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«Mipe» 6asgHAaylWbl MeH KellnKepaep apacblHAarbl «apa KalblKTbiK» 6ipae anbl-
cTaii TYcce, bipae Xbimaachin KeTegi. basHaaywbl 03i cypeTTen oTbipraH okuranapablH
Kyarepl peTwae KabbingaHagbl. Mbican kenmpw kOperak: «blpge XX OHew T KOpwl
aybinra 6apbin KalTbiN Kefe XaTbiN, aybin WeTiHe inire 6epe gytapAbiH YHIiH ecTigi.
XypT 6yHbIH YiliHe 43T KblfbliN Kipe 6epmeliTwl; ayblnga KanraH agamMmHbiH 63piy »
YigiH KOneHkeciHe WbIrbINTbl, Ka3aH 6acblHAa KYPT KaliHaTbiN XY preH KaTblH-Kanatl
Ta xep owakka YHinin mYnarin otelp. Byn ga Kynak canbin eap TaMblp-TamblpblHAbI
My3[aTbin 3KeTW 6apa XaTkaH CankblH ca3 eKeH» Hemece «ATThibI-TYWMeni kapa
KYypbIM Ti36€KTiH Kblp COHbIHAA anTbl TYTKbIH Kenefi. MbiHay XXep KalblCKaH KafblH
LYpmekTiH 03aepiH KaHAalk KYHre Tan KbinaTblHbIH 6ine anmaii, aliHanara anak-xynak
Kapai 6epepi». BasHpaywbl Keilge okurara Tikeneil apanacca, Keiiie OHbIH OPHbIH
Kellinkepgin 03i 6acaabl, cOTIN 6asHAayLW bl MeH Keilinkep oiinapbl apanacbin KeTeai.
An WhbirapmMa COHbIHAA 6asHfayW bl «AaybICbl» eCcTinMelai, TeK XX BHewWw TTL, ilWKi Mo-
HOMOrbIHa epik bepwefb
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The subject matter of concepts of culture is of great interest and topicality to research-
ers in the fields of linguoculturology and cognitive linguistics
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According to V.A. Maslova “core (basic) units ofthe picture ofthe world having ex-
istential significance both for an individual linguistic identity and community in whole”
can be referred to as key concepts of culture . M. V. Pinenova specifies that such concepts
should “occur in frequent common forms oflanguage — words, collocations, proverbs
and sayings, riddles”2and gives their classification: 1) universal categories of culture
(categories of philosophy), 2) sociocultural categories, 3) categories ofnational culture,
4) ethical categories, 5) mythological categories (including religious ones) 3

We have undertaken our own study ofseveral “constants of culture”4to corroborate
the hypothesis that the dynamics of such concepts can be somewhat schematically but
reliably revealed through the analysis ofthe alterations in structure and content of their
associative fields over time5 The study has also shown that the above-mentioned clas-
sification should be supplemented with “existential concepts™.

Such universal concepts being deeply entrenched in any modern culture meet the
specific ontology of existentials of human being conceived as “a new interpretation of
metaphysics faced human, his fear, loneliness, anguish, freedom, despair, boredom,
nausea as transcendentalia determining the human being”6.

The subject of the present study is the concept “fear” in the naive Russian picture
of the world, whereas the scope has been limited to associative fields of stimulus
‘ctpax (fear)’ fixed as of 1988-1997 (T0) and 2013-2014 (T) The first field is built
upon the materials of “Russian associative dictionary” while the second one is re-
trieved from the results ofthe author experiment reproducing the raw data acquisi-
tion procedure adopted in the mentioned dictionary 7. Then followed morphologi-
cal and semantic clusterization 8and “comparative analysis of the associative fields
differing in the time of fixation”9.
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Thus, two samples (being ofthe same age group: 17-25) represent two different genera-
tionsborn and formed under two different social systems — Soviet and post-Soviet — that
have antipodal value systems and world outlooks thence divergent pictures of the world.

