice y AecaTv NPOBIAHWX TIYMaYHWUX CIIOBHMKAX aHMMIiNCbKOi MOBM Ta AaHWX NiHrBicTuYHOi 6a3n WordNet 3.1.
Y HaykoBil npaui 6ynm 3acTOCOBaHi HACTYNHi MeTOAW OOCHIMKEHHS: NEKCMKorpadiyHuA, CeMaHTUKO-KOTHITUBHUIA, KBaH-
TUTATVMBHWIA Ta CTPYKTYPHWUIA aHani3. BctaHOBNEHO, WO AOCHIMKEHHS CTPYKTYPHOMO BUMIPY KOHLIENTY nepenbayae BUCBIT-
NEHHS AOro KOTHITUBHOIO 3MICTY, LLO B CBOIO Yepry nepeadavyae BU3HAYEHHS KaTeropianbHOi peLliTki Ta KoHLUEeNnTyanbHoi
MaTpuui, SKi € XapakTepHUMK ANs KOXHOI 3 noro napuen. Okpema yBara npucBsideHa Kopensiuii TepMiHiB «igeanisoBaHa
KOTHITUBHa MOAENb» Ta «napuernay, a TakoX «KaTeropis» Ta «KOHUENT». 3a3HavyaeTbCs, Lo KaTeropis BUCTyNae cemaH-
TUKO-KOTHITUBHUM CTPWXXHEM KOHLIENTY, Ha SKMI HalLapOBYOTLCA NEBHI KYMbTYPHI, akCionoriyHi Ta iHauBiayansbHo-AeTep-
MiHOBaHi pucw. lNpoBedeHnin aHania JO3BOMSE HAroNOCUTK, L0 B OCHOBY KOHLENTYanbHOI MakpOCTPYKTYpy MoKnageHa
KaTeropianbHa peLuiTka, sika CKNagaeTbes i3 By3niB Ta NIOMYHUX BiAHOLWEHb, ki iX 00’eQHy0Tb. By3namu Takol peLlitku
BUCTYNatoTb KaTeropiarnbHi 4JOMEHU, SKi 3a CBOEIO NPUPOAOIO € rinepoHiMamMu aHanisoBaHoro KoHuenTy. ®yHkujeto kaTero-
pianbHOT peLwUiTkM € yrpynyBaHHS CEMaHTUYHOTO HanoOBHEHHS KOHLIENTY, Sike NpeAcTaBneHe Moro KOHLEeNTyanbHo AOMEH-
HOK MaTpumueto. KoHuenTyanbHa MaTpuusa penpe3eHTye CEMaHTUYHE HaMOBHEHHS KaTeropianbHOi peLwiTki, TO6TO BOHA
BKNovae B cebe KoHUenTyarnbHi JOMEHM, sIKi NOKNageHi B OCHOBY 00’ekTuBaLii 4OCNi4KyBaHOrO KOHLENTY. AgepHi pucu
HanbinbLl BaroMux KOHLENTyarnbHWX AOMEHIB cknagatTb cemaHTuyHui npototun JUSTICE. CemaHT4Ha BaromicTb KOH-
LienTyansbHOro JOMeHy € NpsiMO NPOMOPLHOK YaCTOTHOCTI MOro akTyanisadii. 3a3HavyaeTbCs, WO CEMAHTUYHWIA NPOTOTHN
KOHLIENTY MiCTUTb €TarloHHi 03HaKW, siki BUCTYNaloTb MEBHOI0 CUCTEMOIO BiANIKy AN KaTeropusauinHux Ta KoHuenTyanisa-
LinHUX onepauin y pe3ynbraTi Skux (heHOMeHN HaBKONULLIHBOTO CepedoBuLLa MOXYTb BT YCBIZOMNEHNMM SK TAKUMK, AKi
Hanexatb koHuenty JUSTICE, abo Takumu, siki AOMy He Hanexatb.

