ADIJECTIVES OF «OCCURRENCE», THE LINGUISTIC
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Jestis Martinez del Castillo
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Adjectives state two different types of predication, abstract and concrete, manifesting the
presence of the classeme /£CONCRETE/ in their lexical meaning. Adjectives of “occurren-
ce’ belong to the abstract predication, and state a peculiar abstract relationship of signifi-
cation: they define the semantic objects predicated as to the organization of their existence
or non-existence in particular structures of time, created in the expression.

| INTRODUCTION
1.1 The meanings of adjectives
We can see two different types of meaning in the predication established by adjectives:

a) some combinations of adjective plus noun denote states of affairs with the primary function
of describing something. The adjective, together with the noun, contributes to the description of
particular semantic objects. For example, red roses, high mountains, an old man. The meaning of
the combination is the contribution of the noun modified by the contribution of the adjective; and,

b) some combinations create relationships of signification with the function of relating
the semantic objects denoted to certain considerations. The meaning conveyed is not des-
criptive but instrumental, since serves the purpose of relating. For example, an utter fool, a
complete victory, a perfect trick. The meaning of these combinations is not the description
of the particular semantic objects denoted in them (fool, victory, trick), but the intensifica-
tion of the semantic object created in the combination. The adjective does not contribute to
the description made by the noun. He is an utter fool means «he is a fool in the full extent
of being a fool» or «he is really a fool»; a complete victory means «a victory in all its as-
pects»; a perfect trick can be paraphrased as «a trick with all the possibilities of achieving
the purpose of tricking». There is not, thus, a description on the part of the adjective, but a
relation of the semantic objects fool, victory or trick to their tull execution as particular se-
mantic objects. The character of these relationships of signification is instrumental2.

! This work is part of a larger study on the adjectival predication. Adjectives are described and clas-
sified in terms of what 1 call the process of intellection and the determination made by the clas-
seme /£CONCRETE/. [The Editor of Arlantis wishes to acknowledge the anonymous reviewers
of this article for their contributions.)

19

1 refer this type of relationships of signification with the word «instrumental». In the abstract pre-
dication, determined by the classeme /ACONCRETE/. this type of «relational» relationships of sig-
nitication are represented by the meaning conveyed by adjectives of “intellection™. “valuation®. and
‘occurrence’. It is instrumental since this meaning serves other purposes (cl. below). This type of
meaning has nothing to do with the distinction made by Coseriu. who distinguishes five types of
meaning: lexical meaning. the primary configuration of facts of expericnce made by the language:
categorial meaning. the way how the lexical meaning is given in a particular word: instrumental me-
aning, the meaning given by morphemes, independently frony words: structiral meaning, the mea-
ning given by particular combinations of words; and ontic meaning. the existential meaning assig-
ned to the state of affairs denoted in a sentence (¢f. Coseriu 1985, 248-249: 1987, 54-58, 208, 212).
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Both types of meaning in adjectives sometimes appear in the predication established by
the same adjective. That is, some adjectives can be descriptive, and, at the same time, rela-
tional. For example ‘old’ is an adjective that is primarily descriptive but in some combina-
tions can get certain relationships that are relational. ‘Old’ in an old man is descriptive only;
in an old friend the contribution of the adjective is relational; and in he is a real old friend
of mine, both types of meaning appear; ‘old” is descriptive since it is intensitied; and is ins-
trumental, since it relates the semantic object friend to the consideration of the different re-
lationships of signification found in friends, that is, to friendship; or to the time when that
relationship takes place. The example can be paraphrased as «he has a very close rela-
tionship of friendship with me» or «he has been a friend to me for a very long time»3.
‘Cruel” in the combinations he is cruel with animals, his cruel action with animals, and his
cruel knife. is both descriptive in the three examples, especially in the first one, and instru-
mental in cruel action and cruel knife, since ‘cruel’ is properly to be applied of human
beings, not of actions or knives. To understand cruel action it is necessary to know that ac-
tions are proper of human beings, and to understand cruel knife it is necessary to know that
knives are instruments used by human beings, or at least, that they are used by human
beings in the context of that example#. The relationships of signification denoted by adjec-
tives in these examples do not aim at creating a particular semantic object, something ma-
de by the noun with all the elements taking part in the noun phrase (designation?, determi-
nation®, other adjectives), but at relating the semantic object created in the combination.
These relationships of signification, however, have been extracted from the descriptive re-
lationships of signification in the meaning of “old’ or ‘cruel’, respectively. The fact is that
there has been an operation of relation of the semantic object conveyed in the combination,
to create a new meaning. The descriptive relationships of signification in ‘old” or ‘cruel’ ha-
ve been used both to describe and to create the abstract relationships of signification appe-
aring in the combinations above. There is, thus, a subordination of relationships of signifi-
cation in the examples: the descriptive relationships of signification, which are previous,
are used as the base to create the instrumental relationships of signification.

