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The concept of individual personality lexicon in modern
psycholinguistic studies

The article deals with the question of the definition of «personal lexicon of personality» in modern linguistics.
Individual lexicon is a complex of system that is formed under the influence of both linguistic and
intralinguistic factors. The article systematizes the definition of individual identity on the basis of a lexicon of
modern psycholinguistic theories stand factors influencing its formation in order to identify ways and ap-
proaches of studying lexicon. The characteristic of the individual lexicon, in its turn, is the key to unlocking
and analysis of individual pictures of the world, helping to find answers to many pressing questions in the
study of language phenomena.

Key words: personal lexicon, individual pictures of the world, individual vocabulary, psycholinguistic theo-
ries, linguistic identity.

In recent years all disciplines in one degree or another are related with language, characterized by an in-
creased interest-to the personal aspect of his study. Personal aspect came to the fore not only in linguistics,
but also in philosophy, psychology, linguistics, and other humanities. In this regard, today topical issues re-
lating to the «linguistic identity», «language picture of the world», «internal lexicon», «mental lexicony,
«individual thesaurus», and «the lexicon of the individual» are relevant in science. Among these concepts of
particular interest to us is the individual personality lexicon, since it allows giving a detailed description of
the person in terms of different approaches.

In this article, we make an attempt to define the individual personality and lexicon to describe it, we de-
scribe the phenomena underlying the formation of individual vocabulary, and define the way for his holistic
analysis. But before we talk about the lexicon of personality, you need to install as it is today in linguistics
defines the concept of «personality».

Central to modern linguistics became anthropocentric concept of «linguistic identity», i.e. man in his
ability to make speech acts — it was introduced in science by V.V.Vinogradov. Later, speaking on this sub-
ject, G.I.Bogin notes that he understands a language personality of a man who is considered «in terms of its
readiness to produce speech acts to create and accept works of speech», while stressing that every man is by
nature able to be a language person, but each person has yet to be it [1; 94].
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Speaking of language identity, Y.N.Karaulov in his turn said that it should be interpreted «not only as
part of a lengthy and multi-faceted understanding of personality in psychology, not as one of the angles of its
study, as well as, for example, with the «legal» «economicy, «ethical», etc. personality, but as a kind of
complete picture of personality, accommodating itself as psychological, and social, so ethical and other com-
ponents, but refracted through her tongue, her discourse» [2].

Linguistic science, which had previously studied the language as a system, does not interact with
intralinguistic factors now, in connection with the transition to the anthropocentric paradigm considers all
communication with the first man, society, culture and other features. Due to this modern linguistics recog-
nizes the fact that every text and speech acts worth linguistic identity — addresses issues of studying human
personality who speaks the language and uses it for different purposes and situations in different social
groups, in a variety of forms and styles.

The introduction of the category of «linguistic identity» is aimed at the formulation of modern linguis-
tics, along with traditional and new non-trivial task: the motives and goals of speech human activities be-
come part of linguistic research. Linguistic identity characterizes not only the degree of proficiency, but also
personal and social choices of linguistic resources from different levels, as well as the vision of the world
that is defined by its language picture of the world. With a variety of views, approaches, concepts and as-
pects of personality in the study of language in contemporary linguistic science is practically inexhaustible
and does not lose its relevance.

Studying linguistic identity, linguists characterize its structure as a complex multi-level system. So,
Y.N. Karaulov said that the structure of the language person has 3 levels: 1) verbal-semantic, 2) cognitive,
3) pragmatic.

Verbal-semantic level is the most superficial, assumes normal possession natural language for its sup-
port and for researchers of language, linguistics — the traditional description of the formal means of express-
ing certain values. The next level, cognitive, consists of complex of mental units: concepts and ideas — they
are more or less systematic and orderly «world view», which is unique for each of the native speaker.

Cognitive level of the structure of the language person, unlike the previous one, the verbal-semantic, al-
lows the researcher through language, speaking and-understanding the processes reach the consciousness,
knowledge and the knowledge of man, covering the intellectual sphere of the individual. The third level,
pragmatic, concludes goals, motives, attitudes, interests and intentionality, providing due and natural transi-
tion in the analysis of the linguistic identity of her guest speech activity to the ultimate goal — understanding
the real activity in the world [2].

Such a representation of the structure of the language person generates a lot of debate about whether the
linguist does not exceed its capacity; trying to methods of linguistic analysis to intrude so deeply into the
sphere of psychology, in terms of its categories and objects. Undoubtedly, in the study of the language of the
person represented by the psychological aspect is very strong, penetrating all levels of its structure, but the
linguistic features of the language of the individual in this case is closely intertwined with psychological
concepts, and can not be objectively studied without reference to them.