KntovoBi cnoBa: JomeH, kaTeropianbHa peLliTka, KOrHiTUBHA O3HaKa, KOHLUeNnTyanbHa MaTpuus, CEMaHTUYHUIA Npo-
TOTMM.
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Bunyck 23. Towm 1

The article considers the structural dimension of the English-language ethical concept JUSTICE and substantiates
the methodological principles of its analysis. The aim of the study is to highlight the features of the internal structural
organization of the English-language concept JUSTICE. The research material is a lexicographic representation
of the lexeme justice in ten leading dictionaries of the English language and data from the linguistic database WordNet 3.1.
The following research methods were used in the scientific work: lexicographic, semantic and cognitive, quantitative
and structural analysis. It is established that the study of the structural dimension of the concept involves the coverage of its
cognitive content, which in its turn involves defining the categorical grid and the conceptual matrix, which are characteristic
of each of its parcels. Special attention is paid to the correlation of the terms “idealized cognitive model” and “parcel”, as
well as “category” and “concept”. It is noted that the category acts as a semantic and cognitive core of the concept, which
is layered with certain cultural, axiological and individually-determined features. The analysis allows us to emphasize that
the conceptual macrostructure is based on a categorical grid, which consists of nodes and logical relationships that unite
them. The nodes of such a grid are categorical domains, which by their nature are hyperonyms of the analyzed concept.
The task of the categorical grid is to group the semantic content of the concept, which is represented by its conceptual
domain matrix. The conceptual matrix represents the semantic content of the categorical grid, i.e. it includes conceptual
domains, which are the basis for the objectification of the studied concept. The nuclear features of the most important
conceptual domains make up the semantic prototype of JUSTICE. The semantic weight of the conceptual domain is
directly proportional to the frequency of its actualization. It is noted that the semantic prototype of the concept contains
reference features that serve as a reference system for categorization and conceptualization operations as a result of which
environmental phenomena can be perceived as belonging to the concept of JUSTICE or those that do not belong to it.

Key words: domain, categorical lattice, cognitive feature, conceptual matrix, semantic prototype.

IlocranoBka npodiemu: KoHIenrt € KoMmIiek-  0coONMMBOCTEH BHYTPILIHBO-CTPYKTYpHOI —OpraHi-
CHMM MEHTAJbHUM YTBOPEHHSM, i, O€3MepeyHo, Mae  3amii aHIVIOMOBHOTO JIIHTBOGTHYHOTO KOHLENTY
BJIAaCHY CTPYKTypHy opranizamito. 3rizHo 3 korHi- JUSTICE. V BinnmoBigHOCTI 3 METOI MOCTiIKEHHS
TUBHMM mocTynatoM, BUcyHyTHM JIx. JlakohdoM  HEeoOXiJHO BUKOHATH HACTYITHI 3aBAAHHS:

[1, c. 40], cTpyKTypH Ta CXEMH JIOJCHKOTO MUCIIEHHS 1) BUCBITINTH KaTeropiaabHi JOMEHH, sIKi popmy-
BimoOpakeHi y MOBi, a TOMy AOCTi/DKEHHS MOBHUX  1OTh knacudikaniiiny peuritky JUSTICE;

CTPYKTYpP € KJIIOYEM A0 PO3YMIHHS CTPYKTYpP KOTHi- 2) BH3HAQUUTH  KOHLENTyaJbHY  MAaTPHLIO
tuBHUX. OMHUM 13 cioco6iB anami3y Ta BucBimieHs  JUSTICE;

KOHIENTYaJbHOI CTPYKTYpH € BU3HAYEHHS KOHLICI- 3) cxapakTepusyBaTH CEMaHTHYHHI IPOTOTHII
TyaJbHUX MOJIYCiB a00 BUMipiB [2], siki Oe3nepeyHo  aHaIi30BaHOTO KOHIIETITY.

€ BimoOpaxxeHuMH y MOBHi# cucteMi. M. B. HikitiH, Marepianom nociipkeHHS € JeKcuKorpadidHa

30KpeMa, BUIIISLE TPU OCHOBHI MOMYCH: JIOTIYHWH,  peNpe3eHTallis JIEKCEMH justice y NECSTH MPOBiTHUX
izeHTHdiKauiiHMi Ta CTpyKTypHUH [3]. DOKycOoM  TIyMauHUX CIOBHHMKAaX aHIIIMCHKOI MOBH Ta JaHHUX
MOJITaHOI HAyKOBOI Mpalli BUCTYMAE caMe CTPYKTyp-  JiiHrBictuuHoi 0asum WordNet 3.1 [12]. Peamizaris
HUI BUMIp aHIJIOMOBHOTO JIIHTBOETUYHOTO KOHIENITY ~ JIOCHIJHHUIBKOT MeTH Tmependavana 3acTOCyBaHHS
JUSTICE. lle#i BUMip BUCBITIIOE BHYTPILIHIO Opra-  HACTYNHUX METOMIB: JEKCHKOrpadiuHui, CEeMaHTH-