3 These combinations are called by Quirk ez al. (Quirk er al. 1985, 435) noninherent adjectives (cf.
Martinez del Castillo 1992). The relationships of signification described here are typical, as well.
but with different signification, of restrictive adjectives (cf. Martinez del Castillo 1993) and in-
tensifying adjectives (cf. Martinez del Castillo 1991b).

+  The application of adjectives predicating of /4+HUMANY/ to human attributes or things in connec-

tion with humans is something very common in adjectives of *human’, thus creating abstract re-

lationships of signification created out of the concrete meaning of adjectives. They have been

interpreted in different ways (cf. Martinez del Castillo 1997, 32-33).

> Coseriu distinguishes three levels in semantic content: designation (usually called by other aut-
hors reference), the relation of linguistic expressions to things; meaning or the primary configu-
ration of facts of experience made by a language: and sense, the particular meaning of an ex-
pression (cf. Coseriu 1985, 247; 1992, 96). I want to refer designation as the operation of inte-
llection implicit in the act of selecting something non-defined out of the continuum of things in
the world in order to create meanings. In this sense designation.is not the mere reference of ex-
pressions to things (cf. Martinez del Castillo 1997, 6.5 and 6.0).

6 For Coseriu (Coseriu 1982, 290-310) the operation of determination is an instrument offered by
the language with the purpose of making linguistic knowledge into activity. The operation of de-
termination consists in directing and orientating the potential designation of signs into real de-
signation, that is. into denotation (meaning). Determination, together with designation, are the
first operations implicit in the process of intellection and the creation of meanings.
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But sometimes the ditferent types of meaning in adjectives stated above are to be found
in the lexical meaning of adjectives, due to the determination made by the classeme /+CON-
CRETE/. Some adjectives belong to the abstract predication of adjectives. and some to the
concrete predication of adjectives. This distinction is based on the different meaning they
convey, that is, is to be found in the different type of lexical meaning they have’. The dif-
ferences® between these two types of adjectives can be stated in the following way:

a) the states of affairs? denoted in every case are different. Concrete adjectives are des-
criptive, abstract adjectives are instrumental. As a consequence concrete adjectives can
usually be intensitied, and abstract adjectives are not usually intensified'?. Compare high
mountains with a late remark. The first combination aims at describing something, whe-
reas the second aims at stating the moment when the remark occurs or the position the re-
mark occupies in a succession. In the first case the semantic object mountains is the point
of interest, described in a particular way. The adjective contributes to the purpose of des-
cription with its meaning: in the second it is something in connection with the semantic
object denoted: remark is put in connection with other items of the same kind; the adjec-
tive does not contribute to describe the semantic object remark, but to relate it; and

b) the type of designation conveyed is different: concrete adjectives have definite de-
signation whereas abstract adjectives merely deal with semantic objects in so far as they
are related. When we say, the high mountains, the designation of the combination is an es-
sential part of it, since it is necessary to understand the combination. On the contrary,
when we say « late remark the point of interest is not to refer ‘remark’ as something exis-
ting, but the fact that the remark came at a particular time, perhaps not at the required ti-
me. In this way we can say that concrete adjectives have definite designation and abstract
adjectives indefinite designation, or at least, that the purpose of the combination where
abstract adjectives participate is not to define the semantic object created, and, with it, the
thing referred. The contribution of the noun in combinations with abstract adjectives, ho-
wever, can give designation (the late remark or his late remark, states a particular and de-
termined remark), but the point here is the contribution of the adjective, which aims at re-
lating, not at describing or designating something.

In this way we can conclude, some adjectives give descriptive meaning, and some ad-
jectives give instrumental meaning, some adjectives are determined by the classeme
/+CONCRETE/, and some by the classeme /-CONCRETE/, two features in binary oppo-
sition (cf. Aarts & Calbert 1979, chapter 2). Descriptive meaning and concrete adjectives
serve the purpose of stating meanings in the language; instrumental meaning of adjectives
and abstract adjectives serve the purpose of relating the semantic objects. either created in
the combination. or existing as meanings in the language. to other considerations. Both
types of meaning in adjectives and the adjectives expressing them, have to do with the
operations in the process of intellection. The existence of the classeme /ZCONCRETE/ in
language is a manifestation of this process of intellection. a process in human intelligen-
ce having to do with the creation of meanings and the manipulation of the things in the

7 c¢f. footnote 2 for the types of meaning by Coscriu.

8 cf. Martinez del Castillo 1996. 145-148.

9 ] use the expression «state of affairs». taken from Dik (Dik 1981 chapter 3). meaning the parti-
cular re-arrangement of facts of experience denoted in a particular word or expression.

