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SIMULTANEOUS INTERPRETER PROFESSIONAL COMPETENCE
IN A COGNITIVE AND DISCURSIVE PARADIGM
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Abstract. The paper presents a simultaneous interpreter professional competence that consists of three
components — communicative, extralinguistic and procedural or specialized (sub)competences. It is focused on the
third component, which includes the abilities of inferencing, probabilistic forecasting and compression, specifically
required for simultaneous interpreting (SI). Inferencing is a two-staged process of retrieving assumptions with
regards to composing invariant senses, which means deriving inferences of the message in the source language (SL)
and generating implicatures in the target language (TL). Probabilistic forecasting is based on the analysis of the
invariant sense prompts in the SL message and boils down to anticipating invariant sense evolvement in the context.
It is closely related to compression —an ability to eliminate the redundant information and to condense the retrieved
invariant sense in the SI for linguistic and extralinguistic reasons, such as interlanguage asymmetries between the
source and target languages and an acute shortage of time because of the speaker’s speed. Moreover, compression
is one of the key discursive strategies used by the simultaneous interpreter in speech production. These information
processing abilities stand for the SI inherent cognitive features or mechanisms and cognitive-and-discursive strategies
employed by the simultaneous interpreter in order to meet the pragmatic needs of a SI communicative situation.
Descriptive, comparative, model simulation, introspection and observation methods were used for the research task
realization. The outcomes of the study show that the above mentioned three cognitive mechanisms, discursive
strategies and abilities closely interact in the SI; it is manifested through inferences and implicatures generated on
the basis of presuppositions. Relying on his/her professional competence and employing discursive strategies of
inferencing, probabilistic forecasting and compression, the simultaneous interpreter chooses the adequate language
means to render invariant sense in its transition from the source to target languages. The choice is facilitated by
presuppositional knowledge rooted in the worldview of the source and target languages, constituting the simultaneous
interpreter’s language and conceptual thesauri. Another important factor assisting SI cognitive processes and the
choice of discursive strategies is the analysis of text functions that makes it possible to elicit presuppositions helpful
for inferencing and probabilistic forecasting.
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MNPOPECCHOHAJIBHAA KOMIIETEHIIUA CUHXPOHHOI'O IIEPEBOJJYUKA
B KOTHUTHUBHO-IUCKYPCUBHOM IMAPAJIMTME

Mapuna EBrenbeBHa KopoBkuna

MOCKOBCKH# TOCYIapCTBEHHBIH HHCTUTYT MEXKIyHaPOAHBIX OoTHOIIeHuH (yHuBepcuret) MU/ Poccun,
r. MockBa, Poccus

