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THE SEMANTICS OF TERRORISM:
NOTIONAL PROFILE OF LANGUAGE EXPRESSION

Nowadays, terrorism represents a substantive social threat on a global scale — many interpretations of this phenomenon
function in a multidisciplinary dimension. Most of them come to understanding terrorism as an intended action aimed at
intimidating and influencing. However, the term remains without an agreed-on definition, shaped to satisfy different legal
bodies and the public. Furthermore, the difficulty of its interpretation is also complicated by blurred boundaries of the ter-
rorism impact after its incursion into cyberspace and the establishment of multiple upgraded and trickier forms of terrorism.
As of 2022, terrorism, unexpectedly for most of us, appeared among the core concepts that shape Ukrainian reality.

By this article, we open a series of research papers on conceptualizing, categorizing, and verbalizing information
terrorism practiced in the context of the 2022 Russian invasion of Ukraine. Being a kind of cyberterrorism, information
terrorism poses great hazards to the common wealth, global stability, and sustainability. We believe that to combat infor-
mation terrorism, civil society must primarily be fully aware of what terrorism is per se. By studying the lexical actual-
ization of the concepts TEPOPH3M / TERRORISM, we aim to get a deeper insight into the phenomenon by approaching
it from the perspective of linguocognitology that tends to explain the concepts of reality grounding on their verbalized
reconstruction in both language and discourse.

Within the semantic-cognitive approach, a concept is a cognitive formation constituted of three layers: notional
(informative), figurative-associative, and interpretative. This particular research is devoted to comparative analysis of
the notional layers of TEPOPU3M / TERRORISM-concepts as reflected in Ukrainian and English. This layer accumulates
the core factual characteristics of the concept, the most considerable ones for the fact of reality related to the concept that
helps distinguish a particular concept within the whole conceptual field.

Key words: terrorism, linguoconceptology, TEPOPHU3M / TERRORISM-concept, notional layer, semantic summand.
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CEMAHTUKA TEPOPU3MY:
HNOHATIMHUHN MPO®LIb MOBHOT'O BUPAXKEHHSI

Y naw yac mepopusm € 3nauno0 3a2po3010 8 2100ANLHUX MACUWMAOAX. Y MidcOUCYUNIiHapHOMY 6UMIDT PYHKYIOHYE Yuma-
J1a KIbKICMb MPaKmysans Yb02o A6unyd, sIKi NepeadCHo CRUPAmMbCs Ha pO3YMIHHA U020 K YMUCHOL Ol 3 Memor noepodicy-
BAHHs Ma 6NAUBY. Ymiv mepmin «mepopuzm» i 00Ci He Mae €OUHO20 MIYMAYEHHS, U0 3A0080NbHANO OU K OKpeMi npasosi
iHcmumymu, max i wiupoxuil 3azan. OKpim moeo, mpaxmy8aHHs mepmiHy YCKIAOHIOEMbCA BIOCYMHICTIO YIMKUX MeXC BNIIUEY
mepopusmy, 30Kpema uepes 1020 MoOPeHeHHs Y cihepy Kibepnpocmopy i BUHUKHEHHS HOBUX NIOCHYNHILUUX OpM MepopUIMy.
Heouixysano ons eécix nac y 2022 poyi mepopusm cmas 00HUM 3 HAUAKMYAIbHIUUX KOHYENMIE 6 HCUMmI YKpaiHyie.

L cmamms 6iokpusac cepilo HAYKOBUX PO3GIOOK 3 NUMAHL KOHyenmyanizayii, kamezopusayii ma eepoanizayii
inghopmayitino2o mepopusmy, wo npakmukyemocs 6 konmexcmi Pociticbkozo emopenenns 6 Yxpainy 2022 poxy. Ak nio-
8U0 Kibepmepopusmy IHOOPMAYIUHUL MEPOPUSM CIAHOBUMb 3HAYHY HeDe3neKy 0/ CYCHITbHO20 000pobymy, c8imosoi
cmabinenocmi ma cmanozo po3eumky. E¢pexmusna 6opomvba 3 mepopusmom, na Hauty OyMKY, MA€e NOYUHAMUCS 3 YCBI-
OOMIEHHS 2POMAOAHCOKUM CYCNIbCMBOM CAMOI CyMHOCMI noHamms «mepopusmy. OCKinbKu NiH260KOSHIMUGICMuUKa
NOACHIOE KOHYENMU PeanbHo20 CEInty uepes GUeUeHHs iX 6epOanizo8anux peKkoHCMpPYKYill y MO8i ma OUCKYPC, 6USYeH
nexcuunoi akmyanizayii konyenmie TEPOPH3M / TERRORISM cnpusimume enubuiomy po3ymMiHHIO 11020 CYMHOCHI.

