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CHAPTER TWO

SOME QUALITATIVE FILTERS IN THE
CONSTRUCTION OF MEANING

ANNE TREVISE

UNIVERSITY OF PARIS OUESTNANTERRE LA DEFENSE
UMR MODYCO 7114

I ntroduction

Linguistic systems are necessarily open systemsusecthey are symbolic
representations at the intersection of the “reaftreelinguistic world and of
individual subjectivities. How can this intersectiof systematic rules and
subjectivity be appraised?

This chapter will deal with linguistic phenomenaesé the relative weights
of the English system and of subjectivity can bprapched. First | will study
examples that illustrate how the system imposderéifit markers for different
evaluative contexts. Language speaks by itselie (Sprache sprichtin
Heidegger’s terms): the paradigmatic oppositionthefsystem apply, expressing
evaluative nuances, most of the time without angarawess on the part of the
subject. Subjectivity and omnipresent valuatiorssravealed by the markers that
are used systematically. These markers betrayuthiects’ representation of the
world or of events in the dynamic construction afaming.

But subjectivity can go further in this balancepofvers sometimes, when a
given system—English for instance—lacks the meangxpress certain fine
subjective nuances or distinctions, it can be distbor even violated. It thus
seems that constraints can go both ways. The camglations between a
system and its use by subjects are admittedly thex of literature or
psychoanalysis, in which subjective viewpoints @ssential. But these relations
are always at play in any construction of meaning.

A linguistic description should take into accouhtistinterplay between a
system and subjectivities and try to find the tletioal tools to describe it. A.
Culioli's Théorie des Opérations Prédicatives et Enonciati¢@slioli 1999)
provides rather powerful tools to describe suchnpheena because it allows
descriptions to combine quantitatiwes. qualitative location components. A
speaker’s utterances are anchored in a situatiah thay are described as
displaying two components: one is quantitative,deral, relative to the location
of represented events in time, and one is qual@afpertaining to subjective,
inter-subjective and valuating parameters. Uttezantan thus “simply” refer to
events located and validated in time, but mosthaf time they necessarily
include viewpoints and subjective valuations, dendhter-subjectivity, or
attribute qualitative properties. Language cleddgs refer to the extra-linguistic
world, but it does swia a subject whose personal representation of thévaod



of him/herself unavoidably characterizes and vasi@vents according to social
and/or personal viewpoints. Thus any linguisticteys is constrained by its
powerful shared code and systematic rules, but lassubjectivities at play in

inter-subjectivity.

Moreover, in actual interaction, subjects havemasentation—more or less
correct—of how their interlocutors will receive vihthey are saying according
to their own subjectivities. They keep adjustingithintended meaning to this
inter-personal process, thus often avoiding mistsidadings or ambiguities
which are part and parcel of the referential poefdanguage.

Some of these constraints in the construction cdnimgy, at the intersection
of the two spheres of language and (inter-) subjigctare precisely what will be
dealt with here. Since speakers are mostly unawhial these constraints, it
would be a mistake to refer to their “choices” ofrkers or syntax when they
speak: corpora are needed to analyze the actuslofigmssivess. active forms
for instance, of a present perferst a preterite, obe + -ing, of an articlevs no
article or of expressions likaow and then vs. every now and thewot to
mention the cohesive linear ordering of discoudee reason why corpora need
to be analyzed to have access to these phenom#mat isubjects are not aware
of the way their subjectivity permeates the wayythpeak. They are not aware
either of the linguistic rules at play, whetherpested or distorted and, when
asked about forms, they regularly state normativé @onsequently very often
false meta-linguistic representations, even thagdllexivity and meta-linguistic
activity are part of language activity.

I will exemplify two types of constraints, or viaglee: (i) the violence of the
linguistic system itself, which imposes specificrfis to speakers (hermw and
thenvs. every now and thgn(ii) the violence which is sometimes imposed by
the speaker onto the aspect-temporal system ofidbngrhe latter will be
exemplified by two sets of utterances: one wheeesgheaker’s subjectivity gives
a representation of the moment of utterance dsslibnging to past time. Itis
the necessary to refer to the context to lift thebmuities or even the
contradictions raised by the use of the presenfeperwith or without
prepositional phrases introduced foy. The other set of examples will show
how the uncommon yet authentic use of the presenfiéqt with a determination
in ago construes specific qualitative meanings which doubt be expressed
otherwise. These examples will show that subjecfiveperties sometimes
cannot but violate some of the linguistic rulesaadystem if they are to express
subjective nuances that the system cannot express.

