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Joh,Yoon-kyoung.(2014).PronounsandDemonstratives.TheLinguisticAssociation

ofKoreaJournal,22(1),51-67.Thispapermakesanew proposalonthefunctional

distinctionbetweenpronounsanddemonstratives,examiningavarietyofdata

includingmade-updata,realcorpusdata,anddatadiscussedinpreviousstudies.

Allthedatarevealthatitistoostrongtoclaimthatpronounsareusedwhentheir

cognitivestatusisdefinedasIN FOCUS.Thispaperfindsthatpronounscanbe

usedevenwhentheentitiesareACTIVEinthediscourse.Claimingso,thispaper

findsthedistinctionbetweenpronounsanddemonstrativesnotinthecognitive

statusbutinwhetherthereferentisACTIVEwithinthesegmentboundaryor

beyondthesegmentboundary.Pronounsmustfindtheirreferentwithintheirown

segmentwhiledemonstrativescan find theirreferenteitherwithin theirown

segmentboundaryorbeyondtheirowndiscoursesegment.
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1. Introduction

Gundelet.al.(1993)and PoesioandModjeska(2012)haveproposeda

conditionthatdistinguishestheuseofthedemonstrativefrom theuseofthe

pronoun.Theyclaimthattheuseofthepronounisassociatedwiththecognitive

statusofbeingIN FOCUSwhiletheuseoftheadnominaldemonstrative

this-NPisassociatedwiththecognitivescaleofbeingACTIVATED orbeing

ACTIVE.However,thispaperfindsexceptionstotheproposalsandwouldlike

tomakeanewclaim.

*ThispaperwaspresentedattheSpringconferenceofTheLinguisticAssociationofKoreain

2013.
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Forinstance,in(1),wecanseethatthenounphraseapplesarenotinfocus

bythetimetheutterance(1c)ismade.However,wecanobservethatnotonly

thedemonstrativebutalsothepronouncanbeused.Itisfurtherobservedthat

thepronominalsubstitutioncomestobeimpossiblewhenthereisasegment

boundarybetweenthereferentandthepronominalform,asshownin(2).Inthe

discoursepresented in (2),thediscoursestartswith talking aboutJohn.

However,thefocusofthediscourseshiftsintoBill.Inthiscase,theuseofthe

pronounisinfelicitousandonlytheuseofthedemonstrativeisjudgedtobe

acceptable.

(1)a.Johnboughtapples.

b.Johnboughtapear.

c.Johncarriedthem/theseappleswithaplasticbag.

(2)a.Johnboughtapples.

b.Johnboughtapear.

c.Billwenttoaparty.

d.#They/theseappleswereheavytocarry.

Furtherobservingthesekindsofdatainrealcorpus,thispaperwillconclude

thatbothpronounsanddemonstrativesareusedfortheentitieswhichare

ACTIVE.Theproposalofthispaperisthattheonlydifferencebetweenthemis

thatpronounsmustfindtheirreferentwithintheirowndiscoursesegmentwhile

demonstrativescanfindtheirreferenteitherwithintheirowndiscoursesegment

orbeyondtheirowndiscoursesegment.

Thispaperwillprimarilycomparepronounsandadnominaldemonstratives,

revisingthestudyofPoesioandModjeska(2012)whofocusontheadnominal

demonstrative.Yet,Ihopethattheproposalconcerningthedistinctionbetween

pronounsandadnominaldemonstrativescanfurtherapplytothedifference

betweenpronounsandpronominaldemonstrativesaswell,justlikeGundelet.

al.'s(1993)proposal.

Theorganizationofthispaperisasfollows.First,insection2,Iwilldiscuss

thesimilaritiesanddifferencesbetweenpronounsanddemonstratives.Section3

willmakeanewproposalforthefunctionaldistinctionbetweenpronounsand

demonstratives,discussingvariousdataincludingmade-updata,realcorpus
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data,anddatadiscussedinpreviousstudies.Section4willfinallyconcludethis

paper.

