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The article is devoted to the study of the conception of friendship based on the results of compara-
tive structural-semantic analysis of English and Russian proverbs about friendship. The study includes
two complementary steps. The first step consists in formulating the main aspects of the conception of
friendship. The second consists in comparing fragments of this proverbial field, which made it possible
to explore the implementation of eight aspects of the conception of friendship on the material studied.
The clarification of similarities and differences made it possible to identify the specific national and cul-
tural characters of thinking and mentality of the two non-related peoples towards understanding of
friendship. The relevance of the study is determined by the novelty of the proposed approach to the
study of the conception of friendship based on the comparative structural and semantic analysis of
proverbs of two linguistic-cultural ethnic groups, as well as the insufficient knowledge of proverbs ex-
pressing the concept of “friendship” from the point of view of identifying their figurative and motiva-
tional basis, figurative means (metaphor, metonymy, comparison, personification, gradation, hyperbole,
irony, allegory, antithesis), semantics of lexical components, syntactic structures (repetitions, parallel-
ism, ellipsis, compression), expressive means, as well as rhythmic organization. There were selected
and systematized similar and unique meanings of English and Russian proverbs as a result of research
on the material of these languages. The analysis of these meanings allowed us to explore conception of
friendship, thereby providing the basis for deeper rethinking both the conception and the proverbial ma-
terial. As the part of the study there were observed differences in understanding of a person, personal
relationships with others, mutual help, etc. These differences are largely due to the different origins of
English and Russian proverbs. Most of the English proverbs are short sayings, which were formed un-
der the influence of Latin expressions and quotations from Bible. Most of the Russian proverbs are
peasant by origin and therefore they are closely connected with a specific and imaginative perception of
the world. Their expressiveness is much higher at the expense of using the means of oral folk creativity.
This analysis made it possible to reveal the role of linguistic means in expressing the mentality of the
representatives of both peoples.
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Peanusauusa koHuenuum apy>obl Ha maTtepuane
CONOCTaBUTEJIbHOIO CTPYKTYPHO-CEMaHTU4YECKOro
aHanu3a aHriIMMCKux v PYCCKMUX NMOCNOBULL

T.I'. OpJsioBa

Poccuiickuit yHUBEpCUTET IpYKOBI HAPOIOB
117198, Poccuiickas @edepayus, Mockea, yi. Muxnyxo-Maxnas, 0. 6

orlova-tg@rudn.ru

CraThsi NOCBSIEHA COMNOCTaBUTEIBHOMY CTPYKTYPHO-CEMAHTHUECKOMY aHalIU3y KOHLEHIUU
OpyoicOa Ha MaTepualie aHIIMHCKUX M PYyCCKUX MOCIOBHIL O apyx0e. MccenoBanue BKIto4aeT B ceOs
JIBa B3aMMOJIOIONHSOMMX dTana. [lepBblii 3Tam COCTOUT B (POPMYJIHPOBAHWH OCHOBHBIX aCIICKTOB
KOHIIEIIUH ApYKObI. BTOPO#i 3TaIl COCTOUT B COMOCTaBICHUH (PPArMEHTOB JaHHOTO MOCIOBHYHOTO T10-
JIs1, YTO MO3BOJIMIIO TIPOCIICAUTh PEANH3aMH BOCBMHU aCIIEKTOB KOHIICTIIIUH APY>KOBI Ha HCCIIEI0BAHHOM
Marepuanie. Y TOYHCHHC HAMJCHHBIX CXOJCTB W Pa3IMuMil a0 BO3MOJKHOCTH BBISBHTH CBOEOOpasue
00pa3HOro MBIIUICHUSI H OCOOCHHOCTH HAIIMOHAIBHOTO XapaKTepa JBYX HEOIM3KOPOJICTBEHHBIX HApO-
JOB B OTHOIUICHUHU IMOHUMAaHUA )Ipy)l(6bl. AKTyaﬂbHOCTb HCCIICA0BAaHUs ONPCACIIACTCA HOBH3HOM npen-
JIOKCHHOI'O IMOAX0Aa K U3YYCHHUIO KOHLICIIIINH }J,py)l(6bl Ha MaTepuaj€ COMOCTaBUTCIbHOI'O CTPYKTYPHO-
CEMAHTUYCCKOT'0 aHalin3a MOCJIOBUIl ABYX JIMHI'BOKYJIBTYPHBIX 3THOCOB, a4 TAKXKE HC}IOCTaTO‘{HOﬁ usy-
YCHHOCTBHIO MOCJIOBULL, BbIpAXKAIOIINUX KOHLCIT ((pr)K6a>) C TOYKH 3PCHUS BBIABJICHHUA HUX 06pa3Ho—
MOTHBaHHOHHOﬁ OCHOBBI, XYyJ1I0)KECTBCHHBIX IPUEMOB (MeTa(l)Opr, METOHUMUH, CPABHECHHUA, OJIUIICTBO-
peHws1, Tpajaluy, THIepOobl, HPOHHUH, aJUIETOPHH, aHTHTE3bl), CEMAaHTUKU JICKCUUECKHX KOMITIOHEH-
TOB, CHHTaKCHYECKHX CTPYKTYp (TIOBTOPBHI, MapajuielH3M, JIUIUIICUC, KOMIIPECCHS), IMOIMOHAIBHO-
IKCIIPECCHBHBIX CPEICTB, a TAK)KEe PUTMHUYECKOW OpraHH3alud. B pesynbraTe McclieoBaHHs Ha MaTe-
pralie yKa3aHHBIX SI3BIKOB OBLIM OTOOpAaHBI M CHCTEMATH3UPOBaHBI CXOAHBIC U YHHKAIbHBIC 3HAUCHHUS
AQHTTTUHCKUX M PYCCKHUX IMOCIOBHUIl. AHAIN3 9THX 3HAYCHUH ITO3BOJMII PACKPBITH KOHIEIIIHIO JIPYKOBI,
JIaB TeM CaMbIM OCHOBY JUlsi OoJiee IIyOOKOro MEepeOCMBICIICHHUsI KaK CaMOW KOHLICIIUH, TaK U MOCJIO-
BHYHOIO Marepuaia. B xone aHanmu3a ObUIM MPOCICKEHBI OTIMYMS B MPEACTABICHUN O YEIOBEKE, €ro
B3aMMOOTHOIICHHUSIX C IPYTUMH JIFOJbMH, O B3aHMONOMOLIM U T.A. DTH OT/INYHs B OoJblieii Mepe 00y-
CIIOBJICHBI PA3JIMYHBIM IPOHCXOXKICHHEM aHTJMHCKUX M PYCCKUX MOCIOBHIL. Tak, OoJblIasi 4acTh aH-
TIMACKUX TIOCIOBHIL IPECTABISICT CO00il KpaTKHe M3PEUCHHUS], KOTOPbIE CHOPMUPOBAIIMCH MO BIIHS-
HUEM JIATUHCKHUX BBIPOKCHUH W OMOJEHCKHX LUTaT. Pycckue MOCIOBHUIBI B OONBINEH Mepe HMEIOT
KPECTBSIHCKOE MPOHMCXOKICHHUE U MIOTOMY TECHO CBSI3aHbI C KOHKPETHO-00Pa3HbIM MHPOBOCIIPHSATHEM.
WX 9KCIIPEeCCUBHOCTh HAMHOTO BBIIIE 32 CUET HCIOJIB30BaHHsI CPEJICTB YCTHOTO HAPOJAHOTO TBOPUECTRA.
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JlaHHBIH aHATIU3 TTO3BOJIMII ONPEIETUTh POJIb S3BIKOBBIX CPEACTB B BBIPAXKEHHN MEHTAIUTETa MPEAcTa-
BHUTEJEH IBYX HApOJIOB.
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Introduction

