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Universidad Politécnica de
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Some challenges for the future of the
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Abstracts

1

counterpart “Más vale pájaro en mano que

Francisco
Gozálvez-García
Universidad de Almería,
Spain

ciento volando”, among other snowclones, two
major claims are made: First, the extensions of a
given snowclone can be placed along a continuum
in which the following parameters are considered to
be useful: (i) the extent to which the

extension

preserves the syntax and/or semantics of the
original expression, and (ii) the presence of lexical

On the gradient nature of
constructions: some implications
for the LCM

fillers as hallmarks of the original configuration.
Second, these two parameters can enhance the
explanatory power of constructions in the LCM by
measuring out the degree of variation and the
feasibility of replicability by language users.

This presentation offers a preliminary usage-based
investigation of snowclones (cf. Pullum 2004) in
English and Spanish and then goes on to examine
the implications for the definition of construction in
the LCM (Ruiz de Mendoza Ibáñez and Galera,
submitted). In the light of a contrastive analysis of
the variations of the proverb “A bird in the hand
is worth two in the bush” and its Spanish
8

2

phenomenon pertaining to predicates, and only

Francisco José Cortés
Rodríguez
Universidad de La Laguna,
Spain

occasionally higher predicational structures are
considered in event construction. Even though I
believe this approach is adequate to a great extent,
there are still some problems in the approach taken
in RRG, and inherited by the LCM and
FunGramKB. The most significant drawback is that
non-lexical aspects appear intermingled with

Aspectual features in the LCM:
assign to lexis what is lexis’ and
to grammar what is grammar’s

predicate-only features and some
misinterpretations and misclassifications of
predicates are given.
This paper seeks to offer a distribution of aspectual
features along the different layers proposed in RRG,

The kernel of a predicate’s semantic representation,

thus assuming that the final construction of a

i.e. its lexical template, in the LCM is the logical

specific event is not only lexical but also syntactic.

structure

as described in RRG; i.e. the formal

In theoretical terms this involves a mixed proposal

encoding of the aspectual features of predicates.

between lexically based and syntactically based

RRG’s, and the LCM’s Aktionsart typology is based

approaches, thus bridging the distance between

on Vendler’s classes plus some additional elements

different proposals. In practical terms, this

from Smith and Dowty.

This means that event

involves: (a) a reassessment of both RRG’s typology

structures are mainly considered a lexical

and the tests for Aktionsart adscription; (b) a
9

hierarchization of the semantic parameters
underlying aspectual classes, and a re-definition of
some of them.

10
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under-utilised resource (Nolan ‘in press’, 2011a b c).

Brian Nolan
Institute of Technology
Blanchardstown Dublin,
Ireland

For us as functional linguists, the important
empirical questions are: 1) How does the theory
understand a construction? 2) What does a
construction contain? 3) How do the constructions
relate to the grammar and other constructions? 4)
To what extend is our grammatical knowledge
organized in constructions? 5) Do constructions

Constructions as grammatical objects:

include information about form, function and

evidence from Modern Irish

meaning? 6) Are constructions organized in a
structured network?

It is now accepted that constructions exist at all

This paper explores the division of labour between

levels in grammar from clausal syntax to word level

lexical semantics

morphology and even within the lexicon itself

and proposes a view of constructions as structured

where lexical items themselves may be viewed as

grammatical objects: a) with a constructional

constructions. Constructions may also encompass

signature to identify the schema, b) that a

lexical, semantic and pragmatic information. The

construction schema has an input and output, and

semantics and/or pragmatics are not predictable

c) contains a local workspace, in the sense of Van

from the set of lexical items in the construction.

