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Reference Point Structure Need Not Be Visually Based

Defining Reference Point Structure as an “Abstract” Structure

without making an appeal to the “Visual Field” Metaphor
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This paper argues that reference point structure needs to be defined without making reference to the FIELD

OF COMPREHENSION IS THE FIELD OF VISION metaphor which plays a crucial role in Langacker’s own char-

acterization of reference point model (RPM) of conceptualization (Langacker 1991, 2000), in that it allows us

to say “knowing something is recognizing it as a thing in the visual field”. It is shown that his visually based,

“metaphorical” characterization of RPM invites a number of problems that can be easily avoided if Langacker’s

gratuitous visualization of conceptual structure is not assumed. In this sense. reference point structure per se, and

reference point model of conceptualization, if it ever exists, definitely needs a more abstract characterization than

proposed by Langacker. This paper proposes an alternative based purely on the associative character of human

memory, a distinguished property of the conceptual network.
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0000000 Langacker [Lan91b, pp. 170-172]
goooboooooboooooooooooon
ooooooooo0: () 0o0dodo (Reference
Point Structure: RPS) O 00000000 oO0
go00ooboooooooooboooooooon
0000000 (mental contact) 0000000
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Langacker 000000000 OOCOOOODOO
O0000DO0O0O0OO0OORPSOOODOODOOO
0000000000000 O0O0O00d (reference
point structure) 0 D 0 0 0“0 00 00O O ” (semantic
frame) 0 O O [Fil82, Fon03, 0 O 05, Min75, Min77,
goos]oo0ooonoooooooooon @oo
s4000):
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i.x,y"0000000000 FO Langacker
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00O §2.1 O Langacker [Lan91a, Lan91b, Lan00]
O @O0OD0O0)yooDoO0od (Reference Point
Model (RPM) (of Conceptualization) 0 0 0O O O
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0O 0O O (Billilard Model (BM) of conceptualization)
0000 Langacker 000000000 [Lan87,
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BMOODOOO (actionchain) 00 O0O0OO0ODO
00000000000 000 (dynamic interac-
tivity) 000 0000000000000 0000
RPMOOOODOOODOODO (static interactivity)
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2.1.1 Langacker 1991 00O
Langacker [Lan91b, pp. 170-711 0000000
000o0ooooooooooo:

(3) Ipropose that possessives are susceptible to schematic
characterization intermediate in abstractness between
such notions as ownership and part/whole relations
on the one hand, and mere association on the other.
Possessive constructions evoke an idealized coginitive
model that is comparable to the billiard-model (1.1.1)
in terms of being abstract, ubiquitous in its applicabil-
ity to everday experience, and fundamental to how we
conceptualize the world. The essence of this model
is simply that some entities are most easily located
with reference to others. The world is conceived as
being populated by countless objects of diverse char-
acter. These objects vary greatly in their salience to a
given observer; like stars in the nighttime sky, some
are immediately apparent to the viewer, whereas oth-
ers become apparent only if special effort is devoted
to seeking them out. Salient objects serve as refer-
ence points for this purpose: if the viewer knows that
anon-salient object lines near a salient one, he can find
it by directing his attention to the latter and searching
in its vicinity.

Let us refer to this idealized conception as the
reference-point model. Its essentials are diagrammed
in [Fig. 1 = Langacker’s Fig. 4.6], where W stands for
the world, V for the viewer, and T for the target, i.e.,
the object that the viewer seeks to locate.

