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Abstract: This article discusses t @f describing and analyzing
modern linguistic discourse. Modetn linguis focuses on the structure and
behavior of a linguistic personalitylyfilling the model proposed by Yu. N.
Karaulov. At the same time, other aspec e study and scientific knowledge of
the authors for a detailed disclosurgyof the concept. An example of the relevance of
the article is the unexplored s of the linguistic personality in linguistic
research.
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When ahal ir@ concept of a linguistic personality, proposed by Yu. N.

Karaulov [ be considered from the standpoint of various scientific
knowledge anthatthe same time highlight various strata and aspects for study. V.I.
K I ifies five aspects in the human speech organization: linguistic ability,

tive need, communicative competence, linguistic consciousness and
avior [2, p. 24-25]. Linguistics is primarily interested in speech
behavior, discourse which is a complex set of all these services that determine the
individual and collective cognitive space of a person.

V. |. Karasik believes that the typology of linguistic personalities can be
based on various foundations. From the standpoint of ethnocultural or
psycholinguistics, it is appropriate to contrast the types of personalities
distinguished in psychology and consider the linguistic and speech ways of
manifesting the corresponding personalities. From social linguistics, linguistic
personalities are distinguished according to objective status criteria - age, gender,
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level of education, lifestyle, etc. [3, p. 25-26]. One of the approaches to the study
of a linguistic personality can be the allocation of relevant features of a model
personality, that is, a typical representative of an ethnosocial group, recognizable
by the specific characteristics of verbal and non-verbal behavior and the
conclusions of a value orientation. Such model personality is a prototypical image,
according to V.l.Karasik.

Although, it’s clear, that any linguistic personality represents some algorithms
of stereotyped patterns of behavior. TM Nikolaeva identifies three types of
stereotypes in speech behavior: 1) speech stereotype - a segment of an utterance
included in the context represented by "free" components of the utterance, th
IS someone else's speech in the speaker's speech; 2) communicative s - in
the same situations, the same phrases, clichés are used, that is, thé$ I
formulas, clichéd turns of business communication, etc. .; 3) me%N

the desire to think in dual or gradual categories, that is, the titudes and
habitual reactions, clothed in a linguistic and non-linguistic f@tm escribing a

linguistic personality [4, p. 162-178].

E.A. Nichiporovich thinks that it’s important not t @ the properties of a
linguistic personality as a separate entity, but tg analﬁe modes of its verbal
and non-verbal existence in the form of micro-uni icrocrowds) with one or

another period of disintegration and co@ linguistic personality as
e

necessarily existing in an open discursiv in other ways. in other words,
In such a chronotope, in which therg are jct restrictions on the use of the
macro etiquette and thematic code typigal foffRussian communication. In a word,
EA Nichiporovich seeks not only to desCrils€ the habits of a cooperative linguistic
personality, but also to reveal d attitudes (cooperative archetypes) that can
analyze not only the verbal mamifeStations of a cooperative personality, but also
describe its socio-psycholof @ age [5].

I’'m confident thafi¢ghcicon€ept of "implantation" - the insertion of foreign
elements that transfesgs anonized verbal environment into an uncanonized
environment - is ;@\g for the study of a linguistic personality in media-
political dis "implantations” make it possible to build a model of the
discursive b a linguistic personality, to behave as such linguistic means

cease to be in the structure of the discourse of a given personality. It is
si n ch "implants™ in media-political discourse (and not only in it) are
0 y various speech effects - humor, irony, sarcasm, satire, etc. internal).
Ino rds, there is something that, following VL Vartanyan, should be called

momistic, one correlation of verbal and non-verbal, a transition to another in the
discursive activity of a linguistic personality [6]. MA Kulinich, in turn, proposes to
systematically consider those modes of human behavior that are laughed at [7].
The so-called "targets for jokes" and the addressee (“target shooters™). ") And the
qualities, values of speech (" taking the spotlight ™).

The productivity of using the concept of "implantation™ in the characterization
of the linguistic personality, proposed by EA Nichiporovich, is confirmed, in my
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opinion, by the results of the work of S. G. Vasilyeva, although she does not use
this term [8]. The main goal of her work is to identify the forms of multilingualism
in the ethnic heterogeneous linguocultural community, mainly paying attention to
the verbally-unconstrained forms of functioning of the form of speech. S.G.
Vasilieva disputes the correctness of using the concept of bilingualism to
comprehend speech events taking place in such a community. In her opinion,
“cavesdropping linguistics” and meta-field discourse analysis based on the facts of
spontaneous speech and written sources will be more heuristic and corresponding
to linguistic realities.

However other forms of intra-subject multilingualism or diglossia are
greater interest, when a linguistic person demonstrates a type of linguisti
that is discordant with his social status, age, level of education, gﬁk

e

most obvious example of such intra-subject diversity of I

widespread use of jargon in media-political discourse [9].

According to S.G. Vasilieva, there is an intra-subje f a native
speaker and an intra-subject image as a unity of the form nt of a linguistic
sign. They are of different orders of magnitude, but t%msts. Intra-subject
multilingualism is a set of nuclear typical, %

typical and zero
communicative situations. Undoubtedly, the f such communicative

situations, their discursive analysis will give a iled description of an individual
linguistic personality, will help to find th @iscursive behavior.

When analyzing these discursi in the structure of a linguistic
personality, one cannot, of course, b 0 exclusively linguistic procedures.
Particular importance playing the cognit Itural, psychological and other tools.
Thus, D. B. Gudkov believes that the nature of our verbal and non-verbal actions is
predetermined by memes or enes. He offers his version of the system of
cultural genes - preceden omena as linguistic and cultural communities,
manifested in various pf behavior of a linguistic personality [10].

An interesting % Is also to identify the components of a cooperative

discursive personal typologizing them into Leaders and Performers. At the
same time, wnder eader we mean a person with a voluminous diverse
communicati nd registers of speech, and under the Executor - a person
with a fogusetyfield of communicative speech. The Leader offers to choose, and

FXE rs to choose from the chosen, from those language means that the
L&ad 8s and recommends.
grials that testify to the conflict or non-conflict of discursive behavior will
ighly promising for the study of the discursive personality. In particular,
the presence in speech of various kinds of invectives that ensures aggressive and
pejorative sense in verbal behavior.

So, modern linguistics offers many approaches and parameters in the
description of the modern linguistic personality, which is a multidimensional
education. This article, of course, does not pretend to be any complete reflection of
the scientific positions on this issue. It is quite clear that the concept of the
structure of a linguistic personality according to Yu. N. Karaulov remains as a
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given. That is, the idea of a linguistic personality, realized through its verbalisms,
existing only in language and with the help of language, striving to fit into the rules
of being in its written or oral form, continues to remain basic. In addition to these
parameters of considering a linguistic personality, one should add observations of
variations or displacements in the verbal canon, of its realizations in space and
time of discursive communication-behavior.
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