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Abstract

INTRODUCTION. The aim of the study is the cognitive-pragmatic view on the interpretative rep-
resentation in English. MATERIALS AND METHODS. Research methods include cognitive
analysis, semantic analysis, discourse analysis and a method of inferential analysis. We also pro-
pose a method of cognitive modeling for a visual presentation of interpretative processing model.
The factual material is based on samples of examples from authentic English dictionaries, as well
as online resources. The data analysis proved that much information can be presented indirectly,
and it leads to hidden associations and evaluative inferences. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION. The
study has shown the role of such mechanisms in processes of the interpretative representation, as
the mechanism of meaning extension, the mechanism of opposition, the mechanism of duplication,
the mechanism of conceptual substitution and the mechanism of associative implications, as well
as the syntactic constructions, representing various interpretations. Among them there are con-
structions with interpersonal parentheticals, quasi-subordinate constructions, syncretic construc-
tions, constructions with the phraseological unit God knows, backhanded compliments, tautologi-
cal constructions and constructions with conceptual metaphors, conceptual metonymies and con-
ceptual comparisons. CONCLUSION. It is concluded that the interpretative representation process
is complex and multidimensional, however, engaging a cognitive-pragmatic approach allows to
reveal the information complexity and to interpret hidden meanings, as well as to infer all evalua-
tive associations.
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AHHOTaNNA

BBEJIEHUE. llenbto uccnenoBaHus ABJISETCS KOTHUTUBHO-IIPArMaTHUECKUN MOAX0]] K U3YUCHUIO
MPOIIECCOB MHTEPIPETATUBHON pemnpe3eHTanuu B anrauiickom si3eike. MATEPUAJIBI 1 METO-
Jbl. MeToapl nccneloBaHUs BKIOYAIOT KOTHUTUBHBIA aHAJIN3, CEMAaHTUUECKUM aHaIu3, TUCKYp-
CUBHBIN aHAJIN3 U METOJ| MH(pEPEHIMAIBHOTO aHaM3a. MBI TaKKe IpeaaracM MeTOJ KOTHUTHB-
HOTO MOJICTIMPOBAHUS JUI BU3YaJbHOTO MPEICTABICHUS MOJCIH WHTEPIPETATUBHONH 00pabOTKH
uHpopManuu. MaTepuanioM HCCIICAOBAHUS SIBIISIOTCS BBIOOPKU MPUMEPOB M3 ayTCHTUYHBIX aHT-
nuiickux cnoBapei u onnaitH-pecypcoB. PE3VJIBTATBI UCCJIEJJOBAHUS. Ananu3 naHHBIX
MOKa3all, YTO 3HAYUTEIbHAS 4acTh MH(GOPMAIIMKA MOXET ObITh MPEICTABICHA KOCBEHHO, YTO HPH-
BOJAWT K CKPBITBIM aCCOIMAITUSM U OLICHOYHBIM MH(epeHnusaM. VccienoBanne moka3ano poib Ta-
KHX MEXaHH3MOB B IIPOIeCCaX MHTEPIPETaTUBHON pETpe3eHTAINH, KaK MEXaHW3M pacIIupeHUs
CMBICITa, MEXaHU3M OIIO3HIINH, MEXaHU3M TyOJIMpPOBaHMUS, MEXaHU3M IIOJIMEHBI TIOHATHH U MeXa-
HU3M aCCONMATHBHBIX UMIUIHKAINH, a TAKXKE POJb CHHTAaKCHIECKUX KOHCTPYKIIUI B Tpe/IcTaBIe-
HUHU Pa3MUYHBIX UHTeprpeTannii. Cpeau HUX BBINEICHBI KOHCTPYKIMH C MEXJINYHOCTHBIMHA TIa-
paHTe3aMH, KBa3WIPHUIATOYHBIE KOHCTPYKIIMH, CHHKPETHYECKHE KOHCTPYKIWH, KOHCTPYKITHMH C
q)paSeOJ'IOFI/I?;MOM, JABYCMBICJICHHBIC KOMIUIMMCHTBI, TABTOJOTMYCCKHUEC KOHCTPYKIIMH, a TaKKE
KOHCTPYKIHHU C KOHUETITYaJIbHbIMU MeTaq)OpaMI/I, KOHICITYAJIbHBIMA METOHUMHUAMU U KOHICTITY-
anpHbIMU cpaBHeHMsIMU. 3AKJIFOUEHUE. Caenan BBIBOJ, YTO MPOIECC MHTEPIPETATUBHOU pe-
Mpe3CHTalU ABJIACTCA CJIOXHBIM W MHOTOMEPHBIM, OJHAKO TMPHUBJICUCHUC KOI'HUTHUBHO-
MParMaTUYecKoro MOX0/1a MO3BOJIAET PACKPHITH KOMIUICKCHBIA XapakTep HH()OPMAIIUK U UHTEP-
MIPETUPOBATH CKPBITHIE CMBICIIBI, @ TAK)KE BHIBECTH BCE OIICHOYHBIE aCCOLIUAIUH.

