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Резюме. В статье раскрыты основные функциональные закономерности и значение 

звукоподражательной лексики в современном английском языке, проведена классификация 

звукоподражательных единиц по принципу прямого/переносного значения. 

Ключевые слова: ономатопы, мотивированность знака, коммуникативные функции, функционально-

семантический анализ. 

 

The summary.The main functional appropriatenesses and significance of onomatopoeic words in the modern 

English language are discovered in the article. The classification of onomatopoeic words in the direct and figurative 

senses is made. 

Key words: onomatopoeic words, motivation of sign, communicative 
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УДК:811.17’19 (136:790-97)  Н.О. МИХАЛЬЧУК, Е.З. ІВАШКЕВИЧ 

 

SOCIAL INTELLECT OF THE PERSON IN THE SPACE OF HIS/HER COMPLEX  

OF INTERPRETATIONS 

 

Резюме. Стаття присвячена дослідженню питань соціального інтелекту особистості залежно від 

комплексу інтерпретацій людини. На основі аналізу наукової літератури було показано, що соціальний 

інтелект формується в результаті розвитку загального інтелекту під впливом зовнішніх соціокультурних 

умов, в тому числі – лінгвістичних детермінант кроскультурного суспільства, що визначають комплекс 

інтерпретацій індивіда. Автор говорить про те, що соціальний інтелект вміщує декларативні та оперативні 

(процедурні) знання, які людина використовує в реальному житті для інтерпретації подій, складання планів 

та прогнозування як дій повсякденного життя, так і професійних ситуацій. Авторська концепція соціального 

інтелекту передбачає, що він вміщує когнітивну, мнемічну та емпатійну підструктури. 

Ключові слова: загальний інтелект, соціальний інтелект, комплекс інтерпретацій індивіда, лінгвістичні 

детермінанти кроскультурного суспільства, когнітивна, мнемічна та емпатійна підструктури соціального 

інтелекту. 

 

The problem of social intellect is insufficiently studied in the psychological literature. This is due primarily to 

the fact that in modern psychological researches a little attention is paid to the problem of the structure and functions of 

social intellect. Though social intellect, in addition to be one of the important components of the process of human life, 

to a large extent determines how an individual knows and understands both his own actions, deeds and activity in whole 

and others. Some psychologists include social intellect into the structural components of communicative abilities, as 

they believe that it is responsible for the subject’s understanding or lack of understanding of verbal and non-verbal 

reactions of the individual. No one has any doubt that social intellect helps one predict interpersonal relationships, 

intuitively anticipate one or another finish in certain situations, which indicates well developed sense of empathy of 

people with high levels of social intellect. Such individuals are usually notable for psychological tolerance and ability to 

cope with stress that helps them to deal with dignity with all sorts of problems, make decisions, even in extreme 

situations and, thus, not be afraid to make mistakes or fail. 

Social intellect, according to G. Ollport is a special “social gifts” that ensures understanding in relations with people 

and their successful adaptation to reality. Thus the scientist believes social intellect to be certain personal quality, which, 

however, does not imply a depth of understanding of subjects of interpersonal interaction [2, p. 513–516]. It should be noted 

that G. Ollport was the first one who drew a particular attention to the interaction with people and personal qualities that he 

pointed out reflect the actualization of certain social skills in order to understand better another person. 

Though not all the questions on this problem are fully resolved in psychology. One of the most pressing problem at 

the present stage of development of psychological science is to solve the issue both of the relationship between the general 

and social intellect, and in general on the legality of the selection of the latter in the structure of the individual IQ. 

For example, G. Ayzenk [1] and J. Guilford [6] considered social intellect through the structure of general 

intellect. G. Ayzenk pointed to the fact that there are three relatively independent concepts of intellect, while at the 

same time, he did not oppose one to another, and even tried to unite them. The researchers believed that biological 

intellect is a fundamental aspect of intellect. It serves as physiological, neurological, biochemical and hormonal basis of 

cognitive human behavior, i.e. mainly related to the structures and functions of the cortex of the brain, without them no 

intelligent behavior is possible, and it seems reasonable to assume that they’re also responsible for the individual 

differences that exist in the intellect. Genetic factor plays directly an important role in the nature of these structures. In 

addition, in the concept of G. Ayzenk there is an idea of psychometric intellect, which, according to A. Bine [3], is 

measured by conventional IQ tests. This feature of intellect Ch. Spirmen called general intellect (g) [9, p. 37]. This 

point of view was supported by E. Boring, etc. [1, p. 114]. 