AnHotanus. B cratbe IpUBOIATCS pe3y/IETaThl MOIEIMPOBaHHS TTPO(eCcCHOHATEHON KOMITETEHIIMH TIEPEBOTIH-
Ka-CHHXPOHHUCTA, COCTOSIIEH U3 TPEX KOMIIOHEHTOB — KOMMYHHKaTHBHOM, SKCTPAIMHI BUCTUYECKOH U CIIEIUAIIbHON
(mom)komneTeHid. OCHOBHOE BHUMaHHUE YEIEHO TPETheMY KOMIIOHEHTY, OOBEANHSIONIEMY CIIeIMaIbHbIE YMEHUS U
HaBBIKU, HEOOXOJIMMBIE /IS OCYIIIECTBIICHUSI CHHXPOHHOTO ITepeBoyia: HH(epHpoBaHue, BEPOSITHOCTHOE POrHO3UPOBa-
HHeE U KoMTpeccHio. TH]eprpoBaHue pencTapiser co00 ABYXITAHbIHM HPOLECC N3BIEUEHUS U TOPOKACHHS CMBICIIO-
BBIX BBIBOJZIOB B OTHOILIEHHM MHBAapHUaHTA CMBICIIA: M3BIeYeHHe NH(EPEHINI IepEeBOYMKOM B MPOIIECCE TTOHUMAHHS
CMBICITIa COOOIIEHUS Ha UCXOHOM SI3BIKE U TOPOXK/ICHIE UMILTHKATYp NPH (JOpMYTUPOBAHHH JaHHOTO CMBICIIA Ha SI3bIKE
niepeBoza. BeposTHOCTHOE MPOrHO3MPOBAaHNE OCHOBBIBAETCSI Ha aHAJIM3€ CMBICJIOBBIX OMOP COOOIICHUS Ha HCXOTHOM
SI3BIKE U MPOSIBIISIETCS B MPEIYra IbIBAHAM PAa3BUTHS THBAPUAHTA CMBICIIA B KOHTEKCTe. Kommpeccust pezictasisier co0oi
KITFOYEBYIO JIMCKYPCUBHYIO CTPATETHIO, 3aKITIOYAIOIIYIOCS B SMMUHAPOBAHUH M30bITOUHOM nHpopMammu. B cBoeii
PEUEMBICITUTEILHOM JIEITEIFHOCTH MEPEBOIUUK MPHOEraeT K KOMIIPECCHH I10 IMHIBUCTUYECKHM M SKCTPAJIMHT BUCTH-
YECKUM TIPUYMHAM: B CHITy MEKBSI3BIKOBOH aCHMMETPHH MEKIY MCXOIHBIM SI3BIKOM H SI3BIKOM TEPEBOa, a TaKKe
OCTPOTO JiepuIIMTa BpeMEHH! B CBSI3H C OOJIBIION CKOPOCTBIO pedn opatopa. JlaHHbIe yMeHusl, OTHOCSIIMECS K cepe
niepepaboTKy UH(POPMAIH, OTPaXKAIOT KOTHUTHBHYIO TIPHPOLy CHHXPOHHOT'O TIEPEBO/IA, UITH €70 KOTHUTUBHBIE MeXa-
HH3MBI, U TI03BOJISIFOT PEajin30BaTh COOTBETCTBYIOIIIE MM KOT HUTHBHO-TUCKYPCHBHBIE CTPATET M, KOTOPBIE UCIIONbB3yeT
MIEPEBOIUHK COIIACHO IParMaTHKe KOMMYHHUKATUBHOM CHTYallid CHHXPOHHOTO IiepeBona. Pe3ynbraTel uccienoBanus
TIOKa3aJTH, Y4TO B TIPOLIECCE CHHXPOHHOTO TIEpEBO/Ia pean3anisi KOTHUTHBHBIX MEXaHN3MOB HH(EPUPOBAHHMS, BEPOSTHO-
CTHOTO IIPOTHO3UPOBAHMSI M KOMITPECCHH, CBSI3aHHBIX C HUMH YMEHUH NIepeBOIYHKa U KOTHUTUBHO-ANCKYPCUBHBIX CTpa-
TErui POSIBIISIETCS B IIOPOYKICHNH CMBICIIOBBIX BEIBOZIOB (MH(EpEHIINIA M UIMILTHKATYP) Ha OCHOBE MPECYTIO3HIIOHHO-
1o 3HaHusL. CHHXPOHHBIHN TepeBOTUHK, 00J1a/1ast HEOOXOIMMBIM YPOBHEM HPO(ECCHOHATILHOM KOMIIETEHIINN U OCHOBBI-
BasICh Ha BBIIIEHA3BaHHBIX JUCKYPCHBHBIX CTPATETHsIX, IIPOU3BOIHT OTOOD S3BIKOBBIX CPECTB B MPOIIECCE Mepeiadn
WHBapUaHTa CMbICIIA U3 HCXOTHOTO sI3bIKA B SI3bIK MepeBo/ia. JJaHHOMY BBIOOPY CIIOCOOCTBYFOT 3HAHHSI ITPECYTIITO3 UL,
YKOPEHEHHbIE B SI3BIKOBBIX KAPTUHAX MHPA MCXOIHOTO S3bIKA M S3bIKA MIEPEBOIA U CITY)KAI[He OCHOBOM SI3BIKOBOTO U
KOHIIENITYaJILHOT'O T€3aypyCOB IIEPEBOMYNKA. YCTAHOBIICHO, YTO BKHBIM (DaKTOPOM, OOJIErYaroIIiM KOTHUTHBHBIE TIPO-
Liecchl IepepadoTKH HH(OpPMaIMK B CHHXPOHHOM IEpPEBO/IE, BBICTYIIAET aHaIM3 (DYHKIMI TEKCTa, TOMOTAOIINA Bbljie-
JIUTH HeOOXOIMMBIE /1711 MH(EPHPOBaHHS M BEPOSTHOCTHOT'O ITPOrHO3UPOBAHHMS TIPECYIIIO3HUIINHL.

KnroueBble ci10Ba: CHHXPOHHEIH ITepeBO, KOMITETEHIIMS, THPEpUPOBaHUE, BEPOSITHOCTHOE IPOTrHO3UPOBa-
HHe, KOMITpeccHsi, MHEPEHIIUs, UMILTUKATYpa, IPECYIITO3HIIHSL.
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Introduction

Simultaneous interpreting (hereinafter — SI)
is an area of great interest for researchers, as it
offers significant psychological and cognitive
challenges. The greatest challenge is the speed
of information processing, which is imposed by
external factors (speaker’s speed and information
linearity) while an interpreter is simultaneously
involved in two speech activities. Attempts to
understand better the SI cognitive specifics have
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been extensively made since the first high-profile
use of SI at the Nuremberg process. Below
follows an overview of the research studies on
the subject.

Interpreting as a discursive activity can be
described both as process and its outcomes and
results. The analysis of SI as a process includes
all stages of information processing and sense
interpretation — understanding, sense analysis in
the source language (hereinafter — SL) and search
for linguo-specific means in the target language
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(hereinafter — TL) to convey the invariant sense
of the SL message/text. The interpreter’s solutions
are the outcomes of the interpretation process and
the interpreter’s choices.

SI was studied initially in the frame of
linguistics, psycholinguistics, and psychology;
at present, its academic description has widened
to cognitive linguistics and neurosciences. Moser-
Mercer singles out the two most important SI
research paradigms: natural sciences and liberal
arts [Moser-Mercer, 1994]. The first paradigm
focuses on the research of brain functions and
cognitive mechanisms of information processing
[Gerver, 1975; Massaro, 1975; Moser, 1978;
Lambert, 1988; Shlesinger, 2000]. The liberal arts
paradigm views interpreting as a process and text
analysis given to its discursive (pragmatic and
cognitive) features. It is represented mostly by
the Paris school [Seleskovitch, 1998; Lederer,
1981; Déjean Le Féal, 1991]. Researchers of the
German school of thought do SI research in the
frame of the communicative-and-cognitive
paradigm [Pochhacher, 1995; Kalina, 1992].
Representatives of these two paradigms have
made an important contribution to SI research,
and many of their 20"-century insights are still
valid today.