Valin (2005: 161) over which the processing of the

There is also a growing recognition that the RRG

variables and the various lexical and grammatical

account of constructions is a significantly

rules apply, according to d) construction

and constructional semantics

11

constraints. Additionally, e) the construction has a
principled relationship to the lexicon. We suggest
that the constructions be understood as residing in
a syntactic construction repository, with an internal
architecture that facilitates the retrieval and
activation of a constructional schema based on the
identification of a constructional signature for
real-time linguistic processing. In motivating this
account, we use new evidence of constructions from
Modern Irish. The resulting view is situated in a
model amenable to allowing for treatment of idioms
and metaphoric constructions found in Irish, lexical
polysemy within Irish verbs and morphological
constructions within a lexicalist functionalist model
of grammar.

12
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constructions that acknowledges the lexical side by

Elke Diedrichsen
University of Vechta,
Germany

applying the LCM (Ruiz de Mendoza and Mairal
Usón 2007), and make a strong case for the
constructional side by representing the construction
as a grammatical object with a unique signature and
processing capacity (Nolan in press). The model I
propose is applicable for the description of idioms,
argument structure constructions, and also for

From idioms to sentence structures and

constructions whose use relies on socio-cultural

beyond: the theoretical scope of the concept

knowledge within and across languages.

“Construction”
The paper will extend the use of Constructional
Schemas from RRG to a constructional perspective.
It will be argued that while Constructional Schemas
capture much valuable and important information
about linguistic constructions, they are
under-utilised in RRG, as they are only applied
when the lexical approach cannot be used, i.e. for
very specialised, language-specific constructions. I
will introduce a more flexible approach to
13
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Baicchi (2009) and Baicchi & Ruiz de Mendoza (2010)

Annalisa Baicchi
University of Pavia, Italy

into the illocutionary level of the Lexical
Constructional Model (Ruiz de Mendoza & Mairal
2008; Mairal & Ruiz de Mendoza 2009; Butler 2009;
Ruiz de Mendoza & Gonzálvez 2011)— which, banking
on the notion of Idealized Cognitive Models (Lakoff &
Johnson 1999), covers a broad range of speech act
categories and is formulated on the basis of the concept

The representation of the illocutionary

of ‘mutual manifestness’ (Sperber & Wilson 1995). The

scenario of ‘suggesting’ in the Cost-Benefit

‘realization procedures’ (Pérez 2001), i.e. lexical

Cognitive Model

resources and grammatical patterns, instantiating
different kinds of suggestions will be sketched out and
their metonymic grounding will be identified.

The present talk will show how the traditional speech
act of ‘suggesting’

(Searle 1979; Leech 1983;

Kerbat-Orecchioni 1997) can be conceived of as an
illocutionary construction that is licensed by
metonymic motivation. The aim will be pursued by
applying the Cost-Benefit Cognitive Model —a
theoretical framework developed by Ruiz de Mendoza
& Baicchi (2006, 2007) and recently integrated by
14
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configurations for both categories. From this

Ignasi Navarro i
Ferrando
Universitat Jaume I, Spain

standpoint, a spatial particle LT might include, on the
one hand, semantic information on image-schematic,
topological, dynamic, and functional relational
patterns; on the other hand, information on the
situational type construal. We aim at the
consolidation of a meta-language for the
image-schematic module that could also be used for

Spatial knowledge representation in LCM

spatial particles in diverse languages. Metaphorical
and figurative uses of prepositions could also be
studied as external constraint instantiations.

The LCM develops at present an enriched formalism
for the lexical representation of verbal predicates, but
says little on the lexical representation of other types
of predicate. Drawing from the Cognitive Linguistics
tradition in prepositional semantics, we explore the
semantic structure of spatial particles as for the
feasibility of its formalisation in terms of LCM lexical
templates. Verbs and prepositions are both relational
predicates and, therefore, present semantic
similarities that can be expressed in similar LTs
15
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2011). In this presentation I intend to determine the

Nuria Del Campo
Martínez
Universidad de La Rioja,
Spain

applicability of the analytical tools of the LCM for
the description of interpersonal illocutionary
categories. I will formulate a cognitive model for
each speech act and examine the reasoning schemas
behind a number of constructions used for their
expression. The resulting account seeks to unveil
the idiosyncrasies of interpersonal illocutionary

