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Abstract. In traditionally oriented linguistics, such problems and tasks are constantly
being posed and formed that can no longer be solved by means and methods rooted in science, but
require the use of syncretic logical-linguistic, psycholinguistic, sociolinguistic methods of
studying the linguistics of the text. In our opinion, linguoculturology as a special area of analysis
is brought to life by this very formulation of the question. The humanization of the modern science
of language brings to the fore the problems associated with a communicative personality, a person
who speaks and perceives speech. The starting point here, therefore, is the understanding of the
linguistic personality "as a set of human abilities and characteristics that determine the creation
and perception of speech works by him".

The analysis of the dynamic existence of science is relevant, very complex and requires the
development of an integral system of criteria for determining the justification of some language
changes in a particular historical period and the inadmissibility of others. Scientific information
about language (along with information from other sciences) and the methodological principles
underlying them form a person's scientific worldview, his understanding of how language works;
they serve as the basis of humanitarian education, the basis of a person's linguistic culture. At the
same time, the concept of linguistic culture is inextricably linked with the concepts of value, the
significance of language as a phenomenon and attribute of culture, the carrier of which is a person
participating in communication. The cultural significance of language, the understanding that it
reflects the picture of the world, the whole human life passed through human consciousness, find
their expression at different levels of the language system.

The linguistic culture of the individual is formed by the interaction of the phenomena
"culture of language" and "culture of speech”. It is based on knowledge of the norms of written
and oral speech, semantic and expressive capabilities of the system, the study of exemplary artistic,
journalistic and some other rhetorical texts belonging to the classics.

When analyzing linguistic means, artistic thinking and artistic taste of a linguistic
personality are developed.
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Introduction

A communicative-pragmatic approach to the units of communication -
utterance and text/discourse - today, it has allowed researchers to solve a number of
Issues relevant to linguistics, both “external®, affecting the extralinguistic parameters
of language use by a person who has a set of certain socio-psychological roles and
IS in @ communicative situation with a certain partner, and "internal”, considering
the linguistic/speech nature of an utterance and text, the differences between an
utterance and a sentence (a potentially communicative unit), essential features of a
speech-acting performative utterance, and many others. Any utterance (as a speech
unit built on the basis of a sentence — a linguistic unit) can neither be produced nor
interpreted outside of the speaker's knowledge of the world of things and ideas,
outside of his ideas about the frames of standard communication units, outside of
presuppositions and implications accompanying the utterance in discourse, etc. The
utterance becomes an effective tool for achieving various goals of the speaker only
If he adheres to the principles of pragmatics, with an unmistakable choice of well-
defined linguistic means and well-known strategies and tactics of speech behavior.

Therefore, we can assume that the formation of communication linguistics
that is taking place before our eyes is characterized by the integration of many
extralinguistic and intralinguistic aspects, when the categories and forms of language
are "passed through the prism of the communicative interactions of the speaker" and
his interlocutor /interlocutors, and this, in turn, enriches our ideas about the essence
of linguistic units. It can be argued that, in general, the paradigm of modern
linguistics is focused on "the search for how a person uses language as an instrument
of communication, as well as how the person himself is reflected in the language
units in all the diversity of his manifestations.

Basic provisions

The problem of language personality becomes particularly acute, since there
are multimillion senders of speech, i.e. people who create their own texts. A person
who speaks a language is not yet a speaking person. The language system itself, i.e.
phonetics, vocabulary and grammar, is a fact of culture, but not everything that
people create in speech can be a precedent, since not everything is worthy of
Imitation and is intended for storage: most of the products of speech activity are
consumed, worn out and lose their meaning. We are convinced that culture is only
unique, socially preserved works or norms [3].

The linguoculturological approach to the content of the concept of linguistic
personality, in contrast to the philological one, is also relevant due to the fact that it
opens up the possibility to predict the linguistic appearance of the individual and
society as a whole on the basis of historical precedents and to determine the
importance of those cultural values that underlie speech communicative activity [4].

