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Abstract

The interaction of negative units in languages is an important issue at the morphosyn-
tactic levels. The general classification reveals three types of languages: those with
single negation, double negation and negative concord. It is a widely accepted opinion
that Georgian is a language with negative concord, although the experiment showed
that double negation is much more preferred by native-speakers. Two peculiarities were
revealed while studying negation in Georgian: (l) If a negative word precedes the verb,
then the verb can appear in either a positive or a negative form, whereas if the verb
precedes the negative word, then it must obligatorily appear in a negative form; (Il) it is
not allowed to split the negative concord (i.e. to separate its elements by a positive
form). A linguistic experiment on negative constructions in Georgian was conducted
with 23 young native speakers of Georgian. The given sentences were ranked accor-
ding to their individual acceptability for the participants. Ungrammatical constructions
received a special zero marking. The experiment was conducted in accordance with EU
standards, and informed consent forms were signed by all participants, who granted
permission for the material to be used for scientific purposes. The experiment examined
three clusters of sentenses, and its results showed that the free word order, chara-
cteristic of the Georgian language creates a very interesting situation, allowing a large
number of acceptable variations. Importantly, the experiment confirmed the two above-
mentioned constraints on negative constructions in Modern Georgian. It should also be
noted that it would be quite interesting to identify dialectal differences in the production
of negative constructions. In this regard, it is important to take into account different ty-
pes of dialectal features, which are reflected in the language with mirror-like asymmetry.
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