
7.  . .    / . .  //     
«     ». – 1997. – . 1. – . 7 – 9. 

8.  . .           : . .  
 .  . .  : . 10.02.01 «  » / . . . – - , 

2008. – 20 . 
9.  .   /   // .  –  2004. –  . 34.  – . 27 – 46.  
10.  . .         / . . . – . : . , 1978. – 118 . 
11.  . .     : , ,  / . . . –  : 

    . . , 2005. – 289 . 
12.   :  2-  .  . : , 1980.  . 2.  709 . 
13. Boysson-Bardies . Négation et performance linguistique / Bénédicte de Boysson-Bardies. – Paris, 1976. – 136 p. 
14. Ginneken J. van. Principes de linguistique psychologique / Jacobus van Ginneken. – Amsterdam; Paris, 1907. – 499 p. 
15. Givón T. Negation in language : Pragmatics, function, ontology / Thomas Givón // Pragmatics. – N.Y. etc.: Acad. Press, 1978. – 

Vol. 9. – . 69 – 112. 

Summary 
Bahan M.P. Conventional word-combinations in the negative form: literary stylization or violation of standards? 

The paper analyzes characteristics of conventional word-combinations that have the negative form, in the context 
of stylistic and other rules of the modern Ukrainian language, defines their role as a means of literary stylization and 
enhancing of evaluative modal meanings in different communicative situations, proves non-normative nature of many of 
these conventional combinations of words.  

It is defined that the functional specificity of the conventional word-combinations in the negative form is that they 
brings out the active positions of  the member of  dialogue that not just recognizes something, but rejects the assumption 
of a possible disagreement with any version or initiative, whereby it is concluded that such compounds are organic in 
the dialogues and discussions. 

It is found that the use of conventional word-combinations in the negative form is not quite appropriate in some 
communicative situations, especially when the speaker does not discuss, but simply describes someone's idea. It is 
proved that in such cases the use of conventional compounds in the negative form complicates the perception of sen-
tences, especially those that contains other units in a negative form. 

It is noted that these semantically stable word-combinations are too cumbersome and opaque. The article high-
lighted the usefulness of certain modal particles for emphasizing important semantic components of message. 

It was defined that the use of many conventional word-combinations in texts of journalistic and scientific style of 
speech caused by the influence of the Russian literary language. This article presents specific Ukrainian-language 
equivalents to these compounds. 

Studies of word-combinations in the negative form against the their affirmative equivalents opens up prospects for 
further study synonymous syntactic forms in the modern Ukrainian language and promotes the search for the most op-
timal syntactic means of expression. 

Keywords: conventional word-combination in the negative form, functional style, literary stylization, modality, 
evaluative meaning, the literary norm. 
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In the article the attempt of scientific comprehension of concept «mistake» is done in the different spheres of human 
activity. In the wide understanding a mistake is disparity between an object or phenomenon, accepted for a standard 
(financial object; decision of task; action which would result in the desired result and others like that), and 
object/phenomenon which is compared with the first. Accepted standard it the family norm. Every norm has the 
features, deviation from which is a mistake. 

Simultaneous application of concepts «norm» and « deviation» in philology was begun with 80th of the XIX century 
There are two ways of studying speech mistakes: regulation and functional. Error as object of modern linguistic 
research – the phenomenon is multidimensional enough, in fact the objects of study of linguistics is a language, 
broadcasting and communication. This multidimensional reflected in terminniy category mistake. So in modern 
Ukrainian linguistics an error is yet characterized as deviation, anormativ, linguistic anomaly and others like that. 

The linguistic phenomenon is an error related above all things to the concept of linguistic norm. Correlation of 
errors with the types of linguistic levels and norms stipulates their dividing into orthoepical, akcentuaciyni, 
orthographic, lexical, phraseology, word-formation, morphological, syntactic, punctuation, stylistic.   

Key words: norm, deviation from a norm, mistake, anormativ, deviation. 
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