Illocution revisited from the LCM

categories based on the interplay between different
kinds of cultural generalizations and constructional

This contribution addresses the cognitive

realizations.

motivation and constraints of illocution from the
perspective of the Lexical Constructional Model
(Ruiz de Mendoza and Mairal, 2008, 2011; Mairal
and Ruiz de Mendoza, 2009). In the LCM,
illocutionary meaning is either the result of filling in
non-parametrizable constructional variables such
as X in Can You XVP? or of affording metonymic
access to high-level situational cognitive models by
activating relevant parts in them (Ruiz de Mendoza
and Baicchi, 2007; Baicchi and Ruiz de Mendoza,
16
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non-verbal communication. In this presentation I

Paula Pérez-Sobrino
Universidad de La Rioja,
Spain

analyze multimodal instances of (1) metonymic
complex, i.e. the interaction of several metonymies
(Ruiz de Mendoza 2007), where one of the terms is
made up by a multimodal blend (in a development
of Forceville 2009b); and (2) metaphorical
complex, i.e. the principled integration of two
metaphors (Ruiz de Mendoza and Mairal 2011)

Metonymic and metaphoric complexes in

whose domains are cued in different modes

the LCM: a multimodal approach

(Forceville 2009a). The results show that the
exploration of non-verbal data not only parallels

LCM proponents have identified metaphoric and

but also enhances our knowledge of verbal

metonymic activity as underlying inferences and

communication.

constraining factors beyond lexical description.
These generalizations stem from the application of
the equipollence hypothesis, a methodological
assumption by which already attested linguistic
processes in one domain of linguistic enquiry may
also be (at least partially) active in other domains
(Ruiz de Mendoza 2007). A natural corollary is thus
to assume that both tropes may also interact in
17
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María del Carmen
Fumero Pérez
Universidad de la Laguna,
Spain

Our analysis will reveal that these three verbs show
a different behaviour with regard to a set of
constructional structures, which points at their
different ontological status. Although the event of
separating is common to the semantic content of
the three verbs, in the case of separate and detach,
it is encoded as part of their core meaning, which

An LCM account of verbs of separating and

makes them classifiable as position verbs. However,

disassembling: reassigning class

split does not encode this event as part of its core

membership.

meaning and, hence, is of a different ontological
type, belonging to the group of change of state

Within the theoretical framework of the Lexical

predicates.

Constructional Model (henceforth LCM) Mairal and
Ruiz de Mendoza (2008, 2009) and Ruiz de
Mendoza and Mairal (2007a, 2007b), the purpose
of this study is to provide a fine-grained semantic
description of three verbs: separate, detach and
split, each of them representative of a different
subclass within Levin’s (1993) general classification
of Separating and Disassembling Verbs.
18
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provided by the Lexical Constructional Model

Alicia Galera
Universidad de La Rioja,
Spain

(LCM), which is a cognitively-oriented
constructional approach to meaning (cf. Ruiz de
Mendoza & Mairal 2008, 2011 and Mairal & Ruiz de
Mendoza 2009). The LCM accounts for all facets of
meaning construction, namely argument structure
representations, implicature, illocution and
discourse relations. In addition, the explanatory

The Don’t X Me construction in the light of

adequacy of the LCM is crucial in the analysis of the

the LCM

processes of lexical-constructional integration in
the construction under scrutiny.

This presentation explores (some of) the meaning
implications that may arise from the different
realizations of the variable X in the Don’t X Me
construction and its variant, the Don’t You X Me
construction. Drawing on examples from
naturally-occurring data (COCA, BNC, and Google
searches), I explore the cognitive mechanisms that
underlie the various interpretations of this
construction at different levels of linguistic enquiry.
For this purpose, I make use of the analytical tools
19
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later, if I have to sprout wings out of my

Andreea Rosca
Universidad de La Rioja,
Spain

shoulder-blades to do it!). The intransitive causal
configuration selects several causal prepositions,
namely with (e.g. The flowers blossomed with the
sun), in (e.g. The police, […] kept the body on
display for 48 hours as it swelled in the heat), from
(e.g. Frescoes generally became dark or decayed
from moisture), and under (e.g. Friends of White

A lexical-constructional approach to

said his health wilted under the strain of both

entity-specific change of state verbs

confronting priests and comforting victims).