1

An adjectival predication. either if it is abstract or concrete, can be intensitied in 50 far as it is
descriptive (cf. Martinez del Castillo 1997, 2.4)
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world by means of words. This process of intellection is performed through the operations
of abstraction!!. Instrumental meaning has been formed out of descriptive meaning, th-
rough a process of abstraction. As a consequence, instrumental meaning is in a higher de-
gree of abstraction, since it has been formed by abstracting from the descriptive rela-
tionships of meaning. Adjectives with instrumental meaning, abstract adjectives, have be-
en abstracted from descriptive meanings, either given in the combination where adjectives
participate, or existing in the Janguage as meanings. Abstract adjectives perform certain
functions which go beyond the mere description of the facts of experience through the cre-
ation of semantic objects. They are used to perform the functions of abstraction, since they
relate the semantic objects created in some way or another. My assumption is that these
functions performed by adjectives and manifest in adjectives (description!2, relation!3 and
abstraction!4) are operations in the process of intellection. They manifest the process of
intellection by human beings, and this process of intellection has created the meanings and
words of a language. Human beings use these operations to understand the things in the
world by creating meanings, and once created, to manipulate the things they refer!5. Lan-
guage gives its speakers not only the instruments of speaking with its guidelines but the
instruments to transform linguistic knowledge into activity (Coseriu 1982, 290).

1.2 Operations of intellection conveyed by abstract adjectives

The combination of abstract adjective plus noun, as has been said earlier, involves the
creation of a particular semantic object, and the creation of relationships of signification
relating the semantic object created to certain considerations, thus, making the state of af-
fairs denoted more complex. These two relationships of signification conveyed represent
the following operations in the process of intellection:

' With this term T mean the operations involved in the creation of meanings in a language and the
operations of relating the meanings created in order to understand them and manipulate the ob-
Jects they refer. In this way the operations of designation and determination are of primary im-
portance (cd. Martinez del Castillo 1997, 6.5 and 6.6).

2 Description involves the operation of stating designation and determination. It represents the pri-
mary creation of meaning (cf. Martinez del Castillo 1997, 6.6).

The operation of relation is based on the description made. It is subsequent to description. In this
way is to be considered a secondary creation of meaning.

I+ The operations of abstraction are implicit in description and relation. I want to emphasize that
abstraction has to be understood here as the operation of selecting something from something el-
se. It cannot be understood in the sense spoken of by Coseriu (Coseriu 1992, 226), the selection
of common features. The selection made is not logical but made freely by speakers.

'3 in Martinez del Castillo 1997, the process of intellection is described with three steps in the cre-
ation of meaning: stating designation. describing the thing designated (the primary creation of
meanings). and re-claborating and putting the meanings previously created in connection with
one another. These three steps involve different operations in the process of abstraction, with th-
ree degrees of abstraction: the first degree of abstraction represented in the act of designation of
things. previous to all: the second degree represented by the first creation of meaning, the crea-
tion of concrete nouns: the third degree of abstraction represented in the elaboration of relations-
hips of meaning, the creation of concrete adjectives; and the fourth degree of abstraction, the cre-
ation of both abstract nouns and adjectives. This process of intellection. manifesting the presen-
ce of the classeme /+CONCRETE/. is the base for the distinction between abstract and concrete
adjectives (Martinez del Castillo 1997, 65, 6.6, 6.7 and 6.8).
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a) stating designation. Designation in the combination is to be attributed, primarily, to
the contribution of the noun;

b) creating the semantic object of the combination through the process of orientating
the potential designation of signs to things or process of determination!®. The same ad-
jective can play different functions. depending on the determination made on it. The ad-
jective ‘Christian’, for example, gives three different relationships of predication!7: she is
a Christian woman (woman is described as Christian), descriptive function; Charity is a
Christian virtue (Charity is a kind of virtue), classifying function; and the Christian ba-
ses of society (bases is identified by Christian), identifying function!3.

¢) describing the semantic object created. The previous operations of intellection, es-
pecially the last one, contribute to describe that semantic object; and

d) relating the semantic object created with its designation and determination to rela-
tionships of signification not involved in the combination, as explained above: to my utter
amazement (amazement denoted in the greatest extent of amazement).

The first three operations of intellection are performed in both abstract and concrete
predications of adjectives. The fourth operation is performed, privately, in abstract predi-
cations of adjectives. The meaning conveyed by abstract adjectives is, thus, an elaboration
made on the semantic object created. The point of interest in them is not the description
of semantic objects, but the relation of them to relationships of signification, either given
in the combination or existing as meanings in the language.

1.3 Kinds of abstract adjectives

The abstract predication of adjectives can be found, as explained above, both in con-
crete adjectives establishing both descriptive and instrumental relationships of significa-
tion, and in all adjectives determined by the classeme /-<CONCRETE/, that is, in abstract
adjectives. The abstract predication of adjectives in English is made up of four important
groups: adjectives of ‘society’. adjectives predicating of certain semantic objects corres-
ponding to creations of meaning made on relationships of signification existing as mea-
nings in the language. These adjectives may be descriptive and, thus, have definite desig-
nation, but are abstract since they are not a primary creation of meaning!?; adjectives of

16 Coseriu (Coseriu 1982, 290-310) speaks of the operation of determination in nouns; adjectives
need determination in two aspects: first, as elements of meaning. They must be delined in the di-
mension they convey and in the extent of that dimension: and second. as clements of predication.
They must be defined in the content they denote. and in the application of their content to the con-
tent of the noun (cf. Martinez del Castillo 1997, chapter 4. for the definition of adjectives as se-
mantic elements; and chapter 5. for the definition of adjectives as clements of predication).

