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Innovative deviation in language arises through the interaction of grammar
and language use in actual contexts. This study attempts to explicate how various linguistic factors
can contribute to innovation of creative Iin%uistic expressions through examination of lexical and

grammatical licensing conditions at the interface of syntax, semantics and language use. Two
distinct constructional objects, (1) the spurious resultative construction and (2) the extended use
of some activity verbs with adjectival complements, are mainly examined. It is shown that the former
construction is specifically employed to describe “ transformation events” with two grammatical
peculiarities, namely, (a) mismatch in predication, and (b) adverbial modification. In the latter,
it is shown that the extended use of the complement pattern can be given its own ecological niche in
the complex of several related constructions and expressions as “ a fashion of speaking” in
English.
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