2. Pronouns and Demonstratives

Thissection willbriefly introducepreviousstudieson pronounsand

demonstratives.Tobemorespecific,thissectionwillpointoutinwhataspects

pronounsanddemonstrativeshaveparallelismsanddifferences,citingSwanson

(2005)andGundelet.al.(2003).

Swanson(2005)discussesthefundamentalparallelismsbetweenpronouns

anddemonstrativesinthreeaspects:theybothcanbeusedinreferential,bound,

andE-typeuses.First,letusexaminethethreeusesofpronouns.Theexamples

in (3)arethecaseswherepronounsarereferentially used.Thatis,the

underlinedpronounsarereferentialpronounswhichdeemtobethemostbasic

useofpronouns.Aswellknown,suchuseofapronounfindsitsreferentfrom

thesalientlyprojectedcontext.

(3)a.Johnboughtit.

b.Heisadoctor.

Swanson(2005)claimsthatdemonstrativesrevealthesamereferentialuseas

pronouns.Itiseasy to find the caseswhere demonstrativesare used

referentially,asillustratedin(4).In(4),theunderlineddemonstrativespickup

theirreferentsfrom theimmediatecontextsurroundingthem.

(4)a.Johnsaw that.

b.Thisboyisastudent.

Theexamplesin(5)arecasesofboundpronouns.Theyarecalledabound

pronounsincethepronounfunctionslikeaboundvariableinpredicatelogic.

(5)a.Everygirlloveshermother.

b.Everyxeroxhaspaperinit.
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Swanson(2005)furtherprovidestheexampleofbounddemonstrativesasin

(6).Oneofthereadingsofthesentencein(6a)isthat'everygirltalkedtothe

motherofthenew babyandeveryboytalkedtohisownfather.'Inthis

interpretation,thephrasethatparticularboyisademonstrativethatservesthe

samefunctionasaboundpronoun.Thesamestorygoesforthesentencein

(6b)whichhasaninterpretation'ProfessorWhitehopeseachprofessorwill

nominatehisorherownbeststudent.'Inthisinterpretationaswell,the

demonstrativeshowsthesamefunctionoftheboundpronoun.

(6)a.Everygirltalkedtothemotherofthenewboy,buteveryboytalked

tothatparticularboy'sfather.

b.ProfessorWhitehopeseachprofessorwillnominatethatprofessor's

beststudent.

Roberts(2002)furtherclaimsthatthedemonstrativesintheexamplesin(7)

also revealbound variable interpretations.Roberts (2002)describes the

interpretationof(7a)asfollows:'foreveryteamt,thereisapersonpsuchthat

pisontandpisnotasstrongastheotherplayersontandpistheplayerto

playhardestagainstwhenplayingt.'Theinterpretationof(7b)isillustratedas

follows:'foreverydoginmyneighborhoodd,thereisapersonosuchthato

ownsdandothinksthatdisasweetie.'Undertheinterpretationsdescribed

above,thedemonstrativesarejudgedtobeusedasboundvariables.

(7)a.Oneveryteamthereisonplayerwhoisnotasstrongastherest.

Thatweakestmemberistheonetoplayhardestagainst.

b.Everydoginmyneighborhood,eventhemeanest,hasanowner

whothinksthatdogisasweetie.

Thepronominaldatain(8)show usthatthereisathirduseofpronouns

whichareneitherreferentialnorbound.ThisuseistermedanE-typepronoun

sinceEvansfoundthattheycancharacteristicallybereplacedwithdefinite

descriptions,asSwanson(2005)showsintheexamplesin(9).Thesentencesin

(8)arejudgedtohavenosemanticdifferencefromthecorrespondingsentences

in(9)1)andareclassifiedasE-typepronouns.
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(8)a.Anymanwholovesawomanshouldrespecther.

b.Everygirlwhodeserveditgottheprizeshewanted.

c.Everyhostboughtjustonebottleofwineandserveditwith

dessert.

