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ABSTRACT

The aim of the article is a comparative analysis of a structure and content of the
concept «freedom» in the consciousness of adults who prefer different types of
information media, traditional printed or new digital.

Methods. The study was carried out on a statistically large and homoge-
neous sample by age, level of education and professional activity (sphere of In-
tellectual labour). The differentiation of respondents into different information
subculture representatives was carried out on the basis of two criteria: 1) the
choice 'ofan information media in theirfree time (printed media or the Internet);
2) the amount of time devoted to interaction with the chosen carrier. The criteria
were determined through anonymous and voluntary questionnaires.
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To study the structure and content of the concept «freedom» the author's
version of the method of semantic differential has been implemented. The
author's research method includes descriptors previously obtained by other
researchers, on the basis of which, 7 categories («Assessment», «Strength»,
«Activity», «Complexity», «Orderliness», «Reality» and «Usuality») of everyday
consciousness were extracted.

Results of the research. The results of a comparative analysis carried out
in two contrasting groups choosing different information sources: the reading
subjects and the active web-users are presented. Statistically, there is no signifi-
cant difference between the two samples. As a result of a primary processing of
the data of the average estimates on the scales of the semantic differential, the
profiles coincide in the two groups. As a result of secondary processing (factor
analysis), the representatives of different informadon subcultures revealed the
same cognitive complexity of the concept «freedom» (12 factor-categories ac-
cording to the Kaiser criterion, 4 of which are not accidental in their subjective
significance for the respondents) and similar content of the leading categories.

Conclusions. There has empirically been revealed the cognitive simplicity
of the «freedom» construct in the everyday consciousness of adult Belarusians
and the unity of the representatives of various information subcultures in the
understanding of the concept: This cognitive commonality can be explained by
the common life experience background, which in the hierarchy of determinants
of the content of consciousness turns out to be more authoritative than infor-
mation habits and, therefore, information itself, regardless of its carrier. The ob-
tained data partially dispel the frightening myth about possible rapid transfor-
mations of users' consciousness through dlgital technologies.

Key words: freedom, ordinary consciousness, categories of consciousness,
cognitive complexity, semantic differential.

Introduction

The concept «freedom» from any point (ordinary, religious,
academic) is all-pervasive, interdisciplinary, and multi-dimen-
sional.

The scientific society did not pay much attention to the
concept of «freedom». There are quite a limited number of
research works, which distinguish two main directions in this
field. The pioneers in the research of the concept «freedom»
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are existentially oriented scientists. Thus, E. Fromm (Fromm,
1990) points out the life-affirming nature of freedom and its
ambivalence. He describes in detail the mechanism of a free
choice of personality as a step-by-step process that begins with
the awareness of «good / bad» and ends up with the desire
to act despite the tangible adverse consequences. B. Frankl
(Frankl, 1990) interprets freedom as a special position towards
both the environment and inner self that gives an opportunity
for a change and, moreover, a self-change. Another represen-
tative of existential psychology R. May (May, 2016) investi-
gates a similar understanding of the concept. He understands
freedom as the awareness of the possibilities within the frame-
work of destiny, as the ability of a person to control himself
in the existing objective determinants of life. The theories of
subjective causality are the results of another research direc-
tion of concept «freedom», based on empirical research data.
The most authoritative works in this direction are: a concept
of subjectivity of R. Harre (Harre, 1983), which explains the
social behaviour of the individual; the studj.es of self-efficacy
as a mechanism for. implementing subjectivity of A. Bandura
(Bandura, 1997); the theory of self-determination and personal
autonomy of E. Dessi and R. Ryan (Deci, Ryan, 1991). In Rus-
sian-speaking psychology community, the study of individual
freedom has not been a dominant subject for research and is
represented by individual works; the most notable studies are
published by E. I. Kuzmina (Kuzmina, 1994), G.A. Ball (Ball,
1997), D. O. Leontiev (Leontiev, 2000), and A. S. Belova (Be-
lova, 2008). In the constructive paradigm of psychology, the
concept «freedom» is a part of the list of indexed values (Pet-
renko, 2005), but any research, where «individual freedom» in
everyday consciousness is the subject of independent scientific
study, has not been found.

