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DesagulierDesagulier (2004b (2004b andand to to appearappear))

•• a construction that is cognitively salient in the a construction that is cognitively salient in the 

minds of the speakers of a given linguistic minds of the speakers of a given linguistic 

community can be retrieved wholly or partially community can be retrieved wholly or partially 

to provide a to provide a templatetemplate for the composition of for the composition of 

another construction. another construction. 

•• the dual and somewhat paradoxical nature of the dual and somewhat paradoxical nature of 

constructions (conservative and innovative) is constructions (conservative and innovative) is 

precisely what enables grammar to keep pace precisely what enables grammar to keep pace 

with language flexibility.with language flexibility.



ISSUE OF MAJOR CONCERN HERE ISSUE OF MAJOR CONCERN HERE 

«« Constructions are Constructions are understoodunderstood to to bebe

learnedlearned on on thethe basis basis ofof thethe input input andand

generalgeneral cognitive cognitive mechanismsmechanisms ((theythey are are 

constructedconstructed).). »» Goldberg (2003).Goldberg (2003).

��whatwhat doesdoes itit meanmean for a construction to for a construction to 

bebe constructedconstructed ? ? 



PreviousPrevious researchresearch on on fuzzinessfuzziness

Fuzziness isFuzziness is::

problematic (and rejected) if treated from problematic (and rejected) if treated from 
the standpoint of a theory that is not the standpoint of a theory that is not 
based on usage,based on usage,

unproblematic and unavoidable otherwise unproblematic and unavoidable otherwise 
(especially in functional/cognitive (especially in functional/cognitive 
linguistics)linguistics)



JackendoffJackendoff’’s s valuablevaluable postulatepostulate

““((……) fuzziness must not be treated as a ) fuzziness must not be treated as a 

defect in language; nor is a theory of defect in language; nor is a theory of 

language defective that countenances it. language defective that countenances it. 

Rather, fuzziness is an inescapable Rather, fuzziness is an inescapable 

characteristic of the concepts that characteristic of the concepts that 

language expresses. To attempt to define language expresses. To attempt to define 

it out of semantics is only evasion it out of semantics is only evasion 

((JackendoffJackendoff 1983: 125)1983: 125)””..



Claims (1)Claims (1)

�� Fuzzy grammatical categories, which are Fuzzy grammatical categories, which are 

traditionally perceived as exceptions, may well traditionally perceived as exceptions, may well 

be the norm when considered from a be the norm when considered from a 

constructional, usageconstructional, usage--based perspective.based perspective.

�� Fuzziness is a central component of Construction Fuzziness is a central component of Construction 

Grammar(sGrammar(s) since it amounts to the differential ) since it amounts to the differential 

between the conservative and innovative between the conservative and innovative 

dynamics of a construction.dynamics of a construction.



Claims (2)Claims (2)

�� This differential is defined as the This differential is defined as the zone of zone of 

potential developmentpotential development of a construction, of a construction, 

which is precisely what enables grammar to which is precisely what enables grammar to 

keep pace with language flexibility (both keep pace with language flexibility (both 

synchronic and diachronic).synchronic and diachronic).

�� Constructional fuzziness is what makes language Constructional fuzziness is what makes language 

change possible.change possible.



WorkingWorking assumptionassumption

It is by studying intermediate forms that It is by studying intermediate forms that 

we can gain a better understanding of the we can gain a better understanding of the 

mechanisms of constructional creativity mechanisms of constructional creativity 

and innovation.and innovation.

-- ‘‘ambiguousambiguous’’ instances of the genitive of instances of the genitive of 

measure measure 

-- the the deonticdeontic/advice/advice--giving want to/giving want to/wannawanna

constructionconstruction



TheThe genitivegenitive ofof measuremeasure

case case studystudy #1#1



GENITIVE CONSTRUCTIONSGENITIVE CONSTRUCTIONS

IN ENGLISHIN ENGLISH

�� OneOne formform : : 

NP1 + NP1 + ’’S + NP2S + NP2

�� TheThe numbernumber ofof correlatedcorrelated functionsfunctions varies varies 

accordingaccording to to thethe criteriacriteria chosenchosen by by thethe

linguistlinguist



QuirkQuirk et et alal. 1985: 326. 1985: 326--330330

No No fewerfewer thanthan 6 6 ss--genitivegenitive categoriescategories

characterizedcharacterized in in termsterms ofof syntacticsyntactic andand/or /or 

semanticsemantic criteriacriteria:  :  
�� GenitiveGenitive as as determinativedeterminative: : [Jenny[Jenny’’s] desks] desk