One of the first universal models of translation
as a process was designed by the Soviet
psycholinguist Zimnaya who singled out three
stages in the translation/interpreting process:
1) comprehension of the text in the source
language; 2) switching over to the target
language; 3) production of the text in the target
language [Zimnaya, 1978, pp. 43-45].

As is often the case in research, other
researchers worked along the same lines.
For example, Shiriayev described the SI model
as a three-stage process consisting of nearly the
same phases, with slightly different terminology:
1) comprehension of the text in the source
language; 2) search for translation decisions;
3) production of a text in the target language
[Shiriayev, 1979, p. 101]. Chernov developed a
probability prediction model, which he presented
in his 1987 book [Chernov, 1987]. Looking at SI
as a sense-oriented communicative activity
severely constrained by external factors [Chernov,
1992], he focuses on the transfer of the message
from the source into target language via probability
prediction and inferencing based on implicatures
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derived from presuppositions or preexisting
(background) knowledge. Another important
factor that makes probability forecasting and
inferencing possible is information redundancy.
A simultaneous interpreter is supposed to reconsider
information density and the sentence functional
perspective (theme and rheme in the terminology
accepted in the Russian communicative paradigm),
resorting to compression in rendering thematic or
other textually redundant information.

One of the best-known SI models in
European countries is the interpretative model
designed by Seleskovitch and Lederer mentioned
above, which is also known as théorie du sens
(sense theory). The model represents interpreting
as a three-phase process: 1) auditory perception
in the source language; 2) retention of the mental
representation of the message; 3) production of a
new utterance in the target language [Seleskovitch,
1998, p. 8]. Describing this process, Lederer refers
to other terms that are extensively used with
regards to SI: 1) comprehension of the message
in the source language; 2) sense deverbalisation
and mental representation of sense units; 3) sense
reverbalisation in the target language [Lederer,
2003, pp. 12, 18, 35-36]. Some researchers single
out only two phases of the translation/interpreting
process. For example, Lagarde and Gile outline
its two phases: 1) comprehension of the text in
the source language; 2) its reformulation in the
target language [Lagarde, Gile, 2011]. These two
phases are presented in Gile’s sequential model
of translation: the meaning hypothesis based on
comprehension passes the plausibility test and
moves on to the second stage: reformulation
[Gile, 2009, pp. 101-110]. Nevertheless, while
describing the interpreter’s mental resources
needed for SI, Gile looks at it through the lenses
of psycholinguistics and cognition, singling out
three or even four steps. Offering four process
steps as its constituency, he called this
representation the efforts model: (1) a listening and
analysis component, (2) a speech production
component, and (3) a short-term memory component,
which interact through (4) a coordination effort [Gile,
2009, pp. 157-190]. These steps make it possible
for the interpreter to produce a text in the target
language adequate to the text in the source
language.

The two currently best-known SI models in
Russia are the models by Chernov, and by
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Seleskovich and Lederer described above.
Chernov believed that his model of probabilistic
forecasting [Chernov, 2004, p. XXV] was the
bridge that connects the two above-mentioned
paradigms of interpreting process studies singled
out by Moser. Anyway, there is no impenetrable
wall between them, as those who analyse brain
functions needed for SI are also interested in
applied research and the study of information
processing via SI cognitive mechanisms and
discursive strategies, and vice versa. Currently
the interdisciplinary approach is gaining momentum
and it makes it possible to explore both the
outcomes and the process of SI per se.

Another important issue that needs to be
covered is an overview of research studies that
describe approaches to translation/interpreting
and, specifically, to SI competence. In this regard,
it seems pertinent to highlight the landmark
research studies in this area (though Zabotkina et
al. have already conducted a detailed survey done
in a linguodidactic paradigm [Zabotkina,
Korovkina, Sudakova, 2019]). The term
communicative competence was introduced into
linguistics, psycholinguistics and translation
studies by Zimnaya [1978]. Later Komissarov
[1997] and Latyshev [2001] attempted to build a
generalised competence-based translation model,
using their own terms and notions, which only later
were made compatible with the mainstream
process. Noteworthy among leading European
researchers are Nord [2005], whose functional
perspective is crucial for interpreting, as well as
Kiraly [2013], or Gopferich [2009].

Other researchers, including Setton and Gile,
were specifically interested in the professional
competences of simultaneous interpreters. Setton
devised an all-round interpreting expertise model
as the integration of four competencies —
language, knowledge, skills, and professionalism,
which included both declarative and procedural
knowledge [Setton, Dawrant, 2016, p. 42].
The procedural component of knowledge
highlighted by Setton has always attracted the
attention of researchers interested in better
understanding of interpreter’s mental processes
manifest in his/her speech activities aimed at
solving pragmatic tasks and bringing about the
required interpreting outcomes (see Gile’s
gravitational model fine-tuned to the ST mode [Gile,
2009, p. 234], or Ricardi’s views on SI in terms of
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procedural competence [Riccardi, 2005]). Studies
of the interaction between declarative and
procedural knowledge have always been a
hallmark of the Soviet methodology and research,
and now it is an area of interest of cognitive
sciences.