The world contains many salient objects with the
potential to serve as reference points (RP), although
just three are shown explicitly. Each reference point
anchors a region that will be called its dominion (D).
Depending on one’s purpose, the dominion of a refer-
ence point can be characterized in either of two ways:
as its neighborhood in W; or as the set of objects that
it can be used to locate. The viewer locates an object
when establishes mental contact with it (singles it out
for individual conscious awareness). The dashed ar-
rows represent various paths through which such con-
tact can be achieved (cf. Fig. 2.15); heavy lines indi-
cate the specific path through which V makes contact
with T

000000000 (mental contact: MC) O O
(0)00O (grounding) O 0 O OO [Lan9lb, pp. 91—
N00000000OO0OOO:

(4) Hence the speaker (S) and the hearer (H), who jointly
form the ground (G), face the task of coordinating
their mental reference to some instance ¢; of type T
drawn from the reference mass Ry. Both G and Ry
are available to serve as reference points for this pur-
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01 Langacker 00000000000 (Fig.46000000000)

pose. The basis for using G as reference point is the
psychologically defined notion of mental contact; a
person makes mental contact with #; when in his cur-
rent psychological state, #; is singled out for individual
conscious awareness.

Langacker 0 RPMOOOOOOOOOOOOOO
000000 (abstract possession) 0 000000
O000000DO0D0DLangacker [Lan91b, p. 171]
O000oooO0o0ooooRPMOOOOODOOO:

(5) With respect to this model, we can define abstract
possession that represents what all possessive expres-
sions supposedly share. Abstract possession is simply
the relationship profiled in Fig. 4.6, in which the con-
ceptualizer traces a mental path through the reference
point to the target; the reference point constitutes the
possessor, and the target, the entity possessed.

Langacker 00000000000 OOOOOOO
ORPSOOOUOOOYhaveX, Y's X, Xof YO U
0000000000000 0O0 [have/HAVE] O
[’s/POSS] (O O O [Lan00, Figure 6.2, p. 180]) O O
goooobooooooooboboooboooo

2.1.2 Langacker2000 0 OO
Langacker [Lan00, pp. 173-175] 0 RPM O 0O O
oooooooooooo:

(6) Reference point phenomenon is so fundamental and
ubiquitous in our moment-to-moment experience that
were are largely oblivious to it. For the analysis of
possessives, it is best described as the ability to in-
voke the conception of one entity for purposes of
establishing mental contact with another, i.e., to sin-
gle it out for individual conscious awareness.

[D0000000000]
RPMOODODODOODODOOODOOOODODOOO

gobooobuoobooboboobbooooboo
gooboobo

000000000 “0000000 (concep-
tion) D00 (invoke) D00 O?0000?0000
oooo?” 0000oooooooooooooo
0ooooo0ooooooooooooooooo
goo0oo0oooooodo Soooo HOOO
Xoboboooooboobooboboooboboo
gobobobodoo ROODUODODDOOOODDO
obo
22 J0O0OO0O0OO0OOOOOOOOOOOOO

000000 Langacker DOOODOOOOOODO
ooooooooooooooooooooooo
oooooo

221 00000000000 OOOO0

oo0ooooooo (7h)ooooooooooo
00000 (@D0O)00dOooO (ontological (concep-
tual) metaphors) 00 000000 D0O0O0O:

(7) a. MENTAL MANIPULATION IS A PHYSICAL

MANIPULATION

b. IDENTIFYING AN OBJECT (MENTALLY) IS
HAVING MENTAL CONTACT WITH IT

¢. HAVING MENTAL CONTACT WITH AN OB-
JECT IS LOCATING IT IN A PLACE (MEN-
TALLY)

d. KNOWING WHAT AN OBJECT IS IS KNOW-
ING WHERE IT IS LOCATED

oooooooooooRPSOOOOCOOOOO
ooooooooooooRPSOOOOCOOO

DoooDooOoOoOoDOO0OO0O0O0O0O0ODOO0OO0O00O0D0O000
0000 (0004 00000000000000000
0000000000000 0000000000 —0O
000D0000000000000 —00000000
0000000000000 000000000000n
0000000000000000000000000
0ooOo0oOoooooon
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000000000 (reference point construc-
tion: RPC)?’0000000000000 (refer-
ence point structure: RPS) 0 00 00O O (refer-
ence point ability: RPA) 00000000000
00d0d0d0oDoDDOoOO0o00og RPAODOODOO
030

010200000000 000000o004d
goooooboooon:

(8) Essential aspects of the reference point ability are
sketched in [0 2 = Figure 6.1]. The circle labeled C
represents the conceptualizer, R is the reference point,
and T the target, i.e. the entity that the conceptualizer
uses the reference point to establish the mental contact
with. The dashed arrows indicate the mental path the
conceptualizer follows in reaching the target. Finally,
the ellipse labeled D represents an abstract entity that
I refer to as the dominion, which can be defined as
the conceptual region (or the set of entities) to which
a particular reference point affords direct access (i.e.,
the class of potential targets).