(9)a.Anymanwholovesawomanshouldrespectthewomansheloves.

b.Everygirlwhodeservedtheprizeshewantedgottheprizeshe

wanted.

c.Everyhostboughtjustonebottleofwineandservedthebottle

s/heboughtwithdessert.

Swanson (2005)further argues thatdemonstratives are parallelwith

pronounsintherespectthatdemonstrativeshavetheQuantification-In(QI)use

andtheNarrow-Scope(NS)use.AccordingtoSwanson(2005),theQIuseand

theNSuseofdemonstrativescorrespondtotheE-typeuseofpronouns.In

(10),theunderlineddemonstrativewhichisinitsQIuseisnotreferential

becausehisisbound;however,itisnotboundeitherbecauseifitwerebound,

thenthesentencein(10)wouldmean'everyfatherdreadshimself,'contraryto

thefact.Thus,Swanson(2005)claimsthatthedemonstrativeusein(10)canbe

regardedasausewhichisanalogoustotheE-typeuseofpronouns.

(10)Everyfatherdreadsthatmomentwhenhisoldestchildleaveshome.

Swanson(2005)alsodiscussestheNSuseofdemonstratives,borrowingthe

examplein(11)fromKing(2001).Thequantifierphraseeachdivisionin(11)has

ambiguousscope.Onereadingofthesentencecan bedescribed as'one

professorwhobroughtin thebiggestgrantsin allthedivisionswillbe

honored.'Thesentencein(11)isclaimedtohaveanothermeaningonwhich

'foreachdivision,theprofessorwhobroughtinthebiggestgrantinthat

divisionwillbehonored.'Swanson(2005)claimsthatthisscopeambiguity

revealedbythedemonstrativein(11)makesitplausiblethattheNSuseofthe

complexdemonstrativeisparallelwiththeE-typeuseofpronouns.

1)Theexamplesin(9)arefrom Swanson(2005).However,InotethatImadeaminor

correction.Ichangedtheoriginalphrasethebottles/hebroughtintothephrasethebottles/he

boughtsincetheoriginalphraseseemstocontainatypo.
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(11)Thatprofessorwhobroughtinthebiggestgrantineachdivisionwill

behonored.

So far,Ihaveshown thatpronounsand demonstrativeshavemany

similaritiesintheiruses.However,from nowon,Iwillintroduceastudythat

has tried to make a functional distinction between pronouns and

demonstratives.Gundeletal.(1993)andGundel(1996)proposeaGivenesss

Hierarchyandclaim thatpronounsareassociatedwiththein-focusstatewhile

demonstrativessuchasthat,this,andthisNParelinkedtotheactivatedstate,

asshownin(12).

(12) Infocus>Activated

{it} {that},{this},{thisN}

Thein-focusscale2)usuallyrepresentsthetopicoftheprecedingutterance

inthediscourseandencompassesthestateofbeingastill-relevanthighorder

topicwhiletheactivatedscaleisinvolvedwiththereferentinshort-term

memory retrieved from long-term memory orthe referentin short-term

memoryarisenfrom theimmediatelinguisticorextralinguisticcontext.

PoesioandModjeska(2012)summarizethecircumstanceswhereEnglish

this-NPsareusedasin(13).Thehypothesisin(13)followstheproposalof

Gundelet.al.(1993).Intermsofit,this-NPsinEnglishareemployedtorefer

toobjectswhichareinthecognitivescaleofbeingACTIVIATED.This-NPscan

possiblybeusedfortheentitieswhichareinthestateofbeingINFOCUSbut

thisuseisdispreferredduetothepresenceofpronouns.

(13)Thethis-NPhypothesis:this-NPsareusedtorefertoentitieswhich

are ACTIVATED.However,pronouns should be preferred to

this-NPsforentitiesINFOCUS.

PoesioandModjeska(2012)illustratesthehypothesiswiththeexamplein

(14).Thereareseveraloccurrencesofpronounsand oneinstanceofthe

2)Iwouldliketonotethattheterm“focus”inthispaperisdifferentfromthenotionoffocus

discussedinvariousworksofRooth.
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demonstrativethis-NPin(14).Thepronounsareusedtorefertoentitieswhich

areIN FOCUSintheircognitivestatuswhiletheadnominaldemonstrativeis

used foran entitywhich isnotIN FOCUSbutismerelyACTIVATED.