�� GenitiveGenitive as modifier as modifier HeHe wantswants to to becomebecome a a shipship’’ss doctordoctor

�� TheThe group group genitivegenitive TheThe MomaMoma’’s s directordirector

�� TheThe independentindependent genitivegenitive MyMy car car isis fasterfaster thanthan JohnJohn’’ss

�� TheThe ‘‘locallocal’’ genitivegenitive WeWe’’ll ll meetmeet atat BillBill’’ss

�� The The ‘‘postpost--genitivegenitive’’ somesome friendsfriends ofof JimJim’’ss



How How manymany ss--genitivegenitive

constructions?constructions?

ActuallyActually, , mostmost ofof QuirkQuirk’’s s ss--genitivesgenitives fallfall

intointo twotwo nonnon--controversialcontroversial, , broadlybroadly

acceptedaccepted constructions: constructions: 

�� TheThe determinativedeterminative genitivegenitive

�� TheThe qualifyingqualifying genitivegenitive



TheThe determinativedeterminative genitivegenitive
(Quirk(Quirk’’s s «« genitivegenitive as as determinativedeterminative »»))

Syntactic tendencies (after Larreya 1995)

DET in front DET in front ofof NP1 NP1 determinesdetermines NP1NP1
Promised to give me tips on parallel skiing after Promised to give me tips on parallel skiing after thethe
seasonseason's first snowfall in Tahoe. 's first snowfall in Tahoe. 

((San Francisco ChronicleSan Francisco Chronicle))

ADJ in front ADJ in front ofof NP1 qualifies NP1NP1 qualifies NP1

There are a number of cheating methods ranging There are a number of cheating methods ranging 
from the tried and tested, looking over the from the tried and tested, looking over the 
cleverclever studentstudent's shoulder 's shoulder ((……) () (www.bigrag.co.ukwww.bigrag.co.uk))



TheThe qualifyingqualifying genitivegenitive
(Quirk(Quirk’’s s «« genitivegenitive as modifieras modifier »»))

Syntactic tendencies (after Larreya 1995)

DET in front DET in front ofof NP1 NP1 determinesdetermines NP2NP2
YourYour reporter's reporter's cardcard should never be a should never be a license to license to 
bore the readers.bore the readers.

ADJ in front ADJ in front ofof NP1 qualifies NP2 NP1 qualifies NP2 

His body immediately went limp as his His body immediately went limp as his blueblue

postman's postman's cap cap fell to the ground.fell to the ground.



TheThe genitivegenitive ofof measuremeasure

2 DISTINCTIVE FEATURES (2 DISTINCTIVE FEATURES (LarreyaLarreya 1995)1995)

a) NP1 a) NP1 refersrefers to a to a measuremeasure ofof TIME, TIME, 

DISTANCE or MONEY (+ DISTANCE or MONEY (+ worthworth):):

twentytwenty yearsyears'' imprisonmentimprisonment

a few miles' drivea few miles' drive

thousands of pounds' worth of equipmentthousands of pounds' worth of equipment

b) NP2 b) NP2 functionsfunctions as an as an uncountableuncountable nounnoun..



Illustration Illustration ofof thethe 2nd 2nd featurefeature

(NP2 as (NP2 as uncountableuncountable))

For NP2 to For NP2 to bebe constructedconstructed as as uncountableuncountable

meansmeans thatthat itit cannotcannot bebe determineddetermined by by anyany

indefiniteindefinite determinerdeterminer ((notablynotably a/ana/an):):

HeHe waswas sentencedsentenced to to ØØ twentytwenty yearsyears' ' imprisonmentimprisonment on on thethe
manufacturingmanufacturing chargecharge (www. (www. dpa.state.ky.usdpa.state.ky.us ))

imprisonmentimprisonment = = nominalizednominalized predicatepredicate

�� uncountableuncountable



If NP2 If NP2 isis eithereither countablecountable or or 

uncountableuncountable

TheThe seatsseats outsideoutside us us werewere occupiedoccupied by by twotwo
middlemiddle agedaged womenwomen whowho werewere goinggoing to London to London 

for for a a weekweek’’ss holidayholiday
(M. John Harrison, (M. John Harrison, TheThe Course Course ofof thethe HeartHeart))

LarreyaLarreya: : thenthen NP2 NP2 isis treatedtreated as as uncountableuncountable andand aa
determinesdetermines weekweek. NP2 . NP2 determineddetermined by by ØØ..