This study presents an in-depth
lexical-constructional analysis of Levin’s (1993)
entity-specific change of state verbs, with special
focus on the intransitive causal (e.g. […] this
movement blossomed with the opening of more
than 20 schools), the intransitive resultative (e.g.
[…] the crops rotted black in the ground), the
resultative (e.g. Busloads of spectators swelled the
crowd to about 20,000) and the caused-motion
constructions (e.g. I'm going to get you, sooner or
20
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In this talk, I will discuss the robust contribution

Federica Salamino
University of Pavia, Italy

that the theoretical framework of the Lexical
Constructional Model (LCM) (Ruiz de Mendoza &
Mairal 2008) and its computational
implementation, the Functional Grammar
Knowledge Base (FunGramKB), offer to linguists
who share a deep interest in meaning and
knowledge representation. To pursue such a goal, I

Knowledge representation and metaphoric

will analyse some verbs of vision with a twofold

motivation of verbs of vision

aim: on the one hand, I will describe the procedure
I followed while filling in the Italian lexicon section

Lexical domains as implemented in FunGramKB

with verbs of vision through the FunGramKB Suite;

(Periñán & Túnez 2007; Periñán & Mairal 2010) are

on the other, banking on the LCM, I will tackle the

exploited in order to gather verbs according to the

phenomenon of subcategorial conversion when

subdivision of the concepts listed within the

such verbs are embedded into the caused-motion

Ontology. Furthermore, the distribution in

construction, and I will pin down the type of

FunGramKB of meta- , basic and terminal concepts

metaphors licensing cases of transitivization

is such that it can also make the high-level

(Baicchi 2010).

metaphors that make certain constructions easy to
guess.

21
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particularly useful for the design and creation of

Angel Felices Lago &
Pedro Ureña
Gómez-Moreno
Universidad de Granada,
Spain

machine-readable models for formalising world
knowledge and emulating human reasoning. This
paper focuses on a particular aspect of this
relationship, namely, the role of terminological
work in the construction of domain-specific
ontologies and the representation of specialist
knowledge. More precisely, it explores the
utilisation of term extraction for building
specialised satellite ontologies within the

Conceptual modelling of specialised
knowledge: terminological extraction

and

Functional Grammar Knowledge Base known as
FunGramKB.

analysis in FunGramKB
Over the last 20 years, terminology and
terminography have been enriched by close
collaboration with knowledge engineering.
Consequently, if terminological research has been
crucial to the understanding of the processes
involved in the production and standardisation of
specialised lexica, knowledge engineering has been
22
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terminological information for users. In particular,

Diana Fernández Lloret
& María Ángeles Gómez
Castejón
Universidad de Granada,
Spain & Catholic University
of Leuven, Belgium

we will compare the conceptual representations in
FunGramKB, a multipurpose knowledge base for
natural language understanding, and in i-Term, a
terminology and knowledge management
application with the ontology module, i-Model, for
concept clarification in specific fields. With this
aim, we will introduce and discuss the concept
modelling principles governing both FunGramKB
and i-Term/i-Model in a practical and comparative
way. In addition, we will analyse how specialized
users can benefit from using the two ontologies

FunGramKB versus i-Term/i-Model: two

based on different theoretical backgrounds. We will

different approaches to ontological

pay particular attention to how users retrieve

organization

information, or in other words, how accessible this
information retrieval is for these specialized users.