0200000000 (0000 [Lan00, p. 174,
Fig.6.110000000000)Y0

Langacker [Lan00, p. 174] 00 20000000
oooooog:

(9) Heavy-line circles indicate the successive salience,
through processing time, of the reference point and
target. Initially, the reference point has a certain cog-
nitive salience, either intrinsic or contextually deter-
mined. It is, of course, owing to some kind of salience
that an entity comes to be chosen as a reference point
in the first place.

0000000000000000 @000 (S)
000 UD0D000000000000000O6)
Uooo000SO000000000000000
0000000000 (i)000 o Uuooo

200 constructions ] 0000000000000000
0000000000000000000000000
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Ypgooooooo0O00oO0oooooooooooo
D00000000O0O00O00000ORPADDOOOOO
0000000 OLangacker 00000000 D0000
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R: Reference point; T: Target; C: Conceptualizer; D:
Dominion; Dotted arrows: mental path or contact

02 Langacker 00 RPSOOOOOOOO
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Langacker 00000000 OO0ODOOODOODOO
gboooooobooooobooooboooooo
goooooooboooobboooobooon
godoobooooobooobouoooooooo
0J000do0o0DOoORPMO ()OO0OOODOOO
godoobooooooooooooobooa

0000000000 0OLangacker O [Lan91b,
§123]000000C0O0 PDPOOOCOODOOOO
OOO0OOORPC/RPSOODOOOODOOOODOO
O0O0O0O0O0DO00000O0Pinker O Prince [PP88] O
00O PDPOODODOOOOOOOOODO (serial-
ized processing fallacy) 0 0 0 0 0 050

() 000000@ 000000 Langacker 00O
RPSOO0O0O0OO0OOOODODODDOOOOOOOODO
gdoooboobooboobooooooooooo
oooooooooooo

ooooooo @yooooooooooooo
OO000D0O000O00oDOo000X =targetT,Y
=reference point RO O O OO0 OY have X, Y's X OO
0000000000000 00000 Langacker
0000000000000 0D00D0XofYODOO
dddoooo?2000 RPCOODODODOODOOO
00000000000 Langacker OO OOOO0O
00000000 OoO0OROTOODOOODOOO

3 000 Langacker 0 PDP O Cognitive Grammar 0 “0 0
07’0000000000000000000D0O0000
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gooooooooooopoopoopoopoooo
O0000000o0O0o0g0: (A)Yhave X, Y's X
ORPSOOORPCOOOXofYO RPCOOOOO
oooOooOooo Boooooooopooooo
00000000 RPS/RPCOOODOOOOOOO
ooo
ooooooooooooooooo@Aooo
000000000 RPSOOOOOOCOODOO
RPMOOOOO0O0O0O000O0
gooooopoopooopoopoopoopoo
000000 Langacker 00O O0O0OOODOOO
O00O0ooOOoRPSOOOOOOOOOODOO
gooOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOoOOpDOODOoOoOooo
OO0OLangacker 0 ()00 O00O0O0OOOOODO
oooooooooooooobooooo:

(10) To function as a reference point, a notion must first
be activated and thus established as an entity currently
capable of serving in that capacity. In this intial phase,
corresponding to the arrow between C and Rin [0 2 =
Figure 6.1], R becomes prominent as the focus of C’s
conception, thus creating the potential for the activa-
tion of any element in R’s dominion. However, when
this potential is exploited — when R is actually used
as a reference point — it is the target thereby reached
that now becomes prominent in the sense of being the
focus of C’s conception. Even as if it fulfills its refer-
ence point function, R recedes into the background in
favor of 7', which may itself then be invoked as a refer-
ence point for reaching another target. In this way, the
reference point phenomenon is inherently dynamic.

