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ADJECTIVES
      Adjectives are a minor grammatical class in Eyak, of about a dozen members. Most of what translate into English adjectives are verbs in Eyak, especially of the  stative theme class, e.g. Neuter imperfective yiLda:s ‘it is heavy’, Active perfective disiche’L ‘I am hungry’, Inceptive perfective GALAGAmAk’L ‘it is round’. Though these could hypothetically be relativized, e.g. dla:yiLda:s tsa: ‘a stone which is heavy, a heavy stone’, dAsAche’Linh dAXunh ‘person who is hungry, a hungry person’, dla:GALAGAmak’L tsa: ‘stone which is round, a round stone’, these verbs are seldom if ever actually used that way in spontaneous speech, and are in any case nothing like adjectives as in English. Adjectives in Eyak are the few stems can be suffixed or attached to nouns, e.g. -dzu: XAwa:dzu: ‘good dog’, -’lAw ~ -’nAW in tsa:dli:’nAw ‘big stone’,  there being no *tsa:dla:da:s ‘heavy stone’, or , possibly, *?ts:dla:GAmAk’ ‘round stone’. The following deals primarily or first with those forms which are what here are called adjectives for Eyak, derivable from or relatable to Neuter imperfective stative verb theme types, with final sections on the anomalous -kih diminutive, and on adjectives derived from stative themes types other than Neuter imperfective. 
      All adjectives are treated in some detail in the dictionary. The present discussion is a summary of their general morphology and syntax based almost entirely on the data in the dictionary, plus their use with interrogatives, the main piece of information on them that was gathered after 1965. See also chapter on Neuter imperfective verbs, which gives a full account of the verbs associated with, or having etymologically the same stem as the dimensional adjectives. That account also includes a table closely related to the table here below. In the table of dimensionals there are two verbs for which there are verbs but no corresponding adjectives, -tsa’ ‘deep’ and -wa’q’ ‘shallow’.
      There are 13 stems attested in the Eyak corpus which pattern clearly as adjectives.  Of the 13, 11 are more or less dimensional and paired off as of positive as opposed to negative valence, e.g. ‘long’ (positive) vs. ‘short’ (negative),  with one set ‘thick’ vs. ‘thin’ having two negatives, ‘thin’ and ‘very thin’. In the dictionary the two basic patterns of their use are called dependent and independent. As dependent, adjectives are appended to nouns. In independent use, positive-valence dimensional adjectives, take the indefinite prefix k’u-, whereas those of negative valence we shall say are appended to the somewhat marginal noun ya: ‘thing’ (rather than treat ya: as a prefix), thus e.g. k’u’a:w literally ‘something long’ as opposed to ya:dik’ ‘a short thing’ (*??ya:’a:w and *??k’udik’, though probably not tested, would presumably be rejected).  The only non-dimensional pair is     -dzu: ‘good’ and -shiyah ~ -shah ~ -sha:- ‘bad’,  which does not participate in the positive vs. negative valence opposition, both taking k’u- as independent, k’udzu:, k’ushiyah, with great frequency, no *?ya:dzu: or *? ya:shiyah being attested, even though such might be possible in a very literal sense. In other words, the valence opposition must be exclusively dimensional. In dependent usage, i.e. appended to a noun, there is no difference between adjectives of positive and negative valence. Therefore, the valence is evident only in dimensional adjectives in independent use. 

      All 13 adjectives are associable at some level with some verb theme which has a stem at least etymologically related to the adjectival stem. In the case of ‘good’ and ‘bad’ the semantics of the adjective and verb is a slight change. Phonologically, in the cases of non-obstruent-closed stems and even two of the obstruent-closed stems, there is an interesting difference or relationship. These six cases will be commented on below the following table. The table itself will list the pairings, with simple or simplified gloss in the first column, independent adjectival form in the second, related verb stem in the third column, with gloss, if different.

