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FUNCTIONAL STYLE AS ASTRUCTURAL ELEMENT OF
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AHoOTaWisg: B pobomi posensoaromvcs 0coOIUS0CMI CIMPYKMYPU MEONIHSGICMUKU Y (DYHKYIOHANbHIT
napaouemi.
Kuro4oBi ciioBa: meoninesicmuka, (pyHKYIOHAIbHUL CIUTL, QYHKYIOHATOHUU AHALL3.

Abstract: Functional peculiarities of theolinguistics structure are considered in the given paper.
Key words: theolinguistics, functional style, functional analysis.

In contemporary linguistics, the problem development of theolinguistics, as a separate section of the
science of language, remains the subject of research for many linguists. In spite of this, its status and structure
have not been exhaustively described. Along with this, the question of the relationship between theolinguistics
and functional style remains unresolved.

According to the definition proposed by A. Gadomski, theolinguistics is a branch of linguistics, which studies
religious language in the narrow and broad sense of the term [5,24]. Thus, we can argue that this section studies
religious functional style.

Modern literary language appears as a complex system of means of communication, which has been
improved, developed and enriched over many centuries. Gradually from generation to generation the
techniques of language use were passed on and enriched, the functional varieties of literary language as types
of speech, which began to meet certain goals of communication and used to meet the communicative needs of
a particular type of human activity were designated [4]. The functional organization of linguistic material
according to the type of activity is not only to designate the object or element of reality most accurately, but
also to reflect the way of this reality perception.

In view of the above, we believe that functional style, along with religious discourse, speech genre and text,
is a structural element of theolinguistics.
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