There is a constant need for terminological models
of information, precisely, in specialized contexts.
One way of describing conceptual information is
through ontologies. The objective of this paper is to
compare how different knowledge bases structure
23
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domains (source and target) might seem confusing

Carlos Segade & Gracia
Carrión Delgado
C.U. Villanueva (UCM),
Spain & UNED, Spain

if the analysis is only carried out at a language
specific lexical level. Nevertheless, a conceptual
approach can benefit the computer implementation
of metaphors, as they can be treated as independent
meaning postulates. This paper shows a
methodological proposal to build up the meaning
postulates of concepts included in the subontologies

Semantic representation of metaphorical

#ENTITY, #EVENT and #QUALITY, regardless of

financial terminology in FunGramKB

their metaphorical origin as language units.

FunGramKB requires that its lexico-conceptual
knowledge base reflects the structure of human
cognitive parameters at lexical, grammatical and
conceptual levels. This is the reason for a lexical
unit to be commonly linked to a concept of a
particular subdomain. However, it can also be
possible that there are lexical units that refer to two
subdomains at the same time, thus forming
metaphoric constructions, even in specialised
contexts. The existence of two metaphorical
24
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description of basic scientific concepts for the

Pamela Faber &
Antonio San Martín
Universidad de Granada,
Spain

general public is often at odds with their description
for scientists and engineers. Among the elements to
be considered, oddly enough, are cultural frames. In
environmental knowledge, this level of meaning is
reflected in categories of geographic formations and
meteorological phenomena that are specific to a
certain region or country. This paper explores the

Cultural profiling in FunGramKB and

conceptual differences and the resulting

EcoLexicon

interlinguistic mismatches that may occur. It
provides a typology of cultural frames in the

The general concepts in FunGramKB can be

environmental domain, explains the reasons for this

extended and reused in deep semantic

relative lack of correspondence, and provides

representations in a domain-specific satellite

solutions that facilitate conceptual representation.

ontology (e.g. EcoLexicon). This begins with the
extension of basic conceptual structures in
FunGramKB and ends with a fully-specified
contextualization of scientific knowledge. However,
this explicitation process involves the creation of a
more specific world model in which various
elements must be taken into account since the
25
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free of information overload, thanks to the ongoing

Antonio San Martín &
Pilar León Araúz
Universidad de Granada,
Spain

process of recontextualization of surface-semantic
propositions. This also permits the representation
of contextual variation. Currently, the same
principles employed for this recontextualization are
being applied to terminological definitions, giving
rise to flexible definitions. Moreover, because of the
linking of EcoLexicon to the ontological module of
FunGramKB, deep-semantic predications

Towards the application of contextual
constraints to specialized meaning
postulates

formalized in COREL will become a new level of
conceptual representation along with
surface-semantic propositions and
natural-language definitions. This paper outlines a
first approach to the application of contextual

EcoLexicon is a multilingual terminological

constraints to specialized meaning postulates in

knowledge base on the environment whose

EcoLexicon.

architecture has been designed according to the
methodology of Frame-based Terminology. One of
its main assets is the representation of
multidimensional semantic data in dynamic
networks. These graphical representations are now
26
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projects intending to retrieve semantic information

María de los Llanos
Carrión Varela
UNED, Spain

about them. In this sense, within the framework of
FunGramKB, we are trying to import, through
projection templates, the data stored in cultural
knowledge repositories. The objective of this article
is to describe the semi-automatic process of
migrating DBpedia’s cultural knowledge to
FunGramKB Onomasticon’s cognitive constructs.

Conceptual representation of cultural
knowledge in FunGramKB: from manual to
semi-automatic population
Representing conceptual knowledge can be deemed
as a colossal task, even more so when cultural
knowledge is included in the assignment. However,
a knowledge base provided with information about
named entities, i.e. entities with a proper name, is
of paramount importance for some natural
language processing tasks. Due to this, in the last
few years, projects oriented to automatic extraction
of this type of entities have proliferated, as well as
27
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they are notoriously difficult to use. Their relational

