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A Canonical Construction Instruction List Revisited: Speech Acts Allocation

Notohara, Yoshiyuki
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This study empirically describes indirect speech acts (I1SAs) realisation of

thirteen canonical constructions e.g., Radden & Dirven 2007) referring to 132 ISAs categories (van

Ek & Trim, 1991) through the Spoken BNC 2014 corpus. It also tries to clarify the relationships
between their constructional meanings and ISAs through correspondence analysis in terms of three
frequency-based groups. As a result, it was found that ISAs of three most frequent constructions (e.
g., the States/SVC construction (be)), five relatively frequent constructions (e.g., the
Emotion/SVO construction (like)), and five less frequent constructions (e.g., Caused-motion/SVO
(put)) tended to be realised relating to their constructional meanings. Finally, based on common and
unique ISAs, two approaches to restructuring cognitive grammar-based canonical construction
instruction list and pedagogical grammar instruction are proposed in terms of ISAs.
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1. WFZEBRAR S W ODTE 5

IT4E, 1TEET (action-oriented approach) D IEGFE WA, FEEORETHLRET HHEHR
ENSFEEAF L (e.g, BIIELE ﬁ%%m%éﬁé_&)ﬂ SEEHERER L (e.g., IRIMEHIE T
TDHZ L) ~EBITLTE TS (Council of Europe, 2001, 2020), “~E & b SaBlR@hZ2@m L CTF
TEREO B L EW] 2 LmIALERT D (form-meaning mapping) 7212 & EHT, I HIT

M - BEEE - SUIR) O 3 FH DOBIRIC b ELRE LOLHIISALE ST 1T % (form-function-context mapping)

MENGHD ETESND L9127/ >TE T D (e.g, Taguchi & Roever, 2017), & HIZFEHE DS
FEIEEN A X 2T DB U (pedagogical grammar) D3 EF T KRB XNEROT 7 e —
F (SRRt E A 722 &SRB A BRAITIRER) 7200 T < BRREHOT 'r—F (S5

BZ TXAT5b0L L THaaCReEH 2 M) SR IUsH TWD (e.g., Collins, 2017)
LU S, ZOHECEOFIR ORRHL & 72 5 Hi5E L~V O#ESC (constructions) & FEaEIT 2
(speech acts) & D BIRIZBET 2 AFFRIT £ 72 A0 i3 2 < | FrICEIBEFEEEI T4 (indirect speech acts:
ISAs) 725 LW 72 b DI E > T 5 (e.g., Biber, Johansson, Leech, Conrad, & Finegan,
1999, 2021; Carter & McCarthy, 2006, Carter, McCarthy, & O’Keeffe, 2011), & Z TARMFILTIL, HiE
LAV ORESE & RS EE T A & DBMRICE R A &H T, Sl SN IWHEEREEEERE L S
Wa— A% EL Tl ZE b &2, RASUEDRLRD b FFEHE OFFENAE & L THEE
L7z THURR) et SCHRg Y 2 ) ZHREEA THR L T Z & & Lk,

2. WFFED B
FEPAMIE T, AWFIERRE DT 12 JATHIIE (FEEIR, 2014,2016) & 5% 2, MR 7o
S EARFEMRBNTANC DUV TiE BNC1994 Spoken Component & FrameNet D S7E7 — & & 4 & (ZHiL
By & &7 1 3 FE (1.States/SVC (be), 2.Processes/SVC (get), 3.Location/SV (be), 4.0bject-
motion/SVO (go), 5.Possession/SVO (have), 6.Emotion/SVO (like), 7.Perception & Cognition/SVO (see),
8.Mental/SVO (think), 9.Self-motion/SV (go), 10.Action/SVO (make), 11.Caused-motion/SVO (put),
12.Transfer/SVO (give), 13.Communication/SVO (say) IZ{EH Lz, O LT, HEROIGEHFR
LI S L AARNEFEEEE IS L o TOFENCT S 25T 2, mMER I 3 E, F1H
FEMESC 5 Fl, RBERESCSfE, D 3 7 —FITHCE KRB L, B A S HGE L S5 =—
NA% 0B L CREERGEEE OB 2B L2 6, LT 3 O0EREZHONITLHZ &%
HigL L7,
(1) EHEEO MBI 7oL 3FE (States/SVC, Location/SV, Possession/SVO) [ZHLICT U EHE
%ﬁﬁ%; "DEDIRBDNRH DD,
(2) HHEE O IR 2248 3 5 7 (Emotion/SVO, Perception & Cognition/SVO, Mental/SVO, Self-
motion/SV, Communication/SVO) IZHALFT WRHEFFFITHIC ED L 9 b DR H 5 D,
3) 1KAEE O M) 70453 5 FE (Processes/SVC. Object-motion/SVO, Action/SVO, Caused-
motion/SVO, Transfer/SVO) (ZHNCFTWREEREFHITHICED L S b D H 5D,
FREOMERMRELSE A, MR Y 2 P 2 aEEG CHER L, 28Rk & L CIURR 2
SOHEDH Y A SREEHOEANOIRET L & LT,
3. WFFRDTTE
() FEHLza— R
AMFFE T, BT AP S AV L 9E3EREERE# At L S =2 — /32 Spoken BNC 2014 (Love etal.,
2017, Love 2020) #5 —# & L THH L=, 2O — 3257 —& %, 2012 FE) D 2016 FI2INEE



