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Metaphor and Linguistic Personality in Kazakhstan’s Political Discourse
(Case Study of the State of the Nation Address)

This article analyzes the construction of political reality and the communicative behavior of the linguistic per-
sonality in contemporary Kazakhstani political discourse. The object of the study is the official text of the
Address delivered by Head of State Kassym-Jomart Tokayev on September 1, 2024. The research is signifi-
cant due to the study justified by the necessity for a comprehensive linguistic examination of the pivotal polit-
ical text that influences the national agenda during the period of substantial social and economic transfor-
mations. The scientific novelty stems from the integrated comprehensive, integrated approach combining
Cognitive Linguistics (examining conceptual metaphors through A.P. Chudinov’s typology and G. Lakoff’s
theory), Discourse Analysis (evaluating communicative strategies per O.S. Issers), and Content Analysis — a
combination not previously applied to this material. The findings reveal that the primary rhetorical device in
the Address is a dual system of conceptual metaphors. The creative artifact metaphor (the state is a mecha-
nism / construction) dominates, accounting for approximately 60 % of all metaphors. This creates an image of
a rational, manageable, and technological process of state governance. This model is systematically juxta-
posed with Threat metaphors-sociomorphic (War) and Anthropomorphic (Morbus) to contextualize issues
and legitimize the authorities” decisive actions. The distinctive traits of the linguistic personality of the Ad-
dress’s author are examined, leading to the conclusion that the author exemplifies the rational-technocratic
type of linguistic personality. The image of a leader, whose legitimacy is predicated on competence and effi-
cacy rather than emotional appeal, is formulated through the synergy of specialized vocabulary, prevailing
metaphorical frameworks, and strategic communication techniques (including self-presentation, argumenta-
tion, discreditation, and unification). Ultimately, the article elucidates linguistic phenomena and illustrates
how the worldview and pragmatic objectives of a national leader are encoded in political discourse through a
sophisticated array of discursive mechanisms.

Keywords: political discourse, communicative strategies, cognitive metaphor, linguistic personality, Presiden-
tial Address.

Introduction

This article constitutes a segment of a comprehensive study examining the communicative behavior of
the linguistic personality in contemporary Kazakhstani political discourse.

Today, Kazakhstan is undergoing substantial transformations in its economic and social domains as it
integrates into the global community. Since these national changes are largely shaped by rhetorical mecha-
nisms, the study of political communication becomes essential. In this context, the annual Address of the
Head of State constitutes a significant type of institutional discourse. Its primary objectives are to alter per-
ceptions, establish the political agenda, and influence social reality.

Scholars like T.1. Steksova have noted that in political interactions, language serves as an instrument of
influence and a means of classification that affects individuals’ decisions [1; 58].

B.S. Karimova, a Kazakhstani researcher, characterizes political discourse (PD) as a compilation of
genres arranged within a structural framework. Central to this fusion are genres that exemplify this utterance;
on the periphery, there are hybrid ones that exhibit a dual nature and may reside at the intersection of diverse
discourse types. Program documents, public speeches by politicians, and campaign speeches are the primary
hyper-genres [2; 39].

This study examines the genre of the annual Address by the Head of the state, which is the key compo-
nent of political discourse. As it is noted before in the previous works dedicated to the comparative analysis
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of the presidential discourse, this genre has a complex structure and its study enables both universal and na-
tional specific characteristics of the leader’s linguistic personality and communicative strategies [3].

The significance of this subject arises from the necessity for comprehensive linguistic examination of
modern writings that shape the political agenda. The scientific novelty of this research lies in its integrated
methodological approach, distinguishing it from previous works on Kazakhstani political discourse. The
study integrates quantitative methods from Corpus Linguistics with qualitative approaches from Cognitive
Linguistics and Discourse Analysis. This investigation enables a thorough examination of the complex sys-
tem of linguistic devices employed to fulfill the speaker’s pragmatic goals. This study aims to assess the po-
litical discourse of the President of Kazakhstan by exploring the specific linguistic tools — word choice,
metaphors and spatio-temporal frameworks that construct meaning within the Address.

The working hypothesis asserts that the principal linguistic-discursive strategy is a synthesis of prag-
matic lexis and a dual system of conceptual metaphors (creation versus danger) in the Address. This method
linguistically constructs an image of a robust and legitimate government.

To achieve this aim, the following objectives were set:

1. To identify the dominant conceptual metaphors and classify them according to G. Lakoff’s [4] and
A.P. Chudinov’s [5] typologies.

2. To integrate the data obtained to provide a comprehensive understanding of the discursive mecha-
nisms to delineate the speaker’s linguistic personality.

3. To provide discourse analysis that clarifies communicative strategies in accordance with O.S. Issers’
framework [6].

Methods and materials

This analysis relies on the official text of the Address delivered by Head of State Kassym-Jomart
Tokayev to the citizens of Kazakhstan on September 1, 2024, titled “A Just Kazakhstan: Law and Order,
Economic Growth, Public Optimism.” The text originates from the official website of the President of the
Republic of Kazakhstan (www.akorda.kz). A platform provides accessible and current compilations of the all
President’s speeches and letters (in Kazakh, Russian, and English) since his inauguration in March 20109.