KiroueBble ciioBa: KOFHI/ITI/IBHO-HpaFMaTI/I‘{eCKI/Iﬁ noaxoJ, MCXaHUu3M 06pa60T1<1/1 I/IH(l)OpMaHI/II/I,
MNpoueAypHOC 3HAHUC, UHTCPIIPCTATUBHAA PCIPE3CHTALMA, KOHCTPYKIUA, KOTHUTUBHAS MOJCIb,
CJIOKHOC 3HAHHC

duHaHCHUpOBaHUe. DTO UCCIICJOBAHKE HE MMOJYyYasio BHEIIHETO (HHAHCHPOBAHUSL.

Bkaan aBropa: JILA. @ypc — oOmmas KOHUENIMs CTaThbu, aHAIN3 MaTepuaia, oopaboTka pe3ylib-
TaTOB UCCIIEIOBAHNUS, HATUCAHNUE YUEPHOBHKA PYKOIHCH.

Kondummkr nnrepecos. JLA. dypc saBnsercs 4IeHOM peJaKIMOHHON Koyeruu xypHana «He-
oduonorus», HO He UMEET HUKAKOTO OTHOIIEHHUS K PEIICHNIO OMYOJIMKOBATh 3Ty cTarhio. CtaThs
npoluia IPUHATYIO B JKypHaje Mpoueaypy pereHsupoBanus. O0 MHBIX KOH(IMKTAX MHTEPECOB
aBTOD HE 3asBIIAN.

Jast umtupoBanusi: @ypc JI.A. KoTHUTHBHO-TIparMaTUIECKHi MOJAX0I K HHTEPIPETATUBHOM pe-
npesedranuyu // Heodumnonorus. 2025. T. 11. Ne 1. C. 21-30. https://doi.org/10.20310/2587-6953-
2025-11-1-21-30
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INTRODUCTION

This paper addresses the question of inter-
pretative representation and English syntactic
constructions as means of objectifying this type
of representation. It is argued that there appear
many hidden meanings and evaluative infe-
rences in processes of interpretative representa-
tion. As processes of human thought activities
are not observed, we need to explain them via
linguistic elements in the syntactic construc-
tions. If language structures and syntactic propo-
sitions are stored in memory, they are cognitive
and can be used to investigate the specifics of
information processing. This suggests that we
need to consider both linguistic input and its
cognitive foundation. We propose a cognitive-
pragmatic approach to show mysteries of inter-
pretative representation. Thus, the goal of this
paper is to reveal the specifics of interpretative
representation under the cognitive-pragmatic
approach.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