The overview presented above proves the
interest towards the SI cognitive processes, which
may be explained by the desire to better understand
them in order to adjust the cognitive and discursive
strategies used by simultaneous interpreter to the
pragmatic goals of a SI communicative situation.
In this regard, the goal of the paper is to show the
communicative and discursive specifics in realizing
the SI cognitive strategies of inferencing and
probabilistic forecasting and the communicative
strategy of compression in the communicative
practice of a simultaneous interpreter.
The objectives of the paper are to:

— present a competence-based SI model
devised in the course of SI practice, training and
research;

— make an analysis of the key SI cognitive
mechanisms or features and discursive strategies
such as inferencing, probabilistic forecasting and
compression, as well as of their interaction with
the simultaneous interpreter’s competences and
abilities, and to show that these abilities are a
mirror reflection of SI cognitive features and
discursive strategies;

— highlight the dependence of inferencing,
probabilistic forecasting and compression on the
knowledge of presuppositions which makes it
possible to realize the above-mentioned cognitive
strategies in SI production.

The hypothesis of the research study boils
down to the following assumption: the simultaneous
interpreter competence model presented in the
article shows that a professional level of
interpreting requires a closely-knit interaction of
the three blocks of competences that will be
described below in the relevant subsections. The
third procedural competence, though broader in
its structure, comprises the abilities of inferencing,
probabilistic forecasting and compression. They
are activated in the interpreter’s discursive
practice in a SI communicative situation with the
help of the knowledge of linguistic and
extralinguistic information, related to the language
and conceptual worldviews of the source and target
languages, which in its essence can be reduced to
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the knowledge of presuppositions. Presuppositional
knowledge is an enabling factor for the first two
competences as well. Presuppositions are manifested
in the text through the text language structures
(including word combinability), its cohesion and
coherence, as well as through extralinguistic
information, and their acquisition is facilitated to
a greater extent by the study of the functional
parameters of LSP texts (LSP standing for
language for special purposes) that belong to the
specific domains of knowledge.

Material and methods

The study is based on the descriptive method
that presents the focal points of applied research
with regards to the SI cognitive mechanisms and
interpreter’s discursive strategies, as well as their
interaction in the SI process; a method of
comparative analysis actively used in this paper,
as the comparison is made between the
interlingual asymmetries of the source and target
languages and between the SI input and output.
Other important methods used are SI simulation,
observation and introspection, as a SI trainer and
interpreter doing research is observing her
students and herself in the SI process.

The material subject to the theoretic analysis
in the paper is the SI process in training and in
real SI communicative situations, as well as the
SI outcomes, which stands for the comparison of
the LSP texts in the source and target languages.
Text in simultaneous interpreting are understood
as both the process of interpreter’s discursive
activity (speech) and its outcomes. LSP texts
taken for the analysis in the paper mainly belong
to political, economic and legal discourse, and they
are analyzed in the paper as SI outcomes. The key
function of LSP-texts is denotational (referential)
with a certain influence of an expressive one.
Interpreting practice shows that the text function
affecting the text discursive features has a great
influence on the translation method and facilitates
inferencing, probabilistic forecasting and
compression. LSP texts are usually full of
technical terms belonging to specific domains of
knowledge and have a high level of cohesion and
coherence expressed by linguo-specific language
means. Moreover, the discursive text analysis for
interpreting encompasses both linguistic factors
(the linguistic means of cohesion, its genre and
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leading function mentioned above) and
extralinguistic factors such as the text’s recipients,
cultural context, deixis of the SI communicative
situation.

The examples presented in the paper mainly
show interpreting from a foreign language
(English, Spanish, French) into a mother tongue
(Russian), as is accepted in international
organizations, though retour interpreting (from
Russian into English) is also subject to analysis.
Though discursive strategies expostulated below
may be regarded as universal tools and can be
applied to any language, there are some
differences in their communicative realization
because of linguistic and pragmatic factors such
as intercultural and interlanguage asymmetries
between SL and TL, which may refer both to
different languages and the direction of
interpreting — from a foreign language into a
mother tongue and vice versa (retour).

Results and discussion

Cognitive and communicative perspective
in the choice of SI discursive strategies

The SI objectives, that is, making a success
of an act of intercultural communication through
mediation, can be attained only if the simultaneous
interpreter has the required skills and abilities.
These abilities help to resort to discursive strategies
enabling him/her to convey the message from the
source into the target language. The types of the
discursive strategies and their language realization
depend on the pragmatic features of the SI
communicative situation and the cognitive nature
of simultaneous interpreting per se.

The discursive text analysis for the SI
purposes means that a simultaneous interpreter
has to know the deixis of the SI communicative
situation — its time, place, speakers and SI
recipients, as well as the topic of the discussion.
He/she has also to be well-versed in the specific
domain of knowledge to be discussed during a SI
event and the linguistic means and discursive
features of LSP text, as well as to be capable of
using general (encyclopaedic) knowledge about
the world and cultures. All this knowledge, both
linguistic and extralinguistic, is activated through
the procedural skills of information processing —
inferencing, probabilistic forecasting and
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compression that enable the interpreter to interpret
and render the invariant sense, switching over
from the source into target languages.

Below, in Figure 1, follows a graphic
representation of a competence-based model of
simultaneous interpreting that demonstrates the
SI feasibility. The SI professional competence
model is based on the translation competence
model first presented in [Korovkina, 2017].