                                 Independent adjective                                 Verb stem
‘long’                            k’u-’a:w                                                -’a/ ‘sg. extends’

‘short’                           ya:-dik’                                                  -dik’ 

‘thick’                           k’u-chahsh                                              -cha’sh 

‘broad, wide’                 k’u-wAX                                                -wAX
‘narrow, thin’                ya:-tsidz-g                                               -tsidz-g

‘very narrow, thin’        ya:-djidj-g                                               -djidj-g

‘big’                               k’u-’lAw                                                 -’li/ ‘be too big’

‘little’                             ya:-kuts’-g                                               -kuts’-g

‘very little, tiny’             ya:-gut’-g                                                -gut’g
‘many, much’                 k’u-t’u’                                                    -t’u’

‘few, not much’             ya:-luhd-g                                                 -lu’d-g

‘good’                            k’u-dzu:                                                    -dzu’ ‘improve; annoy’
‘bad’                              k’u-shiyah ~ -shah ~ -sha:-                      -sha/ ‘stingy’
      The phonological relationships between the adjectival and verbal stems are quite interesting. Of the 13, 7 are of the form CVC, where C is obstruent and V a reduced vowel, or the stem is invariable -t’u’. In these 7 cases there is no difference between adjectival and verbal stem. In all 6 others, however, there is.
      There are two obstruent-closed stems with full vowel, -chahsh ~ -cha’sh and -luhd-- ~ -lu’d-, both of which belong to the small but historically important class of closed stems with h  ~ ’ alternation. Here the adjective shows h, whereas the verb shows ’, rather consistently, at least in the Neuter imperfective. For more on that alternation, quite vestigial in Eyak, as opposed to Athabaskan, see chapter on Neuter imperfective.
      In the remaining 4 adjectives, non-obstruent closed, the verb stem is CV’ (-dzu’) or CV/, i.e. the variable open type which is basically -CV’- in all but the Neuter imperfective. In 2 of these, and perhaps historically in a third, there is or may have been a -w in the adjective, which is absent in the verb, -’a:w ~ -’a/, -’lAw ~ -’li/, and possibly in the case of *-dzu(:)w ~ -dzu’, where the -w appears truncated in the verb, unless it was an ancient suffix. (Truncation appears to be the more likely explanation, according to Leer, p.c., who reconstructs *- ’aw for PA ‘sg. extends’. Concerning the case of -dzu:, it should be noted that open stems of the form CV: , not a very common type, are regularly relatable to Athabaslan stems ending with sonorant.) The disyllabic -shiyah ~  and its allomorphy, with internal sonorant -y-, is not well understood historically, except that -y- is the regular internal sonorant with stem-initial sh or CH-series, never -w- . (In stems beginning with a consonant of the K-series, on the other hand, stem-internal -w- or -m- is especially common, presumably from *Kw-.) 
Dependent use Need more study of connective
      We shall begin exemplification with adjectives in dependent use, i.e. appended to nouns or nominals, syntactically much the simpler. These may first be shown appended to unclassified nouns, without class markers intervening between the noun and adjective. Here, however, there are two complications, namely epenthetic or “connective” -(’)A- between noun and adjective, where the noun is monosyllabic, and at least in some cases -(’)i- between noun and adjective, where the noun, monosyllabic or otherwise, refers to humans. The vowel is called “connective”, since it is only partly conditioned phonologically, partly conditioned also morphologically Monosyllabic nouns, usually with connective -(’)A-: ta:hA’a:w ‘long road/trail’ (no -’-, showing zero = h, V: = V:h, no -’- perhaps to avoid V:’A’V, though cf. ta:hAwAX ‘wide road’, ta:hAtsidzg ‘narrow trail’, and on the other hand ta:’Akih ‘little trail’), xut’L’a’lAW ‘big gun’ (A > a before tautosyllabic ’, sonorant following), Lanhda’lAw ‘a lot of smoke’, ’AX’At’u’ ‘many boats’, xah’Adzu: ‘good summer’, ya:n’Adzu: ‘good medicine’, ch’e:t’Ashiyah ‘lowbush currants’. Polysyllabic nouns, without connective: XAwa:dzu: ‘good dog’, XAwa:shiyah ‘bad dog’, dAkinhchahsh ‘thick stick’, k’u:ya’lAw ‘big wind’ (stable archaism, where modern k’u:y ‘wind’ is now without the final vowel consistently shown e.g. in Rezanov 1805, but here is still treated as a disyllable, rather than as a  monosyllable, *k’u:y’a’lAw being twice rejected by Lena; xi:la’lAw ‘great shaman’, treated likewise. Human nouns, usually with -(’)i- before adjective (though cf. e.g. xi:l ‘shaman’, so here probably generic human), as follows: dAXunh’i’lAw ‘big person, great man’, qe’L’i’lAw ‘big woman’, qe’Likuts’gkih ‘little girl’, sAqe:ts’i’lAw ‘big child’,  LAni:’i’lAw ‘big boy’, LAni:’idzu:kih ‘cute little boy’, dAXunhishiyah ‘bad person’, qe’LGAyu:’it’u’(yu:) ‘many women’ (note -yu: ‘pl.’ following the adjective, not preceding). 