1. Theviolence of the system: how evaluativefilterstrigger
now and then or every now and then

Now and therandevery now and theare generally described in dictionaries as
synonymous. However their respective use in contedms to be totally
constrained by the English system which deals thighevaluative filters brought
about by different contexts (Trévise 2006). Théofwing examples are all taken
from theBritish National Corpus

When the context is simply quantitativege. when “normal’, expected,
factual periodicity is expresseow and thens generally used:

(1) Sciencehas been accusediow and then, of leaving no space for
religion. (ABE 2751)"

(2) We_do welto remember that, after all the violence that hasmaad
created on the earth, God surveyed the debris adi 'se was sorry he

YIn all examples | have underlined the elementshefcontext that contribute to a
guantitativevs.a qualitative meaning construction.



made man' (Gen.6:7). It is a point of view for whiow and then | have
some sympathyB04 887)

Now and theris used here in descriptions or factual considamat science is
opposed to religion and recurrent feelings in froftiolence are expressed.

In the two following examplesow and therandevery now and theare used
to determine the same expresssop to look in shop windovimit the contexts
reveal clear differences:

(3) Alnwick had a_relaxed aithis evening that was a complete
contrast to the bustle that prevailed during theyd&ouples of all
ages_strolled leisurelalong, stoppinghow and then to look in shop
windows.(E12)

(4) A man in a doorwawcross the road caught her ey¢e looked too
uninterestedand when he saw her watching him he avoidedeyes.
Pretty certain_this must be the mamRaige set off down the street,
stopping every now and then to look in shop windows and cast
surreptitious glances backwarddY8 319)

Now and thenis used in (3) andgvery now and thein (4). In (3), the
situation is seen as normal, expected, with peepjeying walking in the streets
and looking at shop windows. In (4), the behaviounexpected, not “normal’”.
The woman feels threatened and is certainly notplsinenjoying window
shopping. The context clearly expresses negatiatiative elements.

The BNC systematically reveals thabw and thenis used in contexts of
factual regularity whereasvery now and theis nearly only used in evaluative
contexts, where the recurrent events are seen egected, erratic, coloured
negatively in terms of norms generally admitted.

This insistence on the erratic quality of the eserdescribed can
paradoxically lead to nuances where their impoeasctoned down and where
they are seen as not as frequent as it seemsalfaarin (5)-(8):

(5) “I still had nightmares about it,” said William, Well into my teens
Still do, sometimesgvery now and then.” Preston looked at him and
wondered if they were the same nightmares he hhdy'd be worse,
probably. William always went that step furtherainife's nightmares
[...]- (FOC 3262)

(6) Splurge-weed grows as a set_of straggling, amorphtimanches in
the seaEvery now and then branches break off and drift away. These
breakages can occur anywheire the plants, and the fragments can be
large or small As with cuttings in a garden, they are capablgmfving
just like the original plant. This shedding of mai$ the species's method
of reproducing(ARR 1604)

(7) Let us suppose thatery now and then, perhaps every million atoms
or so, slight irregularitiesoccur.(CEG 439

(8) What Taylor suggested was thesery now and then, but very rarely
a sheet of atoms is not compldeEG 442)

Not only are corpora necessary to analyze suchgrhena but occurrences
are to be considered in rather large contextseifsystem of oppositions is to be
fully described. The balance between the weightquantitativevs. qualitative
values can then be appraised. In examplee{@ry now and theis used to
underline the exceptional quality of the behaviesatibed:

(9) When | was 15 | was in a depressed state andugthip I'll do these
last paintingsabout the end of the world and then I'll endSe | go into



these depressiorevery now and then, butl think the general tone of the
work is about humanity struggling against all od@SFL 474)

In (9) the conjunctiorbuf following every now and therintroduces the
correction implying: “this is not normal, you shdult pay too much attention”.
The recurrence of the depressed states is toned.daw(10) which describes
events in Belfast, the markéut is also used to underline the disconnection
between what is normal, and thus expected, and ishabsolutely awful but
fortunately rather rare:

(10) This is what living here's about. People will tgdlu there's normality
here and there jsbut every now and then an abnormal thing happens
which is quite horrific. The city then becomes dlagsed face, the
perspectives will changéG21 220)

On the contrary, in (11), withow and thenthere is no toning down:

