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VERBAL MANIFESTATION OF MOTHER DISCOURSE
PERSONALITY IN THE ENGLISH PARENTAL DISCOURSE

Summary. The paper deals with verbal manifestation
of mother discourse personality on lexical and syntactical
language levels in the English parental discourse. The concept
of mother discourse personality has been clarified then
democratic and authoritarian mother discourse personality
types have been singled out. The analysis of lexical-semantic
and syntactic means of the democratic and authoritarian
mother discourse personality types realization in the English
parental discourse has been carried out. It was found out
that the specificity of mother discourse personality types is
stipulated by styles of interpersonal communication treated
as variable characteristics of a discourse personality. It
was revealed that the lexical and syntactic means that mark
the democratic mother discourse personality type include
affectionate address forms, a first-person plural pronoun,
positive-evaluative adjectives, simple narrative sentences,
interrogative structures with volition verbs and modal verbs,
elliptical sentences employed for respect, support, tolerance
and compromise demonstration. Special attention is focused on
the structural elements of evaluative judgments that constitute
an adjective with a noun combination, a verb with an adverb
combination, an adverb with an adjective combination,
predicative evaluative constructions. Explicit and implicit
forms of the authoritarian mother discourse personality
realization are considered. The analysis of the lexical
and syntactic means that implement explicit realization
of the authoritarian mother discourse personality makes it
possible to single out the basic structural and semantic types
of statements that include affirmative, negative and imperative
constructions of egocentric, generalizing, evaluative
and compelling nature. Implicit realization of the authoritarian
mother discourse personality presupposes the use of verbal
means of manipulation. Differences in addressing forms
utilized by the democratic and authoritarian mother discourse
personalities are distinguished and analysed. This paper
aims to compensate for the lacunae that are currently present
in the field of the English parental discourse study in terms
of verbal implementation of discourse personality types.

Key words: democratic mother discourse personality,
authoritarian mother discourse personality, explicit realization,
implicit realization, verbal markers, lexical means, syntactic
means, English parental discourse.

Problem statement. The current stage of linguistics is
characterized by the expansion of traditional research limits with
increased interest in human factor that presupposes interpretation

of linguistic phenomena in terms of communicative and discursive
approach. The introduction of the language personality in the centre
of modern discourse studies predetermines the necessity to consider
the realities of their discursive activity, giving rise to a new
phenomenon — discourse personality. They summarize the features
of verbal, non-verbal behaviour and communicative-cognitive
activity of individuals, as well as a combination of their socio-
psychological characteristics. Since discourse personalities find
their realization in a variety of discourses, the specificity of a mother
discourse personality is worth regarding in the framework
of the English parental discourse.

Analysis of the recent research and investigations. Discourse
personality can be defined as a personality, that operates in
the continuous communicative space and is apt to use and interpret
along with a language code other semiotic codes depending on
the type of discourse relations he is involved in certain moments
of communication. The concept of a discourse personality
refers to individual abilities of a language personality to react
flexibly on discourse surroundings, taking into account all means
of language and non-language character that are components
of a communicative process [1, p. 127]. Recently researchers have
shown an increased interest in language personality interpretation
and characterization. A significant place in their works is occupied by
the study of communicative and cognitive peculiarities of language
personalities with regard to their extralinguistic features [2-6]. Along
with this, however, there is increasing concern over the problem
of determination and functioning of discourse personality that is
widely tackled in explorations of domestic and foreign scholars. The
researchers focus on discourse personality types and precise study
of their particularities in institutional and non-institutional discourses
thus scrutinizing various approaches to the description of personality
types and their aspects of analyses [7], investigating peculiarities
of the discursive personality communicative activity with regard
to the role of nonverbal components in the communicative process
[8], observing discursive personality’s social roles [9], examining
typological and communicative features of a discourse identity
of the fool-wisecracker [10], analysing specificity of verbal,
nonverbal, and superverbal communicative components applied
by an authoritarian discursive personality of a child [11], fulfilling
the complex investigation of academic discourse personality types
[12]. However, too little attention has been paid to verbal behaviour
of discourse personalities in the English parental discourse. This
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indicates a need to carry out in-depth analysis of verbal means
involved in the realization of discourse personalities typical of English
parental discourse, the mother discourse personality in particular.

The objectives. The paper is aimed at investigating verbal
manifestation of the mother discourse personality in English
parental discourse with emphases on lexical and syntactic language
means democratic and authoritarian mother discourse personality
types employ.