17 “Christian’ is a adjective of “society: religion™. It has a descriptive character in spite of its abstract
character, but the same can be said of “ominous’. and adjective of “occurrence: event: danger’: an
ominous silence (silence described by ominous): an ominous situation (a Kind of situation): and
the ominous crisis affecting us (a particularly designated crisis) (¢t. Martinez del Castillo 1997,
chapter 5).

18 These three functions played by adjectives have been studied by Beatrice Warren (Warren 1984a
and 1984b), J.Teyssier (Teyssier 1968) and D. Bolinger (Bolinger 1967), although they do not
speak of determination of adjectives (cf. Martinez del Castillo 1997, chapter 5).

19 Adjectives of “society” have not been studied yet.
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‘intellection’, adjectives giving a relational type of meaning relating the semantic object
created in the combination to the relationships of signification in their lexical meaning.
Adjectives of ‘intellection’ function as instruments to distinguish, define the extension of,
restrict, relate, intensify, or classify; in a word to manipulate the semantic objects created
or existing as meanings in the language. They represent the most characteristic abstract
means of expression since they relate semantic objects, in accordance with parameters of
meaning necessary to understand and, thus, manipulate the things in the world?0; adjec-
tives of ‘valuation’, adjectives determined by the axiological classeme, relating the se-
mantic object created to the valuation made by the speaker?!; and adjectives of ‘occu-
rrence’, adjectives relating the semantic objects created in the combination to the rela-
tionship of signification of existence or non-existence. All these adjectives are in a higher
degree of abstraction, since they operate on semantic objects previously created??. They
all represent creations of meaning subsequent to previous creations of meaning. They are
elaborations by the language, and convey a type of instrumental meaning23, since they
help understand particular aspects in the meaning of a combination.

2 RELATIONSHIPS OF SIGNIFICATION CONVEYED BY ADJECTIVES OF ‘OCCURRENCE’

In the state of affairs denoted by the combination, the last bus, we can see the follo-
wing segments of information or relationships of signification:

a) the semantic object predicated is a bus, definite in itself since it is perfectly deter-
mined by the definite article. The function of the determiner is to orientate linguistic signs,
primarily virtual, universal and, sometimes, ambiguous, to the reality of things in the
world (Coseriu 1982, 291-308);

b) the relation of that semantic object to other items of the same class, the relation of
a definite bus (the bus) to other buses, in connection of which this one occupies the last
position in a succession of events repeating. In this way, the semantic object created in the
predication, the bus in question, is predicated, not as a semantic object, capable to be des-
cribed (the description of which is not the point of interest), but as something taking pla-
ce, something considered an event;

¢) the establishment of this particular bus as the point in time in connection with which
the other buses are arranged. This arrangement involves considering the semantic object,
that is, the bus, not as the semantic object denoted by the class of objects denoted by the
noun bus, but as one of the essential features of that state of affairs denoted. It is not a par-
ticular and determined semantic object, that is, a particular bus, but a bus considered as to

20 For adjectives of ‘intellection’ cf. Martinez del Castillo 1996, 143-155.

cf. Felices Lago in his doctoral dissertation, Granada 1991. Adjectives of ‘valuation’, apart from
the determination by the axiological classeme, are determined by the classeme /-CONCRETE/,
since they relate. The meaning they convey, however, is descriptive.

22 Adjectives of ‘society’ do not relate, but are in a higher degree of abstraction. Their abstract cha-
racter is due to the type of meaning they convey, set of relationships of signification made on me-
anings previously existing in the language. This is something that must be studied.

23 As it was said earlier T use this expression to mean the different types of abstract meaning con-
veyed by abstract adjectives or the abstract relationships of signification denoted in combinations
with concrete adjectives. This instrumental meaning. on the other part, is not the instrumental me-
aning stated by Coseriu (Coseriu 1985, 248-249).
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the essence?4 of buses, thus meaning, not the semantic object denoted, but the essence of
it, that is, a means of transport. It is the essence of the class of semantic objects called
‘bus’, something with the function of public transport performed at intervals, that is, hap-
pening;

d) this arrangement of things is made backwards. The bus in the example is conside-
red as the base of the arrangement of the other semantic objects of the same class, pla-
ced as the point of reference; the other items, the other buses, existed previously (happe-
ned). The state of affairs created is retrospective. It is structured in such a way that only
an item of the many implicit in the expression is considered; the other buses are consi-
dered in relation to it. They all existed previously. The only bus of the totality of buses
considered is the one coming and leaving last. The other buses came and left before the
one of reference. They all took place previously, that is, occurred, happened, were con-
sidered events. They are not directly referred, but present in the expression. They are all
mentioned in the content given by the adjective. They all are necessary for the intellec-
tion of the combination.

The meaning of the expression can be paraphrased as «there is a series of buses which
occurred previously just as events in a succession, except for the one referred, which is the
point of interest in the expression. and is the one left to perform the function of buses».