(11) The best solution, | have found, is to throw thdawn, one by one,
on to the horses' deep bed of wood-chips, off wttiely almost always
bounce unscathed. In spite of these hazards, Irgiyeisit the wall-nest
every two or three days; bobw and then,_| have to admitit escapes my
attention.(A5K 142)

The speaker does not want to minimize his shortogmihe admits thenh flave

to admi). Every now and themvould not seem to be possible in this context
because it would insist on the rarity of the eveartd would sound apologetic
whereas here the speaker owns up and only statiss fa

These examples show thatw and therand every now and theare not
exact synonyms. They are used in different typesaftexts to express the
different weights of quantitatives. qualitative values. Whereaswow and then
expresses quantitative periodicifyg. a periodicity established on the temporal
axis, withevery now and theperiodicity is no longer the main stake; even if
events are described as recurring, qualitative esalof unexpectedness or of
justification and toning down are dominant. This @ven paradoxically lead to
imply that the events in question are rare or astl@ot that frequent.

The English system possesses the means of opptssg two types of
recurrence and of integrating subjectivity by impgsevery now and them
cases where evaluative nuances are at play, signelther that subjects have
internalized social norms or else that they angr&ssing personal judgments.
These two kinds of social or personal subjectidre revealed through the
markers they use, or rather by the way the systakemthem speak, without any
awareness on their part.

This paradigmatic opposition shows the need foradiaguistic tools which
can describe such phenomena. In A. Culiolihéorie des Opérations
Prédicatives et Enonciativesfterances are described as having an enunciative
origin where two components combine and can ha¥ierdnt weights: the
quantitative component T, which pertains to theperal axis, and the subjective
component S, from which stem evaluative nuancesiated-subjectivity. The
system imposes constraints in the choices of maret it does so according to
subjective symbolic representations. Such toolsuseful to explain numerous
phenomena, be it for instance the different valolemodal auxiliaries (Gilbert
2001, Deschamps 2001, Bourdier 2008), or the twaegaof since, whileor
whenaccording to whether they help determine tempquantitative values or
are used in inter-subjective argumentation (Sel@gil, Wyld 2001).

2 In the BNC but precedes 10 % of the occurrencewdry now and theand only 6.4
% of the occurrences abw and then



The same two components will be used to descrilee shcond set of
examples, in which a different type of violencexemplified.

[1. Subjective violence imposed on thelinguistic system

There are cases where the limits of the Englistesyseem to be reached, where
the system gives way to ambiguities or even appagentradictions: this is
sometimes due to the weight of the subjective carapb

I will deal here first with some representationstiod moment of utterance
and then with the occasional use of the preserféqenith determinations using
AGO. In both cases temporal and thus quantitatipecifications are
backgrounded to allow qualitative evaluative speaifons to emerge.

1. Themoment of utterance: a malleable and adjustable representation

Concerning the opposition between the qualitatiskie of the present perfect
and the temporal disconnection marked by the ptetepppositions such as
(12a) and (12b) are well known (Dubos 1990):

(12a)Once | met him on the bus.

(12b)1 have met him once.

In (12a)oncecan occur at the beginning of the sentence. ltseduwith a
preterite and specifies a temporal value of diseatian, locating the event as
unique on the time-space axis. (12a) would be Wadld by more specific
information about the encounter. In (12hjceis post posed and no longer has a
temporal meaning because of the present perfeshyis something about the
quality of the knowledge. The following utteranceutd well bel hardly know
him. The present perfect is the marker of this gualtachange Once cannot
appear at the beginning of the sentence in (12lgrevit would then be detached
from the expression of the change of state.

The same qualitative specification is found in (13)

(13) Because for centuries they have braved one of thrd'w worst

climates, sturdy Londoners do not find leaky roafel damp shelters
unbearable. Because they've fought so many wattseipast,they don't

look gpon this war as a calamity, even thoughcidming down on top of
them?

A more precise specification than the pastwould not be possible here
because it would switch the determination into eefyjutemporal location and the
system would not allow it.

As the present perfect expresses links betweeprésent and the past time,
it can sometimes lead to ambiguities as to the teloaation of the moment of
utterance relative to the duration of the procdssthe following pair of
examples (Cotte 1987), the prepositfonwould seem to introduce a “temporal”
specification:

(14a)He’s lived in China for about thirty years

(14b)He’s been in China for about thirty years

3 Walter Graebner. 1941 Their Finest HourFirst-Hand Narratives of the War in
England,A. A. Michie and W. Graebner (Eds), 203-20&w York: Harcourt, Brace
and Company.



