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Annotation:

In this article, the theoretical basis of the study of the construction concept is given
and analyzed based on certain examples. The meanings formed within the predicate
form aspectual semantics and the options that form their components are determined.
The constructive approach to the study of argument structures makes it possible to
systematize the semantic properties of certain verbs in different constructions. In
such situations, the construction is interpreted as the basic unit of the language. That
is why many phraseological compounds are also recognized as constructions.
However, it is very important to distinguish between a phraseological combination
and a construction. If there are changes in the lexical meaning of units in certain
compounds, they are considered phraseological compounds. If there are no significant
changes in the semantics of the lexical units involved in these units, and if they
combine to form a certain lexical-grammatical content, they are called constructions.
The content of the article is to reveal the features of the study of grammatical
constructions that differ from the field theory. It is determined that the meanings that
occur within the predicate constitute aspectual semantics and the options that form
their component.
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The concept of construction has a special place in linguistics. Scholars engaged in
traditional grammatical studies have emphasized that certain constructions play an
important role in determining the semantics of predicative units. They found it
inevitably useful to refer to predicate and complement features. In grammar, the
existence of constructions has been taken as an evident fact that requires little
explanation. In the early stages of transformational grammar (Chomsky 1957, 1965),
constructions were in the central place, they did not come to a clear conclusion about
the rules, restrictions, and norms of constructions. However, in recent years, specific
theories regarding construction have emerged. Rejection of constructions applied on
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the basis of general principles is often assumed to be the only way to generalize
compounds. At the same time, increased interest in semantic and pragmatic features
has led to a renewed focus on the distinctive features of individual sentence forms (e.g.
Levin 1993).

The composition of grammatical constructions can play an important role in
considering the conditions under which a given construction can be successfully used.
Because it is a part of the speaker's competence or knowledge of the language; in order
to understand the delimitation of grammatical constructions, it is important to
determine their empirical aspects in order to determine subtle semantic and
pragmatic factors. For this purpose, it is important to identify the similar features
affecting certain lexical units. That is why many lexical units have similar syntactic
functions. A constructive approach to the study of argument structures makes it
possible to systematize the semantic properties of certain verbs in different
constructions. In such situations, the construction is interpreted as the basic unit of
the language. That is why many phraseological compounds are also recognized as
constructions. However, it is very important to distinguish between a phraseological
combination and a construction. If there are changes in the lexical meaning of units
in certain compounds, they are considered phraseological compounds. If there are no
significant changes in the semantics of the lexical units involved in these units, and if
they combine to form a certain lexical grammatical structure, they are called a
construction.

According to Diskulio and Williams, constructions correspond to litems. It should be
noted that litems are the object of grammatical analysis. The compatibility or
proportionality of similar contents plays an important role in litems. The lexical
meaning of the units involved in this is not important. The construction is
distinguished by its formation as a result of the proportionality of the lexical meanings
of the units involved in litems. Diskulio and Williams define the whole lexical meaning
formed by certain combinations as litemas. If we pay attention to this consideration,
the lexical meaning and the semantic meaning do not differ. Lakoff 1965, 1970a,b,
1971, 1972, 1976; Lakoff & Ross 1976; Langacker 1969; Postal 1971; Dowty 1972;
Keenan 1972; Mc Cawley 1973, 1976). 1987a, 1991), many of Wierzbicka's works
(Wierzbicka J988) and many functionalist approaches to grammar (e.g. Bolinger
1968; DeLancey 1991; Givon 1979a, b; Haiman Valley 1985a; 1985a) suggest that
implicit structure exists. The works on generalized phrase structure grammar and
controlled phrase grammar (Gazdar et al. 1985; Pollard and Sag 1987, 1994)
emphasize the role of organizing central structures. The propositions presented here
are largely similar to the constructivist considerations in the work of Levin (1985),

Website:

Www

w2/ https://wos.academiascience.org




) WEB OF SCIENTIST: INTERNATIONAL

’. SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH JOURNAL
ISSN: 2776-0979, Volume 4, Issue 10, Oct., 2023

Levin and Rapoport (1988), Pinker (1989), and Jackendoff (1990). From the analysis
of the presented opinions and comments, we can conclude that there are similarities
and differences in the theories of constructions.

Most of the linguists named above distinguish the following types of constructions:

1. Ditransitive Subj +V +Obj+ Obj 2

Pat fixed Bill the letter.

2.  Causative action X CAUSES ACTION Y Z Sub+ V +0Obj +Obj

Pat sneezed the napkin off the table.

