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The notion "non-text” and the absence of teztuality.

Katsuhiko Hatakeyama

The purpose of this paper is to discuss the question of whether it
would or would not be appropriate/necessary to introduce the negative
counterpart for the text notion (and to call it "non-tezt”) in textological
research.

By introducing the negative counterparts of some properties that can be
seen in texts, I treat this subject.

The reason I introduce those negative counterparts is that, in most
cases, only such verbal objects used to be analysed which are for the
researchers doubtless tezts.

I think it necessary to supplement the analysis of all the prop-
erties assignable to verbal objects with the analysis of the lack of them.

I conclude that we should not introduce the negative counterpart for

the text notion if we ezpect good results in textological research.