      The general pejorative -shiyah ‘bad’, itself not always pejorative, is especially frequent and versatile, attached to nominalized (relativized) verbs, often in epithets and names: ’i:nLilinhinhsiyah ‘funnyface!’, ’i:nsAxahLinhshiyah ‘poorly brought-up person, bad-mannered’, Lsihshiyah ‘lousy rotten thing’, also qe’Lshiyah woman’s name’ (no -(’)i-), even alone shiyah as dog’s name; attached to exclamations: ’a:nya:siyah (of anger). Attached to many kin terms -shiyah is idiomatic, with no pejorative force whatever in grandparental terms: e.g. sichu:(shiyah) ‘my mother’s mother’, also parents’ siblings, sitinh(shiyah) ‘my father’s brother’. Here the vocatives are chu:shah, tinhshah, etc., the only kind of form in which the allomorph -shah appears. Note there is no connective vowel in these lexemes.
      Also pejorative epithets are djehXlAw ‘big-ears!’, Ge’t’lAw ‘big-body!’, in which there is neither a connective vowel nor possessive prefix. For these, see both the following, and further below, subsection on epithets and names. 
      In many cases, qualifiers appear between the noun and adjective, in which then no connective appears. Most such cases are with classified nouns, where class-marking qualifiers accordingly appear: dide’LdAdzu: ‘pretty lamp’, ya:n’lAXAdzu: ‘good pills’, ya:n’gulAdzu: ‘good (liquid) medicine’, gahXAdAdzu: ‘fine day’, yahddA’a:w ‘long house; cannery’, tsa’Lda’lAw ‘big knife’, Le:sk’XAdAkuts’g ‘small log’,  Le:sk’XAda’lAw ‘big log’, ’itl’lAkuts’g ‘small mountain’, kAwAsgL’i:’nAw ‘big paddle’ (l-class), ’a:ngu:’nAw ‘big river’, k’uLt’ahLti:’nAw, big leaf’, we:gshgda’lAw ‘big ulu-knife’, dAq’a:gda’lAw ‘big fire’, epithet sa’GAda’lAw ‘big-mouth!’. There are also instances of anatomical qualifiers: qAdlku:’naW ‘large-bellied pot’, lisku:nda’lAw ‘big-based tree’, alone as epithet ku:’nAw ‘big-belly!’.
      In 1971 it was discovered that adjectives could be appended also to interrogatives: Anna de:lAwdA’Aw ‘what’s that big thing?’, confirmed by Lena de:shiyahdA’Aw ‘what’s that nasty thing?’, de:dik’dA’Aw ‘what’s that short thing?’, further elaborated by Sophie in 1987, e.g. ’iLdu:gudAdzu:kihyu:shduhnu: ‘I wonder who such pretty-butted (girls) are’ including anatomical qualifier. For further discussion and examples see chapter on interrogatives. 
Independent use
      All the adjectives in independent use are shown above in the table, with k’u- indefinite prefix ‘something’ for ‘good’, ‘bad’, and positive-valence dimensional adjectives. ya: ‘thing’ for negative-valence dimensional adjectives. The exact morphological status of the k’u- is hard to establish, as everywhere else it is either the object (o) pronoun prefix of a postposition, or possessive pronoun prefix of a possessed noun, or it is the subject or direct object (O) pronoun of a verb. Unless thematized as direct object pronoun of a verb (not common), k’u- is merely the indefinite of the set of such pronominal prefixes, whereof e.g. si- ‘my, me’ can always also appear. Probably not so here, e.g. k’ushiyah ‘bad, evil’, but presumably not *sishiyah ‘my evil, my bad thing, bad thing I did’ or the like, though such was tested only late, with Sophie; there is no clear instance of exactly such in the corpus, at least with such meaning. From Sophie 6/22/87, however, we do have xu: shishiyah ‘no-good’, and ’i:[ ’i?]shiyah ‘no-good you’, ’i: ’ishiyahXA’ XAwa: ‘your  dog (you being unworthy to have a dog)’,                               6/23/87, ’a: ’ushiyah, no gloss, presumably [‘bad (person)!, unworthy him’], GAyAG qa:shiyah [‘bad us!’] evidently authentic, with anatomical qualifiers k’ulAXAshiyah [‘bad eyes’], but *?xu: silAXAshiyah [‘(me with) my bad eyes’] highly questionable in her judgement, *?xu: sidzu: [‘nice me’] highly questionable, but ?xu: siqi:dAdzu: [‘(me with) my nice feet’] only somewhat questionable. These not fully consistent responses, limited use, are the closest we have in the corpus to such constructions, if not meaning.

