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been treated mm limgmistic terms. EFD is referred to mstitotional dizcourses,
which at the same time has charactenstics of collogmal/everyday discourse.
EFD is defined in the article as a commmnicative activity of people in the
process of physical activity in fimess clubs, (fimess is represented by a vanety
of subtypes such as yoga, Pilates, aerobics, stretching etc) and as a speech
infercourse outside fimess club, but thematically related to fitmess
comnnmication. Taking into consideration the analysis of cognitive Imgustics
statements, m particular the one about conceptual basis of discourse, the
author distinguishes between the terms “generating concept”™ and
“basic/denvative concepts”™ of discourse and defines these types of concepts in
EFD. For this purpose the researcher resorts to semantic amalysis of the
content of lexeme “fimess”, wlhich nominates the type of the discourse m
question, and defines 1ts nominative indicators (of sate: health,
appropriateness and of process: ways and facilities (tpert activity)).
Fegarding the theoretical statement which clamms that mstifutional concepts
are alwavs comrelated with a certain thematic field. 1t was attempted fo
correlate nominative indicators of lexeme “fimess ” with macrothemes of EFD
(“Human's body”, “Sport as activity”™ and “Human's spirit™). Taking into
consideration the typology of institufiomal concepts of V.I. Karasik and the
results of the research, it was concluded that concept FITRESS 15 the senerating
concept of EFD), and concepts SPORT, PHISICAL HEALTH, MENTAL HEALTH
PHYSICAL APPROPRIATENESS and BEAUTY are basic/derivative concepts. Besides
that, it was established that EFD 1s a pelyconceptual and polythematic
communicative phenomenon.

Eey words: basic concept, English fitness-discourse, generating
concept, lexeme macrotheme, microtheme.

Crarrz BamiAma oo pegasmi 17.01.2014 p.
[IpmiEaTo oo apyey 28.03.2014 p.
PenerzesT — kann. dunon. 8., non. Hapeoscera [ B.

VI 81727
I. A Bokun
SOME FUNCTIONS OF FEAMES

The urgency of cogmfrve ingistics 15 caused by providing a new
way of studying how we make sense of our expenence[l —12]. It examines
what cogmtive processes play a rele in making sense of the world around us
and how these cogmtive processes contmbute to our understanding of 15sues
language. We categonze the world and orgamze our knowledge mto frames.

Frames are structured mental representations of an area of human
experience [10, p. 78]. They constitute a large part of our knowledge about the
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world. The knowledze we have about the world appears in a highlv schematic
form, m frames. In other words, frames capture our prototypes for conceptual
categories. Frames have several additional charactenstics, like bemng evoked
by particular meamng of words, profiling, imposing a certain perspective on a
situation, suggesting a particular history in a concept, assuming larger cultural
frames [2; 8; 10]. However, therr fimctions have not being perused yet.

By functions we mean what are frames good for, what is their use
how we speak. how we understand the world, and how we deal with immportant
155ues we encounter in our lives. So the purpose of this arficle 1s to give a bnef
survey of such uses. Let us begin with how we understand the meaning of
words.

Each word evokes the enfire frame to which it belongs. Many words
may belong to a particular frame. The meaming of each word can be
charactenized mm terms of a single schematized frame. The most celebrated
example of this 15 Fillmore's COMMERCIAL EVENT frame [8, p. 243]. Consider
the words that belong to this frame: buy, sell pay, spend, cost, and charge.
How can we characterize the meaning of these words? Fillmore sugzests that
the frame consists of the following elements:

Buvyer — seller

MMoney — goods

Transfer of money and goods

The verbs buy, sell, pay, spend, and so on, focus on a different aspect
of the frame. Buy focuses on the buyer and the goods; sell focuses on the seller
and the goods; pay on the buyer and the money; spend on the buyer and the
money; cast on the goods and the money; and charge on the seller and the
money. Thus we get sentences such as:

i1) I bought a car (from him).

{2} He sold his car {to mal.

{3) I paid one thousand dollars (for the car).

{4) I spent one thousand dollars (on the car).

{3} The car cost one thousand dollars.

(&) He charged one thousand dollars (for the car).