The Address is the Head of State’s appeal to governmental entities and the public. The President evalu-
ates the country’s contemporary social, economic, and political situation, establishes the primary priorities
for both foreign and domestic policy, and justifies the reforms being implemented.

Scope and Limitations. It is important to note that this research functions as a case study of a single, al-
beit highly significant, institutional act. While the identified “rational-technocratic” patterns are dominant in
the 2024 Address, the conclusions regarding the President’s linguistic personality in general require further
verification. This study focuses on the synchronic slice of the discourse, limiting the extrapolation of find-
ings to the specific political period associated with the “Just Kazakhstan” reforms.

The study employs a combination of quantitative and qualitative linguistic methods.

Cognitive Analysis. Based on Conceptual Metaphor Theory [4], metaphorical models within the text
were identified and classified. The typology proposed by A.P. Chudinov [5] was used to arrange the political
metaphors (artifact, sociomorphic, anthropomorphic, nature-morphic), enabling the analysis of the underly-
ing cognitive structures according to the established classifications in Political Linguistics.

Discourse Analysis. This method was utilized to examine the functional role of linguistic units, specifi-
cally by correlating keywords and metaphors with communicative strategies and tactics [6]. Furthermore,
this approach elucidated how these linguistic features contribute to constructing social reality and shaping
the speaker’s linguistic personality [7].

Content Analysis. Complementing the discursive approach, qualitative content analysis was applied to
identify and categorize textual markers related to the ontological concepts of space and time. This systematic
procedure enabled a comprehensive reconstruction of the text’s chronotope.

Data Processing and Quantitative Procedure. To ensure the validity and reliability of the statistical da-
ta, the study employed a continuous sampling method applied to the entire official text of the Address. The
analysis proceeded in three stages:

1. Identification: The unit of the analysis was defined as any lexical unit (word or phrase) used in a fig-
urative sense where the source domain structures the target domain. Crucially, the sampling included not on-
ly novel metaphors but also conventionalized metaphors (3azoocums ghynoamenm, 3anycmumo mexanusm).
While these metaphors may appear faded in everyday language, in political discourse, they function as active
cognitive frames.
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2. Categorization: Identified units were classified according to A.P. Chudinov’s typology.

3. Verification: To minimize subjectivity, the initial coding was subjected to expert verification to re-
solve borderline cases. In total, the final calculation includes 85 verified distinct metaphorical contexts.

Note on Translation and Transliteration. All examples from the Presidential Address appear in the au-
thors” English translation. For philological precision and easy verification of linguistic markers, original lex-
ical units are transliterated within square brackets.

The theoretical framework

The increasing demand for political communication experts highlights the need to analyze the political
discourse. This study addresses that need by examining communicative practices in the political sphere
through discourse analysis.

Foundational works by E. Benveniste [8], T.A. van Dijk [9], Z. Harris [10], J. Habermas [11], and
P. Sériot [12] laid the groundwork for discursive studies. Their contributions established the methodology of
discourse analysis, which systematically examines language use in social and political contexts.

Contemporary linguists extensively examine political discourse. Researchers like D.M. Ponton [13] and
T.A. van Dijk [14] take a broad view, while others, such as Yu.S. Alysheva [15], P.S. Akinina [16],
L.A. Vasileva [17], and A.B. Alekseev [18] focus on the language of particular politicians. Special emphasis
is placed on the ethno-cultural attributes of political discourse in different regions. E.V. Budaev and
A.P. Chudinov [19, 20] study the speech of Russia and post-Soviet nations. Other studies address the linguis-
tic personality of leaders in the United States (A.T. Arataeva [21], M.V. Trichnik [22]) and Africa
(R.S. Ngula [23]). In analyzing the construction of reality, researchers examine the process of
metaphorization. Metaphor experts, E.V. Budaev and A.P. Chudinov, argue that a metaphor serves as a mir-
ror that objectively reflects the national consciousness at a specific period of societal evolution [19, 20].

In the local context, researchers S.K. Sansyzbaeva [24], A.E. Adisheva [25], M.S. Ongarbaeva [26],
among others, have concentrated on the comparative analysis of metaphorical frameworks in English, Ka-
zakh, and Russian, highlighting the specific regional features of political conceptualization.

Metaphorical tropes reflect a nation’s mentality and stereotypes highlighting points of tension within a
society. To classify these tropes, this study integrates two approaches. First, we utilize the cognitive de-
scriptor theory (G. Lakoff, A.N. Baranov), which analyses the interaction between source and target do-
mains, develops the descriptor theory of metaphor, and defines a metaphorical model based on its source
domain [4, 27]. Second, for systematization and classification, we employed A.P. Chudinov’s typology,
which divides political metaphors into four primary groups: anthropomorphic (anatomy, disease, family),
nature-morphic (animals, plants, elements), sociomorphic (war, crime, theatre), and artifact (construction,
mechanism) [5]. This combined approach allows us to interpret how the chosen source domain shapes the
perception of political reality.

The linguistic personality is the unique combination of language abilities, styles, and preferences that an
individual brings to communication. The linguistic personality fundamentally determines cognitive patterns.
Therefore, this concept is integral to the analysis of conceptual metaphors.

According to M.G. Tsutsieva, a linguistic personality in political discourse comprises inseparable com-
ponents: the uniqueness of the individual on the one hand, and the constraints of strict linguistic and political
frameworks on the other. This combination affects the strategies chosen by the politician [28].