      Many instances of independent adjective are internally or morphologically as shown in the table, without qualifiers or class-marks when associated with unclassified nouns, but many do have such marks, between the k’u- or ya:- and adjectival stem when associated with classified nouns. Independent adjectives without and with such qualifiers are treated together in the following discussion, which is essentially syntactic.
      What may be termed the “adjectival” use of independent adjectives is before the noun they modify, having the same meaning as the dependent use shown above, but standing before in a kind of “relativized” function or as attribute to the noun as head of noun phrase, e.g. k’ushiyah dAXunh ‘bad person’, perhaps ‘person who is bad’, same meaning as dAXunhishiyah. Thus also ’AXa: k’u’a:w ’AX ‘what a long boat!’, ’AXa: ya:dAdik’ shdu:lihG ‘what a low table!’,  k’ugu’a:w k’u’t’ ‘long sinew’, k’uwAX ta: ‘wide road’ (= ta:hAwAX), k’uda’lAw yahd ‘big house’, k’udzu: xah ‘nice summer’ (= xah’Adzu:), k’uchahsh dAkinh ‘thick stick’ (= dAkinhchahsh), k’ulAXAdzu: la’mahd ‘nice berries’, k’ugu:ndzu: giyah ‘good water; Holy Water’, k’ushiyah qe’L ‘bad woman’, k’udAshiyah La’g ‘poor firewood’, ya:tsidzg kushxi:d ‘narrow (strip of) cloth’, k’ut’u’ dAq’Aw ‘many provisions’, ’a’d k’u’lAw qe’yiLteh ‘a very big whale’. Examples without head noun, in addition to the 13 in the table, here with qualifiers, are ya:qi:lAtsidzg ‘thin (rope)’, k’ulAXAchahsh ‘coarse (grain)’, dAqi:kih k’ulAXa’lAW ‘big (berries) are all gone’, k’ulAXAdAt’u’ ‘lots (of snowballs)’. Examples of adjectives can of course be found as negated noun phrases, e.g. dik’ ’Aw k’u’lAwG ‘not that big thing’
      Most uses of independent adjectives are nominal, as subject (S), direct object (O), object of postposition (o), or as predicative complement (C).
       It is in this last category, complement, that adjectives are the most frequent, by far. As predicative complement with or without verbs -Le/ ‘S is C’ or the suppletive causative thereof O-’-l-L-Xa/ ‘S makes O C’, adjectives are in fact rather commonly found. Without verb: tl’ihst’ k’u’a:w ‘devilclub is long’, ’uch’AX ’uwa: k’u’lAw ‘its wings are large’, ’uyAq’d ’uwa: k’u’lAw ‘its inside is big’, dik’ ’Aw tail ’uwa: k’u’a:wG ‘its tail isn’t long’, qi’ k’uGa:ndzu: ‘place where the ground (Gl- thematic) is good’. With verb, still more frequently: ya:tsidzg yiLeh ‘it’s small’, k’u’lAwkih qAsALe’L ‘they became pretty big’, k’uku:’nAw yiLeh ‘it’s big-bellied’, k’ushiyah yiLinhinh ‘ he’s bad’, k’u’lAw xiLeh da:X ‘if I were big’, ya:dik’ ’u’lAGALXa’ make it short!’, k’u’lAw ’u’lixiLgah ‘I know it (to be) big’, ya:lAtsidzg lAsAliL ‘it (moon) became narrow (quarter)’.
      While not frequent as arguments other than complement in a sentence, adjectives can indeed be found as subject, direct object and object of postposition, in the pattern of nouns. As subject of verb: k’ushiyah ’ula’X dAsa’yahLinh ‘he got angry’ (‘evil, something bad came down over him’); as direct object of verb: k’ut’u’ sishahL ‘I dug many’, dAtli: q’Aw k’ushiyah tl’ihX sAL’ahL ‘already he’s started trouble’; as object of postposition: k’udzu:wahd ‘for good (luck)’, k’udzu:la’ ‘good luck’, k’ushiyahla’ ‘bad luck’, k’udzu:Lch’a:d ‘right side’, k’ushiyahya’X ‘in anger, in a fit’, k’ut’u’da’X ‘many times’, k’ut’u’da:d ‘many places’.
      With postpositional phrase o-a: ‘of o’, we have such noun phrases as ’Aw k’u’lAw ’uwa: ‘the big one (of them), the biggest one’, k’udzu: ’uwa: ‘a good one’, ’Aw k’udzu: ’uwa: ‘the good one, the best one’, these being the closest Eyak has to superlatives. 
Multiple adjectives