To achieve the goal of this study such me-
thods as cognitive analysis, semantic analysis,
discourse analysis and a method of inferential
analysis are used. Cognitive analysis allows to
define cognitive mechanisms which underlie the
information configuration, represented via syn-
tactic constructions. Semantic analysis makes it
possible to reveal the implicitly configurated
meaning. With the discourse analysis underway,
cognitive and pragmatic functions of interpreta-
tive representation are explained. The method of
inferential analysis is useful for predicting both
positive evaluations and critical messages to
avoid potential conflicts in communication. Be-
sides, we propose a method of cognitive model-
ing which might be useful for a visual presenta-
tion of interpretative processing model. The re-
search material is based on samples of examples
from authentic English dictionaries, as well as
online resources.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Since P. Grice’s theory of implicatures [1]
and J.R. Searle’s theory of indirect speech acts

[2] have been proposed, the body of research
develops around the ways in which phenomena
of hidden associations and evaluative inferences
play a major part in representation processing.
Moreover, D. Wilson and D. Sperber have
pointed out the need to consider the relationship
between the processes of representation and the
principle of relevance in human speech and
thought activity, emphasizingthat “a person un-
consciously strives for maximum relevance, i.e.,
for maximum cognitive effect with minimal ef-
fort during processing” [3]. These theoretical
ideas provide grounds for considering interpreta-
tive representation as a manifestation of the
pragmatic aspects of language. It is significant
that the principle of relevance is associated both
with the acts of information processing (in this
case, it is assumed that there should be minimal
costs on the part of the speaker) and with the
result (the result is understood as achieving the
maximum cognitive effect). Another aspect to
be pointed out is the law of linguistic economy,
according to which some information can be
presented in an implicit form.

Alongside the pragmatic approach, we also
propose the cognitive view on information
processing. In this case we consider the way of
structuring information which leads to irregular
loading of sentence meaning and finally to eva-
luative interpretation (about irregular loading of
sentence meaning see: [4]). The cognitive ap-
proach reveals cognitive mechanisms, activated
in information structuring. Both cognitive and
pragmatic views allow to accentuate cognitive
basis of implicit construal. The cognitive-
pragmatic approach to sentence analysis allows
one to take into account the speaker’s intentions
and communicative goals. Since human speech-
thinking activity is characterized by creativity,
the same situation can be constructed in alterna-
tive ways depending on the speaker’s intentions.
This approach will be further demonstrated in
factual data analysis.

The concept of interpretation is central for
an anthropocentric nature of language and is
considered to be a major principle of cognitive
linguistics [5]. As N.N. Boldyrev has noted,
knowledge interpretation is dynamic on both an
addresser and addressee part [6]. R. Langacker,
W. Croft and A. Cruse observe the perceived
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knowledge to be context-based (see [7; 8,
pp. 98-99]). From this perspective, people are
seen as actively making sense of what they de-
scribe and imagine, and syntax serves a leading
role in the linguistic representation of real world
situations. Syntactic interpretation is something
that happens in response to contextual factors.
Interpretations arise as people actively cooperate
in a communicative context. In other words, any
interpretation process is subjective (subjective
interpretation is discussed in: [9]).

Being a key term of this study, an interpret-
ative representation is defined as a procedure of
representing a set of meanings objectified by a
syntactic construction in communication. Such a
representation is related to the “semantic load”
of the sentence structure. The factor of a “cogni-
tive filter” ensures variable perception of eva-
luative meanings, when an information interpre-
tation is carried out in accordance with the ex-
pectations of an addressee. The factor of “cogni-
tive filter” reflects the active, dynamic and con-
trolled nature of human perception. A crucial
feature of this factor is the activation of “nested”
attention (see: [10; 11]). This type of attention
relates to a person’s subjective experience abili-
ty to hold a number of attractors in the focus of
attention simultaneously. Although we inten-
tionally construct the sentence in such a way,
that it might represent both a positive and a neg-
ative evaluation of the event, the addressee’s
focus of interpretation depends on the commu-
nicative context.

Let’s turn to the data study to show syntac-
tic constructions, which allow interpretative re-
presentation, with the focus on the underlying
processing mechanisms:

(1) a mechanism of meaning extension

He is saying you can’t imagine what (Col-
lins).