We rely on Yu.N. Karaulov’s model, which argues that the speakers in political discourse actively
shape their own speech behavior. The model has a three-level structure: verbal-semantic, cognitive and
pragmatic levels [7].

As noted by E.A. Tarasov a worldview is a phenomenon of individual perception and modelling that is
socially conditioned [29]. In the Kazakhstani context, the scholar Z.Sh. Ernazarova has studied Kazakh ora-
tory and the national worldview [30]. Analyzing politicians’ speeches reveals hidden aspects of their cogni-
tive styles and values.

The concept of world image refers to cultural, social, and conceptual associations that facilitate inter-
pretation of reality while closely linked to the worldview; it operates at a higher level of abstraction due to its
symbolic nature.

Reconstructing this image from a political actor’s speech serves as a key method for textual analysis. It
reveals implicit data regarding the text’s construction principles, the author’s cognitive style, and personality
traits. Since political speech reliably testifies to internal attitudes, this method allows for the reconstruction
of the most significant fragments of the leader’s worldview.
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Finally, to complement these analytical approaches, the pragmatic orientation is analyzed using the the-
ory of communicative strategies described by O.S. Issers. This approach enables an examination of how the
speaker selects and arranges linguistic devices, including metaphors, to achieve persuasive goals such as
self-presentation or legitimization [6].

Results and discussion

Analysis of Metaphorical Models. The identified lexical dominants derive their evaluative character and
persuasive force from conceptual metaphors used in the text. The quantitative analysis identified approxi-
mately 85 such instances. These were classified based on A.P. Chudinov’s typology, which was examined in
relation to G. Lakoff foundational conceptual metaphors. The identified lexical dominants actively employ a
system of conceptual metaphors to gain their persuasive power and evaluative nature.

1. “SOCIETY / ECONOMY is BODY” Metaphor (Morbus and Treatment). This model presents
social and economic problems as diseases and the actions of the state as a form of treatment. It creates a
sense of urgency and presents the government as a competent doctor saving the health of the entire nation.

Financial stability: “Living within one’s means is a recipe for stability” [zhit po sredstvam — retsept
stabilnosti].

Financial literacy: “this will strengthen the immunity of citizens” [eto usilit immunitet kazakhstantsev]
against fraudulent schemes.

On crime abroad (as a contrast): “a real epidemic of crime and unrest is raging” [bushuet
nastoiashchaia epidemiia prestupnosti].

Social problems: “Five social evils” [piat sotsialnykh zol].

Healthcare financing: the return on such injections [infusions] is still in question [otdacha ot takikh
vlivanii] [31].

This model is used to diagnose problems. “Ineffective finances require a recipe. Fraud is a virus against
which immunity is needed”. Social vices are evils that threaten the country’s body. Such rhetoric allows the
proposed solutions (new Tax Code, financial literacy programs) to be framed not as a political choice but as
the only right treatment.

2. STATE ACTIVITY is WAR / STRUGGLE Metaphor

This model depicts problem solving as a battle with an enemy. It mobilizes society, justifies harsh and
decisive measures, and divides us (we) and them (they).

Crime prevention: “banditry must be ended” [s banditizmom dolzhno byt pokoncheno].

Social defects: “To set a barrier to vandalism” [postavit zaslon vandalizmu].

Drug crime: “The struggle against drugs” [borba s narkotikami].

Fraud: “Countermeasures against fraud” [mery protivodeistviia moshennichestvu] [31].

Military rhetoric is primarily applied to the sphere of law and order. Crime, drugs, and vandalism are
depicted as enemies against which an uncompromising “struggle” (bor ’ba) must be waged and a firm “barri-
er” (zaslon) erected. The phrase “banditry must be ended” functions as the order to complete elimination of
the enemy. This rhetoric creates the image of a strong government protecting peaceful citizens from internal
threats.

3. The State as a MECHANISM / CONSTRUCTION Metaphor

This is the predominant conceptual model in the Address. The state and economy are framed as a struc-
ture under construction or as a sophisticated mechanism requiring assembly, calibration, and activation. This
framing positions the President as the principal architect or engineer.

The main goal: “The construction of a Just Kazakhstan is underway” [idet stroitelstvo Spravedlivogo
Kazakhstana].

The tax reform: “The new Tax Code is to reboot the existing system” [perezagruzit
sushchestvuiushchuiu sistemu].

Investment: “to launch a new investment cycle” [zapustit novyi investitsionnyi tsikl].

Social measures: “To implement the mechanism of a social wallet” [vnedrit mekhanizm sotsialnogo
koshelka].

The National Fund’s role: “the National Fund acts as a crucial instrument” [vystupaet vazhneishim
instrumentom].

Teachers’ role: “teachers are the intellectual vanguard, laying the foundation” [zakladyvaiushchii fun-
dament].
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On the mission: “We have a common high mission — to build a Just Kazakhstan” [postroit
Spravedlivyi Kazakhstan] [31].

This model is present throughout the entire text. The primary objective is construction (stroitel stvo).
Reforms represent a systematic “reboot” (perezagruzka) and the initiation of “mechanisms” facilitated by
specific “instruments”. Education establishes the fundamental basis. This rhetoric constructs the image of a
systematic, manageable, and predictable process. The government has a clear “projects” and “blueprints” for
the country’s future.