Speech is language in action. Language is a system of signs, means of
communication. Speech is the main means of human communication. It transmits a
large amount of information and captures what is impossible to perceive with the
power of the senses: abstract "concepts, not directly perceived phenomena, laws of
life, rules of communication. Thanks to speech as a means of communication, the



individual consciousness of a person is not limited to personal experience and is
enriched by the experience of other people. To a much greater extent than
observation and other processes of non-verbal cognition can allow, it is carried out
through sensations, perception, imagination, thinking and memory. Through oral and
written speech, the psychology and experience of one person become the property
of other people, enrich them. Speech is a part of culture, it contributes to the
consolidation of experience and the transmission of information about the lives of
people of previous generations [5].

By its vital significance, speech has a semi-functional character. It is not only
a means of communication, but also a means of thinking, a carrier of consciousness,
memory, information based on written texts, a means of controlling the behavior of
other people and regulating a person's own behavior.

According to the set of its functions, speech is a polymorphic activity,
represented in its various functional purposes in various forms: external/oral,
written, monologue, dialogue/and internal. All forms of speech are interconnected,
but their vital purpose is not the same. Internal speech is a means of thinking,
external speech performs its main role as a means of communication. Written speech
most often acts as a way of memorizing and transmitting information. The form of
a monologue is a way of individual utterance, a dialogue is a two-way exchange of
information, a polylogue allows you to connect many participants to the
conversation.

The scientist distinguished the linguistics of speech, external and internal
linguistics. The essence of de Saussure's teaching consists in determining the
differences between language and speech, and the rest of the theoryis logically
deduced from the main provisions [6].

When we say that language is the most important means of human
communication, we define language through speech signs.

The linguistic personality of the XVIII - XI1X centuries (on the example of the
Vorontsov family) was fluent in Russian and foreign languages at the level of active
and creative speech thinking. For a person who represented an educated, noble
society, there were no nuances of modalities. The selectivity of the formation of a
speech utterance, depending on the situativeness, cause and effect, can be classified
in the consideration of the epistolary genre of the studied archive.

Materials and methods

In the research work, both general scientific methods (the method of analysis,
synthesis) and special research methods of linguistic and humanitarian disciplines
were used: the method of comparative analysis, the system method, the method of
categorization and functional-stylistic analysis of media texts, the method of content
analysis; the method of experimental teaching.

Results and Discussion

High speech culture opens up great opportunities for improving speech
culture, personal behavior and communication of schoolchildren. Speech culture is
a part of aesthetic culture, which in turn is manifested by the highly developed ability



of an individual to comprehend and regulate all forms of social behavior. The
aesthetic culture of the individual as a system of developed intellectual, moral
feelings not only qualitatively determines the behavior of schoolchildren, but also in
many ways humanizes their attitude to people, to the world [7].

Currently, the problem of improving the culture of oral and written speech of
students by including linguistic aesthetic analysis in the work on a work of fiction,
formation in various conditions of communication is important, but little studied, it
has not received sufficient coverage in scientific and methodological literature. The
concept of "linguistic aesthetic analysis of a literary text™ is introduced by us for the
first time [8].

The successful implementation of the work on the formation of the speech
culture of schoolchildren is possible if they are enriched with knowledge, skills and
abilities about language and speech, about their interaction, about the varieties of
speech according to typical, stylistic, specific characteristics.

During speech activity, conceptuality and imagery are two sides of a single
thought process, and the explanation to schoolchildren was carried out in the
classroom in two planes: conceptual and figurative in interaction. The concepts that
characterize speech summarize its most important features. Initially, we identified
these signs and planned the process of mastering the concepts. We started by
analyzing the speech material already known to schoolchildren to identify the most
characteristic properties of this concept. To introduce students to the concept of
"text", we compared it with a communicative unit already known to students - a
sentence. We explained to the students that a text, unlike a sentence, is a work of a
speech-making process that has purposefulness and logical completeness. The text
consists of many sentences having a certain sequence, united by different types of
lexical, grammatical, logical, stylistic connection; it has a certain purposefulness [9].

