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ACLDCI Brown Corpus and Wall Street JournaL
Each year of The Times/Sunday Times contains around 40 million
words. Much of the data was accessed at the LDC Online site
(www.ldc .upenn.edu/ldc/online/index.html)

See Langacker (1987, 1988, this volume) for discussion of the relation
of grammar and usage.

There is a considerable terminology for recurrent word patterns:
collocations, idioms, sayings, fixed expressions, prefabricated units,
chunks, lexical phrases . In this paper the distinctions among types of
recurrent word patterns are not relevant and hence these terms are used
more or less interchangeably. See Moon (1998) for discussion of
terminology in this area.

The view of grammar as consisting of a stored set of language units or
routines has been proposed by researchers working in a variety of
paradigms. See, for example, Aijmer (1996), Bybee and Scheibman
(forthcoming), Croft (1995), Haiman (1994), Hopper (1987), Langacker
(1987), Peters (1983), and Sinclair (1991). Sinclair (1987: 319-320)
makes a distinction between the open-choice principle and the idiom
principle. The open-choice principle refers to the choices in terms of
words and structures available to speakers in constructing utterances .
Sinclair notes (1987:320) that "the open choice principle does not
provide substantial enough restraints" and proposes, in addition, the
idiom principle: "the language user has available [... ] a large number of
semi-preconstructed phrases that constitute single choices, even though
they appear to be analysable into segments."

Sag and Wasow (1999: 416) state: "Most contemporary syntactic
theories have preserved the most important innovations of the Standard
Theory, namely, syntactic features, recursive phrase structure, and some
sort of semantic component."

See Church et al. (1991) for discussion of t-score and mutual
information, Kita et al. (1994) for their "cost" measure, and Manning
and Schutze (1999) for an account of entropy and other measures.
Different kinds of description of schemata are presented in Langacker
(1987); Barlow and Kemmer (1994), Barlow (1996), Fillmore et al.
(1988), among others.

See, for example, Bybee (1999), Bybee and Scheibman (forthcoming),
:roft (1995), and Haiman (1994).
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9. I assume that X-bar syntax, which is organised to some extent on
semantic grounds, is similar to the more abstract forms of schemata
proposed here. Jackendoff (1994: 22, quoted in Goldberg 1996: 8) states
"one might want to view the 'core rules ' of phrase structure for a
language as maximally underspecified constructional idioms." See also
Langacker (this volume).

10. Example taken from the New York Times, Oct. 22, 1999.

11. Sag and Wasow (1999: 265-269) discuss some idioms such as take
advantage and kick the bucket and in their HPSG representations it is,
in fact, quite clear how the idiom is combined with other syntactic
components. However, one problem with the HPSG analysis is that
these phrases cannot be modified. Thus it seems that the grammar
would not be able to generate take full advantage or kick the proverbial
bucket except by listing them as completely separate from their non­
modified equivalents. But more seriously, the extent to which
collocational expressions must be accounted for within a realistic
grammar is not acknowledged. However, the view of grammar as a
collection of "signs" in HPSG is promising and suggests that the
theory could potentially handle rich collocational connections.

12. There are also meta-blending processes of various kinds, such as the
proposal by Kemmer and Verhagen (1994) that causative structures are
based on other more basic structures such as transitive clauses.

13. [NP V NP PP] is from Fauconnier and Turner (1996: 117) and [NP(x)
be NP(y) of NP(z)] is from Turner (1996: 104).

14. Turner and Fauconnier (1995) mention lexical blends such as chunnel.
See Kemmer (forthcoming) for a schema-based account of lexical blends
at both the conceptual and formal level.

15. According to Tuggy 's terminology, the example in (10a) is a Focus
formula (Tuggy 1996: 724) and example (10b) illustrates a one-"be"
construction (Tuggy 1996: 713). The examples in (9) and (10) are taken
from CPSAE.

16. The examples used in this section are all from written corpora, although
some of the examples are quotes. We will have to wait for the creation
of very large spoken corpora to fully determine the prevalence of blends
based on fixed expressions.

17. The reasons underlying the choice of relatively unaltered idiom versus a
relatively obscured idiom remain to be elucidated. A more integrated or
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highly blended structure is denser in terms of information content, and
this may be appropriate for some situations. In other situations the
relatively unadulterated, unblended idiom may be useful as a way of
introducing a general proposition, the particular details of which can
then be fleshed out as the discourse develops.
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