The central elements that the wverbs focus on. or bmng into
perspective, are in subject and object position. Other elements can also bhe
included m the sentences, as the phrases in parentheses mdicate. The mportant
point is that the different verbs are defined with respect to which aspects of the
schematic commercial event they bong into focus. The verbs do not seem to
have an imherent meaning isolated from one another; rather, their meaning
depends on the particular aspects of a single frame that they profile.

A different application of frames can be used to show how we can
account for apparently conflicing cases of negation Take the sentence She
isn’t stingy; she’s thrifty. This senfence confains an apparent coniradiction
because we cannot negate a word that means “not liking to spend money™ (1.e.,
say in effect that she likes to spend money) and at the same time assert of the
same person that she “does not like to spend money.™ However, we can and do

14



Bicans: JTHY iseni Tapaca [Hesgersa Ne 6 (25890, 1L 1, 2014

make sense of this sentence; we do not find i1t contradictory. In other words,
there is only am apparent — not a real — contradiction involved. This is only a
problem in objectivist semantics and cogmition that has no place for the kinds
of frames we are descnbing here.

We can distmguish between “frame-mternal” and “frame-external™
negation. For example, if I say, “She’s not stingy,” it means that it 15 not the
case that she does not like to spend money. That is, [ accept the STINGY frame
but I negate what's mside it, the state of affairs in the world that it descnibes
(1.e., that she does not like to spend money). In effect, I say that she does like fo
spend money. However, if I say, “She’s not shngy; he’s thnfty,” I negate only
the frame itself and say that the STINGY frame 15 not applicable. I leave the
content of the frame mtact (1.e., agree that she does not like to spend money)
but at the same time suggest that her not hking to spend money 15 a good
thing — and not a bad one, as the apphcation of the STHGY frame would
suggest. In other words, one kind of negation nesates what's mnside the frame
{frame-mtemnal negation); another negates the applicability of the frame itzelf
(frame-external negation). This way we can account for apparently
contradictory sentences that result from negation.

Another funchon of frames 15 that frames can also account for a
problem that amses in commection with what philesophers of lansnage call
analvticity. Philozophers of language distimpuizh between two kmds of
statement: “analybc” and “symthetic.” Amalyhc statements are tme by
defimtion The sentence 4 bachelor is an unmarried man 1s true by defimtion.
Thas 15 s0 becanse it makes use of all the defimng features of bachelor (ADULT,
MAIE NEVER MARRIED). If we define a concept mm terms of its essenhal
features, the sentence that makes use of these features can only be true.
Synthetic statements, however, are true with respect to the world. If I say that
the house collapsed. this sentence 15 only true if it is really the case that the
house collapsed. We can capture this distinction by saying that we assess the
truth of analyhc sentences “sentence intemally™ but that of synthetic sentences
“sentence externally.” What does this have to do with frames? Notice that
there 13 a problem with analytic sentences here. On the classical view (where
concepts can be defined in terms of essential features), the sentence 4 bachelor
iz an wunmarried man should be necessanly tme; that is, if zomeone 1z an
unmarried man, he should be a hachelor. But we just saw that this is not always
the case. The pope is an unmarried man but not a bachelor. The notion of
frames helps us overcome this problem with ohjectivist views of meaning and
analyticity, im that larger cultural frames can delineate the simations within
which the defimition in terms of necessary and sufficient conditions applies.

Frames also help account for certain problematc cases of
categonization. The thing 15 that most of our categones are based on similanty
{especially family resemblance) among members of a category. That is, many
categories are held together by family resemblances among the items that
belong to a parficular category. In this sense, most of our conventional
categonies for objects and events are similanty-based ones. For example, the
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things that one can buy in a store are commonly categorized on their simulanty
to one another; thus, we find different kinds of nals in the same section of a
hardware store. They form a similantv-based caterory. However, we can also
find nails mn other sections of the store. Nails can occur in sechions where, for
example, things for hanging pictures are displayed. Clearly, a nail 1s not smmilar
to any of the possible thmgs (such as picture frames, nngs, short sirngs,
adhesive tape, maybe even a special hammer) displayed i this section. How 15
it possible that certam nails appear m this section? Or, to put 1t in our ferms,
how 15 1t possible that nals are put mn the same category with these other
things? The answer 15 that m addition to sinmlanty-based categones, we also
have “frame-based” ones. That 15 to say, categones can be formed on the basis
of which things go commonly and repeatedly together in our expenence. If we
put up pictures on the wall by first dnving a nail into the wall and then
hanming the picture frame on the nal by means of attaching a metal nng or a
string on the frame, then all the things that we use for thiz purpose mav be
placed in a single category. But this category will be frame based — not
simulanty based.