Hi3aIlif0 KOTHITUBHOTO 3MICTY KOHIIETITY, TA XapaKTe-  KO-KOTHITWBHWH, KBAHTHTATUBHUHA Ta CTPYKTYPHHU

pHU3y€ BIOHOIICHHS MK By3JlaMH HOTO KaTeropiaib-  aHali3.

HOI PEeIIiTKi Ta By3JaM{ KOHLENTYaJbHOI MaTpHILI. Buxknaaa ocHoBHOro marepianay. BiamosinHo 1o
AHaji3 ocTaHHIX AoCTimKeHb Ta myOaikamiii. monmsanis JIx. Jlakodda B OCHOBY Oyib-KOI KOH-

[IpoBiaHi monokeHHsI Teopii KaTeropu3amii Ta KOH-  IENTy MOKJIaJeHO IeBHI ImalloHu — ijeai3oBaHi

nenTtyanizamii 1iicHOCTI BUKIaeHi y Takux GyHna-  xorHituBHI Moxaeni (IKM), siki BHCTymaroTh Croco-
MEHTaNbHUX Tparsix [4; 5; 6; 7]. HocuTs wacto o  Oom opranizalii 3HaHb IPO 00’ €KT UM SIBUIIEC HABKO-
(oKyCy HayKOBUX HOCITIDKEHb MOTPAIULIOTH JIIHI-  JUIIHBOI AificHocTi [1] Ta 00’€KTUBYIOTH OKpemi
BoetnuHi koHuentH, Taki sk CONSCIENCE ([8], xoHumenTyanbHi mapuenu. JlocHiKeHHS CTPYKTyp-
HONOUR [9], GOOD & EVIL [10]. AnanizoBanuii  HOrO BHMIpY KOHIICNITY TMependadae BUCBITICHHS
y nonanii nparii ginreoetuunnii konnent JUSTICE,  #oro KOrHiTHBHOTO 3MiCTY, III0 B CBOIO Yepry Iepe-
TakoX TMOTparisiB y okyc pocmimxenHs [11], Oadae BU3HAYSHHS KAaTeTropiaidbHOI PEUIITKU Ta KOH-
B SKOMY 3a3Hajla BHCBITJIEHHS HOoro MeraopudyHa  LENTyaJbHOI MaTpHlli, AKi € XapaKkTepHUMH s
KoHUenTyamizaumia. OpHak, He 3BaKalOuW Ha Ie, KOXHOI 3 Horo mapuen. Po3missHeMo 1i 1Ba OCHOBHI
CTPYKTYPHHI MOAYC MOJAHOTO KOHLENTY 10 CHX Mip  JTOCIiAHUIBKI 3aBIaHHS OKPEMO.
HE € BUCBITJIICHUM, 1[0 ¥ 3yMOBWJIO JOCIiTHUIBKAN Kareropianpaa pemritka (categorial grid) Bucty-
AKIICHT 3aIpPOIIOHOBAHOI HAYKOBOT PO3BIJIKH. nae KiaacudikamiifHuM mapaMeTpoM KOHIIETITYJTbHOT
IMocTranoBka 3aBaaHHs. Buxonsun i3 BuIe3a-  mapIiesid Ta CKIAAEThCS 13 KATEropialbHUX BY3JIiB Ta
3HAYE€HOTO, AKTYAJBHICTh MTOJ]AHOI ITPaIli 3yMOBJIEHA  JIOTIYHHMX BiJHOIICHb, SKi iX 00’€qHYIOTh. By3mamu
HEOOXIIHICTIO BUCBITJIIEHHS KaTeropiajlbHOI CTPYK-  KareropialibHOi pPELITKH BHUCTYHNAarOTh KaTeropi-
typu JUSTICE, sk oxHi€]l i3 KIIFOYOBHX JIIHTBOETHY-  allbHI JJOMEHH, SIKi 32 CBOEIO MPHUPOJIOIO € TilepOHi-
HUX Kareropiii. MeToro TOCHiKeHHS € BUCBITICHHS ~ MaMH IO BIIHONICHHIO JIO aHATi30BAaHOTO KOHIICTITY.
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KoHnenryanpHa MaTpuIs penpe3eHTye CeMaHTHYHE
HaIllOBHEHHS KaTeropiajJbHOi PENITKH, TOOTO BOHA
BKJIIOYA€ B ceOe KOHIIETITYalbHi JOMEHH, K1 TOKIIa-
JIeHI B OCHOBY 00’ €KTHBAIlil TOCIIH)KyBaHOTO KOH-
uenty. SlnepHi pucu HaWOLIBII BarOMHUX KOHIEHTY-
AIBHUX JIOMEHIB CKJIA/Ial0Th CEMaHTUYHUHN MTPOTOTHIIT
JUSTICE. CemanTH4Ha BaroMicTb KOHIENTYaJIbHOTO
JIOMEHY € TMPSMO TPOITOPIIIITHOI0 YaCTOTHOCTI HOTO
aKTyamizamii y JOCITiKyBaHOMY Marepiaji, SKHi
PENpPE3eHTOBAaHUN JeCAThMA MPOBIIHUMH JIEKCHKO-
rpadiuHUMH JKEpenaMd Ta JIHTBICTUYHOIO 0a3010
WordNet 3.1 [12]. TakumM YHHOM, CEeMaHTHYHHIMA
MIPOTOTHN KOHIENTY MICTUTh €TAJOHHI O3HAKH, SIKi
BHCTYIIAIOTh TIEBHOIO CHCTEMOIO BIIUIIKY JJIsT KaTe-
TOPHM3AIIfHAX Ta KOHIIENTYyali3alliiHuX ormeparliit
y pe3yabrarti SKux (eHOMEHH HABKOJIMIITHBOTO Cepe-
JIOBHII[A MOXYTh OyTH YCBIJJOMJICHUMH SIK TaKUMH,
siki Hanexxath koHuenty JUSTICE, abo takumu, siki