      There are several instances of more than one adjective combined: k’ulAwAXshiyah ‘old fat-face’, ch’i:lehkuts’gshiyah ‘little old Raven’, ’anhga’kih ’i:Lkuts’gkuts’gshiyah ‘poor little fellow who’s small like him’ (’anhga’-kih ‘like him, diminutive’, ’i:Lkuts’g- ‘is small’, comparative verb, plus 2 adjectives attached to that verb nominalized), k’uwAXlAwshiyah ‘wide-big-bad’ pejorative, triple combination. Most but not all combinations of adjectives end with -shiyah ‘bad/old’; an excellent example is ca’Lda’lAwdAt’u’ ‘many big knives’, where noun-class-marking qualifier dA- appears before both adjectives.  

Adverbialization with -dah 
      The two non-dimensional adjectives are very frequently adverbialized with the standard adverializer -dah, as k’udzu:dah ‘well, nicely’, and k’usha:dah ‘badly, poorly’. The latter shows the only environment for the allomorph -sha:-  of -shiya ~ -shah~ -sha:-  ‘bad’ (except for the woman’s name qe’Lsha:kih). Though of course most such adverbializations involve these two non-dimensionals, dimensionals are not excluded: k’u’lAwdah ‘greatly, in a big way’.
Adjectives with thematic (’i-)Gi-
      Three adjectives are attested with a somewhat problematical prefix which most of the time takes the form of ’i-Gi-, the ’i- of which occupies the direct object position of the corresponding verb, like indeterminate O ’i-; it occurs as such,’-, in some but not all of the adjectival attestations, in which it is either absent or occurs as -A-. The -Gi- presumably occupies the qualifier position, though it is not attested, possibly cannot co-occur, with other qualifiers. In negative verbs it becomes -GA-, so it is difficult to understand whether the -i- quality of -Gi- comes from the ’i-, or from the Gi:- of the Neuter imperfective usual for the verb, or if it is inherent. The meaning must refer to ‘cavity, space’. Adjectival use, especially in the full form of ’iGi-, appears derived from or is analogical to the verbal use. Except for one attestation with -t’u’ ‘many’, the rest are all with -’lAw ‘big’ and -’a:w ‘long’: with zero for ’i- (where k’u’i- would be k’u’-), qi’ k’uGi’lAw ‘place where it is spacious’, qi’ k’uGi’lAw dlaa:’anhd ‘big den’, ’ilAXAde:’Gi’lAw ‘your big eyes (sockets)’, pejorative; with -A- for -’i-, dla:’anhdAGi’lAw ‘big den’,  lAyAq’AGi’lAwV ‘loud (big voice, inside of head)’ Rezanov 1805 only, leexxakkeliaga (where w represents a velar sonorant between two [A]-like vowels), xu: siya’ ’uq’AGit’u’, ’i: ’iya’ ya:luhdg “I’ve got bunches, you’ve got just a few” (‘mine are many, yours few’, with postpositional phrase ’u-q’ ‘on top of it’, so possibly better glossed ‘piles, amounts’, from Lena, who was sure of the expression, but reluctant to use it freely or expand on it). Adjectival use with full ’iGi’-: XAla:g ’iGi’a:w GALe’L winter is getting long’, ’uyAq’ li’ ’iGi’a:w ‘deep cavity’ (‘space is long to the end of the inside of it’), dik’ ’uyAq’ li’ ’iGa’a:wG “it’s not deep inside”; Lena found this quite awkward, probably because it is incorrect; correct adjective might be dik’ … Gi’a:wG or dik’ … GA’a:wG, and correct Neuter imperfective verb might be dik’ … ’iGa’ahG < ’iG a’’ahG, verb -’a/ ‘sg. extends’. (6-27-10. Cf. chapter on nouns, with historical interpretation of -(i/A)Gi’- connected with postposition o-yAq’ ‘inside o’ and o-’e’ ‘in vacant place of o’.)
Adjectives with preverbals
      The way in which adjectives seem most closely to act like verbs, or to be derived from verbs, is in that some of them are attested with preverbals, i.e. preverbs and postpositional phrases. There would doubtless have been more attestations and a greater variety thereof if the possibilities had been actively investigated. With postpositional phrases: ’AwlAX k’uchahsh ‘something thicker than that’, cf. ’AwlAX ’i:Lcha’sh ‘it’s thicker than that’; see above lAyAq’AGi’lAw ‘loud voice’ evidently lexicalized epithet; idiom ’uq’AGit’u’ ‘many amounts’, see above. With preverbs: ya:n’ch’ k’udAtsidzg ‘ten-pound lard can < ‘something d- class narrowing downwards’, with irregular k’u- instead of ya:-, ’i:ndzi’X ya:lAXAtsidzg ‘(type of) spear < fine-grained through front’; where adjective is dependent and with preverb, though written here with spaces, the whole adjective phrase follows or is appended to the noun: shdu:lihG ya’ GAdla:’a:w  ‘high table (vertically long table)’, XAla:g tl’a’q’ ’a:w ‘long winter’, xah tl’a’q’ ’a:w ‘long summer’, cf. tl’a’q’  -’a/ (‘season, process, event) lasts long’, etymology of tl’a’q’ unclear, cf. following;  with preverb la’q’ ‘in least dimension, in thickness’, probably < la’-q’: shdu:lihG la’q’ dAchahsh ‘thick table (table, d-class, with top made of thick boards)’, shdu:lihG la’q’ dAtsidzg ‘table with top of thin boards’, la’q’ XAdAchahsh ‘thick (logs)’, la’q’ tsidzg ‘flounder < thin/flat (fish)’;  pejorative epithets with anatomical qualifiers: la’q’ qi:dAchahsh ‘thick-feet’, la’q’ yAchahs ‘thick-hands’. With both postpositional phrase and preverb: ’uyAq’ li’ ’iGi’a:w ‘deep cavity’, cf. negativized form of this, above.
Anatomical and thematic qualifiers
      In addition to noun-class-marking qualifiers, it will be noted that there are anatomical and thematic qualifiers as well. Anatomical, as shown above: -gudA-dzu: ‘nice butted’, 

