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TEPMIHOIIOJIE MOBHA OCOBHCTICTb

Xpucmuna HIEIIAHCBKA,

Kanouoam Qinono2iyHux Hayx, 0oyenm Kageopu YKpaincbKo2o NPUKIAOH020
MososHascmaa, Jlvsiscokutl HayionanvHull ynigepcumem imeni leana @panka
(Yxpaina, Jlvsis) khrystynashchepanska@gmail.com

Mema cmammi — okpecaumu mepmiHonoie «(MOSHA OCOOUCMICMbY», CXApAKMepU-
3y8aAMU CUHMASMAMUYHI MA NAPAOUSMAMUYHI BIOHOWEHHS MEPMIHA «MOBHA 0COOU-
CMicmby Y CYyHacHOMY HAYKOBOMY OUCKYPCI.

Y cmammi eusnaueno ocnosui éexmopu inmepnpemayii NOHAMMA «MOGHA 0CO-
oucmicmuy, cXapakxmepuso8ano CUHMASMAMUYHI MA NAPAOUSMATNUYHI BIOHOUWEHHS
AHANI308AHO20 MEPMIHA 8 CYYACHOMY HAYKOBOMY OUCKYPCI.

3eaocarouu na mpupisnesy cmpykmypy mosHoi ocobucmocmi (3a FO. Kapayno-
6UM), MEPMIHONONE YbO20 NOHAMMA OKPECTIOEMO He Tuuie 3a 6eKMOPOM iHmepnpe-
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mayii (Copu3oHmManbHa CMpyKmypa mepmiHonons), ane i 3a pieHem CmpyKmypyeanHs
(6epmuKanbHa cmpyKmypa mepmiHonons).

Topuzonmanvry cmpykmypy mepmMiHOnOAs «MOBHA 0COOUCICMbY cXapaKmepu-
308aHO 34 NCUXONIHSBICMUYHUM, TTH280CMUNICIMUYHUM, KOMYHIKAMUGHUM, KOZHIMUG-
HUM, JIIH2BOKYIbIYPONOSTUHUM, TIH2B00UOAKMUYHUM MA COYIONIHEGICMUYHUM NIOX0-
damu.

Bepmuxaneny cmpyxmypy mepminonons «moena ocobucmicmvy GU3HA4EHO 3d
pigHamu tioeo cmpykmypysanns. Ha éepbanvho-cemanmuynomy pieni akmyanizyemo-
€51 MIKpOMEPMIHONONe MOGHA 0cobuUcmicms — MosHull 3nax. Knouosum na xoenimus-
HOMY DIGHI € MIKPOMEPMIHONONLE MOBHA OCODUCICMb — MOBHA c8idomicmb. 1, 3peut-
Moo, MOMUBAYIUHUL PI6EHb SUZHAYAE MIKDOMEPMIHONONE MOSHA 0COOUCMICMb —
MOBIEHHEBA OCODUCMICMb, KOMYHIKAMUBHA 0COOUCIICb.

Po3zenanyswu eopuzonmanviy ma 6epmuKkaibHy CmpyKmypy mepmiHoOnos «mMog-
Ha 0cobUCMICMbY, MOJICHA NPOCMENCUMU, WO A0EPHUL MepMIH Halyacmiuie Kope-
JIOE 3 NOHAMMAMU MOBHA CBIOOMICMb, MEKCM, MOGIEHHESA OISLIbHICHb, OUCKYPC,
moena Kynenypa. Moeny ocobucmicme nativacmiuie U3HA4AOMs 3K TIOOUHY, IHOUGI-
04, Wo € HOCIEM MOBU, Y3a2aNbHEHUL 00pa3 HOCISE MOBHOT C8IOOMOCMI, A MAKONC 5K
CYKYNHICIMb XAPaKMepucmuK MOGYsL: MOSGHA KOMNEMeHYis, Meopye CamosUupadiCenHs,
8ibHE 30IUCHEHHSI MOGHOI OISIbHOCII, IMAHEHMHA 03HAKA 0COOUCMOCTI, W0 XAPAaK-
mepusye i MOGHY ma KOMYHIKamueHy komnemenyiio. I[lepcnekmugy 00Cniodicents
60aAUAEMO Y BUBYEHHI ACOYIAMUBHO-0OPA3ZHO20 OIS MOBHOT 0OCODUCTNOCTII.