In fact, (14a) and even (14b) are ambiguous: thmemt of utterance may or
may not be included in the duration of the procé&sther the man is still in
China or else he spent 30 years in China, is ngelothere, but has now acquired
the characteristic of knowing China. The vdrb in (14b), which cannot be
paradigmatically opposed here to an aspectual fosimg be + -ing, seems to
trigger the first interpretation more readily: kgestill in China. On the contrary
(14c) would only yield this interpretation, withoany ambiguity,be + -ing
insisting on the quantitative component of the oirg process:

(14c)He’s been living in China for about thirty years
What is of course interesting is that (14d) is eettyy acceptable:

(14d)He lives in England permanently now, but he hasileehina for
about thirty years.

The beginning of the sentence erases any potesmidliguity so that the
prepositional phrase (PP) introduced foy is then understood asdding a
qualitative precision: the man is in England now knows China very well. The
speaker underlines this characteristic and the monoé utterance is not
constructed as part of the procdé®sin China.What is at stake is the present
change of state, expressed now, and qualified éyethgth of the previous stay
in China. The qualitative value of the PP (espécialith abou) thus totally
outweighs its quantitative temporal value. The tamtsion of meaning here
takes the two coordinated clauses into account exafludes the moment of
utterance from the proceds in China thus resolving the apparent formal
contradiction.

(15), on the contrary, in the negative form, withoany context, is
ambiguous, just as (14a) was:

(15) He hasn't slept for days.

The interpretation will depend on the context oe tkituation showing
whether or not he is sleeping now. (16) on the rottaand is perfectly possible,
along the same line as (14d):

(16) The weather’s been gorgeous for days but it's rajmow

The subjective representation of the moment ofraittee is still under the
influence of good weather, and is not (yet) conttedl by the new extra-
linguistic situation expressed until the statemmade in the second clauggs(
raining now. A PP likea weekor 3 dayswould not be acceptable, because such
precision would make it switch towards a quanti@attemporal value and the
system would not allow the use of the present perfe

Here are some more examples where all the PP¢daxdoral precision:

(17) He went in a car! He hasn't drivemcar in twenty yearsHe'll kill
himself.

(18) This seaside town is a place | have thougfhtoming to for many
yeass. | have heard various people talk of having spepieasant holiday
here. (...) LLarrived in this town yesterday afternpand have decided to
remain a second night here so as to allow mysafutiole day to spend
in a leisurely manner(Kazuo Ishiguro. 1989The Remains of the Day
London: Faber and Faber, p. 243.)

The speaker is already in the seaside town whesay&This seaside town is
a place_| have thoughif coming to for many yesr But he still sayd have
thought of coming

In the following examples, the present perfecvisreused wittbe + -ing



(19) There was also a very interesting letter in thealian on this
same subject. It is by a maths teacher, Cherry Watdo says: I have
been waiting for more than ten yedmshear about single-sex lessons in
co-educational schools'

The preceding context, not given here, shows tha& $entence is uttered
although the teacher has just heard about sucbrigesg£. is no longer waiting.

(20) All of my classes have been picked and as of tbday a starving

student. | am waiting for it to hit me that | dohadve a job. | have been
working for so longhat the thought of not having a job makes medeel
unproductive. | do have to admit it's nice to bketa care of for once. |
was always the provider and now someone wantski® ¢are of me. |

think | will keep this one.

The sentencé am waiting for it to hit me that | don't havgab is a perfect
explanation of the point in case. The period of kvisrnot yet erased, is at
least still part of this blurred present.

(21) This is my first real experience away from homectdr. I've been
waiting for it all my life Saving for it. It's all I've had to look forwar

for years

It is only natural to find the verlwvait in such appraisals of the frontier
between past and present time. The waiting wasafelvery long and even
though the present extralinguistic reality exprddse the first sentencdlis is
my first real experience away from hgmm@oves it has stopped, the English
system finds this way to express the malleabletitobhetween past expectations
and present time. The remaining feeling of waitsegms to be all the more all-
pervading with the use dfe + -ingwhich stresses the quantitative validation of
the on-going process. The PP still expresses teaahpaguenessall my life).
The dynamic interpretation makes the necessarysadgnts between the
apparent contradictions.

In (22) the verlwait is used again, this time withoog + -ing

(22) Maternal love shines out of Hilary Winshaw's egssshe lifts her
giggling, one-month-old daughter Josephine hightli® air in the
conservatory of the happy couple’s lovely South sikgjion home.
They've waited a long time for their first child...] - but, as Hilary told
Hello! in this exclusive interview, Josephine waslwrorth waiting fot !

