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(I denn die Sprache kann ja nicht ds en ddiegender, in sanem Ganzen
Ubersehbarer oder nach und nach mitthellbarer Stoff, sondern muss ds en sch
ewig erzeugender angesehen werden, wo die Gesetze der Erzeugung bestimmt Sind,
aber der Umfang und gewissermassen auch die Art des Erzeugnisses ganzlich
unbestimmt bleiben] ® (Werkein finf Banden, 111, Stuttgart 1963, p.431).
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“ 0000 Curso delinguistica general, Saussure, traducido por Amado Alonso, 1973, p.264
firmament O 0 (noun) > firmamentd 0 0 O (adj.)

[0 0 0O ORebeccaPosngr, op.cit. 37p.0 0 D 0 0000 OM Cosariu's‘ Romancetype mugt,

however, exclude modern French, which has changed sncethe Middle Agesinto amoreanalytic

language, relying, for indtance, on subject pronounsto mark verb person, and losing the productive

nomind diminutive formation that perast in other Romance language. Coseriu places Rumanian

too outsde the Romanceinner cirde, & the other extreme from French. | prefer to identify

Romancenessin terms of an archetype, not in the sense of themost *neutrd’, but in that of the mogt
‘centrd’ of thelanguages—the modd to which dl the athersmay bemost eesily compared.”

4 00Mintend (paradigmétic) determinationsfor internd (non-rdaiond) function.
® 000 etend (syntagmatic) determinaions—thisis,[J periphragticl] expressons—for externd
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Y 0ooo economy: A conogpt akin to the philasophica and saientific principle embodied in
Okham’ s Razor, which gatesthat ahypothessthat employsfewer entitiesand smpler logicis
Superior to onethat doesnat. The criterion of economy in recondruction holds that when multiple
dterndives are avall able the one that reguires theleast number of recondructed dementswith the
fewest independent changesismogt likely to be correct, For example, in phonologica
recongtruction economy is achieved in aproto-sysem with amdler numbers of phonemes,
involving the fewest changesto account for the reflexes found in the cognates of daughter
languages. Campbd| & Mixco, op.cit. p.51-52.

“ 0 0 O Cmarkedness: Thetheory of markedness originated with the Prague schodl inthe early
twentieth century and was further refined and promoted by generative linguists. Markednessis
basad on the obsarvation that some linguigtic dements and Structuresin languages are more naturd,
more expected, more frequent across languages, easer for childrento acquirein child language
acquigtion, last 1ogt in language pathol ogies and more common asthe outcome of linguidic
changes—these are cdlled unmerked. On the other hand, other dementsand Structures areless
naturd, unexpected, lessfrequent across languages, more difficult to acquirein child language
acquistion, lost earlier inlanguage pathologies and lesslikdy asthe outcome of linguigtic changes
—theseare called marked. Higtoricd linguistics, through the study of language change, both
contributesto the understanding of markedness and often utilizesit to determinethe best
hypotheses of change and recongruction. Campbd| & Mixco, op.ct. p.115-116.
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foo Creinterpretation: Whilereendysstypicaly hasto do with the resssgnment of syntactic

or morphemic boundaries (for example, Arabic naranz > English a norange > an orange, witha
reandydsof then as part of the artiderather than belonging directly to the artide), renterpretation
involvesachangein syntactic and semantic category; for example, in that was fun > that was a fun
game, the noun fun isreinterprited asthe adjective fun. Campbd| & Mixco, op.at. p.169.



