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Abstract 
 
The aim of this study was to find a connection between changes in societies and changes in 

semantic prototypes by examining the prototypes of ‘fruit’ and ‘car’ among Slovenes that 

reached adulthood in Yugoslavia and Slovenes that that reached adulthood in the Republic of 

Slovenia and to compare those results with a control group of native English speakers. The 

results of the study suggests that in some aspects, the prototypes of ‘fruit’ and ‘car’ among 

younger Slovenes have moved closer to what they are in cultures that have a long history of 

capitalism and consumerism. The opinions about how good an example of a ‘fruit’ a banana 

is, is the best example of this. Younger Slovenes and the control group see it as a very good 

example, while older Slovenes rated it lower. The older Slovenes were also slightly more 

accepting of a very small car model being a good example of a ‘car’, than both younger 

Slovenes and the control group were. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 
One major field of linguistic study is semantics. Within the field of semantics, researchers 

look at different kinds of meaning, such as social meaning or linguistic meaning. One of the 

ways in which the linguistic meanings of words are studied is by grouping them together in 

fields or families according to how they relate to each other. One recent theory of how to 

analyze the categorization of words in lexical semantics is prototype theory, presented by 

several researchers in the 1970s (Margolis, Laurence. 1999:27). This essay uses the concept 

of prototypes to research how prototypes may change with changes in society. 

 

1.1 Background  
Prototype theory was put forward as a solution to the problem that semantic categories face, 

in that some members of a category seem to better exemplify the category than others despite 

the fact that all members fit the same definition. An often-cited example of this is that a Robin 

is thought of as a good example of a bird, while an Ostrich is thought of as a rather bad 

example of a bird, despite both of them being birds (Margolis, Laurence. 1999:27). 

Prototype theory argues that the meaning of words are best captured in a set of 

features that are significant to the word, among these features no singular one are necessary or 

sufficient. Rather, the defining features are like traits of a family: The more of the traits 

associated with a certain family, that a member of said family has, the more people will 

perceive that person to be a typical member of the family (Margolis, Laurence. 1999:170). 

Based on this theory, the prototype theory argues that some members of a category are closer 

to the prototype of the category. 

In “Good Birds, Better Birds and Amazing Birds: The Development of Prototypes”, 

Jean Aitchison demonstrates how prototypes are learnt by children in their teens and that 

prototypes are culturally based. One example given is of adult native German speakers 

learning English as a second language, describing ‘cabbage’ as a good example of a vegetable 

to a higher rate than native English speakers did. This proves that prototypes are culturally 

dependent, and as culture may change, so may prototypes (Aitchison. 1992: 81). 

 

1.2 Aim 
My aim is to take a deeper look at prototype theory, or rather, how a prototype may change 

because of changes in a society. I want to investigate how the prototype of the concepts ‘car’ 

and ‘fruit’ may have been subjected to change in recent years in a transition society. The 
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reason for researching these two concepts is that they are typical consumer items and I 

therefore assume that they may have changed with the change in economy. 

The speech community I will investigate is the ex-Yugoslav Slovene, which I will 

compare with a control group of native English speakers to see if Slovene is closer to English 

among younger speakers than it is among older ones. This means that the control group is 

made up of respondents from countries with a long history of capitalism. 

 

1.3 Material and Method 
The material used in this study consists of a questionnaire handed out to 60 Slovenes. Two of 

these questionnaires had to be left out of the research, because the respondents misunderstood 

the questions asked. The respondents consisted of 36 women and 22 men, mainly university 

students and employees at a hospital. In order to study the difference between generations of 

Slovene speakers, the year 1973 was chosen as a divider, since people born before that year 

would have turned 18 during the Yugoslav era and people born after that year would have 

turned 18 in the Republic of Slovenia. The number of respondents born earlier than 1973 

makes up 47 percent of the total. Other demographical questions asked in the questionnaire 

were about the respondents’ income, their education level and whether they would describe 

were they live as rural, suburban or urban. In terms of education and income levels, these 

turned out to be of no significance to the answers.  

