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Introduction

types and categories». Before beginning of investigation in our theme, |

would like to say some words dealt with the theme of my course paper.

|
|
The theme of my course paper sounds as following: «Adjective, its
|
|
|
|

Without referring to the traditional definition of adjectives you can find |
in any dictionary, Let's make our way into talking about the standard role of |
adjectives in language. In English the adjective is multifunctional. It is used}
essentially to describe an object but, in general, it is meant to enrich and
clarify ideas and lead the interlocutors to communicate eloquently.

Standing on such ground, | would like to point out tasks and aims of
my work

1. The first task of my work is to give definition to term «adjective».

2. The secondtask is to describe the role of adjectives in our speech.

3. The last task of my work is to characterize adjectives fro

grammatical point of view.

language for teaching English grammar.

The present work might find a good way of implying in the followin
spheres:

1. In High Schools and scientific circles of linguistic kind it can be
successfully used by teachers and philologists as modern material fo
writing research works dealing with English adjectives.

2. It can be used by teachers of schools, lyceums and colleges b
teachers of English as a practical manual for teaching English grammar.

3. It can be useful for everyone who wants to enlarge his/he
knowledge in English.




After having proved the actuality of our work, | would like to describe]
the composition of it:
My work consists of four parts: introduction, the main part, conclusion
and bibliography. Within the introduction part we gave the brief description |

of our course paper. The main part of the work includes several items.

described their role in English language, and gave grammatical

|
There we discussedsuch problems as main features of English adjectives,
|
|

characteristics of them. In the conclusion to our work we tried to draw some}
results from the scientific investigations made within the present course
paper. In bibliography part we mentioned some sources which were used |
while compiling the present work. It includes linguistic books and articles}
dealing with the theme, a number of used dictionaries and encyclopedias
and also some internet sources.
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striped. in which the adjective striped is linked the subject of the sentence,
zebra, by use of the copula verb to be in the is form.

The second role an adjective may take is as an attributive adjective,
in which it modifies a noun by being linked directly to the noun as part of

the noun phrase. An example of an attributive adjective may be seen in the




femme jolie.” which may be literally translated as ‘The woman beautiful.’
While most adjectives in English are able to be used just as easily
either in an attributive or a predicative sense, there are some which are}
restricted to one role or the other. For example, the adjective sole can be
used grammatically only as an attributive adjective, as can be seen in the
sentence: This is the sole survivor. On the other hand, trying to use the

adjective sole in the predicative role would result in the ungrammaticalj

sentence: This survivor is sole. Other English adjectives, such as alone,

attributively result in ungrammatical sentences.

|
|
may be used only as a predicative adjective, while attempts to use them
|
|

Adjectives may be modified by adverbs or adverbial clauses, but nog

by other adjectives. Many adjectives, however, can easily translate into

corresponding adverbs simply by adding the ending to them. This can be}

seen in pairs such as quick/quickly and happy/happily.

In English and many other languages, adjectives also have a correct
and incorrect order, depending on the type of adjectives used. Most native|

speakers learn this order instinctively, and related mistakes are one of the|




adjectives are often more comprehensible to speakers of English, since our |
sentence formations can easily allow for metaphoric description using onIy
nouns, with a verb perhaps to flavor it, such as ‘The sun was a bIazing

inferno.’ instead of ‘The sun was hot.” English also uses abstract nouns, for

example to turn ‘An important statement.’” into ‘A statement of import.’

2. How Do Adjectives Make Speech More Expressive?

A message void of adjectives is the least expressive one. Therefore |

adjectives are somehow the backbone of any expression we want to make}

accurate and clear in encoding the message. Adjectives help us respect
real and straight communication rules. So, do you «adjective» your
messages so well that people can understand you well?* |

Without the use of adjectives, actually, we lose a lot; and we may be
short in expressing our emotions, opinions, and the impressions we have |

about a given subject. We are going to see to what extent the use off

adjectives (esp. adjectives of quality) is helpful in our interactive contactf
with the others?! See this example: Yesterday, | bought a car.
This sentence seems stiff and dull. It may make you respond to it}

indifferently because the speaker is giving a vague idea about the car he}




The sentence in its new structure gives more information about thej
car. We, lucky as we are, have the opportunity to know that the car in
guestionis not a big one. Thanks to this adjective we become able to make |
our image of the car a little bit clearer though some more details are still inf
need. These details cannot be provided, so to speak, unless other
adjectives come to complete the image in our minds. The structural issue,
on the other hand, is to justify the placement of the adjective «small»