Frame-based categonization occurs on a large scale. For example, 1t
explamns whv we often find fish sold together with lemon in many European
and North Amernican supermarkets. Fish 15 uwsually categonzed with meat
products, while lemon iz categonzed with fruts. This 15 simlanty-based
categonization. However, when fish and lemon are together in a supermarket,
we get an mstance of frame-based categonzation This frame emerges from
the customary way of eating fish with lemon in Europe and North Amenca. As
an earlier example also mdicates, food items are offen categonzed on the basis
of the frames i which they occur.

Another fimction of frames we are going fo descnbe here 15 that
frames help account for prototype effects and some of the boundary 1ssues that
arise in connection with categones. The bachelor example we locked at earhier
15 a complicated one. It raises the followmng questions: Is the category of
BACHELOR a graded category or not? Does it have clear boundanes or not?
What we found was that there are many good examples of the category: A
forty-vear-old male who could be mamed but 15 not is probably an excellent
example of the category. But he 1z onlv an excellent example if he fits the
average male life cycle. Given the fit between an actual life cvele and the frame
for the average male life cvcle, the category does not seem to be graded; that 13,
if someone has the features ADULT, MALE, NMEVER. MARRIED, this person would
be a mindred percent member of the category. But if someone does not have
one of these or some of these features, the person would not be a member of
the category at all. The category seems to be not graded but seems to have
nigid boundanes mstead. In other words, 1f the background frame, or 1dealized
cogmtive model (ICM), apples to particular cases, the category seems both to
be not graded and to have clear boundanes.

However, when the background frame of the average male life cycle
does not apply to particular cases, it seems that the category ceases to have
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clear boundanes. In every case (such as the pope, Tarzan, homosexual adult
males) where there 13 some doubt about the applicability of the average male
life cvecle, we mun inte potential categonzation problems. We have to ask: Is
the pope. Tarzan, or a homosexual man appropriately called a bachelor? They
have all the necessary and sufficient condifions. and yet we hesitate to call
them such This hesitation indicates that the category may be fuzzy; that 15, it
may not have clear boundanes.

Thus, frames are subtle dewvices with which we can explore some
preblematic 1ssues in categonzation. As m the case of BACHELOR, we can
provide an explanafion of why certain categonies that seem to have clear-cut
boundanies on the classical view may fum out to be fuzzy categones on the
cogmtive lingmstic view based on frames.

But often we do not find any necessary and sufficient conditions for
the use of concepts at all. How can we define and descnbe such concepts? As
an example of a concept for which there zeem to be no essental features,
consider the concept of “mother.” There are many different kinds of mother:
stepmother, surrogate mother, adoptive mother, foster mother, donor mother,
unwed mother, and so on. Do they share a set of necessary and sufficient
conditions in terms of which we can define the category? Perhaps the most
likely candidate for an essential feature for motherhood would be a woman
having miven birth to a child But, as 13 immediatelv clear, stepmothers,
adopfive mothers, and donor mothers do not give birth to a cluld and yet they
are called mothers. In them, one of the features of motherhood 13 canceled:
having given birth to a chuld This means that the feature 15 not an essential
one for calling someone a mother. It appears then that the concept of “mother”
15 not based on what can be called a birth model. The same goes for other
potential features and the models they are based on. For example, let us take
the feature having nurtured a cluld. It clearly applies to foster mothers, but not
to all mothers, either. Your birth mother gave birth to you but may not have
nurtured you.

Lakeff's [11, p. 345 — 346] solution to the problem 1s to suggest that
the prototype of MOTHER 15 best charactenzed as a complex model that 15
constituted by five simple models:

The birth model: The woman who has given birth to a child 15 the
mother. The genetic model: The woman who has provided the genetic
materials 13 the mother.

The nurturance model: The woman who nurfures the child is the
maother.

The mantal model: The wife of the father 1s the mother.