The contribution of the adjective, thus, has altered the semantic object of the combi-
nation in the following aspects:

a) it has reduced the designation of the noun. We said earlier that the semantic object
bus was determined with the contribution of the determiner orientating the potential de-
signation of the linguistic sign to things. That is, the determiner made real what in princi-
ple was virtual; the determiner made the linguistic sign bus abandon its potential desig-
nation as the essence of a class of objects to mean a concrete and real thing. And now, the
adjective makes the reverse: it relates the noun to the consideration of it as something ta-
king place, thus emphasizing its essence neglecting the designation. The relation introdu-
ced by the adjective consists in separating the essence of the semantic object, relating the
semantic object to its essence as a means of transport, and neglecting the description of it
and the definition of its designation. The contribution of the adjective consists in abstrac-
ting one aspect of the many that can found in the semantic object. It is, thus, a process con-
trary to the process of determination, a process of indefinition, selecting only an aspect of
the many possible in the set of features of the semantic object denoted:

b) the abstraction made on the semantic object denoted, that is, the selection made on
the essence of the semantic object, relating it to the class of semantic objects it belongs
to, involves the relation of the semantic object created in the combination to the other se-
mantic objects of the same semantic class, not present in the expression. This device, pro-
per of abstract adjectives, involves a relationship of signification much more complica-
ted than the mere description of a semantic object. It involves further operations of inte-
llection added to the ones necessary to create a semantic object, thus giving many more
relationships of signification in the predication. In this way they can be considered in a
higher degree of abstraction, higher than the abstraction necessary to create descriptive
meanings;

24 With this expression, «the essence of something». I do not mean essence in the strict sense, but
as the particular relationship of signification selected in a particular set of relationships of signi-
fication.
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c) the descriptive value that could be found in the semantic object has been obscured.
In the example, the particular characteristics that can affect the bus so as to describe it are
ignored. It does not matter if the bus in question is fast or slow, good or bad. The predi-
cation now is about something else;

d) the contribution of the adjective consists in making an arrangement of the things de-
noted, thus representing a typical function of the human mind in order to understand the
world. A bus in itself and due to the nature of things can never be considered as taking pla-
ce (an event). The language as the traditional (cf. Coseriu 1988, 48) manifestation of the
process of intellection in humans, offers speakers the possibility of relating something
concrete and material to relationships of signification in a different level of abstraction,
thus making it appear as something it is not, an event. This device, at the same time, is ma-
nifest in the historical language as manifestation of the historicity of human beings (cf.
Coseriu 1988, 70-71). The creation of meanings, and the creation of words, is something
made in the daily performance of language by all speakers, in a double relation of solida-
rity: solidarity with those who speak in the present, and solidarity with all those who spo-
ke the language previously. The result is the creation of a tradition of meanings, forms,
words and procedures, the tradition in the technique of speaking (cf. Coseriu 1992). In that
tradition adjectives of ‘occurrence’ have the function explained above.

3 THE PREDICATION ESTABLISHED BY ADJECTIVES OF ‘OCCURRENCE’

Adjectives of ‘occurrence’ relate the semantic object created in the combination to
the consideration of existence in two ways: they can either consider the object denoted
as something happening (an event); or they can consider it as something extending in a
period of time (a situation). The predication established in the combination with adjecti-
ves of ‘occurrence’ is based on the relation established, and the abstraction made on the
semantic object. On the other hand, adjectives need definition of the dimension of mea-
ning they convey and specification of its extent, and definition of the predicative func-
tions they are to perform in a combination (cf. 1.2b and footnote 16). In the case of ad-
jectives of ‘occurrence’, the state of affairs in the combination is completely new, since
the relationships of signification in the adjective consist in the abstraction of the essence
of the class of semantic objects in the noun, relating it to the other members of that class
of semantic objects, with the implied reference to the organization of them as elements
capable of occurring.

As a consequence, bearing in mind that all adjectives are static and applicable25; that
adjectives of ‘occurrence’ are abstract, since they are determined by the classeme /~-CON-
CRETE/; and that adjectives of ‘occurrence’ are determined by the presence of the featu-
res /event/ or /situation/, we can establish two semantic paths?® determined by the featu-
res /event/ and /situation/, respectively. The semantic path of /event/ is represented by the
lexical fields of adjectives of ‘chance’; ‘danger’; ‘duration: proper’ and ‘duration: retros-
pective’; ‘factuality’. ‘Factuality’ is a lexical field and at the same time functions as a fe-
ature determining the lexical fields of adjectives of ‘truth’, and ‘amusement’; and, finally,

25 cf. Martinez del Castillo 1997, chapter 2.

26 T use this expression taken from Aarts & Calbert 1979 to mean any sets of hierarchically ordered
features determining a lexical field or lexical fields. Aarts & Calbert use this expression to refer
only the hierarchy of higher-level primary features, what I have called a classeme following Co-
seriu (cf. Aarts & Calbert 1979, 21, footnote 2).
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adjectives of ‘opportunity’. The semantic path of /situation/ determines only its own lexi-
cal field, adjectives of ‘situation’?7.

