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Kiparsky (Forthcoming), among others, points out that the two competing 

definitions of grammaticalization now dominating the literature pick out different 
aspects of the unidirectionality hypothesis because they address different aspects of 
change: form on the one hand and function on the other (see Traugott Forthcoming 
for an account of recent trends in work on grammaticalization). The definition 
associated with Haspelmath and Lehmann focuses on form, and identifies 
grammaticalization with a change “by which parts of a constructional schema come to 
have stronger internal dependencies” (Haspelmath 2004). The definition associated 
with Bybee, Heine, Roberts, Traugott, and their colleagues, focuses on function, and 
identifies grammaticalization with a change whereby a lexical unit or construction is 
assigned a grammatical function, or where an already grammatical unit is assigned a 
more grammatical function. From the perspective of form, grammaticalization is often 
construed as reduction, and sometimes little attention is paid to semantics and 
pragmatics. From the perspective of function, grammaticalization is often construed 
as expansion, and semantics-pragmatics are considered to be of central importance 
(see Himmelmann 2004 on pragmatic-semantic, syntactic, and host-class expansion). 
Whether the dominant mechanism of change is reanalysis or analogy is a current issue 
for both perspectives. 

Some of the differences in approach will be exemplified by discussion of 
debates concerning: 
A. Whether or not the development of modal particles and discourse markers is an 

instance of grammaticalization (Diewald Forthcoming, Fischer 2007). 
B. How best to conceptualize the onset of the well-known change of motion-with-a-

purpose be going to to future be gonna (Danchev and Kytö 1994, Fischer 2007). 
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