-lA-wAX ‘wide-headed/faced’, -ku:’nAw ‘big-bellied’; further k’uqi:dAt’u’ ‘many tracks (feet)’, k’uqi:da’lAw sanhAsi:nL ‘big(-footed) socks’; with thematic qualifier: qi’ k’uGa:ndzu: ‘where the ground is good’. For several more examples with anatomical and thematic qualifiers, see following sections on epithets and names, and on lexicalizations below.
      Uniquely, with -t’u’ ‘many’ and -luhd-g ‘few’ in reference to humans, the qualifier gl- is thematically used. Normally gl- is the class-marker for liquids, nouns denoting humans are always unclassified, and gl- is not used for humans with any other adjectives. Here ya:gu:nuhdg ‘few (people)’, k’ugu:nt’u’, k’ugu:nt’u’inu: ‘many people’. See dictionary for further data and possible etymology.  The latter form with human plural relativizer is also a unique attested use of that with adjectives, perhaps allowable in the antonym, presumable ?ya:gu:nuhdinu:, less likely so with any other adjectives, possibility not tested.
      Somewhat special is the combination of thematic Gdl- ‘distance over land’ or gdl- ‘distance over water’ (cf. Gl- thematic ‘ground’, and gl- noun-class-marker ‘liquid’), with the dimensional adjectives -’a:w ‘long’ and -dik’ ‘short’. These appear independently but without k’u- or ya:-, and frequently as locationals or with postposition-finals or as o of postpositions: dik’ gudla:’a:wG ‘not far (over water)’, dik’ GAdla:’a:wG ‘not far (over land)’, dik’ GAdla:’a:wdG ‘(at rest) not far’, dik’ GAdla:’a:wch’G sahLinh ‘he went (to) not far’, di:yAX GAdla:’a:wda’ Ga:LG ‘he hasn’t gone far (reaching a distant point) yet’; dependent with preverb: gu:nehG ya’ GAdla:’a:w ‘high/tall horse’, GAdla:dik’ ‘a short distance or time away’. 
Epithets and names
      Adjectives are common in epithets and names, which are or at least can be grammatically marked in lacking possessive prefix or o for anatomical noun in dependent use or, here k’u- and ya:- in independent use. Very common in pejorative epithets are dimensional adjectives of positive valence, reference to largeness or coarseness of physical features being the essence of Eyak insult. Several cases with anatomical qualifiers: ku:’naW ‘big-belly’, qi:da’lAw ‘big-feet’, guda’lAw ‘big-butt’, djAXAdli:’nAw ‘big-ears’, la’q’ qi:dAchahsh ‘thick-feet’, la’q’ yAchahsh ‘thick-hands’, all pejorative epithets; djAXAdla:’a:w ‘long-ears’ epithet for rabbit or alert dog, ch’a:ndA’a:w ‘long-arms’, k’ushdA’a:w ‘long-legs’ epithet for snipe, deer, also a woman’s name; with anatomical nouns: xi’ts’dA’a:w ‘long-shins’, also ‘snipe’, ch’Alih’a:w ‘long-sleeved garment’, and pejoratively, tsin’gudli:’nAw ‘big-neck’, sa’GAda’lAw’ big-mouth’, la:XlAXa’lAw ‘big-eyes’, sha:wa’nAw ‘big-head’, djehXlAw ‘big-ears’, Ge’t’lAw ‘big-body’mentioned above; also epithets: yALtsAq’sgL’a:w ‘long-fingers’ (of octopus), lAGa:nsh’a:wV Rezanov 1805 only, liukash”-aua, ‘pig’ < long-(part of face below nose)’. Probably an epithet is qe’Ldzu:kih ‘pretty girl’, lacking connective -(’)i-. 
      Many names (and at least grandparental kin terms) have -shiyah, where that is not pejorative, but means rather ‘old’ or endearingly ‘good old’ as in ch’i:lehshiyah ‘Raven’ (as culture hero), thus also shiyah dog’s name, and qe’Lsiyah woman’s name, qe’Lsha:kih woman’s name, both probably epithets, without connecting vowel,cf. qe’Lishiyah ‘bad woman’. 
Lexicalizations