Linguoesthetic analysis is one of the methods of working on the text. The most
important task of linguistic aesthetic analysis is to substantiate the selection of
linguistic means in this text, to explain the absolutely correct placement of "the only
necessary words" and to conduct an internal relationship between the language
means selected for this text, their aesthetic significance and artistic imagery.

Mastering the basics of linguistic aesthetic analysis of a literary text is one of
the most effective means of forming the culture of speech of students. Therefore,
after literary analysis or in parallel with it, we conducted a linguo-aesthetic analysis
of the literary text. The study of the aesthetic essence and laws of fiction in unity
with language contributes to enriching the perception of students. This is one of the
stages of work on the formation of a high speech culture.

The theoretical significance of the work consists in the fact that, based on the
original sources of the epoch, the concept of a "linguistic personality” is
systematically investigated; the structure of a linguistic personality is described; its
role in terms of communicative (genre) competence is investigated, as well as
specific types of possible speech actions in conditions of multilingualism. The result
of the description of the linguistic personality gives an idea of what speech actions
a native speaker can be ready for, what speech works he can create in his native and
foreign languages.



The practical significance of the dissertation lies, firstly, in the possibility of
using its individual elements in creating a standard of social linguistic behavior on
the example of the epistolary genre of literature; secondly, in the possibility of using
the results and conclusions obtained in the practice of teaching university and school
disciplines (optional and elective courses in cultural studies, history, culture of
speech, historical stylistics, linguistics).

It is no coincidence that the main trends in linguistics and philosophy at the
turn of the third millennium are developing under the sign of language. This is due
to the fact that a person has become the object of close attention. A person imprinted
his image in the language, reflected in it everything that he learned about himself
and wanted to tell another. There is an interest in the infinite completeness of his
relationships, which include the following aspects: attitude to himself, to the world
and to another person. The main trends in the development of problems of
intersubjectivity, dialogue and communication, refracted differently in the context
of different theories, have determined a number of areas of modern linguistics,
linguistic philosophy, text theory, semiotics. The phrase "linguistic personality” is
intended to bring together the problems of interdisciplinary sciences in the general
course of the pragmatic flow of questions to the extent that the personality shows
the competence of the speaking personality. The degree of competence seems to be
the concept that is designed to regulate both successes and failures in the
communication process, since competence is felt both ontologically and
phylogenetically.

To date, the spheres of human activity in the language are represented by: 1)
the formation of a picture of the world in language and the creation of a language
inventory; 2) the generation of speech; 3) the role of a person in the communication
process. At the same time, we are talking about the need to pay special attention to
the analysis of the three main stages of speech generation: the preverbal stage (the
formation of the speaker's intention); the stage of choosing language means and the
linguistic realization of the idea. We believe that the definition of the area of
competence of a linguistic personality in order to identify universals resulted in the
need to take into account the so-called language game, which from the standpoint of
logical and semantic structures, as well as from the standpoint of preculturological
realities, is understood precisely as a kind of universal frame. Approximate
structuralization allows us to talk about the prospects for further detailing of the
human context, clarifying the context both inside and around it. The interaction of
the internal and external contexts of a person's parameters in each case forms a
specific picture of the world, a picture created by this person, with these
characteristics, in this place and at this time.

So, the fundamental factor of human existence is neither the individual nor
the collective itself. The peculiarity of the human world should be seen precisely in
the relationship between a person and another, in that "something" that cannot be
found anywhere else in the living world. Language serves only as a means of
expressing this "something”, and all other manifestations of culture are only
conditioned by this "something".

We believe that since linguoculturology has a synthesizing beginning, it



comprehensively considers the relationship between language and thinking, i.e.
embraces both the internal and external sides of language. Therefore, it is necessary
to study the language in close connection with the "cultural zones™ and the dominant
ideas of the peoples, their joint creativity. Being one of the signs of a nation, its
social interaction, language is the main form of expression and existence of national
culture. It is not only a means of communication, but also a means of accumulating
cultural knowledge. This possibility comes from the semiotic nature of the language.
Culture, like language, is also a semiotic system capable of transmitting information,
but unlike language, it is not capable of self-organization, since culture is a complex
semiotic system, its function is memory, and its main feature is accumulation. The
third element is attached to language and culture - the personality (the human factor
at the individual level and the nation (people) at the general level), which participates
in the dialogue of cultures, activates language and culture. Based on this, "language
- nation (personality/national personality) - culture™ can be considered as elements
of the central triad of linguoculturology.