oMy He HaJIeKaTh. 3 OIVISIAY Ha aOCTPAKTHUI Xapak-
Tep AOCTIHKYBAaHOTO KOHIENTY CEMaHTHYHHUH Mpo-
TOTUT € pedepeHIiHHOI CHUCTEMOIO ISl €TUYHHUX
CYIDKEHb, SIKi KIacu(iKyIOTh MEeBHI BUYNHKH UM TOLIT
SK CIpaBeyIMBUMH a00 Hi.

Tomy, a7st peanizallii HoAaHOTO HAYKOBOTO 33 [yMy
B IIEPIITy Yepry BOAYA€ThCS 3a HEOOXiTHE OKPECITUTH
i71eai3oBaHi KOTHITUBHI MOJIEINI, KOTPi CTPYKTYPYIOTh
mursoetnuynnii koHIenT JUSTICE. AHani3 1eKcuKo-
rpagiuHoi penpe3eHTalii JeKCeMH justice, 3IicHe-
HUU HA OCHOBI JIECATU JICKCUKOTpaiyHUX JDKEPEd,
JTIO3BOJIMB BUIUTUTH YOTUPHU ii OCHOBHI JICKCUKO-CE-
ManTuaHuX Bapiaatw: JICB (1) “ ability to tell right
from wrong and urge to do right”, JICB (2) “the legal
process of judging and punishing people and a fair
result or punishment from a law court”, JICB (3) “the
quality of being fair and right”, JICB (4) “judge in a
court”. Y3aranbHeHi pe3ynsraty nogani y Taomutti 1.

Tabmaums 1

JlekcHKO-ceMaHTHYHI BapiaHTH JIeKCeMU justice

Dictionary

Definition

(1) fairness in the way people are treated

Longman Dictionary

(2) the system by which people are judged in courts of law and criminals are punished
(3) the quality of being right and deserving fair treatment

Macmillian Dictionary

(1) treatment of people that is fair and morally right

(2) the legal process of judging and punishing people and a fair result or punishment from
a law court

(3) the fact that something is reasonable and fair

Cambridge Dictionary

(1) fairness in the way people are dealt with
(2) the system of laws in a country that judges and punishes people
(3) the quality of being fair and right:

Collins Dictionary

(1) is fairness in the way that people are treated.
(2) the legal system that a country uses in order to deal with people who break the law
(3) quality of being reasonable, fair, or right.

