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This paper considers the role of discourse constructions in the development of discourse con-
nectives or markers, using data from the recent history of English. Grammaticalization has 
figured prominently in studies of discourse marker (DM) developments, following Traugott 
(1995) for example, the emergence of DMs providing substantial evidence for a universal 
unidirectional tendency in internal linguistic change. Yet whereas 'classic' examples of gram-
maticalization have been analysed in terms of syntactic reanalysis, semantic bleaching and 
phonetic erosion, analyses of discourse marker development have focused on semantic and 
pragmatic change and particularly on the gradual semanticization of conversational implica-
tures which leads to new, more subjective, attitudinal meanings. Unlike the classic cases, dis-
course markers have emerged via increase, rather than decrease, in syntactic scope and with 
prosodic changes that often do not include phonetic erosion. These and other differences have 
led Erman and Kotsinas (1993) to suggest that grammaticalization properly describes the 
emergence of sentence-internal grammatical markers, while the emergence of text-structuring 
discourse markers is best described as pragmaticalization. The use of such labels, however, 
may detract from clarifying the nature of the particular changes that occur in the usage of dis-
course marking expressions. 
 Recent work has emphasized the importance of constructional meaning in linguistic 
change including grammaticalization (Bergs and Diewald fcg, Bybee 2003, Croft 2000, 
Traugott 2003). This paper argues that changes undergone by discourse marking expressions 
can only be well understood through careful analysis of the constructions they enter into. A 
particular DM relation is given by the combination of the sense of the DM item (very  many 
of which are polysemous) and that of the construction of which it is part. DM constructions, it 
is suggested, can be characterized using parameters such as the status of the propositions 
linked by the DM,  their level of compatibility, and the information structure. A ‘new DM’, it 
is argued, arises when an expression begins to be used in an existing construction-type, 
thereby increasing the type frequency of that construction and creating a new sub-
construction. In many cases, a potentially ambiguous sequence is reanalysed as a different 
construction. But in other cases, an expression starts to be used in a slightly different con-
struction from the one it hitherto appeared in and so appears to have acquired a new sense. In 
both cases, the new DM seems to emerge by analogy to form a new sub-construction. This is 
illustrated by developments in the contrastive English discourse markers instead, rather, on 
the contrary and in fact. Data are taken from diachronic and synchronic corpora of British 
English. 
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