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Abstract. The theory of foregrounding plays an integral part in the way a reader perceives and
decodes linguistic expression, whereas construal process allows for dynamic categorization and
portrayal of a situation with the help of a big diversity of linguistic means. By means of
classification of construing phenomena, scholars identified key dimensions such as attention,
judgment, perspective and constitution, elucidating intricate mechanisms of comprehension and
expression of language. The article touches on two types of saliencies in cognitive linguistics such
as cognitive and ontological salience. It also underscores Langacker’s notion of “entrenchment” and
investigates the concepts of communicative salience, gearing towards profiling and trajectory /
landmark alignment to set forth how attention is directed in linguistic expressions. The article
examines the theory of foregrounding in cognitive linguistics and its correlation with construal
operation. It sheds light on how language shapers perception and categorization of situation,
participants and their features through a wide range of construal phenomenon. The article dives into
various classifications and subcategories of construal phenomenon, highlighting the way attention,
judgment, perspective and constitution play a part in language input and output. The article sets
forth complex interplay of language, cognitive operations and salience, in particular within the
framework of cognitive linguistics. The article investigates how language means and structures
contribute to the foregrounding of prominent conceptual elements and decoding scenes and
situations. The scientific work explores a wide range of notions of salience in literary analysis,
primarily focusing on Leech and Short’s concepts of literary relevance, psychological prominence
and statistical deviance. The article delves into the way these notions cooperate with one another
and contribute to subjective recognition of style in literary texts. Moreover, it explores the role of
figure and ground in the theory of foregrounding emphasizing how original and striking linguistic
means, or “figures” stand out from conventional linguistic elements, aka. “ground” contributing to
actualization and creative presentation of the world in literature. Overall, the scientific article
emphasizes dynamic process of stylistic analysis and the function of literature in presenting
the world in a novel and creative manner.