Yourdictionary

(1) the quality of being righteous; rectitude.

(2) the use of power as appointed by law, honor or standards to support fair treatment and
due reward.

(3) The quality of being right or correct.

(4) A judge on the highest court of a government

Merriam-Webster
Dictionary

(1) the quality of being just, impartial, or fair
(2) the administration of law
(3) conformity to #ruth, fact, or reason

Oxford Learner’s
Dictionary

(1) the fair treatment of people

(2) the legal system used to punish people who have committed crimes
(3) the quality of being fair or reasonable

(4) a judge in a court

Dictionary.com

(1) the quality of being just; righteousness, equitableness, or moral rightness

(2) just treatment of all members of society with regard to a specified public issue, including
equitable distribution of resources and participation in decision-making

(3) rightfulness or lawfulness, as of a claim or title;

Oxford American
Dictionary

(1) the fair treatment of people

(2) the legal system used to punish people who have committed crimes
(3) the quality of being fair or reasonable

(4) a judge in a court

American Heritage
Dictionary

(1) The principle of moral rightness; decency.

(2) the upholding of what is just, especially fair treatment and due reward in accordance
with honor, standards, or law

(3) Conformity to truth, fact, or sound reason
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Buokpemiieni JICB noBogsth Te, 1110 JOCTIIKY-
BaHMH KOHLIENT PENpe3eHTOBaHUH Y CBIOMOCTI
y BUDIS/II YOTHPHOX B3A€MOIIOB’SI3aHUX ifealizoBa-
HUX KOTHITUBHUX Moxeiei: IKM (1) “fair treatment™;
IKM (2) “fair administration of law”; IKM (3) “right-
fulness and lawfulness”; IKM (4) “a judge”, siki B CBOIO
4epry KOHCTHTYIOIOTh OJHOWMEHHI KOHIENTYallbHi
maprenu. [IpobGmema xopemsiss IKM Ta maprienn
€ CYTOJIOCHOIO 13 TTPOOIeMOI0 KOpeAllii KOHIENTY Ta
Kateropii. MU CXWIJIbHI BBaXKaTH, 1110 KATEropisi BUCTY-
Ta€ MEBHUM CEMaHTHKO-KOTHITHBHUM CTPHYKHEM KOH-
LENTy, HAa SKUH HAIIApOBYIOThCS TIEBHI KYJIBTYpHI,
aKCIOJIOTI4HI Ta 1HIUBITyaIbHO-JETEPMIHOBAHI PHUCH.

Creprry posniissHemo naprieny (1) “fair treatment”.
Amnamni3z JICB, siki 11 akTyami3yloTh, a TaKOX JaHUX i3
nexkcnuHoi 6a3u WordNet 3.1 103BoMB BCTAaHOBUTH
KOHIENTyaJbHy 3HAYMMICTh KaTeTOpiaJbHUX JOME-
HiB, SIKa € IPOMOPLIHHOI0 YACTOTHOCTI iX aKTyaJi3a-
mii, sika obpaxoByBayacs 3a (HOPMYIIOIO: ,
ne D — kinpKicTh akTyami3aiiii OKpeMOro JOMEHY;
N — 3arampHa KUTBKICTh aKTyai3alliii KaTeropiaib-
HUX JIOMEHIB y mpoaHanizoBaHiii BuOipmi. Otxe,
3aCTOCOBaHI KBAaHTUTATUBHI OOpaxyHKH JO3BOJIMIN
IIMTH HACTYITHHUX PE3YJIbTAaTIB.

