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Abstract 
Recent years have seen a heated debate on the nature of 

concepts as mental representations. One side argues for a 
“classical” account of abstract universal symbols, with the 
other side focusing on the role of “embodiment” and 
empirical experience. While both sides have successfully 
refuted each other, this “symbodiment” debate remains at a 
standstill. Given how the original debate was arguably 
inspired by a debate in linguistics, in this paper I propose a 
reanalysis of the “symbodiment” debate, taking insight from 
the other side of linguistics divide, namely Wittgenstein, 
naturalistic philosophy and cognitive linguistics. I propose 
that the social and pragmatic nature of language and human 
cognition implies that concepts cannot possibly be fixed 
structures in the brain containing a determinate set of 
information. I propose a model where situational information 
is stored as exemplars, and language comprehension works 
by triggering relevant memories. I argue that this model 
suffices to explain both the contributions and shortcomings 
of the embodiment paradigm, as well as provide a suitable 
theoretical framework for further developments in cognitive 
linguistics. 
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