The questionnaire consisted of two questions, asking the respondents to list 25 

models of cars and 32 fruits according to in which order they perceived them to be good 

examples of the categories ‘car’ and ‘fruit’. The car models were accompanied with photos, 

so that respondents without extensive knowledge about cars would still be able to answer. The 

models chosen were selected as examples of different categories of cars. For example, Smart 

Fortwo was chosen as an example of a modern micro car. Of the 16 categories used, six were 

represented by one model of car, while ten were represented by two. The ‘fruit’ question 

consisted only of a list of fruits, not accompanied by photographs. The fruits chosen are all 

available in Slovenia, some are grown domestically, apple for example, and some can only be 

bought in the exotic foods department of bigger chain stores, for example Lychee or 

Rambutan. 

The control group of native English speakers consisted of nine people, six men and 

three women. A majority of the respondents were from the United States of America, 

however there were also a Canadian, an Australian and a British respondent. These 
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respondents were picked among friends, relatives of friends and former colleagues. The same 

divider of age was used as in the case of the Slovene speakers, so that the comparison would 

be of the same generations to the extent that it is possible. Using this division, a third of the 

English speakers are older and the rest younger. Five of them came from an urban 

background, two from rural and two from suburban environments. Three respondents did not 

yet finish their college education, two of which were younger respondents; all other 

respondents had some sort of finished higher education. Also among the English speakers, the 

education and income levels did not affect the results. 

 

1.4 Historical background: Slovenia the Slovene language 
In order to understand the changes that I hope to find traces of in the Slovene speech 

community, it is important to know something about Slovenia, the Slovene language and 

some of the things that have influenced it earlier in its history. Another reason for highlighting 

the recent history of Slovenia is to show how it differs from the history of the majority of the 

nations where English is spoken. 

 

1.4.1 The Republic of Slovenia 

The Republic of Slovenia is located on the border between central Europe and the Balkan 

Peninsula. It borders Italy in the west, Austria in the north, Hungary to the east and Croatia to 

the south. It is a small country with a surface a bit bigger than 20,000 square kilometers and a 

population of around 2 millions (Central Intelligence Agency). 

 

1.4.2 The Slovene Language 

The Slovene language is a part of the South Slavic branch of the Indo-European family, its 

closest relatives being Croatian and Serbian. Historically, the language of the ruling countries 

has influenced Slovene. For example, when the first scientific Slovene grammar was written, 

it was done in German, since that was the language of the Habsburg Empire, which ruled over 

the area that makes up modern day Slovenia at the time (Wikipedia. ‘Jernej Kopitar’). 

Slovene is, despite it being a small language covering a small surface geographically, 

extremely diverse. In Slovene, there are seven dialect groups, divided into 36 dialects and 12 

speech varieties. The dialect groups are different enough to make mutual understanding 

complicated and Standard Slovene is commonly used in communication between native 

speakers of two different dialect groups (Kalin Golob et al.2007:20). 
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1.4.3 A Short Historical Overview 

Ancestors of modern day Slovenes came to the area that is Slovenia today sometime during 

the sixth century. The modern republic came into being when Slovenia declared its 

independence from the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia in 1991. Before becoming a 

part of Socialist Yugoslavia, Slovenia was part of the Kingdom of Yugoslavia and even 

earlier, the Austro-Hungarian Empire ruled the lands that make up Slovenia today. The 

western part of Slovenia was under Italian control 1918-45 and even earlier under the control 

of the Venetian Republic. To sum it up, most of Slovenia was until 1991 always a part of a 

bigger, multinational state, like for example the Austro-Hungarian Empire (Wikipedia. 

‘Slovenia’). 

