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FOREWORD 

This volume contains most of the papers given at an International Workshop 
on "(Contrastive) Lexical Semantics " a t the University o f Münster i n May, 
1997. A few papers on the same topic are added. 

Questions o f lexica l semantic s i n genera l an d o f contrastive lexical 
semantics i n particular wer e addressed fro m differen t perspectives , fro m th e 
pragmatic perspectiv e o f a  corpus-oriente d approac h a s wel l a s fro m th e 
model-oriented perspectiv e o f sig n theoretic linguistics . Th e pragmati c per -
spective i s crucia l t o a  projec t o n languag e compariso n whic h aim s t o an -
alyse an d describ e th e whol e vocabulary-in-us e i n the are a o f emotio n (se e 
the paper s b y Weigand , Schmitt, Dem'jankov, Westheide, i n part als o 
Hauenherm an d Gruaz) . Afte r th e pragmati c turn , lexica l semantic s ca n no 
longer b e see n a s a  disciplin e o n it s ow n bu t ha s t o b e develope d a s a n 
integral par t o f a  theor y o f languag e use . Essentia l feature s o f individua l 
languages can be discovered only by looking beyond the limits of our mother 
languages an d includin g a contrastive perspective. Thu s als o lexica l seman -
tics of individual languages is considered to be in part contrastive semantics. 
The projec t i s characterize d no t onl y b y th e feature s 'pragmatic ' an d 'con-
trastive' but als o b y th e featur e 'corpus-based ' whic h ha s bee n gainin g 
ground i n recent years . Semanti c convention s ca n no longe r b e justified b y 
native competence alone; instead, they have to be verified b y "hard , measur -
able evidence" (Sinclair , Introduction to the Cobuild Dictionary) on the basis 
of representative text corpora of languages-in-use. 

Within a  pragmatic, corpus-oriente d approac h essentia l ne w idea s ar e 
discussed, mainl y th e insigh t tha t singl e words ca n no longer b e considered 
to be the lexica l unit . I t i s the complex multi-word lexica l uni t a  pragmatic 
approach has to deal with. Th e papers by Sinclai r an d Weigand addres s this 
multi-word lexica l uni t fro m differen t startin g points : fro m th e poin t o f a 
formally an d automaticall y retrievabl e uni t an d fro m th e poin t o f a 
functionally an d syntactically defined unit of use. 
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Arguing for a  complex lexical unit has its roots in the history o f lexical 
research. Bierwisch had alread y note d i n th e sixtie s tha t ther e wer e som e 
difficulties resultin g fro m specifi c relation s betwee n th e wor d an d th e 
context. Wunderlich, like Bierwisch participating i n th e workshop , als o 
stressed th e importanc e o f th e contex t fo r th e analysi s o f lexica l meanin g 
very earl y on . Thi s lin e o f takin g a s lexica l uni t th e singl e wor d an d o f 
considering i t within the context reached it s climax, fo r instance , in the work 
by Pustejovsky, t o whom the generative approach by Wunderlich is indebted. 
Necessarily howeve r i t reache s it s limit s i n s o fa r a s th e rule-governe d 
model-oriented approach , i n principle , canno t tackl e al l th e varietie s an d 
idiosyncrasies o f language use and therefore remain s restricted to a subset of 
examples. Th e pragmatic, corpus-oriente d approach , o n the contrary, make s 
this clai m an d trie s t o develo p a  ne w methodolog y fo r th e ne w objec t o f 
vocabulary-in-use. Th e categorie s 'model - versu s corpus-oriented ' expres s 
only priorities . Naturally , th e model-oriente d perspectiv e als o deal s wit h 
empirical materia l an d th e corpus-oriente d perspectiv e trie s t o structur e th e 
material according to a model. 

Besides th e pragmati c model , othe r model s ar e addresse d i n thi s 
volume such as the two-level model by Bierwisch, Lang , and Wunderlich in 
the paper s b y Schwarze and Steub e &  Späth, the structura l mode l i n th e 
papers b y Grua z an d Esser, a  model o f contrastive idiom analysi s b y 
Dobrovol'skij an d a computerlinguistic mode l by Paprotté. It i s however the 
general groun d o f fundamenta l question s regardin g lexica l meanin g whic h 
gives rise to a fruitful an d inspiring discussion. W e all have to deal with the 
same underlying theoretica l question s whic h refe r t o the rules , conventions , 
and principle s tha t guid e u s i n languag e use . A t th e workshop , suc h a 
discussion o f fundamental s le d t o th e proposa l b y Wunderlich to foun d a 
"Contrastive Circle". 

In focusing on the vocabulary of natural languages in all its complexity, 
the corpus-base d vie w seem s t o b e quit e differen t fro m th e model-oriente d 
view. Whil e the corpus-linguist s ar e strugglin g wit h larg e corpor a an d with 
difficult materia l which occasionally seem s to defy an y analysis, the theorists 
are confronted wit h models of clear logical lines which are allowed to keep to 
their inherent logic. At this cross-road, the scientific interes t of the individual 
researcher determine s th e rout e t o b e taken . Perhaps , on e day , th e "Con-
trastive Circle" will meet again and consider old and new relationships. 

Finally, there remains the pleasant duty to thank those who helped us to 
make the workshop and the publication of the papers possible, especiall y the 
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Ministry o f Scienc e an d Researc h o f Nort h Rhine-Westphali a fo r financia l 
support i n th e initia l phas e o f th e projec t an d Prof . E.F.K . Koerne r fo r 
accepting th e volum e i n hi s serie s an d fo r helpin g straightforwardl y an d 
quickly wheneve r question s o f an y typ e arose . I  woul d als o lik e t o than k 
Eckhard Hauenherm, Larissa Wunderlich, and Giuseppina Giordano fo r 
formatting th e paper s an d producin g a  unified volum e an d fo r compilin g th e 
index. 

Münster, August 199 8 Edda Weigan d 
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