Bysnu kareropiansHoi pemriTku napuenu (1) “fair
treatment” peacTaBIICHI HACTYITHUMH JJOMEHAMH, STK1
MAalOTh BiJIOBITHUH PiBEHh 3HAYUMOCTI Y KOTHITHB-
Hill Mozeni (3a3HaueHuil y ayxkax): TREATMENT
(50%), QUALITY (40%), PRINCIPLE (10%). OT:xe,
SIIPOM  KaTeropialbHOI PEIIiTKH BHCTYIMAE JOMEH
TREATMENT, mio 3acBiguye Toi (hakt, 1m0 aHai-
30BaHa KaTeropis OCMHCIIOETHCS B IEpIIy Uepry
Kpi3b MPHU3MY JIFOACHKMX MIKOCOOUCTICHHUX B3a€EMO-
BiTHOCHH, OCKUJIbKH CHpaBEeUIMBICTh 3aBXKIH Mae
HampasJeHicTh Ha cy0’ekT. JIpyruM Mo 3Ha4MMOCTi
By3noM BHcTynae nqomeH QUALITY, mo Bkazye Ha
Te, o napiena (1) KOHIeNnTyai3yeThCs K puca, Ka
MpuTaMaHHa JIIOACHKiH ocobucrocTi. 1li mBa By3mm
MOKJIA/IEH]1 B OCHOBY KaTeTrOpiaJbHOTO CEMAaHTUIHOTO
nporotuny napuenu (1). HaiiHmwkuuii piBeHb axTy-
AITi30BaHOCTI, IO 32 KBaHTHTATUBHUMH IIiJIpaxyH-
kamu ckiagae numre 10%, mae Byzonm PRINCIPLE,
0 JTOBOAUTH Te, IO maprena “fair treatment”
YCBIIOMITIOETHCSI CKOpiIlle K JIOAChKA SIKICTh Ta il
MisUThHICHA pealtizailis, a He SK IEeBHUU IPHHIIMII,
YCBIJIOMJIGHUH 3ac00aMU JIOTiKM 4YM PaliOHaJIbHOTO
MUCIeHHS, JloMeHHa MaTpUIsl penpe3eHTOBaHa KOH-
nentamu FAIRNESS (44%), RIGHTNESS (44%),
RECTITUDE (4%), DECENCY (4%), EQUALITY
(4%). OcHOBY CEMaHTHYHOIO HPOTOTHUILY IOAA-
Hol mapuenu cknanawts aomeHu FAIRNESS ta
RIGHTNESS, 1o 3acBimuye Te, 1110 BOHA KOHIEOTY-
ANi3y€eThCS BITHOCHO YSIBICHB MPO MPAaBHJIbHICTH Ta
HEYTIePEHKEHICTb.
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Kareropianpra pemritka maprenan (2)  “fair
administration of law” mpencrasBneHa JOMeHaMH
SYSTEM (41%), ADMINISTRATION (41%),
POWER (9%), TREATMENT (9%). /IBoma kito-
YOBUMH BY3JIaMH KaTerOpialbHOI peNIiTKH, SKi
KOHCTUTYIOIOTh  {i  KaTeropiaJlbHWii  CceMaHTHY-
HUU mporotunl BUcTynaroTh AoMeHu SYSTEM ta
ADMINISTRATION, mo 3acBigaye Toii (hakt, 110
aHaJi30BaHa Mapleia Kareropu3oBaHa BiIIOBIIHO
JI0 YSABICHb MPO CHCTEMY BIPOBAKEHHS IMPaBO-
Cynns, sKa CyIsI4M 13 BHAUICHHX BepOai3aropis
(administration, process, result, upholding) ycBimom-
JIOIOTBCS SIK TIPOIIEC, PE3YIBTaT Ta MiATPUMYBaHHS
LOTO CTaHy.

