The possessive prototype in grammars
This paper discusses the concept of grammatical prototype as it applies to adnominal possessives.

In general, it seems quite common to discuss certain grammatical phenomena choosing a well-defined instance as a point of departure and then investigating deviations from that “canonical instance.” In some cases, the choice of such a point of departure seems to have more a metalinguistic motivation than a linguistic motivation proper, being based on a linguistic tradition (usually correlating with certain features of languages appearing as objects of this tradition, though) and not on typologically relevant grammatical facts. In other cases, however, it is likely that the “point of departure” is itself cross-linguistically valid. In this paper, I try to investigate what cross-linguistic grammatical reflections a functionally/ semantically-based prototype may have.

Basing on works of John Taylor, Ronald Langacker, Edward Keenan, Maria Koptjevskaja-Tamm inter alia, the following grammatical prototype of adnominal possessives is proposed:
The prototypical possessive construction is the unmarked attributive construction used for establishing a reference of some individual (possessum) via a relation (called possessive relation) to another individual (possessor).
This prototype has several optional implications for the characteristics of the components of prototypical possessives:
· since the prototypical possessor should serve as an anchor for establishing the reference of the possessum, it may tend to be highly individuated, ideally pronominal or at least definite, human, etc.;

· as a result of establishing the reference, the prototypical possessum is likely to display definite or at least specific characteristics;
· since the prototypical possessive is an unmarked attributive construction, the possessive relation is not likely to be established by the construction itself but should be evolved from the lexical semantics of the components of the construction.

Basing myself on the typological data, I explore the following hypotheses concerning the reflections of the prototype in grammatical systems and their development:

(i) The correlations between the properties of the possessor, the possessum and the possessive relation are most likely to be grammaticalized and presented as rules rather than tendencies for the possessive prototype.

(ii) The possessive prototype is the best candidate among other possessive patterns to be contrasted to non-possessive unmarked attributive constructions such as adjectival ones.

(iii) Where a special possessive construction already exists, new possessive constructions are likely to spread from less prototypical contexts to more prototypical ones.
I suggest, further, that similar criteria can be used for many other morphosyntactic prototypes. 