The genealosical model: The closest female ancestor 15 the mother.

When all simple models converge in a particular case, we have the
prototypical mother. We can conceive of this as a complex frame that consists
of several simple omes — with the prototype bemng charactenized by the
complex frame The complex frame allows a great deal of vanation, as many
of the compounds that refer to vanious kinds of mother mdicate.
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Mow let us focus on the most powerful use of frames. The fact 15 that
frames help account for multiple understandings of the same sitwation. With it,
we can achieve several, often contradictory, understandmegs of exactly the
same situation. Let us suppose that Matasha does not like to spend money (see
also what we said above on negation). Two of hus frends can desenibe him
approprately as follows:

(7)Natasha is stingy.

{8) Natasha is thrifiy.

Notice that we are talking about the same person, Natasha, who does
not hke to spend money. One friend conceptualizes Natasha as stingy and
another conceptualizes her as thnfty. The first fiend conceptualizes Natasha in
terms of the STEIGY frame, the latter in terms of the THRIFTY frame. These are
contradictory descniptions and confradictory frames: One suggests that the fact
that Matasha does not like to spend money 15 a bad thing, whereas the other
suggests that it 1s a good thing. What we have here i3 what's called altemative
construal of the same situation. Frames are often used for this purpose.

Altermative construals [3; 4; 3; 6] are especially common with
evaluative terms, such as sfingy and theiffy. As a matter of fact, the opposites
of these terms, wastefil and gemerous, present us with the same kind of
alternative umderstanding of sitmations. But altemative constmals are not
limited to evaluative terms. A clear example of this is how we understand the
eggs of fish. In one frame, the eggs of fish are called roe, while in another they
are called caviar. The first frame 1s based on the repmq:‘mrl:n-e cycle of fish but
the second on the frame of FOOD COMSUMPTION. In addition. multiple frames
for the same thing play a major role m a wide range of important issues
language understanding and categonzation.

To sum up, frames have a vanety of mportant uses, especially o the
areas of lansuage understanding, categonzabon, and the concepimalization of
the world. In particular, as regards language understanding, frames help
accommt for how we understand the meammgs of individual words, they help
account for apparently conflicting cases of negation, and they help account for
problems with amalyticity. As rezards catesonzation, frames help account for
certain problematic cases of categonzation. thev help account for prototype
effects and some of the boundary issues that arise in conmection with
categonies, they help account for cases where there are no necessary and
sufficient conditions to define the category, and they help account for multiple
understandings of the same situation. This last feature of frames 15 extremely
important for cultural purpeses. A large part of cultural behavior consists in
negotiating situations that anse from penple having different and contradictory
cultural’ cognitive models of the “same” area of expenence.

Further research might cover the frame analysis of culture.
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boxkvh I. A. Teari dvHrwil dpeiivis

Crarrs nocmmeye gpefive SK CTPYKTYPHL MEHTATBHI pelpeseHTANIL
pi3EEX cep mMHOIceEOTC JocBlIy. BoHE chkaagarTs 3HAUHY 9acTHHY HAOHX
3HaHL mpe cBiT. Hami 3mames mpo cBIT 3'ABNMIOTRCH B JyEe CXeMATHUHIR
dopmi, v BErmEm Qpefvie. [EmmwvE cooBamu, $peiMH 30HpART: Ham
OpOTOTHIE I1f Bigo0pafeHHA KOHNSNTVATRHHMX KaTeropid. $pefivmE MamThb
OOTATHOBl XAPAETEPHCTHEH, iK I[HIVEVBAHHA NOeEHHM IHATSHHAM CI0B3,
mpodUTFOBAHHEAM, — HAB AIVBAHHAM  OeEHOI  NEPCOSKTHEH — CHTVAMI,
OPONOIHOIEN MEEHOL IcTopll EOHIENTY, NPHIVIIEHHEAM OUIBIIHY EVIBTVPHEX
tdpeiaiE. AETOp BH3HATAE HVHEMIE $pefMIE IK IX NPHIHATEHHA, 0COGIHBO B
ofmacTl poIYMIEHE MOBH, KATETODHIAMI T4 EOHDEOTVAM3IAMm CBITY.
CTocoBHO pOIVMIHHA #MOBH, OpeHMH JONOMATAHOThH MOSCHHTH., HE MH
PO3VMIEMC 3HAYSHHY OEPEMEX COIE, a TaKOE JONOMATANTh HOOSCHHTH
EOHQUIETH] BHIATEN 3AMepedcHHT Ta npoboems 3 agamTHuHIcTIo. CTOCOBHD
KﬂTEI"DPI:IEaJ]lI, dpefiMH JONOMATAFOTE MDOACHHTH NOpOONeME] BHIAKH
EATeTropH3amiL np::u’rn:rrmmn BINIHEH 1 JeSKl CYMUEH] EHNATEH, KOMH HEMac
HeoOXLTHHX afo JOCTATHIX YMOB IIf BH3HAYSHHS EATeropli 1 Oms PISHEX
PO3VMIEE ODHIET CHTyami ABTop OUIKpecHiss, I OF CCTAHHE dyHKIR
¢pelMIB Mac BeIHES 3HAYSHHA I14 EVILTYPOJCTIUHHX mineH. 3HAYHA TacTEa