The mechanism of meaning extension in-
volves processing information in such a way that
a linguistic unit represents implicit meanings.
Constructions with parentheticals imply a num-
ber of hidden meanings. We can interpret this
example below: 1) He says nice things; 2) He
says bad things; 3) I prefer not to discuss what
he says. The first interpretation is a positive
evaluation, while the second one projects a criti-
cal view and the last interpretation provides an

evasive point of view. Obviously, the construc-
tions with parentheticals are effective means of
interpretative representation.

Sentences with the phraseological unit God
knows also demonstrate the activation of a me-
chanism of meaning extension, which leads to a
set of possible interpretations:

God knows where he put the keys! (CD).

God knows if the reports are true (MWD).

The first sentence outlines the following in-
terpretations: 1) I do not know and nobody
knows where he put the keys; 2) I have no idea
where he put the keys and I refuse to talk about
it. The second example also allows a few infe-
rences: 1) I do not know if the reports are true;
2) I do not know if the reports are false; 3) no-
body knows how to assess these reports. Taking
into account the result of meaning verification
and the modality of the analysed utterances we
conclude that such sentences can be perceived as
critical remarks and they lead to a communica-
tive dissonance as a speaker avoids a direct dis-
cussion of the above mentioned situations.

Another case of interpretative representa-
tion is the usage of syncretic constructions. Syn-
cretism of a linguistic unit is defined as a com-
bination of opposing meanings representation.
The most ambiguous constructions are models:
What + Noun!; Such + Noun! For example:
What a place! Such a plan! These sentences are
ambiguous and can be interpreted as means of
representing both positive and negative evalua-
tion: What a good place! / What a bad place!;
Such a good plan! / Such a bad plan! Verbaliza-
tion of evaluative meanings correlates with con-
ditions of communicative context. What is evi-
dent from the speaker’s side, this is an intention-
al construal of uncertain evaluation. The two
possible evaluative focuses put the addressee in
a difficult position, as there are two alternatives
for him: 1) the addressee has to ask additional
questions to clear up the speakers intentions;
2) the addressee can ignore such exclamations.
This puts the recipient in a dependent position
because he has to guess the purpose of the mes-
sage himself and it can also lead to a cognitive
dissonance.

Another option of interpretative representa-
tion is illustrated by quasi-subordinate sentences
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which involve the subordinate clauses, function-
ing as independent ones:

If only he knew the truth (CD).

If only they would talk to each other (CD).

When transformed into a subordinate
clause, the meaning of this quasi-subordinate
structures change substantially. Instead of ex-
pressing emotive meaning, they express an un-
real condition (If I knew the truth, I would do it;
If we could talk, all would be different). In fact,
quasi-subordinate sentences project a few hid-
den meanings. The first example implies the
following situations: 1) the speaker feels sorry
that he does not know the truth; 2) the speaker
feels sorry that he missed a good opportunity to
implement something; 3) the speaker is disap-
pointed that he was not told the truth.

Another case of interpretative representa-
tion includes backhanded compliments which
are non-prototypical. Such complimentary
statements are considered non-prototypical,
since they are ambiguous and can be interpreted
as not only a compliment, but also as criticism.
The ambiguity is constructed through the me-
chanism of opposition.

(2) a mechanism of opposition

Your new hairstyle makes you look so much
younger! (RD).

This sentence expresses potential criticism.
A speaker’s attention is focused on two do-
mains: APPEARANCE — new hairstyle, AGE —
young. A comparative degree of the adjective
younger allows us to project a TIME opposition
“younger at the present moment — not so young
in the past” (the present moment is opposed to
the past). By inference, we construe an IMPLI-
CATION: a person looked bad as the old hairs-
tyle made her look old. This indirect uncompli-
mentary message can cause a communicative
conflict.

You're so beautiful when you smile (RD).

This example represents an evaluative focus
within the same domain (APPEARANCE -
beautiful), but the projected opposition refers to
the ACTION domain “smile — no smile”. The
possible interpretation of this compliment with
an implication is like this: a person does not
look beautiful in general, only at the moment of
smiling. The interpretation of compliments with
implications through an activation of a mechan-

ism of opposition allows to infer hidden mean-
ings. This process is complex and multifaceted.