The society of the Republic of Belarus at the beginning
of the 21st century can be defined as a high-tech society. The
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statistics indicate a rapid increase in the number of web users:
while in 2016 web users were G6.6% of the country’s popula-
tion (over 6 years old), the level of web users increased up to
79.1% in 2018. Regarding the quantity of Internet users from
urban and rural areas, the difference is gradually disappearing.
The male and female populations have approximately the same
web activity. According to the statistics, 80% are using online
services every day, 11% at least once a week, 9% do not use
the Internet systematically. There is a brief extract (Table 1)
from the report of the National Statistical Committee of the
Republic of Belarus lor 2018 below (Information Society in the
Republic of Belarus, 2019: 85). It reflects the prevailing types
of web activities of Belarusians (more relevant statistical data
are not available at the present moment).

Table 1

Internet users according to the web access purposes in 2018
(as the percentage of the total of Internet users in Belarus)

Web users according to the age group
6-15 16-24 25-54 55-64 >65 Total
Web Search 795 98.7 97.0 935 86.6 93.7
Watching movies, liste- 89.5 97.6 88.4 76.4 60.4 86.4
ning to the music online,
downloading -‘entertain-
ment files etc.
Communication in Social 65.6 96.8 84.7 71.3 62.7 80.2
Network

Web Access Purpose

The data in Table 1 show that the most popular purpose for
users of different age groups is web search. Thus, the majori-
ty of Belarusians devote a certain amount of time to Internet
surfing on a daily basis, however, the quantitative data do not
allow to make a specific conclusion. The data from the table is
also not enough to conclude what way this activity affects the
consciousness of the active Internet users.
© Medvedskaia Elena
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The views of specialists, including the specialists in the IT
industry, on this issue, are quite contradictory.

The ideologists of digital technologies assert positive ten-
dencies. One of them, the American publisher T. O’Reilly
(O'Reilly, 2018) draws direct parallels between the interactiv-
ity of new media, decentralization of information sources and
democratization of both society in general, and the democrati-
zation of the consciousness of an individual user.

The thesis of another point refers to high-tech opportuni-
ties as well. With the advent of personalized search, an unspo-
ken revolution took place in the digital sphere, it has changed
the nature of information consumption. American Internet ac-
tivist E. Pariser describes it as follows: «Many people think
when we google certain words, we all get the same results, we
get the pages that the famous Google PageRank consider as the
most authoritative, the ranking is based on the links on other
pages. However, since December 2009 this has not been the
case. Now you see the result, which, according to the Google
algorithm, is optimal personally for you. Another person may
see something completely different. In other words, there is no
standard Google anymore» (Parizer, 2012: 12). Parizer asserts,
nowadays, the network is a huge business industry, engaged in
the race for personal data: «Share an article on a culinary topic
on Facebook and you will be haunted all over the Internet by
the ads of saucepans ... The new Internet does not just know
that you are a dog, he knows your breed and wants to sell you a
bowl of premium dry food» (Parizer, 2012: 12). Thus, the free-
dom and web personalization are rsrther ephemeral characte-
ristics, since both the mechanism for extracting personal data
and the mechanism of data selection, based on the received
personal data, work very effectively. Altogether, according to
the metaphorical expression of E. Pariser, it creates a «filter
bubble» that just deprives a person of the freedom to search
for information, leaving him within the framework of his own
interests, views, etc.
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A digital revolutionary J. Lanier (Lanier, 2019) adheres
to a similar opinion. According to his figurative expression,
people that are tied to the web are like dogs that respond to
whistling. He encourages users to become cats, to acquire
self-sufficiency and independence of thinking. J. Lanier pre-
sents a number of arguments that prove the manipulation of
consciousness and the imperceptible control of the behavior of
the web users, primarily carried out through social networks
and search engines. There is a list of a few of them:

- free will loss, gratification addiction (likes);

- brusque intervention in private life;

- aggressive information imposition;

- switch of a person from an «individual» mode to the
«pack» mode, which cause the prevalence of cyberbullying phe-
nomenon;

- falsity of information: the creation of acontent, motivated
by pursuing likes rather than the declared seek for truth;

- lack of empathy in virtual conversation, the inability to
influence an interlocutor’'s context of message perception;

- world perception formation: algorithms demonstrate
either what corresponds to the user’s views, or what complete-
ly contradicts them (thus, solving the problem of keeping the
attention). For a different person the programs calculate dif-
ferent information results;

- social networks make people feel miserable. Since this is
a race for consumer attention, it is negative experiences that
guarantee maximum involvement;

- name and identity loss: a person is defined by the figures
(followers, likes, shares, etc.).

