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Person- vs distance-oriented demonstrative systems

Exophoric demonstrative systems (Anderson & Keenan 1985):
e 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)

e 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)
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Person- vs distance-oriented demonstrative systems

Exophoric demonstrative systems (Anderson & Keenan 1985):
e 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)

e 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

e (Claim: Demonstrative systems are person-oriented.

FEvidence:

1. degrees of distance from the hearer;
2. role of hearer in distance-oriented systems;
3. interactions & inconsistencies.
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Proposal / 1
e (Claim: Demonstrative systems are person-oriented.

FEvidence:
1. degrees of distance from the hearer;
2. role of hearer in distance-oriented systems;

3. interactions & inconsistencies.

e 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

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

xPP [peg, P [Measp 1M] 0 [Locp I [azPartp front [k p of [pp the tree]]]]]

DemP [pemp [Measp (VERY)] NEAR [pp £A/£P [, p SPACE OF [.p 7]
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Proposal / 2

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

xPP [peg, P [Measp 1M] 0 [Locp I [azPartp front [k p of [pp the tree]]]]]

DemP [pemp [Measp (VERY)] NEAR [pp £A/£P [, p SPACE OF [.p 7]

DemP
U space — U space < MeasP Dem

7] =/2mn T T

(sub)region — ¥ - Dem FP

sub)region = U space <= A
region — subregion < F P

[FA/EP]
Tx
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Background & Aim
Exophoric demonstrative systems: person-oriented vs
distance-oriented {Anlersm & Keenan 1985

Person-criented, e.5. Japanese

kare. ware am
this fnear spk)  that [nearbr)  that {far/batki}

Diistunce-priented, =, Soote

this. that yauniger)
\hia [pronimall (bt (medial]  that [dal)
Proposal. Demonstratives are person-oriented across
the board; distance contrasts modify person ones (en-
coded on top of them).

Cf. L

r & Hacgeman 2018, but:

person features, # bocative ones;

PP-like derivation (distance contrasts as selectbon of
vector lengths), # Dx fieg.

Person-oriented systems & person features

Person-oriented: evidence:
degrees of distance from the hearer;
heares”s rale in distance-ortented dems;
interactions & inconsistencies,

Person features: superior to locative features fLade &
= For twis eradn emplrical reasons:
derivation of four-w, de:bctw oppasitions

&g, Pammase (Crowley 192
extra indexieal !nt’amaﬁon encoded:
Siwi Berber (Sowy 2014)

Nemrgpk - Mearhem Nearhr P Neasbr b1 Fartbath’

w-ih
DEW-3

webh welim  w-erwon
DEM-250M DEM-250F DEM-BL

wnlyu)
DEM-T

Person system (Habear 2000}
person features: [+Author], [+Participant]

perform operations on (i.c, partition) 7 = {§, fw, u, a}

¥ space -+ ¥ space 4= =

) A person-rooted spatial analysis of demonstratives | GLOW 44

Unary system, French
ER Ty
o
Binary system, participant-based, Catalan
{+Participant{x}). |t & w} =Bl {0}
aguest aquell
Binary system, speaker-based, English
(EA, {i i) (~Anther(z)), {x of
this that
Ternary system, Japanese

(FPERAGTI, (i inh CFPEAGEIL {3} (CPUEAGD {0}
fare sore are

n syatem, Paamese

o UL
Evidence
itionality (preliminary results,
namly from Romanes languages):
o Meas Dem Fa F; Ty
French - [ 'l
Coban p TR —.
Tulin f n e
Kbyl e B i
Sicilion. -0 n cu-
Old P R ] )
Warny-W ¥yl inprwm-p o8

!
(Any) co-speech gesture? o (deictic pointing: mare ressarc)

eni-rrih ek e AGH PO () (AP, fo}
kele ekak Katsom akek

— Pronominal paradigms # demonstrative paradigons;
—+ derive richer systems by modifying the person core,
Derivation
Demonstrative and prepositions define spatial relations
between two entitbes: ground & Agure (Tl 1575

-+ Internal structure of DemP modelied on the extended
locutw PP5 (see 500 2010},

Person features: contribute to the ground,

difs

+ loss of portions of structare and different
paths of evolution/grammaticalisation:
personal & spatial components: definite articles;
[person]: reduction ternary > binary > unary Dems;
spatial (NEAR & 3): 1]
(w0 deictic oppositions);
7 spatial t (MEAR?):

Dems.

Some further issues

Extension te locative adwerbs.

DP-internal syntax of demonstratives: high or law
DemP? Intmducﬁnn of the NP argummt”

D reinfar-

Spatial content: compatible w/ distance

[neg [utearp 1088 @ [per i1 [gmorse it [y of [ the tree]1]]]
[ [Meas (VERY)] NEAR [p ZASEP [yp SPACE OF [-p m]]]]

Demf

MeasP Dem

zn

= Dem P
(subjregian —+ ¥ space 4= afiifng )
region «+ subregion 4= -:?F‘I j':l\P
E

cers a3 ground-lacking adverbs merged as MeasPa?
Conclusions.

systems # dichotomy

(Z) Basic person contrasts: ¥ &
[person] — ontology: x,

@) Spatial component: NEART
() Diistance modification: selecta
subset of T
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