Diana Hernández
Pastor & Carlos
Periñán Pascual
Universidad Católica San
Antonio de Murcia, Spain
& Universidad Politécnica
de Valencia, Spain

function when combining with other grammatical
categories triggers a high degree of ambiguity in
their semantic description. As far as NLP is
concerned, some studies have contributed to the
progress in the semantic description of this lexical
class, such as The Preposition Project (Litowski and
Orin, 2005) or PrepNet (Saint-Dizier, 2005).
However, there is still a need to develop a
linguistic-aware model that allows to tackle the
problems resulting from prepositional semantic
disambiguation. For this reason, and with the aim
of obtaining a repository that stores a syntactic and
semantic formalization of this grammatical
category, this paper tentatively proposes a

A computational approach to predicate

computational approach to predicate prepositions

prepositions in the non-constructional

within the framework of FunGramKB and Role and

periphery

Reference Grammar.

Prepositions represent a lexical category with a
frequent presence in the language; nevertheless,
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Constructicon of the grammatical module, the

Alba Luzondo Oyón &
Rocío Jiménez Briones
Universidad de La Rioja,
Spain & Universidad
Autónoma de Madrid,
Spain

semantic, syntactic and categorical information of
argument structure constructions (e.g. the
caused-motion, resultative, ditransitive, etc.) is
handled in a machine-treatable format. Initial work
on such a module, however, has shown that Levin’s
current list of configurations may not be entirely
appropriate for computational purposes. Thus,
three are our main objectives here. We first discuss
the disparate way in which constructions are
approached from the point of view of Construction

Revising and enhancing Levin’s (1993)

Grammar(s) and that of natural language

alternations for the lexicogrammatical

processing. Second, we question whether the notion

modules in FunGramKB

of alternation is actually valid for computational
needs. Third, we put forward a revised account of

Levin’s (1993) inventory of alternations (and

some of Levin’s patterns in order to better fulfill the

constructions) is currently being employed in both

requirements of the grammatical level of

the lexical and grammatical levels of FunGramKB

FunGramKB.

(cf. Periñán and Arcas, 2004, 2005, 2007a, 2007b;
Mairal and Periñán, 2009; Mairal, Ruiz de
Mendoza and Periñán, fc.). In the so-called Level 1
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LaPolla 1997; Van Valin 2005). RRG offers a set of
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grammatical tests designed to elucidate the
aspectual class that a given predicate belongs to.
However, there are often problems in the
application of such tests, and it is not infrequent to
arrive at misclassifications or apparent counter
examples to the tests themselves. Our proposal
seeks to solve the difficulties in the ascertainment of
a predicate’s Aktionsart by proposing a step-by-step
methodology based on the following assumptions:
(i) every test validates one aspectual feature; (ii)
aspectual features are hierarchically organized, thus

A stepwise methodology to determine

(iii) the application of tests is also hierarchical and

Aktionsart in the LCM and FunGramKB

the output of every test helps discarding options for
class adscription in a gradual mode; (iv) tests apply

This presentation proposes a methodology for the

to specific uses of predicates, i.e. sentential

assignment of the appropriate Aktionsart

contexts, and the tester must be fully aware of the

characterization of the verbal units in the lexical

contribution or addition of aspectual information

modules of the LCM and FunGramKB. As is well

that does not form part of the predicate.

known, the typology of Aktionsart in these models
is inherited from RRG’s classification (Van Valin &
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aims to trace the location of a group of verbs (in

Fátima Guerra García
Universidad de La Laguna,
Spain

English and Spanish) in FunGramKB; this involves
tracing the percolation from deep to surface
semantic features of such verbs across the
knowledge base (that is, from the Ontology to the
Grammaticon passing through the Lexicon), in
order to analyze how semantic features pertaining
to motion concepts become distributed through

On the interaction between ontological data

these different components. Thus, I seek to

and lexical and constructional knowledge

ascertain how the conceptual information of
concepts not only influences the Aktionsart,