KonuentyansHa marpuns mapuenu (2) pempe-
3eHToBaHa jgomeHamu LAW (28%), JUDGEMENT
(23%), PUNISHMENT (23%), FAIRNESS (14%),
REWARD (3%), HONOUR (3%), STANDARD
(3%), EQUALITY (3%). Smpom KOHIENTYyallb-
HO1 MaTpuilsl € nomeH LAW, 1o Bkasye Ha Te, L0
aHaJi30BaHa TapleNia yCBIJIOMITIOETHCS BiJHOCHO
IOPUINYHOI CUCTeMH BiuTiky. HacTynmHumu 3a gac-
TOTHICTIO ~ aKTyaji3amii BHUCTYNAIOTh KOHIICTITH
JUDGEMENT ta PUNISHMENT, mo Bkasye Ha Te,
IO TPABOCYISI OCMHCIIOETHCS K OIlIHKA BUMHKIB
Ta TIOKapaHHS 3a 3J0YMHU. [[pu4oMy HpUKMETHUM
€ toit akt, mo gomer PUNISHMENT mae 3HauHO
OLIBIITY YaCTOTHICTH akTyamizamii, anibxk REWARD,
0 3aCBiMUy€E Te, IO MPABOCYIIA YCBITOMITIOETHCS
cKopime SK Croci0 TMmokapaHHS, a HE 3a0XOYCHHS.
HacTynmHuM BiAMOBITHO 10O KPUTEPiF0 YaCTOTHOCTI
¢ ngomen FAIRNESS, Ta ceMaHTHYHO ONH3BKHUI 10
Hporo koHient EQUALITY, mo 3acBimuye Te, 1o
aHaJli30BaHa napiiejia MiCTHTb TaKi KOTHITUBHI 1ude-
peHIiiiHi o3Haku sSK “‘impartiality” («HEeymepemke-
HICTB»), “equitableness” («piBHICTHY»). [IpoBeneHwMit
aHalli3 J03BOJIsIE HAroIocuTH, mo nomeH FAIRNESS
Mae OLIbIIY CTYMiHb aKTyali30BaHOCTI, aHIX JOMEH
EQUALITY, mo Bka3ye Ha Te, 110 CIPaBEIJIMBICTh
B KOHIENTYaJIbHIA KapTUHI CBITYy HE 3aBXIHU Nepe/l-
Oagae pIiBHICTh. [HIMMHM cHUCTEMaMW BIIUTIKY, SKi
TaKOX YCBIJOMIIIOIOTHCS pedepeHIiiHUMEI  CHC-
TEMaMH BIJIHOCHO SIKMX BUYUHSETHCS MPABOCYIIS,
Buctynaiotb  HONOUR ta STANDARD, omnak
BOHM MAalOTh 3HAYHO HW)KYMU PIBEHb aKTyalli30Ba-
HOCTi. OT)XEe CeMaHTHYHHUH MPOTOTHN mapienu (2)
koHcTuTyHoBanuil nomeHamu LAW, JUDGEMENT,
PUNISHMENT.

Kareropianena pamka napuenu (3) “rightfulness
and lawfulness” npencraeneHa HACTYITHUMHU KaTeropi-
anpauMu foMeHamu: QUALITY (50%), FACT (42%),
TREATMENT (8%). Crmix 3a3Ha4nTH, IO aHAJIi30-
BaHa KOHIIENITyalbHA TIapIeia, 00 €KTHBYE YaCTHHY
KOHIIETITY, B €KCTCHCIOHAJ SIKOTO BXOISTH aOCTpak-
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THI TOHATTS, TaKi sK application, claim, title Tomo,
a He JIFOJICHKI SKOCTI 9X BiTHOIICHHS. SIK 3aCBIMIYIOTh
pe3yNbTaTH KiIbKICHOTO aHai3y HEHTPAIbHUMH By3-
JIaMU KaTeropiajbHOI PEIIiTKH BUCTYHAIOTh JOMEHH
QUALITY Ta FACT, mo 3acBiquye Te, mo JUSTICE
(3) ineHTH(IKYETBCS SK AKICTH 00’€KTY YU TEBHHH
(haxT, AKi € crnpaBeUIMBUMH Ta 3aKOHHUMH. [lomeH
TREATMENT e mepudepiiiauM By3JIoM KaTeropi-
ANBHOI PEIiTKH, Ta Ha BigMiHy mix mapuenu (1) He
BXOIMTH 0 1 CEMaHTHYHOIO MPOTOTHITY, OCKIIbKU
napiena (3) KOHIENTyali3ye CKopille BiTHOLICHHS J10
MarepiajJbHUX peuei, a He BIAHOCHHU MIX JIFOIIbMH.
KonnenrtyanpHa MaTpuis BKIIOYaE B cebe
HacTynmHi KoHmenTtyambHi momenn: RIGHTNESS
(38%), FAIRNESS (28%), REASON (28%),
LAW (6%). LlenTpoM Marpumi BHCTyHa€ AOMEH
RIGHTNESS, sixkuit pa3oM i3 HACTyIHUMH 3a CTY-
neHeM akrtyanizoBaHocti nomeHamu FAIRNESS ra
REASON 06’ €KTHBYIOTH KOTHITUBHY CYTHICTB aHai-
30BaHO] KOHILIENTYAJIHOI ITapLENH, a caMe — IIPaBUIIb-
HICTh Ta CIIPaBEUINBICTb, SIKA BiIHOCUTHCS 10 3asB,
nperensiit un Tutynis. Jomen LAW Mae HaliHWOKIni
CTYIiHb aKTyaJli30BaHOCTI, Ha BIJIMIHY BiJl apleiu
(2), mo 3acBiguye TOH (hakT, IO MpeTeH3ii un mpasa
HE 3aBXIU € IOPUIMYHO OOYMOBIEHHUMH, & MOXYTb
OyTH CHpaBeATMBUMHU BIHOCHO IHIINX pedepeH-
LiAHUX CHCTEM, TaKUX SIK MOpaJlb, YECTb TOILO.
Kareropianpna pemritka mapuenu (4) “a judge”
MICTHTh BY3JH, SIKi TPEICTaBICHI JOMEHAMH
POSITION (75%); SOCIAL STANDING (25%).
OTpumaHHuil pe3yabTar 3aCBiIaye, MO IIEHTPOM KaTe-
ropuzanii aHaJIi30BaHOI MapLeld BHCTYNAE IOMEH
POSITION, mo noBOAWTH T€, IO BOHA OCMHCIIO-