before the adjective «red». Why couldn't we say instead: [Yesterday, |

bought a red small car]? This form is inaccurate. The word ordering, in a
sentence, is not moody at all. The accuracy of the sentence here is|
controlled by the respect of this order, notably: «shape = small» then
«colour = red» but not vice versa. Now suppose the speaker intends to |

praise his car and decides that the adjective 'beautiful’ is the most suitable|




new important information?
Yesterday, | bought a beautiful, small, red, Japanese car.
The beautiful small car is made in Japan, which we didn't know|
before the use of the adjective «Japanese». It improves the picture of the|
car in our minds and also in the way we conceive the object. The car hasn'
got an American or European origin. It is simply Japanese. The newly

introduced adjective has to be placed at the end of the list of adjectives|

already stated. However, it is not the last in the order. Another adjective,

notably the one which gives us information about the material with which

the car was constructed, is the last ring of the chain. That's amazing, isn't
it? Let's go on with it and see the way we are placing the new adjective,

Yesterday, | bought a beautiful, small, red, Japanese, plastic car.




adjectives; each of which has to refer you to a piece of informationj
complete in itself but a brick completing the others. It means that no|
adjectives of the same category should be used more than once. Once
these rules are respected, not only will adjectives make your sentences|
correct and clear, but they also will decorate them and make them Iook
formal and adept. With this order in mind, you can make as many
sentences as you wish. You will successfully express yourself formally if|

you follow the correct order of the adjectives in the sentence. This|
classification systemis not negotiable, however. You cannot break it unless
you speak or write to someone who doesn't know exactly what a FORMAL]|
sentence looks like.

Examples:

*/ There is a lovely, large, multicolour, Moroccan, woollen carpet in
my room.

*/ She was wearing an attractive, long, auburn, Indian, silky dress.

each pair of adjectives is separated by a comma (,). When there are more
than one adjective before the noun in a sentence, we usually use commas
except for adjectives of colour which we separate by «and» instead. e.g.:
A black and white Djellaba
A blue, white and red flag.

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
As you can see in these sentences, as well as in the former ones,
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

Adjectives are used to carry the specific meaning we intend to convey |

in many different ways. | mean that the same adjective can have more than |

one meaning depending on the context. It is not the same in all situations.




from the proper meaning to the figurative one and the same adjective can |
mean two different things in two different contexts. For example the
adjective «pretty» means «attractive» but in another context, it means «fine |
or good». The adjective «rich», also, has got this quality. It can be used for
more than one meaning. Here is a usual example: |
1. That's arich man. (He is wealthy; he's got a lot of money).
2. That's arich book. (There are a lot of interesting ideas and insights
in it). |
Sometimes the adjectives turn to be rigid and one adjective is used
only for specific purpose and cannot be used for others though they share
the same quality. Look at this example: |
-/ My uncle is the tall man in the middle.
A man is «tall»; but what about a building or a mountain? Can we
attribute the adjective «tall» to them, too? No, another adjective is quite
more suitable because it is more expressive and accurate in this situation, |
it is «high»:

-/ A high building / mountain.
3. Grammatical overview of English Adjectives

There is not much to be said about the English adjective from the
grammatical point of view. As is well know, it has neither number, nor case,
nor gender distinctions. Some adjectives have, however, degrees of

comparison, which make part of the morphological system of a language.

Thus, the English adjective differs materially not only from such highly}
inflected languages as Russian. Latin, and German, where the adjectives
have a rather complicated system of forms, but even from Modern French,
which h as preserved number and gender distinctions to the present day
(cf. masculine singular grand, masculine plural grands, feminine singular

grande, feminine plural grandes 'large").




By what signs do we then, recognize an adjective as such in Modern|
Eng1ish? In most cases this can be done on1y by taking into account
semantic and syntactical phenomena. But in some cases, that is for certain |
adjectives, derivative suffixes are significant, too. Among these are the|

suffix — less (as in useless), the suffix — like (as in ghostlike), and a fe

it cannot be taken as a certain proof of the word being an adjective,

because the suffix may also make part of a word belonging to another par

|
others. Occasionally, however, though a suffix often appears in adjectives, |
|
|
|
|

of speech. Thus, the suffix — full would seem to be typically adjectival, as is |
its antonym — less. In fact we find the suffix — full in adjectives often
enough, as in beautiful, useful, purposeful, meaningful, etc. But alongside |
of these we also find spoonful. mouthful, handful, etc., which are nouns.