      Adjectives play a role in many lexicalizations; many of these are epithets, without k’u- or ya:- when independent, or without possessive prefix when attached to possessed anatomical nouns: e.g. ts’iyuxlAw ‘caddis fly < big mosquito’, yahddA’a:w ‘cannery < long house’, xi’ts’dA’a:w ‘snipe species ; long-shins’, k’ugu:dzu: giyah ‘Holy Water < good water’, kAna:qa:shiyahyu: “Greeks” (probably also ‘Mexicans’, < ‘bad (poor semblance of) Hawaiians/Kanakas)’, dla:q’Aya’shiyahyu: ‘sheep; mountain sheep < poor mountain-goats’, ch’e:t’Ashiyah ‘lowbush currants’ < ? (cf. ’Ad-LA-ch’e:t’ ‘act silly’); with thematic qualifier lAXAchahsh ‘gunnysack < coarse-grained’, with anatomical nouns lAGa:nsh’a:wV ‘pig’ (cf. above, Rezanov 1805 Yakutat only; modern Cordova shAdi:ngaG < Chugach < Russian), guka’dAtsidzg ‘duck species’ < narrow-tail’, ya:n’ch’ k’udAtsidzg ‘ten-pound lard can < something narrowing downwards’, ’i:ndzi’X ya:lAXAtsidzg ‘(type of) spear < fine-grained through front’ , la’q’ tsidzg ‘flounder < thin/flat (fish)’, see yet further entries in dictionary under -cidz-g; lAyaq’AGi’lAw ‘loud voice < inside of head big’.
Diminutive -kih 
      The general diminutive in Eyak is -kih. It is morphologically unique, but more like an adjective than anything else, so is treated here. It is fundamentally different from adjectives in that there is no verb with a stem relatable to -kih. Moreover, unlike all adjectives, -kih does not occur independently, there being no ya:kih of adjectival function (or *k’ukih at all). Finally, like adjectives in dependent use, -kih can be appended to nouns, but with greater freedom also to other forms, e.g. postpositional phrases. Its basic meaning is ‘little’, often also in a favorable sense, ‘nice little, dear’. In one classic instance of endearment, with extreme irony, in Anna’s “Blind Man and Loon” text, the abusive wife is caught by formerly blind husband, cooking for herself meat he shot and which she told him he’d missed; red-handed and acutely embarrassed, she  addressed him siqa’kih ‘my dear hubbie’.
      This morpheme is well covered in the 1970 dictionary entry, from which only a few examples will be taken here. It is appended to nouns with basically the same connective vowel  -(’)A- to monosyllables, and -(’)i- to nouns for humans,  as are adjectives: dAXunh’ikih ‘small person; miniature person, mannekin, homunculus’, ’AX’Akih ‘small boat; model boat’, du:shAkih ‘kitty, small cat’, XAwa:kih ‘cute little dog, puppy’. With class-marks for classified nouns: tsa’LdAkih ‘small knife’, -ts’u:lAkih ‘small breasts’, k’uLt’ahLti:lAkih ‘small leaf’, with anatomical mark: k’uXu:nLAyahXu:lAkih ‘small tooth’. It is very frequent in lexicalizations: ’AXAkih ‘canoe’ (cf. ’AX’Akih ‘small boat’), so ’AXAkihkih ‘small canoe’, k’udAGAlehkih ‘spider species < a little mind’, in grandchild kin terms, e.g. sichu:kih ‘my grandchild (woman’s daughter’s child)’, cf. sichu:(shiyah) ‘my grandmother (mother’s mother)’. About two dozen such lexicalizatons are listed in the dictionary -kih entry. It is common in epithets and personal names: e.g. qe’Ldzu:kih ‘pretty girl’ (cf. qe’Lidzu:kih ‘nice little woman’), qe’Lsha:kih woman’s name, also even kih man’s name. It is appended to adjectives, not only as in the preceding, but also k’u’lAwkih ‘fair-sized, pretty big, just about grown up’, ya:kuts’gkih ‘quite little, nice little thing’; to nominalized verbs: ’AXa: ’Adu’liLiginhinhkih ‘my what an outgoing knowledgeable little (child)!’ (’Adu’liLigah ‘knows self’). 