Within the framework of FunGramKB (Functional

variables and thematic frame of the predicates but

Grammar knowledge Base; Periñán and Arcas

also determines the different lexicalization patterns

2007, 2010; Periñán and Mairal, 2010), the

in English and Spanish.

non-linguistic conceptual knowledge stored in the
Ontology has proved to have an impact beyond the
cognitive module itself, reaching the lexical and the
grammatical levels – where idiosyncratic linguistic
knowledge is stored.
Built on previous work (Guerra García and
Sacramento Lechado (in press)), this presentation
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sentiments from texts available on the Internet.
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Subjectivity analysis provides huge benefits in areas
such as marketing, entertainment or consumer
reviews. For this presentation, we will work on the
compilation of a corpus based on several wine
reviews.
Whereas current information extraction systems
use a linguistic approach, our knowledge base
adopts a conceptualist approach to language, since
the conceptual level, and more precisely its
Ontology, becomes pivotal for the whole

FunGramKB and its potential applicability
to sentiment analysis
The aim of this presentation will be to propose how
FunGramKB (Functional Grammar Knowledge

architecture, providing a type of knowledge which is
not language-dependent but universal. This
conceptual orientation allows us to extract
multilanguage and robust information, related to
opinion from texts.

Base; Periñán and Arcas, 2008, 2010; Periñán and
Mairal, 2010) could be implemented into sentiment
analysis, that is, subjectivity extraction systems
which automatically identify and extract
information related to attitudes, opinions and
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terms of the interaction of lexical position and

Joaquín Garrido
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discourse structure, in a similar way to
subsumption in LCM. Assuming that lexical and
constructional meaning are not different in nature,
but the latter is the constructional determination of
the former, in a Generative Lexicon approach that
includes metaphor, lexical units may thus project
properties organizing discourse structures, in a

Lexical and constructional semantics in

connection process similar to subsumption in LCM;

discourse structure

and they may so undergo enrichment and coercion
processes that are essential to the resulting DRS.

Discourse dimensions of otherwise well-known
phenomena are increasingly being taken into
account, as in the discourse-level module of the
LCM. Besides discourse markers, lexical units are
instrumental in the construction of discourse
structure representations, as they interact with
other units both in the sentence and in the
discourse representation structures. Flexibility in
lexical meaning, explained by “ad hoc” concepts in
Relevance Theory, may be instead accounted for in
33
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Under this perspective, the present paper aims to

Clara María Benedetti
University of Modena and
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provide an analysis of the defining properties of the
so-called way-construction (Goldberg 1995, Israel
2006), which is a highly productive English
construction with a complex semantic and syntactic
structure (Benedetti 2009, 2012). After having
presented the semantic decomposition of the
way-construction following the LCM as well as the

The Way-construction within a framework

internal and external semantic constraints

of conceptual meaning representation:

governing the subsumption process, I move on to

FunGramKB knowledge base

analyze how this construction may be inserted in
the Grammaticon, which stores the constructional

The Lexical Constructional Model (LCM) (Ruiz de

schemata at the grammatical level in FunGramKB.

Mendoza & Mairal, 2006, 2007, 2008) has recently
turned into an ontological perspective combining its
structure with the Functional-Grammar Knowledge
Base (FunGramKB) (Periñan & Arcas 2004, 2005,
2006, 2007ab, 2010ab; Periñan & Mairal 2009,
2010; Mairal & Periñan 2009ab, 2010) and
elaborating a computationally treatable structure
known as Conceptual Logical Structure (CLS).
34

26

Hernández 2011). Past studies (Givón 1973;

Daniele Franceschi
University of Pisa, Italy

Newmeyer 1975; Freed 1979; Wierzbicka 1988;
Ruhl 1989; Tobin 1989, 1993; Levin 1993; Schmid
1996; Contini-Morava & Tobin 2000; Murphy
2003; Mair 2009) have primarily focused on the
areas of overlap and contrast between start and
begin from a strictly lexical-syntactic and
temporal-semantic perspective, leaving, on the one