The conception as an act of grasping, understanding and comprehending mean-
ings during the discussion and the conflict of interpretations, as well as its result, pre-
sented in a variety of concepts [1], attracts a great interest in the humanities — in lin-
guistics, it can be seen in the development of the linguo-cognitive approach and
increased attention to comparative studies. According to a fair remark by A. Vezhbit-
skaya, “... linguistic data turn out to be critical in identifying fundamental models of
thinking in various groups of people” [2. P. 54]. This premise explains the growing
attention to the sociocultural potential of linguistic and speech units, when social
phenomena are more fully revealed on the basis of linguistic patterns, and this aspect
is defined as fundamental for humanitarian knowledge [3. P. 9]. In this regard, in
modern linguistics the issue of the phraseological composition of the language as a
means of interpreting the culture of peoples is becoming increasingly relevant, for
which purpose “the human factor in the language vs the language factor in man is
moving into the focus of attention of linguistic studies” [4. P. 9].

From these positions we must pay a special attention to such phenomena that
avoid a strict definition and require a more flexible conceptual approach, for example,
friendship [5. P. 1]. Friendship is an important phenomenon of human culture, a special
kind of relationship between people; it is an “inexhaustible topic, the need for reflection
on it arises constantly. Each new research can give a new point of view, a new look and
the possibility of a new understanding” [6. P. 15—16]. The relevance of the study of
the paremiological fund, among other matters, is associated with the relevance of the
issue of national identity in the modern world [7]. The analysis of English and Russian
proverbs about friendship, on the one hand, helps to explore more fully the phenome-
non of friendship, on the other hand, helps to see the characteristics of perception and
evaluation of its components and essential features by each peoples.

The article considers proverbs that compose the oldest fund of the phraseological
system and reflect most vividly the national and cultural identity and mentality of

PAROEMIAE IN LANGUAGE AND TEXT 303



OpnoBa T.I'. Becmuux PV][H. Cepusi: Teopus sizvika. Cemuomura. Cemanmuxa. 2020. T. 11. Ne 2. C. 301—318

both peoples. Following E.V. Ivanova, who generalized the definitions of the proverb
given by foreign scholars, we will adhere this definition of proverb: “A proverb is a say-
ing that expresses folk wisdom, tested by the experience of previous generations <...> it
has a didactic function, an impetus to follow certain moral standards” [8. P. 11]. A great
contribution to the development and study of the theory of phraseology and proverbs
was made by such linguists as V.V. Vinogradov, A.V. Kunin, G.L. Permyakov,
V.P. Zhukov, N.D. Arutyunova, N.L. Kovshova, Y.I. Levin et al.

Comparative studies in linguistics have become increasingly important and, to a
greater extent, the comparison of phraseological units. “It is the comparative aspect of
the systematic study of phraseology that is of great interest both for the development
of the general theory of phraseology and for the study of general and distinctive fea-
tures of the languages studied” [9. P. 3]. A contrastive analysis of paroemias contrib-
utes to the comparative study of languages and helps to identify cross-language uni-
versals. “A comparative description of semantic fields (of paroemias — T. Orlova)
makes it possible to identify ethnic logic that represents differences in mental patterns
of the studied linguistic-cultural communities” [10. P. 15]. So, the main, distinctive
idea of the article that supplements known approaches is elucidation of the conception
of friendship by a comparison of the proverbs of the English and Russian languages
about friendship. The purpose of the article, therefore, is to identify the semantic
groups of English and Russian proverbs representing the phenomenon of friendship;
to explore general and specific features of proverbs of compared languages, identify
linguistic and extralinguistic factors that determine similarity and differences in rela-
tion to their figurative meaning and semantics; to formulate general aspects of the
conception of friendship and to trace their representation on the material received.

Literature review

The views that are relevant to our study on the problem of friendship conceptual-
ization take shape in the framework of the review in four aspects. It is general catego-
rization of friendship as a phenomenon, including the identification of linguistic pat-
terns; representation of this phenomenon, taking into account the consistency of the
language; a variety of manifestations in the representation of a multifaceted phenom-
enon; and the representation of the phenomenon of friendship in a proverbial space.