Knrouogi cnosa: mosna ocobucmicmos, mepminonone, 20pu3oHmManibHa CMPYKNLY-
Pa mepMiHONONA, 6EPMUKATLHA CIMPYKIMYPA MEPMIHONOIS, MOBHA CEIOOMICHb.

Formulation of the problem. Language personality in the modern
scientific discourse is a complex, interdisciplinary concept, which in recent
decades has «acquired a categorical status and features of term designationy»
(Mazepova, 2014), has become one of the main concepts of anthropocentric
linguistics (Safarian, 2018). Numerous approaches to determining the
essence of the analyzed concept, formed from the time of its introduction into
scientific circulation (Vynogradov, 1930) to the present, led to the separation
of several vectors of interpretation of the term of language personality:
psycholinguistic (O. Lavrynenko), linguistic and stylistic (S. Iermolenko,
L. Matsko), communicative (O. Selivanova, F. Batsevych), cultural linguistic
(I. Golubovska), social linguistic (L. Kravets), cognitive (V. Karasyk) and
linguistic didactic (M. Pentyliuk). Within each approach, the defining features
of the concept of language personality and its syntagmatic and paradigmatic
relations vary. In view of this, the problem of structuring of the term field of
the language personality seems actual.

Analysis of the investigations. The evolution of the notion of «language
personality» in the modern linguistic researches was the problem of the in-
vestigation by O. Mazepova (Mazepova, 2014). The author focuses on the
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history of origin and development of the concept of linguistic personality,
defines the specifics of the study of this phenomenon in modern communica-
tive, sociolinguistic and ethnic linguistic studios.

L. Struhanets also appeals to the history of origin and development of the
concept of language personality, but with an emphasis on Ukrainian studies
(The concept of language personality in Ukrainian studies, 2012).

The purpose of the article is to outline the term field of the «language
personality», to characterize the syntagmatic and paradigmatic relations of
the analyzed term in the modern scientific discourse.

Presentation of the main material. Characterizing the term field of the
«concept», Zh. Krasnobayeva-Chorna defines a term field as «a set of terms
united by a common meaning or a common defining family, having a homo-
geneous conceptual correlation and revealing different semantic relationsy
(Krasnobayeva-Chorna, 2006, p. 67 ).

According to the three-level structure of the language personality, the
term field of this concept is defined not only by the vector of interpretation
(horizontal structure of the term field), but also by the level of structuring
(vertical structure of the conceptual field).

Horizontal structure of the term field of «language personality». One of
the first approaches to the study of language personality was psycholinguis-
tic. As noted by L. Struganets, this vector of interpretation of linguistic phe-
nomena is associated with the names of O. Potebnia and his follower D. Ov-
sianyko-Kulykovskii (Struhanets, 2012, p. 128). The connection between
language and thinking, sensory and rational emphasizing by O. Potebnya,
actualizes the concept of language personality. 1. K. Bilodid expressed inter-
esting considerations on the concept of language personality in the psycho-
linguistic aspect. The researcher used the terms of «language personality»,
«linguistic and mental mechanismy, cultural, professional associations and
others. (Struhanets, 2012, p. 129). In the modern scientific discourse we can
speak of a separate micro term field within the psycholinguistic approach to
the study of language personality, the core area of which is formed by terms
and phrases of «language consciousness», «language personality profiley,
wassociativity» and others.

In addition to the psycholinguistic approach to the interpretation of the
analyzed concept, at the end of the XIX — beginning of the XX century the
approach related to the study of the language of fiction also stood out (Stru-
hanets, 2012, p. 128). According to L.Struhanets’ observations, Ivan Franko
can be considered as a good representative of this approach.