Confirmation: if NP1 Confirmation: if NP1 isis in in thethe pluralplural

for for ØØ twotwo weeksweeks’’ holidayholiday..



ProblemProblem (1)(1)

for for twotwo weeksweeks’’ holidayholiday (OK)(OK)
BUT: BUT: ?for ?for oneone weekweek’’ss holidayholiday

�� technicallytechnically possible but possible but notnot soso frequentfrequent..

AccordingAccording to to LarreyaLarreya 1995, 1995, itit confirmsconfirms thethe
existence existence ofof a zone a zone ofof ‘‘fuzzyfuzzy syntaxsyntax’’,, typicaltypical ofof
determinationdetermination in in genitivegenitive constructions.constructions.

��MaybeMaybe thethe indefiniteindefinite article article isis perceivedperceived by by 
speaker speaker andand hearerhearer as DET as DET ofof NP2 (because NP2 (because thethe
speaker speaker wantswants to to preservepreserve thethe ambiguityambiguity))



Voluntary Voluntary underspecificationunderspecification of the of the 

range of DETrange of DET

AmbiguityAmbiguity??

Not Not reallyreally. . 

GeneralityGenerality

((BolingerBolinger 1961)1961)

A marginal A marginal phenomenonphenomenon accordingaccording to to 
LarreyaLarreya..

IsIs itit soso ??



ProblemProblem (2): (2): WhatWhat if NP2 if NP2 isis

exclusivelyexclusively countablecountable??
•• He went further, saying: "We have reached the stage in He went further, saying: "We have reached the stage in 

the Conservative Party where if we have the Conservative Party where if we have a week's a week's 
conferenceconference, and in that we have a 10, and in that we have a 10--minute row minute row 
about the euro, that will be all that is reported.about the euro, that will be all that is reported.
((http://news.bbc.co.ukhttp://news.bbc.co.uk))

•• Each expedition starts with Each expedition starts with a week's training perioda week's training period
((http://www.raleigh.org.ukhttp://www.raleigh.org.uk))

•• Initially she purchased CMSI services, and after Initially she purchased CMSI services, and after a a 
week's sessionweek's session, she switched to IBIS facilitation , she switched to IBIS facilitation 
available inavailable in--house from SCE.house from SCE.
(http://(http://www.touchstone.comwww.touchstone.com))



FurtherFurther countercounter--examplesexamples

•• Afternoon 13:30 start from the Crown for Afternoon 13:30 start from the Crown for a 5a 5½½
miles' walkmiles' walk through through BrackmillsBrackmills WoodsWoods

•• No application, however, shall be denied unless No application, however, shall be denied unless 
an opportunity for a hearing has been given the an opportunity for a hearing has been given the 
applicant by applicant by a ten days' noticea ten days' notice in writing (in writing (……))
((www.hermosabch.orgwww.hermosabch.org))

•• a ten daysa ten days’’ absenceabsence (Quirk et al. 1985: 1333)(Quirk et al. 1985: 1333)

Ok, Ok, notnot soso frequentfrequent

in in contemporarycontemporary EnglishEnglish



Variation Variation concerningconcerning

thethe genitivegenitive ofof measuremeasure
e.g.e.g. for for twotwo weeksweeks’’ holidayholiday

(a) for (a) for twotwo weeksweeks holidayholiday

(b) for a (b) for a twotwo--weekweek’’ss holidayholiday

(c) for a (c) for a twotwo weekweek holidayholiday

(d) for a (d) for a twotwo--weekweek holidayholiday

(e) for a (e) for a twotwo weeksweeks holidayholiday

(f) for (f) for twotwo weekweek’’ss holidayholiday

etc.etc.

�� (c), (d) (c), (d) andand (e) are (e) are thethe
mostmost frequentfrequent formsforms

�� TheyThey fallfall intointo thethe
nominalnominal--compoundcompound
constructions.constructions.

�� TheThe otherother alternatives are alternatives are 
intermediateintermediate cases cases 
((fuzzyfuzzy).).



FormForm--functionfunction reanalysisreanalysis as a as a 

possible possible explanationexplanation for for ‘‘fuzzinessfuzziness’’
The formThe form--meaning mapping of the construction meaning mapping of the construction 
prototypically associated with the genitive of measure is prototypically associated with the genitive of measure is 
increasingly reanalyzed by the speaker/hearer in light of increasingly reanalyzed by the speaker/hearer in light of 
the nominalthe nominal--compound constructional schema.compound constructional schema.