(3) a mechanism of duplication

This mechanism is activated when we use
tautological constructions. In such constructions,
the duplication of meaning is formed according
to the model “Noun + Noun”. In this case, lin-
guistic norms are clearly violated, but taking
into account the principle of relevance, such
constructions are considered by speakers to
achieve certain goals. Thus, duplication is a
processing mechanism, aimed at encoding some
information by implicit means, that is decoded
on the contextual basis. The next example illu-
strates this phenomenon:

Agreements are agreements (MD).

Based on the situational context, we can
suggest a number of possible interpretations of
this statement: agreements are agreements,
andl) they cannot be revised, as they are certi-
fied by signature and seal; 2) they confirm both
parties decision to implement what was agreed;
3) there might be disappointments; 4) they take
into account each other’s interests.

Here is another example with a mechanism
of duplication:

Compromise is compromise (MD).

There are a few interpretations of the situa-
tion, represented by this tautological construc-
tion: compromise is compromise, and it means
that 1) each side gives up something it wanted,
2) both sides have to be ready for mutual con-
cessions; 3) each side found a “golden middle”
during their discussion.

Tautological constructions as means of eva-
luative interpretation prove their effectiveness in
organizing conflict-free communication.

(4) a mechanism of associative implica-
tions

Associative implication is linked with im-
plicit communicative intentions, when a listener
can reveal more information about the situation
than it was explicitly expressed. The fact is that
the background knowledge provides clues for
the addressee to understand the evaluative
meanings. Various implications are objectified
by conceptual metaphors, metonymies and con-
ceptual comparisons. In a conceptual metaphor
the construal projects links between two do-
mains to create evaluative associations [12; 13].
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As a result of this process, we deal with the
richness, complexity and creativity of the speak-
er’s imagination.

There are some examples:

You have always been my rock (11).

The source domain of this metaphor speci-
fies a natural object — a rock, which is a mono-
lithic stone block with steep slopes and sharp
ledges. This knowledge structure is associated
with a person. Consequently, the person is con-
ceptualized as someone who is reliable, strong,
and supportive. Such a sentence sounds com-
plimentary.

The elephant in the room is obvious (Col-
lins).

Here the source domain of a metaphoric
transfer points to an elephant, the largest animal
on the land. These animals grow up to four me-
ters and weigh about six tons. The information
about elephant’s sizes and weight is essential for
understanding the possible associations. Such
animals are always in our visual focus. These
characteristics project the idea that there is an
obvious problem or issue that everyone is aware
of but avoids talking about it. Moreover, the
sentence with this phrase is a kind of a warning,
as it holds a suggestion of immediate actions to
prevent the situation from getting worse and
more complicated.

You will have a taste of your own medicine
and see how you like it (WH).

The expression a taste of your own medi-
cine is related with a sensation of taking medi-
cine, which is usually bitter and unpleasant. The
target domain refers to social relationships. As a
result of similarity analogy, it is indicated that
someone is mistreated the same way he has mi-
streated others. Thus, this idiomatic phrase sounds
as a warning not to behave in such a way.

You are building a house of cards (CD).

A metaphoric expression a house of cards
defines an organization or a plan which are very
weak and can easily be destroyed or can easily
go wrong (see: [CD]). This phrase is used to
prevent somebody from risky actions.

This plan is our North Star (Examples).

Here the source domain covers the characte-
ristics of North Star to be the brightest star in the
constellation of the Northern Hemisphere. The
light of this star is a kind of beacon for travelers

at sea, where there are no other landmarks. The
target domain refers to the plan content. Finally,
the domain cross-mapping leads to an evaluative
association, such as: this plan is a guiding force
in our business. The speaker evaluates the im-
portance of a plan.

An opposite evaluation is constructed in the
example below:

This plan is as useful as a chocolate teapot
(Examples).