oooooooooOoOoODoDOOOOOOO (ateral
inhibition) O 0000000000000 OOOO
goboooboobooobooooo
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0000000 Langacker 00000000000
000000000000000 1,200000
0000 (00000000000 0000000
000000000000l 0000000000
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9 Langacker 1000000000000 OO0OOOOO
0000000000000 O00000000000
ORPSOODOOOOOOOODODOOOODOOOO
Langacker 0 O 0 O 0O O O Lakoff-Johnson [LJ80, LJ99]
o0oooOooOooooo

o000 RPMARPSOOO0O0O0O0O0O0O0O0OCOCO
O000O0OO0OO0ORPMARPSOOOOOOOOOOO
gogboooboobbooboboobboooboo
gogboooboobbooboboobboooboo
gooooooooboobbbbbbooogogg
oooooOoRrRPMOOOOOOOOOOOODOO
gboobobooooooooboboboooo
gboobobooooooooboboboooo
oboboboboooooooboboboooo
goooooooooobobobbbbbooooggo
oo RPMOOOOOOOOOOODOODODOO
goboogooboobbooboboobboooboo
goboooobgoobboboboobboooboo

gboooobooboboboboooooogoon
gogo

23 RPS/RPMOCOOOOO

000 Langacker 000 O0OO0O0OOORPM OO
goopooooooooooooDOODO (RPS)O
ooooooopooooo?0oo00ooOooood
oooooooooooobooooooooon:

(1) RPSO RPMOOOOO0OOOOOOOOODO
0000000 OoOORPMOOOOO0O0O “O
oo0”00000000000000000

0000D0O00D0O0D0ODOOQOLangacker I RPM
gogboobobooboooboo

23.1 00U00OOOODOOOOOOOOOO

OOO0ORPMOOOUODOOOODOOOODOO
o0ooo0oooooooooooogoooooo
o0o0o0o0oooooooooooogooogo
00000o0o0ooooooUooooogooooo
opoooog?

Yhave X, X’s Y, Yof X O have, ’s,of 000000
ddooooooooooobobbobobobobooo
dddooooooooooobbooboooooo
0000000000 O0OLangacker 0 RPM OO
Oooooooopooooooooooool1oo
0100000 (One Morpheme, One (Abstract)
Meaning” fallacy) 0 0 000000000000
gooooooooo

Langacker 00O 0OO0OD0OODODOOOOODODO
-s,of 0000 have 0O 0OOOODOOOODO-sODO
000 [POSS]O have 00D OO [HAVE]O OO
0000000 [Lan9lb, p. 172, Fig. 4710000
googad

OOOhave,-s,of DOOODDODOOOOOOOOO
O000opooOoUooooOoooooooooool
000 1000000ooooUoooooooooo
go0o0o0oOOQOOO0OO0O0OOOOOOObOOoo
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OO0O070000Langacker 0000000000
O00O0O00 have, s, of 000000000 OO
0D000000000000D00D000%0
000000000000000000000x12)
00000000000000000000000
00000000000000000000000
oooo:

(12) have,-s,of DODOOODOODODOODOOODOOO
goboooooooooo

00000 have 0O0D0ODODOODOOODOOO
gogooooo

232 DOOOOOODOOO

Y have XOODOOOODOO have 0000000
0000X,Y0OOOOOODODOODOOOoDOOoOooOo
000000000000 D0OD0D0O00000DnOO
00000000000 D000D000D000D0X,
YyODODOOOOOOODODODOOOOOO0Oooo
00000000X haveY 0000000 DDOO
O0OOheve 000000000000000O00
00000000000 000D00000Y have X
000O0O0[@Ooo030YOXODOOOoOoX,Yyoo
(00O0D0000000D0)0000000D0OO0Dn
OO0 ROOODODOOMmMROOOODODODOO
00000000000 D000D000O0O0O0O0DO
000000000000 0%000000000
0000 XofYOODDDODOOOOOODOofOOO
00000 have 00D0OD0DDDDDDODODODODOD
oDoooo