€TBCSI CKOpIIIe BIMHOCHO cdepH 3alHATOCTi, a HE
chepu MPEeCTIKHOCTI Y CTaTyCYy.

KonmenryanpbHa MaTpulli MICTUTh  JOMEHU
JUDGE (42%), COURT (42%), SOCIAL SIGNI-
FICANCE (16%), cemMaHTHYHUNA TNPOTOTHI SKOL
koHcTuTyHoBanui konnentamu JUDGE ta COURT,
0 BKa3y€ Ha Te, M0 maprena (4) yCBIIOMITIOEThCS
BUKITIOYHO B KOHTEKCTI IPaBOBUX BiTHOCHH.

BucnoBku. [IpoBenenuii anaji3 103BOIMB BCTa-
HOBHUTH, IO aHITIOMOBHHH JIHIBOSTHYHHN KOHIETIT
JUSTICE mae 4oTupu OKpeMi KOHIIENTYallbHI Tap-
nemn. Crpykrypuuit Bumip konnenty JUSTICE
MpPEICTaBICHNH KaTeropialbHOIO PENITKOIO0 Ta KOH-
[ENTyaIbHOI0 JOMEHHOI0 Marpuiieto. KareropiansHa
peLIiTKa MIiCTUTh BY3JH, SIKi pelpe3eHTOBaHi JoMe-
HaMH, 110 BUCTYNAIOTh KaTeropiaJbHUMH TillepOHi-
MaMH JIOCJII[)KYBaHOTO KOHIICNITY Ta JIOTITYHUMH BiJI-
HOIICHHSIMH, TKHMH BOHU 00’ € THYIOThCS. DYHKITI€I0
KaTteropianbHOI perritku € kareropusaris JUSTICE
BiTHOCHO IHIIMX TiMEPOHIMIYHUX  KOHIICTITIB
KonmenryanpHa MaTpulls BigoOpaxkae mapameTpu
00’eKkTUBalii KOHIENTY, JOMECHU SIKOi aKTyalli3yloTh
foro KoTHITUBHI TudepeHiitHi pucu. KoHnenTtyanbHi
JIOMEHH BiJliITPalOTh POJITb CHCTEMH BiJUTIKY, BITHOCHO
axoi BigOyBaerbcs koHnenrtyamizamis JUSTICE.
Haii0inpm wacto axTyasni3oBaHi KaTeropiaibHi Ta
KOHIENTYyalbHi JOMEHH (QOPMYIOTh CeMaHTHYHHI
NPOTOTUN KOHIIENITY, SIKUH BHCTYIA€ CTPHIKHEM
HOTO KOTHITHBHOTO 3MICTY, SIKMH CKJIaJla€ OCHOBY
JUTST KyOBTYpHHUX, aKCIOJOTIYHWX Ta IHAWBIIyallb-
HO-JIETEPMIHOBAaHUX HaIlIapyBaHb. llepCHeKTHBOIO
MOJANIBIINX JIOCIIPKEHbh MOXE OyTH BHUCBITICHHS
akiioHaneHoro  moaycy  konnenty  JUSTICE.
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