The syntactic element “plan” in this sen-
tence functions as an object of observer’s evalu-
ation. The source domain includes the informa-
tion about the situation when pouring boiling
water into a chocolate teapot melts chocolate
pieces. We consider such an action completely
useless. The target domain points to details of a
plan. Due to cross-domain mapping, an evalua-
tion is formed. The given sentence with a con-
ceptual comparison provides the speaker’s point
of view about the discussed plan: it is utterly
useless.

Building a successful business is like cook-
ing a recipe; you need to follow the steps care-
fully and use the right ingredients (11).

This example illustrates both a conceptual
metaphor and a conceptual comparison. A meta-
phoric transfer is based on the interplay between
a source domain “Construction of buildings”
and a target domain “Business”. This cognitive
operation leads to an evaluative association:
creating a new business takes time and is a com-
plex process. Besides, a conceptual comparison
projects the idea that running a business is like
following a recipe to cook a dish, which in-
volves many steps and requires using the right
ingredients for success.

I am all ears (Collins).

Finally, we turn to another very powerful
means of interpretative representation, which is
based on the analogy by contiguity. Using the
metonymic link “a human being — an organ of
auditory perception”, the speaker sends a few
messages: 1) I am listening to you very atten-
tively; 2) I am eager to listen to what the others
are saying; 3) I pay all my attention to your
problem.

(5) a mechanism of conceptual substitu-
tion
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This mechanism is activated in construc-
tions with euphemisms:

She was a late bloomer as a child and
didn’t start reading until she was 7 (SCE).

People prefer to listen to phrases which are
nice and positive. Moreover, there are some top-
ics we avoid to touch on, for example, the age of
people. The euphemism a late bloomer is used
metaphorically to focus the listener’s attention
not on child difficulties with reading, but on the
stage of developing reading skills. According to
the created association, a person is described as
successful, attractive, more mature and the fact
of acquiring reading skills later in life than oth-
ers is not so important.

My grandfather’s golden years were filled
with adventure and laughter (SCE).

The euphemism golden years describes a
person’s age phase of life after retirement. It
sounds metaphorical, as characteristics of pre-
cious metal are directed at a person’s age, which
emphasizes the value of this period of life.

She is a well-seasoned teacher; she knows
her stuff! (SCE).

The idea that everything is supposed to
happen in time lets us understand the situation in
terms of orderliness, organization and stability.
This understanding allows us to define a person
who is well-organized, alive and experienced in
handling any situation.

The results of this study are illustrated in
Table 1 (see Table 1).

As Table 1 shows, it is clear that the
processing mechanisms belong to a procedural
type of knowledge, aimed at declarative know-
ledge processing (see: [14]) to realize a few
cognitive and pragmatic functions. Activating
the mechanism of meaning extension a speaker
puts the focus on “nested” attention to involve
many aspects into analysis. To achieve this goal,
the constructions with interpersonal parentheti-
cals, quasi-subordinate constructions, syncretic
constructions and constructions with the phra-
seological unit God knows are used.

The mechanism of opposition allows to
construct backhanded compliments which are
non-prototypical and sound critical.

The mechanism of duplication is effective
for generalizations and helps to create a modus
variation. It is objectified by tautological con-
structions.

As for the mechanism of associative impli-
cations, it is activated in constructions with
conceptual metaphors, conceptual metonymies
and conceptual comparisons. This mechanism
is extremely effective in creating evaluative
inferences.

The mechanism of conceptual substitution
is realized in constructions with euphemisms.
Activation of this mechanism leads to alterna-
tive conceptualization, which allows the utiliza-
tion of descriptive expressions that are neutral in
meaning.