Analysis of Metaphorical Models According to A.P. Chudinov’ Classification.

1. The Artifact Metaphor (State as a Construction / Mechanism). This is the dominant model present-
ed in the Address, framing political and economic activity as the construction of a building or assembly and
modification of a mechanism. This metaphor cultivates the image of a rational, controllable, and technologi-
cal process positioning the president in the role of a chief engineer or architect.

The Construction Metaphor. The main goal of the state is the construction of a Just Kazakhstan™;
“Teachers lay the foundation for the nation’s long-term progress”; “The mission is to build a Just Kazakh-
stan” [31].

The Mechanism Metaphor. “Reforms are the tuning of the system”; “The new Tax Code is to re-
boot”; “New initiatives are the launch of devices”; “to launch a new investment cycle”; “To implement
the mechanism of a social wallet” [31].

2. Sociomorphic Metaphor (Politics as War). This model presents social problems as military conflicts,
and policy solutions as combat operations. This rhetorical framing enables the classification of peculiar phe-
nomena as hostile enemies, thereby justifying the necessity to take decisive and severe countermeasures.

Direct Struggle: “The struggle against drugs”; “In the fight against social vices”; “we must unite
the efforts” [obedinit usiliia] [31].

Defensive and Offensive Actions: “It is necessary to set a barrier”; “It is required to take
decisivemeasures” [priniat reshitelnye mery].

3. Anthropomorphic Metaphor (Society as Body). The concept frames the society, economy, and the
state as a living organism susceptible illness. Within this framework, social problems are depicted as disease.
The government actions are as the required medical treatments or cures.

Diagnosis and Treatment for financial stability: “the only possible recipe” [edinstvennyi vozmozhnyi
retsept]. Financing of economic sectors is described as a medical procedure: “the return on such injections
[infusions] is still in question”.

Financial literacy enhances the immunity of Kazakhstanis to various types of fraudulent schemes.

Description of an Epidemiological Threat. |In contrast to the situation in Kazakhstan, other countries
are described as experiencing a raging epidemic of crime and unrest [31].

Based on A.P. Chudinov’s classification, the analysis of the Address reveals three metaphorical models.
The Artifact metaphor creates a constructive, forward-looking agenda. In contrast, the Sociomorphic (mili-
tary) and Anthropomorphic (somatic) metaphors determines social problems as threats or illness, thereby
justifying reasonable government responses.

To conduct this analysis the entire text of the Address was thoroughly examined. Metaphorical expres-
sions were counted and sorted according to A.P. Chudinov’s typology into three main models.

The count included both overt metaphors, such as epidemic of crime. The conventionalised (or dead)
metaphors are part of the language system but are revived in political discourse, like launch a cycle or vector
of development. The count is based on an expert linguistic evaluation of the text’s conceptual framework
(Table 1).

Table 1
Distribution of Metaphorical Models in the Text of the Address

Metaphor Category (per A.P. Chudinov) Approximate Count Percentage of Total

1. Artifact (construction, mechanism, path) 51 ~ 60 %

2. Sociomorphic (military) 15 ~18 %

3. Anthropomorphic (sickness, organism) 14 ~16 %

4. Naturmorphic (plants, natural elements) 5 ~6%

TOTAL 85 100 %
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1. The Absolute Predominance of Artifact Metaphors (~60 %). The quantitative analysis confirms that
the Address is built upon the conceptual metaphor of the state as a rational, governable, and constructed en-
tity. The vast majority of metaphors describe state activities in engineering terms (launch, mechanism, in-
strument, reboot), construction (build, foundation), and navigated movement (path, vector, corridor). This
evidence substantiates the conclusion that the primary discursive strategy is to cultivate the image of the ca-
pable, technocratic and systematic authority.

These results align with the findings of Zh.N. Zhunussova et al. [3]. Their comparative analysis of pres-
idential discourses revealed that the Address genre in Kazakhstan historically relies on stability-oriented rhe-
torical frameworks. The received data confirms this observation. Specifically, it shows that the construction
metaphor remains the central element of this stability narrative.

2. The Parity of Threat Metaphors (Military and Somatic, ~34 % combined). The Address employs
Sociomorphic and Anthropomorphic metaphors to frame problems and threats. Their frequency is almost
equal. This parity demonstrates a dual strategy to classify threats [ugrozy] in presidential discourse: as ene-
mies [vragi] to be fought and as diseases [bolezni] to be cured. The choice of metaphor is context-dependent
(for example, the speaker frames banditry as an enemy, whereas personnel shortage appears as a disease).

3. The Low Frequency of Naturomorphic Metaphor (~6 %). Significantly, the speaker rarely uses meta-
phors related to the natural world, offering only a few examples like “points of growth” [tochki rosta] or
“cultivation”. This noticeable lack suggests that a technocratic worldview dominates the discourse over an
organic one. The President perceives the state and society as a mechanism to be calibrated, rather than as a
garden to be cultivated.

Therefore, the quantitative distribution confirms the findings of the qualitative research. The Artifact
metaphor (the state is a rational construction) structures the discourse of the Address, supported by a dual
framework for conceptualizing threats: the military (War) and the medical (IlIness).