At the same time, G. Ayzenk [1] considered that the level of biological and psychometric intellect is determined by 

socio-cultural factors that also have an undeniable value. In his opinion, such factors include culture, education, upbringing, 

socioeconomic status, etc. According to his estimates, about 30% of test results are determined by the above listed variables of 

social and cultural environment. Thus psychometric intellect depends by 70 % on biological and by 30% on environmental 
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factors. Therefore, psychometric intellect is a kind of link between biological and social intellect. G. Ayzenk also pointed out 

that social intellect is the intellect of an individual, which is formed in the course of his socialization, under the influence of 

socio-cultural environment. In addition, there is on e more peculiarity in the concept of the researcher: biological intellect that 

is designated by the scientist as intellect A and social – as intellect B. In this case, according to G. Ayzenk, intellect B is much 

broader than intellect A, and includes IQ; IQ, in its turn, is much broader than intellect A. 

Thus, it can be stated that social intellect includes biological and psychometric intellect. The above concept of intellect 

suggests that social intellect takes not only important, but also hierarchical place in the structure of general intellect. In addition, 

social intellect is formed as a result of general intellect under the influence of external socio-cultural conditions. 

In our opinion, the concept of social intellect, developed by Dzh. Gilford [5] requires more scrupulous attention. The 

scientist developed the first reliable test to measure social intellect, considering the latter as a system of mental abilities that are 

independent of general intellect factor. The ability to measure social intellect followed from the general model of the structure of 

intellect of Dzh. Gilford. Social intellect as well as general intellectual abilities, can be described in a spatial continuum of three 

variables – the content, operations and results. Dzh. Gilford allocated dominant cognitive operation – cognition (C) – and actually 

focused his research on the knowledge of the behavior (CB). This ability includes six factors: 

- knowledge of the elements of behavior (CBU) – the ability to distinguish from the context the verbal and non-

verbal expression of behavior (the ability, close to distinguishing “figure from background” in Gestalt psychology); 

- knowledge of the behavior classes (SAF) – the ability to recognize common features in a stream of expressive 

or contextual information about the behavior of the individual; 

- knowledge of the relationship in behavior (CBR) – the ability to understand the relationships that exist between 

units of information about the behavior of a person; 

- knowledge of the behavior of systems (CBS) – the ability to understand the logic of the total situation of human 

interaction, the meaning of their behavior in these situations; 

- knowledge of the transformation behavior (CBT) – the ability to understand the change in the value of similar 

behavior (verbal or nonverbal) in different situational contexts; 

- knowledge of the results of conduct (CBI) – the ability to foresee the consequences of the behavior (both his 

own and other participants in social interaction), based on the available information [5, p. 433–456]. 

An interesting fact about the consideration of this problem is the position of R. Stenberg. The scientist pointed 

out that usually intellect is attempted to be measured with the aid of artificial structures, rather than to bring its study to 

real life. How often do occur in real life tasks such as memorizing task when the subject first has to remember a series 

of numbers, and then as quickly as possible answer whether some particular number was in a line? These tasks, says 

R. Stenberg can measure important cognitive processes such as memory and perceptual speed, but they do not measure 

intellect the way we use it in our daily life, i.e. what scientist calls “practical intellect” [10, p. 5]. Thus, from the point of 

view of the author, social intellect is the intellect that is manifesting itself in direct communication with other people. 

It seems to be interesting the concept of N. Cantor in which social intellect is seen as a kind of cognitive 

competence, which allows people to view the events and objects of the world with a high degree of surprise and 

maximum benefit for themselves. According to the scientist, cognitive substructure of the individual psyche is defined 

as a set of declarative and procedural knowledge (which, at the same time, refer to actual knowledge). The latter an 

individual applies in the interpretation of texts, events, while making plans for the future and in everyday situations. It is 

clear that exactly these ideas, person’s experience as well as the rules of interpretation of texts, events, activities and 

behavior, makes in the aggregate the cognitive substructure of a personality, which also includes the subject’s social 

intellect. All of these patterns together belong to the scope of personal experience, which allows the individual to solve 

certain problems of social life. The repertoire of that knowledge N. Cantor believes to be social intellect. The dynamics 

of the use of social intelligence allows a person to the maximum extent to adapt to the world around him. The scientist 

names the main content elements of social intellect, namely, the ability to solve practical problems, the capacity for 

verbal perception and reflection of the reality, social and communicative competence. Therefore, according to 

N. Cantor, on the one hand, social intellect is the structure responsible for the safety of factual knowledge, factual 

information (which, in turn, is used in everyday life to solve a variety of situations and challenges), and, on the other 

hand, social intellect is seen as a kind of a person’s ability to recognize the decision to the full extent [7, p. 464]. 

In the decision of the issue of this article the concept of “unconscious inference” by G. Gelmgolts is important. 

