Studia Philologica. 2023. Bunyck 21 ISSN 2412-2491 (Online)
DOLI: https://doi.org/10.28925/2311-2425.2023.201

MoOBO3HaBCTBO
Linguistics

https://doi.org/10.28925/2311-2425.2023.211
UDC 811.111°36-116:164.223.4:070

NEGATION, TRUTH AND FALSITY

Bekhta, 1. A.
Ivan Franko National University of Lviv

ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9848-1505
ivan.bekhta@lnu.edu.ua

Tatarovska O. V.
Ivan Franko National University of Lviv
ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9175-2774
olesya.tatarovska@Ilnu.edu.ua

This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International
® License. To view a copy of this license, visit
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/ or send a letter to Creative

Commons, PO Box 1866, Mountain View, CA 94042, USA.

This article explores negation as a functional-semantic category and a pragmatic
universal, examining its elements in both the language system and discourse, particularly
negative statements. The study observes that despite structural and semantic differences,
the concept of negation is applied uniformly. The analysis delves into linguistic means and
their interaction within utterances, establishing restrictions influencing the choice of
negation expression in various discourses. The complexity of negation is emphasized as a
significant factor influencing language structure at all levels. The research aims to clarify
the relationship between linguistic means of negation and their interaction withstructural
components within utterances. Researchers have shown interest in intra-systemic
parameters of the negation category, considering it broader than its logical
conceptualization. Modern linguists strive to analyze negation from logical-semantic
perspectives, accounting for its pragma-communicative properties in discourse modes. The
importance of logical negation lies in its role as the foundation for communicative-
grammatical aspects of negation. The study acknowledges that while logical and
grammatical negation share similarities, linguistic meanings inherent in each language
contribute to differences between them. The article highlights the extensive study of
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negation in linguistics, with a focus on various linguistic phenomena and their expressions.
The subsequent sections aim to investigate multiple negation and its means of expression
in modern English language corpus and discourse. Negation has been a subject of study
across disciplines, drawing attention from logicians, philosophers, linguists, and
psychologists. As a pragmatic universal, it manifests differently in languages, making it an
interdisciplinary syntactic and morphosyntactic phenomenon. The article reviews
historical analyses and emphasizes the significance of negation as a key human concept,
shaping human expression in various fields of knowledge. Theoretical insights into English
negation have been diverse, incorporating perspectives from linguistics, logic, pragmatics,
and text theory. Various aspects, such as negative types, polarity elements, intensification,
and scope, have been explored. The pragma-discourse approach is highlighted as a
foundation for analyzing linguistic phenomena in context, providing a theoretical base for
understanding different types of negation. The study adopts a pragmatic approach,
employing methods from linguistic pragmatics, stylistics, text linguistics, cognitive
linguistics, corpus linguistics, and discourse studies. The pragma-discourse approach is
central, considering the communicative context to classify and systematize language
material. Methods include deployment, elimination, paraphrasing, and restoration of
nuclear structure, along with component analysis and semantic selection. The study
reveals functional equality between explicit and implicit means of negation within
discourse layers, establishing commonality across language levels in transmitting negative
information. The analysis considers the dynamic nature of texts and contextual
functioning, distinguishing various forms and speech methods of negation. Functional
types of negation are explored, demonstrating their implementation through explicit and
implicit linguistic means. The article concludes by reflecting on the historical significance
of negation studies, emphasizing its evolving perspectives. The pragmatic universal nature
of negation is reiterated, portraying it as a broad-based concept reflecting the fundamental
properties of the objective world. The research opens avenues for further exploration,
suggesting that the understanding of negation, especially multiple negation, may evolve in
unforeseen ways, driven by the inherent logic of the language..
Keywords: negation, truth, falsity, linguistic analysis, pragmatic universal.