      Unlike adjectives, however, diminutive -kih may be attached to some postpositional phrases: (dA)’Alga’kih ‘(just) this little bit; little thing like this’, ’Aw’u’Xkih ’idiyah ‘that smaller one, that which is of size less than that little’; to some locationals: XAyA’u:dkih ‘a little further over yonder’. It forms adverbials or exclamations, sometimes with morphemes otherwise unattested: dAqi:kih ‘all gone, none left’, gusi:kih ‘a little (bit)’, ’AnahshAkih ‘fun, pleasure, desired’; or with well-attested forms: ya:kihdah ‘(in) payment’ (ya:-kih- ‘a little something’, -dah adverbializer), di’dahkih ‘fairly well, decently, OK’ (dA- ‘ipse’, ’i-dah ‘well’), q’a:lkihga’ ‘just a short while ago’ (q’a:l ‘now’); (dA)’u:dkih (originally locational), tlanhkih ‘would that’ (introducing optatives). More discussion and more examples of these types and the types above may be found in the dictionary entry -kih.  
Adjectival use of verbs other than Neuter imperfectives (5-25-10, this needs to be qualified or revised, according to later addendum to chapter on gerunds)
      Stems of a few verb themes of stative classes other than Neuter imperfective are attested in dependent adjective use. For example, the stem -GAmAk’ of the Inceptive perfective stative GALAGAmAk’L ‘it is round’, in gAdAGAmAk’ ‘gnat’, a lexicalized epithet ‘round-butt’; presumably also the same, minus the anatomical qualifier, must be attested in the dog’s name GAmAk’. Well attested in this way is the Active perfective stative theme d-L-ehd(-g) ‘dry’: e.g. dAsAL’ehdgL k’utse’ ‘dry/dried meat’, but sa:q’sgdA’ehdg ‘dried dulse (pressed into hard block for winter eating)’, k’u:ydA’ehdg ‘dry wind’, shugdla:’ehdg ‘strawberries dried (and pressed into hard block for winter eatring)’ (lX- class mark for berry-like absent, given change in shape, d-thematic from stative theme retained, added l- not explained), lAXdla:’ehdg ‘raisins’ (epithet, retaining lX- class-mark, with d- and l- exactly as in preceding).
      This adjectival use of stative themes other than Neuter imperfective is probably limited, often epithetical, and noted here only in the process of scanning for nouns resulting from lexicalization. The corpus has not been carefully examined for the productivity of this derivation, so there may well be more instances of it to be found. In any case, its productivity was never actively investigated. 
      This derivation is clearly distinct from the Active imperfective Usitative, both syntactically and morphologically. Syntactically, it does not precede the noun as attributive, as in dAsAL’ehdgL k’utse’ ‘meat which is dry’. Morphologically, it deletes not only the perfective affixation but also the thematic classifiers, while at the same time it retains the thematic qualifiers and suffixes, GALAGAmAk’L > GAmAk’,  dAsAL’ehdgL > dA’ehdg.
      6-27-10. These are reinterpreted in the chapter on gerunds as verbal nouns, not adjectives at all. lAXAdla:dA’ehdg ‘raisins’ (‘a drying of berrylike’), etc.