3. Effective X CAUSE Y ROTATION Z Subj+ V+ Obj +X comp

He kissed her unconsciously.

4. Intransitive. Motion X MOTION Y Subj +V+ Obj

A fly flew the room.

5.  Conative X DIRECT ACTION Y Subj+ V+ Ob;j.

Sam kicked ( Sam kicked Bill).

Analysis

There is a growing recognition of subtle semantic differences between agreeing
syntactic (low categorical) frames, as well as a strong connection between the
meanings of verbs and the syntactic frames in which they occur. . Many researchers
argue that the scope of a verb's syntactic subcategory in any language can be uniquely
predicted based on the lexical semantics of the verb (e.g., Levin, 1985; Chomsky, 1986;
Carter, 1988; Levin and Rapoport, 1988 ; Rappaport and Levine, 1988; Pinker, 1989;
Gropin et al., 1989).

The following factors led these theorists to postulate lexical rules designed to deal with
the semantic structure of lexical units: (1) the structure of the object complement
appears to be predictable by general binding rules that match the semantic structure
to the syntactic form, and (2) ) the same rigid verb is often seen with several additional
configurations. For example, Pinker (1989) suggests that the interchange of
prepositions with all ditransitives ('dative' interchange) is the result of a semantic rule
rather than a product of syntactic transformation. In particular, he claims that the
effective use of ditransitive syntax is the result of a lexical-semantic rule, which
introduces the semantic verb "X CAUSES Y to Z" and creates the semantic structure
"X CAUSES Z to HAVE Y". He argues that the syntax of the dual object in the
ditransitive form can be predicted based on the almost universal binding rules of
mapping verb arguments with the meaning "X CAUSE Z to HAVE Y". Thus, Pinker
argues that the dative case rule causes a "conceptual gestalt shift" (see also Gropen et
al. 1989). The general approach can be described as follows:
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1. The configuration of the syntactic complement of the sentence is considered. It can
be predicted in one sense from the semantic view of the matrix verb. Comparison of
semantic images to a specific complement is carried out through universal or almost
universal configuration rules.

2. Thus, different configurations of the syntactic complement are reflected in different
semantic expressions of the main verb.

3. Different semantic forms of a specific verb root, i.e. different meanings of the verb,
taking a verb with a certain semantics as input and giving another semantic verb as
output is associated with generative lexical rules.

Differences in semantics may represent different interpretations of the described
situation, not necessarily factual-functional differences; that is, the relevant
semantics is based on the speaker. These principles are most elaborated in Pinker
1989, but are also shared by Levin 1985, Levin and Rapoport 1988, and Gropen et al.
1989. Unlike rule, by postulating rules that affect semantic structure or
transformations that are purely or mainly syntactic, these theories contain important
ideas. As mentioned above, different constructions usually and probably always come
with slightly different semantic interpretations; these semantic differences are taken
into account after the forms are learned (Bowerman 1982; Gropen et al. 1989). By
postulating a semantic change rule, such a theory posits that changes in complement
configurations are primarily semantic, in contrast to syntactic rules that have
additional semantic constraints. Regularity in syntax is obtained by linking rules that
give a superficial form to the semantic structure.

Representatives of the field of constructive grammar say that if structures differ from
each other in form, they should be evaluated as independent structures. Because they
can have different meanings from a semantic or pragmatic point of view and therefore
tend to be analyzed separately (A. Goldberg, 1995).

Summary

The influence of the cognitive paradigm on causative structures is evident in the
semantic and stylistic features of causative verbs. Because the meanings of causative
verbs get, have, make, cause and causative constructions formed using the forms
Ob+inf, Ob+gerund, Ob+PI, PII, Ob+adj, Ob+prp are determined through cognitive
activity. But representatives of constructive grammar analyze several structures as the
same phenomenon in form (A. Goldberg, 1995). In our opinion, devices that are in
some sense identical in form can be differentiated semantically or pragmatically.
From this point of view, each construction formed within a causative verb should be
analyzed separately.
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Her fair hair was curled carefully, and she wore a little lipstick but not enough to do
any damage (Maeve Binchy, 27).
I had the boy leave.
The technician had the video working.
The emperor had the slave imprisoned.
In the first and second examples given, the first person possessive pronoun and the
noun acted as causative. Causatives are units acting as an indirect complement. It is
the action performed by language units in the function of a complement that is a
resultative expression. In the third example, the passive complement has the role of
patient. The subject acting as the causative is left unexpressed. (The emperor had his
guards imprison the slave).
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