bexma 1. A. Tamapoecvka O. B. 3anepeuennsa, npasoa ma xuonicme. [[a cmamms
PO3271A0a€ 3anepeyeHts AK QYHKYIOHATbHO-CEMAHMUYHY Kame2opilo ma npacmMamuyHy
VHIBepCanito, 00CHIONCYIOYU U020 eeMeHmMU SK Y MOGHIll cucmemi, mak i 8 OUCKYPCI,
30Kpema He2amueHi meepodceHHs. JloCNiOdCeHHs 3a3HaYae, Wo, He36aNCandu Ha
CMPYKMYPHI MA CeMaAHMUYHi GIOMIHHOCMI, NOHAMMS 3aNepeyeHHs BUKOPUCTIOBYEMbCS
00HaK060. AHani3 3a2n1UOII0EMbCS 6 MOBHI 3ACO00U MA IXHIO 83AEMOOII0 Y BUCTIOBNI0BAHHSX,
BCMAHOBNIOIOYY 0OMEIICEHHS, WO BNIUBAIOMb HA GUDID BUPAMCEHHS 3aNePeyeHHs 8 PI3HUX
ouckypcax. Iliokpecnioembcsi cKIaoHicms  3anepeveHHsi AK CYMMeESUll (Paxkmop, wo
BNIUBAE HA CMPYKMYPY MO8U HA 6CIX pisHAX. Memoio O0ocniodxcenHs € 3’ACY8aHHs
CNiBBIOHOUIeHHST MOBHUX 3AC00i68 3anepevenHs ma iX 63aemo0ii 3i CMpPYKmMypHUMU
KOMNOHeHmMamu BUCTIOBNIIOBAHD. Hocnionuxu BUABNAIOMb inmepec 00
BHYMPIUWHbOCUCMEMHUX NAPAMEMPI8 Kame2opii 3anepeyenHs, 86adcaioyl i Wupuioo 3a i
no2iyny Kounyenmyanizayito. Cyuacui niHesicmu npazHymov aHalizy8amu 3anepeyeHHs: 3
JI02IKO-CEMAHMUYHUX NO3UYIU, 8PAX0BVIOUU U020 NPASMA-KOMYHIKAMUGHI 81aCMUBOCHI 8
Medcax ouckypcey. Baowenugicmv n02iunoco 3anepeyeHus nousieac 8 1020 poli K OCHO8U
0/l KOMYHIKAMUBHO-2PAMAMUYHUX ACNEeKMi8 3anepedenHs. [{ocniodHceH s 6U3HAE, WO X0Ua
Jl02iuHe ma epamamuyHe 3anepeyeHHsi Maromv NOOIOHICMb, NIHe8ICMUYHI 3HAYEHHS,
B1ACMUBT KOJICHIN MO8I, cnpusiiomv GiOMIHHOCmAM Midc Humu. Cmamms 8uceimioe
WUPOKe O0CNIONCEHHS 3anepeyerts 6 JIHeBICmuYl, 30CepedNCYIOUUCy HA PIZHUX MOBHUX
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asuwax ma ix supadsicenni. Hacmynui po30inu cnpamo8ani Ha 00CHIOHCEHHI MHOICUHHO2O
3anepeuenHss ma 3aco0ig 1020 BUPAN*CEHHS 8 CYUACHOMY AHNIUCbKOMY MOBHOM) KOPNYCL
ma ouckypci.3anepeuenHs 0y10 NpeoMemom BUBUEHHS PIZHUX OUCYUNIIIH, NPUBEPMAIOYU
yeazy n102iKis, inocogis, ninesicmie i ncuxonoz2ie. Ak npaemamuuna yHieepcanis, 60Ha no-
PI3HOMY BUABTAEMbCA 8 MOBAX, WO poOUMb ii MIHCOUCYUNTITHAPHUM CUHMAKCUYHUM |
MopghocuHmaxkcuuHum  asuwem. Y cmammi po3ensioaemvcs  ICMOPUYHULL  AHANI3 |
