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short time, a long time) [Bopomumku,
2015. C. 201-206].The corpus provides
the following results: a short time — 3650
examples, a long time — 28630. Further
more, the duration is represented by the
verbs denoting duration, e.g., to last, that
is the prominent element of the Duration
Sense concept. Collocations with this
verband lexemes short/long demonstrate
that the emphasis is placed on the longer
periods. These results prove that
Englishspeakers  conceptualize  time
duration as an event that lasts longer
rather than shorter. It can be explained by
the fact that a great amount of the
incoming information is new knowledge
that makes the brain perform new tasks,
construct new neuron circuits and
requires the usage of a greater amount of
energy for its processing. It s
subjectively perceived as protracted.
Supplementary to the described elements,
the primary concepts of time are
revealed: the Duration Sense, the
Moment Sense, the Instant Sense, the
Event Sense along with the concepts of
the present, past and future[Evans, 2004.
Pp. 107-140; 185-200].

4) Thesubordinate level of
specification allows to workout specific
cases of time categorization. Such cases
primarily  includesecondary  temporal
concepts: Matrix Sense; Agentive Sense;
Measurement-system Sense; Commodity
Sense and concepts like Christmas,
Graduation, Summer, Her Prime, etc.
[Evans, 2004. Pp. 141-184]. Next,
secondary spatial-motion LCMs are
presented: the Complex Moving Time
model; the Complex Moving Ego model;
the Complex Temporal Sequence model
[Evans, 2004. Pp. 211-236].
Metaphorical and metonymical LCMs are
analyzed.

(5) The prominent element of the upper
super ordinate level is the concept of time
taken as a unity, gestalt in its broad sense.

(6) Results presented in this paper
allow us to claim that CTA contributest o
the systematizing of a broadrange of time
knowledge. Such a taxonomy and three-
level organization of categorization and
conceptualization help to put emphasis on
the certain time characteristics to
understand the peculiarities of English
speakers’ time perception.
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