During the Yugoslav era, Slovenia was a part of the Yugoslav economics, which 

were somewhat different from other socialist countries in that it allowed a certain level of free 

market enterprise, a model known as Titoism or market socialism. This included, among other 

things, the opportunity for Yugoslavs to become seasonal workers in Western Europe, for 

example, in 1971, 410 000 Yugoslavs were working in West Germany (Wikipedia. 

‘Economics of SFR Yugoslavia’). 

The Yugoslav economy entered the 1980s heavily indebted after the oil-crisis of the 

1970s and during the following years up until the collapse, Yugoslavia was subjected to 

economic shock therapy as a part of the requirements given by the International Monetary 

Foundation along with various loans they granted the country. The peoples of Yugoslavia 

experienced limitation on the availability of fuel, restrictions on driving and required money 

deposits upon leaving the country to be returned a year later (Wikipedia. ‘Yugoslavia’). 

Slovenia was the economically most successful of the Yugoslav republics, despite 

being the second smallest republic in the federation. In 1990, Slovenia had a GDP per capita 

that was more than twice the size of those of four of the other republics. Furthermore, the 

Slovenes achieved independence without getting involved in the Yugoslav wars of the 1990s, 

this meant that their economy was left relatively intact. Since independence, Slovenia is 

generally considered the post-communist country with the best-run economy and it was the 

first post-communist country to adopt the Euro in 2004 (Slovenia: Introduction to Slovenia: 

Economy. 2007). 

The contrast between the 1980s hyperinflation with its restrictions on private 

consumerism in Yugoslavia and the positive development of the Slovene economy after the 

independence in combination with an unrestricted private consumerism marked a significant 
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change in lifestyle for Slovenes. During the 1960s and 1970s, Slovenes would go to Austria 

or Italy in order to buy consumer goods that were not available or affordable in Yugoslavia 

(Repe. 1998:1). With independence, these consumer goods became much more readily 

available to the Slovenes (Damjan. 1998:1). 
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2. RESULTS 
When answering the questionnaire the respondents were instructed to give the more typical 

example in each category a lower number, meaning that the most typical ‘car’ or ‘fruit’ would 

be given number one.  

 

2.1.1 The Prototype of ‘car’ among Slovene Speakers 

The car that is the most prototypical ‘car’ according to all respondents is a large family car 

followed by an executive car. The third most prototypical model is a super mini. The least 

prototypical cars were pick-ups followed by super cars and smaller sport utility vehicles 

(SUV).  

 

Table 2.1.1: The prototype of ‘car’ among Slovene speakers 

The five most prototypical The five least prototypical 
1. Large family car 1. Pick-up 
2. Executive car 2. Super car 
3. Super mini car 3. Small SUV 
4. Luxury car 4. Big SUV 
5. Mini MPV 5. Micro car 

 

Among the older Slovenes, the same models are the most prototypical, however the order is 

slightly changed so that the mini multi-purpose vehicle (MPV) is the fourth most typical and 

the luxury car is the fifth. In the list of the five least prototypical cars, the only difference is 

that the fifth one is the mid-sized SUV and not the micro car. 

In the group of Slovene speakers born 1973 or later, there are a few differences 

among the most prototypical cars. The large family car is still the best example, however it is 

followed in turn by the super mini, the executive car, the luxury car and the small family car. 

The noteworthy difference is that the small family car is found first in the bottom half of the 

list among the older respondents. Among the least prototypical cars there is a major difference 

compared with the general result. The micro car takes the spot as the least prototypical ‘car’ 

and pushes the rest of the result one step down. This becomes interesting when compared to 

the answers from the older respondents. The older respondents did not put the micro car at the 

very end, instead it is the tenth most typical ‘car’, which is better than all the categories of 

SUVs. 