Kownyenm 3 nozuyiii ceManmuKko-KoeHIMUGHO20 NioX00y € MPUUapoO8UM YMBEOPEHHIM, 8 DAMKAX K020 GUPIZHAIONb
HOMIHamugHull (inghopmamuenuil), oopaszHo-acoyiamueruil ma iHmepnpemayiunui wapu. L{a cmamms nponouye Kom-
napamusHul ananiz smicmy Hominamuenux wapie konyenmie TEPOPU3M / TERRORISM 6 yxpaincokiu ma aneniticoKii
mosax. bazosi ghaxmyanvri 03naxu, K MiICMAMbCS 8 HOMIHAMUSHOMY WLAPI KOHYENMY, € HAUOLIbW 3HALYWUMU OIS CIIG-
8iOHeceH s MEHMANLHOT 0OUHUYT 3 KOHKPEMHUM (haKmMOM peanbHOCMi, d MAKOHC OONOMA2aiomy PO3PI3HAMU KOHYenmu
6 MeNHCax KOHYenmyaibHo20 NOJA.

Knrouosi cnosa: mepopusm, nineeoxonyenmonocis, kouyenmu TEPOPU3M / TERRORISM, nominamuenuti wap,
CeMaHMUYHUL MHONICHUK.

Problem statement. Problem statement. Since thus threatening peace in Ukraine, Europe, and the

24 February 2022, the unfolding Russia-Ukraine
war has called for greater focus on terrorist attacks
on Ukraine. The last Terrorism Briefing from The
Institute for Economics & Peace has clearly stated that
Ukraine is accounted for the second-highest number
of attacks since 2007 and is suffering persistent attacks
on its territory, with many of them being attributed
to Russia (The Ukraine Russia Crisis, 2022). Under
President Putin, Russia has been credited as a state
using terrorism to attain its political and war goals,

world.

As of today, Ukraine seeks to recognize Russia as
"a state sponsor of terrorism" by other democracies
worldwide. Lithuania has become the first — and so
far the only country — to designate Russia as a terrorist
state; however, the very process of adopting such kind
of resolution is impeded by the need for creating a
convincing body of evidence, the need for unanimity
among the policymakers, and the differences in
understanding terrorism itself.
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The United Nations Commission on Crime
Prevention and Criminal Justice suggested a simple
definition of terrorism, referring to it as “any action
[...] that is intended to cause death or serious bodily
harm to civilians or non-combatants, when the
purpose of such an act, by its nature or context, is to
intimidate a population or to compel a Government or
an international organization to do or to abstain from
doing any act” (Terrorism and the Media. A Handbook
for Journalists, 207: 20).

Though quite substantial, the definition is not the
world-agreed-upon one, with many terminological
discrepancies between different legal bodies that
prevent from comprehending the nature of terrorism.
That along, the technological development and
massive use of information have blurred the
boundaries of conventional terrorism, transferring it to
the cyberspace, and nurturing new kinds of terrorism
(information terrorism, hacktivism, cyberterrorism),
thus, perplexing the understanding of an important
concept of terrorism (Liedel, Piasecka, 2016: 5).

Thus, within the intended complex research project
on conceptualizing, categorizing, and verbalizing
information terrorism practiced in the context of
the 2022 Russian invasion of Ukraine, our prime
task is to analyze the notional aspect of the concepts
TEPOPU3M / TERRORISM resting on the data from
authentic lexicographic sources of the Ukrainian and
English languages.