HA20NOUWYEMbCA HA 3HAYEHHI 3anepedenHs 5K KI0Y08020 N1I00CbK020 HNOHAMMS, W0
dopmye n100cbKe camMoBUpadsCeHHsi 8 PIZHUX 2any3aX 3HaHHA. Teopemuuni no2naou Ha
auenilicbke 3anepevenHs Oyau PIZHOMAHIMHUMU, BKIIOUAIOYU NO2NAOU 3 JNIHSBICMUKU,
JI02IKU, npazmamuxu ma meopii mexcmy. bynu oocnioxceni pisni acnekmu, maxi K munu
3anepeyenns, eiemMeHmu NONApHOCmI, iHmencuikayis ma obcse. Ilpaemamuuno-
OUCKYPCUBHULL NIOXIO BUOINEHO 5K OCHOBY Ol AHANIZY MOBHUX 56U V KOHMEKCH,
3abe3neuyroyu meopemuuny 6a3y 0Jisl pO3YMIHHA PI3HUX MUNie sanepedenus. /Jocniodxcenns
NpUUMAEe npazmamuyHull nioxio, 8UKOPUCMOBYIOUU MemoOU JIiHSGICMUYHOI NPA2MAMUKU,
CIMUNICMUKY, JIH2GICMUKY MEKCMY, KOZHIMUBHOI NTH2BICMUKU, KOPNYCHOI IIH28ICMUKY md
gusuents ouckypcy. Illpazmamuuno-ouckypcruti nioxio € YeHmpaibHUM, 8paxosyroyu
KOMYHIKAQMUBHUU KOHMeKcm 015l Kiacugikayii ma cucmemamu3ayii MOBHO20 mamepiary.
Memoou exnouaroms pozeopmanhs, eniMinayilo, nepe@pazyeanus ma BiOHOGNIEHHs
A0epHOi  cmpYyKmypu pazom i3 aHAli3oM KOMHOHEHMI8 1 CeMaHmuyHum 8i000poM.
Jlocniosicennsn eusnsnne OyHKYIOHANbHY PIBHICIMb MINC eKCHIYUMHUMU MA IMATIYUMHUMU
3acobamu 3anepedenHs 6 Medcax OUCKYPCHUX Wapie, 6CMAHOGNIONYU CRITbHICMb HA
MOBHUX DIBHAX y nepedaui 3anepeyroi iHgopmayii. Ananiz 8paxosye OUHAMIUHY NPUPOOY
meKkcmie i KOHMeKCmyanvbHe (QVHKYIOHYBAHHS, BUOKPeMIIoouU pi3Hi  gopmu ma
MOBNEHHEBI cnocobu 3anepeyents. Jocniodncyiomocsa QYHKYIOHANbHI MUnu 3anepedents,
demMoHCcmpyemubcs ix peanizayisi 36 00NOMO20K0 eKCHAIYUMHUX Ma IMITIYUMHUX MOBHUX
3acobie. Cmamms 3a8eputyemvcs po30ymamu npo IiCMOpuyHe 3HAYEHHS OO0CHI0NHCEHD
3anepedenHs, Ha2oNowy4U Ha ix nepcnekmueax po3eumxy. Ilpaemamuuna ynieepcanvna
npupooa sanepeyeHHs NOGMOPIOEMbCA, 300paxcyouu 1020 AK WUPOKY KOHYEnyiro, ujo
gidobpadicac  ynoamenmanvhi  enacmugocmi 00 ekmuenoco  ceimy. JlocnioxicenHs
BIOKPUBAE WLIAXU OJ151 NOOALULUX OOCTIOHNCEHD, NPUNYCKAIOYU, WO PO3YMIHHS 3anepeyerHts,
0COOIUB0 MHONCUHHO2O 3ANEPEUEHHS, MOXHCE PO3BUBAMUC HenepeOOayeHUMU WIAXAMU,
Wo KepyemuvCs 6HYmMpIUHb010 JI02IKO MOBU.