The relationships of determination and hierarchy in them can be represented as

«state»
— - 1
«abstract» «concrete»
f - .
«occurence» «intellection»
«event» «situation»

«chance»
«danger»

«proper»
«duration» — «retrospective»

«factuality» «amusement»
«truth»

«opportunity»

4 THE CONCEPT OF ‘OCCURRENCE’ DENOTED BY ADJECTIVES, AND ADJECTIVES DENOTING IT

4.1 Adjectives of ‘chance’

The relation of the semantic object created to occurrence sometimes denotes the oc-
currence of it in connection with the contingency of its own existence. It is the case of ad-
jectives of “chance’28: a4 random selection, the classes were random, the ordering of things
was random. The first example can be paraphrased as «there was a selection chosen wit-
hout definite plan or purpose», that is, the selection existed but the way it existed was wit-
hout plan or purpose; the object selected could, or could not, have been selected. The fact
of selecting is related to its contingency in the way it was selected, thus denoting the oc-
currence of the object.

4.2 Adjectives of ‘danger’

The relation of the object created to risk as a semantic feature in some adjectives cre-
ates relationships of signification denoting another type of ‘occurrence’. In drinking this
water is hazardous to health, the adjective relates the semantic object ‘drinking this wa-
ter’ to the risk involved in its own occurrence. In hitch-hiking is a bit dicey in the area,

27 This classtfication and hicrarchy of adjectives has been made on the analysis of the adjectives in
the Longman Lexicon, a total of 2100 adjectives and 5108 senses. For the justification. the pro-
cess of intellection and the process of abstraction (cf. Martinez del Castillo 1997, chapter 6). This
diagram represents only the semantic path “state: abstract: occurrence’. So far this semantic path
and the semantic path ‘state: abstract: intellection” (c¢f. Martinez del Castillo 1996) have been stu-
died. For the whole diagram of the adjectival predication and hierarchy in adjectives ¢f. Martinez
del Castillo 1997, appendixes 1 and 1I.

28 random, lucky. fortunate.
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hitch-hiking is denoted with the implication of the effects it may have: if there is hitch-hi-
king in this area there will be danger, that is, if hitch-hiking occurs. The state of affairs de-
noted by adjectives of ‘danger’2? is the relation of the semantic object to its occurrence.

4.3 Adjectives of ‘duration’

The semantic object denoted in the combination can be related to its duration, consi-
dering it an event. The duration of things by means of adjectives can be expressed in two
ways: stating the duration of something in connection with its own existence; or stating
the duration of something considered in connection with the other things implicit in the
linguistic expression, taking as reference the semantic object created in the expression. In
the first case we have the absolute duration of something, adjectives of ‘duration: pro-
per’39, for example chronic ill health. The existence of ill health is related to the very exis-
tence of it, that is, to the period of time when health is denoted; and in the second, we ha-
ve the statement of the duration of something in connection with the semantic object in
the expression, adjectives of “duration: retrospective’3!. Typical predication of ‘duration:
retrospective’ are the examples e last bus: or the opposition ‘early’:'late’ in the early mo-
ments of his visit, and a late remark.

4.4 Adjectives of ‘factuality’

The expression of occurrence by means of adjectives can denote the degree of factua-
lity of the semantic object denoted, that is, the degree of connection of the semantic ob-
ject with reality. It is the case of the actual words spoken, the factual basis of his theory.
The words spoken, although they are said to have been spoken, are referred to their occu-
rrence, as the elements having really happened. Adjectives of “factuality’32, emphasize the

29 chancy, dangerous, dicey. fateful. hazardous, ill-omened, ill-starred, ominous, perilous, risky, sa-
fe. secure. threatening.

30 brief. ceaseless, chronic, chronological. endless. enduring, eternal, everlasting, fleeting, full-time,
incessant, lasting, long-term, momentary, non-stop. on-going, part-time, passing. past, perio-
dic(al), permanent, perpetual, prolonged. protracted. short-term. temporal, temporary, transient,
transitional, unending.

31 archaic. contemporaneous, contemporary, continual. continuous, current, early, erstwhile, even-
tual. final, former, immediate, inaugural, incipient, initial, instant, instantaneous, interim. intro-
ductory. last, last-minute. late. Jatter, modern, modern-day, obsolescent, obsolete. old-fashioned,
outdated, overdue. prevalent. previous, primaeval, prior, progressive. prompt, provisional, punc-
tual, spasmodic, subsequent, sudden, terminal, timely. topical, ultimate, up-to-date, up-to-the-mi-
nute.

32 accidental, actual, additional. advanced, aimless, alternate, alternating, alternative, arbitrary, aus-
picious, casual, common, commonplace, constant, customary. deliberate, eeric, effective, effec-
tual, erratic, everyday. exorbitant, extraordinary, extreme, fabulous, factual, fallacious. familiar,
fanciful, fantastic, tar-fetched. feasible, fictitious, forthcoming, freakish. freaky. frequent, func-
tional, futile, future, habitual, humdrum, imaginary, imminent, impending, lable, likely. mons-
trous, non-existent, objective. occasional, odd, ordinary, persistent, pointless. possible. potential.
practical, pragmatic, prevailing, probable. promising. proper, prospective, purposeful, queer, ra-
re, ready, real. recreational. regular, remarkable, routine, singular. spare. spontaneous. strange.
subjective, successful, superfluous. surplus, theoretical. unique, unprepared. usual, vain. virtual.
weird.
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reference of the semantic object to its occurrence. The first example is to be interpreted as
«the words which were spoken as they were spoken, that is, as they happened».

