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Lexical persistence and subjectification in the Spanish Size Noun-constructions
Katrien Verveckken (F.W.O. — K.U.Leuven)

This paper focuses on the subtle interplay betwsdnectification and the phenomenon of
lexical persistence in the grammaticalization psses observed for the Spanish Size Noun-
construction (SN-construction). More preciselyypbthesize that the more lexical features a
grammaticalizing item retains from its original ytee less it is subjectively construed.

SN-constructions, such asa pila de afiog'a lot [lit. pile] of years’) constitute a non-
canonical way of expressing quantification (Langack991) and are claimed to be the locus
of anongoingprocess ofirammaticalization (Brems 2003, Brems 2007, Verveckken 2007).
Within the binominal construction the SN shiftsrfrdead status (modified by the following
mass, e.guna pila de libroq‘a pile of books")) to modifier function, i.guantifyingthe mass
specified in the following noun phrase (euga pila de afigs For each grammaticalizing SN,
a certain degree of ‘lexical persistence’ (Hopp@®1) has been observed: instead of bleach-
ing completely, a grammaticalizing item may retaimd even reinforce particular features of
its original use (e.g. quantifyingila de retains the concepts of intentional constructiod a
verticality/linearity). Furthermore, two paths afaghmaticalization have been posited, involv-
ing two types of subjectivity (Brems 2007): in ditth to the pureguantifying function in
una pila de (afiosfpath 1), SNs such as hatajo de (egoistag)a bunch (lit. herd) of (ego-
tists)’) may also develogaluing quantifier uses (path 2).

In this paper, | claim that the grammaticalizat@iSpanish SN-constructions reflects
some degree dixical persistence and involves a process efibjectification in Langack-
erian terms(“thought of as a kind of semantic ‘bleaching’ dading away™ (Langacker
2006: 21), i.e. shift from objectively construed dobjectively construed): the subjectively
construed element is immanent, though masked gicdhception of its objectively construed
counterpart. Because of thimmanencga link between subjectification and lexical pgrsi
tence can be established: the more a grammatioglN-construction inherits lexical fea-
tures, the less it requires mental scanning ande® it involves subijectification. Whereas
this observation seems straightforward in the chgpiantifying quantifiers, it is at first sight
less obvious for the valuing quantifiers.

With regard toquantifying SN-constructions such gsla de the conceptualizer men-
tally traces the immanent constitution in ordespecify the exact quantity meaimn(anent
in the objective conception, i.e. intentionallygailup along a vertical dimension). Interest-
ingly, a high degree of subjectification does netessarily parallel a high degree of gram-
maticalization:aluvion de(‘flood of’) retains more lexical features frons ihead-use thapila
de At the same time, however, the former is almastusively used as a quantifier (92% for
aluvion devs 20% forpila de (Verveckken 2007)). The subjectification hypotkeaiso holds
for valuing quantifiers such asatajo de the semanticized pragmatic inference of ‘negétive
evaluated human beings’ originates in the origoigective conception of a herd, more pre-
cisely in the concept of ‘herd instinct’: the humiagings all move, act and think in the same
impetuous way. SNs grammaticizing via this secoatth @lso seem to involve subjectifica-
tion in Traugottian terms: meanings “become indredg based in the speaker’s subjective
belief state/attitude toward the proposition” (Tgatt 1989: 35; cf. irhatajo de egoistaghe
speaker qualifies the egotists as such).

The dataset will contain a representative sampleegeral SN-constructions extracted
from CREA (ropel, alud, aluvion, pila, letania, rimero)..The aim of this paper is to verify
whether the hypothesis stating that the grammatetadn of SN-constructions involves sub-
jectification and interacts with the degree of éatipersistence, can be generalized to all SN-
constructions, and if so, to all grammaticalizimgms, given the general tendency towards
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lexical persistence. Furthermore, | hope to shadeslight on the question why some SNs are
more inclined to involve subjectification than athe
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