In this concept it is grounded the point that mental acts of visual perception just as thought processes end in conclusion 

regarding those subjects and objects that we perceive directly. Sensations that for our consciousness are a kind of 

message, under the influence of intellectual activity of a person social intellect, in particular, become fully conscious. If 

the message is understood by a person intuitively, only on the level of perception, then G. Gelmgolts believed that 

understanding to be “false inductive inference” or, as we said above – “unconscious inference”, merely on the sole 

ground that this conclusion is in no way the result of logical operations performed by the subject. By its nature, as 

G. Gelmgolts indicates, “unconscious inference” is simultaneous process, however, this simultaneous effect of 

conscious perception is prepared by unconscious processes of the human psyche [4, p. 33–34]. 

Although, in modern science for example, there is a point of view that one cannot separate out social or 

emotional intellect, and there is only the structure of general intellect (M.L. Smulson [8]), we have, nevertheless, adhere 

to the points of view of classical psychologists, namely, that social intellect is certainly a part of the general intellect of 

a person, but at the same time it is a separate component and the analysis of its structural and typological point by 

modern science is in prospect. 
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So, according to its inherent nature social intellect is a dynamic formation. Dynamics of treatment of others 

becomes presentable when you imagine it in the structure of the process of interexchange of ideas. On the one hand, this 

interexchange is not only the process of projection of one’s own instructions or reception of instructions of other 

subjects of social interaction. In its highest form of development the process of creative interaction with others results 

into actualizing and intensive development of social intellect. On the other hand, social interexchange becomes 

imperfect when an individual inactively, implicitly includes the information about another person into his usual arsenal 

of thoughts, ideas, judgments, etc. But at the same time social interexchange can undergo perversion in a different case 

when an individual totally perceive (“take”) another person and for this he tries to give up his own normative-value 

directions, moral standards, which have already been approved in his socio-cultural environment. Only partial coming 

out of the boundaries of his social intellect allows the individual to find certain mutual moments that will ensure 

equivalent exchange of information between the subjects of social interaction. That coming out always represents the 

unity of two-way procedures: on the one hand, it’s the fixation in other people of something unexpected, unique in 

comparison with usual postulates, on the other hand, it is from identification of unknown, unusual to known, 

stereotyped, etc. Hereby the nature of this exchange put emphasis on both sides concerning the mutual enrichment of 

subjects of social interaction. 

Thus, a person while being involved in the process of social exchange of information with other people, 

distinguishes within this information something typical and unique, demonstrates his subjective attitude towards it, 

pragmatically evaluates another person in terms of real situation of communication and object of their joint activity, etc. 

Hereby, stereotype, unique, exclusively individual, motivational and purpose-oriented, etc. means of conducting the 

exchange are not possessed by a certain person directly, are not realized by all the individuals and cannot be always 

controlled. In most cases the exchange of information happens naturally and voluntary and only owing to the influence 

of external circumstances or internal stimuli it can be presented on the level of social intellect in a certain needed by a 

person form. 

So, social intellect is specified by the aggregate of events, information exchanges of a person with the outside 

world. Social intellect ensures the process, character, evaluation and regulation of communication with others, social 

exchange and orientation of the subject in the environment, is characterized by both stereotypy and uniqueness. The 

problem of social intellect as an individual, subjective formation includes solving of a number of problems, which 

require special research and analysis. Thus the science will have to distinguish psychological formations that make the 

basis of social intellect. We think that characteristics of the subjective space of interaction with a person’s environment 

and analysis of stereotype and unique, which in their synthesis ensure the effective regulation of social aspects of vital 

activity of individuals, their mutual understanding, belong to those formations. 

We believe that social intellect, uniquely includes declarative and operational (procedural) knowledge that an 

individual uses in real life for the interpretation of events, plans and acts as a prediction of both daily life and 

professional situations. These views, personal memories and interpretations of the rules make a cognitive substructure 

of social intellect. In turn, the mnemonic substructure is filled with the person’s obtained experience, and empathy – 

with the possibilities of the subject to use the mechanisms of anticipation in solving various problems of social life. 

So, cognitive substructure of social intellect includes a plurality of stable enough knowledge, assessment, rules of 

interpretation of events, people’s behavior, their relationships, etc. based on interpretations of the existing system on the 

microstructure and macrostructure levels. The microstructure of the cognitive component of social intellect is determined by 

the functions of the latter, namely the cognitive assessment, which determines competent processing and evaluation of the 

information perceived by the subject; prognostic, which is the base for planning and forecasting of the development of 

interpersonal interactions; communicative that ensures the effectiveness of the communication process itself (this function is 

associated with adequate perception and understanding of the communication partner); reflexive, which is reflected directly in 

self-knowledge. In turn, the macrostructure of the cognitive component of social intellect manifests itself in respect of the 

individual of himself as a value, in the value-semantic attitude towards interpersonal relations, as well as in actualization of the 

motivational value orientations of the individual, axiological attitude towards professional and other activities. 