The first aspect that realizes a modern view on the problem is the general catego-
rization of friendship as a phenomenon. It is significant that both the practical and
theoretical sides of the problem are revealed with the participation of linguistic mate-
rial and / or with linguistic implications, as, for example, in the work of E.E. Smith
[11] or theoretical treatment of A. Maslow [12], and the studying of anthropology of
friendship begins with questions of etymology [13]. Judging by research practice, the
main directions in the general categorization of friendship as a phenomenon are the
identification of the types of subjects entering into these relations [14. P. 174], and
the allocation of research space when internal (emotional and sensual) or external
(socio-economic and political) aspects of friendships are focused on [15. P. 492]. The
possible adjunction of friendship and existential loneliness, revealed in the latest phil-
ological studies [16. P. 225], also matters.
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The second aspect of the review is the representation of the phenomenon of
friendship, taking into account the systematic character of the language. We can see
an example of this approach in the treatise that has become a classic of linguistics:
Y.S. Stepanov, quoting M. Prishvin, draws attention to the etymological side of the
linguistic system: “... In these words, Prishvin intuitively captures the etymology of
the word friend: it is “the other self” [17. P. 582]. V.V. Dementiev considers the
communicative dimension of the concept of “friendship” [18], and O.Y. Lukashkova
analyzes the structure of the concepts “enemy” and “friend” through mutual compari-
son in the system of the language [19]. A linguistic-cultural dominant is noticeable in
the study of the phenomenon in the language system. The work of M. Khizova shows
an example of this approach with the indicative correlation of languages and cultures:
“linguoculturology as one of the promising areas of sociocultural analytics” [20. P. 7]
implicates the investigated problem in this aspect.

The third aspect of the categorization of the phenomenon naturally follows from
the previous one. It is the variety of manifestations in the representation of a multi-
faceted phenomenon. A typical example is the work of Delaney T. and Madigan T., in
which the authors investigated a wide range of modern types of friendship, from the
so-called close friendship to virtual one [21]. For our study, however, the works cov-
ering various conceptual, emotional, communicative spheres are relevant [22]. As the
review shows, it becomes possible to explain approximations of evaluative conceptu-
alization of friendship in very different communicative practices on the basis of such
an approach, and such a conceptualization is close to paroemias in the terms of lin-
guistic essence.

The fourth aspect that is relevant for our view on the problem is exploration of
the representation of the phenomenon of friendship in the proverbial space, that con-
siders proverbial space as a sphere associated with the phenomenon of friendship by
mutual cognitive basis [23. P. 7]. In a special linguistic study of the phenomenon of
friendship in the Russian linguistic world-image A.D. Shmelev, among other things,
relies on rich proverbial material [24]. The works based on the analysis of proverbs
acquire a special character: for example, Frantiek Cermak conducts research on the
material of proverbs of different languages using the international proverb dictionary
[25]. This situation encourages to focus specifically on the identified aspect in the
subsequent analysis, since the subject (groups of proverbs of certain languages) and
the research method becomes critical for the result.

Materials and methods

Applied methods are contingent to the multidimensionality of the problem and
complement each other. At the same time, our attention is focused on “systemology
as a source and an integral part of the linguistic methodology” [26. P. 151]. The fol-
lowing main research methods were used in accordance to our goal: method of com-
parative phraseology, which was carried out in the structural-semantic and component
aspects; descriptive method; functional stylistic analysis. Also we used principles of
cognitive analysis, as well as elements of the method of hermeneutic interpretation.
Cognitive analysis involved mainly compatible "methods of analysis of concepts and
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methods of analysis of categories" [26. P. 465]. The methodology of comparative
structural-semantic analysis is promising in the process of identifying peculiar facts
of language and culture, as well as clarification of the specifics of thinking and world
perception of various peoples. The effectiveness of this methodology has been con-
firmed in a variety of ways by lexicographical verification, including one made on the
material of proverbs [27].

These characteristics require a closer look at the object of study, English and
Russian proverbs correlated to the phenomenon of friendship. The source of empirical
material was the dictionaries of proverbs of Russian and English languages [28—32].
The reference method in the work with the proverbial material was the continuous
sampling method. For the study 44 English and 56 Russian proverbs were selected.

The unity of methods is implemented in a certain sequence. The observation is
applied at the stage of primary studying the problem space and correlates with the
postulates of the descriptive method. The key aspects of the concept of friendship are
discovered through the use of the principles of systematic approach and dialectical
method. The previously mentioned types of analysis are used in appropriate combina-
tion. They provide the basis for generalizations, including schematized ones, defined
in the framework of the “modeling method” [26. P. 312].

Research results

The concept of friendship is revealed in eight main implementations, which were
formulated in the process of initial analysis of the semantic content of proverbs. The
study of friendship as a type of relationship is based on the consideration of the basic
principles of human relationships. Along with the desire of people for unification, we
observe a desire for individualization; this contradiction is removed directly in the
phenomenon of friendship. Friendships are classified and divided into subgroups; of
all the possible grounds for classification, we are interested in the most universal, as-
sociated with the concept of "real" friendship. This classification basis is interesting
precisely because we reveal the implementation of this aspect of the conception on
the proverbial material. The traits that distinguish a true friend and how a friend be-
comes real mark another aspect of the conception of friendship. The key, most valua-
ble properties of friends, the position of friendship in the value hierarchy and the
strength of friendly ties complete our circle of interests.