At the moment, the views on the possible impact of the
Internet on the user’s consciousness mentioned above are hy-
pothetical. lu the context of cognitive psychology, two main
ideas can be extracted from these assumptions. On the one
hand, the interactivity of new media makes the consciousness
of users more flexible and complex, it leads to the complication
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of a user’s categorical structure. On the other hand, the per-
sonalization of web search results restricts and simplifies the
categorical structure of a user’s consciousness.

The research aim is to prove empirically the hypotheses
mentioned above on the basis of one common concept - free-
dom. This concept is familiar to everyone and has many op-
tions for representation in the experience of an .individual.
One of these options is a personal choice of information media.
Different media have different characteristics, use different
information coding systems, and users in an overall informa-
tion culture form two poles: printed and digital subcultures.

Research objective
The article presents a comparative analysis of the struc-
ture and content of the concept «freedom» in the consciousness
of adults who prefer different information media: traditional
printed and new digital.

Research methods and methodology

The study (voluntarily and anonymously) involved 720
respondents aged from 37 to 62, including 402 female and
318 male. All research participants have a higher education
and are representatives of intellectual labor (teachers, doc-
tors, economists, lawyers). Thus, the sample is homogeneous
in two dimensions. First, by age and type of socialization, the
main stages of which were completed by all respondents in the
pre-digital era. Secondly, by the nature of the daily professio-
nal use of various information madia (both printed and digi-
tal). The data has been collected during 2019 and the begin-
ning of 2020.

An author of the article used a questionnaire with open
questions, in order to study the personal preferences of adults
in their choice of information media. The main questions were
as follows: the choice of the leading information carrier (prin-
ted media or the Internet) in their free time. Secondly, the
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amount of free time devoted to the activities with this system.

The processing of the survey data showed that in the sample
15% of the respondents (108 people) are adherents of a tra-
ditional book as an information media. The representatives of
this group choose a traditional source of reading for various
reasons: it develops thinking, speech, memory, enriches voca-
bulary, captivates, etc. They note not only physical discomfort
from reading at the screen (eye fatigue, motion sickness), but
also relatively worse information assimilation. In what fol-
lows, this group will be referred to as «the reading subjects»
(or representatives of the traditional printed subculture).

35% (252 people) of respondents choose new digital media.
The respondents explain their choice by the greater accessibi-
lity of the content, its compactness, the concise presentation of
the material. When referring to the printed text (especially a
book), the respondents note the need for higher concentration,
difficulty in access to the information, experiencing boredom
or anxiety. In what follows, this group will be referred to as
«the active web users» (or representatives, of the digital sub-
culture).

The majority of the sample (360 respondents) are respon-
dents who do not have any unambiguous priorities in the
choice of information media. These people both read books and
use digital media in equal proportions. In order to carry out
the claimed comparative analysis by the method of contrasting
groups, the results of the representatives of this group are
excluded for processing and discussion.

To study the structure and conlent of the concept «free-
dom» in the consciousness of adults, the method of the seman-
tic differential in the author’s version has been implemented.
The decision to set up an author’s version has been dictated
by the fact that there is no universal set of descriptors as the
creator of this method C. Osgood and other scientists have
repeatedly mentioned (Osgood, Suci & Tannenbaum, 1957; Pet-
renko, 2005; Shmelev, 1982, etc.).
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In the present study, there are 40 scales, used as experi-
mental material for a variant of the semantic differential. The
purpose of the selection was primarily aimed at controlling the
subjectivity of the researcher. The subjectivity is expressed
in the possibility of imposing the researcher’s own vocabulary
on the respondents. Therefore, in order to reduce these risks,
16 adjectives, presented in the classical subject differential
by E. Yu. Artemieva (Artemieva, 1980: 37) and 24 adjectives
obtained in a large-scale study by V. F. Petrenko (Petrenko,
2005) were used. This study partially repeated the study of
C. Osgood and his colleagues (Osgood, Suci, Tannenbaum,
1957-1969), P. Bentler, and A. Lavoie (Bentler & LaVoie,
1972), and represented a scaling of 50 concepts from differ-
ent semantic classes on 45 scales of semantic differential. As
a result, in addition to the classical factors «Assessmenty,
«Strength», «Activity», factors similar to those obtained by
Bentler and Lavoie («Complexity», «Stability», «Reality» and
«Usuality») were reproduced, as well as the specific evaluative
factor «Comfort» (Petrenko, 21)05: 91-97). ,

Secondly, the composition of descriptors for each catego-
ry was balanced quantitatively, constituting 7-8 adjectives for
the universal factors «Assessment», «Strength» and «Activi-
ty», and 4-5 adjectives for other factors. They are presented
in Table 2.