000000000000 000000D0000n
0000000000 have00O00DOODOODO
Y possess X,Y own X, X belongtoY 00000 (Y
0X0O0DOODOoO0Oo)oo0ooooooooo
0o0DDO0O0O0O0ooooooooo:o

(13) a. One year has 365 days.
b. *One year possesses 365 days.

c. **365 days belong to one year.

7000 Ruhl [Ruh89] 0000000 (Monosemy Hypoth-
esis) 0000000000000 0O00O00O0000
000000000000 00000D00000000
00000000000000000000000

8) Langacker 0 0 0 O Usage-basedmodel 10000000
0000000000000 000000000000
00000000000000000000000000
00000000000

9 000000000000000000000000O00n
000000000000000000000

Ogppo“00000”0000000000000000
oooooooon

Ooooo0 (4000000 YhaveXx OO DO
gogbogooboobboooboboobooooboo
0000000ooooooooooog(das)od
000000 have DODDOOOODOOOODOODOO
00(yr0X0O0O0O)00ooO0ODOOoOoDOoOoOOooOo
goobooboo

(14) a. One year has 365 days.
b. This book has 5.55 pounds.
c. Jim has a big nose.

(15) a. He had a lot of money, but lost it in a
bankruptcy.

b. She had had a lot of friends, but lost most of

them the other day.

(150000have 0000000000000
000000000000000000000(14)
0000o00o0o0oo0oo0o0000000000000
0oO0o0D0OO0O0O0oooDooooooo!iPg

00000004 000000000gdd©a
bignose” 0 “Jim” 00000 (J0O0OOO)ODO
000000%.551bs” 000000 “this book” O
0000000000000 '20%365 days” O “1
yvear’ 0000000000000 D0OO0OOO
0000o0o00o0oo0oo0oo0oo0o00000000000
00000000000000000000000
0000000o0oo0oo0oo0o0o00000000000
O000000 YhaveX O X,YOODODOODODOO
000000o0o00ooooooooooooooo
000o00oo0oO0ooooooooon

000000000 O00YRXO XRYOODOO
00000 (X,Y)0DOOOOOOOOOOO0O
O0D0DOO0OOORPMOOOO {have, ’s, of, posses,
...}00000000000000 RROODOO
oooooooooooooon

00000 [Tay0l] 00O 0OOODODOO0OOOO
0o0o0o0oooooooooooooon
233 0000O00O0OO0O0OOOODOODOD

000000000000 0000Langacker O
0000000000000 00000o0gon
000O0ob0O0O0OooooOoooo0 (exical reduc-

I pooooDoJimOO0O0O0O00DO0OO0OO0DOO0OOOODOO
0000Jimhas a bignosenow 00000000000
OOo0000D000D00O00D00O0OO0ODOoOO “00”
0000000000000 D000000000000
000000

Y ppooooDoOoO0OO0OO0OD0DO00OO0O0OO0ODO0OODOOO
000000000000 (0000000000000
00D0000000000000D00000000000
000000000000 00000000000000
00000000000000000000
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tionist) 00000000000 PO: “YRX” O
0000000000 ooog pPOOOOOODOO
oPl:“_R_”P2Y“Y_X"0O000 “00”
0000000000000 000d0 (distributed
semantics) 1 0000000

O000ooo00oooooDoooooooooon
00000000000 (super-lexical meaning) O
00000000000 O00000d (constructional
meaning) [FKO88, Gol95] 00 000000 OOO
0000000000000 DO0O00O [og oe6]
gooooooo