The competences are incorporated into the
interpreter’s ‘language personality’, which has
several ideational layers. The term language
personality (homo logquens) was introduced into
the Russian linguistics by Karaulov [2004].
He singled out three levels of language personality
related to language and cognition: verbal or semantic
(lexicon, grammar and connectors), conceptual
(ideas and notions), and pragmaticon or motivations
(mindset, behavioral dynamics). The first two levels
are called by Karaulov language and conceptual

Component 1. Communicative
| Competence

(Language Thesaurus)

— Cross-Cultural

Component 2. Extralinguistic
—— Competence

(Conceptual Thesaurus)

M. Ye. Korovkina. Simultaneous Interpreter Professional Competence in a Cognitive and Discursive Paradigm

thesauri. The first relates to the specifics of the
worldview expressed in the language structures,
and the second to the differences in the
worldview’s conceptualization and categorization
reflected in scripts, frames, etc. These two levels
of the language personality are closely tied to
the SI competence components.

The first competence component of the
model is the communicative competence, which
includes language/linguistic and pragmatic
constituents. The pragmatic constituent comprises
the following subcompetences: deictic defined by
the parameters of the communicative situation;
discursive related to the text features and
functions; and sociocultural, which amounts to
realizing cross-cultural competence in speech.
The pragmatic constituent is closely related to the
linguistic one, as it is manifested in text through
language structures (that is why it is included in
the communicative competence), as well as to

Linguistic (Language Acquisition)

Pragmatic: Deictic, Discursive, Socio-
Cultural

Professional ST Competences

- General or Encyclopedic Knowledge

Component 3. Specialised
Competence (Cognitive
Information Processing)

Knowledge in a Specific Domain

Simultaneous Activation of Two Speech
Channels Controlled by Self-monitoring

Inferencing, and Probabilistic Forecasting/
Compression

Transfer or Technological Ability

Fig. 1. SI professional competence model
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extralinguistic information that determines the
simultaneous interpreter’s choice of discursive
strategy. The communicative competence reflects
the level of the development of the interpreter’s
language world views or thesasuri (of source and
target languages).

The second component represents the
extralinguistic competence, which includes
knowledge of the world in general
(or encyclopedic knowledge), of the cultures of
source and target languages, and of specific
domains or subject areas referred to in SI. It also
represents the interpreter’s knowledge of the
conceptual worldview and of terms and notions.

The third component relates to a specialized
or procedural competence, which comprises the
following three procedural abilities and skills:

1) simultaneous activation of two speech
channels controlled by self-monitoring, which
means listening and speaking at the same time;

2) information processing abilities —
inferencing, probabilistic forecasting and
compression — Sl inherent cognitive features or
mechanisms introduced above; they stand for
interpreter’s specific procedural information
processing cognitive abilities, as well as for his/her
discursive strategies chosen for a specific act of
communication interpreted simultaneously. The SI
discursive strategies result in the SI outcomes that
present invariant sense interpretation often done
with the help of specific translation shifts or
transformations in case of language asymmetries
or through a stereotypic speech patterns;

3) transfer or technological subcompetence,
the ability to switch over from the source to target
language resorting to the above-mentioned
information processing abilities and discursive
strategies.

The first two components represent the
declarative knowledge, while the third one
includes the procedural knowledge or abilities,
activating the first two competences in the process
of interpreting in their reception and production
phase. In the phase of reception the simultaneous
interpreter listens to SL message and grasps its
invariant sense, in the production phase he/she
reformulates or reverbalizes it. The translation
decision may take just a fraction of a second,
nevertheless it is singled out as a stage in the SI
process and it connects the reception and
production phases.

164

Though all the competences described in the
model are manifested in SIin a very specific way,
the success in SI to a greater extent depends on
the procedural and analytic abilities of information
processing through inferencing, probabilistic
forecasting/anticipation and compression, which
also represent the SI key cognitive mechanisms
and interpreter’s discursive strategies. There are
two types of discursive strategies — cognitive and
communicative ones — the simultaneous interpreter
resorts to. The first type stands for those
preconditioned by the cognitive nature of
interpreting, or speech reception and production
activity that involves shifts between the source
and target languages. They include inferencing
and probabilistic forecasting, and, as has already
been mentioned, they are inherent cognitive
features of simultaneous interpreting. The SI
discursive strategies of the second type can be
called communicative, as they are to a greater
extent manifested in the language expression and
depend on the linguistic and pragmatic features
of the SI communicative situation. Only the key
communicative strategy, which is sense
compression, is explored in the paper. Both the
cognitive and communicative strategies are used
by the simultaneous interpreter in order to process
information related to the invariant sense
contained in the source language text and to
convey it in the target language.

As Chernov was making his breakthrough
realization, he began to see inferencing as a key
component of his model, though he did not use
the term, calling this process ‘deriving
implicatures’. The term ‘inference/inferencing’
with regards to SI is extensively used by Setton.
He means by inferencing “pragmatic processing”
of information in the course of simultaneous
interpreting and gives the following definition of
an inference: it is “an act of forming an assumption
by processing one or more other assumptions
(derived from whatever source)” [Setton, 1999,
pp. 179, 364]. It is based on the knowledge of
extralinguistic information and the analytic ability
to make inferences and derive implicatures from
presuppositions regarded as knowledge shared by
communicants. In English the act of forming an
assumption while grasping the message is called
inference, while the process of doing it —
inferencing. In Russian there is no such distinction
in linguistic terms, that is why we propose to use
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the term ‘inferirovaniye’ (inferencing) in line with
the rules in the Russian language of creating
process-denoting nouns [Korovkina, Semenov,
2022, p. 344].