SNTHRITEDA XY ZABFEOIHFE L SHE 2 — /S Z T, 2017 FIZ Lancaster KD CQPweb
Server Zil L CTARENT —F Thd, RiBEIT, 1 TIEE (668 4 DA ¥ U ADFGFE
REAIZ &L D 11,422,617 words) T, #J 20 FFRMNTHEEE S 4172 BNC 1994 Spoken Component & ELi T
& 5 KO FEEREEERRE OF IO S ke S AFUE L. BiEHE X CW B A A BGE L oo &
DT U A EZEZINE LSBT —X L5 TWW% (Love et al., 2017; Love, 2020), = =1—/%
AzIEE LT Bm & LT, AUPZERN IR i SCHRIE U X b RS L 72 BR . Al S0 oo R
(canonicity) % BNC 1994 Spoken Component D7 — ¥ # 5 F X TW\WAH Z ENEIF LD, AHF5E
T—B L TA XY ROEFEFENE T LS T — " ADFFET —F ZRILIZED TV 5,

(2) WH7EFiE

1 3 FED SRR eSO L & 4 2 IR EEAT 2 OFLIR 2 3 HBE . BOEMIC HELE S LA

MNP ST D Threshold Level (van Ek & Trim, 1991) 2AFHL L7~ 6F (TAL1 3 2ff) OF
Y A FEHWDZEE L, AEFIEIZLL FTO®E Y, (1) Spoken BNC 2014
(https://cqpweb.lancs.ac.uk/) D EFFET — X 6, MREX (e.g, {be/V}) Zfliv, K LDORFEN 2
FE B9 D A &2 4T, (2) [show in random order] F¥HEZ i L TR R E 7 v ¥ A
S L. EAZ 1000 OB 1 3 FEO M) 7o % FE L2 E VOB % ff32, (3) van Bk &
Trim (1998) @ 6 FREHDO SREMEEY 7 TV — (1. FEEMBZD - KD D, 2. BGFERHT D - e
RT D, 3. A~ ED, 4. ANERDD, 5. KON EED, 6. RatxEIET D) T
¥6, (4) van Ek & Trim (1998) @ F(iL 1 3 2D FiEMAEY A & (van Ek & Trim, 1998, pp. 27-47)
ZHIH LR T A2 FE, TO, 72L& 208, 2. <BIEZ2E£HT 5 > LIRS 2855, %
1132~ E (illocutionary force indicating device: IFID) & U C must (have to) 72 &% U T 4 FHl
BB, 3NN~ D > ERT 2551, Can (May) 1X? L\ 9 ERIFREL 2 SHESC
NO S BRI A 55 ZRE,

4, WFZERR
(1) EHEERE DM T A D Rt

FEOFRABEFNEICHE, STEORE L LIFENED - T X 72 leBAISEE O = 2 6 FED RIS
SETA L OBRE I L AR T AN AE L CREMICHER LT, HEORE. WE 12X
Figure 1 D X 9 726 SR B 5 Z L 3o 72 (52 (50) = 2358.93, p =0.00, KT 1: 77.00%,
WIT 2 :23.00%, BFE 100.00% , Cramer’s V = 0.627, p = 0.00), = Ok 5 & FHELHESE D434 % feZR
LoD, 3HOMAF) e L BROEW R TAZ BT 5 L Table 1 IZFE EHHND,

Figure 1.

