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CYOEBHbIE PEYU A. ®. KOHU: MMHMBOCTUNUCTUYECKUIA ACNEKT

B crarpe AHAJIU3UPYIOTCS JIMHIBOCTUIIUCTUYCCKUE 0COOEHHOCTH panoa OOBUHHUTEIBHBIX peqef/i A. @. KOHPI,
OTMECYACTCA pa3Hoo6pa3He CpCACTB CTHIIMCTUYECKOIO0 CHUHTAKCHUCA, HUCIIOJb3YEMbBIX BbIJJAIOIIUMCS Cyﬂe6HI)IM
OopaTopoM, MOJAUECPKUBACTCA KOHTEKCTYaJbHasA pPOJIb BOIIPOCUTEIIbHBIX HpeﬂJ’IO)KeHPIfI, nepuonaa, CTUIUCTUICCKUX

¢buryp u apyroe.

Knwouesvie crnosa: cyz{eﬁHoe KpaCcHOpE1HUeE, OOBHHHUTEIIbHAS peub, CTUJTUCTHYCCKUI CHUHTAKCUC, BOIIPOCUTEIIbHAA
KOHCTPYKI[UA, I'IaroJIbHOC pEUCBEACHUE, OJHOPOAHBIC YJICHBI ITPEAJIOKCHUSA, IIEPUO, CTUIIUCTUICCKUC (1)I/Il"ypbl.

The author analyzes the linguo stylistic features of a number of accusatory speeches by A. F. Koni, emphasizes
the variety of stylistic syntax tools used by outstanding judicial orator, notes the contextual role of interrogative
sentences, period, stylistic figures and others.

Key words: cort eloquence, speech for the prosecution, stylistic syntax, question design, verbal speechology,
homogeneous parts of the sentence, period, stylistic figures.