Conclusion

Personality is a product and subject of society, a certain social environment.
A person becomes a personality by developing and forming in a multidimensional
environment, assimilating its features, norms of life; learning about the surrounding
nature and society, improving his spiritual world, a person reaches a certain level of
psychological development, acquires views, beliefs, skillsof being, realizes himself
as an individual.

Hegel highly valued "human individuality", because by it he meant "absolute
uniqueness”, uniqueness, inexhaustibility of details and the non-reproducibility of
their given combination, the inability to predict in advance with mathematical
accuracy its state and behavior in given circumstances. llyenkov E.V. in his work
"Philosophy and Culture” states: "Uniqueness is inherent in each individual
personality so organically that if it is taken away, then the personality itself will
disappear.

The evaluation of aesthetic linguistic units of the text forms the basis for the
formation of speech culture skills. In the process of using linguistic means of literary
works to improve the culture of speech a number of speech-thinking actions are
carried out by students in various combinations: selection of language material,
linear alignment with simultaneous assessment of semantic, word-formation,
grammatical and aesthetic properties of speech elements. As a result of independent
speech activity in oral stories, statements, schoolchildren of experimental classes use
various types of words, lexical and contextual synonyms, figurative-evaluative
words, polysemous words with a figurative meaning during experimental testing;
they build their statements on the basis of the learned figurative structure of texts,
their speech is distinguished by expressiveness and emotionality. Possession of a
high culture of speech becomes a personality trait, the need of most students of the
experimental classes to constantly improve their speech culture and communication
culture.
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Anparna. [loctyp:ni OarapiaaHFaH JIMHIBUCTUKA/A FRUIBIMFA HET3/INITeH Kypaijgap MeH
o/licTepMEH  IIEMUIMENHTIH, OipaKk MOTIH JIMHTBUCTHKACBIH 3€pTTEYIIH CHHKPETHKAJbIK
JIOTMKAJIBIK-TMHTBUCTUKAIIBIK, ~ NICUXOJUHIBUCTUKAJIBIK,  COLMOJMHIBUCTUKAJIBIK  OAICTEpPiH
KOJIIaHY/Ibl KaKeT eTeTiH mpoliemanap MeH MIHJIETTep YHeMi KOWBLIBIM, KalblnTacaasl. bizmix
OMBIMBI3IIIA, TMHTBOMOJICHUETTAHY TaJIay IbIH €peKIle canachl peTiHJIe A7 OChI CYpaK KOIObIH
apKacelHIa TybIHJaiel. Kazipri Tin Typaisl FUIBIMIBI 13TUIEHIIPY KOMMYHHMKATHUBTI TYJIFara,
COMIIEHTIH >KOHEe COWJIEWTIH agaMFa KaThICThl Macemenep/i OipiHIIi OpbhIHFa KOsSAbl. MyHAarsl
OacTankpl HYKTE-TUIAIK TYJIFaHbl "aJaMHBIH Ceilley TYBIHABUIAPBIH Kacay MEH KaObLiaay.ibl
aHBIKTANTHIH KaOLIeTTepl MEH CUIIaTTaMaJIapbIHBIH KUBIHTHIFBI peTiHe" TYCIHY.