The general result holds true when they are examined according to the respondents’ 

gender. The most important difference is that female respondents considered super cars to be 



7 

the least prototypical, while the males considered it the sixth least prototypical ‘car’. Among 

the males, the large MPV is considered the third least prototypical ‘car’, however that model 

is the sixth least prototypical among the females. Both genders consider the large family car 

to be the most prototypical and the only major difference in terms of the top five best example 

of a ‘car’ is that males considered a convertible to be a better example than the females did 

and the females thought the medium MPV was a good example of a ‘car’. 

When the results are compared and looked at from the angle of where the 

respondents live (rural, suburban and urban) it becomes apparent that urban and rural 

respondents thinks SUVs, pick-ups and super cars are the least prototypical. Also, among this 

group the micro car gets a different rating in that it is among the bottom five for rural 

respondents and a bit higher up (11) among urbanites. The most prototypical category of ‘car’ 

is, among both urbanites and rural people, the large family car. Among the five most 

prototypical categories of cars, the rural and urban respondents answered quite similarly. The 

answers of the respondents living in suburban conditions differed a bit from both rural and 

urban people. The least prototypical model is a super mini and the most prototypical category 

is the luxury car. Other differences worthy of mentioning is that the fifth most typical ‘car’ is 

a convertible, a model that is not very typical according to rural respondents and is the sixth 

one among urbanites.  

 

2.1.2 The Prototype of ‘fruit’ among Slovene Speakers 

The most prototypical ‘fruit’ according to all respondents are the apple and the least 

prototypical are rambutan. The only fruits on the list of the ten least typical that grows in 

Slovenia is quince and medlar. Among the ten most prototypical fruits, banana and orange 

are not grown in Slovenia. 

 

Table 2.1.2: The prototype of ‘fruit’ among Slovene speakers 

The ten most 

prototypical fruits 

The ten least 

prototypical fruits 

1. Apple 1. Rambutan 

2. Peach 2. Guava 

3. Cherry 3. Lychee 

4. Grape 4. Passion fruit 

5. Orange 5. Quince 
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6. Pear 6. Medlar 

7. Strawberry 7. Lime 

8. Banana 8. Date 

9. Plumb 9. Avocado 

10. Apricot 10. Mango 

 

These results are generally the same when the respondents’ age is taken into account. 

However, there are some differences. While younger speakers of Slovene think that banana is 

the second most prototypical ‘fruit’, older speakers found it to be the 14th most prototypical 

‘fruit’, a quite significant difference. The older respondents thought that blue berries were the 

10th most prototypical ‘fruit’, while the younger ones thought they were the 15th. The younger 

Slovenes also though that kiwi is the 10th least prototypical ‘fruit’, while older Slovenes 

thought kiwi to be the 11th most prototypical ‘fruit’. 

When looking at the results and the genders of the respondents much of the same 

fruits are considered very prototypical. The only differences among the ten most prototypical 

fruits are that women put plumbs as the eighth most prototypical and men put pineapple as the 

10th most prototypical ‘fruit’. Other than those, the most prototypical fruits are apple, banana, 

orange, pear, cherries, peach, grapes, apricot and strawberries. Among the least prototypical 

fruits, both genders included lime, lychee, rambutan, date, passion fruit, guava, quince and 

medlar. In addition to these, the female respondents placed mango and pomegranate among 

the ten least prototypical, while the male respondents placed avocado and grapefruit in that 

group. None of these differences is particularly significant. For example, in the case of the 

females naming plumbs as the eighth most prototypical ‘fruit’, the male respondent put it as 

the 12th most prototypical putting it way above the middle of the scale (16). 

The ten fruits that make up the ten most prototypical are all the same among 

respondents that live in either rural or urban conditions. Their individual order differs a bit. 

However, a more important difference is found among the suburban respondents. Orange, 

pear and plumb are all missing from the ten most prototypical fruits and in their place we find 

blood orange, blue berries and on a split ninth place kiwi and pineapple. The least 

prototypical fruits differ a bit more between rural and urban respondents. Both groups find 

avocado, lime, lychee, rambutan, mango, date, passion fruit and guava to be among the ten 

least prototypical. In addition, urban respondents find quince and medlar to be among the 

bottom ten, while rural people find grapefruit and pomegranate to be among the bottom ten. 