Thirdly, to have more freedom in a projection of the cogni-
tive structures of the subjects on the experimental material,
unipolar scales were set up. It allows to single out synony-
my and antonymy of the subject in terms of the described
features, which does not necessarily coincide with the norma-
tive-linguistic scale (Petrenko, 2005: 206).

The task for the respondents was to evaluate several ob-
jects and abstract concepts, including the concept of «free-
dom» on the presented scales of the semantic differential on a
7-point scale (from 1 to 7).
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Table 2

Descriptors that Form Semantic Differential Categories

Category Descriptors

Assessment Kind, beautiful, pleasant, clean, bitter, miserable,
disgusting

Strength Massive, young, solid, strong, brave, firm,
intelligent

Activity Active, fast, hot, lightweight, monotonous, full,
vigorous

Complexity Singular, simple, constructed, mysterious

Orderliness Lasting, volatile;, organized, accurate, universal

Stability

Reality Abstract, accessible, useful, obvious, fantastic

Usuality Banal, exciting, creative, new, rare

The means of processing of data obtained with the seman-
tic differential were the factor analysis. The modeling of the
categorical structure of the concept «freedom», a similari-
ty matrix of descriptors has been constructed, when evalua-
ting one object separately for different experimental groups
(40 scales per 100 subjects). Then the original matrices (8 in
total) went through the factor analysis procedure. The factor
analysis has been carried out using the procedure adopted in
psychosemantics (Petrenko, 2005: 91, 98, 191, 225): the cent-
roid method with the extraction of principal components, in-
cluding the varimax subroutine for turning factor structures
(SPSS v. 16 program). The factors were formed only by those
descriptors which load had a high degree of statistical signi-
ficance (for 40 variables, r = 0.4 at p < 0.01). A qualitative
interpretation of the data obtained was carried out on the basis
of the categories that formed the basis of the semantic diffe-
rential.
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Results and discussion

The construction of a profile of the average estimates

for two samples for «the reading subjects» and «the active

web users» showed that the results are statistically identical

(t = 0.14 at critical t = 2.02 for p < 0.05). Table 3 depicts the

descriptors that received the highest marks in different groups
of respondents.

Table 3

Maximum assessments of the concept «freedom»
among representatives of different information subcultures

Respondent Groups

Ne The reading subject The active web user
1 Pleasant 5.45 Pleasant 5.41
2 Beautiful 5.35 Useful 5.38
3 Lightweight = 5.21 Beautiful 5.09
4 Kind 5.17 Active 5.02
5 Vigorous 5.09 Vigorous 4.89
6 Clean 5.04 Brave 4.83
i Lasting 4.89 Strong 4.73
Lasting

The data in Table 3 demonstrate the commonality of as-
sessments in different groups of respondents in a number of
categories such as: assessment (pleasant, beautiful), activity
(vigorous), and orderliness (lasting)..Whereas, in the reading
subjects group a positive assessment (kind, clean) and acti-
vity (easy) dominate, in the group of the active web users the
emphasis is on the parameter of strength (brave, strong) and
reality (useful).

Table 4 contains those descriptors that received the lowest
average marks in different groups of respondents.
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Results and discussion

The construction of a profile of the average estimates

for two samples for «the reading subjects» and «the active

web users» showed that the results are statistically identical

(t = 0.14 at critical t = 2.02 for p < 0.05). Table 3 depicts the

descriptors that received the highest marks in different groups
of respondents.

Table 3

Maximum assessments of the concept «freedom»
among representatives of different information subcultures

Respondent Groups

N The reading subject The active web user
1 Pleasant 5.15 Pleasant 5.41
2 Beautiful 5.35 Useful 5.38
3 Lightweight 5.21 Beautiful 5.09
4 Kind 5.17 Active 5.02
5 Vigorous 5.09 Vigorous 4.89
6 Clean 5.04 Brave 4.83
] Lasting 4.89 Strong 4.73
Lasting

The data in Table 3 demonstrate the commonality of as-
sessments in different groups of respondents in a number of
categories such as: assessment (pleasant, beautiful), activity
(vigorous), and orderliness (lasting). Whereas, in the reading
subjects group a positive assessment (kind, clean) and acti-
vity (easy) dominate, in the group of the active web users the
emphasis is on the parameter of strength (brave, strong) and
reality (useful).