Thus, Y.N. Karaulov defines linguistic identity as «a set of abilities and characteristics of the person,
causing the creation and perception of speech products (texts), which differ in: a) the degree of structural and
linguistic complexity; b) depth and accurate reflection of reality, and c) a specific target oriented» [2].

Based on this definition, we can conclude that linguistic identity is a set of characteristics and abilities
of a native speaker, which is possible to describe and characterize only after a thorough and comprehensive
analysis of speech activity of the individual. In particular, the characteristics of the language of the person
you need to turn to the study of individual human lexicon.

In modern linguistics is very relevant questions of the individual human lexicon — it can be used to
give a detailed description of the individual in terms of the different approaches, as well as try to answer
some questions in the mainstream psycholinguistics, cognitive linguistics, sociolinguistics, cultural linguis-
tics, ethno linguistics and other areas of modern linguistic science.

Problem of individual lexicon in modern science is a controversial and ambiguous. There are many dif-
ferent concepts and definitions of the lexicon in which the authors focus their attention on different sides and
aspects of its specificity. Approaches to the interpretation of individual lexicon changed over time, and deep-
ened, answering general trends emerging linguistics, psycholinguistics, and other sciences of man. The de-
velopment of this problem started with the disparate attempts to move in psycholinguistics certain psycho-
logical or linguistic theories and ideas, and the further accumulation of the results of experiments and obser-
vations showed the need for psycholinguistic theory lexicon as a domain of the individual.
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The term «lexicon» has a fairly extensive use in modern publications — in spite of this, in fact there is
no single and unambiguous interpretation of the content of the concept. Often, when referring to the lexicon
we are talking about individual lexicon, store words in memory of an individual or representations of words
in long-term memory — in other words, the mental lexicon is often equated with a certain man of the nation-
al lexicon, which is stored in memory in the same way as in printed dictionaries. Growing interest in the way
in psycholinguistics and cognitive linguistics called actualization of the concept of the mental lexicon, and
this, in turn, required a clear articulation of the definition of «vocabulary».

According to E.S. Kubryakova learning the question from the perspective of the cognitive approach, the
lexicon — a system that reflects in the language ability of knowledge about words and their equivalent units
and perform complex functions associated with both words and from behind them structures representation
of encyclopedic knowledge [3].

There are many different and conflicting views about the structure of the human mentallexicon, its con-
stituent units and the nature of the relationships between them — a variety of views on this issue due to the
diversity of approaches, from the standpoint of the different objectives of the study and the various sciences.

Based on the positions put forward by L.V.Shcherba, and further development of these ideas,
A.A.Zalevskaya understood by the individual lexicon «dynamic functional system, self-organizing due to the
constant interaction between the process of refining and streamlining the voice of experience and its prod-
ucts» [1; 154]. Lexicon of any person is a repository of units of different functional'significance and extent,
differing semantics and structure. A.A.Zalevskaya stresses that the lexicon of the individual — it is one of
the parties to the organization of speech is an attribute of the language and hasits.correlate in the language.

According to A.A.Zalevskaya, «lexicon treated as a lexical component of speech organization of man,
with the same properties, which are specific to the organization of the speech as a whole, i.e. it should be
understood not as a passive repository of information about the language, but as a dynamic functional sys-
tem, self-organizing due to the constant interaction between the process of refining and streamlining the
voice of experience and its products as a new experience in a speech that does not fit into the framework of
the system, leading to its restructuring and each next state of the system is the basis for comparison in subse-
quent processing speech experience» [1; 155]. This-definition suggests that this individual, and employed
them to lexical items can be used to characterize the deeper mental level organization of individual person-
ality lexicon.

Units of the person lexicon are stored in its memory and consciousness is not chaotic — they are ar-
ranged in a wide range of different features, from belonging to any field of semantic or lexical and grammat-
ical class to sign over the word or its initial letters, etc. In addition to ordering the lexicon affects complex
system estimates the parameters of emotional coloring, the frequency of use of certain words, the period of
their assimilation of the individual and others. Intersections and weave various assessments and links stored
in memory together with a set of rules of compatibility of units of individual stages and sub stages as well as
the strategies of search units'of different layers in the transition from one level to another.