4.4.1 Adjectives of ‘truth’

In direct connection with the degree of factuality of the semantic object denoted is the
degree of adequacy of the semantic objects with the things existing as they do exist, that
is, the relation of the expression to truth. A believable story, a true story, does not define
story but the attitude of the speaker or listener in relation to that story. This means that the
question whether the story is defined or not, interests in so far as it gives the support to es-
tablish the relation to the things existing as they are. The point of interest in the expres-
sion is the set of relationships of signification referring to the adequacy of them to reality.
The object predicated occurs in so far as it is in connection with truth. Its occurrence, that
is, its existence as a semantic object depends on the adequacy with real things. It is the ca-
se of adjectives of ‘truth’33,

4.4.2 Adjectives of ‘amusement’

A particular kind of truth is the relationship of signification established with realities
invented in the expression in order to provoke feelings of confusion or slight worry in lis-
teners. The distorting adequacy of the semantic objects denoted with things as they are or
as they are known is put in contrast. It is the case of adjectives of ‘amusement’. A funny
story, an amusing story, an absurd attitude, create a semantic object occurring with all the
characteristics defining a real story. The distortion of the thing described and the know-
ledge of things as they are or as they are known, achieve the aimed at purpose. In fact, the
semantic objects created in this way cause confusion only when they are first known, ce-
asing to cause confusion once they have been known. This fact manifests the connection
of adjectives of ‘amusement’34 with things as they are or as they are known.

4.5 Adjectives of ‘opportunity’

In a similar way the existence of the semantic objects created in the expression can be
related to their adequacy with the moment affecting them and the parameters of meaning
in them. A demanding activity, drastic measures, it is imperative for the organization to
get that post, involve occurrence at a particular moment and relation to the essential cha-
racteristics in their meanings. Drastic measures, means measures (to be) taken urgently,
severely and strongly. These measures exist because of their being urgent, severe and
strong, that is, they occur because of their opportunity in connection with the problem af-
fected. Their occurrence is created in the expression. Demanding activity, in the same
way, means an activity existing as absorbing the time and energy of the actor of the acti-
vity. Its occurrence as a semantic object is due to the connection of it with the time im-
plicit in the expression. It is the case of adjectives of ‘opportunity’3.

33 believable, bogus, correct, credible, doubtful, fake, false, misleading, questionable, right, sham,
true, truthful, wrong.

34 gbsurd, amusing, comic, comical, entertaining, funny, hilarious, humorous, jocular.
35 demanding, drastic, imperative, opportune, pressing, urgent.
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So far all the adjectives predicating of occurrence’ relate the existence or non-existen-
ce of the semantic object created in the expression to the occurrence of it as an event. They
express relationships of signification relating the object created to the consideration of it as
an event, something occurring or not, but with possibilities of occurring. This manifests a
dynamic character. On the other hand, there is a group of adjectives of ‘occurrence’ refe-
rring the object created to a stated period of time, that is, meaning something as occurring
over a period of time. They have dynamic character as well, but in a different way: stating
the occurrence of something in a particular situation and as typical of that situation.

4.6 Adjectives of ‘situation’

Adijectives of ‘situation’30 state the occurrence of the semantic object created over a
period of time. The state of affairs denoted by these adjectives is dynamic as well, in spi-
te of the name I have given to them, since they involve the repetition of the semantic ob-
ject created at definite intervals. The aurumnal colours of Mediterranean forests, means
the repetition of those colours at the moment stated by the adjective. The semantic object
created in the combination is predicated as something repeating: something existing at the
moment in question but something that occurred in the past and will occur in future.

S THE STRUCTURE OF PREDICATION OF ADJECTIVES OF ‘OCCURRENCE’

Adjectives of ‘occurrence’ denote typical dynamic non-controlled states of affairs, that
is, they are typical Processes37. The usually have only one argument, the semantic object
acting as the classeme defining the application of the adjective, playing the function of
Force38. With adjectives of ‘danger’ and ‘chance’ sometimes a second argument appears,
stating the Recipient of the Process. If this actant appears in the expression, sometimes it
may become redundant. To say ir is dangerous for you to drive with a dirty windscreen
adds nothing over it is dangerous to drive with a dirty windscreen. However this repre-
sents a possibility of expression, and sometimes it is necessary, but depending on the na-
ture of the things stated: it is dangerous for children to travel alone.