AccordingtoPoesioandModjeska(2012),bythetime(14d)isuttered,Martin

Carlinisestablishedasthefocusofthediscourse.Thismeansthatthisareain

theutterance(14d)isnotINFOCUS.Thus,thediscoursein(14)showsusthat,

foranentitywhichisnotinfocusbutsimplyACTIVATED,weprefertouse

theadnominaldemonstrativeand thisseemstobeperfectlyexplained by

Gundelet.al.'s(1993)proposal.

(14)a.InspiteofhisFrenchname,MartinCarlinwasborninGermany

andemigratedtoParistobecomeanébéniste.

b.HesettledtherewithotherGermanandFlemishcraftsmenand

tookemploymentin theworkshop ofJean-Fran coisOeben,

whosesisterhemarried.

c.InventoriesmadeafterCarlin'sdeathshowthattheébénisteand

hiswife lived modestly in a five-room apartmentin THE

FAUBOURG SIAINT-ANTOINE,an unfashionable quarterof

Paris,withsimplefurniture,afew pastelportraits,andablack

lacquerclock.

d.Few ofCarlin'swealthyclientelewouldhavecaredtoventure

intoTHISAREA.

3. Proposal 

In the previous section, we have discussed how pronouns and

demonstrativescanbedistinguishedfrom eachothereventhoughtheyhavea

lotincommonintheiruses.Thissection,however,willstartwithdiscussing

PoesioandModjeska's(2012)revisiononthehypothesisbasedonGundelet.

al.(1993)andpayourattentiontothenew notionofbeingACTIVE.Firstof

all,PoesioandModjeska(2012)pointoutthatthescalessuchasIN FOCUS

andACTIVATEDthatGundel.et.al.(1993)proposearetoovaguetoapplyto

realcorpus.Thus,theytrytotranslatethenotionsintocenteringterms.The



58∣ Yoon-kyoung Joh

objectwhichisINFOCUSistheCbinthecenteringtheorywhiletheentities

whichareACTIVATEDarethesalientCfsinthecenteringframework.Inthe

centering,Cfsaretheentitieswhicharesalientinthediscourse.SincePoesio

andModjeska(2012)mentionthattheyprefertheglobalfocustothelocal

focus,allthesaliententitiesin theglobalstructureofthediscourseare

consideredasCfs.Theterm CbisdefinedasthehighestrankedelementofCf

ofthepreviousutterancethatisrealizedinthecurrentutterance.Underthis

specification,theyrevisethehypothesisin(13)intothehypothesisin(15).

(15)TheTHIS-NPHypothesis(revised):THIS-NPsareused toreferto

entitieswhich areACTIVE.However,THIS-NPsarenotused for

entitieswhichareCbofthepreviousutterance.

ThenotionofbeingACTIVEintroducedinthehypothesisaboveisspecified

asin (16).Asillustrated in (16),being ACTIVE isdistinctfrom being

ACTIVATED intherespectthatitclearlyincorporatestheideaofimplicit

evocationofdiscourseentities.TheACTIVEentitiesarebasicallyentitiesthat

areexplicitlyusedinthepreviousutterance.Yet,ACTIVEentitiesalsoinclude

thoseentitieswhichareevokedinthevisualsituationandareconstructedby

apluralobjectorapropositionoratype.

(16)a.isinthevisualsituation;or

b.isaCFofthepreviousutterance;or

c.ispartoftheimplicitlinguisticfocus.Weonlyconsideraspart

oftheimplicitlinguisticfocusthose entitiesthatcan be

CONSTRUCTEDoutofthepreviousutterance.Anentitycanbe

constructedoutofanutteranceif:

(1)itisapluralobjectwhoseelementsorsubsetshavebeen

explicitlymentionedinthatutterance;or

(2)itisanabstractentityintroducedbythatutterance.We

considertwotypesofabstractentities:propositionandtypes.