The first of eight implementations, representing a separate aspect of the concept
of friendship on the considered material, points to cooperation and mutual aid as a
characteristic feature of the human community. Since ancient times, it was difficult
for a person alone to cope with harsh living conditions — it is easier to overcome dif-
ficulties together. Proverbs of this semantic group are widely represented both in
English and Russian, they belong to the oldest paroemiological layer. These proverbs
contain moral priorities and, therefore, are very important for determinating the char-
acteristic features of the national-cultural identity of both peoples. This group con-
tains the following English proverbs: Two heads are better than one; Four eyes see
more than two; A trouble shared is a trouble halved; One man, no man, etymological-
ly tracing its origin to the Latin expression Unus vir nullus vir; There is safety in
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numbers; In the multitude of councelors there is safety, the proverb of biblical origin,
which means that "collective responsibility is less dangerous than individual respon-
sibility." The Russian proverbs of this group are: Ym xopowo, a dsa nyywe ‘One
mind is good, but two are better’; Odua conosa xopouwio, a dse nyyute ‘One head is
good, but two are better’; Odua eonoeus u 6 newu eachem, a 08e u 8 noje Kypsamcs
‘One firebrand goes out in the oven, and two burn in the field’; Odun 6 none ne soun
‘One cannot conquer alone’; Apmens 6owem, a ooun eopioem ‘The gang is fighting,
and one is grieving’; B edunenuu — cuna ‘There is strength in unity’; C mupa no
Humxe, eonomy — pybaxa ‘A single thread from everyone, and there's a shirt for a
naked one’.

The comparison shows that two English and two Russian proverbs are very ex-
pressive due to metaphorization, which is based on somatisms: in the English prov-
erb, four eyes — two eyes, two heads — one head, in the Russian proverb (0oun)
ym— 06a (yma) ‘one mind — two minds’, odna conoéa — dse (conoewt) ‘one
head — two heads’. The last three English proverbs are maxims — short sayings,
coming from the Latin expression, quotes from the Bible. They use more neutral vo-
cabulary. Russian proverbs are expressive due to the fact that the generalized mean-
ing in them is expressed in metaphorical and concretized forms, the lexical compo-
nents of which are associated with peasant life: conosnsa ‘firebrand’, neus ‘oven’,
noze ‘field’, as well as folk-speaking vocabulary: xypamca ‘burn’, coproem ‘is griev-
ing’. Russian proverb B edunenuu — cuna ‘There is strength in unity’ is equivalent to
English proverbs, which are based on Latin sayings. In the Russian proverb Ooun 6
none ne gour ‘One cannot conquer alone’ reflects the historical realities of Russian
life, when a Russian man had to fight a lot. The last Russian proverb C mupa no num-
Ke, conomy — pybaxa ‘A single thread from everyone — and there’s a shirt for a na-
ked one’ expresses the idea of mutual help. O.G. Dubrovskaya calls such proverbs
“the proverbs of national linguistic mentality of the first type”, the units of “unique
cultural connotation” [33. P. 7]. They have no analogue in English and reflect the
mentality of Russian people. “There is a generally accepted opinion about collectiv-
ism as a characteristic and most striking feature of the Russian archetype. <...>
Sometimes this quality of Russians is also called “a sense of brotherhood.” Russians
themselves do not deny this value: “Good brotherhood is more valuable than wealth.”
Sometimes it causes outright envy and admiration among Europeans suffering from
loneliness” [34. P. 155—156].

The regular nature of the discovered phenomenon, implementing the concept of
friendship, is also supported by a systemic counterbalance, the semantic opposite. So,
in the English language there is a proverb that points to the individualism of the Brit-
ish: Every man for himself. This proverb also has a unique cultural connotation and
reflects the Englishman’s mentality, his independence. The comparison of proverbs
unique for each language allows us to draw a corresponding analogy with the forms
of human sociality, represented, in particular, in the work of F. Ténnies with the con-
cepts of “community” and “society”: “Human wills relate in different ways to each
other ... This relation itself and thus communication is understood either as real and
organic life (this is the essence of community) or as an ideal and mechanical for-
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mation (this is the concept of society)” [35. P. 9]. The aforementioned Russian prov-
erb through the idea of mutual help in the situation, which is difficult for one person
(naked), but not for all members of the community (which could be the situation of a
battle with an enemy, for example) postulates rather high level of closeness within
this community, in fact, their unity: the problem of one member becomes a common
problem. The English proverb claims the absence of the necessary essential connec-
tion between people: each person must solve his own problems.

The second of the implementations, which points out an internal contradiction of
the concept of friendship, is reflected in the following group of English proverbs with
unique meaning. They are about the need to maintain a distance in friendship: A
hedge between keeps friendship green; Familiarity breeds contempt. The first proverb
is expressive due to the use of the colour epithet green, which rhymes with the word
between — it contributes to its expressiveness and quick memorization. The second is
an aphorism, a philosophical generalization. It contains neutral vocabulary and is de-
void of expression. These proverbs have no analogues in the Russian language and
reflect the mentality of the British, who believe that the closer you know a person, the
more you see his or her flaws, and the initial admiration is often replaced by disap-
pointment and neglect.

The third implementation, which directly reveals friendship as a complex entity,
contains elements of integration of the first two groups, removing the contradiction
found in the second one. It presents general characteristics of friendship as a type of
closest non-related relationship between people, which is reflected in the correspond-
ing groups of proverbs in both languages. The English proverbs of this group are: The
only unsinkable ship is friendship; A true friend is the best possession in the world;
Friendship, like phosphorus, shines brightest when all around is dark; A faithful
friend is a medicine of life; It is better to be in chains with friends, than to be in a
garden with strangers. These English proverbs correspond to Russian: [epeso kpenue
KOpHAMU, a Yesosek — opy3vbamu ‘A tree is stronger in its roots, and a man is stronger
in friends’; [pye — yennwvui knao, nedpyey nuxkmo He pao ‘A friend is a valuable
treasure, no one is happy with an enemy’; Yenosex 6e3 Opyseti — umo coxon 6e3
kpviives ‘A man without friends is like a falcon without wings’; Yenogex 6e3
opyea — umo 3emns be3 600bi ‘A man without a friend is like a land without water’;
be3 opyea na oywe svroca ‘There is a blizzard in the soul without a friend’; Bepnuui
opye nyuwe comuu caye ‘A faithful friend is better than hundreds of servants’; bes
opyea 6 acuznu myeo ‘Without a friend life is tough’; /[pye 3a opyea cmoti — eviue-
paews oot ‘Defend each other and win the battle’; Cam nocubaii, a mosapuwa evipy-
yau ‘Die yourself, but help your comrade’; Bpaey ne xnansiics, a mosapuwa evipy-
yau ‘Do not bow to the enemy, but help a comrade’; boavuwe moti 11066u He 6vi6aem,
Kaxk opye 3a opyea ymupaem ‘There is no greater love than dying for each other’.