In order to be able to interpret the invariant
sense the simultaneous interpreter has to grasp
the sense of the message in the source language
through inferences — assumptions made in the
course of understanding the speaker. As stated
above, the second stage of the interpreting process
is making a translation decision, which takes a
fraction of a second in SI, while in translation it
may take quite an extended period of time.
The third stage of the interpreting process stands
for reformulation or reverbalization of the SL
message in TL. While reformulating the message
in the target language the interpreter generates
implicatures trying to realign the presuppositional
knowledge of the communicants. Through
interactive realignment (the term introduced in
translation studies by Zabotkina [2020, pp. 77-78])
an interpreter has to take into account the gaps in
linguistic and extralinguistic knowledge or
intercultural and interlanguage asymmetries
between source and target languages and make
respective adjustments, which may also be
regarded as the realignment of the mental space
or language world views of intercultural
communicants. In our view, the simultaneous
interpreter makes mental realignment through the
choice of discursive strategies based on the
adjustments in prepositional knowledge of the
communicants representing different linguistic
communities.

The cognitive nature of presuppositions
is similar to that of inferences/implicatures,
which has made it possible to break up both
presuppositions and inferences/implicatures
into two groups: language-based/linguistic and
cognitive /extralinguistic.

Language-based presuppositions relate, on
the one hand, to the linguistic structures of the
text in the source and target languages that reflect
language asymmetries caused by the
discrepancies in the worldviews between both
languages, including word combinability and the
discursive specifics of the text in the source and
target languages. This stands for the text cohesion
and coherence, which is expressed in the way
the information is presented: theme and rheme
(sentence functional perspective), repetitions at
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both the lexical and the semantic levels (which
can create an adequate level of information
redundancy in the text), use of logical connectors
and other means of text coherence. Language-
based presuppositions also refer to denotates or
referents described in the text, which makes them
correlate with the extralinguistic reality and
extralinguistic presuppositions. Below follow the
examples of language-based presuppositions
related to the key language asymmetries: grammar
metaphor or animalism of the European languages:
the month has seen a bankruptcy — ¢ smom me-
caye npou3ouio 6aHKpomcemeo..., la economia
real no despega — 6 peanvHotl 9KOHOMUKE NPO-
donxcaemest Kpusuc, la crise financiure lui a
fait perdre ses illusions — nocne gunancoso-
20 KpU3uca OH paccmaics co 8cemu C8OUMU
unnozuamu; metaphors referring to specific
denotates in different languages — the imagery of
the language: fo go down the drain, foul play,
les entraves, le miroir aux alouettes, redil
atlantico, bacanazo — the translation of these
expressions in SI (as well as in other translation
modes) depends on the context. There are many
examples of other types of language asymmetries,
for example, language-specific word collocations
— strong man, deep love, heavy rain, in Russian
the invariant sense is covered by one word: cuib-
HblUl YeN08eK, CUibHAs N100068b, CUNbHBLU
0oorcov;, implicit language models, when the
situation is described with one word or with lesser
number of worlds in one language compared to
the other, for example, the English word
compliance needs explicitation in the translation
into Russian.

Extralinguistic presuppositions arise from
extralinguistic information, narrow text and broad
pragmatic contexts that include both general
encyclopedic knowledge, knowledge of culture
of both languages and knowledge in a specific
domain that would be covered by an SI event
(there may be several related subject areas) and
its specific communicative situation (topic,
speakers, listeners, deixis). An example below
deals with fishing, and its understanding and
interpreting is possible only on the basis of
extralinguistic knowledge. If an interpreter does
not immediately remember the exact translation
of all the words relating to fishing, he/she will be
able to render an invariant sense of this sentence
making inferences and generating implicatures
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on the basis of the presuppositional knowledge
about fishing — lake — trout (fish) — chum:

(1) Adam Jonas, head of global auto research at
Morgan Stanley, a bank, explains it with a fishing
analogy: “The IRA (Inflation Reduction Act) stocks
the lake full of trout. And now the states are there
trying to attract the trout with chum.” — Aiam J{>xo-
Hac, IIaBa OT/eNa UCCIeN0BaHuil 106aIbHOTO aBTO-
MOOHIIBHOTO phIHKa 6aHka «Mopras CTaHII», 00bsic-
HSICT CUTYAIINIO, prlerast K aHAJIOTHH ¢ PHIOHO¥ J10B-
Jieii: «J{aHHbIi 3aK0H (AKT 0 COKpaIieHHH HHQIISIINH)
MIPUBJIEKAET B 03€p0 MHOTO hopestu. A Terneph MTaThI
TBITAIOTCS JIOBUTH () OpEJIb HA HAJKMBKY.