Table 4 contains those descriptors that received the lowest
average marks in different groups of respondents.
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Table 4

Minimum assessments of the concept «freedom»
among representatives of different information subcultures

Respondent Groups

Ne The reading subject The active web user

1 Disgusting 2.21 Disgusting 1.91
2 Monotonous 2.52 Stupid 2.36
3 Banal 2.63 Miserable 2.56
4 M iserable 2.73 Monotonous 2.79
5 Stupid 2.75 Old 3.16
6 Constructed 3.08 Massive 3.27
7 Simple 3.26 Constructed 3.28

The processing results, reflected in Table 4, show the com-
monality of the respondents’ assessments across a range of
categories: assessment (disgusting, miserable), strength (stu-
pid), activity (monotonous), and complexity (constructed).
Differences in minimum scores between different groups are
insignificant and relate to only two positions out of seven.
According to the opinion of the reading subjects, «freedom»
is not characterized by simplicity and banality, and according
to the active web users, «freedom» is not characterized by old
age and massiveness.

Thus, the greatest polarization of assessments of «free-
dom» between the two groups is expressed in the following
categories: «Assessment» (pleasant*- disgusting, beautiful -
miserable) and «Activity» (vigorous - monotonous).

As a result of the factor analysis in the two groups of
respondents, 12 factors were identified that are significant ac-
cording to the Kaiser criterion. Since most of them describe a
very low percentage of the total variance, for further analysis
it seems appropriate to leave only the leading valence factors-
categories. Factors exceeding the 5% randomness threshold
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in terms of the explained spread of values were also found to
be the same number in different samples. For the convenience
of comparative analysis, the results of factorization are repre-
sented in Table 5. In this table, next to the name of the factor,
the percentage of its variance is presented, next to the descrip-
tor is its weight by the factor (only statistically significant
loads are reflected that exceed r = 0.4 for p < 0.01).

Table 5

The categorical structure of the concept «freedom»
among representatives of different information subcultures

Ne The reading subjects The active web users
1 Strength + Activity Activity + Assessment +
(18.17%) Strength
(24.96%)
Exciting 0.797 Vigorous 0.804
Brave 0.796 Creative 0.757
Active 0.723 Pleasant 0.714
Vigorous 0.677 Beautiful 0.699
Strong 0.559 Brave 0.692
Creative 0.424 Exciting 0.677
Strong 0.633
Kind 0.543
Active 0.491
Useful 0.461
Clean 0.444
2 Complexity + Reality Orderliness + Strength
(13.69%) (10.44%)
Simple 0.741 Accurate 0.817
Abstract 0.717 Organized 0.803
Obvious 0.628 Massive 0.639
Constructed 0.598 New 0.500
Miserable 0.507 Firm 0.478
Disgusting 0.500 Mysterious 0.464
Fast 0.470
New 0.404
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3 Assessment Reality
(6.05%) (6.11%)
Useful Obvious 0.745
Kind Full 0.624
Pleasant Fantastic 0.568
Clean Banal 0.502
Beautiful
Disgusting
4 Orderliness Complexity
(5.51%) (5.09%)
Lightweight Simple 0.613
Organized Constructed 0.553
Beautiful Stupid 0.479
Singular 0.560 Monotonous 0.462
Banal 0.449 Universal 0.432

The data in Table 5 indicate that the two samples are large-
ly identical not only in the categorical structure of the concept
«freedom», but also in the content of the categories. This fact
is particularly distinct in the leading category, a combination
of two classic factors «strength + activity». This category is
richer in terms of assessment descriptors in the active web
users group.

The second most valence factor in both groups also repre-
sents a combination of several categories («complexity + rea-
lism» .in the reading subjects group, and a semantically simi-
lar category of «ordering + strength» in the active web users
group). The remaining categories £y-e rather homogeneous in
their composition and are not essential in subjective signifi-
cance, as they barely exceeded the threshold of randomness,
thus, they do not require any additional comments.