WhyWhy isis thethe compoundcompound--nounnoun schemaschema

gaininggaining groundground? (1)? (1)

ItIt isis compatible in compatible in formform andand meaningmeaning withwith

thethe constructionalconstructional schemaschema ofof thethe genitivegenitive

ofof measuremeasure: : 



WhyWhy isis thethe compoundcompound--nounnoun schemaschema

gaininggaining groundground? (2)? (2)

ItIt isis cognitivelycognitively salientsalient andand perceivedperceived as as 
easiereasier to to processprocess thanthan thethe constructions constructions 
associatedassociated withwith thethe genitivegenitive ofof measuremeasure
((notablynotably concerningconcerning thethe range range ofof DET)DET)

Cf. Cf. principleprinciple ofof cognitive cognitive economyeconomy: : 

«« GivenGiven twotwo structural alternatives, structural alternatives, thethe
option option demandingdemanding lessless mental effort mental effort isis
more more likelylikely to to bebe chosenchosen thanthan thatthat option option 
requiringrequiring more mental effortmore mental effort .. »»
((RosenbachRosenbach 2002: 238).2002: 238).



LessLess mental effortmental effort

�� Speakers/Speakers/hearershearers cancan produceproduce//interpretinterpret a a 

complexcomplex construction in light construction in light ofof a a similarsimilar

oneone whichwhich isis more more readilyreadily accessible to accessible to 

themthem (esp. in (esp. in spokenspoken discoursediscourse))

�� TheThe genitivegenitive construction construction cancan bebe saidsaid to to 

bebe more more complexcomplex because because ofof thethe

fluctuatingfluctuating thethe rolerole ofof DET DET andand thethe

multifunctionalitymultifunctionality ofof <S>.<S>.



UsageUsage--basedbased factorfactor

in in nonnon--expertexpert situations situations ofof performance performance 

andand perception, perception, thethe speakerspeaker’’ss mental mental 

representationrepresentation ofof a a givengiven construction construction 

maymay notnot correspond to correspond to thethe hearerhearer’’s mental s mental 

representationrepresentation ofof thethe samesame unit.unit.

e.g. in e.g. in spokenspoken discoursediscourse, <S> , <S> mightmight bebe

intendedintended as POSS as POSS morphememorpheme but but 

perceivedperceived as as thethe marker marker ofof thethe plural.plural.



ConsequenceConsequence on on thethe genitivegenitive ofof

measuremeasure

‘‘FuzzyFuzzy’’ instantiationsinstantiations ofof thethe genitivegenitive ofof measuremeasure
are are actuallyactually constructionalconstructional blendsblends thatthat
integrateintegrate component component elementselements fromfrom twotwo inputsinputs, , 
i.e. i.e. thethe constructionalconstructional schemasschemas associatedassociated
withwith thethe prototypicalprototypical genitivegenitive ofof measuremeasure andand
nominal nominal compoundscompounds..

Cf. Taylor 1996: ch.11, esp. 11.2 on Cf. Taylor 1996: ch.11, esp. 11.2 on 

‘‘thethe fudgingfudging ofof possessives possessives andand compoundscompounds’’



ConstructionalConstructional blendingblending



ProvisionalProvisional conclusionconclusion

The fuzziness attached to the The fuzziness attached to the 

genitive of measure construction is genitive of measure construction is 

not merely syntactic. It is clearly not merely syntactic. It is clearly 

constructional.constructional.



TheThe deonticdeontic

wantwant to/to/wannawanna

constructionconstruction

AnotherAnother case case ofof constructionalconstructional

fuzzinessfuzziness



An An intermediateintermediate situationsituation--type type ofof

grammaticalizinggrammaticalizing constructionconstruction

it has it has grammaticalizedgrammaticalized from nonfrom non--modal modal 

semantics and nonsemantics and non--auxiliary forms to auxiliary forms to 

modal extensions between Middle English modal extensions between Middle English 

and presentand present--day English. But not (yet) a day English. But not (yet) a 

prototypical modal (cf. Krug 2000)prototypical modal (cf. Krug 2000)



ConventionalConventional usesuses

Ex (20)Ex (20)--(21) in (21) in handouthandout



(i)(i) In the construction, WANT TO/WANNA In the construction, WANT TO/WANNA 
makes schematic reference to another process makes schematic reference to another process 
(the landmark process).(the landmark process).