On the whole, the number of adjectives which can be recognized, as
such by their suffix seems to be insignificant as compared with the mass of |
English adjectives.? All the adjectives are traditionally divided into two large
subclasses: gqualitative and relative.

Relative adjectives express such properties of a substance as are
determined by the direct relation of the substance to some other substance.

E.g.: wood — a wooden hut; mathematics — mathematical precision;
history — a historical event;

table — tabular presentation; colors — colored postcards;

surgery — surgical treatment; the Middle Ages — mediaeval rites.

The nature of this «relationship» in adjectives is best revealed by
definitional correlations. Cf.: a wooden hut — a hut made of wood;
historical event — an event referring to a certain period of history; surgica

treatment — treatment consisting in the implementation of surgery; etc.




reception — rather an enthusiastic reception; a hearty welcome — not a ve
hearty welcome; etc.

In this connection, the ability of an adjective to form degrees of
comparison is usually taken as a formal sign of its qualitative character, in |
opposition to a relative adjective which is understood as incapable of}
forming degrees of comparison by definition. Cf.: a pretty girl — a prettie
girl; a quick look — a quicker look; a hearty welcome — the heartiest of
welcomes; a bombastic speech — the most bombastic speech. |

However, in actual speechthe described principle of distinction is not

at all strictly observed, which is noted in the very grammar treatises putting |

In the first place, substances can possess such qualities as arej

incompatible with the idea of degrees of comparison. Accordingly,

it forward. Two typical cases of contradiction should be pointed out here.

adjectives denoting these qualities, while belonging to the qualitative
subclass, are in the ordinary use incapable of forming degrees off
comparison. Here refer adjectives like extinct, immobile, deaf, final, fixed,
etc.

In the second place, many adjectives considered under the heading

of relative still can form degrees of comparison, thereby, as it were,

be graded quantitatively. Cf.. a mediaeval approach—rather a mediaeval
approach — a far more mediaeval approach; of a military design — of a less
military design — of a more military design;

a grammatical topic ~ a purely grammatical topic — the mos

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
transforming the denoted relative property of a substance into such as can
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

grammatical of the suggested topics.
In order to overcome the demonstrated lack of rigour in the definitions |

in question, we may introduce an additional linguistic distinction which is|




its corresponding native property, all the adjective functions may be
grammatically divided into «evaluative» and «specificative». In particular,
one and the same adjective, irrespective of its being basically (i.e. in the |
sense of the fundamental semantic property of its root constituent)

«relative» or «qualitative», can be used either in the evaluative function or

in the specificative function.
For instance, the adjective good is basically qualitative. On the other

hand, when employed as a grading term in teaching, i.e. a term forming|

part of the marking scale together with the grading terms bad, satisfactory,j

excellent, it acquires the said specificative value; in other words, it

becomes a specificative, not an evaluative unit in the grammatical sense |

(though, dialectically, it does signify in this case a lexical evaluation of thej

pupil's progress). Conversely, the adjective woodenis basically relative, but |

acquires an evaluative force and, consequently, can presuppose a greater}]

or lesser degree («amount») of the denoted properly in the corresponding |

when used in the broader meaning «expressionless» or «awkwardy it

referent. E.g.: |

Bundle found herself looking into the expressionless, wooden face of}
Superintendent Battle (A. Christie). The superintendent was sitting behind a
table and looking more wooden than ever.

The degrees of comparison are essentially evaluative formulas,

superlative) is thereby made into an evaluative adjective, if only for the

nonce (see the examples above).

|
|
therefore any adjective used in a higher comparison degree (comparative, |
|
|
|
|

Thus, the introduced distinction between the evaluative and
specificative uses of adjectives, in the long run, emphasizes the fact that
the morphological category of comparison (comparison degrees) is|




features. These are words built up by the prefix a — and denoting different
states, mostly of temporary duration. Here belong lexemes like afraid,
agog, adrift, ablaze. In traditional grammar these words were generally}
considered under the heading of «predicative adjectives» (some of them
also under the heading of adverbs), since their most typical position in the |
sentence is that of a predicative and they are but occasionally used as pre

positional attributes to nouns.