Today, serial cross-language study of the structure of the mental lexicon formed an international re-
searches group, which‘includes not only the representatives of different countries, but also between different
sciences. Scientists in this group pose in front of a major challenge: to conduct scientific research that are
associated with mental representations, as well as access to them. For a more complete and accurate results,
according to scientists in this group, it is necessary to draw a variety of experimental procedures and theoret-
ical approaches based on different categories of subjects and different languages.

Thus, the internal lexicon of the individual — it is a complex and poorly understood system of multiple
overlapping multilevel fields with which to store and organize comprehensive information about various ob-
jects and phenomena of the world, about their relationships, attributes and properties, their evaluation of the
individual, and so on etc. Such a complex of organization and orderliness of the lexicon helps the individual
at any time accesses to the same or other information that it stores. It is assumed that the lexicon consists of a
number of intersecting hierarchies, in which a unit is included for each of the traits that characterize it. Units
of lexicon in order of «vertical and horizontal» principle, which allows the elements of each tier and sub
stage, participate in linear relationships of different lengths, and makes connections between different hierar-
chies within a united «heterarchy» [1].

The above definitions and provisions lead us to the fact that the individual values are stored vocabulary
of words and word forms, which together provide a means of access to information database rights, provid-
ing «the formation of the psychological structure of the word at the junction of the system-wide values and
the whole complex of knowledge and experiences, without word form which is just a sequence of sounds or
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graphemes, and system-wide value does not yield to some fragment of an individual picture of the world»
[1; 167].

In modern linguistics, the concept of the worldview and individual linguistic world reflect the phenom-
enon language outlook. This concept is largely abstract and universal, so in modern linguistic science, there
are many definitions and concepts of the worldview.

For example, Y.N.Karaulov presents a picture of the world in the cognitive level, embodied in the the-
saurus language personality. Units cognitive level — these are the ideas, concepts, and concepts. Concepts,
along with ideas and concepts, according to Y.N.Karaulov, paints a picture of the world, which reflects the
hierarchy of values of the individual [4].

The concept of the word as a unit of the individual vocabulary [5] suggests the possibility of exit
through the word (individual knowledge) on the individual view of the world. Individual knowledge— it is
supporting, significant meanings to the subject, which can not be perceived sequence of graphemes and
sounds, but not carried out on an individual view of the world.

Knowledge organized in different cognitive structures (schemas, prototypes, scripts, frames, deep syn-
tactic and semantic universals) as well as a link to all kinds of knowledge is language. Basic level of individ-
ual cognitive and is the basis of a subjective view of the world.

Modern linguists are increasingly turning to the analysis of cognitive structures. that underlie the for-
mation of an individual picture of the world — such an analysis helps to answer many questions in the study
of language phenomena. Language, as one of the manifestations of these areas of cognitive processes, helps
to reveal their essence and explain the mechanisms work.

Since the acceptance of the experience of previous generations, the information base of the individual,
the development of man as a member of society is exactly through the word, individual vocabulary can be
interpreted as a means of access to this information base. As such means of access, it reflects the individual's
systematic knowledge about the world, its inherent relationships.and patterns. Since this access is through
word basis for organizing units of the lexicon must be clean 'and language settings. It is obvious that the vo-
cabulary is constantly being reorganized and developed, with the accumulation and processing of individual
experience — the dynamics of the individual lexicon provides the interaction of a number of parameters.

Thus, the structure of the individual vocabulary can be divided into 2 levels: mental (which we de-
scribed in detail above) and social. If cognitive.and mental phenomena and processes can be called internal,
the social — are external conditions of formation of individual human vocabulary. From the perspective of
sociolinguistics, individual vocabulary to identify idiolect, i.e. one commonly understood language used by a
particular person. Everyone has its own idiolect, which is expressed in characteristic solely for his speech
words, expressions, combinations of‘words and idioms, as well as in certain grammatical features and princi-
ples of selection of words.

The concept of the social role is extremely important for elucidating the mechanisms of human lan-
guage use. It is undeniable that the social role of an impact on the nature, lifestyle, behavior and even human
world — one way or another, affect the whole of all personal qualities. The social role of the person is re-
flected in his speech = is enough to recall the definition of such estimates as screams as Marketplace ven-
dor; overbearing cry; prosecutorial tone, the voice of the teacher, etc.

Individual simultaneously a member of a large number of social groups and therefore has the appropri-
ate amount first species. For this reason, the individual idiolect is not monolithic — it is rather a complex
social species known to man language, which he uses as required in the appropriate communicative contexts [6].