The value system of two peoples is revealed especially clearly through analyzing
English and Russian proverbs of this group. This system is caused by various ex-
tralinguistic factors: the history, way of life, climate, etc. Comparisons and contradic-
tions lay at the heart of their figurative structure. So, in English proverbs friendship is
compared to an unsinkable ship, to phosphorus that shines brightly in the dark, to the
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best acquisition, to a cure for disease. The last proverb has a unique meaning, reveal-
ing the mentality of the British, who are very wary of strangers and maintain a dis-
tance in communication. In Russian proverbs, friendship is compared to powerful
roots of a tree, to yeunsviti k1ao ‘valuable treasure’; a friend is more important than
money, more important than comnu caye ‘hundreds of servants.” Russian proverbs use
the vocabulary related to nature: semus 6e3 600wvr ‘land without water’, gvroca ‘bliz-
zard’, ornithonym coxoxn ‘falcon’ as well as vernacular words like myzo ‘tough’. The
penultimate three proverbs are imperative sentences by its syntactic structure and
contain a call to help out a comrade in a battle at the expense of one’s life. The readi-
ness of friends to die for each other is also proclaimed as the highest manifestation of
friendship in the last proverb. Its rhythmic organization helps to deepen the semantic
content. These proverbs have a unique meaning; they reflect the mentality of a Russian
warrior man, for whom mutual help and self-sacrifice in a battle guarantee a victory.

Comparison of the proverbs of this group shows that English proverbs are more
likely bookish in nature and use neutral vocabulary, while Russian ones are more
closely related to folklore: they include vocabulary, relating to nature and peasant
life; use folk poetry and rhyming words. Russian proverbs reflect the mentality of a
person, coming from peasantry. Analyzing the semantic construction of phrases, we
see that English proverbs represent a friend as a kind of acquisition, an addition to an
independent, self-sufficient person: these are images of a friend and friendship as
medicine, lamp in the dark, etc. In Russian proverbs a friend is considered a part of
some unity without which a person is no longer complete. This idea is emphasized by
comparisons of a person without friends to a bird without wings, to a tree without
roots. A significant part of Russian proverbs of this group is built on a comparison
with negative model. In English proverbs, on the contrary, we see comparisons with
positive model: what is a life of a person with a friend like. This observation, made by
comparing the material, shows us that the British tend to be individualists and have a
firm understanding of privacy.

The fourth implementation is naturally connected to the previous ones, repre-
senting classification of friendship types. It includes the most important issue, in
which each individual is personally interested: what kind of friendship will be the
most lasting, which kind of friendship is considered “real”. Aristotle in "Nicomache-
an Ethics" gives his classification of types of friendship: utilitarian (friendship for the
sake of any benefit), hedonistic (friendship for the sake of pleasure) and perfect
(based on internal virtue and the corresponding likeness of friends) [36. P. 222—
223]. The first two types of friendship are imperfect and short-lived (disappear as
soon as the basis for friendship disappears), the third type of friendship, based on in-
ternal qualities (virtues that are constant for Aristotle), is perfect both in essence and
because of durability.

Temporary forms of friendship are reflected in both English and Russian prov-
erbs. When good cheer is lacking our friends will be packing; No longer pipe, no
longer dance; He that has a full purse never wanted a friend; In time of prosperity
friends will be plenty. This English proverbs correspond to Russian ones: B padocmu
cougym, 6 eope 3abyoym ‘In joy they seek, in grief they forget’; Xneba nem, max u
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Opysetl ne owvigano ‘If there is no bread, then friends are gone’; Ecms 6paca oa nu-
pooicku, max ecmo opyeu u opyxcku ‘If there is home brew and pies, so there are
friends and pals’; Ilioxou opye — umo menv: 6 conneunvili OeHb He OMBANCEULbC, A
6 Henacmublll He Haudews ‘A bad friend is like a shadow: on a sunny day you can not
get rid of him, but on a rainy day you cannot find him’; V xoco mowmna noana, y moeo
u opyseu xeamaem ‘He who has a full purse, has enough friends’.

The comparison of English and Russian proverbs of this group reveals subtle
shades of meaning. The first parts of the English and Russian proverbs He that has a
full purse... and ¥V xoeo mowmna noana... ‘He who has a full purse’ are very close in
figurative meaning and lexical components. However, the second part of the proverbs
expresses different meanings. In the English proverb one who has money never want-
ed a friend. The Russian proverb manifests another meaning: one who has money (y
moeo) opysei xeamaem ‘he has enough friends’. The Russian proverb once again, al-
beit in an ironic way, emphasizes the need for friends in a person’s life (even if their
presence here is determined by selfish interest), while in the English proverb availa-
bility of money overrides the very need for friends. British individualism is opposed
to the collectivism of Russian people. Russian proverbs are more figurative and ex-
pressive due to the oppositions and lexical antonyms: ¢ padocmu — 6 eope ‘in joy —
in grief’, ¢ corneunviii denv — 6 nenacmmuwlil denv ‘on a sunny day — on a rainy
day’; due to expressive comparisons: nioxou opye — umo mend ‘a bad friend is like a
shadow’; through the use of diminutive suffixes: dpyorcku ‘pals’, nuposcku ‘cakes’. In
Russian proverbs human actions are compared to natural phenomena, which probably
indicate the affinity of a Russian man to nature.