19



Bicank JTHY iveni Tapaca llepwerwa No 6 (289), WU, I, 2014

EVARTVPEOI MDOBENIHEH CEIATAETRCA 3 JATAroI&eHHA CHTVADNE, dH
EHHHEAIOTE CEpel MJed 3 DPISHEMH Ta CYIEpewIHBHMH EyIbTYVDHEMH
EOTHITHEHHMH MOIETAMHE 0OHIET chepH TOCELIV.

Fmouosi cicea: ¢peliM., KOTHITHEHA [IHTBICTHEA, KOHIET,
OPOTOTHIL, EYABTYPHHE QpeHM.

Borve I1. A. HeroTophie vHELINN dpeiivoE

Ctated Hccmeover GpelME @ EKaE CIDYETYPHEIE  MeHTATBHEIS
PEOpe3cHTANEE PavIHUHEIX cep uenosedeckoro onwma. OHE COCTABTAIOT
GOABITYIY 9acTh HANHY FHAHEH O MHpe. Hams sEansd o MEpe DOABIIIOTCH B
od9eHE ceMaTHaeckoH Gopue, B BHIe dpeiivos. Husnam caosamm, dpeinm
cOOHpAMT HAIIH OPOTCTHNH J1f BRHPAEHHA KOHNENTYAIbHBX KATETOpHH.
Ppefiver  06MATAKT HEEOTOPEIMH JONOMHHTEIRHBIMH XapaKTePHCTHEAMH,
HaOPHMEp,  HEIYIHPOBAHHEM ONpeleTleHHNX  3HA9EHHHE  CJIOE,
npod HIHpOBAHHEM, HABA3HEAHHEM OOPeIeleHHOH NEPCHeETHBEL CHTYAITHH,
OpelICEeHHEM OOPeleleHHOH HCTOPHE = KOHIENTA, NpelloIoEeHHeM
HanHIHE Godee KPYNHBIX EyALTYpHEIX ¢peiivos. Crates onpenemser
$yEEUHKD (peHMOB KaK HX HasHAUSHHE, OCOOSHHO B O0ZacTH DOHHMAHHA
H3EIKA, KaTETOPHIAOHE H KOHOENTYATHIAODHE MEpa. B ofmacTE moEEMaEER
A3EKA QpelMEl DOMOTART OOBACHATE TO, KAE MEl IOOHHMAaeM 3HAUEHHE
HHIHEHIVATLHEX CHI0E, IOMOTAIT 00bACHAT: ABHO EOH(UIHETVIOIIHEE MEEITY
cof0H CTVYaH OTPHOAHHA H Opo0meMBl ¢ AHATHTHIHOCTRRY. B ofnactm
EATETOPHSANEH, @peEMB DOMOTAR0T OFBECHATE Opo0deMHBIE CIVIaH
EATETOPH3ANEHE, NPOTOTHOHEE BOINSHCTEHA H HEKOTOPHE DOrPAHHTHELE
cAY9aH, EOTOpPHE BOSHHEEANOT B CTY93ae ¢ KaTeTOPHAME, 3 TAloke HOMOTAIT
oBACHATD CTVTaH, KOTIA HeT HeoOXOMHMEX HIH JOCTAaTOUHEX VCIOBHH IIA
OOpeJeNeHHA KATETOPHE H I MHOEECTBEHHOTO O0bACHEHHA ONHOH H TOH
#e CHTYAIHH. ABTOp DOOUEPEHEAET, 9T0 3T4 DOCHeIHEE QyvHEDHT peiiMos
UpeIBLMAHHC Ba®HA INf EyIBTYPOIOTHUECEHX Noeled. bomgpmas wacts
EVABTYPHOTO MOBSJeHHE COCTOHT B VIASHBAHHH CHTYAOHH, EOTOpHE
BEOSHHEAIOT CPelH TIJeH ¢ PasIHYHHME H IPOTHECPEYHBEIME KYIBTYPHEME/
KOTHHTHEHEIME MOJS/IEME OIHOH H TOH &e cpephl OneTa.

