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Demska O. M. Text dimension of homonymy. The article considers the debates around the 
status of homonymy and homonyms. These debates are well known as the con  ict of homonyms 
that appears in the early part of the XX century and continues even now, especially in Ukrainian 
language studies. Also in the article, taking into consideration the functional aspect of the lexical 
units, the interpretation of the homonyms as neutral phenomenon of the human language is made 
more accurate. 

Key words: homonymy, the con  ict of homonyms, status of homonyms in the text, function of 
homonyms in the text.
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