The body of the paper. The English parental discourse is defined
as a personality-oriented interaction in the domestic sphere where
participants — parents and their children realize their asymmetric
status roles [13]. Parental discourse presents unofficial intellectual
and emotional communication of participants that are characterized
by asymmetry of status, role and age parameters and have
a general thesaurus due to common retrospective and perspective
life experience, use spoken language marked by spontaneity
and unfixed forms of expression. The generalized images of parents
fulfilling socialization intentions in the process of purposeful
speech influence are viewed as parental discourse personalities that
represent father and mother discourse personalities correspondently.
The image of mother is associated with the formation
of the mentality as a certain way of thinking, which is psycho-
genetically and linguistically formed from childhood. A mother
provides her child with information about the world around him,
forms a kind of archive, which later turns into a world of feelings
and relationships. The mother creates the spiritual and emotional
foundation of the personality, sets the spiritual algorithm of all
subsequent life, transmits social norms and fixes them in the child’s
mind, conveying cultural values as a result of intimate, physical
contact between mother and child [14, p. 213]. Mother discourse
personality reveals herself during the communicative interaction
with a child by a variety of verbal and nonverbal means. Due to
socio-status modelling of a discourse personality, it is possible to
contrast stable and variable characteristics (status and situational-
role). The former include biological and social indices, the latter —
positional, emotional, situational indices (for example, the person
who orders, responds to the interrogation) [15, p. 30]. Theoretical
analysis of psychological and pedagogical research in the field
of upbringing shows that parents use opposite styles of interpersonal
communication:  authoritarian-monologue and  personality-
dialogue. The first is based on the establishment of subject-object
(authoritarian) interaction and involves the use of strict forms
of orders and warnings, remarks and punishments. The second type is
based on the premise that participants are always equal to each other
[16]. Democratic and authoritarian styles as variable characteristics
of a discourse personality give grounds for singling out democratic
and authoritarian types of mother discourse personality in the frame
of the English parental discourse. The democratic mother discourse
personality strives for partner interaction with a child, while
the authoritarian one exposes the tendency to domination that is
illustrated by the choice of corresponding verbal means on lexical
and syntactical levels.

Forms of address identify emotional and psychological attitude
of the discourse personality. The democratic mother discourse
personality creates a favourable tone of communication, establishes
emotional contact, demonstrates support and compassion using
at the lexical level the affectionate address forms for child nominations:
“Mummy?” "Yes, love”. “Can I have a swimming party?” “Of course,
sweetheart”. (A. Pearson, P.148). She also employs the personal

pronoun we, which conveys the sense of joint identification with
the child and indicates the desire for cooperation: “Mommy?”” “Yeah”.
“Do you think Simone is making a mistake?” “Yeah. A huge mistake”.
“What should we do?” “What can we do? We're just going to love
her, accept her. She’s family. And her baby will be family” (A. Lamott,
P 290). In this situation mother does not separate herself from her
daughter supporting her in making crucial decisions.

The democratic mother discourse personality treats her child as
an equal partner and prefers positive assessments. Using positive-
evaluative adjectives of explicit semantics beautiful, bright, good
the mother expresses concisely and straightforwardly a positive
perception and evaluation of the child. Syntactic means of evaluative
judgments are represented by simple narrative sentences, characterized
by a set of structural elements necessary for the explication
of the evaluative meaning. The main structural types are:

a) the combination of an adjective with a noun: “You are
a good boy, a good son, only - only don't do anything foolish”
(B. Plain, P. 25).

b) the combination of a verb with an adverb: “Oh baby,
you look so good!” (D. Steel: Full circle, P. 147). “Abby, you
look fantastic,”(C. Kelly, P. 591).

¢) predicative evaluative constructions: “You did the right
thing,” Madge nodded. Madge swept him to her and hugged him
tight. “You'll go far in life, son,” she said. “I just know you will.”
“Lalways try to do my best as you taught me to, Ma.”

“That's right. Do your best in life and that way you'll succeed”
(E. Blair, P. 25).

d) the combination of an adverb with an adjective, where
the adverb is an intensifier of assessment: “You are too bright. Don't
let one section of the course mess up your chances” (C. Kelly, P. 428).

The democratic mother discourse personality always gives her
child the freedom of choice. Utilizing interrogative structures with
volition verbs she demonstrates the intention not to impose her
will on the child: “Do you want to talk about it?” Elizabeth asked
delicately (A. Lamott, P. 92). The democratic mother discourse
personality displays equality with the child and respects his personal
space. She neglects her higher social status and asks for permission
using modal verbs in interrogative structures: Katharine went to his
door, knocked softly, then opened it a crack. “Michael? May I come
in?” When there was no answer, she spoke again. “Tell you what.
L'l forgive you for being late if you ll forgive me for forgetting that
you made the team today. I'm really sorry I velled at you.” (J. Saul,
P 106) Affirmative sentences with personal subject pronoun
indicate willingness and readiness of the mother to admit her faults.
The mother tries to restore the relationship with her son asking for
permission and apologizing for shouting at him.