Only a category «Assessment», represented by the dicho-
tomy «useful - disgusting» in the reading subjects group, is
a cognitively complex construction according to its structure.
The rest of the categories are unipolar entities.
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According to the data presented in Table 5, the categorical
structure of the concept «freedom» in the consciousness of
the respondents is not distinguished by a great cognitive com-
plexity regardless of the type of information carrier, printed
or digital. In fact, two categories out of seven possible, im-
manently embedded in the semantic differential, were pointed
out, which are of significant importance for the respondents.
The data of the two groups can also be considered as material
for the psychometric technique «splitting the sample in half».
As the statistically significant differences neither when com-
paring the primary estimates, nor when comparing the number
of forming categories obtained, has been detected, it is possible
to extrapolate the results on the population of the Belarusian
intelligentsia.

The revealed cognitive simplicity of the concept «freedom»
can be explained by a rather limited experience of Belarusians
in exercising freedom (except everyday freedom), since life
was carried out under the state system, adherent to the Soviet
rigidly centralized administrative-command system. In fact,
all this time the population of the state haf existed and ope-
rated in a system of «negative reinforcement», which reached
its climax with <the violent suppression of peaceful actions.
It appears that the pre-election and especially the post-elec-
tion events of 2020 have become a determinant that affected
the ideas of Belarusians about personal freedom significantly.
These changes can be the subject of further study of the cate-
gorization of the concept «freedom» in everyday consciousness.
From a scientific point of view, sucfi empirical results are of
particular interest, since they will determine the possible rate
of transformation of basic social attitudes.

Conclusion
Emotional-evaluative ideas about freedom, revealed among
representatives of different information subcultures, turned
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out to be statistically identical. The core of ideas of the Bela-
rusians about freedom is its understanding as some uncondi-
tionally positive force with a certain orderliness. At the same
time, the reading subjects stress out a more pronounced posi-
tive evaluative valence of freedom, while among the active web
users the accent is 01l the awareness of its power.

The categorical structure of the concept «freedom» in
the consciousness of representatives of different information
subcultures has the same complexity and similar content. Its
semantic core is expressed in the following categories: «As-
sessment», «Activity», «Strength», «Complexity», «Reality»,
which are slightly differentiated in consciousness and merged
into two leading factors. According to its content, freedom
is presented as a positive, creative energy and force, which
corresponds to the general philosophical interpretation of the
concept «freedom».

The absence of significant differences between the repre-
sentatives of the two groups can be explained by the common
background of Belarusians in terms of the practical implemen-
tation of individual freedom. According to the research re-
sults, this fact dominates over information habits, i.e. the use
of digital media has little effect on the users’ understanding
of freedom as a specific concept.
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MepBeackas EneHa. KaTeropusaws noHAT T8 «CBoO60oga» npefcTaBHUKA-
Mu p/3HuX iHcpopMayijHux cybkynbTyp

AHOTALI1A

MeTa cmammi nonsarae B nop/BHANLHOMY aHan/'3/ cTPYKTYpu i 3M'IOTY no-
HATTA «cBo6oga» y ceidoMocmi gopocnux, ak/ B/gfatoTb nepesary pl3Hum
iHpopmaulllHum Hoaam: TpaanullHum (LpykoBaHuM) i HOBUM (LUGPOBUM).

MeToga. Jocn!aXeHHA NpoBefeHO Ha CTaTUCTUYHO BeAuk/n i romo-
reHHoli eubipni 3a B/'koM, p'toHeM oceimu i npodeaiiHoT glansHocT 1 (chepu
po3ymoBoT' npani). AucepeHL'tol'HO pecnoHAeHTIie Ha NpeAcTaBHUIOB P'3HUX
mcopmauTiitHMx cybKynbTYyp 34/iicHeHO Ha nidcmaei ABOX KpuTepuB: 1) eubip
"\HthopMaL'iHOT cucTeMN Yy BThbHUN Yac (APYKOBaHW HocW 060 IHTepHeT);
2) vac, nl0 npuaTsAeTbecs B3aemopgif 13 3a3HayeHO cucTemor. KpumepiT
BM3HAYEHO 3a JOMNOMOro aHOHUMHOrO i JOOPOB<NbHOro aHKe TyBaHHA. N5 BU-
BYEHHS CTPYKTYpu /3Micmy noHAT TA <BO60Aa» 6yN0 BUKOPUCTAHO aBTOop-
CbKuil eapiaHm MeTOAMNKN ceMaHTUYHOro AbepeHulana, wo BkoYae B cede
JeckpunTopu, pad/we oTpuMan/iHuiuviu gocnlgHnkamu K yTBOPEHHA CEMU
KaTeroplll («oulHka», «cuna», «akKTUBFNCTb», «CKNAaAH/CTb», «ynopaakosa-
WCTb», «peaNbH'IoTh» i «3BUYANHKT b») 6yaeHHOTceidoMocmi.