The preterite in the last sentence of (22ag well worth waitinjyseems to
show that reality has (at last) put an end to thatimg in the subject's
representations. One last example, without spetifins usindor:

(23) | remember Eric's laughs. He abandoned himsetifiéon. They were
throaty guffaws of white teeth and dishevelled laid streaming eyes.
And they will return to my nightmares with the smithich preceded
them and the clap of his hand on my back. It h&endifty yearsto
banish all thoughts of Eric, to close my dreamshi sight and sound of
him._Now | have undone the work of decades; | hamemberedAnd
Eric will return to haunt me.Robert Mason, 1999The Drowning
People London: Penguin Books, p. 150.)

The narrator remembers his fight to forget hisrfis death, which occurred
a long time ago. His representation of the fightdblivion is present though. He
refers to it sayindt has taken fifty years to banish all thought€at (and nofit
had taken me)and compares it to a different, more recent analistec
nowexpressed by the sentences where the advewbappears:Now | have



undone the work of decades; | have remembdfethe fight for oblivion was
seen as lost and past, he would have lbdidd taken me fifty years to banish all
thoughts of EricTwo conflicting representations of his preseates{50 years of
fight for oblivion still going onvs. lost battle brought about by sudden
remembrance) are expressed by the use of the ppsdect in both segments.

The seemingly conflicting markers express this eaddllity which excludes
any clear-cut limit between past and present tithe: present perfect is the
perfect tool to do so because it marks the linksveen present and past time.
The utterance time is a subjective representatidriclw does not exactly
correspond to the extra-linguistic moment of uttes The links constructed by
the sequence of sentences in a large context ssweap any possible ambiguity
about the present reality but allow for contradigtosubjective ongoing
representations. The reader makes all the necesadjystments, without
thinking twice about it.

These are cases which show how the English systensemetimes handle
the fleeting property attached to the present maeerdifficult philosophical
and cognitive concept, as Greek philosophers ajrkadw (Trévise 2003). The
situation of utterance, where utterances are aechds at the intersection of the
extra-linguistic situation of the speaker and tleguistic aspect-temporal
representation. And the situation of utterance,cthall utterances stem from,
necessarily comprises two components, T and @ntleus be expected to show
complex signs of the intersection of the linguistid extra-linguistic spheres but
also of the T and S components. And sometimes ythers has to adapt to be
able to express the possible conflicts betweendl'Srand even within different
conflicting subjective viewpoints. The usual aspechporal oppositions are
slightly distorted but no one notices this and ¢hftemal contradictions do not
hinder interpretation because the conflicting megful representations are
unconsciously adjusted. It would seem that thishis way subjects handle a
system which does not have all the necessary fooppbsitions they need to
represent some qualitative subjective nuances.

2. Present perfect and AGO: when temporal determinations become
evaluative

A greater violence is apparently imposed on thdesyswhen the present
perfect is used with determinations usiago. Native speakers, when made
aware of this co-occurrence, are slightly shoclkeden though they had not
perceived it when first reading the excerpts (T8évR004). Their conscious
representations of the norm of English seem tofssnged.

They find no objection to (24)ecause the PP includiraggo appears as an
afterthought:

(24)'She’s been X-rayealready,’ | said. He looked at me questioningly.
‘I don't mean today. | mean a few weeks ager GP - Dr Campion -
sent her up here and they took X-rays then.’

But they do not readily accept (25) in spite of teenma:

(25) Rebecca had been gone for more than four years,lands still
missing her terribly. (I still do, if you want téw the truth, although of
course_| have got use the feeling, a long time ago(Jonathan Coe.
2007.The Rain before it Falld.ondon: Penguin Books, p. 172.)