The core meaning3? of these adjectives can be stated with the expression HAPPEN,
although every lexical field has its particular formulation. The most typical classeme the-
se adjectives predicate of is a semantic object capable to be considered as something hap-
pening or likely to happen. This means that in most cases many dynamic nouns can per-
form this function. Examples:

36 annual, autumnal, biannual, biennial. daily. diurnal, nocturnal, off, on. out of date. seasonal, sum-
mery. through, wintry.

37 S. C. Dik classifies states of affairs based on two primary parameters. control and dynamisn: Ac-
tion, controlled dynamic state of affairs: Process. non-controlled dynamic state of affairs: Posi-
tion. controlled non-dynamic state of affairs; and State, non-controlled non-dynamic state of af-
fairs (ct. Dik 1979, 3.4.1).

3 Ct. Dik 1979, chapter 3. for the description of the states of affairs and the semantic roles of the
actants in them.

39 In the set of parameters defining the predicate frame that follows I state the core meaning of the
adjective determined by the different actants it has. defined in terms of the parameters explained
by Dik 1979. I have chosen an adjective out of every lexical field. For predicate frames cf. Dik
1979, chapter 3.
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Random: HAPPEN BY CHANCE (Process)
(x]: <ABSTRACT: action or event> (x])Force)
(y!: <without definite plan or purpose> (¥ nanner)-

Dangerous: HAPPEN INVOLVING RISK (Process)
(x}: <ABSTRACT: action or event> (xDpgrce)

(x2: <HUMAN: people in general> (x2)Recipient)
(y!: <able to harm or hurt> (yl)Munner)

Fateful: HAPPEN INVOLVING RISK (Process)
(x!: <ABSTRACT: action or event> (xl)Force>
(x2: <HUMAN: people in general> (Xz)Rccipient)
(y': <with disastrous effects> (y panner)-

Risky: HAPPEN INVOLVING RISK (Process)
(x1: <ABSTRACT: action or event> (xDggrce)
(x2: <HUMAN: people in general> (xz)Recipient)
(y!: <with unpleasant effects> (yl)Manner).

Safe: HAPPEN INVOLVING RISK (Process)
(x!: <HUMAN: people> (x))pygient)

(x2: <ABSTRACT: action or event> (x*)Fopce)
(y!: <with no harmful effects> (yl)Manner).

Brief: HAPPEN AND CHANGE (Process)
(x!: <ABSTRACT: action or event> (x gy rce)
(y': <period of time> (y ' Yrime)

(y2: <short> (y2)vfanner)-

Early: HAPPEN AND CHANGE (Process)
(x!: <ABSTRACT: period of time> (x)porce)
(x2: <ABSTRACT: event> (Xz)Dircction)

(y!: <at the beginning> (y')Manner).

Actual: HAPPEN IN A PARTICULAR WAY (Process)
(x!: <ABSTRACT: action or event> (xl)Force)
(y!: <connected with real things> (y Dpanner)
(y2: <not with imaginary things> (yz)Munner).

Funny: LIKELY TO HAPPEN (Process)

(x): <ABSTRACT: action or idea> (xDpqpce)
(y!: <causing amazement> (yDytanner)

(y2: <strangely and surprisingly> (yz)ManneT)

True: LIKELY TO HAPPEN (Process)

(x!: <ABSTRACT: action or event> (xgorce)
(y!: <thought to be real> (yl)Manner)

(y2: <based on real facts> (yz)Manner)

Drastic: REQUIRE TO EXIST (Process)
(x!: <ABSTRACT: action> (x)goree)
(y!: <strongly and severely> (y Dyianner)

Daily: HAPPEN TYPICALLY (Process)

(x!: <ABSTRACT: event or situation> (x])Fm.Ce)
(y!: <repeatedly> (y Dvanner)

(y2: <in a period of time: a day> (yz)—ﬁme)
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5.1 Commentary

The explanation that follows is made on the first three predicate frames. In the predi-
cate frame of ‘random’ the character of the meaning conveyed by the adjective is stated.
1t is dynamic non-controlled, that is a Process. This character is stated in the core meaning
formulated as HAPPEN BY CHANCE. The classeme this predicate applies of it is for-
mulated as /action or event/. In fact this is the way the semantic object is considered in the
combination. In this way many things can be predicated with this adjective. Examples the
killings were random, gruesome, and baffling, the way the books were arranged seemed
completely random. This is just a random selection of the complaints we have received®V.
The semantic object denoted can be anything that can be considered an event or an action.
In this way we can say the random ordering of plants in the garden, a random garden.
Garden is nothing dynamic. The classeme can be anything; it is a question of considera-
tion. And in this consists the dynamic character of these adjectives: in creating relations-
hips of signification not directly expressed in the combination.

‘Dangerous’ and ‘fateful” function in the say way. They are defined by the nouns they
are combined with. Examples a dangerous road, a dangerous house to live in. Road and
house are static in themselves. It is the adjective the element that makes them appear un-
safe. In a dangerous animal, classifying function, the adjective creates kinds of animals:
some are dangerous and some are not. The appearance of a second argument has already
been commented (cf. 5).

6. CONCLUSION

The meanings of the words of a particular language reflect the different relationships
of knowledge necessary to understand the things in the world and to manipulate them.
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