PBUE 3 Flio» SRR SC & B EETT 2 & OXHIEBIER (1000 #5302 X 2 i) Table 1.
EBUE 3RO MR L & BB ETT 4 & ORNEBIR (L2 HHIEIR)
£ KEAF—~ B AF—~ A% —~
(1. States/SVC) (3. Location/SV) (5. Possession/SVO)

x, 211 41 2 L1 E# 1.2 %
8 12 i 1EER | 13 3TE 27 3#¥s
g 257k 210 57
PARD %< 216 A% 6.6 BIEILZK 2.9 7FA]

2.6 ElS 2810, 217 &3 2.14 S0
wrionam WIB%E

Figure 1 & Table 1 DFERN G, (1) States/SVC A UL <Jglh 2RI T D > IR T4 & &
OO &R <, B LD EFEEOLOMEM (R, FE - AFEE. BL, N2, 8. B 2
ADHNRT NI & (2) Location/SV #3C1E, (EF) X GTIE) R EDOMEERGITA L &L HIT
Kb, BEIZ ko T R (Eﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁgﬂ%) DEEFRFFATHBAVRT NI &L (3)
Possession/SVO #3C1%, #7200 I ROF R (. #2655, B, 7Fr). ERL, 2% (I



BID D HBEFRTTA & & bITHbhLT W L DEIC3RAHLNE ST,

(2) HBHEERESC O MIHEFEEEAT £ D LR

AT HIEIOFA T HIENT L3 - TE 72iEHFmERL LB (pragmatic formulaic sequences) &
F DFEENZN J1EEE (illocutionary force indicating devices: IFIDs) #HE % RO SFERBUIEE L,
L0 TSI TAZRRT 2 2 L aRAT FHEORER. I VAR T A5 &8 LT,
5 FEDHESL L EO B o TE - HIRABEE ORI\ 3 1 FEOMBEREET A & ORRE I
e L7, T ORER, Figure2 O X 5 eBHRIZH D Z L3> 72 (x2(120)=9845.422, p=0.00,
WIE 141.90%, KIC 2 31.20%, SBFE 73.20%, Cramer’s V = 0.702, p = 0.00), = D5 & SR HEE
AT AR LoD, 3TEEHO SRR oS0 & BIR ORI R EETT 2 A HEBE 45 & Table2 [0
Lobhs,

Figure 2. Table 2.
PRI 5 R0 PWRIARE SC & IR IRTT 2 & OXHIEBIER (1000 483012 X 2 M) P 5 o USIAORE S & IEFE T % & ORHEBME (17> & M)
eS| IRAF R ¥ —~ FGE - BBAA X —~ BEAF—~
(6. Emotion/SVO) (7. Perception & Cognition/SVO) (8. Mental/SVO)
+ MBRETH " -
L L=s 2.7 et s 2.13 felid
2.17 1.3 GTIE

1.2 #

1.3 feiR

G0Z°TE) Z Hisé

218 HES
2.15 85

1.3 3T0E, 2.23 fiksk
3.10 fihi

1 ]
RIT 1(41.90%

Figure2 & Table2 DFERNG . (1) 5O ICHIE L TR ON DRI TAH L L T<HEHE
R D - RDD (WE - B >PERS, SEIERNE EE. W - R, BB E
KBE), ala=r—vay) ZRE - HBRTIEDICIEIERMIBEPONDLZ L (2)
Emotion/SVO #SCRF A DIEFEAT 24 & L C<IBIFARBT L (B4f - i - Aok - fleR) > <A
Wiz~&85 (BEE) >. (3) Perception & Cognition/SVO # SUHRF AT DIEFEITA & L T <& %
B 5 (GRlSisiE - 68 - fE - BX)) ><FEEEEz2D -RDD GTE) >EH#EAH L 2
& (4) Mental/SVO #ESCHFA D3FFITA L L T<EIEZRBT D () ><FEFEE2mz D K
D5 (FTIE) >, (5) Self-motion/SV #E SR A DFEFETT 2 & L C<EIFEZ KRBT D (e - B -
HES) « | - BOR) ><HEZIBZD - KD GIE) >< AW~ ED (#FF) >, (6)
Communication/SVO # SCE A OREIT4A & L C<JRHFEZRET S ORI > BBHLMME o7,

(3) ARBHEERE SC O BIHEFEFEAT £ D LR

BRI, ATEOFE & RERICEE NI ERRBL L £ ORFEN L) ) ILERRE 2 FF O 5 iERHLIC
HLER L, L0 TEsICHBERFETAZRER T2 2 L 2RlAr-, HEORE, a L AR TRy
Wra@mL <, S5O ERENDEN - TE I EMBEEDE W 2 6 MO MBRGITA L O
BEGR & SRR HERR LT, T DFER, Figure 3 O X 9 2BMRICH D Z L3> 7= (x2(100) =
4503.742, p = 0.00, KIT 1 38.10%,/K Tt 2 27.00%, 2FE 65.1%, Cramer’s V =0.475,p =0.00), = O
il & BB A A B Lo, 3 FESH D BURIRY 2o ST & BIGR O TR N MIHE I T % A B
Hé Table3 IZFE D BN,



Figure 3. Table 3.