FoInpIMHBIH TUHAMUKATBIK TIPUIUINIH Talngay ©3€KTi, eTe Kyplemi koHe Oenrimi Oip



TapUXU KE3CHJET1 KeWOip TULIIK e3repicTepAiH HEeTi3UTIrH KoHe OacKamapAblH KOTaiChI3IbIFbIH
aHBIKTAY YIIIH eJIIIeMIEP/iH TYTac )KYHECIH a3ipaeyi Tanan eTesi. Tiu1 Typaisl FeIIBIMU aKlapar
(backa FRUTBIMIAPJAH AJIBIHFAH aKMapaTiieH OIpre) 'KOHE OHBIH HETI3IHAC JKaTKaH oiCHAMAJIBbIK
NPUHLIUITEP aJaMHbBIH FBUIBIMH JYHUETAHBIMBIH, OHBIH TUIIIH Kalai )KyMbIC ICTEHTIHIH TYCIHYIH
KAJIBIITACTRIPAIBI; OJIap TYMaHUTAPIIBIK OLUTIMHIH HET'131, a/IaMHBIH TiUT MOJICHUETIHIH HET131 00JIBITT
tabbutanpl. COHBIMEH KaTap, JMHTBOMOJCHHUET YFBIMBI KapbIM-KaThIHACKA KATBICATHIH aJaM
COUNICHTIH MOJICHUETTIH KYOBUIBICHI MCH TOJICUTIATHI PETIHAC TULMIH KYHIBUIBIFBI, MAHBI3IBUIBIFBI
YFBIMJIAPBIMEH THIFBI3 OaiiylaHbICThl. TUIAIH MOICHHM MaHBI3bI, OHBIH OJEMHIH OeWHECIH, ajxam
CaHaChlHaH OTKEH OYKuI azamM eMmipiH OeHHeNeWTiHiH TyciHy T JKyHeciHiH opTyp:i
JCHTreinepinae Kopinic Tadaibl.

Tynranbig TUIITIK MOJICHHUETI TN MosieHHeTi" AKOHE "ceilniey
MOJIeHHET1" KyObUIBICTapbIHBIH ©3apa SPEKEeTTeCyl HOTHXKeCIH e KabpinTacasl. O xka30aiia xoHe
aybl3lla Ceisey HOpMalapblH, KYHEHIH CEMaHTUKAJBIK >KOHE SKCIPECCHBTI MYMKIHIIKTEPiH
OuTyTe, KJIaCCUKTEPre JKaTaThlH YTl KOPKEeM, MyOIUIIMCTUKAIIBIK JKOHE 0acKa Ja pUTOPHKAIIBIK
MOTIH/AEPA1 3epTTEyre HEeT13/IeNreH.

Tinaik Kypangap/isl Tangay Ke3iHae TULAIK TYJIFaHbIH KOPKEMIIK Oiylaybl MEH KOPKEeM/IIK
TaJFaMbl TaMHUJIBI.

Tipek ce3aep: mamy, TaHBIMIBIK JaF[bLIap, MEKTEN JKAachlHA JCHWIHT1 Oananap, ChIHU
oiinay, TEXHOJIOTHS, COMIICY MOICHHUETI, TUT MOJICHUETI, TUIIK TYJIFa
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AHHOTaUMA. B TpaguIMOHHO OPUEHTHPOBAHHOW JIMHIBUCTUKE IOCTOSHHO CTaBATCA U
(bopMupyroTCs Takue MpoOIeMbl U 33/1a4M, KOTOpbIE yXKe He MOTYT OBbITh PELIEHbI CPEACTBAMU U
METOJJaMH, YKOPEHMBIIUMHUCS B HayKe, HO TpeOyIOT HCIOJIb30BaHMSI CUHKPETHUYECKHX JIOTHKO-
JIMHTBUCTUYECKUX, MCHUXOJUHIBUCTHUECKUX, COIIMOJIMHTBUCTUYECKUX METOJIOB HU3y4YEeHHUs
JMHTBUCTUKHM TeKcTa. Ha Haml B3I, JUHIBOKYJIBTYPOJIOTHS Kak 0cobas o0JacTh aHan3a
BO3HUKAET UMEHHO OJarosaps Takoi MocTaHOBKe Bompoca. I'yMaHU3aIisl COBpeMEHHOM HayKH O
S3bIKE BBIJIBUTA€T HA MEPBbIM IUIaH MpoOJeMbl, CBSA3aHHbIE ¢ KOMMYHUKATUBHOM JMYHOCTBIO,
YeJI0OBEKOM, KOTOPBIN TOBOPUT U BOCIIPpUHUMAET peub. OTIpaBHOM TOUKOH 3/1€Ch, TAKUM 00pa3oM,
ABIISICTCS] TOHUMAHUE S3bIKOBOM JTMYHOCTH "KaK COBOKYIMHOCTH CHOCOOHOCTEH M XapaKTepUCTHK
4eJI0BEKa, ONPEAEIAIONINX CO3JaHNE U BOCIIPUATUE UM PEUEBBIX MPOU3BEICHUMN".

