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Abstract

The theory of Cognitive Grammar (CG) makes possible a unified account of the many aspects of language structure. At the same time it is highly restrictive, positing only semantic structures, phonological structures, and symbolic structures consisting in their association. Moreover, the only structures allowed are those which actually occur as parts of expressions or derive from these through the general psychological phenomena of abstraction (schematization) and categorization. Being abstracted from usage events—actual instances of language use, in all their complexity—linguistic units incorporate specifications reflecting any facet of those events.
Structural relationships pertain to four principal axes: individual, interactive, descriptive, and discursive. It is individuals who acquire language and carry out linguistic activity, one of whose functions is expressive. Such activity, however, has an interactive function. The speaker-hearer interaction is central to semantic and grammatical structure even when left implicit. Linguistic description has the intersubjective function of bringing the interlocutors into momentary alignment with respect to their focus of attention and scope of awareness. The form a description takes depends on the interactive and discourse context. Relationships among the usage events of a coherent discourse constitute the discursive axis.
The CG characterization of language structure consists in dynamic, flexible assemblies of semantic, phonological, and symbolic structures. Based on a conceptual semantics, lexicon and grammar form a continuum of symbolic assemblies. Grammar is inherently meaningful, and fundamental grammatical notions have conceptual characterizations. 
Because the sentence level has no special status in CG, grammar and discourse also form a continuum of symbolic assemblies. Grammatical and discursive constructions consist in symbolic assemblies that are schematic rather than specific. The relationships they specify can be manifested in a scope of awareness of any temporal duration. Grammatical relationships are simply discourse relationships in windows of shorter duration.