Metaphor as a Tool to Implement Communicative Strategies

The identified metaphorical models function as more than mere cognitive frameworks. They serve as
tactical instruments for executing the speaker’s overarching communicative strategies. The analysis of the
Address identifies several key strategies implemented through specific tactics, as detailed in the works of
O.S. Issers [6].

Strategy of Self-Presentation (The Competent Manager-Engineer). The Artifact Metaphor is a crucial
component of this strategy. The strategy seeks to cultivate an image of a sensible, capable, and technologi-
cally adept leader. It is executed through two tactics.

1. The tactics of employing specialized terminology. The speaker methodically employs specialist
terms (monetary and fiscal policy [denezhno-kreditnaia i fiskalnaia politika]; oil, gas, and coal chemistry) to
establish himself as an authority with profound knowledge of the topic.

2. The tactics of concretization and elaboration. Plans are underpinned by specific metrics and time-
lines (Adopted 102 laws, to increase the share of medium-sized business to 15 % by 2029), fostering a sense
of oversight and responsibility. The artifact metaphor serves as a crucial instrument, with the speaker using
expressions such as reboot the system, expand capacity, and apply the mechanism [31] to demonstrate his
ability to proficiently to tune [nastroit] the state machine.

The strategy of argumentation (Problem — Solution). This strategy comes from combining anthropo-
morphic (morbus) and artifact (instrument) metaphors. The strategy entails persuading the audience of the
importance of recommended measures by first diagnosing the problem and then providing a straightforward
remedy. It begins with the problematization tactics, which involves framing an issue in stark, negative terms
to promote urgency, often utilizing a morbus metaphor (acute shortage of specialists). It is quickly followed
by the tactics of proposing a tangible solution, in which a specific instrument or mechanism is proposed as
the remedy (for example, implementing mechanism of a social wallet [mekhanizm sotsialnogo koshelka]).

Strategy of Discrediting (Negative Phenomena). The Sociomorphic (military) Metaphor is used to
frame social ills as adversaries that must be vanquished. An important tool in this context is the ultimatum
tactic, which shows resolve by using categorical, non-negotiable language to set a barrier against vandalism
and gambling addiction or to demand that banditry must be ended presents these phenomena as enemies to
be defeated, thereby justifying severe measures.

Strategy of Unification and Consolidation. The goal of this strategy is to bring the audience together.
The primary device is the tactic of inclusive pronominalization, using pronouns like we and our, us to bridge
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the gap between the government and the people: in the fight against social vices, we must unite efforts [my
dolzhny obedinit usiliia]...

Additionally, the tactic of invoking a shared future is exemplified by calls such as together we will
make our Motherland... and We have a common high mission... [u nas obshchaia vysokaia missiia] [31]. The
speaker employs this strategy to portray a unified country facing the same challenges and sharing the same
objectives.

The dominant metaphors are technocratic and universal. However, the core communicative aim of con-
solidation resonates with the national cultural code described by Z.Sh. Ernazarova [30]. The appeal to unity
and common mission reflects traditional Kazakh rhetorical strategies of harmonizing social relations, effec-
tively blending modern technocratic goals with culturally significant values.

Legitimization strategy. This strategy is designed to support and explain choices, particularly those that
may be controversial.

The tactic of appealing to the people’s right to rule. The choice regarding the referendum on the con-
struction of the Nuclear Power Plant is substantiated by appealing to the people’s will.

Every important step... [is taken] with the support of the people. This must also be the case with the ref-
erendum on the NPP [31]. The decision on the referendum is justified by invoking the democratic principle
of popular sovereignty.

The concept of Listening state (Slyshashchee gosudarstvo) [31]: The significant portion of the Address
constitutes a mechanism for the current political system to demonstrate its openness and efficiency. The
President asserts that this concept has formed “a new model of behavior for civil servants” [novaia model
povedeniia gossluzhashchikh] [31].

Through this, the speaker anticipates criticism and justifies his actions by referencing values that most
people share. It means that decisions align with the needs of the society, not just those of one person.

Consequently, the intricate integration of different communicative methods and tactics enables the
speaker to develop a varied and highly successful linguistic personality. These various aspects are not con-
flicting but function synergistically to form a comprehensive representation.

The Chronotope: Time and Space as Management Categories. The reconstruction of the text’s
chronotope reveals that space and time are not neutral settings. Instead, they function as active managerial
instruments used to advance a technocratic worldview.

Time as a Project Schedule. The temporal structure of the Address is linear and strictly regulated. It re-
sembles an industrial production schedule rather than historical or cyclical time. The speaker employs pre-
cise temporal markers and specific target indicators: “by 2029”, “in the upcoming year” and “with a long-
term perspective.” Within this framework, the Past is constructed as a period of inefficiency or stagnation to
be overcome. The Future is conceptualized not as an abstract dream, but as the planned result of a construc-
tion process currently underway (“to launch a new investment cycle”). This linear progression reinforces the
Artifact metaphor. The state is perceived as a controlled project with predetermined deadlines for each stage
of implementation.