The true, reliable friendship is the treasure; its necessity is postulated by prov-
erbs of both peoples. Assuming the possibility of a long-term, reliable friendship, it is
necessary to determine the way to distinguish it from unreliable (fake) friendship. The
answer to this question is given by proverbs, which say that "you can only understand
who is your friend and who is your enemy when you face problems and difficulties".
This group contains the following English proverbs: A friend in need is a friend in-
deed; Calamity is man’s true touchstone; Prosperity makes friends and adversity tries
them; Suffering for a friend doubleth friendship; In need one sees who his friend is; A
friend is never known till a man have need. They correspond to the following Russian
proverbs: /lpy3zssa nosnaromes 6 6ede ‘Friends become known in trouble’; bez 6edwvt
opyea ne ysnaews ‘You will not get to know your friend without trouble’; /[pye no-
3Haemcs npu pamu oa npu 6eode ‘A friend is known in a battle and in trouble’; Kons
V3Haemcs npu eope, a opye npu beode ‘A horse is known upon the mountain, and a
friend in trouble’; /pye 6 6ede — opye 60souine ‘A friend in need is twice a friend’;
Kmo opyea 6 bede noxudoaem, mom cam 6 6edy nonadaem ‘Who leaves a friend in
need, he himself gets into trouble’. We see that most of the English proverbs are more
neutral in lexical components, more aphoristic, edificatory, less expressive except for
the proverb A friend in need is a friend indeed, that stands apart with its expressive-
ness and deserves a special attention. In this proverb, we observe the so-called phe-
nomenon of “paronymic attraction”, i.e. convergence of similarly sounding words,
which leads to the effect of “false etymologization”: indeed <in deed [37. P. 84]. The
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semantic volume of the proverb expands due to this fact. Most of the Russian prov-
erbs of this group are also rather neutral lexically, but several of them are more dra-
matic: the one in which a friend is tested not only 6 6ede ‘in trouble’, but also ¢ pamu
(a lexical archaism that means ‘battle’). The proverb with a zoonym xowus ‘horse’ ex-
pands expressiveness due to expressive comparison.

The fifth implementation of the conception of friendship is closely related to the
previous one. The essence of reliable true friendship is revealed in a group of prov-
erbs about old and new friends. This group includes the following English proverbs:
Before you make a friend eat a bushel of salt with him; Old friends and old wine are
best; Make new friends but keep the old for one is silver and the other is gold; Old
tunes are sweetest, old friends are surest; Old friends are better than new ones. A lot
of synonymous Russian proverbs with the same meaning can be given: Yenogeka
V3Haeuwb, koeoa nyo coau ¢ Hum cvews ‘Y ou will know a person when you eat a pood
of salt with him’; Yenosexa yzunaewv, xocoa uz cemu neuex ¢ HUM wu noxiedbaeus
“You will know a person when you eat cabbage soup out of seven stoves with him’;
He y3nasaii opyea 6 mpu ous, y3uasati ¢ mpu 2ooa ‘Do not get to know a friend in
three days, get to know him in three years’; Hogwvix Opyseu Haxcusati, a cmapulx He
saowvisatl | ne mepsai ‘Make new friends, but don’t forget / don’t lose old friends’;
Bewb xopowa noxa nosa, a opye — koeoa cmapuwuii ‘“The thing is good while it is
new, and the friend is good when he is old’; Cmapuwui opye ayuwe nogvix 0gyx ‘An
old friend is better than two new ones’; /[pye ne ucnvimanmsiii, 4mo opex HeKOI0Mblll
‘A friend not time-tested is like a nut not chopped’. The first English and the first
Russian proverbs are partial equivalents, their figurative meaning coincides: "to expe-
rience friendship you need to eat a lot of salt" (pood / bushel of salt symbolizes a long
period of time, spent together in various activities, especially in consentient labour).
They are distinguished by its construction: in the English proverb, the main sentence
is an imperative, and in the Russian one the sentence is indefinite-personal. According
to E.V. Ivanova, “... motivation is more peculiar for the English proverbs; they encour-
age a person to take active actions or, on the contrary, prohibit them.” [13. P. 190—
191]. Tt is expressed by the greater frequency of using imperative sentences. The same
meaning is conveyed by another Russian proverb Yenosexa ysnaewn, kocoa uz cemu
neuex ¢ num wu noxaebaewn, which reflects characteristic household details of the
life of Russian people (neus ‘stove’), Russian food (wu ‘cabbage soup’), contains a
common word (noxzebaews ‘eat’), which indicates its peasant origin. In the proverb
Jlpye ne ucnvimannwii, umo opex nexkoaomwiti ‘A friend not time-tested is like a nut
not chopped’” we see an unexpected comparison. All these features along with rhyth-
mic organization and rhyming words make Russian proverbs more expressive. The
comparing of English and Russian proverbs of this group reveals subtle shades of
meaning. So, in the English proverbs old friends are compared to old wine, to gold
and old melodies; in the Russian ones this meaning is revealed through striking con-
trasts Hosas eewp — cmapuwiil Opye ‘new thing — old friend’ and comparisons cma-
pulil Opye ayquie Hoswix 08yx ‘an old friend is better than two new ones’. The different
lexical components of these proverbs indicates a different figurative thinking of the
English and Russian peoples, however, the general meaning can be traced in both
cases. We see that friendship is a result of coping with challenges together: either
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overcoming troubles or hard work / travelling together. The evidence of this is a
bushel or nyo ‘pood’ of salt. Both English and Russian proverbs appeal to time,
matching friends according to the duration of friendship.

True friendship achieved with the help of hard work is not only valuable, but al-
so a rare thing. The following group includes English and Russian proverbs that ex-
press folk wisdom: "You can be friends with many, but true friends should be few."
So, the English proverb Books and friends should be few but good is unique by its
figurative and motivational basis. It gains expressiveness due to the pictural compari-
son friends — books, which should be "few, but good." The English proverb A friend
to all is a friend to none and the Russian one Bcem 6pam — nuxomy ne opam ‘A
brother to all is a brother to none’ are very close in meaning and by the construction.
The difference is that English proverb uses the word friend, and the Russian one uses
opam ‘brother’ instead, though the meaning of the latter is similar to “close friend”,
not “close relative”. The studies of the British anthropologist, Robin Dunbar, con-
ducted on extensive extralinguistic material, confirm our conclusion: the possible
number of close friends is limited, the main factors of limitation are the time (that is
needed to make friends and to communicate) and capabilities of the human brain [38].