234 have -s,ofD000O0OCOOOOOOO

0000000 D0OO0DO0O0OOoO0oDbOODoort:
“X’sY”, F2: “Y of X”,F3: “Yhave X" OO 0O OOO
gooddoooooooooboboboooo xoy
00000000000 (@O00)0000 ((atent)
componentiality) 1 0 0000000000000
JdoooopooooooooOogoooo/ood
gooooboooooooooboooooooon
000D00D000000o0oo00ooaooFt, F2,F3
gododddddooooooooooooooooo
goooooooooa

235 RPMOOOOOOOOO

gobooboobboobooboooboo
gogbogooboobboobooboboooboo
gooogoood

G ooopoooopoooOoooOORPMOOO
gbobobooooogoboobobobooog
OO0D00O0O00C0CO00D0OO0O0DOOOLangacker
ooooo RPMOOODOOODOOOOODODOO
gooboboboooooooboobobobooo
ggoooooooopobobbbbbboooogoo
o0oo0oo0 “cO0r”bD0b0obooboooogoo
goooooboorRpPMUODOOOOOOODOODO
goboogoobooboooo

236 0D0000O0ODOOOOOOO
do0odobOOo0obOoOooOooo 20000040
00000 (visual field metaphor)D 0 OO0 O 0O
0000 (spatialization metaphor) D 000 OO
0000000 (locationalization metaphor) O O
OD0O0O0DO0®oOoOo 700000000 SO
0o0oo0dro “o0’0 RO “OO”000000
OO0000Y haveX,Y sX, XofYOODOOODODO
000 “000”0Yy0XOO00oOoOooooooo
ddooooooooobooobobobooboooo
0ddcOO0ToO0OROODOOODOOODDODODOO

13) Lakoff [Lak87] O Spatialization of Form Hypothesis O O
oooooooo

000 @uooooooooooo)o
O00000ooooo“c0 TO RDOODO

DOOOODOD RODDODODOOODOOO (search

domain) 0000007000000 [Lan9lb,

pp- 180-81]0

(15) TItis well known that possession can often be coded by
locative expressions, e.g., Russian U menja kniga ‘1
have a book’ [literally, this means “At me (is) a book”
(K.K))] or French Ce livre est a moi [literally, this
means “This book is to/at/in me” (K.K.)] ‘“That book is
mine’. The obvious difference between a simple pos-
sessive morpheme and a locative preposition with a
possessive use is that the latter construes the basic ref-
erence point relationship in terms of spatial metaphor.
We can thus posit for such a preposition that the struc-
ture sketched in [0 3= [Lan00, Figure 6.6], where the
source domain configuration profiles the relationship
between the trajector and a spatial landmark.

Observe that the ellipse labeled SD — which cor-
responds to the possessive dominion — represents
the locative search domain (a construct motivated in
Chapter 2). The search domain is defined as the re-
gion to which a locative expression confines its tra-
jector, i.e., the set of trajector locations that satisfy its
specifications. With the kinds of spatial prepositions
used for possessive function, the search domain en-
compasses the location of the landmark itself and its
immediate vicinity. A dominion can thus be thought
of as a possessive search domain.

0000000000000 0 RPS/RPA O “0
0”0000000000000000D =D(R)
00000000 D000000000OOD0OOnDO
0000000000 “00”00000D(R) O
O0D0DO00ORTOOODOODOOOOODO D(R)O
0O0000000000000O0O00O00R,TO
00000000000 00000000000
ORPS/RPCOOCDOODOODOODOODOO
000000000000 0000D Langacker O
RPAOCODOOOOOOOOODOOOODOODOO
00000000000 D00000000000O0
00000000000 D000000O00O0O0OO
00000000000 D000000O00O0O0OO
00000000000 DO0O000

000000000000 000000D0OOnD
00000000000 D000D00000000O0
00000000 100000000000000
0000000000000 000000000
0000000000 00000O0000000
0900000000000 000000000

000000000 (subjectification) 00000000
goo0ooOoooooooooooboooooboooooo
000000000000 000000000 Langacker
0000000000000000000000000
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Source Domain (Space)

Target Domain (Reference Point Model)

03 RPMOOOOOOOOO
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