
A person-rooted spatial analysis of
demonstratives

Silvia Terenghi (Utrecht University)
s.terenghi@uu.nl

GLOW 44
15–17 April 2021



Person- vs distance-oriented demonstrative systems

Exophoric demonstrative systems (Anderson & Keenan 1985):

• person-oriented demonstrative systems

– locate a referent w.r.t. one of the speech act participants
– Japanese:

kore sore are
this (near speaker) that (near hearer) that (far from both)

• distance-oriented demonstrative systems

– locate a referent at different distance degrees w.r.t. the speaker
– Scots:

this that yon(der)
this (proximal) that (medial) that (distal)

Today: unified analysis combining person and distance.
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Proposal / 1

• Claim: Demonstrative systems are person-oriented.

Evidence:

1. degrees of distance from the hearer;
2. role of hearer in distance-oriented systems;
3. interactions & inconsistencies.

• Distance distinctions: extensions of the person core – cf.
Lander & Haegeman 2018, but:

1. Person features, rather than locative ones.

New empirical arguments:

– four-way (person) deictic oppositions;
– encoding of further indexical information.

→ Person system: see Harbour 2016.

2. Derivation
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Proposal / 2

• Informal semantics of demonstratives: express a spatial
relation to person – cf. spatial prepositions (Svenonius
2010, i.a.).

xPP [DegµP [MeasP 1m] ø [LocP in [AxPartP front [KP of [DP the tree]]]]]

DemP [DemP [MeasP (very)] near [FP ±A/±P [χP space of [πP π]]]]

DemP

MeasP
| ~v | =/≷ n

Dem

Dem
near

FP

F
[±A/±P]

πχP

πχ

~v space 7→ ~v space ⇐

(sub)region 7→ ~v space ⇐

region 7→ subregion ⇐
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Thank you!

This project has received funding from the European Research Council (ERC)

under the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme (grant

agreement: CoG 681959 MicroContact).
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