The sixth implementation of the conception of friendship is close to the fifth one
and thus is related to the others. At the same time, it reveals axiologically different as-
pects of the problem and thereby it strengthens the stability of the studied conception.
True friendship is not limited to collaborative work and trials of life passed together.

The important group of proverbs conveys the peculiar meaning that “only friends
can make a clear-eyed assessment of your behavior, indicate your strengths and
weaknesses. It includes English proverbs: The eye of a friend is a good mirror; A
friend’s frown is better than foe’s smile; All are not friends that speak fair; Only your
real friends tell you when your face is dirty. They correspond to the following Rus-
sian proverbs: Jlyuwe copvras npasoa, uem necms 8paca ‘Bitter truth is better than
adulation of an enemy’; He gcak opye, kmo nac xearum ‘Not all are friends that
praise us’; /[pye cnopum, a épae noodaxusaem ‘Friend argues, and enemy assents’;
Hpyoicoa kpenka ne necmoio, a npasooti u yecmoio ‘Friendship is strong not by flat-
tery, but by truth and honour’; He ma pyka, umo moavko enadum, a u ma, ¥mo 3a 6u-
xop mackaem ‘Not that friendly hand that just strokes, but the one that drags a tuft’;
He ma cobaxa kycaem, umo naem, a ma, umo monuum, oa xeocmom eunsiem ‘Not that
dog bites that barks, but that which is silent, but wags its tail’. Analyzing this group
of proverbs, we see that both English and Russian proverbs provide their additional
meaning. Their figurative and motivational basis and lexical components do not coin-
cide completely. It is possible to consider counterparts: All are not friends that speak
fair and He ecsx opye, kmo nac xeanum. Two other English proverbs are based on
double contraposition: open enemy — false friend and friend’s frown — foe’s smile.
Russian proverb Jhuwe copvras npasoa, wem aecmuv @paea is similar to the two
aforementioned in its syntactic structure and is also based on double contraposition,
but they are distinguished by lexical components. Frown and smile in English proverb
figuratively denote arguing and assenting; this makes it close in its meaning to the
other Russian proverb /[pye cnopum, a epaec noooaxusaem, though they are distin-
guished by the syntactic structure. English proverb The eye of a friend is a good mir-
ror does not have a direct Russian counterpart; the using of somatism eye increases its
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expressiveness. Another English proverb is also quite expressive due to the use of the
face is dirty metaphor, which reflects bad features of character. Two distinctive Rus-
sian proverbs of this group are identical by their syntactic structure and represent
folk-colloquial construction of the sentence. In one of them the idea of an enemy is
hidden behind the somatism pyxa ‘hand’ that ezaoum ‘strokes’, and the idea of a
friend is hidden behind a pyxa ‘hand’ that 3a uy6 mackaem ‘drags by a tuft’. In the
second Russian proverb of the same type we see the allegory. The behavior and the
traits of the animal are transferred to the person. These proverbs are associated with
Russian folklore and have peasant origin.

The same group includes English and Russian proverbs that have the meaning “a
good friend speaks good behind the scenes”: He is a good friend that speaks well of
us behind our backs. The Russian language also has a proverb that partially conveys
this meaning: Xopowwuii opye 6 nuyo pyeaem, a 3a enaza xsaium ‘A good friend
scolds to one’s face and praises behind the back’. Here is educative function of a true
friend. A person, connected with him by mutual trust, will rather listen to his words
and try to correct mistakes in some way. At the same time, “a friend is always the one
who understands us, who sees us through our outer shell and acknowledges our inno-
cence” [14. P. 97].

The seventh implementation of the conception of friendship is related to the pre-
vious ones. The following aspect of the conception generalizes the value of friend-
ship. Both English and Russian proverbs manifest that friendship must be preserved
and cherished, since it is not so easy to find a friend. This group includes an English
proverb Friendship is like money, easier made than kept and corresponding Russian
proverbs: Hem opyea — uwu, a nawen — bepeau ‘Seek for friend if you do not have
one, and take care of him if you find him’; Ha denveu opyea ne kynuws “You can't
buy a friend for money’; He umeii cmo pyoaeii, a umei cmo opysei ‘Do not have a
hundred rubles, but have a hundred friends’; Jpyoccoa oopoosice denee ‘Friendship is
more expensive than money’. The English example derives from a quotation, that
makes it more aphoristic. It is an extended sentence by its structure. Money here acts
as a model for the object of discussion (friendship). The corresponding Russian prov-
erb also includes the word money, but it is used not in the comparison, but in the lexi-
cal contraposition: friendship / friend is more valuable than money. Other Russian
proverb of the same meaning He umeti cmo pybaeii, a umei cmo Opy3eii 1S Very ex-
pressive due to its structure (two imperative sentences in the form of the contraposi-
tion), due to detailed concept of “money” (cmo pybaei ‘hundred rubles’) and due to
rthyming words (pyoneii — opyseir). In English there is a proverb that expresses a
similar meaning, but with significant clarification: A friend in court is better than a
penny in purse. A friend in court here refers to a powerful friend. This proverb has no
counterparts in the Russian language and reflects the mentality of an Englishman, for
whom powerful friend is more valuable than money. This proverb characterizes the
British as pragmatic people who appreciate not only the quality of friendship (true or
not), but also traits of the friend himself.