AHHOWZCZZ/;U}Z. TCOpI/I}I BBIABMIKCHUSA HUT'PpaCT HCOTHCMJIICMYIO PpOJIb B TOM, KaK YHUTATCIIb
BOCHPHUHUMACT U ACKOAUPYET A3BIKOBOC BBIPAXKCHHUEC, TOTIA KaK IMMPOLUECC HHTEPIIPETALIUHA TTO3BOJIACT
OCYHECCTBIATE AMHAMHWYCCKYIO KaTCropu3anuio u I/1306pa)KeHI/Ie CUTyallui C IMOMOLIbIO 00JILIIIOTO
pa3H006pa31/151 SA3BIKOBBIX CPCACTB. HOCpC,Z[CTBOM KHaCCI/I(I)I/IKaL[I/II/I (I)CHOMGHOB HUHTCpIIpETAllUN
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YYEHBIC ONpPENEIWIM TaKHe KIIIOYEBBIE M3MEPEHUsS, KaK BHMMAHHE, CYXKICHHE, IEPCIEKTUBA U
KOHCTUTYLIMsI, BBIICHUB CIIO)KHBIE MEXaHU3Mbl IIOHMMaHUS M BBIPAXXKEHHs A3bIKa. B crarbe
3aTparuBarOTCA [Ba THIIAa CAJIMCHTHOCTU B KOTHUTHUBHOM JIMHTBUCTHUKE: KOTHUTHBHAS |
OHTOJIOTUYECKAsl CAIMEHTHOCTb. OH TakKe MOAUYEPKUBAET MOHATHE «3aKpeIuleHHocTH» Jlanrakepa
U HcceqyeT KOHLENIUH KOMMYHHUKAaTMBHON 3HAYMMOCTH, OPHEHTUPYACh Ha NMPOQUINPOBAHHE U
BbIDaBHUBAHHUE TPACKTOPUM / OPUEHTHPA, YTOOBI ONpPENENNUTh, KaK BHUMAHME HAlpaBlIAETCS B
JIMHI'BUCTUYCCKUX BBIPAKCHUAX. B crarbe paccMaTpuBacTCsa TCOPHA BBIABUKCHUSA B KOTHUTHBHOM
JIMHI'BUCTUKEC U €€ COOTHOUICHHUC C KOHCTPYHPOBAHUCM. Ona MMpoJIMBACT CBCT HA TO, KaK A3BIK
dopMHUpyeT BOCHPHUATHE M KATErOpU3alMI0 CHUTyallud, YYaCTHHUKOB M HX OCOOEHHOCTEH
IIOCPEICTBOM UIMPOKOIO CIIEKTPAa MHTEPIPETAaTUBHBIX SBJICHUU. B crarbe paccmarpuBaroTcs
pa3NuYHbIe KJIACCU(PHUKAIMKA M TOIKATETOPUHM HWHTEPIPETATUBHBIX (EHOMEHOB, IOJUYECPKUBAs,
KaKyr0 poOJib BHUMAHHC, CYXICHUC, TMCPCICKTUBA W KOHCTUTYHUSA HUIPAOT B BbBIPAXKCHUU U
IIOHMMAHHUU sI3bIKa. B cTaTbe packppIBaeTCs CIOXKHOE B3aUMOACUCTBHE A3bIKA, KOTHUTHUBHBIX
olepalyil M CaJUEHTHOCTH, B YaCTHOCTH, B paMKaX KOIHUTHBHOM JIMHI'BUCTHKHM. B crarbe
HCCIIEyeTCs, KaK SI3bIKOBBIE CPEACTBA U CTPYKTYPbl CIOCOOCTBYIOT BBIABM)KEHHIO HA INEpEIHUN
TUTaH BaKHBIX KOHIIETITYAJIBHBIX 3JEMEHTOB M paciupoBke cieH u cutyanuid. CTares ucciemyer
IIMPOKUHA CIIEKTP MOHATUH CaJMEHTHOCTH B JIMTEPATYpHOM aHaiu3e, yruenss oco0oe BHUMAaHUE
koHuenuusaM Jlnga u lopra o nurepaTypHON 3HAYMMOCTH, IICUXOJOTMYECKON CaIMEHTHOCTH U
CTaTUCTHYCCKOM JICBUAIIUH. B craTtbe paccMaTpruBacTCAd, Kak 3THU IMOHATHA BSaHMOHeﬁCTBYIOT Apyr C
JIPYTrOM U CHOCOOCTBYIOT CyOBEKTHBHOMY pPAaCMO3HABAHUIO CTHIS B XYHOKECTBEHHBIX TEKCTaX.
Bbonee Toro, oH uccienyer ponb GUrypsl U (OHA B TEOPUU BBLABHIKEHUS, TOJUEPKUBAsi, HACKOJIBKO
OPUTMHAJIBHBIE U SpKUE JIMHIBUCTUYECKHE CpEICTBA WINM «QUTYpbl» BBICIAIOTCA U3
TPaIUIMOHHBIX JIMHTBUCTHYECKUX JJIEMEHTOB, T. €. «(oHa», CrocoOCTByIOIIAas aKTyaau3alld H
TBOPYECKOMY IPEACTABICHUIO MHUPA B JIMTEpAaType. B 1en0oM B HAaydyHOW CTAThe MOJYEPKUBAETCA
JUHAMUYHBIM Ipoliecc CTUIMCTUYECKOrO aHaiau3a U (PyHKIMsS JIUTEpaTypbl B MPEICTaBICHUN MUpa
B HOBOH U TBOPYECKOI MaHeEpe.

Keywords: salience, deviation. profiling, entrenchment, trajectory, landmark, figure, ground.

Kniouesvie cnosa:  calMeHTHOCTb,  JIeBHAlMsd, MNpo(UIMpPOBaHUE,  3aKPEIICHHOCTb,
TPaeKTOpHsl, OpUEHTHUP, purypa, QoH.

Salience denotes feature or state of the object by virtue of which it distinctly stands out from
other objects against their backdrop. Cognitive salience plays a part in perception, consolidation and
retaining information, structuring knowledge, attention and categorization. Salience in language
organizes conceptual system that encompasses verbal and non-verbal entities. By virtue of relating
to conceptual system, salience deals with all linguistic levels and phenomena [13].

According to Kubryakova, the operation of attention rests upon selective perception,
processing and information retention. In other words, a human being consciously pays significantly
more attention to certain objects in comparison with other objects [11].

Types of salience
Concepts that are activated, enter current working memory and become in the spotlight of a
reader’s or addressee’s attention are normally salient. In cognitive linguistics the usage of salience
is utilized in two ways that are “cognitive salience” and “ontological salience”. Cognitive salience
deals with a temporary activation of concepts during a speech events. Cognitive units are activated
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once they are required for speech processing. This process occurs by means of two mental processes
that are selection mechanism that regulates a concept activation by means of which the concept
invades a person’s focus of attention and is being processed in short-term memory or current
functioning memory. A concept is also normally activated by means of spreading activation which
is realized when the activation of one concept facilitates and as a result gives a rise to another
concept (e.g., “bark”, “tail wagging”, “fur”, “poodle”, “alsatian”, “collie”, etc.). The usage of
concepts that are already activated calls for minimal cognitive effort, a high degree of cognitive
salience requires little or no processing and is normally activated with ease. In contrary with active
concepts, currently inactive concepts are nonsalient [6].