Another aspect of the democratic mother discourse personality
manifestation concerns the role of a friend she takes on when
delicately suggesting advice on an intimate issue, as a child lacks
knowledge and experience: “Oh, darling. Listen. You know” —
“Please, Mom,” said Rosie wearily. “Please don't give us a little
talk.” “I just want Simone to know, and you too, that if and when
you need to talk to someone about—birth control, then that someone
can be me” (4. Lamott, P. 173). The metacommunicative operators
are utilized by the speaker to initiate interaction, she employs
the modality of necessity and possibility not economizing on
language means.

Theuse ofelliptical sentences as verbal markers of the democratic
mother discourse personality speech behaviour is stipulated by
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common knowledge, spiritual closeness and increased positive
emotionality typical of interaction between mother and child in
the parental discourse: “Morning.” — Beth turned around and saw
her daughter leaning against the doorway to the kitchen. “Morning,
yourself. It’s early for you.” She glanced at the clock on the wall
and raised her eyebrows. “Barely nine and on a Saturday, too.
Whatever is the world coming to?” (S. Mallery, P. 39). The choice
of elliptical constructions in the given communicative situation
is an indicator of informality of relations that accounts for non-
observance of grammatical rules.

The concept of authoritarianism refers to the domination
of one person who requires and achieves unconditional obedience,
execution of their orders and directives and uses a rigid, strong-
willed style of exercising power. It is based on the psychological
traits of authoritarian personalities as well as their status prevalence
and is realised in explicit and implicit forms of authoritarian
communicative behaviour. [5, p. 5]. Authoritarian mother
discourse personality exercises her parental rights to regulate,
control and unconditionally impose opinion due to her status,
role and age marked superiority thus exerting educational
speech influence in the parental discourse. Explicit realization
of the authoritarian mother discourse personality behaviour
presupposes the use of verbal means of the category of negation,
the category of evaluation and the category of modality, represented
by the modality of compulsion, voluntary modality, modality
of obligation, modality of possibility and necessity.

The main structural and semantic types of statements that
provide the explicit realization of the authoritarian mother discourse
personality are affirmative, negative and imperative constructions,
among which we distinguish constructions of egocentric,
generalizing, evaluative and compelling nature.

Egocentric constructions which contain personal and possessive
pronouns as well as voluntative modality verbs convey the concept
of authoritarian mother discourse personality self-centeredness:
“Iwant you to look at me when I'm talking” (4. Lamott, P. 14).

Generalizing constructions are employed by the authoritarian
mother discourse personality for lecturing and moralizing. The
effect of generalization is created by means of a categorization
lexeme: “Men and women can't be friends” (D. Stee, P. 148).

Evaluative affirmative constructions with lexical means
of negative-evaluative semantics — nouns, adjectives, verbs
and interrogative negative constructions are used to implement
reprimand, condemn and accusation. Emotive language means;
repetition of the pronoun of the second person singular you, indefinite
pronoun anything, negative adjectives are used to present a critical
assessment, thus creating a negative image of her child: “You are
talking rubbish. You are disobedient and ungrateful. You haven t even
matriculated. You are unskilled in anything” (H. Forrester, P. 113).
There is a general trend of increasing concentration and variability
of negative verbal means of evaluation and intensification of critical
judgement of a child authoritarian mother discourse personality
displays by the use of adjectives (disobedient, ungrateful unskilled),
verbs (insult, hurt, break, forget), negative pronoun (never).

Constructions of compel are represented by negative present-
continuous, negative imperative and affirmative structures with ban
nomination. The authoritarian mother discourse personality realizes
her intentions of prohibition utilizing lexical and syntactical means
of the category of negation. In present-continuous constructions
the combination of the negative participle with the verbs

of permission or motion explicates the restriction of the addressee’s
freedom of action with regard to certain conditions: “You are not
leaving the table until you do” (C. Kelly, P. 432). “I'm not letting
you out of this room until you tell me” (D. Steel: The Gift, P. 90). In
negative imperative constructions grammatical negation contributes
to the categoricalness of statements and ensures the unambiguity
of their interpretation: “Dont talk to me like that” (D. Steel,
P, 210). In affirmative constructions, the nomination of prohibition
is provided by lexical units of negative semantics: “You re grounded
forever,” Elizabeth managed to say. (. Lamott, P. 283).

