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Construction Coercion in the Perspective of Construction Grammar
Zhao Ling§un Lu Zhi
( Xi’ an International Studies University Xi” an 710061 China; Ningbo University Ningbo 315211 China)

Construction is the combining of syntactic form semantic exposition and pragmatic function as well as the basic form in the
mental representations. Construction coercion is a construal process which mainly strikes balance between lexical meaning and
structural meaning and makes the semantics an effect of coercion. This paper will be based on the theory of cognitive construc—
tion grammar construing and analyzing the coercive phenomena of constructional items in construction coercion and making
readers get the hang of these new irregular special or peripheral language phenomena.
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drive ( He hammered the metal flat: He drove

me mad ) ;
( Pat hammered the metal flat: Pat
threw the metal off the table) ( Goldberg 1995:
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@D a. The guest wants a cup of coffee after din—
ner. . .
b. " The guest wants after dinner.
@ a. The girl is sending a mail now.

b. " The girl is sending now.

@ a. He is looking at me.
b. " He is looking me.
@ a. He is listening to the teacher carefully.
b. ' He is listening the teacher carefully.
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@ listen;

(® He is listening carefully.

(® a. He drove the car aimlessly in the dark.

b. He drove aimlessly in the dark.
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a. He smokes cigarettes.

b. He smokes.
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lead live die sleep dream breathe
smile laugh fight run sing
@ a. I dreamed a terrible dream last night.
b. He died a heroic death.

c. She cried a bitter cry.
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died a heroic death.
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o Ba
John has apple powder/juice on his shirt; A9b

give me a cup of coffee.

( 2009: 44)
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