The only morphological problem concerning adjectives is, then, that
of degrees of comparison. The first question which arises here is, how|
many degrees of comparison has the English adjective (and, for that
matter, the adjective in other languages, such as Russian. Latin, orf

German)? If we take, for example, the three forms of an English adjective:




form standing apart, coinciding with the stem from which the degrees of|

comparison are formed, and which may be described as the basic form.*

Adjectives

An adjective describes a noun.

big loud egg/oval
small - quiet - round
gigantic @ : nice boxy
: faint square
pleasant @ : ftriangular

Number : : : Weather : : Texture
few cloudy : & smooth
many windy rough
twenty ¢ : bitter : o rainy P bumpy
O salty £ sunny slimy
mild

Example: The red strawberry tastes sweet. [ | A
AR AR EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEER @@ B RN

4. Degrees of Comparison of Adjectives

The category is constituted by the opposition of the three formsj|
known under the heading of degrees of comparison: the basic form
(positive degree), having no features of comparison; the comparative
degree form, having the feature of restricted superiority (which limits the
comparison to two elements only); the superlative degree form, having the |
feature of unrestricted superiority.

It should be noted that the meaning of unrestricted superiority is in-
built in the superlative degree as such, though in practice this form is used
in collocations imposing certain restrictions on the effected comparison;

thus, the form in question may be used to signify restricted superiority,

$B. llyish, The Structure of Modern English, p.59




Johnny was the strongest boy in the company.

big  bigger  biggest

As is evident from the example, superiority restriction is shown here
not by the native meaning of the superlative, but by the particular
contextual construction of comparison where the physical strength of one
boy is estimated in relation to that of his companions.

Some linguists approach the number of the degrees of comparisonas
problematic on the grounds that the basic form of the adjective does not

only, i.e. the comparative and superlative degrees.

However, the oppositional interpretation of grammatical categories|
underlying our considerations does not admit of such an exclusion; on the
contrary, the non-expression of superiority by the basic form is understood
in the oppositional presentation of comparison as a pre-requisite for thej
expression of the category as such. In this expression of the category the
basic form is the unmarked member, not distinguished by any comparison
suffix or comparison auxiliary, while the superiority forms (i.e. the

comparative and superlative) are the marked members, distinguished by}
the comparison suffixes or comparison auxiliaries.




These constructions are directly correlative with comparativel]
constructions of inequality built around the comparative and superlative
degree forms. Cf.: That was the bitterest remark | have ever heard from the
man. The Caucasus is higher than the Rockies. |

Thus, both formally and semantically, the oppositional basis of the
category of comparison displays a binary nature. In terms of the three
degrees of comparison, on the upper level of presentation the superiority

degrees as the marked member of the opposition are contrasted against}

the positive degree as its unmarked member. The superiority degrees, in
their turn, form the opposition of the lower level of presentation, where the|

comparative degree features the functionally weak member, and thej}
superlative degree, respectively, the strong member. The whole of the
double oppositional unity, considered from the semantic angle, constitutes
a gradual ternary opposition. |

The synthetical forms of comparison in — er and — (e) st coexist With
the analytical forms of comparison effected by the auxiliaries more and

most. The analytical forms of comparison perform a double function. On the
one hand, they are used with the evaluative adjectives that, due to their}
phonemic structure (two-syllable words with the stress on the first syllable

ending in other grapho-phonemic complexes than — er, — vy, —

|
|
words of more than two-syllable composition) cannot normally take thej

synthetical forms of comparison. In this respect, the analytical comparison |




instance, the forms of the verbal perfect. For this reason the analytical
degrees of comparisoninvite some linguists to call in question their claim to
a categorial status in English grammar.

In particular, scholars point out the following two factors in support of

the view that the combinations of more/most with the basic form of the

of comparison, but free syntactic constructions: first, the more/most-
combinations are semantically analogous to combinations of less/least with

the adjective which, in the general opinion, are syntactic combinations of

guality).
The reasons advanced, though claiming to be based on an analysis

of actual lingual data, can hardly be called convincing as regards thei
immediate negative purpose.

Let us first considerthe use of the most-compilationwith the indefinite
article.

This combination is a common means of expressing elative
evaluations of substance properties. The function of the elative most-
construction in distinction to the function of the superlative most-

‘construction will be seen from the following examples:




intensifier.

The definite article with the elative most-constructionis also possible,
if leaving the elative function less distinctly recognizable (in oral speech the
elative mostis commonly left unstressed, the absence of stress serving as
a negative mark of the elative).

Cf.: | found myself in the most awkward situation, for | couldn't give

satisfactory answer to any question asked by the visitors.

of minerals with the greatest pleasure.
And this fact gives us a clue for understanding the expressive nature

of the elative superlative as such — the nature that provides it with




constructed in such a way as to place it in the functional position of
unrestricted superiority, i.e. in the position specifically characteristic of the
superlative.

