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Complex common philological approach, which is usually named as a linguopoetic one, is the main feature for 
modern linguistic researches in the field of stylistic analysis of word-and-artistic works.  Within this approach the work 
is considered as a unified linguistic creation, which realizes a specific content, therefore while studying language of an 
artistic work the connection of used linguistic means with the expressed art-aesthetic content (V.V.Vynohradov).  

The origin of linguopoetic analysis is connected with works of L.V. Shchyrba, V.V.Vynohradov, H.O.Vynokur, 
V.P.Hryhoryev, R.O. Budahov. The further researches were directed on identification and objectification of 
linguopoetic analysis mechanisms (O.S. Ahmanova, V.Y. Zadornova) and brought us to understanding that linguopoetic 
analysis can be fulfilled only in complex with linguo-stylistics researching of the work text. Dialectic unity of such 
approach, which is defined by ontology of linguistic units in context of the text, provides deep penetration into stylistic 
organization of a separate text and also into historic regularity of forming and creating of different types of word-and-
artistic structures. 

Key words: expressivity, emotion evaluative lexics, evaluation, prazeological unit.  
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Summary 
The aim of the given research is to characterize the language norm status of the series of central and regional 

newspapers of the period of the 1990ies – the beginning of 2000s, and to determine the causes and reasons of the sub-
normal phenomena in the language content and their most specific varieties. This article analyzes the complex of devi-
ant word usage, caused both by a general decrease in the linguistic culture of society and hesitations in choosing model 
of normative spelling. 

It is noted that in the total mass of deviations from the current norms and guidelines in the functioning of modern 
Ukrainian literary language we can observe, on the one hand, unconscious deviations made by the speakers, i.e. errors, 
and on the other hand, quite conscious deviations from the officially approved norms, caused by the orientation of the 
speakers on the samples of Ukrainian language which are more appropriate to its structure. As a reaction to this situa-
tion in the field of the culture of Ukrainian literary language – both oral and written, and also as an expression of the 
desire for clearing its structure from the various units and phenomena that are not inherent, including foreign layers 
(primarily from the mass influence of the Russian language, and also from the new wave of mass borrowings in the 
conditions of current globalization from the English language) the questions of purity and norms of Ukrainian literary 
language have a great importance.  

The study of the main causes and consequences of the growth of the norm-orthography disorder of the modern 
language practice in Ukraine during the period of the 1990ies – the beginning of 2000s makes it possible to state that 
this disorder appears in the language of mass media in general and in the language of the modern Ukrainian 
newspapers in particular. Thus, the careful, thoughtful, and system analysis of the whole complex of the deviation from 
the active language-normative base of the Ukrainian language, on the material of the mass media language, is of great 
importance nowadays.    

Key words:  norms of the modern Ukrainian literary language, the language of Ukrainian print media, peculi-
arities of normative spelling, deviant word usage, culture of language. 
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