Knrouoei cnosa: sanepeuenns, npasoa, XubHicmy, 1iHe8ICMUYHUL AHATI3, RPACMAMUYHA
VHIBEPCAIA.

Introduction

In this article, negation is considered as one of the functional-semantic
categories, a pragmatic universal, the elements of which are represented in the
corpus (language system) and in the discourse (speech units) — negative statements.
We use the concept of negation in the same way for statements that differ in
structure and semantics, and therefore it seems that there are no significant
semantic differences between them. However, the variety of linguistic means and
ways of conveying ne-gation prompts us to clarify the relationship between them
and how units of negative semantics interact with structural components within the
utterance. Therefore, it is logical to establish restrictions that affect the choice of
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the method of linguistic expression of negation in various discourses. Negation is
one of the central key concepts used in various fields of knowledge: philosophy,
formal and mathematical logic, linguistics. The essence of logical negation, which
is considered as a member of the opposition of negation — affirmation, cannot be
understood without referring to the facts of true reality. Negation and affirmation
are understood as two mutually exclusive and interpenetrating opposites, the
dialectic unity of which is also manifested in language, while grammatical
negation can also interact with other linguistic phenomena. Negation is a complex
phenomenon, far from being a peripheral phenomenon, but an important factor that
limits and modifies, and the influence of which to a certain extent takes place at all
levels of the language structure. Attempts by scientists to reveal the intrasystemic
parameters of the category of negation are probably due to the results of research
into the phenomenon of negation, which proved that the scope of the meaning of
negation as a category of sign is wider than negation as a category considered in
logic at the conceptual level. Therefore, the aspirations of modern linguists to
approach the analysis of the phenomenon of negation from logical-semantic
positions and outline the ways of analyzing negation, taking into account its
pragma-communicative properties in the pragma-discourse mode of being, became
clear. It is clear that the study of logical negation is extremely important for
linguists, because ultimately it is the basis for the communicative-grammatical
character of negation. Logical formulas help to reveal the core of the linguistic
phenomenon and find content invariants necessary for the transformation of
statements. On the other hand, we cannot forget that the concept of negation, like
many other concepts, came to logic from linguistics. The concept of negation in the
logic of predicates and the operation of negation in the logic of statements reveals
a dependence on the linguistic phenomenon of negation. Negation as a linguistic
phenomenon cannot be completely reduced to logical negation. The differences
between logical and grammatical negation are well consistent with the doctrine of
linguistic meanings inherent in each language and constitute its identity. That is
why each language is characterized by its own notions, which have a certain
meaning. However, this content does not coincide with the content of logical
categories in all main features. The phenomenon of negation received a detailed
study in domestic and foreign linguistics at various stages of the development of
linguistic science, but some of its aspects remained outside the attention of modern
linguistics. Therefore, in the subsequent sections of the investigation, we aim to
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investigate the plurality and multifacetedness of multiple negation and the means
of its expression in the corpus and discourse of the modern English language.
Studies of negation have been the focus of logicians, philosophers, linguists,
and psychologists for centuries. This is a pragmatic universal, which is reflected in
languages, albeit by different means, a syntactic and morphosyntactic phenomenon
that is studied interdisciplinary. Due to its multifacetedness and multifunctionality,
negation belongs to such language categories that are always in the field of view of
scientific circles in the humanitarian sphere of knowledge. Despite the fact that a
thorough analysis of negation began within the framework of formal logic, later
this pragmatic universal became one of the fundamentalitems in various areas of
scientific knowledge. It (negation) is also one of the most basic human concepts
(meanings) and its presence is one of the criteria that reveals human nature and its
expression in the humanitarian sphere of knowledge. That is, the ability to negate
1s a natural, and hence a natural phenomenon. The traditional view of negation as a
logical operator that changes the truth of a judgment determined its status as a
semantic concept in the majority of critical literature in this field. Research in the
field of pragmatics and related disciplines, however, positions negation as an
element that determines the creation of its exceptionally discourse-pragmatic
functions. A negative statement can be part of any functional or pragmatic
classification just like affirmative statements, as long as their different properties
are taken into account. However, most of the work on negation in this context has
a semantic focus, and the examples are typically isolated sentences. So far, we
have recorded little information about the discourse and pragmatic properties of
negation in context. This is where we see the relevance of this knowledge.
Fundamental studies in this area are the works of T. Givon (1993), who develops
the foundations of negation, based on the idea of negation as a propositional
modality and on the cognitive properties of negative states and events, and H. Totti
(1991), who conducts a detailed computer study of negation variants in English
speech and writing. In this field of knowledge, there are sections of grammar, or
broader studies, to the functions of negation, as well as the analysis of aspects of
its use. Interest in the problems of syntactic semantics, pragmatics and text theory
has recently also become an incentive for further development of the basics of the
pragma-discourse approach to the analysis of linguistic phenomena, which is the
newest theoretical base, a complete theory of various types of negation can be
built. Therefore, the latest linguistic theory of negation in corpus and discourse
needs its interpretation through syntax, semantics, pragmatics and context.
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Theoretical Background