The analysis of associative materials allowed us to reveal 11 clusters in total, one of
which can be subdivided into 12 subclusters. Thus, the fear —

1) is its cause, e.g.: a) death, b) darkness, c) height, d) certain psychophysiological
state, e) certain general situation, f) studies, g) animals, h) supernatural creatures, i)
enemies, j) police, k) other people, 1) films, computer games;

2) is a certain psychophysiological state similar to the fear (differing by the level
of intensity) or related to it;

3) has a certain intensity;

4) is instinctive;

5) for somebody;

6) of God;

7) is experienced or not;

8) affects or stops stressing;

9) is like a living creature;

10) is that it causes;

11) and hatred.

Next follows the overview of obtained results.

1. TOfield state

The field consists of 72 associations with 100 occurrences (including two refusals).
The share of single associations is 81,9%, whereas the share oftheir occurrences is only
57%. The shares of gender-mutual answers are 11,1% in associations and 28% in their
occurrences.

The top-frequent associations are ‘yxac (horror)’ (7 occurrences), ‘boxnit (of God)’
(5), ‘cmepTn (of death)’ (5), %mBoTHbIA (bodily)’ (4), ‘6onbwoii (great)’ (3), ucnyr
(fright)” (3).

The TO-field includes representatives of all revealed clusters and of 8 subclusters. Its
field structure is as follows:

— the core is formed by clusters No. 2 (15% ofreactions (occurrences)/8,3% of as-
sociations) and 3 (12%/11,1%);

— the close periphery embraces (sub)clusters No. 4 (7%/5,6%), 5 (6%/8,3%), la
(6%/2,8%), le (5%/7,0%), 7 (5%/5,6%), 1b (5%/5,6%), 6 (5%/1,4%), 8 (4%/5,6%), 10
(4%1/5,6%), 1f (4%/4,2%);

— the far periphery includes (sub)clusters No. 9 (3%/4,2%), 1d (2%/2,8%), 1Jj
(29%/2,8%), 1k (2%/2,8%);

— the extreme periphery is presented by monoclusters No. 11 (1%/1,4%) and 1c
(1%/1,4%).

Formally, cluster No. 1dominates the structure ofthe field with its 30% of reactions
and 34,7% of associations, but due to its semantically heterogeneous substructure and
different relevance ofits subclusters it should be considered piecemeal. It appears from
this that the “core — periphery” distribution graph has a smooth, sloping profile.
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2. T-field state

The field consists of 63 associations with 100 occurrences (including 5 refusals).
The share ofsingle associations is 74,6%, whereas the share oftheir occurrences is only
46%. The shares of gender-mutual answers are 12,7% in associations and 36% in their
occurrences.

The top-frequent associations are ‘yxac (horror)’ (8 occurrences), ‘cMepTb (death)’
(5), menyr (fright)’ (5), ‘60s3Hb (phobia)’ (5), ‘cunbHbIli (strong)’ (3), ‘HeHaBucTb (ha-
tred)’ (3), TemHoTa (darkness)’ (3).

The T -field includes representatives of 8 clusters and of 10 subclusters. Its field
structure is as follows:

— the core consists of cluster No. 2 (26% of reactions/14,3% of associations);

— the close periphery comprises (sub)clusters No. 1a (7%/4,8%), 1le (7%/9,5%), 1l
(6%/9,5%), 1b (6%/4,8%), 9 (4%/6,4%), 1g (4%/4,8%), 10 (4%/4,8%);

— the far periphery is presented by (sub)clusters No. 3 (4%/3,2%), 11 (4%/3,2%), 7
(3%/4,8%), 1c (3%/3,2%), 1d (3%/3,2%), 1h (2%/3,2%), 1i (2%/3,2%);

— the extreme periphery is made up of monoclusters No. 8 (1%/1,6%) and 1f
(1%/1,6%).

Dominating “gestalt” cluster No. 1 accounts for 41% of reactions and 47,6% of as-
sociations.

The structure ofthe field is notable for the breakaway ofthe core from the periphery.