State-of-the-art review. Linguistic efforts
to analyze terrorism, its linguistic nature, and
discourse are considered helpful in enhancing
counter-terrorism mechanisms (Shuy, 2020: 446).
So, the TERRORISM-concept has been studied
in terms of discourse analysis on the material
of TED-talks (Almaged, 2021); through textual
approach (Miller, 1987); in terms of investigating
its grammar actualization only (Etaywe, 2022), or
linguistic markers (Johansson et al., 2016). It should
be highlighted that there are limited works applying
linguocognitive insights to the concept TERRORISM
(Zhulavska, 2011; Fatyanova, 2016), and none
analyzing the concept of information terrorism that
constitutes the prime interest of our research project
launched by this particular article.

Objective and tasks. As understanding ‘terrorism’
(prime concept) per se is vital before making attempts
to conceptualize and categorize ‘information
terrorism’ (derived concept), in this paper, we take a
look at the notional foundation. The overall objective
of the article is to define the notional core of the
TEPOPU3M / TERRORISM-concepts as reflected in
Ukrainian and English. Among the tasks are defining
the conceptual features pertaining to the notional
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layer of the concepts, interpreting them, as well as
confirming or refuting the propriety of equating the
terms terrorism and terror.

Main findings. Within the semantic-cognitive
approach, in this study, we apply the
methodology already approved in some previous
studies (Yehorova, Prokopenko, 2017; Yehorova et
al., 2019, etc.) to expose the notional content of the
concepts TEPOPU3M / TERRORISM through a set of
informative cognitive tokens.

Traditionally, the contents of the notional layer is
described by applying the method of lexicographic
analysis since the dictionary definitions reflect the
nominative experience of the scientific and day-to-day
cognition levels (Prykhodko, 2013: 45). We also
adhere to the opinion that resorting to dictionaries
as information sources is a relevant approach since
dictionary glosses hold the imprints of the lexical
semantics of language units both in synchrony and
in diachrony.

We start to analyze the notional layer of the
concepts by interpreting the actual meaning of the
core components of the compounds that build up
the key nominations of the concepts respectively —
mepopusm / terrorism. Moreover, already at this point,
we should note that in the Ukrainian war discourse
of today there is a strong tendency to equate the
terms ingpopmayitinuii mepopusm / ingpomepopusm
and ingomepop (Inforteror, 2022), although some
researches (Kantsir, 2010; Rapin et al., 2009; Tilly,
2004) have argued such approach. Thus, we also turn
to analyzing the notional contents of mepop / terror.

Asournextstep, weaddress the modern explanatory
dictionaries of Ukrainian and English: Crognux
yrpaincokoi mosu (Dictionary of the Ukrainian
Language, SUM) and Benukuii miymauruil cio8HUK
cyuacuoi  ykpaincorkoi mosu (Large Explanatory
Dictionary of the Contemporary Ukrainian Language,
VTSSUM), Lexico.com (LEXICO) — a brand new
product of collaboration between Dictionary.com and
Oxford University Press (OUP), — Macmillan English
Dictionary (MED), and Merriam-Webster Dictionary
(MWD). After studying the corresponding entries,
we managed to perform semantic decomposing of
lexemes mepopusm / terrorism (Tables 1 and 2).

Componential analysis of the concepts’ key
nominations in distant languages proves the
instrumental nature of ferrorism: the core conceptual
feature ‘use’ is present in the semantic structure
of all nominations under analysis. Summing up
the obtained data, we are able to state that modern
explanatory dictionaries interpret the term ferrorism
as a [politically (‘political’) purposeful (‘aim’) — only
in English] mode (‘tactics’, ‘means’ or ‘activities’)
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Table 1
Semantic profile of mepopuszm / terrorism nominations
Dictionary Dictionary entry Semantic summands
SUM 3nilicHIOBaHHS', 3aCTOCOBYBAHHS’ TEPOPY®; | 3/AiHCHIOBaHHS = MisbHICTH (‘commiting’ =
JisTbHICTB' 1 TakTHKA! TepopHUCTiB? ‘activities’), 3acrocyBanus (‘use’), repop (‘terror’),
VTSSUM TakTuka (‘tactics), repopuctu (‘terrorists’)
LEXICO The unlawful' use? of violence® and ‘unlawful’, ‘use’, ‘violence’, ‘intimidation’,
intimidation®, especially against civilians®, | ‘civillians’, ‘political’, ‘aim’
in the pursuit of political” aims®.
MMD The use' of violence? to achieve political® ‘use’, ‘violence’, ‘political’, ‘aim’
aims*
MWD The systematic! use? of terror® especially as | ‘systematic’, ‘use’, ‘terror’, ‘means’, ‘coercion’
a means” of coercion’
Table 2
Semantic convergences of mepopusm / terrorism nominations
Dictionary
Semantic SUM VTSSUM LEXICO MMD | MWD
summand
3aCTOCYBaHHs / use + + + + +
HACHIBCTBO / violence = coercion + + +
Tepop / terror + + +
TaKkTHKa / tactis + +
IISUIBHICTB / activities + +
16 / aim + +
noritnaHui / political + +

