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The assumptlon of such identities may hinder that of othere, For
instanee it is comceivable that maaning of & prepesition t be
identical with gpe meaning of & verbal aspeet, when all the differences
autometically consequent om the other units In the combimations conoer= "
ned were accounted for. T) 1 tie un { _geon h '
P 0T THE l 3 !

h ogu-{
of auch i‘entities 1s erffectively closed.

This ia the error of W. It is usually acoompanied
by the error of syntagmatis assumptlon that the meaning of
a synt {after all contextual aecicents have been deducted) 18 ne=
ceasarily accounted for @mhhl{ b{ the meanings of the Individual
morphemes and of their sequence. It Is forgotten that the method of
eommutation, which serves to demenstrate a relevent distinotion of meaning,
ocannot gerve to locmlise this distinotion at one point of the shain,

That the ehain cannot be split up inte a serles of discretes wits

follows from a form of an or never mentioned under that heading.
is understood to cons of indivisible to

8ible » Thlis presents no difficulty. position ia
usually more complex ¢ we have rather a morpheme A in which the semantis
units al, a2 ete, may be loeslised, n morpheme B with wnitas bl, b2 eto.,
in a AB yield alse the wnits ¢, d, ® whish samot be looa=-
1ised in sither A or B nlnEnuuy, mhI:t in the pattern of their
combinetion, but in spread indetermina proportions over eash, Ve
may susceed in reducing these units by putt the tarden on the lin=
guistie sontext, but the feet of & morpheme-division doss nothing te
assure that this reductiom is possible,

In brelef, neither syntegmatie nor paradizmatie divielons in mor-
phology are -';mnm :; semantio &l.\rr: fon, All arguments to the eon=

trary move in a oirele.
(3) Semantiss and Syntax,

In the older 1Lnrnu‘.u syntax and samantioes tended to be confused.
In the newer linguistios t tend to be contrasted. Nelther temdency
is fustified. We deal enly with the latter,

In & much simplified form, the view be stated ns follows 1
"Two definitions of the sdfective are coneeivable. The one 1s syntastiej
ihe adjective is defined by its normelly prosupposing n ive in
the same syntagm, its subordination to the substantive et

and are algo defined syntastieally (e.g. o

nabllity of a unit te emter the same combinations as

of which it is part). The other definition weuld be seman=

tls 1 the adfective normally sxpresses an epithet, But this eriterion
is either secondary, or guite irrelevant”,

Sugh a statement 1s acceptatle. The adfective esnnobt be defisd se=
mantieally, for the simple reascm that it is not a semantie unit,. It
ean e defined synmtacticmlly sinee all wunits {inelwding the phonemes)
can be defined syntactieally. And since it bel to no 11~
r.l.uh plene, but to the Jams-facsd class of o » it ean not be
efined on any of these planes, but only in terms of syntax, ma appli-
eable to 211 planes.

Put the notlon of & eontrast between syntactie and semantic dafi-
nitions is quite false; sinee there are alse semantlo units, and thess
are capable of m double defirnition, one ayntastle and the semantio}
fust 58 the phonemes are cspable of a double definitieom, withou any~
bedy having spolen of a contrast between phonemies and symtax. (For
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