Suburban respondents differed a little from the other two groups. Compared to the urban 
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people, the suburban ones differed in that mango and avocado did not appear within the ten 

least prototypical fruits, instead, grapefruit and coconut are in the bottom ten. 

 

2.2.1 The Prototype of ‘car’ among English Speakers 

Among the respondents in the control group of native English speakers, the most prototypical 

‘car’ model was the large family car and the least prototypical was the pick-up. 

 

Table 2.2.1: The prototype of ‘car’ among English speakers 

The five most prototypical car models The five least prototypical car models 

1. Large family car 1. Pick-up 

2. Small family car 2. Big SUV 

3. Executive car 3. Mid SUV 

4. Luxury car 4. Large MPV 

5. Super mini 5. Small SUV 

 

When we analyze the answers according to the respondents’ age, using the same 

qualifications as for the Slovene speakers, four of the most prototypical cars are the same; the 

one car with respect to which both groups differ with is the super mini. Among the younger 

speakers the convertible replaced it as the fifth most prototypical ‘car’ and among the older 

speakers the super car was the third most prototypical, moving the rest of the list down one 

step. Among the least prototypical cars, there is more variation. The older respondents found 

the micro car to be the least prototypical followed by the pick-up, the big SUV, the mini MPV 

and medium and large MPVs. The younger respondents followed the general results more, 

with the only difference being that they found the super car to be the fourth least prototypical 

‘car’. 

The differences between the genders did not differ much from the general result. 

Among the females, the small SUV replaced the super mini as the fifth most prototypical ‘car’ 

and the order among the rest of the five most prototypical cars were slightly changed in favor 

of the small family car. Among the male respondents the only difference was that, the 

executive model was the second most prototypical and the small family car the third. The five 

least prototypical cars are the same among the males as in the general results. However, the 

answers from the female respondents differ more. They have the super car as the least 
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prototypical followed by the large MPV, the mini MPV, the micro car and as the fifth least 

prototypical they have the pick-up. 

The urban and suburban respondents both follow the general result with the same 

models as their five most prototypical ones, although the order is slightly different. Among 

the rural respondents, there are some more significant differences. The two most prototypical 

models differ from the general result. The small SUV are according to these respondents the 

most prototypical ‘car’, followed by the leisure car. The super mini and the large family car 

that could be seen in the general result are the models that were replaced in the rural result. 

The urban respondents listed the same five models as the general result as the five least 

prototypical. In he suburban group, there was one difference compared with the general result, 

the micro car replaced the mid sized SUV as the fourth least prototypical ‘car’. The answers 

from the rural respondents were again the ones that differed the most. Instead of the pick-up 

being the least prototypical, the super car was found in the bottom spot and instead of the 

small SUV, they put the micro car as the third least prototypical ‘car’. Except for these two, 

there were no more differences 

 

2.2.2 The Prototype of ‘fruit’ among English Speakers 

Among the English native speakers, apples, oranges and strawberries were the most 

prototypical ‘fruits’. In addition, olives, medlar and rambutan were the least prototypical. 

 

Table 2.2.2: The prototype of ‘fruit among English speakers 

The ten most prototypical ‘fruits’ The ten least prototypical ‘fruits’ 