Authoritarian mother discourse personality always dominates
and controls. To emphasize her own dominant position she uses
concise imperative constructions: “I said upstairs, Franny. Dont
argue, just go” (M. Stolz). Mother orders not giving her child
the chance of refuse. To retain total control the authoritarian mother
discourse personality seeks for information about her son’s personal
affairs. She initiates communication by the special question and uses
elliptical interrogative constructions to clarify details of a particular
event: “Where have you been? ” his mother asked in stern tones when
he got in. She had been waiting up for him in the kitchen. “Studying
with some friends,” he answered, looking nervous. “What friends?”
She knew almost all of them, "particularly now that she was teaching
at the high school. “Who? Their names” (D. Steel: The Gift P. 190).
The authoritarian mother discourse personality excerpts control
over interaction and interrupts it abruptly and harshly ignoring
the interests of the interlocutor: “We ll talk about it another time,
Tana” (D. Steel: Full Circle, P47). To demonstrate dominance she
informs about it impolitely using imperative: “Get out of my sight”
(H. Forrester, P. 113).

Implicit realization of the authoritarian mother discourse
personality behaviour presupposes manipulation that involves
“indirect influence based on automatisms and stereotypes in order
to change the guidelines and motives of the addressee’s behaviour”
[17]. The authoritarian mother discourse personality persuades her
child by focusing on interests and needs of the latter, but does not
meet them, only uses them to satisfy her own. Mother struggles to
keep control of her daughter encouraging to behave in a way that
is beneficial to her (mother). By demonstrating daughter’s false
needs she establishes motives to attend the ball. “The ball, Tana,
the ball ... I don't know if you realize it yet, but something like that is
very important for a young girl, and it’s not something that I could
provide for you myself.” “Important...? Important to whom...?”
“You have no idea what something like this means.” (D. Steel: Full
Circle, P. 109). Verbal means of positive semantics are utilized to
create the attractive image of the desired.

Addressing utilized by the authoritarian mother discourse
personality identifies an increase in communicative distance and is
represented by emotional-evaluative nominations and name: “If you
ever do anything like this again, Christopher Foxworth, I will myself
whip not only you, but Cathy, as well” (V. Andrews). The mother
expresses her dissatisfaction with the son’s disobedience, calls him
by name and surname, makes threats she is intending to carry out.

Conclusion. These findings suggest that mother discourse
personality — a generalized mother image fulfilling socialization
intentions in the English parental discourse, is represented by
the democratic and authoritarian discourse personality types
that are specified by choice of particular lexical and syntactical
language means. The results of the study of the democratic
mother discourse personality verbal manifestation indicate that
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lexico-syntactic markers include affectionate address forms
for child nominations, first-person plural pronoun to convey
mother-child joint identification, positive-evaluative adjectives,
simple narrative sentences to present favourable judgments,
interrogative structures with volition verbs and modal verbs as
well as elliptical sentences to display respect, support, tolerance
and willingness to compromise. The evidence from the study also
indicates that the authoritarian mother discourse personality takes
on explicit and implicit forms of realization. Explicit realization
presupposes the use of verbal means of the category of negation,
the category of evaluation and the category of modality, that are
represented by affirmative, negative and imperative constructions
of egocentric, generalizing, evaluative and compelling nature.
To maintain control and dominance she utilizes imperative
and elliptical interrogative constructions. Implicit realization
of the authoritarian mother discourse personality behaviour
presupposes manipulation.

Further research in the framework of the parental discourse
personality types can be focused on the study of strategies and tactics
the democratic and authoritarian discourse personalities utilize with
regard to situational context, gender and age factors of interlocutors
in synchronic and diachronic perspectives.
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Koznoa B. B., Bbaranbka O. B. Bep6aabna
penpe3eHTanii  AUCKYpPCUBHOI  oco0ucTocTi  Marepi
B AHIJIOMOBHOMY NapeHTAJIbHOMY IUCKYpci