Licensing and blocking factors in the use of

hand, other ‘BEGIN verbs’ out of the discussion and

BEGIN verbs: a lexical-constructional and

disregarding, on the other hand, the existence of

pragmatic analysis

higher level cognitive processes, e.g. metonymy and
metaphor, governing linguistic representation in
this area of the lexicon. The underlying assumption

The aim of this presentation is to provide a

throughout this study is that structural differences

fine-grained description of aspectual verbs in

or alternations are the reflection of varying

English indicating the inception of an activity,

conceptualizations of occurrences (cf. Langacker,

namely start, begin, commence and initiate, based

1987, 1999, 2009; Talmy, 2000) which motivate

on the principles of Cognitive Linguistics (see

constructional coercion.

Dirven & Ruiz de Mendoza Ibáñez 2010 and
references therein) and Contemporary Theory of
Metaphor (Ruiz de Mendoza Ibáñez & Pérez
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because of what can be described as a faulty

Margarita Goded & Ana
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linguistic codification.
Because the FunGramKB/Corel formalisms offer an
integration of ontological and linguistic
information, its adoption in the development of
some slots of a descriptive algorithm is attempted.
The propriety elegant and the predicate caress

An elegant wine caresses the palate:
exploring limits in the verbal codification of
sensory experience
The purpose of this presentation is exploring the

(as in Robert Parker’s 2007 database), are
described as examples of a lousily linguistically
codified lexical entries which can be rewritten
using Corel /FunGramKB formalisms to help
identify codification problems.

description of some lousily codified lexical entries
using COREL/ FunGramKB formalisms.
Given the power of contextual information in
human communication, an economic use of natural
linguistic processing sources makes linguistic
codification necessarily limited. Thus transferring
this type of codification to a machine usually turns
out to be disappointingly limited. This is so partly
36
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class of verbs is subsumed is essential, according to
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the Lexical Constructional Model (LCM: Ruiz de
Mendoza and Mairal 2008, Mairal and Ruiz de
Mendoza 2009), for understanding the relationship
between lexical meaning and syntactic
representations. In this talk we will focus on the
semantic structure of the generic class of English
and Spanish verbs of emission which will enable us
to identify the meaning components that motivate
and restrict their participation in such

An analysis of the locative alternations of

constructions.

English and Spanish verbs of emission
within the LCM
Levin’s verbs of emission are characterized by
participating in locative alternations involving
arguments within the verb phrase (1993: 233-38).
Such alternations are the locative inversion, the
swarm-with alternation and the there-insertion
construction. The identification of the specific
argumental constructions within which a given
37
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classes (VanValin & LaPolla 1997) are applied.
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Contrary to what would be expected, they seem to
show an Activity-to-Causative Accomplishment
shift:

these verbs

pattern like activities in the

intransitive variant (1a above) but, when transitive,
they undergo the causative paraphrase and,
therefore, behave – rather than as active
accomplishments- as a causative accomplishments

The activity - causative accomplishment

(1b).

alternation of Wipe verbs within the LCM

In this paper we adopt the LCM framework to a)
describe the event structure of wipe verbs and b) to

Wipe verbs - a subclass within the so-called Verbs

analyze certain meaning components that may

of Removing (Levin 1993) - participate in what

motivate the proposal for a new

Levin labels the “Unspecified Object Alternation”,

Activity-to-Causative Accomplishment alternation.

as exemplified in pairs such as:

The lexical and constructional templates derived of

(1)!a.! He scrubbed and scrubbed (BNC)
!

b.! I worked at the kitchen scrubbing the
pans (BNC)

our analysis highlight the role of the inherent
semantic features of Wipe-Verbs to elucidate the
lexical-constructional processes that intervene in
determining this syntactic behaviour. We will resort

Wipe verbs which manifest this alternation show an

to Pustejovsky’s concept of “headedness” to enrich

unusual behaviour when the tests for Aktionsart

our templates and account for a new causative
38

structure which seems to be half-way between a
basic activity event and a resultative construction.
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