1. Apple 1. Olive 

2. Orange 2. Medlar 

3. Strawberry 3. Rambutan 

4. Banana 4. Quince 

5. Pear 5. Lychee 

6. Watermelon 6. Date 

7. Pineapple 7. Avocado 

8. Grape 8. Coconut 

9. Plumb 9. Guava 

10. Cherries 10. Fig 
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The older native speakers have much the same fruits in their list of the ten most prototypical 

ones. However, neither peaches nor grapes made in to the list of the ten most prototypical 

fruits for the older respondents, replaced by mango and blue berries. These two fruits are 

found on ninth and tenth place. The most significant difference in the order is that the apple is 

the fifth most prototypical. Among the younger respondents, blue berries were the ninth most 

prototypical, and cherries were not among the ten most prototypical and this were the main 

difference compared with the general result. The older respondents differed from the general 

result with regard to their least prototypical fruits since avocado and coconut were not among 

them. Instead, clementine and pomegranate were considered to be among the ten least 

prototypical fruits. The internal order does not differ much, however, it is worth mentioning 

that olives are consider only the eighth least prototypical ‘fruit’ among the older native 

speakers. The younger respondents’ answers differ more compared with the general results if 

the ten least prototypical fruits are considered. Neither kiwi, pineapple, strawberries, mango, 

passion fruit nor blood orange are among the ten worst examples of ‘fruit’. Instead, the 

younger native speakers thought avocado, fig, medlar, rambutan, date and guava were among 

the ten worst examples. The most important difference is that avocado is the second least 

prototypical ‘fruit’ among the younger respondents while it is the 16th among older ones. In 

addition, strawberries represent the overall biggest difference in that it is the second best 

example of ‘fruit’ among younger native speakers and the seventh worst example among the 

older ones. 

When comparing the general result to the answers given divided by gender, we find 

that the male native speakers’ ten best examples of ‘fruit’ are largely the same as in the 

general result. They put blue berries as the sixth most prototypical ‘fruit’ and they did not 

consider peach to be a good enough example to be among the ten best ones. The internal 

order among the ten best examples does not differ a lot from the order in the general answers. 

Among the fruits that the male respondents listed as being the least prototypical, the only 

significant difference is that pomegranate is the second worst example of ‘fruit’. In addition 

avocado is not among the bottom ten. The female respondents’ ten most prototypical fruits 

differed more than the males’ from the general result. The ten best examples of fruit did not 

include banana, pear or cherries, according to the female native speakers; however, it did 

include grapefruit, clementine and blood orange, all three missing from the general result. 

The biggest difference in ranking within the ten most prototypical were orange, which the 

female respondents put as the eighth most typical ‘fruit’, while the general result were that 

orange is the second most typical ‘fruit’. The ten least prototypical fruits were, according to 
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the female respondents, the same ones as in the general result with one exception and in a 

slightly changed order. Instead of fig, the female native speakers put mango as the ninth worst 

example of a ‘fruit’. 

The results, if looked at from the perspective of the respondents’ place of residence, 

present a somewhat differing image. Among the urban respondents’ ten most prototypical 

fruits, blood oranges and blue berries appear and cherries and peaches are not among them. 

The internal order among the ten best examples does not present any major changes compared 

with the general result. Among the ten least prototypical fruits, the urban results presents one 

difference, guava is not among the ten worst examples, instead lime is. Comparing the 

internal order of these ten with the general result reveals no big differences. The suburban 

respondents’ ten best examples of ‘fruit’ included grapefruit and excluded apple compared to 

the general result. The apple is the 13th most prototypical ‘fruit’ in this segment, which differs 

significantly from the general result, according to which apple is the most prototypical ‘fruit’. 

Among the worst examples of fruits, the suburban respondents differed from the overall result 

in that kiwi was not among the ten worst, instead passion fruit is in that group. The most 

differences are to be found among the rural respondents. None of orange, pear or cherries are 

among the ten most prototypical fruits according these respondents. Instead, grapefruit, plumb 

and blue berries are included in that group. The ten least prototypical fruits include pear, 

avocado and pomegranate instead of fig, lychee and date, according to the rural respondents. 
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3. CONCLUSION 

The micro car is the only item that differs between the older and younger Slovene speakers. 