The source of social intellect at the microstructure level is the continuous actualization of listed above functions. 

In this case, as the result of their integration it can be considered a set of subjective scales, enabling the subject to be 

guided by the features of interpersonal relationships, to recognize and adequately evaluate the behavior of other 

individuals. One of the main results of the high level of social intellect will be the personality’s possession of subjective 

statistics of different modalities. This is the space psycho-semantic subjective scales, symbols of nonverbal behavior, 

standards of speech production, etc. 

The task of social intellect on the macrostructure level, is to provide opportunities to assess themselves and 

others as individuals. In this case, the value orientation of the individual may differ from the accepted social norms and 

even conflict with them, but there is always a particular social sector and its representatives, where the person will meet 

understanding concerning his personal vision of the world, personal values and meanings. 

Mnemonic component of social intellect of a person characterizes the presence of the ability to interpret the 

phenomena of life events, other people’s behavior and their own as the subject of these events. Mnemonic substructure 

is based on the personal experience of the subject, where subjective statistics form a personal interpretive complex. 

Polymodality in this case means that a person has different interpretive complex in accordance with the different 

spheres of his life. Formally, they may conflict with each other, but psychologically normally are internally coordinated, 

providing one of the mnemonic component of social intellect. 
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The interpretive complex that is on the level of mnemonic component has its own hierarchy: I – other people – 

the whole world. Each of these interpretations is presented in mnemonic component as its specific private substructures. 

The core of personal interpretive complex is the cumulative set of individual estimates of himself. In this case, the 

estimated attitude towards oneself is always subjectively unfinished, open. When taking into account the interaction of a 

person with the surrounding social environment the subject detects the integral characteristic of individual experience – 

personal self-esteem, conjugated with the concept of subjective value. The personality interpretive complex of an 

individual is characterized by the possibility of interpretation of others, their behavior and actions. These interpretations 

allow their participants to continuously broaden and adjust the interpretative reserves of the personality experience, 

ensure control of compatibility and likeness of different interpretative complexes.  

In the process of vital activity an individual, because of the necessity to constantly evaluate others, their 

peculiarities of behavior and actions, gradually develops different strategies of evaluation with due regards for the 

criterion of compatibility of his perception of the world and the perception of others. These strategies of evaluations in 

turn form the corresponding personality interpretive complex, which is dominant on the level of the mnemonic 

component of social intellect.  

Empathic component of social intellect in a greater degree depends on the form of behavior that an individual 

chooses as the priority one, what he expects from the subjects around him, what value interpretive complex concerning 

surroundings he has formed, what resources in terms of application of the mechanisms of anticipation while solving 

different problems of social life he has.  

The structure of social intellect will be analyzed in more detail in our future publications. It should be done 

empiric researches of social intellect of a personality, structural components of social intellect, and it will be done in our 

further work on that scientific problem.  
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Резюме. Статья посвящена исследованию вопросов социального интеллекта личности в зависимости 

от комплекса интерпретаций. На основании анализа научной литературы было показано, что социальный 

интеллект формируется в результате развития общего интеллекта под влиянием внешних социокультурных 

условий, в том числе – лингвистических детермининт кроскультурного общества, которые определяют 

комплекс интерпретаций индивида. Автор говорит о том, что социальный интеллект включает 

декларативные и оперативные (процедурные) знания, которые индивид применяет в реальной жизни для 

интерпретации событий, составления планов и прогнозирования как действий повседневной жизни, так и 

профессиональных ситуаций. Авторская концепция социального интеллекта предполагает, что социальный 

интеллект включает когнитивную, мнемическую и эмпатийную подструктуры.  

Ключевые слова: общий интеллект, социальный интеллект, комплекс интерпретаций индивида, 

лингвистические детерминанты кроскультурного общества, когнитивная, мнемическая, эмпатийная 

подструктуры социального интеллекта. 

 

The summary. The article deals with investigation of the issues of social intellect the structure of which depends 

from the complex of interpretations of a person. Based on the analysis of scientific literature it has been shown that 

social intellect is formed as a result of the development of general intellect under the influence of external socio-

cultural conditions. One of this condition is linguistic peculiarities of cross-cultural society which determine the 

complex of interpretations of the person. The author suggests that social intellect includes declarative and operational 

(procedural) knowledge that an individual uses in real life for the interpretation of events, making plans and prediction 

actions of everyday life and professional situations. The author’s concept of social intellect suggests that social intellect 

involves cognitive, mnemonic and empathy substructures. 

Key words: general intellect, social intellect, the complex of interpretations of a person, linguistic peculiarities 

of cross-cultural society, cognitive, mnemonic, empathy substructures of social intellect. 
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