3. Field dynamics

The total number of associations and the weight of single associations have de-
creased, whereas the average frequency of associations and the weight of gender-mutual
ones have grown.

The set oftop-frequent associations has undergone obvious changes with only three
reactions holding their own. While ‘yxac’ has kept its leading position, ‘ucnyr’ has
boosted figures. The idea of death has kept the second rank, but we witness a small-scale
but important shift: instead of genitive case which makes a collocation out of stimulus
and reaction (“ctpax cmepTm (fear ofdeath)”) we see nominative one emerging that can
result in a whole sentence with a meaning of identification: “ctpax — cmepTb (fear is
death)” The idea ofthe “size” of fear has been supplanted by the one ofits strength. The
number of adjectival associations has decreased.

In its development the field under study lost representatives ofthree clusters (No.
4-6) and of two subclusters (No. 1j-1k). So, the ideas of the fear of God, police and
other people, of the fear for somebody, and of the instinctive nature of fear have
completely lost their relevance for the contemporary linguistic consciousness, as well
as two combinatory patterns: “cTpax 3a [koro-1o] (fear for smb)” “cTpax nepep [4em-
T0] (fear of smth)” On the contrary we witness the emergence of four subclusters
(No. 1g-1j, 1I) referring to animals, supernatural beings, enemies, films and computer
games as causes of fear.

Four (sub)clusters (No. 3, 7, 8, 1f) have fallen into a decline losing both in frequency
and in representativity, two (sub)clusters (No. 1b, 10) stagnate; 8 (sub)clusters (No. 11,
1c, 2, 1d, 1e, 1a, 1 (in general), 9) demonstrate more or less stable growth.
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(Sub)clusters No. 2, 1la 1b, 1le remain highly relevant for the linguistic conscious-
ness at both stages (TOand T), whereas No. 1c, 1d, and 11 are of low relevance over the
whole period.

Considerable increment of refusals should be noticed, as well as reduction in adjec-
tival and verbal associations.

tte undertaken study lets us come to the following conclusions.

1.~ e system of associations under study manifests a certain consolidation and
reduction over the time. It shows up both in general figures and in structure details.

2. Analysis of associative materials also helps to reveal the relations between exis-
tential concepts (“fear ~ death” par excellence).

3. In spite of the moderate number of given associations the findings the close ex-
amination of the system provides us with are enough to make up conclusions about the
concept’ structure with a sufficient level of details.

4. tte structure of the concept “fear” revealed upon its associative fields structure
has not undergone any crucial changes. tte main differences lie at the quantitative level
of relevance.

As of TOthe concept core refers to different states similar to fear (the core of the
concepts nominative field is made up of synonyms ofthe world ‘ctpax’), while the lin-
guistic consciousness is firmly fixed on causes of fear. Due to their variety and different
relevancy they form the whole “cognitive sector”lin the concept structure.

Both of these peculiarities just kept reinforcing in case of T concept state. But the
cognitive characteristic of intensity having been highly relevant as of TOhas almost
fallen into oblivion. tte contemporary state ofthe conceptis also characterized by loos-
ening ofrelations between fear and humans (bothfor and of) and slackening of activity
aspect of fear in the cognitive structure. It should be noted that a certain reduction in
share ofadjectival and verbal representatives of different concepts is rather common for
~-respondents picture ofthe world2

5. Really surprising is that the fear of God was remembered only by Soviet epoch
respondents (thought to be atheists), but completely forgotten by Tj-ones.

A truly novelty in the concept structure is the slot referring to films and computer
games as causes of fear. Its emergence is consonant with the spirit ofthe times reflecting
the drastic changes in mass-cultural practices and attitudes.

Pulling ahead of refusals into the top-frequent associations group can be evidence
of respondents’ attempt to avoid a vexatious matter playing ostrich, not to relive such
existential memories.

1PypakoBa A. B. KOrHUTOMI0rMA 1 KOTHUTUBHAA NIMHIBUCTUKA. BopoHex. cToku, 2004.
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5th International Academic Conference. St. Louis. Publishing House “Science and Innovation
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