Negation in English has been analyzed in recent decades from a wide variety
of perspectives and approaches (Horn 1989, 2010; Tottie 1991; Haegeman 1995;
Tieken-Boon van Ostade, Tottie 1982, 1985, 1991; Anderwald 2002, 2005;
Mazzon 2004 and Iyeiri 2005). Specific areas of focus included, among others,
negative types, elements of negative polarity, negative enhancement, negative
intensification, negation with modal verbs, scope of negation, and the pragmatics
and expression of negation in various genres and varieties Therefore, against the
background of the above, this article is an attempt to outline the basics of the
systematic study of negation as a pragmatic universal, its theory, propose
theoretical postulates, trace its discourse organization and functional potential.
Such remarks are debatable and conditioned by the complexity of the selected
issues. One of the linguistic phenomena that is universal in the usual sense is
negation. Its essence lies in the ability to refuse, to deny, to tell a lie, to disagree, to
say something ironically, to distinguish truth from falsehood. All these qualities
are inherent in a person. English linguist Gabriella Mazon comments on the
existence of the topic of negation and its thorough studies in the linguistics of the
English language. In a word, negation is a complex phenomenon in language,
however, it would be insufficient to refer only to grammatical theory. Linguistic
and paralinguistic methods of describing this phenomenon are covered in the
proposed work on the study of negation. As a part of culture, language has many
functions, one of which is communication, which requires the ability to properly
express views, ideas, and objections. The Swedish statesman, Count Axel
Gustafsson Oxenstierna (1583 — 1654) said for a reason: "It is not so much the
denial or refusal that can offend us as the manner of their expression". The
phenomenon of negation is essential to the study of any language. This field of
study is characterized by complexity and at the same time universality, connected
with all grammatical phenomena, the entire grammatical system. Many descriptive,
theoretical studies have focused on the complex nature of the "negative" statement.
Many scientists, taking into account the linguistic and non-linguistic factors that
underlie negation, claim that it 1s connected not only with linguistics, but also with
other disciplines: philosophy, logic, psychology and mathematics. Otto Jespersen
was the first to publish a work entitled "Negation in English and Other Languages"
in 1917. The English linguist L. R. Horn believes that "the process of studying
negation contributed to the formation of important linguistic studies of such
thinkers as: Aristotle, A. Bergson, L. Wittgenstein, B. Russell. A negation is the
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opposite of something actual, positive, or affirmative (Horn, 1989, p. 23)..
According to the basic structures of the language, negation laid its foundations in
the early period of modern English and has remained largely unchanged for the
past three centuries. In Old English, negation was conveyed using the particle "ne",
which was added to any word. In the Middle English period, this mode of negation
was auxiliary. Later, words or phrases nought/nat were added to the particle "ne".
Initially, they were equivalent to the pronoun (nothing), but over time they
acquired the function of a negative participle (not). Otto Jespersen notes that the
disappearance of the particle "ne" and the use of (nof) appeared in the 15th century.
The category of negation occupies a special place among numerous language
categories, as it most vividly and most accurately expresses the category of logic
by its means, indicates its relationship between language, thinking and objective
reality. Utterances that contain information with negative semantics are quite
common in all functional styles of speech. The speaker (the one who writes) uses
them not only when he denies something or tries to give an emotionally and
expressively colored negative answer to a question posed to him, but also when he
asserts or proves something, simply expresses his opinion or characterizes, gives
assessment of objective reality, formulates certain scientific rules. The high
frequency of negation in its various linguistic expressions explains the
extraordinary interest of linguists in studying this phenomenon.

Methods

The theoretical and methodological basis of the work is the basic provisions
of modern linguistic pragmatics, linguistic, literary and discourse stylistics, text
linguistics, cognitive linguistics, corpus linguistics, and discourse studies. The
pragma-discourse approach, which covers the palette of methods and linguistic
techniques for working out the facts of the functional effectiveness of negation in
the corpus and discourse, is the leading one in research. The basis of this approach
is the communicative context through which language material is classified and
systematized. The method of deployment, elimination, paraphrasing and
restoration of the nuclear structure served to establish grounds for intensification
and determination of preferences for the use of one or another type of negation
with reinforcement and multiple negation. To solve some individual issues, the
method of component analysis, reduced to dictionary definitions, and, if necessary,
the method of semantic selection (in order to identify the textual specificity of the
mentioned types of negation) were also used. In a word, negation as a conceptual
and linguistic category has two projections: into the language system, where its
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manifestation determines the formation of appropriate word forms, words, free and
stable word combinations and syntactic constructions, and into the text/discourse.
In the English language, means belonging to different levels of the language
system are used to objectify the conceptual category of negation. Such a palette of
correlations between conceptual categories and the means of their verbalization
reflects, on the one hand, the creative nature of the perception and awareness of
human-signified phenomena and objects of reality and the relations and
connections between them, and on the other hand, the universal nature of the
category itself.

