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Negation and Denial Two Important Concepts in the Research of the Liar Paradox
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Abstract: The meaning of negative term in the liar sentence is worthy of debating. In the analysis of two dif-
ferent solutions to the liar paradox (Russellian account and Austinian account) , Barwise and Etchemendy
show the value of distinguishing negation from denial : on Russellian account, confusion of negation and
denial is the source of the liar paradox; on Austinian account, a more reasonable solution to the liar para-

doxs confusion of negation and denial is just one of the direct reasons.
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