This can be seen as a reflection of the changes in Slovene society and economy that came 

with the independence from Yugoslavia and the adoption of a market economy. The older 

respondents grew up in Yugoslavia, where the most famous domestically produced car was 

the Zastava 600, which was a Yugoslav produced Fiat 600 (Zasatava Fico: nd). This car, 

according to the classification used in this paper, is a version of a super mini. However, it was 

an early super mini and the cars of this class have since then been growing bigger.  

This difference between younger and older speakers of Slovene, in comparison with 

the control group, reveals that the older Slovenes are closer to the English group than the 

younger ones. However, The micro car is considered the least prototypical ‘car’ among the 

older English speakers while among the younger English speakers, it is the seventh most 

typical car. With regard to the similarities between the speech communities, this would 

indicate that the younger Slovene speakers share the feeling that a micro car is a non-

prototypical ‘car’ with the older English speakers, while older Slovenes and younger English 

speakers are more open to the micro car. This indicates a difference in attitudes towards very 

small cars. 

The reason for this change among the younger English speakers may be that bigger 

cars, such as the SUV have become less of prestige possession, due to rising fuel costs and a 

growing awareness of the environmental consequences of the internal combustion engine 

(CNN.com. 2008). The same reasons may be why all the categories of SUVs are in the lower 

half of the list of prototypical cars in both age groups of Slovene speakers and in the general 

result of the English control group.  

The most significant difference between younger and older Slovene speakers when it 

comes to the prototype of ‘fruit’ is banana. Among the younger respondents it ranks as the 

second most prototypical ‘fruit’, while the older respondents thought it was only the 14th most 

prototypical ‘fruit’. This can be seen as a consequence of younger Slovenes having grown up 

with bananas readily available in stores, while the older generation had to buy their bananas 

in Italy and Austria during the Yugoslav times, when such cross-border shopping was a 

common way of purchasing luxury items (Repe. 1998:1). 

If we compare this difference to the general result of the control group, it is clear that 

the younger Slovenes’ concept of banana as one of the best examples of ‘fruit’ is closer to 

how native English speakers view the banana. This holds true when we look at the difference 



14 

between older and younger English speaking respondents; both groups are closer to the 

younger Slovenes, than to the older ones. The one group of respondents that does not confirm 

this is the female native speakers, a fact that is most likely a consequence of the lower number 

of respondents in this demographic. If this result would hold true for a larger group of female 

native speakers this might indicate that banana is not a prototypical fruit for English native 

speakers. 
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4. DISCUSSION 

Several things are important to mention with regard to the results and the conclusions drawn 

from it. As a human society changes, so does the language used to describe that society and 

one such change, is the way in which the semantics of words change. This paper made the 

case that prototypes of consumer goods have changed in societies where the patterns of 

consumption have changed, as in the transition from socialism to capitalism.  

The reason for only examining two categories of consumer goods was based on a 

desire to be able to do a thorough examination despite the limitation in time. The fact that 

‘car’ and ‘fruit’ became the subjects of this research was because I had a hunch that a 

difference would exist with regard to those categories. Some, even more suitable categories, 

to investigate may be ‘soft drinks’, ‘beers’ or ‘garment’.  

In the research of the prototype of ‘car’, a number of things could have been 

improved. The selection of cars used to illustrate the different classes of cars, could have been 

varied in favor of older models, more recognizable to the older generation. However, that 

would lead to a problem with the control group that perhaps would have had a limited 

knowledge of, or feeling for, those models. For example, to include the Zastava 600 could 

have given a very different result, due to its familiarity among the older Slovene and perhaps 

even among the younger Slovenes as a sign of the covert prestige connected to what is known 

as Yugo-nostalgia (Wikipedia. ‘Yugo-nostalgia’). 

The investigation of fruits offered a slightly different problem when analyzing the 

results. The list of fruits contained several fruits that just recently became available on the 

Slovene market and these were the ones that were considered the least prototypical. One may 

suspect that this is because the respondents had never heard about them, rather than them not 

having the characteristics that define a good example of a fruit. 