of applying (‘use’) physical or other kind of force
(‘violence’, ‘coercion’, ‘terror’).

Especially interesting is the fact that 3 of 5
dictionaries, used in this study, explicate the notions
mepopusm [ terrorism by referring to the terms mepop /
terror which are morphologically the root words of
the analyzed above lexemes. Such state of affairs, on
the one hand, sheds some light on the reasons why The
Center for Countering Disinformation at the NSDC
of Ukraine equates the terms ingpomepopuszm (lit.
“infoterrorism”) and ingpomepop (lit. “infoterror”),
and, on the other, makes us turn to interpreting
the meaning of the root words mepop / terror and
perform their componential analysis (see Table 3). At
this stage, we refer only to those dictionaries that bear
this cross-reference; thus, we exclude LEXICO and
MMD from consideration for now.

Before interpreting the results, we have to make
some critical notes on the contents of the dictionary
entries of Ukrainian. Our fist point of concern: as of
2022, we have to admit the absence of high-quality
complete up-to-date explanatory lexicographic works
in Ukrainian and their variety as well.

Dictionary of the Ukrainian Language (SUM) in
11 volumes that we cite saw the world in 1970-1980.
Historically, it became the first explanatory
dictionary of Ukrainian. Unfortunately, all modern
Ukrainian dictionaries have derived from this
fundamental work, which explains the high level of

coincidence of the provided interpretations. Luckily,
a 20-volume-successor Dictionary of the Ukrainian
Language, which has been underway since 2010 and
already counts 12 volumes as of May 2022 (word
spectrum covered: A — IIIJJKYPIOBAY), seems
to be the first indeed completely revised version,
primarily in the aspect of “deideologization” of its
content.

And here we come across our second point of
concern: dictionary definitions offered by both
Ukrainian sources used in this study obviously
bear that “Soviet tinge” (e.g. “revolutionary
movement”, “class opponents”, “the masses”)
that we by no means can take into consideration
nowadays (these fragments of definition texts
were put in square brackets and no semantic
summands were derived).

The determined semantic summands that
build up the conceptual-informative core of the
concepts TEPOP / TERROR allow us to construe
the corresponding notion: terror is categorized
as a strong (‘acute’, ‘extreme’, ‘overwhelming’)
manifestation (‘state’, ‘form’, ‘aspect’) of violence
and coercion towards either political figures
(‘political’, ‘state leaders’, ‘government’) or
common people (‘civilians’, ‘population’) by means
of deterrence (‘intimidation’, ‘fear’, ‘frightening’)
and physical elimination (‘killing’, ‘destructive’,
‘disruptive’).
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Table 3

Semantic profile of mepop / terror nominations

Dictionary Dictionary entry Semantic summands

SUM 1. Haitroctpimra' ¢opma’ 60poTs0m® poTH roctpuii (‘acute’), popma (‘form’), GopoTrda
nomiTHYHUX! [1 KJIaCOBHX]| CyMPOTHBHUKIB® i3 (‘struggle’), monmiTnynuii (‘political’),
3aCTOCYBaHHIM® HACHIIBCTBA’ X JI0 (PI3MYHOTO | CyMPOTHBHUK = BOpOr \ BOpoxkuii (‘opponent’,
3HUILEHHS®. ‘enemy’), 3acCToCyBaHH (‘use’), HACHIILCTBO
2. [TTommKoBa ¥ IKiAIHBA A1 peBOJIOIiHOTO |(‘violence’), (hi3nyHe 3HUTIIEHHS = BOUBCTBO
pyxy] TakTHKa’, 10 MoJsrae B opratizarii (‘killing’), Taxtuka (‘tactics’), gep)kaBHi
BOuBCTB® neprkaBHuX misviB'® [i He moB's3ana 3 | mistyi (“state leaders’), sxopctokuii (‘cruel’),
PEBOIOLIIHOK 60pOTHOOIO Mac]. MacoBuit (‘mass’), posnpasa (‘punishment’),
3. Xopcroka'', macopa'? posnpasa'® Bopoxoi’ apmis (‘army’), MmupHe HaceneHHs (“civilians’),
apMmii'* Haj MEPHUM HaceJeHHAM' Ha okymoBaHuii (‘occupied’), Tepuropis (‘territory’)
OKyITOBaHii'® Hero Teputopii'’.