The connection between the concepts of linguistic personality and of text
was substantiated by Yu. Karaulov. According to the definition by Yu. Karau-
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lov, language personality is a set of human characteristics that allow him to
create and perceive texts; it is a personality reconstructed in the main fea-
tures on the basis of language means (Karaulov, 2010, p. 38). This definition,
in fact, has become a textbook. Within the linguistic and stylistic approach,
a micro term field of the language personality and linguistic portrait was
formed. The term of «linguistic personality» is fixed, in particular, in the
«Short explanatory dictionary of linguistic terms» edited by S. Iermolenko:
«Language personality is a combination in the person of the speaker of his
linguistic competence, the desire for creative self-expression, free, automatic
implementation of diverse language activities. Linguistic personality con-
sciously refers to the language practice, has the imprint of the social, territori-
al environment, traditions of education in the national culture» (Iermolenko,
p. 95).

The theory of language personality is also actively studied in the aspect of
human communicative activity. In particular, V. Krasnykh has distinguished
four types of personality as a native speaker: 1) «speaking person» (speech
activity as the ability to generate and perceive of texts); 2) language personal-
ity (a person who participates in speech activities and has a set of knowledge
and ideas); 3) speech personality — a person who is able to choose a certain
strategy and tactics of communication, to operate with verbal and nonverbal
means of communication; 4) communicative personality — a specific commu-
nicant (Krasnykh, p. 50-51).

In Ukrainian linguistics, the communicative approach to the definition of
language personality is actualized in the terminological encyclopedia edited
by O. Selivanova: «Language personality is an immanent feature of person-
ality as a native speaker and communicator, which characterizes its linguistic
and communicative competence and their implementation in the generation,
perception, understanding and interpretation of verbal messages, texts, as
well as in the interaction of discourse» (Selivanova, 107). Thus, within the
communicative approach it is possible to outline the micro term field of lan-
guage personality and communicant, the core area of which consists of such
terms as language competence, communicative competence, text, discourse.

In modern linguistic research, the concept of language personality is in-
creasingly correlated with the concept of culture, language picture of the
world, stereotype, which reflects the linguistic and cultural approach to its
interpretation. In particular, Ie. Borynshtein gives the following definition
of language personality: «personality, characterized by the influence of the
acquired language culture on its personal qualities and social cultural effec-
tiveness of its activities as a subject of social relations» (Borynshtein, 2004,
p. 66). 1. Holubovska characterizes the language personality as a linguistic
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cultural phenomenon (Holubovska, 2008). In this aspect, we have to talk
about the generalized image of the language personality as a typical repre-
sentative of a national or social group, «which is identified by specific char-
acteristics of verbal and nonverbal behavior associated with its values» (Maz-
epova, 2014, p. 278). A similar definition of language personality is given
by L. Matsko: «generalized image of the bearer of language consciousness,
national language picture of the world, language knowledge, skills, language
abilities, language culture and taste, language traditions and language fash-
ion» (Matsko, 2006, p. 3). In particular, by L. Matsko, an important compo-
nent of linguistic personality is its «national cultural conformity, knowledge
of concepts and linguistic signs of national culture».

The study of linguistic personality with an emphasis on the process of
socialization of the individual, issues of language choice, language stability
distinguishes another approach — social linguistic. In particular, L.V. Kravets
analyzes the connection between the concept of language personality and the
language issue (Kravets, 2014, p. 41), emphasizing that «a nationally con-
scious language personality should be the goal of an active, purposeful lan-
guage policy. As a native speaker of the national language, such a person is
the basis of an integral and independent state» (Kravets, 2014, p. 41).

Cognitive and linguistic didactic aspects are important and interrelated in
the study of language personality in its connection with the concept of lan-
guage consciousness and language stability. In particular, V. Karasyk defines
a linguistic personality as a carrier of linguistic consciousness that exists in
a specific linguistic space and manifests itself in speech behavior. Linguistic
personality, so to speak, objectifies linguistic consciousness in the processes
of speaking (writing) and comprehension (speech activity) (Karasyk, 2002,
p- 7).