Results and Discussion

From the point of view of philosophical teachings, negation is the
transformation of one thing into another, an essential and necessary moment of
development, which is accompanied not only by the rejection of the first thing, but
also by the retention of all its positive qualities. The similarity between
philosophical and logical negation is that in both cases we observe the transition of
a certain concept into its opposite. In logic, a positive statement turns into a
negative one or vice versa. However, there are certain contradictions between
philosophical and logical negation. For philosophical negation, in contrast to
formal-logical negation, development, movement from lower forms to higher ones
while preserving the positive is characteristic. In formal logic, a negation is a
logical operation, as a result of which, instead of the statement (proposition) 4, we
get the statement (proposition) not A, or instead of the statement not 4, we get the
statement 4. The new statement obtained in this way is negation of the original
statement. Despite various understandings of the term "negation" in philosophy
and formal logic, defining the essence of logical negation is a philosophical
problem. One of the fundamental issues of formal logic is the question about the
nature of negative statements, about the interaction between the content of a
negative statement and the surrounding reality. Logical negation is directly related
to the philosophical categories of singular, personal, and universal. Thus, for
Hegel, in a negative statement, the subject does not come under the influence of
negation. In other words, it maintains interconnectedness and gravitates toward the
common. Thus, in a negative judgment, not a general action, object, sign is denied,
but a specific action, a specific sign.

Philosophy and negation. Philosophy also considers the role of negative
judgments in the process of cognition. In a true negative judgment, as well as in a
true affirmative one, the concrete historical experience of mankind is fixed, and the
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successes of scientific knowledge are registered. Everything that has been said is
also related to a type of formal logic — mathematical (symbolic) logic. Negation in
mathematical (symbolic) logic has nothing to do with negation in language. Such
an idea would be wrong. Mathematical logic also works with negative statements.
The analysis of such concepts is based on the study of certain language forms,
since through the structure of language forms one can penetrate into the structure
of thought forms.

Affirmation and Negation. The question of negation is extremely important
for the science of language. At the current stage of the development of human
thought, it is hardly possible to deny the connection between logical and linguistic
categories. However, the fact is that negation is precisely such a category, where
the unity of thinking and language is clearly revealed. The category of negation
exists in all languages, its origins go back to ancient times. In the oldest written
records of languages of different families, the categories of subject and object,
subject and predicate, negation and affirmation appear equal, have their own form
and meaning. Affirmation is the most universal conceptual category in all
languages. Negation, along with affirmation, belongs to the categories available at
all stages of language development in the form of a system of appropriate
exponents of negative meaning. Negation in the broadest sense is precisely a
linguistic category. It is expressed by the most diverse linguistic and non-linguistic
means. Attempts to define linguistic negation as a universal semantic category, the
basis of which is formed by the meaning of the opposite, are understandable and
legitimate. The logico-semantic approach makes it possible to justify the
universality of the category of negation, the core of which is a formal-logical
negation, the meaning of which can be undeniably reduced to the formulation of
what is false. We mainly pay attention to the correlation of negation in logic and
grammar. The specificity of the linguistic category of negation lies in the fact that
it has an extensive system of means of expression. We involve formal logic in the
analysis. The relative perfection of logical structures makes it possible to study
them thanks to the analysis of the corresponding linguistic forms. The similarity of
formal logic and grammar lies in the fact that the form is of primary importance,
relatively independently of the content. At the same time, the language system,
having relative independence, is characterized, like any other system, by the ability
for self-development. This circumstance leads to the fact that the logical category
of negation and its linguistic expression of negation together with its linguistic
means of expression are not always in absolute agreement with each other,
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although linguistic and logical negation must somehow be expressed by specific
linguistic means. Before turning to the relationship between logical and
grammatical negation, it i1s necessary to determine the relationship of such key
concepts as assertion and negation, negation and modality, true meaning and
judgment, judgment and assumption.