PesynbTaTun gocnlmkeHHa. MNpeacTrasneHo pe3ynbrTaTa NOplBHAMLHO-
ro aHanusy, NPOBEAEHOro B ABOX KOHTPACcTHUX rpynax, nni obupaioTb pi3Hi
1HchopmaulllHl cucTemu: cyb'eKT 0 YN T ORUMX | aKTUBHNUX web-KOpucmyeadie.
CTaTucTunyHo docmoeipHux Blaom1lHHOCTEl MOK ABOMa BMG1lpKamMu He BUSB-
NeHo. Y pe3ynbTaTi NepBuHHO'T 06p06i:u gaHux ycepefHeHux ou,'ihok 3a wka-
namu cemaHTYHOro auepenn,lana Txnpogln! 36TraloThea B p/3Hux rpynax. Y
pe3ynbTaT/BTOPUHHO) 06p06KM ((haKTOpPHWIA aHann3) y npeacTaBHUKIB p B-
HUX iHhopmaLLlHMX cybKynbTYyp BUABNEHO OfHAKOBY KOTHNTUBHY CKNagHOCTb
NOHAT T A «cBO60oAa» (12 hakTOp'B-kaTerop\ii 3a kpuTep'oem Kaiizepa, 3 AKX
4 HeBMNajKoB/ 3a CBOEH Cy6'eKTMWBHOK 3HAYYWIOTI A4 PecrnoHieHT1B) i
6113bknin 3M\CT NpoBTAHMX KaTeropbit

BucHoBku. EMN1puyHO BMABNEHO KOTHTTWBHY MPOCTOTY KOHCTPYKTY
«cBobopa» B 6yaeHH/ii ceidoMocmi gopocnux 6'onopyas i eaH/'cTb nNpeacTas-
HUKie p'o3Hux ludhopmaluitHux cyb6kynbTyp y Moro posym!HHl. Lo korH1TuBHY
cn'wbHicmb MO)KHa MOACHUTU CITLHUCTH XU T TeBoro doceidy, AKuin B iepap-
xi'i geTepm''HaHT 3m/cTy ceidoMocmi BUABAAETbCA 6TbW 3HAYYLLUM, H'LW
1Hdopman,1iH1 3BMUKM, a, eidmak, i cama 1Hdopman,1s, He3anexkHo Bid TTHoas.
OTpumaHl faHlyacTKOBO PO3B'MOKTH NA9Kalunii MTh NPO MOXXAMBI WBMAK'<
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TpaHchopmaun ceidoMocmi KopucTyBau/B 3a JONOMOIOK LUGPOBLIX TEXHO-
nor/n.

Knwouos! cnosa: ceoboga, b6yaeHHa cBlgom'\cTb, KaTeropu ceidoMocmi,
KOTH'TTMBHA CKNAAH't0Th, CBMaH T UYHUIA AudepeHL'ton.

MegaBeackas EneHa. KaTeropusauus noHATHs «CBO60Aa» NpeAcTaBuTens-
MU pasHbIX NHHOPMALNOHHbBIX CYGKYNbTYp

AHHOTALMA
Llenb cTaTby 3aknoyaeTCca B CPABHUTENbHOM aHanuse CTPYKTYpbl U CO-
Lep>KaHna NoHATUS «cB06OAa» B CO3HAHWMU B3POCALIX, MPELAOYNT AL UX
pasHble NHOPMAaLUWOHHbIE HOCUTEeNN: TPajULNOHHBIE (MeYaTHbIe) 1 HOBble
(unbposeble).