Table 1

The interaction of processing mechanisms with cognitive
and pragmatic functions in an interpretative representation

Processing mechanism

Cognitive function

Pragmatic function

Mechanism of meaning extension

activation of “nested” attention

implication of hidden meanings;
realization of linguistic economy law

Mechanism of opposition

deviation from a prototype

expression of hidden criticism

Mechanism of duplication

generalization

modus variation; realization
of linguistic economy law

Mechanism of associative implica-

evaluative association

acts of warning; complimentary

tions message; hidden criticism

Mechanism of conceptual substitu- . o utilization of descriptive expressions
. alternative conceptualization . .

tion that are neutral in meaning

Source: compiled by the author.
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meaning
extension

associative
implication

conceptual
substitution

opposition

duplication

Fig. 1. The model of the interpretative representation

Through the analysis, outlined in this paper,
we can propose the model of the interpretative
representation in Fig. 1 (see Fig. 1).

Fig. 1 is a cognitive model of interpretative
representation, carried out on the basis of
processing mechanisms which are defined to be
a procedural knowledge (knowledge “how”),
ensuring human thought activities in processes
of interpretation. In this model, there are no de-
pendencies, which indicates the autonomy of
each mechanism and its activation with the fo-
cus on the goals of communication. In form, this
model is cyclical in nature and involves the in-
clusion of any mechanism into human thought
process in accordance with the speaker’s inten-
tions. It also emphasizes that interpretative re-
presentation is realized through the activation of
selected mechanisms. On the whole, interpreta-
tive representation processes reflect the cogni-
tive dynamics of human speech-thinking activi-
ties (see [15]). We believe that insight into cog-
nitive aspects of these processes helped us to
understand the nature of interpretative represen-
tation.

CONCLUSION

In this paper, the cognitive-pragmatic view
on the interpretative representation has been put
forward. We have argued that the proposed ap-

Source: compiled by the author.

proach reinforces our point about the ambiguity
of some syntactic constructions.

The analysis highlights the following im-
portant observations:

1) much information is presented indirectly,
which leads to hidden associations and evalua-
tive inferences. This fact correlates with realiza-
tion of linguistic economy law;

2) a speaker intends to express some infor-
mation implicitly to avoid a cognitive disson-
ance;

3) a listener is oriented to various linguistic
attractors to understand both explicit and impli-
cit information;

4) the interpretative representation as a re-
sult of information processing is based on acti-
vation of cognitive (processing) mechanisms;

5) the preceding analysis has shown the role
of such mechanisms in processes of the inter-
pretative representation, as the mechanism of
meaning extension, the mechanism of opposi-
tion, the mechanism of duplication, the mechan-
ism of conceptual substitution and the mechan-
ism of associative implications;

5) the interpretative representation means
include constructions with parentheticals, quasi-
subordinate constructions, syncretic construc-
tions, constructions with the phraseological unit
God knows, backhanded compliments, tautolog-
ical constructions and constructions with con-
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ceptual metaphors, conceptual metonymies and
conceptual comparisons. Conceptual metaphors
are certainly more significant in creating evalua-
tive associations, yet conceptual metonymies
and conceptual comparisons also emerge as vi-
vid examples of expressiveness, though they are
not often used;

6) from the evidence provided by these con-
structions, participating in interpretative repre-
sentation, we have shown the model of this type
of representation (Fig. 1) and also described the
interaction of processing mechanisms with cog-
nitive and pragmatic functions, activated in an
interpretative representation.

As noted earlier, the whole interpretative
representation process is complex and multidi-
mensional, however, engaging a cognitive-
pragmatic approach allows to examine its spe-
cifics and to interpret hidden meanings, as well

as to infer all evaluative associations. We em-
phasize that this approach is extremely useful in
explaining the processing mechanisms of human
cognitive activities, as applying insights from
cognitive linguistics is crucial to the very basis
of interpretative representation. In addition, the
pragmatic view is aimed at studying the speak-
er’s intentions and the formation of indirect
meanings (see works by P. Grice, J.R. Searle,
D. Wilson, D. Sperber). The proposed approach
proved its relevance via data analysis.

However, a further research can be con-
ducted to analyse how useful the given mechan-
isms are in different types of discourse, especial-
ly with data from another language. As a direc-
tion for a future research, we consider the appli-
cation of discussed above cognitive-pragmatic
approach to the study of other complex linguis-
tic phenomena.
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