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Categorial Mismatch: Grammatical Construction and Recategorization
PANG Jia-guang

Abstract: It is proposed that categorial mismatch of the relevant phrase is derived from recategorization by its constructional

context. Specifically the profile of its conceptual structure is shifted in order to be instantiated by the corresponding role of

its constructional context. With more emphasis on grammatical constructions

this approach also applies to word conver—

sion. From this perspective word classes are simply byproducts derived from categorization by constructions.
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1.
?
( Pe-
setsky 1982; Levin 1993) .
( Baker
2003) . o
( categorial mismatch) o

(1) a. Under the bed is dusty. ( Francis 1998)
b. He returned to his room and pulled his
holdall out from under the bed. ( BNC)
(2) a. Zelda’ s reluctant signing of the contract
( Langacker 1991)
b. Zelda’ s reluctantly signing the contract
( Langacker 1991)
(3) a. o

grammatical construction

( 2010)
b.
( 2010)

“N V ”» “

“under the bed”

( Francis & Michaelis 2003; Lingua Vol

118 Issue 7 2008)

2000; 2004;
Doostan 2011) ,
( Goldberg 1995)

( Borsley & Kornnfilt
2005; 2010; Karimi —

( Francis 1998; Lee

69
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2007; Nikolaeva 2008; Booij 2010)
() ‘under the bed”

“under the bed”

(4) (5)-
(N) ( NP) o
(7). (6 7 “
o (3)b“ ”
(7) “ T
7 ?
(4) a. in the/this place
b. * in the/this under the bed
(5) a. a dirty place
b. * a dirty under the bed
(6) a.
b.
c.
(7) a. * /
*
(1) -(3)
?
o (2010) (8)
(
) o (8)
“kennel ” ?

(8) a. The man next door has spent the last year
making a kennel for his dog. ( BNC)
b. Kenneth kennelled the dog. ( Clark &
Clark 1979)

( usage-based)

2.

2.1 R B4 0 F 3 iR 4L
( Langacker 1987.1999.2008)
( symbolic unit)

o o

Langacker( 1987.1999)

° “tree”
“TREE »
( Langacker 1987:382 —386) .

o

“TREE” o “PALM”
“TREE” ( instance) ( ) o
(
2009) .
?
“under the bed” o
. (9)
(1) o
“under the bed”
“it” o

(9) a. Ithink it”s under the bed actually. ( BNC)
b. Tuppe put down the rucksack and kicked
it under the bed. ( BNC)
(10) A: Did he pull his holdall out from under
the bed?
B: Yes he pulled his holdall out from it.
(11) A: Is under the bed dirty?
B: Yes it is dusty.

“SUB BE ADJ”
“FROM IM” ( LM
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o (1) “under the bed”

o

PNP FROM LM

1 3

| UNDER THE BED |~—2- ->( UNDER THE BED’

i ( Zhang 2006.2009)
1 “under the bed”
Langacker
( )
1 “UNDER THE BED®”
“P NP” o 2

“UNDER THE

BED’” “FROM LM”
( 3) . “under the bed”
“from” o
1
o ( 12) a {3 ”»
(12) b “Lakoff and Johnson”

“BUY LM”
( Zhang 2006) .
(12) a. He is a strong well-balanced type of
dog. ( BNC)
b. She bought Lakoff and Johnson used
and in paper for just MYM1.50. ( Langacker 1999)

(4)b  (5)b
. “IN
THE/THIS N7 “ADJ N” (4)a (5)a
( “IN THE/THIS P NP”
“ADJ P NP") (4)b  (5)bs

2.2 R EAEIEN YA
“under the bed”
“UNDER THE BED”

“UNDER THE BED” “FROM”

o

o

( Farrell 2001; 2009) .
Langacker( 1987.2008) ( ency—
clopedic view) .
( base)
( construal)
o ‘husband”  “wife”
( thing)
( region) o .
( trajector)
. (1) “UN-
DER THE BED” (1) “BED”
( ) 2
( )
(tr) ( 1Im) “the rucksack under
the bed” o ( search
domain) ( Lan—
gacker 1999:53 -55) .
| Fm- > '
5
UNDER THE BED UNDER THE BED’
2
(1 2)
® “CCL”
( CCL )
“BNC” . “wx
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( )
o “under the bed”
“FROM”
( 1 3) .
(3) ‘ ”
‘N V7 o N
(2000) (2010)
( cognitive reference point) o
” ( target) o
(
1 2)
( 1 3) - (6) (7)
(13) ( 2012) .
“ N7« N/ADJ N” (6)
“ /ADV V” “ VN~
(7)o “
(13) a. o (
2012)
b. * o (
2012)
(2)b “4ng”

“reluctantly sign the contract”

o

( Reuland 2011; Carnie 2011)

72

“kennel ”
( Pustejovsky 1995; Jack-
( Michaelis 2003) .

° (4)

endoff 1997)

“kennel”
0 “kennel”
“NP V NP”
“KENNEL”
? “KENNEL”
“KENNEL” “ ”
[ » 3
« "( ) N
o~ )-lo~E
KENNEL KENNEL’
3
8(b) o
“kennel ” (
) o [
» [ » ( tr) ( lm) (
) o “KENNEL’” “NP
V NP” o

(14) a. The Jones’ summered in New Hampshire.
( Goldberg 1997)
b. They were going to weekend in Catalina.
( Goldberg 1997)
(15) a. * The Jones’ were going to month in
New Hampshire. ( Goldberg 1997)
b. * They were going to week in Catalina.
( Goldberg 1997)
(14)  (15)
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(15) ( Goldberg 1997) .

~

« ” 11

N ADJ )
( “ ") o “under the bed”

( Taylor 2004) .
» Borer(2005)
tal) o

( endo — skele—

o ( )
( Langacker 1987.2008;

2009) .
( (13 » 13 ” )
( @ ” . « ”) .
Farrell( 2001)
“kennel” o

Borer( 2005)

o ( Distributed
Morphology)
( Halle & Marantz 1993) .

“under the bed” o
[ »

“pickpocket ”
“pick pocket” .
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