Falsity and negation. Since the time of Aristotle, proposition has been defined
as the basic form of thought in which something is affirmed or denied. However,
such a definition does not contribute to the distinction between proposition and
concept (the concept is also one of the main forms of thought), since propositions
are also positive and negative. In our time, other essential signs of proposition are
also indicated: the relationship between two concepts, the direct connection
between the object and certainty, the meaning of truth and falsity. Aristotle also
pointed out that "not every thing contains a judgment, but only that which contains
truth or falsity..." (Radice & Davies, 1997, p. 110). Most logicians today consider
the true value of a judgment to be its main feature. We understand truth as a valid
reflection in the content of a judgment of true reality, and falsity as a contradiction
between the content and objective reality. Let us turn to the very authoritative
opinion of Otto Jespersen: "I doubt that the concept of "opposition" is more
primitive than the usual understanding of negation in such simple sentences as He
does not sleep" (Jespersen, 1917, p. 64). The scientist explains the emergence of
negation in English and French through the paralingual factor: "The starting point
here, as everywhere, is ne, which, in my opinion (along with its variant me), was
originally an exclamation of disgust; it was formed, mainly, by the muscles of the
face, by the contraction of the muscles of the nose" (Jespersen, 1917, p. 72). So,
according to Otto Jespersen, the origin and, accordingly, the essence of negation is
determined not by objective, but by subjective factors (the feeling of "resistance",
"disgust", etc.). In the negation, there is an undoubted volitional moment of
elimination of connections, the negation mood of the speaker. Therefore, the
logical category of negation reflects the absence of a sign (in the broadest sense of
the word), the absence of an object and phenomenon, the presence of which would
be possible under certain conditions at one time or another. In a word, negation is
one of the central, key concepts used in various fields of knowledge: philosophy,
formal and mathematical logic, linguistics. The essence of a logical negation,
which is considered as a member of the opposition of affirmation < negation,
cannot be understood without relying on the factors of reality. Affirmation and
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negation are two mutually exclusive and interpenetrating opposites, the dialectical
unity of which is also manifested in language.

Conclusions and perspectives

The history of the study of the negation category dates back more than one
millennium. Studies of this category aroused the interest of ancient Indian and
ancient Greek philosophers in the first millennium BC, they are still relevant today.
The number of scientific investigations dedicated to the category of negation is
growing, only the angle of view of the problem and the component of the analysis
of the consideration are changing in various modes. In particular, we define the
linguistic category of negation as a pragmatic universal, which, re-producing
moments of the objective world, introduces different (general, partial, verbal)
negative information with the help of different levels of explicit and implicit
language means and context. The amount of information of negation semantics,
and accordingly the functional type of negation, which can be general, partial,
verbal, is established on the basis of extralingual factors and paralinguistic data,
verbally manifested or implicitly expressed in one context or another. The
relationship between the functional types of negation and the means of their
implementation cover all layers in the language system, as well as the level of the
text, and, therefore, provide opportunities for distinguishing parallel system forms
and speech methods of negation that function identically in a continuous discourse
stream, and specifically in the narrative of the text. As a result of the study of the
process of implementation of systemic means of negation in the text, functional
equality between explicit and implicit means of negation within the constituents of
each discourse layer is established. The approach to the text from dynamic
positions, as well as consideration of the context of functioning as an object of
research, allowed not only to find the actual textual ways of formation negations,
but also to establish the possibility of realizing the information of negative
semantics of a general, private and verbal nature. Exceptions are only the
constituents of the morphological and syntactic levels. Due to the high degree of
grammaticalization and specific negative semantics, they do not show the ability to
penetrate into the content structure of individual referents, negatively characterize
only the relationship between them within the utterance, thus ensuring the
transmission of negative information of only general and private nature. Implicit
negation usually shows the ability to convey information of a different (latent)
nature. They carry additional lexical data, expressive-emotional, modal shades,
which continuously deepen and multiply with the increasing complexity of each
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language level, reaching its climax in the texture of the text. Undoubtedly, multiple
negation, as well as negation in general, cannot be explained by ordinary logic.
The phenomenon of multiple negation is extremely diverse in its richness of
expression of forms and complexity of interpretation. A multiple negation is not
only an ordinary combination of several multi-negative items within one statement.
This is a complex paradigm that includes the concepts of the scope of negation,
negative polarity, negative agreement, etc., and therefore there is no unambiguous
interpretation of it. According to a famous American researcher D. Burchfield, it is
absolutely impossible to predict the ways of language development, because
language is an ambiguous phenomenon that exists outside the boundaries of logic
and rationality. Language has its own logic, which dictates the development of
language processes and categories due to certain deviations that later become the
norm. The phenomenon of the "Jespersen cycle", namely the development, spread
and gradual decline of multiple negation constructions, may occupy a prominent
place in the English language in the future. In summary, we interpret the linguistic
category of negation as a pragmatic universal as a broad-based concept in which
the most general and fundamental properties, peculiarities, connections and
relations of objects and phenomena of the objective world always find their
evolutionary reflection and require the Ilatest linguistic and interpretive
mechanisms of his cognition.
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