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OQVH 13 LeHTpanbHbIX Pa3fenoB TEOPUN AUCKypca — ANCKYPCUBHAsA Tak-
COHOMMUS, TO €CTb BbIIBJIEHME OCHOBAHWI, MO KOTOPbIM ANCKYPChl AENSTCS
Ha TUnbl. TakKnx OCHOBaHWIA HECKOJIbKO, 1 OHN Hepeako cMmewmBatoTes. Oc-
HOBHbIE CPEAN HUX — 3TO MOAYC, XaHP U OYHKUMNOHANbHBIV CTUb. Pasnn-
4yme No MOAYCY KaCaeTCs TUMa HOCUTENS: YCTHbLIN VS. MUCbMEHHbIN. XKaHpbl
CBfi3aHbl C TUNamMM KOMMYHUKATUBHbIX Lener, Npu3HaBaeMblXx TEM WU
VHBIM OUCKYPCUBHBLIM COOOLLLECTBOM, N XapakTepu3yloTCs CTaHAAPTHIMU
cxemamu. OyHKUMOHASbHBIE CTUN BbIAENSIOTCS B CBA3M C Pa3NYHbIMU
chepamu yenoseyeckoro 6biTus. ECTb 1 Apyrne ANCKypPCUBHbIE TAKCOHO-
MUKW — TakK, O4€Hb BaXHbl TUMbl U3IOXEHUS, XapakTEPUIYIOLLINE HE Lenble
OMCKYPCbl, @ OTAENbHbIE UX dparMeHTbl, M naccaxu. Kaxapas na guc-
KYPCUBHbIX TAKCOHOMUI UMeeT pedriekcbl B 061acTy rpaMmMaTnyeckux,
JIEKCUYECKUX U NHBIX JTOKAJIbHbIX 13bIKOBbIX BbIGOPOB. Takme BbIGOpbI ABSIs-
I0TCS paBHOOENCTBYIOLWEeN BCcex GakTOPOB, CBA3AHHbLIX C AUCKYPCUBHbIMU
TakCOHOMUSMU. XOTS pasdHble AUCKYPCUBHbIE TAKCOHOMUN B MPUHLMME He-
3aBMCKMbI, BblAeNseMble MO Pa3HbIM OCHOBAHUSAM TUMbl ANCKYPCaA MOTYT
MMeTb CXOOHble pedniekCbl — 3TO KacaeTCcs, HanpuMep, MMCbMEHHOIO MO-
ayca n opuumanbHOro GyHKLMOHANbHOMO CTUNS.
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Among the central issues in the theory of discourse is discourse taxonomy,
thatis elucidation of the parameters classifying discourses into types. There
are several such parameters, and they are often cofused. The main onesin-
clude mode, genre, and functional style. The distinction in mode concerns
the medium: spoken or written. Genres are related to the typical communi-
cative goals, acknowledged by discourse communities, and are character-
ized by standard schemata. Functional styles are identified in connection
with the various domains of human existence. There are other discourse
taxonomies as well, in particular, quite important is the distinction between
types of presentation that characterize not whole discourses but their frag-
ments, or passages. Each discourse taxonomy reflects upon grammatical,
lexical and other local linguistic choices. Such choices are a resultant of all
factors stemming in discourse taxonomies. Even though discourse taxono-
mies are in principle independent from each other, discourse types estab-
lished on the basis of different parameters may have similar properties. For
example, the written mode and the official functional style have similar re-
flexes in the linguistic structure.
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