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prototype is a typical instance of a category, and other elements are assimilated to the category on Sv%r?ulrﬁ:es

the basis of their perceived resemblance to the prototype; there are degrees of membership based | (¢ /4 be

on degrees of similarity. A schema, by contrast, is an abstract characterization that is fully | got off and

compatible with all the members of the category it defines (so membership is not a matter of | indented at
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A standard example of this contrast is the category “bird.” The prototype for “bird” for most people is

probably an animal something like a robin, and so it is the&mage of a robin-like creature that is evoked by

'the word bird, and in asonable facsimiles thereof)\ e felt to be the most typical examples of the

size, shape, the abiti y;EIC., but they are nonetheless blrtis in that they conform to the schematic Published
representation of the class, which would be something along the ‘lines of *a warm-blooded “animal with
wings and feathers of a species whose adult female lays eggs” (Beck@p_pe?jﬂ) Robins may be the “no date™

best members of the category “bird,” but ostriches and penguins also meet tﬁ cr1ter1a set out-by the schema Work never
_ published (or
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always cite non-English language give language data (even and semantic content in
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252 Semantic names

Semantically, the two principal lexical classes of nouns and verbs have the clearest prototypes and so
are the most amenable to consistent and reasonably accurate semantic characterizations. The nominal
semantic prototype, I would argue, lies at the heart of the traditional semantic definition of nouns as
persons, places, or things, which also fits well with a number of current semantic definitions of noun in the
literature. Prototypical persons, places, and things are temporall e_and at the high end of Givén’s
(1979) continuum of time-stability, and they are discrete ||I'ect hat can be handled, located,

or pointed out, and so are referential items (Du Bois 1980; Bhat 1994)7 Participants in events are typically
persons and things, while places function in sentences asd ¢stinations, [points of origin, settings, and goals
of events in this sense, persons, places, and things ar¢ ‘the most typical “discourse-manipulable” entities —

tha elements—which maintain a constant 1dent1ty over stretches of connected discourse (Hopper &
Thompson 1984, 1985). Each of these individual definitions may differ; somewhat on the peripheries of the
/

/
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