The eighth implementation specifically represents the dynamics of friendship.
The relevant aspects, correlated with all seven previous implementations, represent
the concept of friendship in the scope of the “test to destruction”. The following
group includes proverbs about destruction and reconstruction of friendship: Patched
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up friendship seldom becomes whole again; Reconciled friendship is a wound ill
salved; A broken friendship may be soldered, bur will never be sound. English prov-
erbs correspond to Russian ones: 3amupennsiii Opye nenaoesicen ‘A reconciled friend
is unreliable’; [pyocoa umo cmekno: cromaeur — ne nouunuws ‘Friendship is like
glass: if you break it, you can’t fix it’; Haocaoicennwviti KoHb, HAOIOMAHHBI JYK, O
3amupenHbvlil Opye pasHo HenadedcHvl ‘An overstrained horse, a broken bow and a
reconciled friend are equally unreliable’. Comparing proverbs we see that one English
and two Russian proverbs contain a common lexical component reconciled —
samupennwviii. These proverbs are expressive due to figurative comparisons: recon-
ciled friendship is compared to a wound ill salved in English and samupennwiii opye
‘reconciled friend’ — to a radaomaennwiii 1yx ‘cracked bow’ and nadcasicennwiii konw
‘overstrained horse’ in Russian. Another vivid comparison opyocoa ‘friendship” —
cmekno ‘glass’ is used in another Russian proverb. English proverbs use more neutral
metaphors concerning friendship: patched up, broken. Both English and Russian units
of this group contain specific metaphors and reveal the figurative thinking of both
linguistic and cultural ethnic groups in different ways. Following on the analysis of
this group of proverbs, we conclude that friendship seems to be a rather fragile, in-
flexible kind of relationship. Despite the fact that it is “forged” in consentient labour,
in battles and troubles, it looses its value after destruction and can not be “repaired”.
Let us return to Aristotle: if friendship has a constant, perfect foundation (i.e. is based
on the virtue of friends and a mutual disinterested attitude towards each other), then it
can end only after the death of friends. If it stopped earlier, therefore, its foundation
was not perfect, because the attitude of one of the friends was not disinterested. Natu-
rally, it is impossible to trust such a friend. If we assume the very possibility of de-
veloping a disinterested attitude to replace the former, self-serving one, then, proba-
bly, this could be resulted in a new friendship. The “glued together” old “friendship”
is, in fact, a kind of relationship when both participants see the truth: that it is not true
friendship or not a friendship at all, but for some (perhaps self-centered) reason they
continue to communicate.

It is the disclosure of selfish motives that probably is the reason of the destruction
of friendship. Following group of proverbs confirms this idea. It includes two English
proverbs: Lend your money and lose your friend; Short debt make long friend. Corre-
sponding Russian proverbs are: Xouews nomepsams opyea — oaii emy 6 ooxe ‘If you
want to lose a friend, grant him a loan’; /pyawcoa opyarcooti, a oenescku posw ‘Friend-
ship is friendship, but keep money apart’; B dore dasame — OpyoucOy mepsamo ‘To
grant a loan to friend is to lose friendship’; Cuem opyorcoe ne nomexa | Cuem opyorcou
He nopmum ‘Calculation is not a hindrance to friendship / Calculation doesn’t spoil
friendship’. The proverbs Lend your money and lose your friend and Xouews nome-
pams opyea — dati emy 6 dosie are partial equivalents, they are slightly distinguished by
grammatical structure and the word order. Other Russian proverbs convey similar
meaning by more expressive syntactic and lexical means, using words with diminutive
suffixes (derescku ‘money’), infinitive sentences (B doe dasamv — OpyaucOy mepsimo
‘To grant a loan to friend is to lose friendship’) and rhyming words (0asams ‘to
grant” — mepamu ‘to lose’). Describing this aspect of the conception of friendship, one
cannot but give another English proverb with a specific meaning: Friends are all right
when they don'’t interfere with you career. In Russian there is a proverb with the close
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meaning: /[pyoicoa opyoicooil, a cayacoa cayxcoou ‘Friendship is friendship, but duty is
duty’. The comparison of these proverbs allows us to determine that they reflect the
mentality of different classes. The English proverb is an aphorism, it contains a literary
expression interfere with one’s career, which reflects the worldview of an urban dwell-
er, bureaucrat or salaried employee. Russian proverb is more neutral lexically, its ex-
pressiveness arises due to syntactic parallelism and rhythmic organization.

Our conclusions are consistent with previously obtained generalizations that
were made in our recent works [39].

Conclusion

The performed analysis is generally summarized in two interrelated directions.
Firstly, according to the goal, a system of implementations of the conception of
friendship is revealed. Complexity of friendship, the interdependence of its positive
and opposing negative sides is revealed only through the mutual interaction of these
implementations (emphasis on unity and opposing desire for individualization, fragili-
ty, etc.). Secondly, the system of similarities and differences for the corresponding
semantic groups of Russian and English proverbs is revealed. Implementations of the
conception of friendship on the phraseological material of both languages are similar
in many respects, but they also have certain differences. Friendship appears to be a
valuable, hard-to-reach, fragile phenomenon. The comparative structural and seman-
tic analysis of the proverbs of both languages showed that among them we can distin-
guish proverbs that are equivalent in meaning, as well as counterparts that manifest
peculiar features of national character and mentality. English proverbs have more di-
dactic and edifying character; they often use imperative sentences and rather neutral
vocabulary. In the English proverbs we also noted the desire for individualization as a
key feature which determines the other features of the English. This observation is
partially consistent with the conclusions of anthropologists (K. Fox calls this central
characteristic quality of the British social dis-ease [40]). Both English and Russian
proverbs use thythmic structures and rhyming words that actualize their meaning and
contribute to their memorization, but Russian proverbs use them more often. Russian
proverbs are more expressive through the use of folk-colloquial vocabulary and di-
minutive suffixes. Also we observe a closer connection of the Russian proverbs with
the conceptual sphere of peasant life. The similarities and differences of English and
Russian proverbs characterize clearly the mentality of the both peoples.

The practical significance of the results is the possibility of developing a new
type of dictionary on their basis: “Friendship: The experience of cognitive-contrast
lexicography.” Thus the main directions for further research are the expansion of the
theoretical foundations of cognitive lexicography and the addition of the conceptual-
ization of friendship with data from languages other than Russian and English.
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