The cognitive strategy of inferencing is
closely related in SI to probabilistic forecasting
that stands for the identification of the key
invariant sense prompts that make it possible to
predict how the sense will unfold in the text.
Sometimes these two strategies may overlap, if the
invariant sense is anticipated at the level of a small
translation unit, such as a word or an utterance.
Ifit is anticipated at the level of several utterances
or even the whole text, which happens only in SI,
it is probabilistic forecasting per se. The realization
of this cognitive strategy in SI is facilitated by an
analysis of textual density of information and its
redundancy. If redundancy is detected, the
interpreter resorts to compression described
below, leaving out textually redundant information.
The activation of these strategies — both cognitive
and communicative — is assisted by the knowledge
of presuppositions of both types. The language-
based presuppositions help to identify key
language means used to convey invariant sense,
while the extralinguistic ones serve as the basis
for the general understanding of the text logic and
sense unfolding. If the prediction or sense
anticipation is not confirmed while interpreting,
an interpreter makes relevant adjustments, as in
the example following below:

(2) La ley 7 de 2013 para la esterilizacion
femenina gratuita requiera a las mujeres tener minimo
23 afios, dos hijos y una recomendacion médica,
mientras que so6lo exige a los hombres tener 18 afios.

Wrong: B coorBeTcTBIH € 3aKOHOM 0 DecTiaT-
HOW KEHCKOH CTePUIN3ALIH, )KEHIIIHE JIOJKHO ObITh
He MeHee 23 JeT.

Correct: B coorBercTBHM ¢ 3akoHOM Ne 7 oT
2013 ropma, sl OCYIIECTBICHHS OECIUIATHOH CTEpH-
JIM3AIMH JKEHIIMHE TOIKHO OBITH He MeHee 23 JIeT, oHa

—— ] 66

JIOJDKHA UMETh IBYX JICTEH U TOTYyIHTh MEAUIIMHCKYIO
PEKOMEHIAIIHIO, B TO BpeMs KaK I MY)KUUH TpeOy-
eTCsl TUIIIb TOCTIKeHue 1 8-jeTHero Bo3pacTa.

The interpreter has decided that the law
refers only to women, which shows that she
lacked the required prepositional knowledge about
the law content and made wrong inferences
(or mistakes in inferencing). In the course of text
evolvement, when men were mentioned, she
realized her mistake and corrected it.

The interpreting practice shows that the third
SI cognitive feature and discursive strategy used
by the simultaneous interpreter is compression.
It can be regarded as a communicative strategy,
as to a great extent it depends on the
communicative situation and its pragmatic
features. The interpreter has to resort to it both
due to extralinguistic reasons — the speaker’s
speed, and the linguistic ones — language
asymmetries in implicit information, quite often
accompanied by various types of transformational
shifts (explicitation or implication, generalization,
specification, metonymy). In all translation modes
the translator/interpreter deverbalizes and
reverbalizes the invariant sense choosing between
the clichés and stereotypes and sense
interpretation (see Gile’s gravitational model and
the need for a high language availability in SI)
[Gile, 2009, p. 234]. Often different features of
the denotational situation in the source language
become explicit or implicit in the target language.
But in SI the interpreter must make a decision on
specific language means without any delays
because of the speaker’s speed. If it is above 100—
120 words per minute, the interpreter has to catch
up with the speaker, so he or she has to eliminate
redundant information based on inferencing and
probabilistic forecasting, irrespective of the direction
of interpreting. Moreover, the need to resort to
compression becomes even more acute in case of
the retour interpreting in the language pairs of
English and Russian because of the structural and
semantic interlanguage asymmetries, as English is
more implicit compared to Russian. If interpreting
is direct, for example, from English into Russian,
even if the speed is under 100—120 words per
minute, the interpreter must resort to sense
compression, leaving out redundant bits, for the
same reason of greater implicitness of the source
language. Moreover, in both directions of
interpreting the interpreter may also have to make
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some explicitation of the key information explaining
some points in order to make realignment between
the worldviews of the sender of the message in
the source language and its recipient in the target
language. Below follows an example of
compression used in SI retour from Russian into
English:

(3) ITangeMus KOpoHABHpYCA CTaa IOOIHU-
TENBHBIM (PaKTOPOM (pparMeHTaIUK U TPEBOXKHOCTH B
MEX/IyHAPOIHBIX OTHOIICHHUSIX. BMecTe ¢ TeM mobais-
HBII KpU3HC BHOBB €O BCeil 04eBHIHOCTBIO MOKA3aJ1
HEoOXOIUMOCTh cO001I1a BEIpabaThIBaTh CHCTEMHbIE
OTBETHI Ha 0OIIKE BBI30BBI, MPOTHBOAEHCTBOBATH pe-
aAJbHBIM, 4 He HATYMaHHBIM yrpo3aM.— The pandemic
has become an additional factor of anxiety in
international relations. The global crisis has again
shown the need to jointly work out (omission)
responses to common real challenges.

The analysis of the example shows that an
interpreter resorted to structural-semantic
compression, as is often the case in retour
interpreting from Russian into English.

M. Ye. Korovkina. Simultaneous Interpreter Professional Competence in a Cognitive and Discursive Paradigm

The simultaneous interpreter is capable of
resorting to all the described discursive strategies
and produce SI outcomes adequate to the
communicative situation, with the focus on the
invariant sense and text’s cohesion, only if he/she
has acquired a set of professional competences
described above.

The Figure 2 below shows the interaction
between the SI cognitive features, the simultaneous
interpreter’s discursive strategies and his/her
professional competences.