Over a lifetime, a person gets a new experience and knowledge, changing social roles and is consistent-
ly ranked in the'new social groups, and therefore changes his lifestyle, character and outlook — hence, under
the influence of external (in this case, social) factors change and individual vocabulary man. In the same way
on the formation and development of individual human vocabulary can be influenced by such factors as eth-
nicity human features of culture of the society in which he lives, upbringing and education that a person re-
ceives for his entire life, etc.

Thus, we see that the individual human lexicon — is a complex multi-level system, which requires a de-
tailed study from the standpoint of different approaches and principles. Individual vocabulary is not limited
only to the internal (mental) contents, and is formed under the influence of many intralinguistic factors: so-
cial, ethnic, cultural, etc. Consequently, the characterization and analysis of individual human lexicon are
only possible if the account and a detailed analysis of all the processes and factors influencing its formation
and dynamics.
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I'.}O.Aman6aeBa, H.®.IOmxo

Kasipri 3amaHfbl ICHXOJHHTBUCTHUKAJIBIK 3epTTEyJIepaeri
TIJAIK TYJIFAHBIH KeKe JIEKCHKOHBI YFbIMbI

Makanaza Kasipri JMHIBUCTHUKAIAFbl «TUINIK TYJIFaHBIH JKCKE JICKCHKOHBI» YFBIMBIH aHBIKTay Maceeci
KapacThIpbUIAbl. JKeke JTEeKCHKOH JHHTBUCTHKAIBIK JKOHE HHTPATHMHTBUCTHKAMBIK | (DaKTOpIap JcepiHeH
KaJIBINTACATbIH KYpAEi jkyite Ooibin caHanaipl. Tingik TYJIFaHbBIH JKeKe JIGKCMKOHBIHBIH aHbIKTaMajapbl
Ka3ipri 3aMaHFbl NCHXOJHMHTBUCTHKAJIBIK 3€pTTEYJep HeTi3iHIe >KYHeNneHAl, KeKe JIEKCHKOHIBI 3epTTey
JKONIIAphl MEH TOCUIIepiH aHBIKTay MaKcaThIHIA OHBIH Taiia OoNyblHa acep CTeTIH (akTopiap aTam
kepceTinai. JKeke NEeKCHMKOHHBIH CHIIATTaMachl, 63 Ke3eTriHe, oJICMHIH jKeke OGHHECiH anry >kKoHe KeHiHT1
TaJjlayFa KiIT peTiHie KbI3MeT aTKaphIl, TULAIK KyOBUTBICTApAbI 3€pTIEYAeri KONTereH 03eKTi Maceenep i
HISIIYTe KOMEKTEeCe/Ii.

I'.}O.Aman06aeBa, H.®.IOmxko

IlonsiTne HHAUBUAYAJBbHOT0 JIEKCHKOHA JJUYHOCTA B COBPEMEHHBIX
NCUXOJUHIBUCTHIECCKHUX UCCICAOBAHUAX

B cratbe paccMoTpeH Bompoc 00 ONpeAesICHUH TOHATHS «HHANBHIYaIbHBINH JEKCUKOH JIMYHOCTI» B COBpE-
MeHHOW JuHIrBHCTHKE. [loka3aHo, YTO MHIMBUAYAINBHBIN JTEKCUKOH MIPEICTABIsAET COO0M CIOXKHYIO CHCTEMY,
(OpMHPYIONIYIOCS O/ BIMSHUEM KaK JIMHIBUCTHYECKHX, TaK U MHTPAJMHIBUCTHYECKHX (akTopoB. Cucre-
MAaTH3HPOBaHbl IeOUHUIINN MHIAUBUIYAIbHOIO JIEKCUKOHA JIMYHOCTH Ha OCHOBAHUH COBPEMEHHBIX NCHXO-
JMHTBUCTUYIECKUX TEOPUil, BbIIENEHBL (haKTOPHI, BIUAIOMINE Ha €ro ()OPMUPOBAHUE AN TOTO, YTOOBI OMpe-
JETUTH ITyTH U CIIOCOOBI U3Y4YEHHS JIEKCHKOHA. ABTOPHI ONPEAEIISAIOT, YTO XapaKTePUCTUKAa HHIBHIYaJIbHO-
ro JICKCUKOHA, B CBOIO OY€pe/ib, SABIAETCS KIOUYOM K PACKPBITUIO U aHAIU3y UHAUBUAYAIbHON KapTUHBI MH-
pa, 4TO MOMoraeT HaliTH OTBEThI HA MHOTI'HE aKTyallbHbIE BOIIPOCHI B UCCIICIOBAHUM S3bIKOBBIX SBICHUIL.
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