As opposed to the cognitive salience, that is concerned with temporary concept activation,
ontological salience deals with more prominent and stable properties of entities in the world.
Mental concepts of salient entities are more likely to capture a reader or addressee’s attention in
comparison with others and hence are more salient. Hence, ontological salient entities have a
tendency to evoke cognitive salient concepts as opposed to ontological nonsalient ones [6].

Langacker also proposes the notion of “entrenchment”. “Entrenchment” denotes the linguistic
knowledge that is stored in in long-term memory in “prepackaged” and ready-made format, and
does not call for cognitive effort to consciously decode an apt conceptual unit from scratch or
encode their conceptualizations in what they articulate [2].

Langacker investigates communicative salience touching on “specificity”, “focusing”,
“prominence” and “profiling”. Langacker categorizes several types of salience aka. prominence that
are profiling and trajectory/landmark alignment [4, c. 119]. An expression selects a particular body
of conceptual content that is named conceptual base. Expression’s conceptual base serves as its
maxima scope and as an immediate scope where the portion is put “onstage” and foregrounded as
the general “locus of viewing attention”. Within the “onstage” region, attention is dragged to a
certain substructure named the “profile”. Hence, an expression singles out one segment as profile
stands out as the specific focus of attention within its immediate scope.

Langacker distinguishes another type of prominence that is called trajectory/landmark
alignment. Expressions can have identical content, and profile the same relationship, but
differentiate in meaning because they make different choices of trajectory and landmark. The most
prominent participant is named the trajectory which is the entity located, estimated or depicted. It
can be characterized as the primary focus within the profiled relationship whereas some other
participant is made prominent as a secondary focus which is named a landmark [4].

Stylistic potential of salience generation
Leech and Short put forward three notions of saliency that are literary relevance aka.
foregrounding, psychological prominence and statistical deviance (a function of textual frequency).
According to Leech and Short, psychological prominence that implies saliency the degrees and
types of which enables a reader to obtain a subjective recognition of a style. The scholars associate
literary relevance with the term “foregrounding”. Prominence is seen as something relative since the
degree of salience of a certain style as well as the degree to which the reader reacts a certain style of
the text normally vary and hinges on the reader’s attentiveness, sensitivity to style and literary
knowledge structure and previous reading experience. A reader is required to resort to stylistic
competence and linguistic competence in order to be capable of identifying the salient features of a
certain style of the text, to comprehend what is conventional and unconventional or striking
language means in language. However as opposed to linguistic competence, stylistic competence is

an ability which is cultivated in different measure in every individual [5].

(9
Tun nuyensuu CC: Attribution 4.0 International (CC BY 4.0) 495



Broanemens nayxu u npaxmuxu [ Bulletin of Science and Practice T. 10. Ne8 2024
https://www.bulletennauki.ru https://doi.org/10.33619/2414-2948/105

The scholars highlight that literary relevance, psychological prominence and statistical
deviance go hand in hand “all instances of psychological prominence are instances of statistical
deviance”. The relation does not function in the reverse direction. To put it in another way, deviance
can be utilized so as to confirm hypotheses about style, however, nothing can be proved by statistics
alone [5].

The scholars indicate advantages and downsides of prominence and deviance. “A feature
which occurs more rarely than usual is just as much a part of the statistical pattern as one which
occurs more often than usual” [5].

Stockwell opines that figure and ground goes hand in hand with the foregrounding theory.
According to the scholar, particular aspects of literary texts are normally perceived as more
paramount or prominent in comparison with other aspects. To be more specific, some certain
creative and striking language means aka. figures stand out against the backdrop of conventional
non-literary language elements aka, ground. Normally certain elements that serve as figures are
selected for attention, whereas the ground of a visual fiend is neglected. Foregrounding in the text is
realized through deploying repetition, unconventional naming, innovative depiction, creative
syntactic ordering, puns, rhyme, alliteration, the usage of creative metaphors etc. Utilizing bizarre,
unconventional language elements aka. dominants that captures a reader’s attention gives rise to
deviations from the expected or regular usage of language.

It becomes apparent that this correspondence between the formal devices in the text and
bizarre and creative language means lies in the description of figure and ground. According to
Stockwell, it is a dynamic process because language means of the text are “thrown into relief in the
course of reading or actualizing the text” [7]. A big diversity of stylistic traits confer prominence on
the figure that distinctly differs from the ground [7].