AHanmu3 JAMHAMUYHOTO CYIIECTBOBAHMS HAyKW AakTyaleH, OYeHb CJOXEH M Tpedyer
pa3pabOTKH IENOCTHON CUCTEMBI KPUTEPUEB IS ONIpEaeSICHHsI ONPaBAAHHOCTH OJHUX S3bIKOBBIX
U3MEHEHUH B KOHKPETHBI MCTOPUYECKUH IEPUON M HEIONyCTUMOCTH Jpyrux. Hayunas
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uHbopmanusa o s3bIke (Hapsady ¢ uHpopMalend U3 APYruX HAyK) M JIeXKallue B € OCHOBE
METOJI0JIOTMYECKHE MPUHLIUIIBI (POPMHUPYIOT HAYYHOE MUPOBO33PEHHE YEJIOBEKA, €ro MOHNMAaHue
TOT0, KaK pabOTaeT sI3bIK; OHH CITY)aT OCHOBOM I'yMaHHUTapHOTO 00pa30BaHuUs1, OCHOBOM SI3bIKOBOM
KyJIbTYpbl 4elloBeKa. B TO ke BpeMs IOHSATUE JIMHTBOKYJIBTYPbl HEPA3pbIBHO CBS3aHO C
MOHATUSAMH I[IEHHOCTH, 3HAYMMOCTH SI3bIKa KaK SBJICHUS U arpuOyTa KyJIbTYpbl, HOCHTEIEM
KOTOpPOTO SIBJISIETCSl 4YEJIOBEK, ydacTByrouuid B oOmeHuu. KynbTypHoe 3HaueHue s3bIKa,
[IOHMMAaHHE TOTO, YTO OH OTPAXaeT KAPTUHY MHUPA, BCIO YEJOBEUECKYIO >KM3Hb, MPOLIEIIIYIO
yepe3 4YeIIOBEYECKOE CO3HAHUE, HAXOJSIT CBOE BBIPAXEHUE Ha pPa3HbIX YPOBHAX S3bIKOBOM
CUCTEMBI.

S3pIKOBasi KyJbTypa JUYHOCTU (POpMHUpPYETCS B pe3yJbTaTe B3aUMOJECHCTBUS SBICHUM
"KynbTypa a3bika" U "KyiabTypa peun". OHa OCHOBaHa Ha 3HAHUU HOPM ITMCHbMEHHOW M YCTHOM
peur, CEeMaHTHMYECKUX M BBIPA3UTENbHBIX BO3MOXHOCTEH CHCTEMbI, M3Y4EHHH OOpa3lOBBIX
XYIO’KECTBEHHBIX, MNyOIMIMCTUYECKUX M HEKOTOPBIX JPYTUX PHUTOPHUYECKUX TEKCTOB,
MPUHAUIEKAITNX KJIACCHKaM.

[Ipn aHanu3e S3BIKOBBIX CPEACTB PAa3BUBAETCS XYJOKECTBEHHOE MBILIUICHUE U
XYJI07KECTBEHHBIN BKYC SI3IKOBOM JIMYHOCTH.

KutoueBble cioBa: pa3BuUTHE, KOTHUTUBHBIE HaBBIKH, JI€TH JOUIKOJIBHOTO BO3pacTa,
KPUTHYECKOE MBIIIJICHUE, TEXHOJIOTUH, KYJIbTYypa SA3bIKa, KyJbTypa peyH, sI3bIKOBasi TUYHOCTh

Cmamwst nocmynuna 14.08.2023
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