(B 5 koD SRR SC & B GETT % & OXHIEBIR (1000 3012 & % ¥Esie) (EAE 5 AlioD BRI SC & M GETT 2 & ORISR (L& HUENTD)
J5if A ¥ —~ T Ax—~
J— (2. Processes/SVC) (4. Object-motion/SV) (10. Action/SVO)
L L > 2.36 il 1.4 7010 2.13 BEfd
246 T 1.4 TE
6.5 a2 13 il
225 &
% 16 385
T
T . 3.6 Wi
R L1 e 2.17 f&h
N =
g HEEBINA X —~
(11. Caused-motion/SVO) (13. Transfer/SVO)
225 §5lH 14 7
246 7% 215 %E YT
L e 215 &8 2
1.4 F 217
217 i€ 2.13 Bl 2.36 Al
1 0 1 2 3.9 {RiHHE{E
RFE 1(38.10% 2.13 #ifis

FAORR, ()5S OB L TR ONLHFTETAHE LT<EELIBRAD - KDDL (R
) SRS, BRe RN ORFE, MIERE). 174, RBE, &5) 2WE 570k
TRRESCMEE DD Z & (2) Action/SVO, Caused-motion/SVO, Transfer/SVO, Object-motion/SV &
W o T EREG TSR - DB R A2 RBLT 5 A MO SO MR ITA L LTI~ ®
% (e, B >R, AT DRI b OMMEDbILD Z &, (3) Bt
HIHER 2 2B % Processes/SVC (2 65 MIHEFEREIT 24 & L T <M 2RI 5 (i, %)
>NHERSNEENR=2 7 Y ATIOMIBMEDND Z L, O3RBHLNERST,

(4) flimm & 4% DS

RN SCIE O B HGEHE OFFENA L& U CHEEE L7z TIVRI 72 SCHRE ) R ) % 53R
AE (RHHEFEEEAT2) OB HmT DS, ol ORI FET 2 2 Wil A D BRI 2 S0 %
LOTHRYETE 2 X0 ENAE Z i L SUEREEEZZ 2 TS BERH D, LD, AEOFH
EAER (Figure 1-3 & Table 1-3) 25F 250 b 2007 7 —FREMHTE 5,

(1) EHEE 3SFEOESC (1.States/SVC, 3.Location/SV, 5.Possession/SVO) DA, <A, #L
B MERENR, X ME>OMBRETAZ B L TR TE LI EEALND, £Z T,
SEIERTHEMDOZ AT 2 FBEFRTEE, S TFEE LT VEEZHND 3
RO SRR oS08 L CH T DL O Z BRI THLS KO ITHEEL TV,

(2) FAEERESC 5 FE (6.Emotion/SVO, 7.Perception & Cognition/SVO, 8.Mental/SVO, 9.Self-
motion/SV . 13. Communication/SVO) <A 48 B 4% 3L 5 fE  (2.Processes/SVC ., 4.0Object-
motion/SVO., 10.Action/SVO, 11.Caused-motion/SVO, 12.Transfer/SVO) DA, <P >%
B CTREATEDEEZDND, £ T <#HE> L0 ) MEREITA 2RI 25
EEHTATENEM DX 27 ZRT B, FEHEOBMLA~OREE L~V HiEEL>D, 10
FEHO MM 2L A8 L CEE S ERBFEMR L ENTNANARAENGHIE LT
WS EIIHREL TN,

SHBOBFEE LTL, LT4 13 6nsd, (1) FIU LS RPEEIT - 2B U & 9 7256
ERE SN D DERGE (replication) 23 TH D Z &, (2) HAWYZRESCIZHIN 2 MHEREHT S
DIFREFEDRHE LN &0, Kl - 48 - £X U 7 1 (tense-aspect-modality: TAM) 72 E5EH%)
NFREE (IFID) & L THRRE L TV D SRERILZ T30 D I K 0 FEBUC A OB Z 8 L T
W< Z &L (3) MR ZMESC & IR T A & OBMRZ IS DR, a L AR T U AT LIS
DR FEORF LAH LTS 2 &, @)1 ST TR OILEIA & 72 5 MR T4
DoHDHPIZONTIEH LD THEL TS RERNHDHZ &,
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