Space as a Zone of Control. The spatial arrangement of the text is hierarchical and functional. The
country’s space is conceptualized as a territory to be managed and developed. The narrative establishes a
clear vertical relationship. The Center directs the periphery: “The Government and regional akims”
[Pravitelstvo i akimy regionov]. Furthermore, the speaker defines space using logistical and industrial terms.
The President views the country as a network of assets, mentioning “transport corridors” [transportnye
koridory], “industrial zones” and “growth points.” The President emphasizes the need to strengthen Kazakh-
stan’s position as a ‘“key transit hub” [Kkliuchevoi tranzitnyi khab]. This transforms the emotional concept of
“Motherland” into a pragmatic map of economic potential. It also cements the speaker’s linguistic personali-
ty as the Chief Architect of the nation’s spatial development.

Characterization of the Linguistic Personality (Yu.N. Karaulov’s model)

The analysis of the linguistic personality based on Yu.N. Karaulov’s model reveals a rational-
technocratic archetype, characterized on three levels.

Verbal-Semantic Level: The speaker demonstrates professionalism using specialized financial and in-
dustrial terminology (fiscal policy, investment cycle, deep processing), creating the image of an expert, not a
populist.

The discourse is driven by active performative verbs such as to launch, to implement and to reboot.
These verbs position the leader not as a passive observer, but as a chief operator of the state mechanism.
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The increasing density of specialized terminology aligns with the trend identified by S.K. Sansyzbaeva
[24]. The scientist pointed out that modern Kazakhstani political discourse is shifting away from purely de-
clarative rhetoric towards a more pragmatically loaded style. The specific use of financial and industrial lexi-
con in the 2024 Address validates this shift on the verbal-semantic level.

Cognitive Level: The author’s worldview is logical and goal-oriented. The state and society are present-
ed as a complex mechanism to be adjusted and optimized, reflecting the dominant Artefact metaphor. Time
is a linear project with clear deadlines (by 2029), and space is a hierarchical system (Center-regions).

Pragmatic Level: The primary goal is to persuade through competence and consolidation. The author
uses a Competent Manager strategy, structuring arguments in a Problem — Solution framework. The speech
is calm and authoritative, devoid of excessive emotion, with legitimacy sought through managerial effective-
ness rather than charisma.

The speaker actively uses inclusive pronouns (we, our) to share responsibility. By saying we must unite
or our common mission, the speaker linguistically binds the government and citizens into a single subject of
action.

In summary, the author’s linguistic personality is that of a rational technocrat who perceives the world
as a system analyzed and managed, and challenges presented as technical tasks rather than emotional strug-
gles.

Conclusion

The central finding of this multi-level analysis is that the Address’s rhetorical power stems not from the
isolated linguistic elements, but from their synergetic integration. The speaker’s lexical choices, cognitive
metaphors, and pragmatic strategies work in concert to construct the personality of a rational technocrat.

This linguistic personality is forged through a blend of specialized terminology and predominant Arte-
fact metaphor. The lexical analysis revealed the dominance of expert language (fiscal policy, diversification,
public-private partnership) was used a lot. While this lexicon can be obscured but it is clarified through ac-
cessible images. The state is framed as a mechanism to be rebooted or a structure to be built. As a result,
complex technocratic language is rendered comprehensible, and government actions are presented as logical
engineering projects. This combination implements effectively the communicative strategy of self-
presentation as a competent manager.

Simultaneously, the discursive register shifts when addressing threats. The terminology of problems —
such as banditry, fraud and deficit — evokes metaphors of war and morbus. Problems are framed not as sys-
temic contradictions but as external enemies to be fought or diseases to be cured. This rhetorical move sim-
plifies complex social challenges and legitimizes the government’s decisive actions.

This rhetorical structure is based on a specific Chronotope. The narrative of transition from a problem-
atic past to the scrupulously planned future creates a sense of progress and control. Furthermore, the hierar-
chical arrangement of space (Centre-Periphery) reinforces the image of the centralised, managerial govern-
ment executing its vision across the nation.

Ultimately, no level of language functions in isolation. The specialized vocabulary establishes an au-
thoritative tone. Metaphorical models render the text persuasive and accessible. Furthermore, communicative
strategies direct these tools towards the pragmatic goals. Finally, the chronotope provides the spatial and
temporal stage for the entire performance. It is this synthesis that skillfully creates the image of worldview
that are the primary objectives of the political speeches.

Future Research Directions. This study has defined parameters as a synchronic case study of a singular
formal text. These constraints, however, present opportunities for additional inquiry. Future research should
prioritize both a diachronic analysis of Addresses from 2019 to 2025 and a broader synchronic analysis of
other institutional genres to verify the stability of the linguistic personality. Additionally, a comparative
study of these findings with the discourse leaders from Central Asia, Russia, Europe and the USA would be
valuable to distinguish between universal genre features and the unique idiolect of the specific linguistic per-
sonality.
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Ka3akcTaHHBbIH casicd JUCKYPCHIHAAFbI MeTa(opa sKoHe JTUHTBUCTUKAJIBIK TYJIFa
(ITpe3unent 7KosmayaapbiH KaFIalIbIK 3epPTTEy Heri3iHjae)

