On how to integrate
context into grammar

Alexander Bergs
Universitat Osnabruck



How to express the future

* Shall / will

* Be goingto

* Beto

* Simple present

* Present progressive
(Nehls 1978)



Frequency of future constructions
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Abb. 4.5 Futurkonstruktionen in verschiedenen Genres (Biber et al. 1999: 489)



Some constraints

,shall“ only with 1st p sing > future, all other p
require ,,will”

The present forms require a future adverbial

Progressive usually incompatible with
inanimate and non-agentive verbs

,pbe to” is stylistically constrained

Ill

,Be going to” is more informal, ,will“ more

formal



Construction Grammar
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Construction grammar

Taxonomy of constructions

Specific Abstract
Atomic  house Adverb
Complex dryrun Subject-Predicate



Context and Pragmatics in CXG

* “in the light of the pragmatic context....” (Goldberg
2006)

* “by construction | intend a conventional association of
any or all of the following kinds of grammatical
information: syntactic, semantic — including
‘pragmatic’, lexical and phonological” (Kay 2002: 1).

* “Another notion rejected by Construction Grammar is
that of a strict division between semantics and
pragmatics. Information about focused constituents,
topicality, and register is presented in constructions
alongside semantic information”. (Goldberg 1995: 7).



Individual constructions

WILL
 Modal or future auxiliary?
* Will versus shall and prescriptivism



Will and Modality
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Abb. 4.6 Fuzzy Set Diagramm von will (Coates 1983: 170)



Epistemic modality correlates with

* Dummy Subject (there...)

e progressive(will be having)

» Perfective aspect (will have heard)
» Stative verb (will be, will have)

e Passive (will be sung)

* Quasi-Modal (will have to see)
(Coates 1983: 181)



Non-epistemic modality, volition

syn head #2 [catv] I will marry you.
level [max +, kex -, fin +, subj +]
sem 13,15, 16,17  dis/prag [informal contex:)

#4
syn head [cat n], level [max +, lex +]
sem 17 frame |

animate, 1% person

syn head #2 [cat v]
level [max +, lex -, fin +, subj -]

sem |13, 115, 116

syn head #2 [cat v]
level [max -, kex -, fin +, subj -]

sem |13, 115
syn [ [cat aux] ~
[level[max -, lex +, fin +] ] syn [bl\ss?[i??[caa:!]x :
el [max -, lex +
sem 15 (frame WILL 4
infl (temp [pres sem 13 /fraf;ne MARRY
num [ | mfl [ temp ]
=
~ el \_ inf [+] y,
#4 .. #1
v l;EAl [+]gfsub -] val[ #4 (el [0 agt)) , #1 el [8 pat] syn[...]
Sem [animate, ng‘:l: DAt;j sem 16]...]
o - s ol
g L Ixm you
xm will bxm marry

Abb. 4.7 Konstrukt 7 will marry you (NEM, willingness, intention)



Will, Epistemic Modality, Prediction

syn head# [catv]
level [max +, kex -, fin +, sub +]

11, 14,15, 16, [k

It will be nice to see youw.

sm

#1
syn head [cat pro], level [max +, lex +]
sem 16 frame IT, dummy, 8 @

wn [head #3 [catv] J
-]

level max +, lex -, fin +, sub

sem [T 1,714,115

syn | head #3 [catv]
kevel [max -, kex -, fin +, subj -]

sem |14, |15
~ syn | head #3 [catv]
syn [[cm aux] level [max -, lex +]
level [max -, lex +, fin +)
’ sem 14 / Trame BE
sem T5 /frame WILL ™ infl (temp|]
mfl (* temp [pris] num [ |
num [ ] pers [ ]
pers | ] inf [+]
- inf[] / ~ o #2
val [#7( 18 0, #21..] syn[...]
val (#7(rel[ ] [-- of subj sem T1[...]
of sub . sem dummy
ksem — = Ixm nice 1o see you
. Ixm be
Ixm will

Abb. 4.8 Konstrukt /t will be nice to see you (EM, future, prediction)




Will, epistemic, predictability

syn | head #3 [catv] That will be John.
level [max +, kex -, sub +, fin +]

sem 1, 14, |5, 16, |k, prag [spoken language)

Ko{n)text
(conte xtual evidence:
noise, expected time etc.)

Tk

#7

syn head [cat pro], level [max +, lex +]

sem T6 T7frame THAT, dummy, 8 ©

dis deicric-preseruarional elemen, conrexiual
evidence (noise, expecied rime...)

syn | head #3 [cat v]
level max +, kex -, sub -, fin +]

sem [T1, TI4,T15
Syn | head #3 [catv]
Jevel [max -, dex -, subj -, fin 4]
Sem [T4, |15
Syn | [cat aux] syn | head #3 [cat v]
level [max -, lex +] level [max -, dex +]
sem 15/ frame WILL 7Y | sem T4 me BE
infl (" temp [pris] infl emp|[]
num [ ] num [ ]
) ) B
n mf [+ syn [...]
~ ~ sem T1 frame JOHN
val (¥7 (el ], [.--] val[ #7 (®160], #21...] (--]
2f sub of subj
sem duammy sem dummy kxm John
-~
Ixm will Ixm be

Abb. 4.9 Konstrukt Thar will be John (EM, predictability)



Individual Constructions

GOING TO
- Relatively few constraints
- Going to > gonna



Individual Constructions

PRAESENS PRO FUTURO

- 75% (Wekker 1976:80) have a future time
adverbial

- ,Witness - please! ,The Water Engine‘ which
premieres on cable‘s TNT channel tonight at 8....°

{

- ,,A new study shows that only one in 20 women
undergoes an annual mammogram as
recommended by doctors. We look at that and
other health stories ....“



Rehearsals <

The sun <
There <
It D
John 3

PPF-Constraints

begin

will begin

sets

will set
IS

will be
*rains
will rain
*falls

will fall

tomorrow week [sict] (Wekker 1976: 83)

at 8.39 tomorrow (Goodman 1973: 81)

a solar eclipse next week.

(Lakoff 1970: 845)

tomorrow. (Wekker 1976: 85)

11l next week. (Wekker 1976: 85)



The family of future constructions

Prisens Progressiv Einfaches Priisens Modal

Abb. 4.18 Die generelle Futurkonstruktion und die Familie der Futurkonstruk-
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Thanks so much.



