








February 13, 2012

1999, 2002).
The bad news is that CxG has affected neither the theory nor the practice

of mainstream syntax: at least as far as the popular imagination is concerned,
the Chomskyan revolution of the 1960s, rather than, say, the constructionist
correction of the 1990s, is the most recent notable development in the field of
syntax:

Chomsky is widely regarded as having retained his place at the center of the
discipline. It’s his theories that you’ll find today in most linguistics textbooks.
“When the intellectual history of this age is written, Chomsky is the only lin-
guist whom anybody will remember,” says Geoffrey Nunberg, an adjunct pro-
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constructions in the licensing of complements and the interleaving of core
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cency. The theory is deemed successful if each of the ill-formed sentences of
the language under study violates at least one constraint. Constraints in such
theories are inviolable, and in this respect differ from the ‘soft’ constraints of
optimality- theoretic (OT
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relatives. That construction is the Pseudorelative Construction (McCawley
1981, Lambrecht 1987, 1988, 2002). Attested examples of this construction
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(33) I made a copy (of that).

(34) She walked out (of the room).

(35) I’m afraid (of that).

We will now look at how a construction-based model of null complemen-
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specialized communicative functions. A look at these phenomena suggests
that highly detailed constructions, rather than non-category-specific phrase-
structure rules, pair predicates and their complements. In this section, we
will look at two cases of weird sisterhood: Nominal Extrapos
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