And they are puzzled by (26), an example found unrk)1985):

(26) They ask me about something I've said years ago




And also by:

(27)‘Don't,” said Irene.
‘Irene, enough don’ts! | already have heaydur don’ts a long time ago

Rather long excerpts are given in (28) and (2% rphasize the evaluative
nature of the preceding contex#sgo is always used with vague “temporal”
determination Ibng ago, a long time ago, years ago, a few weea@. ar'he
deictic marker normally locates events quantitdgive reference to the moment
of utterance (or shifted moment of utterance inidit), but in the following
contexts qualitative nuances are brought aboutgthare now different because
of long past phenomena. The qualitative changeaté snarked by the present
perfect overrules the changes between past andmiresdago no longer serves
to locate events in the past but rather to add #unmgeto the present properties
of the new stateTen years agavould be perfectly impossible because precise
chronology is not at stake here:

(28) Inside the warehouse there are all kinds of stegraharp things half
hidden in the junk, rusty edges and broken glassy fthe windows that
have been smashed. "Please, Ron, let's climb inviheéow," | beg. She
laughs and we go around to the window. There isnaportant board
pulled out that makes a place for your foot. Then jump and put one
knee on the window ledge, then you slide inside.bdards crisscrossing
the window have been torn down a long time.dgonnie goes first and
then helps me ugJoyce Carol Oates. 1974 the Warehousd_ondon:
Penguin Books, pp. 81-82.)

(29) Drunk and high on drugs, bloodlust ramping throutdpeir veins,
Samuel Doe’s men had eviscerated their presideititalv Tolbert, in his
office and carried his ministers, fifteen baggy oldn stripped naked, to
the beach, where they lashed them to the polessantthem dead in
front of television and home-movie cameras andoavdrof wildly jeering
citizens and left their bodies tied to the pole$eted the vultures and the
dogs._The poles lie buried in the sand now, andbthrees of the corrupt
old men have long ago washed out to sd®ussel Banks. 2009.he
Darling, London: Harper Perennial, p. 40.)

The English system lacks any normafiveeans of expressing such nuances: it
has to be violated. To respect it, (29) for inseanould have to become:

(29") The poles lieburied in the sand now, and the bones of the gtrru
old men have washemit to seaThis happened long ago

Or:

(29™) The poles ligouried in the sand now. The bones of the corright o
men_were washed out to sea long.ago

The visions would be different because of the disestion value brought
about by the preterite and a strictly temporal eieation usingago. In (29) on
the contrary, the present time is qualified asedéht, and simultaneously this
qualification is said to be due to past events.

One last example:

(30) I'd like to oblige you, Miss Hemmings. But unfodtely I've
already repliedto the organizers some days afiéear it'll be rather late

4 Or maybe the norm, a difficult notion to definkpald be changed...
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to inform them of my wish to bring a guest(Kazuo Ishiguro, 2000.
When we were orphankondon: Faber and Faber, pp. 31-32.)

Which exact day the answer was given is not atestblt the fact that several
days have gone by is important all the same inptiesent situation of refusal.
Such compactness could not be expressed by tweregliff sentences, more
respectful of the established norm, wheoene days agwould switch back to a

temporal meaning:

(30’) But unfortunately I've already replietb the organizers. | did it
some days ago

Conclusion

The systematic uses afow and thenand every now and thetin different
contexts is yet another example of the violencethd system of formal
oppositions: the system allows for tempoval subjective qualitative nuances,
without any awareness on the part of the subject.

But the system sometimes seems to reach the liofités ability for
paradigmatic oppositions. Then subjectivities ingosiore or less severe
distortions. There are cases where the contextrshe necessary adjustments
to apparent aspect-temporal contradictions conegrtie moment of utterance
for instance. And there are also rare examples avitiee grammatical rules
generally admitted by native intuition seem to liegether violated, but are yet
found in authentic texts.

All these cases exemplify some of the ways in whitibjectivities and
linguistic systems intersect, which is after ak thssence of natural languages.
The systems are open by necessity since they ackhyssubjects constructing
meaningful linguistic representations of the efimguistic world. A language
cannot be described as a totally structured lingusystem. Language results
from an activity both of producing and understagditterances. This dynamic
activity requires constant adjustments at play witbubjectivities and in inter-
subjectivity. The observation here was conductetliwia theoretical framework
which gives powerful tools to formulate certain &weristics of language
activity, both referential and linguistic. Two cooents are needed to describe
the origin of utterances: the parameter T to whieh quantitative delimitations
on the axis of instants are associated, and thanpger S from which stem
qualitative, evaluative properties. The variouseasyal values with all their
subjective added nuances can be represented thriheghdifferent weights
assigned to the quantitative and qualitative corepts either — rather rarely—
the relation is constructed from the sole space-tiamchoring or else the
subject’'s evaluative delineations take part or gilein the construction of
meaning. The system is not exterior to or independeits use by subjects who
express aspectual or modal determinations.

A linguistic theory should try and take into accbwuch malleability
implying so many adjustments. The construction oéaning cannot be
approached without considering its multi-dimenslaral dynamic nature.
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