MeTogabl. ViccnegoBaHne NpoBeAeHO Ha CTaTWUCTMYecKn 60MbLWON 1 ro-
MOTeHHOW BbIGOpKe No BO3pacTy, YPOBHIO 06pa3oBaHuns u npodeccroHanbHoim
JesTenbHOCT Y (Chepbl yMCTBEHHOTO Tpyada). AndepeHumanma pecnoHLeH-
TOB Ha npefcTasMTeneil pasHbix UHPOPMALNOHHBIX CYy6KYNbTYpP OCyLecT-
B/IEHA Ha OCHOBaHUW ABYX KpMTepueBs: 1) BbI6OP MH(OPMALMOHHOW CUCTeMbl
B cBO6OAHOE Bpems (MeyaTHblii HOCMTEeNb WM MHTepHeT); 2) Bpems, yge-
nAemoe B3aWMOAeNCTBUIO C/yKa3aHHOW cucTemoir. KpuTepun onpegeneHb
nocpesCcTBOM aHOHVMHOIO W 06POBO/ILHOIO aHKe TUPOBaHUA. Ana usyyeHns
CTPYKTYpPbl W coaep)kaHWUs NOHSTUS «cBo6oAa» GblN UCMNONb30BaH aBTop-
CKWiA BapmaHT MeTOAMKN CEMaHTMUYecKoro guddepeHumana, BKAOUatoLLei
B cebs [ecKpMnTOpbl, paHee MNOMYYEHHble APYTUMU UCCNefoBaTENAMU Kak
o6pasyloline CeMU KaTeropuin («oueHKa», «cuna», «akKTUBHOCTb», «CNOX-
HOCTb», «YMOPALOYEHHOCTb», «PeasbHOCTb» N «0ObIYHOCT b») 06bILEHHOTO
CO3HaHuA.

PesynbTaThbl wuccnefosanuda. [lpeacTaBneHbl pe3ynbTaThbl CpaBHU-
TenbHOro aHannsa, NpoBeAeHHOro B ABYX KOHT PacTHbIX rpynnax, Bbibupato-
W WX pasfinyHble MHPOPMAaLMOHHbIE cMCTeM*/: CybbeKTOB YNTAKLWNX U ak-
TuBHbIX web-nonb3oBaTeneil. CTaTUCTUYECKN AOCTOBEPHbIX pasnnyuii
MeXJay ABYMS BbibopKkamu He o6Hapy>XeHo. B nTore nepBuyHoil 06paboTKu
[aHHbIX YCPeHEHHbIX OLEHOK MO LWKanam cemMaHTu4eckoro guddepeHuvana
Ux nNpocuan coBnagaln T B pasHbIX rpynnax. B pesynbTaTe BTOPUYHON 06-
paboTkn (hakTOpHbIA aHanM3) y npeacTaBuTeNed pasHbix MHPOPMaLMOH-
HbIX CYOKYNbTYP BbISBNEHbI OANHAKOBAA KOTHUTUBHAA CNOXHOCTb NOHATUA
«cBo6oga» (12 dhakTOpoB-KaTeropuii no kpuTepuo Kainsepa, U3 KOTOPbIX
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4 HecnyyaiiHbl NO CBOE.N Cy6bEKTUBHON 3HAYNMOCTW ANS PECMOHAEHTOB) U
6/1M3K0e coAep>KaHne BeayLL X KaTeropuil.

BbIBOAbI. IMOMPUYECKM BbISBNEHbI KOTHUTWBHAA NPOCTOTa KOHCTPYK-
Ta «cBo60fa» B 0ObIJEHHOM CO3HaHUW B3POC/AbIX 6€/0pycoB WU eANHCTBO
npeAacTaBuTeneil pasnuyHbliX MHGHOPMAaLMOHHbIX CyOKynbTYyp B ero NoHUMa-
HUW. 3TY KOTHUT UBHYK 06LLHOCTb MOXHO 06BACHNTb 06LLHOCT b0 XKN3HEH-
HOro OnblTa, KOTOPbIA B Mepapxunm LeTepMUHAHT COAEPXKaHUS CO3HAHUA
OKasblBaeTcsA 6onee 3HAYMMbIM, Y4eM MH(OPMALMOHHbIE MPUBLIYKK, @, 3Ha-
uaT, U cama MHpopMauus, He3aBUCMMO OT ee HocuTens. MonyyYeHHble gaH-
Hble YaCTWYHO pa3BenBal T NyrawoLwmuini Mud 0 BO3MOXXHbIX 6bICTPbIX T paHCc-
thopmaLmax co3HaHUA NoNb3oBaTeNell NocpeAcTBOM LN POBbLIX TEXHOMOTMNA.

KntoueBble cfioBa: cB060Aa, 06blieHHOe CO3HAHUE, KA TEeropun co3HaHus,
KOTHWT MBHAs CMOXKHOCTb, CeMaHTuueckuili guddepeHunan.
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