Maxkamana kasipri Ka3zakcTaHHBIH casicH ITUCKYpPCHIHAAFBI CAsiCH IIBIHIBIKTEI KYpy Macelenepi MEeH TUImIK
TYJIFaHBIH KOMMYHHMKATHBTIK TOPTiOi KapacThIpbUIFaH. 3epTTey HbicaHbl — MemiiekeT Oacibichl KackiM-
Komapt TokaeBTbiH 2024 >xputFbl 1 KplpkyHekTeri Kaszakctan xankeiHa JKongayelHBIH pecMH MOTiHi.
3epTTeydiH ©3eKTUIr eieri MaHbI3bl JJICYMETTIK-9KOHOMHUKAIIBIK TpaHC(HOpMaLsIap Ke3eHIHIe YITTHIK
KYH TOPTiOiH KaJbINTACTHIPATHIH HETI3T1 CasgCH MOTIHIEPre JKaH-KAKThl JIMHTBUCTUKAIBIK Tallay xacay
KXXETTUTITIMEH Heri3aenei. ABTOPIapbIH FhUIBIMH KAHAIBIFBI MCH HETI3T1 ylieci — Ka3aKCTaHIBIK CasCH
IUCKYpCTHl Tanjayga OYpblH MyHHIal yiieciMae KOJJaHBUIMAraH KeIIeHIi, WHTErpalisuIaHFaH ToCLIIi
KOJIZIAHYBIH/IA. 3epTTey 9/liCHAMACHI CalajbIK dJICTEpIiH YHICCiMiHe HETi3IeNITeH: KOTHUTHBTIK JINHTBUCTH-
ka (A.Il. UynuHoBTiH THnonorusicel MeH Jx. Jlakodd Teopusichl OOHBIHIIA KOHLENTYaIIbl MeTadopanapabl
tangay), auckypc-tanaay (O.C. HccepcTiH mikipiHIIe KOMMYHHKATHBTIK CTpaTeTHJIApAbl Talfay) KOHE
KOHTeHT-Tajnay. JKyprisinreH 3eprrey Herizinae XKonmay MOTiHIHIETI HETi3r1 PUTOPUKAIBIK TOCUT — KOH-
HenTyaJisl  MeTadopaiapAblH KOcapibl JKYHECiH KOJJaHy eKeHi aHbIKTadabl. IbFapManbuibik
apredakTiik MeradopaHblH («MEMIICKET — MEXaHHW3M / KYpbUIBIC») abCoMOTTI GachiMabiEbl (~60 %)
AdjesieHai, Oy MEMIICKeTTIK OacKapyAblH YTHIMABL, OacKapbUIATBIH JKOHE TEXHOJOTHSJIBIK IPOLECIHIH
OeitHeciH jkacaiiipl. Byn Mopmenere macenenepii KOHTEKCTKE KENTipy JKoHe OMIIIKTIH OaThLI SpeKeTTepiH
3aHIaCTHIPY YIIiH KOJJaHBUIATHIH Kayill-KaTep MeTadopanapbl — COIMOMOP(THI («KCOFBICY) JKOHE aHTPOIIO-
MOP(DTHI («aypy») — KyHerl Typle Kapchl KOHbIIFaHb! KepceTiai. J)Konay aBTOPBIHBIH TUIIIK TYJIFAaCHIHBIH
CHITATTHIK OelNTiiepi TAMIAHABI XKoHe KeJeciied KOPBITHIHAB TYKbIPBIMAAJIbL: aBTOP TULNIK TYJIFAaHbIH pa-
MUOHANIBI-TEXHOKPATHSUIBIK TYPIHIH JKapKbIH YATICi. 3aHABUIBIFEI OMOLMSFa eMec, KY3BIPETTLTK IIeH
THIMIUTIKKE HETi3OenTeH Kemrbacmipl OeifHeci capanmTaManblK JIEKCHKAaHBIH, YCTEM MeTa(opabIK
MOJIETIBICPIIH JKOHE MAaKCaTThl KOMMYHHKATHUBTIK CTpaTeTHsJIapAblH (©3iH-631 TaHBICTHIPY, AJNIENICY,
OenemniH Tycipy >koHe OipiKTipy) CHHEpPTHACH apKBUTBI KYPBUIATHIHEI AdJ1eaaenai. Ocpiiaiinia, Makana TUTIIK
KYOBLIBICTAPIBl CHUIIATTANl KaHa KOWMai, Kasipri casicu MOTiHIE AMCKYPCHBTIK MEXaHU3MICPIiH Kypaemi
JKyieci apKbUTBI YITTHIK KOUIOACIIBIHBIH TYHHETaHBIMBI MEH NparMaTHUKabIK MaKcaTTapbIHbIH Kajlai KoaTa-
JIaTBIHBIH KOpCeTe .

Kinm ce30ep: casicn TUCKYpC, KOMMYHHUKaTUBTIK CTpaTerusiap, KOTHUTHBTIK Mertadopa, Tinmik Tyrra, [Ipe-
3uzeHT JKonngaysl.