VISSUM 1. Haiirocrpimma' gpopma’ 60poTebu® mpotn roctpuii (‘acute’), popma (‘form’), 6oporsda
nomiTHYHUX! [1 KJIaCOBHUX] CyMPOTHBHUKIB® i3 (‘struggle’), monmiTuunuii (‘political’),
3aCTOCYBaHHIMO HACHJIBCTBA’ X JI0 (DI3HYHOTO | CyNPOTHBHUK (‘opponent’), 3aCTOCYBaHHS
3HUIIEHHS®. (‘use’), HacubCTBO (‘violence’), dhizmuHe
2. Hammipua® sxopctokicTs!® crocoBHO 10 koro- | 3ummennst (‘killing”), manmipanii (‘excessive’),
HeOyp!!; 3amsKyBaHHs 2. xopcTokicTk (“cruelty’), xroch (‘person’),

3ajsikyBaHHs (‘intimidation”)
MWD 1. A state! of intense? or overwhelming? fear?. ‘state / aspect’, ‘intense / overwhelming’,
2. Violence* or the threat® of violence used® ‘fear’, ‘violence’, ‘use’, ‘threat’, ‘weapon’,
as a weapon’ of intimidation® or coercion’; ‘intimidation’, ‘coercion’,
especially: violent or destructive'® acts'' (such ‘destructive / disruptive’, ‘act / committing’,
as bombing) committed'' by groups'? in order to | ‘group’, ‘population’, ‘government’, ‘grant’,
intimidate a population'® or government'* into ‘demand’, ‘person’, ‘thing’, ‘inspire’, ‘annoying’,
granting"® their demands'®. ‘misbehaving’
3. A very? frightening® or terrifying® aspect'.
4. a: Someone'” or something'® that inspires!’
fear’; b : informal : An extremely? disruptive'
or annoying® person'’ or thing'®; especially : a
misbehaving?! child".
5 [= Reign of terror].

Table 4
Semantic convergences of mepop / terror nominations
. Dictionary | syny | yrssum | mwp

Semantic summand

roctpuii / acute = intense = extremely + + +
¢dopma / state = aspect + + +
HaACWIbCTBO / violence = coercion + + +
¢iznune 3aumenns / killing / destructive = disruptive + + +
JeprkaBHi fistai / state leaders = government + +
MHUpHe HacesneHHs = Jiioau / civilians = population + +
3aJsIKyBaHHs = cTpax / intimidation = fear + +

Conclusions and prospects for further research.

Application of  componential analysis
to the definitional texts of the nominations
mepopusm / terrorism and mepop / terror helped
us to specify their semic composition and derive
conceptual features that constitute the notional
layers of the concepts TEPOPH3M / TERRORISM
in a cross-language perspective. Thus, conceptual
features ‘use’, ‘violence’, ‘coercion’, and ‘political’
build up the core zone of the notion. The obtained
results also support the thesis that both terms refer
to the common denotatum — politically motivated use
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of violence. This allows us to consider rightful the
use of terms ingpomepopusm (lit. “infoterrorism”) and
inghomepop (lit. “infoterror”) as equivalents.

At the same time, the presence of the outdated
semes in the semantic composition of the concepts’
key nominations and the fact that terrorism as
phenomenon of reality is being shaped by the actual
state of affairs, by the immediate environment
and multiple discourses call upon further study. In
particular, our future research will be focused on
the issues of conceptualizing, categorizing, and
verbalizing information terrorism.
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