Stockwell holds the view that namely defamiliarizing the literary text, “estranging the reader
from aspects of the world in order to present the world in a creative and newly figured way” as well
as deviation from established language use are the ultimate functions of literature [7].

Salience and construal phenomenon

In Cognitive Linguistics salience goes hand in hand with construal phenomenon that denotes
“the level of specificity and detail at which a situation is conceived and portrayed” [3]. Verhagen
contends that construal is an attribute of the meaning of all linguistic means. Language provides a
big diversity of ways for categorizing situations, their participants and attributes and the relations
between them. To be more certain, a certain situation can be construed in a wide range of ways from
a cognitive linguistic perspective [9].

Verhagen indicates profile-base distinction in the operation of stylistic devices. One of the
forms of construal consists in comprehending one conceptualization in relation to another by
spotting overlapping feature or any sufficiently salient connection. Normally metonymy imposes a
profile on decoding one entity by referring to another that is related to it as well as metaphor
construes comprehending one aspect of object through another aspect of concept that is
incompatible and inconsistent with that metaphor [9].

Croft and Cruse put forward the classification of construal phenomena which is based on
Langacker and Talmy’s classifications [1]. This classification incorporates the categories such as

A. Attention/Salience

B. Judgment/Comparison

C. Perspective/Situatedness

D. Constitution/Gestalt
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Category Attention/Salience encompasses the sub-categories Selection that deals with
language users’ ability to select certain facets of a conceptualization and neglect others, It also
comprises as sub-categories Langacker’s Specificity or Talmy’s Schematization that concerns the
capacity to identify commonalities between distinct phenomena and abstracting away from
congruencies, and as a result to organize concepts into categories. In addition, it incorporates
Langacker’s Dynamicity that deals with the development of a conceptualization through processing
time as well as the sub-category Scope. The second category Judgment/Comparison incorporates
subcategories such as categorization, metaphor and figure/ground that was reassigned from
Attention/Salience category. The Metaphor subcategory makes this classification more
understandable than previous ones. The Perspective category overlaps with the aforementioned
classifications and deals with linguistic manifestation of the position from which a situation is
viewed and is divided into four subtypes: viewpoint, deixis and subjectivity/objectivity.
Constitution/Gestalt is similar with Talmy’s category Configuration Structure, but it also comprises
Force Dynamics. Constitution/Gestalt category deals with displaying the conceptualization of a
structure of the entities in a scene. These construal operations display the most basic level of
constituting experience and giving it structure or a Gestalt [9].

Salience hierarchy

A big diversity of ways of construal by means of language means and expressions give a rise
to correspondence of more salient and less salient conceptual elements. Not only is this
correspondence  analyzed by means of notions “figure/ground”,  “profile/base”,
“trajectory/landmark”, immediate and maxima scope [11].

Talmy explores lexical and syntactical factors of structural characteristics that bring about
varying degree of salience of language elements, referents and context. The scholar primarily
investigates configuration structures, perspective point, attention and force dynamics. Apart from
the figure which denotes a “conceptually movable entity whose path and orientation is conceived as
a variable” and ground that implies “reference entity, one that has a stationary setting relative to a
reference frame with respect to which the figure’s path or orientation is characterized” [8, c. 313].
Talmy puts forward a reference frame aka. background. As long as a sentence encompasses
“tripartite scene partitioning”, its interpretation is that the combination of linguistic figure object
and ground object collectively serve as a psychological figure whereas the background functions as
a psychological ground [8].

However, Iriskhanova and Kubriakova highlight that the combination of focusing, ground and
background hampers an individual from bearing in mind several focuses simultaneously and does
not enable him/her to establish the boundaries of the focus, ground and background [10].

However, Langacker emphasizes that “high and low cognitive salience of an element in
comparison with non-salient ones cannot be verified. Owing to the absence of mechanism it is
impossible to measure the level of saliency accurately and objectively” [2]. Similarly, Skrebsova
claims that there is no point in aspiring towards measuring the degree of saliency of language
elements [12].

Kubryakova highlights when performing a speech act, conversationalists are inclined to select
lexical or syntactical means that meets the requirements of salience. To put it in another way, they
primarily focus on the language elements that are the most significant for both the addresser and
addressee at the very moment of speech. Addresser can opt for both fixed linguistic expressions
with established salience such as idioms or generate his/her own ways of language element
construction such as occasional metaphors [11].
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