In Ukrainian linguistics, the linguistic didactic approach to the study of
language personality is one of the leading ones, as evidenced by at least the
«Educational concept of studying of the Ukrainian (state) language» (1994),
whose authors, S. Iermolenko and L. Matsko, define a language personal-
ity as a native speaker, «who not only has a sum of linguistic knowledge
(knows the concepts and relevant rules) or reproduces language activities, but
also has the skills to actively work with the word». The term of «language
personality» is also recorded at the «Dictionary of Ukrainian Linguistic Di-
dactics» edited by M. Pentyliuk: Language personality is a speaker, who
has a good linguistic knowledge, reproduces speech activity, has skills of
active work with words, cares about language and promotes its development.
It is a speaker, who provides expansion of language functions, creation of
Ukrainian-speaking environment in all spheres of public life, shows a natural
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desire to return in everyday communication to the native language, to revive
culture, traditions of the people, to develop examples of highly cultural com-
munication in literary language (Pentyliuk, 17). Thus, the linguistic didactic
approach to the study of language personality actualizes such concepts as
speech activity, language functions, native language, linguistic and cultural
traditions and others.

The horizontal structure of the term field of the language personality

Aspect of the . .
intele)rpretation Paradigmatic
Micro term field | Syntagmatic relations relations
of language
personality (synonymy)
Psycholinguistic|Language language consciousness, |«psychic Ego»
personality — association, profile of  |(I.Ohiienko,
psychotype language personality I.Franko)
Linguistic Language linguistic competence, |language portrait,
stylistic personality — artistic and linguistic  |individual style
language portrait  |consciousness, text,
artistic picture of
the world, image,
expressiveness
Communicative |Language communication style, [speech personality,
personality — language behavior, communicative
speaker language action, personality,
discourse, social role, |language-rhetorical
language game personality
(N. Holub)
Cognitive linguistic speech behavior, speech
personality —the  |activity, mechanisms of
carrier of linguistic |speech generation
consciousness
Linguistic language collective linguistic
cultural personality — a personality, individual
generalized linguistic personality,
image of a native  |linguistic picture of
speaker (a typical |the world, linguistic
representative culture, linguistic signs
of a certain of national culture
national linguistic  |(L. Matsko)
culture), linguistic
and cultural
phenomenon
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Sociolinguistic |language language
personality — consciousness,
social language language stability,
type (typical language policy

representative of a  |(L. Kravets), language
national or social  |creation, nationally

group) conscious language
personality
Linguistic Language speech actions,
didactic personality — a language knowledge,
native speaker language skills,

language competence,
speech competence,
subject competence,
pragmatic
competence,
communicative
competence,
information
competence, language
taste, language sense,
language tradition,
language fashion.

The vertical structure of the term field of language personality is de-
termined by the levels of its structuring. At the verbal-semantic level, the
micro term field of language personality — a language sign is actualized.
Nuclear term enters into syntagmatic relations with such units as language
knowledge and language skills. The key at the cognitive level is the micro
term field of language personality — language consciousness. At this level,
the emphasis shifts to background knowledge — ideas, concepts, stereotypes
that shape the picture of the world. And, finally, the motivational level is
determined by the micro term field language personality — speech personal-
ity, communicative personality. This level involves the consideration of the
language personality as a specific communicator that implements speech
activity in the communicative act. The term of language personality at this
level has syntagmatic relations with such units as communicative goals,
assessments, motives, intentions, communicative strategies and tactics, dis-
course.
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The vertical structure of the term field of the language personality

Structural
level of Micro term field Syntagmatic relations Paradlgmatlc
language relations

personality
Verbal seman- | Language personality — | language knowledge, the lexicon of
tic a linguistic sign language skills personality
Cognitive language personality — | background knowledge | personality

language consciousness | (concepts, ideas), thesaurus
picture of the world

Motivation linguistic personality — | communicative the pragmatic

speech personality, goals, assessments, skills of per-
communicative motives, intentions, sonality
personality communicative

strategies and tactics,

discourse

Conclusions and perspectives of further research. Thus, considering
the horizontal and vertical structure of the term field of language personality,
we can see that the nuclear term often correlates with the concepts of language
consciousness, text, speech activity, discourse, language culture. Language
personality is most often defined as a person (O. Semenoh), an individual
(F. Batsevych), who is a native speaker; generalized image of the bearer of
language consciousness (L. Matsko), as well as a set of characteristics of the
speaker: language competence, creative self-expression, free language activ-
ity (S. Iermolenko); immanent feature of personality, which characterizes its
linguistic and communicative competence (O. Selivanova). The prospect of
research is to study the associative-figurative field of language personality.
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