(ii)(ii) The overall The overall trajectortrajector (the primary focal (the primary focal 
participant) and the participant) and the trajectortrajector of the landmark of the landmark 
process are equated.process are equated.

(iii)(iii) The subject is the locus of some kind of The subject is the locus of some kind of 
potency directed at the landmark process. potency directed at the landmark process. 

(iv)(iv) The realization of the landmark process is The realization of the landmark process is 
potential, hence the dashed arrow. potential, hence the dashed arrow. 



DeonticDeontic uses uses ofof thethe wantwant to/to/wannawanna

constructionconstruction

the overall the overall trajectortrajector and the and the trajectortrajector of the landmark of the landmark 
process are not equated anymore (force dynamics)process are not equated anymore (force dynamics)



Ex (22)Ex (22)--(30) : you want to/(30) : you want to/wannawanna

You You wannawanna be careful where you're be careful where you're 
throwing your accusations! throwing your accusations! (ITV)(ITV)

the locus of the source of the locus of the source of 
constraint/potency is no longer the constraint/potency is no longer the 
trajectortrajector. It is subjectively construed by . It is subjectively construed by 
the speaker/the speaker/conceptualizerconceptualizer. S/C imposes . S/C imposes 
the constraint upon the profiled the constraint upon the profiled trajectortrajector
while pretending to report objectively that while pretending to report objectively that 
the subject is the locus of potency.the subject is the locus of potency.



An indirect speech An indirect speech actact

�� an indirect speech actan indirect speech act: illusory acknowledgment on : illusory acknowledgment on 
the part of the speaker that the hearer (the part of the speaker that the hearer (youyou) is his/her ) is his/her 
own authority (comparatively speaking, own authority (comparatively speaking, needneed and and shouldshould
are more constraining on the part of the speaker). But in are more constraining on the part of the speaker). But in 
the end, it is the speaker who is the actual source of the end, it is the speaker who is the actual source of 
authority. There is a voluntary authority. There is a voluntary underspecificationunderspecification as as 
regards the locus of potency.regards the locus of potency.

a possible paraphrase for (26): a possible paraphrase for (26): 

(i) (i) ‘‘you want to be careful because it is in your interest you want to be careful because it is in your interest 
to be soto be so’’

(ii) (ii) ‘‘It is therefore natural for you to desire to be careful It is therefore natural for you to desire to be careful 
when in fact when in fact II (the speaker) want you to be so.(the speaker) want you to be so.’’



apparentlyapparently wewe havehave

In In factfact……



subjectificationsubjectification



degreesdegrees ofof subjectificationsubjectification
ex (27)ex (27)





constructionalconstructional fuzzinessfuzziness

•• entrenched yet not fully transparent,entrenched yet not fully transparent,

•• The V retains a certain degree of The V retains a certain degree of 

analyzability, analyzability, 

•• voluntary voluntary underspecificationunderspecification as regards as regards 

the locus of potency.the locus of potency.



ConstructionalConstructional compositionalitycompositionality



Conclusion (1)Conclusion (1)

Speaker and hearer stock and share a certain Speaker and hearer stock and share a certain 
number of formnumber of form--meaning pairing conventions meaning pairing conventions 
which have been abstracted from previous which have been abstracted from previous 
linguistic experiencelinguistic experience

BUT they do not have access to exactly the BUT they do not have access to exactly the 
same formsame form--meaning pairings meaning pairings 

�������� The differential between those two principles The differential between those two principles 
defines a defines a zone of potential developmentzone of potential development..



Conclusion (2)Conclusion (2)

““Novel expressions are not created by the Novel expressions are not created by the 
linguistic system per se, but rather by the linguistic system per se, but rather by the 
speaker, drawing on all available resources speaker, drawing on all available resources 
((LangackerLangacker 1999: 111)1999: 111)””..

�������� speakers routinely use constructions or speakers routinely use constructions or 
fragments of constructions (which may be fragments of constructions (which may be 
mutually inconsistent) in a compositional manner. mutually inconsistent) in a compositional manner. 
They can do so because the parts involved in They can do so because the parts involved in 
the grammatical engine (the constructions) are the grammatical engine (the constructions) are 
loose (fuzzy) enough to make form/function loose (fuzzy) enough to make form/function 
reanalysis possible.reanalysis possible.



ThanksThanks for for youryour

attention !attention !