O.I'. Anekceena, JK.H. XKynycona, b.K. As36aesa, H.K. Xan, B.A. EpmakoBa

Metadopa u s3bIKOBasi TMYHOCTH B NOJUTHYECKOM aucKypce Kazaxcrana
(keiic-craau [locnanus Ilpe3ngenTa Hapoay)

B nmanHHOI cTaThe paccMaTpUBAIOTCS MPOOIEMbI KOHCTPYHPOBAHHUS MOJUTHYECKON PealbHOCTH U KOMMYHH-
KaTUBHOE MOBEJICHHUE S3bIKOBOH JTMYHOCTH B COBPEMEHHOM MOIUTHYECKOM auckypce Kaszaxcrana. O0bekToM
MCCIIeIOBaHUs BhICTynaeT oduimansHbiid TekeT [locmanus ['maBel rocynapcerBa KaceiM-)Komapra TokaeBa
Hapoay Kazaxcrana ot 1 centsiops 2024 roma. AKTyalabHOCTb UCCIIEIOBaHHSI 00OCHOBBIBAETCSI HEOOXOANMO-
CTBIO BCECTOPOHHETO JIMHIBUCTHYECKOTO aHAIIM3a KJIIOYEBHIX IMOJUTHYECKUX TEKCTOB, (DOPMUPYIOLIIMX Ha-
[MOHAJBHYIO MOBECTKY B MEPHO/] 3HAYUTEIBHBIX COLMANBHBIX U SKOHOMHYECKUX TpaHChopMaiuii B cTpaHe.
Hay4Hasi HOBH3Ha M OCHOBHOM BKJIaJ| aBTOPOB 3aKJIIOYAIOTCS B MPUMEHEHHH KOMIUIEKCHOTO MHTETPHPOBaH-
HOTO IO/IX0/1a, KOTOPBIH paHee He UCIOIb30BANICS IS aHAIN3a Ka3aXxCTaHCKOTO MOJUTHYECKOTO JIUCKypca B
Takoi KOM6I/IHaLIl/Il/I. MeTOﬂOHOFI/IH HCCIICAOBAHHUs OCHOBAHA Ha COYCTAHUH KAUYCCTBCHHBIX MCTO/J0B. KOIHH-
TUBHOW JIMHTBUCTHKM (aHaNW3 KOHLeNTyanbHbIX Meradop mo tumonornu A.Il. UyanHoBa M Teopun
Jlx. Jlakodda), muckypc-aHanu3a (aHaiu3 KOMMYyHHKaTuBHBIX crpaternii mo O.C. Hccepc) M KOHTEHT-
aHanu3a. Ha oCHOBaHMM IPOBEICHHOTO UCCIIEOBAHHUS BBISIBJEHO, YTO KIIOUYEBHIM PUTOPUIECCKHM MPHEMOM
B Tekcte ITocnaHus sBIsieTcsl UCMOJIb30BaHUE JyallbHOI CHCTEMBI KOHLENTYa bHBIX MeTadop. lokazaHo a6-
comoTHOe npeobmananue (~60 %) co3uaarenpHON apTedakTHOH MeTadops («rocyI1apcTBO — 3TO MEXaHU3M
/ cTpolika), KOTopasi KOHCTpyUpYyeT 00pa3 paroHAILHOTO, YIPABIIEMOT0 X TEXHOJIOTHIHOTO IIpoLecca ro-
cymapcTBeHHOTO yrpanieHus. Iloka3aHo, 9TOo JaHHOI MOJENH CHCTEMHO IPOTHBONOCTABICHBI METa(Oph
yrpo3sl — couromopdHas («BoiHa») U anTpornoMopdHas («00JIe3Hb»), KOTOPHIC HCIOIb3YIOTCS IS KOH-
TEKCTyaJIM3alMU NPOOJIEeM M JICTUTUMALUK PEIIUTEIbHbIX JSHCTBUN BIACTH. AHAJH3HPYIOTCH XapakKTep-
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HbI€ YePThl S3bIKOBOH TMYHOCTU aBTOpa Ilocnanus, 1 chopMyaInpoBaHo cieayioliee 3aKII0UYeHHe: aBTOP
MpEeACTaBIsAeT CO00H ApKUN MpUMEp PAOHATBHO-TEXHOKPATHUYECKOTO THIIA S3BIKOBOH JIHYHOCTH. Jloka3a-
HO, 4TO 00pa3 Juaepa, JIErHTUMHOCTh KOTOPOI'O OCHOBBIBAETCS HA KOMIIETEHTHOCTH U 3G {EKTUBHOCTH, a HE
Ha HMOLMX, KOHCTPYHPYETCSI depe3 CHHEPTHIO SKCIIEPTHOH JIEKCHKH, JOMHHHPYIOIINX MeTadOpUIECKUX
MOJIENeH U IeJIeHaNPaBIeHHBIX KOMMYHHKAaTUBHBIX CTpaTeruii (caMompe3eHTaluy, apryMeHTallH, JUCKpe-
JIUTAlUH U eIuHeHns). TakuM 00pa3oM, cTaThs HE IIPOCTO ONMHUCHIBAET S3BIKOBEIC SIBJICHUS, HO U JIEMOHCTPH-
pYeT, KaKk 4epe3 CIOKHYI0 CUCTEMY JUCKYPCUBHBIX MEXAHU3MOB B COBPEMEHHOM IOJIUTHYECKOM TEKCTE KO-
JUPYIOTCSI MEPOBO33pPEHHE U parMaTH4ecKHe LeTH HAlHOHAIbHOTO JTHAEpa.

Kniouesvle cnosa: MOIATHYCCKUN JUCKYPC, KOMMYHUKATUBHBIC CTPATCI'MH, KOTHUTUBHAA MeTa(bopa, SA3BIKO-
Bas JMYHOCTbD, Hpe3nneHTc1<0e IIOCJIaHHUC.
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