Knoyeswe ciosa: pelM, KOTHHTHEHAA IHHIBHCTHEA, KOHIEOT,

OpOTOTHI, KYALTYPHED $pein.

Bokun L A. Some functions of frames

The article examines frames as structured mental representations of
an area of human expenence. They constitute a larze part of our knowledge
about the world. The knowledge we have about the world appears n a lnghly
schematic form, m frames. In other words, frames capture our prototypes for
conceptual categones. Frames have several additonal charactenstics, like
bemng evoked by particular meaning of words, profiling, imposing a certain
perspective on a sifuation, suggesting a particular history in a concept,
assuming larger cultural frames. The author identifies the functions of frames
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as a vanety of important uses, especially in the areas of lansuaze understanding,
categorization, and the conceptualization of the world. In particular, as rezards
lanruage understanding, frames help account for how we understand the
meanings of individual words, they help account for apparently conflicting
cases of negation, and they help account for problems with analyhicity. As
regards categorization, frames help account for certain problemafic cases of
categonzation, they help accoumt for prototype effects and some of the
boundary 1ssues that arise in connection with categonies, they help account for
cases where there are no necessary and sufficient conditions to define the
category, and they help account for multiple understandings of the same
sitwation. The author highlights that this last feature of frames 15 extremely
important for cultural purposes. A large part of cultural behavior consists in
negotiating situations that anse from people having different and contradictory
cultural’ commitive models of the “same” area of expenence.

Eey words: frame, cognitive linmmstics, concept, prototype, cultural
frame.
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METAMOP$03I AK 3ACIE OBPA3HOI ]I-ITUEPI'[FETAH]:E
EPOTIOBAHOI TLTECHOCTI B XY IOAHI CEMAHTIIII
AHI'TTHCBEROI'O MOTEPHISMY
(KOHUENTYAILHEE AHATII)

EBinvuse posyMy ¥y meoeMy miti, HiNG ¥ msoill suwit Mydpocmi.
I xmo 3Hae, 0o 4020 NROMPIGHT MEGEMY MITY MEGA suwa Mydpicms”
& Hiyue

$emoMen TiTECHOCTI AK 00 €KT JOCTUTESHHA NPHBEPTAE VBary
BeTHECT KUTBKGCT] HAYEOBIIE, A5 NPamoIOTs ¥V PI3HEX chepax Haysw [1 - 6],
OCEUTBEH TEOICHKE TUIO ¥ HOre PISHOMAHITHHX BHEBAX 3QaBHA mepedyBac y
doEycl yBarH  AHATOMIL, DOCHXOMOMI, COMOICTL,  KYABTYPOIOTIL
MHCTENTBO3HABCTER, $lnocodil Tomo. He ofupmymm Horo CEOEK YBarco 1
$LIOIOTE — SE MITEpaTYPOSHABDL, Tak | mErslcTH [1 — 12].

Bpaxoeyious pisHOACHEKTHHE XapakTep MHOICEKOTO TLIA, PaKypcH
HOTO BHEYEHHSE He BHUSPOYHOTBCA Opo0IeMaTHEOK Horo OyIOBH Ta
dyHEmICHYBARES, ane 1 BEIKYANTL OHTAHHA B3acMomli 3 cofl momiOHHME,
OCMHCTEHHA OyTTH MoIHEH fK homo corporalis, I Micoa B comyMi Ta 1H.
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