Another point that needs to be considered is the respondents; the older Slovenes were 

all fairly young, none of them were senior citizens. Perhaps the result would differ if the age 

difference between the younger and older Slovenes had been greater than it was. This might 

have been even more noticeable in the question about the prototype of ‘car’ however, since 

cars are not only consumer goods, but also prestige consumer goods.  

The control group of English native speakers presented a problem, since the 

researcher did not have a connection to a big group of native English speakers. This meant 

that the control group was smaller than originally presumed. Furthermore, the respondents 

were selected based on a personal connection rather than randomly. This meant that the 
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respondents to the questionnaire were in many cases related to each other, and quite a few 

respondents have taken a public stand against oil based transport solutions, something that 

might have affected the result of the prototype of ‘car’ in favor of smaller models. 
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APPENDIX 
 

English language questionnaire used in this research: 

 

Best example questionnaire 
 
Demographical information 
 
Please mark the correct answer with an X on the appropriate line. 
 
Gender:  

• Male     

• Female     

Which of the following best describes where you live:  

• Urban     

• Suburban     

• Rural     

Which is your highest achieved level of education:  

• Grammar school    

• High school or equivalent    

• Vocational/technical school (2 year)   

• Unfinished college    

• Bachelor's degree    

• Master's degree     

• Doctoral degree    

• Professional degree (MD, JD, etc.)   

• Other (Please describe below)   

If other, please describe here: 

 

Estimated annual income:  

• Under $10,000     

• $10,000 - $19,999    

• $20,000 - $29,999    

• $30,000 - $39,999    

• $40,000 - $49,999    

• $50,000 - $74,999    
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• $75,000 - $99,999    

• $100,000 - $150,000    

• Over $150,000     

• Would rather not say    

 
Please answer the following in writing: 
Year of birth: 
 
Nationality: 
 
 
Typical Cars 
 
Please rate the following car models from 1 to 25 according to whether or not they are a good 
example of a car, with number one being the best example in this list: 
 

   
Smart Fortwo 
Number: 

Fiat 500 
Number: 

VW Polo 
Number: 

   
Toyota Corolla 
Number: 

Dodge Caliber 
Number: 

Ford Mondeo 
Number: 

 
 

 

VW Passat 
Number: 

Volvo S80 
Number: 

Lexus LS 460 
Number: 
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Mercedes Benz S-class 
Number: 

Ferrari Enzo 
Number: 

VW Eos 
Number: 

 

  
Citroen Berlingo 
Number: 

Opel Meriva 
Number: 

Renault Scenic 
Number: 

 

 
 

KIA Rondo 
Number: 

Renault Espace 
Number: 

Dodge Grand Caravan 
Number: 

   
Lada Niva 
Number: 

Jeep Grand Cherokee 
Number: 

Ford Escape 
Number: 

   
Toyota Rav 4 
Number: 

Hummer H3 
Number: 

Range Rover 
Number: 
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Nissan Navaro 
Number: 
 
 
Typical Fruits 
Please rate the following fruits from 1 to 32 according to whether or not they are a good 
example of a fruit, with number one being the best example in this list: 
 
Apple Number: 
Banana Number: 
Orange Number: 
Pear Number: 
Kiwi Number: 
Avocado Number: 
Lemon Number: 
Grapefruit Number: 
Cherry Number: 
Plumb Number: 
Peach Number: 
Lime Number: 
Grape Number: 
Pineapple Number: 
Fig Number: 
Apricot Number: 
Strawberry Number: 
Coconut Number: 
Lychee Number: 
Rambutan Number: 
Mango Number: 
Olive Number: 
Date Number: 
Passion-fruit Number: 
Guava Number: 
Clementine Number: 
Blood orange Number: 
Quince Number: 
Medlar Number: 
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Watermelon Number: 
Blue berry Number: 
Pomegranate Number: 
 
 
Thank you! 
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