E.g.: Nothing gives me greater pleasure than to greet you as our

guest of honors. There is nothing more refreshing than a good swim.

examples is unquestionable.
As we see, the elative superlative, though it is not the regula
superlative in the grammatical sense, is still a kind of a specific,

grammatically featured construction. This grammatical specification

distinguishes it from common elative constructions which may be generally

defined as syntactic combinations of an intensely high estimation.
E.g.: an extremely important amendment; a matter of exceeding

urgency; quite an unparalleled beauty; etc.




combinations
superlative, are different.

Moreover, the use of the indefinite article with the synthetical
superlative in the degraded, dative function is not altogether impossible,
though somehow such a possibility is bluntly denied by certain grammatical
manuals.

Cf.: He made a last lame effort to delay the experiment; but Basil was

impervious to suggestion.

nonan B rnynenwee rnosioXxexHue u T.4.

Let us examine now the combinations of less/least with the basic
form of the adjective.

As is well known, the general view of these combinations definitel

excludes them from any connection with categorial analytical forms.

Strangely enough, this rejectionist view of the «negative degrees o

comparison» is even taken to support, not to reject the morphologica

interpretation of the more/most-combinations.




degrees of comparison, since they express not only different, but opposite
meanings.

Now, it does not require a profound analysis to see that, from the
grammatical point of view, the formula «opposite meaning» amounts to
ascertaining the categorial equality of the forms compared. Indeed, if two}
forms express the opposite meanings, then they can only belong to units of
the same general order. And we cannot but agree with B.A. llyish's thesis
that «there seems to be no sufficient reason for treating the two sets of|
phrases in different ways, saying that 'more difficult' is an analytical form,
while 'less difficult' is not». True, the cited author takes this fact rather as
demonstration that both types of constructions should equally be excluded |
from the domain of analytical forms, but the problem of the categorial status
of the more/most-combinations has been analyzed above.

Thus, the less/least-combinations, similar to the more/most-
combinations, constitute specific forms of comparison, which may be called}
forms of «reverse comparison». The two types of forms cannot be
syntagmatically combined in one and the same form of the word, Which

shows the unity of the category of comparison. The whole categoryl|

includes not three, but five different forms, making up the two series —
respectively, direct and reverse. Of these, the reverse series of comparison
(the reverse superiority degrees) is of far lesser importance than the direct|

one, which evidently can be explained by semantic reasons. As a matter of}
fact, it is more natural to follow the direct model of comparison based on
the principle of addition of qualitative quantities than on the reverse model |

of comparisonbased on the principle of subtraction of qualitative quantities,

than addition. And, probably, exactly for the same reason the reverse

since subtraction in general is a far more abstract process of mental activi




negative syntactic constructions.
Having considered the characteristics of the category of comparison,
we can see more clearly the relation to this category of some usually non-

comparable evaluative adjectives.

formed by adjectives of indefinitely moderated quality, or, tentatively
«moderating qualifiers», such as whitish, tepid, half-ironical, semi-
detached, etc. But the most peculiar lexemic group of non-comparables is
made up by adjectives expressing the highest degree of a respective
guality, which words can tentatively be called «adjectives of extreme
quality», or «extreme qualifiers», or simply «extremals». |

The inherent superlative semantics of extremals is emphasized by

the definite article normally introducing their neural combinations, exactly]
similar to the definite article used with regular collocations of the superlative
degree. Cf.: The ultimate outcome of the talks was encouraging. The final
decision has not yet been made public. |

On the other hand, due to the tendency of colloquial speech to
contrastive variation, such extreme qualifiers can sometimes be modified
by intensifying elements. Thus, «the final decision» becomes «a very final |
decision»; «the ultimate rejection» turns into «rather an ultimate rejection»;

«the crucial role» is made into «quite a crucial role», etc.

|
|
As a result of this kind of modification, the highest grade evaluative |

force of these words is not strengthened, but, on the contrary, weakened;

the outwardly extreme qualifiers become degraded extreme qualifiers, even |
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Conclusion

In the conclusion of my work, | would like to say some words
according the done investigation.

The main part of my work consists of following items:

e «Definition of the Term Adjectives», as it is seen from the title in
this part | gave the definition to the term adjective.

e «How Do Adjectives Make Speech More Expressive?» in thi
paragraph | described the role of adjectives in English language

e Grammatical overview of English Adjectives. This part contains
description of adjectives from the grammatical point of view, and
classification of adjectives from the same point.

e In the last paragraph «Degrees of Comparison of Adjectives»
described the only grammatical category of English adjectives.

writing our qualification work.

| hope that my course paper will arise the sincere interest of students
and teachers to the problem of adjectives in contemporary English.
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