AHoTanis. Y cTarTi JOCIIDKYEThCS THUTaHHS BepOaIbHOT
penpeseHTalii TUCKYpPCHBHOI 0COOMCTOCTI MaTtepi B aHIVIO-
MOBHOMY HapeHTaJbHOMY JAUCKYpPCi 3ac00aMH JIEKCHUYHO-
ro Ta CHHTAaKCHYHOIO MOBHHUX PiBHIB. YTOYHEHO MOHSTTS
JTUCKYPCUBHOI OCOOMCTOCTI Marepi Ta BHOKPEMIICHO JIEMO-
KpaTH4YHUIl Ta aBropuTapHuil i Tunu. IIpoBemeHo ananis
JIEKCUKO-CEMaHTHYHHUX 1 CHHTaKCHYHUX 3aco0iB peaizamii
JIEMOKPATHYHOTO 1 aBTOPUTAPHOTO THIIB JAUCKYPCHBHOI 0CO-
O6ucTOCTi MaTepi B aHIJIOMOBHOMY IapEHTAJIBHOMY IUCKYPCI.
3’scoBaHo, 110 crenudika TUIIB JUCKYPCUBHOI 0COOMCTOCTI
Marepi 3yMOBJICHA CTHJIIMH MIXKOCOOHMCTICHOTO CITUIKYBaHHS,
10 TPAKTYIOThCS SIK 3MIHHI XapaKTEPUCTHKH JUCKYPCHOI 0CO-
6ucrocti. Byno BUsBIICHO, 10 JIEKCHKO-CHHTAKCUYHI MapKepH
JIEMOKPAaTHYHOT TUCKYpPCHBHOI OCOOHMCTOCTI MaTepi MpecTaB-
JICHI TIECTIIMBUMH HOMIHAIISIMU JIUTHHH, 3aHMEHHUKOM Tep-
1101 0cOOM MHOXKHUHH, TIO3UTHBHO-OIIIHHUMH TIPUKMETHUKAMH,
MPOCTUMHU PO3MOBIIHUMHU PEUCHHSMH, TUTATBHUMHU CTPYKTY-
paMu 3 BOJITUBHUMH Ta MOJAJbHUMHM JI€CIOBAMH, €NINTHY-
HUMU PEUEHHSMH, L0 3aCTOCOBYIOTHCS 3a/Ulsi JEMOHCTpaLii
MOBary, MiATPUMKH, TOJIEPAHTHOCTI Ta TOTOBHOCTI /IO KOMIIPO-
Micy. OcobnuBa yBara )OKyCy€eThCsl Ha aHaji3l CTPYKTYPHHUX
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CJICMCHTIB OI[IHOYHUX CY/KCHb, 1[0 YTBOPCHI TOEJIHAHHIM
MIPUKMETHHKA 3 IMEHHHKOM, JIIECTIOBA 13 MPUCITIBHUKOM, TIPH-
CITIBHUKOM 13 MPUKMETHHUKOM, MTPEIUKATHBHUMH OI[IHOYHHUMU
KOHCTPYKIisIMUA. PO3MISHYTO TaKoX SKCILTIIUTHI M IMIUTIIATHI
(dbopmu peanizailii aBTOPUTAPHOT JUCKYPCHUBHOT O0COOMCTOCTI
Marepi. AHali3 JIGKCUKO-CHHTAKCHYHUX 3ac00iB, 10 3a0e3-
MEYYIOTh peasi3allifo eKCIUTIIUTHOT aBTOPUTAPHOCTI JHC-
KYPCHBHOI OCOOMCTOCTI MaTepi, T03BOJISIE BUAITUTH OCHOBHI
CTPYKTYPHO-CEMaHTHYHI THUIIM BUCJIOBIIOBaHb, SIKi PEIPE3cH-
TOBaHi CTBEP/KYBAIBHUMH, 3aIICPCYHIMH i IMIIEPATHBHUMH
KOHCTPYKI[ISIMH €TOIIEHTPUYHOTO, y3arajbHIOKUYO0ro, OLiHOY-
HOTrO0 Ta AMPEKTHBHOTO Xapakrtepy. IMIUTINUTHA peasizaris
ABTOPUTAPHOI JUCKYPCUBHOI 0COOMCTOCTI Marepi nepeabdayae
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BUKOPHCTaHHS BepOajbHUX 3aco0iB MaHimysisiiii. BumineHo
Ta MPOAHAIi30BaHO BiMIHHOCTI y BHOOpI (hopMm 3BepTaHHS,
10 BUKOPHCTOBYIOTHCS IEMOKPATUIHUMHU 1 aBTOPUTAPHUMH
JMCKYPCUBHHMH OCOOUCTOCTSIMH MaTepi B aHIJIOMOBHOMY
MapeHTalbHOMY JUCKypci. [lyOmikallisi MOKJIMKaHa KOMIICH-
CYBaTH JIAKyHH, SIKI HasiBHI CHOTOIHI y cdepi JOCIHiIKeHHS
AQHIVIOMOBHOTO TApEHTAIBHOTO IHMCKYPCY 3 MOy MOBHOI
peaitizalii TUIIB TUCKYPCUBHUX OCOOUCTOCTEH.
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