As it has been stated above, the use of
discursive strategies depends on the mastery of
the competences, which it its turn is facilitated by
the step-by-step acquisition of presuppositional
knowledge on the basis of LSP texts belonging to
the specific domains, which is a never-ending
process for the simultaneous interpreter.
The specific features of LSP texts described
above require a high degree of equivalence and
adequacy in interpreting: fidelity for the source
texts, coherence for the target texts [Schaeffner,
2000] and loyalty for both. Loyalty in interpreting

SI cognitive mechanisms/discursive strategies

Inferencing

Probabilistic
forecasting

Compression

Specialized competence

Communicative competence

Extralinguistic competence

Interpreter’s language thesaurus

Interpreter’s conceptual thesaurus

Language worldview

Conceptual worldview

Fig. 2. The interaction between the SI cognitive mechanisms and discursive strategies,
SI professional competences and the language worldview
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is understood as rendering communicative
intentions of the sender of SL text and living up to
the expectations of the TL text recipients [Nord,
2005]. In SI there is a certain degree of freedom
attributable to the need of resorting to probabilistic
forecasting and compression due to extralinguistic
factors. The focus in SI is on the invariant sense
and text’s cohesion, which has to be reproduced
in SI by linguospecific means of the target
language. Figure 3 below shows the interaction
between the discursive strategies chosen by the
simultaneous interpreter and the text function in
rendering the invariant sense of the SL message
in the target language.

The example below illustrates how the
interaction of linguistic and extralinguistic
prepositional knowledge (shown in bald type)
confined to the texts of international and economic
political discourse, which have specific text
functions mentioned above, enables an interpreter
to grasp the invariant sense in the source language
and to render it in the target one:

(4) We would not have the UN Law of the Sea or
the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change
and a great many other outcomes — but for the political
will of SIDS. We are a quarter of this body’s
membership. — Ml 661 He cMor TprHATH KonBen-
o OOH no Mopckomy npaBy, PamouHyro KOHBeH-
0 OOH 00 u3MeHeHHH KJIMMATa 1 MHOTHe IpyTrue
MeKAYHAPOJHbIE TOTOBOPHI / HHCTPYMEHTBDI
(the second more exact interpretation option: mm g0-
OUTHCSI IPYTHUX BaXKHBIX P3yJILTATOB), €CITH ObI HE TI0-

JIUTHYECKas BOJISI MAJIBIX OCTPOBHBIX IOCYIAPCTB
(MOPAT). Benb MbI cocTapiisieM 4eTBEPTh 4JI€HOB
OOH (narueii opranmzanum).

Conclusions

The knowledge of the language as a set of
rules and of the extralinguistic situation serves as
anchors for better understanding of the invariant
sense unfolding in the SL message in the process of
simultaneous interpreting. The text reproduced by
simultaneous interpreter is the outcome of his/her
discursive activity based on cognitive information
processing done with the help of the discursive —
cognitive and communicative — strategies
described in the article. Their interaction in the SI
process and interrelation with three components
of interpreter’s professional competence is a
holistic process that depends on the level of
development of ‘an interpreter’s language
personality’ based on the interpreter’s language
and conceptual thesauri rooted in the language
and conceptual word view. Both thesauri represent
presuppositional knowledge that facilitates the
communicative realization of SI cognitive
mechanisms in the format of discursive strategies.
Their selection and communicative realization
depends in its turn on the mastery of the
communicative, extralinguistic and specialized or
procedural competences described in the SI
professional competence model presented in the

paper.

Probabilistic
Forecasting and
Anticipation

=

Inferencing

Compression

Text Functions

l

Invariant Sense of
the Message

Fig. 3. The SI discursive strategies and text function
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The communicative competence stands for
the mastery of the linguistic knowledge and speech
skills given the discursive, cultural and structural
specifics of the source and target languages. This
component is supported by the extralinguistic
competence, which, as has been highlighted in the
article, includes the knowledge of cultures, of
specific domains, and general encyclopedic
knowledge. The third specialized or procedural
competence consists of cognitive information
processing abilities — inferencing, probabilistic
forecasting and compression — that makes the SI
feasible. Though comprising a broader set of skills
and abilities, the third component is a mirror
reflection of the SI cognitive mechanisms.

In the process of a SI communicative act
an interpreter uses his/her a whole set of
competences to implement the cognitive strategy
of inferencing. This means inferring the invariant
sense of the text/message in the source language
and implying it in the target language. Inferencing
is facilitated by the cognitive strategy of
probabilistic forecasting, as the interpreter makes
a forecast of sense unfolding in the SL text. If the
anticipation is not correct, the interpreter makes
respective adjustments in the TL text.
The cognitive strategies of inferencing and
probabilistic forecasting reflect the SI inherent
cognitive features that make SI possible. Their
language realization is facilitated by compression,
a third discursive strategy used by the interpreter
for linguistic reasons — differences in the implicit
language models between SL and TL, as well as
the extralinguistic ones — acute shortage of time.
As compression depends on the specific features
of a SI communicative situation, it may be called
a communicative strategy. It also makes it possible
to leave out redundant bits of information and
presupposes a certain freedom of interpreting
constrained by an acute shortage of time.
Moreover, the specific language means are
chosen with due regard for the differences in the
worldview between the source and target
languages and for the need to make interactive
mental alignment of the discrepancies in the
worldviews of communicants belonging to
different linguistic communities.

The employment of these three discursive
strategies leads to successful sense interpretation
in a SI communicative act on the basis of the
presuppositional knowledge of both linguistic and
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extralinguistic nature, given text functions and its
discursive features, enabling a simultaneous
interpreter to make a choice of linguistic means
adequate to the SI communicative situation with
regards to the need in interactive alignment and
rendering of the invariant sense of the message
from the source to target language.
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