Accordingtothehypothesisgivenin(15),atleastadnominaldemonstrative
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this-NPscannotbeusedtorefertothefocusedelementofthediscourse.

Extendingthishypothesistoallthedemonstrativesusedinthestateofbeing

ACTIVATEDthatGundeletal(2003)discuss,wemightarriveatamisleading

conclusionthatdemonstrativesareusedforentitieswhicharelessgiventhan

beingINFOCUSwhilepronounsareusedexclusivelyforentitieswhichareIN

FOCUS.

However,counter-examplesto such a hasty conclusion can easily be

observed.Asshowninthediscoursepresentedin(17),thepronounthemcan

referbacktoanentitywhichisnotIN FOCUSinthediscourse.Bythetime

thepronounthemisused,thefocusofthediscourseisJohnandthereferent

apples is noteven mentioned in the immediately preceding utterance.

Furthermore,wecanseethatthispronouncanreadilybereplacedbyan

adnominaldemonstrativetheseapples.Itisnotsurprisingthatthepronounin

(17c)canbesubstitutedbyademonstrativesinceitisnotIN FOCUS.

(17)a.Johnboughtapples.

b.Johnboughtapear.

c.Johncarriedthem/theseappleswithaplasticbag.

Thisdatasetshowsusthattheenvironmentswherepronounscanbeused

and thecircumstanceswheredemonstrativescanbeused arenotentirely

distinctfrom eachother.Thisexamplefurtherrevealsthattheclaim thatthe

useoftheconditionoftheuseofthis-NPisdefinedasbeingACTIVEis

problematicsince,asdiscussedwithrespectto(16),thestatusofbeingACTIVE

isconfinedtotheentitiesevokedinthepreviousutterance.Inthiscase,the

referentofthedemonstrativetheseapplescannotbeconsidered asbeing

ACTIVEbymeansofsituationalevocationsinceitisnotguaranteedthatthe

applesarepresentinthevisualsituation.

Thediscussionsofarcentersaroundtheissuewhetheritisappropriateto

associatepronounswiththeIN FOCUSscaleanddemonstrativeswiththe

ACTIVATED orACTIVEscales.Now,letusexamineadiscoursewherea

segmentboundaryisplacedbeforetheuseofpronounsanddemonstratives.In

theexamplein(19),thediscoursestartedwiththefocusbeingplacedinthe
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nounphraseJohn.However,inthemiddleofthediscourse,thefocusshiftsto

Bill.Theshiftingofthefocusseemstomakeasegmentboundary.Interestingly,

underthiscircumstance,onlytheadnominaldemonstrativetheseapplescanrefer

backtotheentityintheprevioussegmentwhiletheuseofthepronounthey

isinfelicitous.

(19)a.Johnboughtapples.

b.Johnboughtapear.

c.Billwenttoaparty.

d.#They/theseappleswereheavytocarry.

Summarizingtheobservationsmadesofar,itseemsthatdemonstrativescan

beusedifthereferentisACTIVEwithinthesegmentboundaryorbeyondthe

segmentboundarywhilepronounscanbeusedifthereferentisACTIVEwithin

thesegmentboundary.Thisdistinctionisdifferentfrom thepreviousproposals

intwoaspects.First,Iclaimthatthecognitivescaleassociatedwithpronounsis

nottheIN FOCUSstatusbutmerelytheACTIVEstate.Second,theuseof

pronounsisdistinguished from theuseofdemonstrativesin thequestion

whethertheycanfindtheirreferentbeyondtheirsegmentboundary:theformer

canbeusedwhenthereferentisACTIVEonlywithinthesegmentwhilethe

lattercanbeusedevenwhenthereferentisACTIVEbeyonditsownsegment.

Inarguingso,IwouldliketomaketworemarksconcerningPoesioand

Modjeska(2012).First,thenotionofbeingACTIVEmustberevisedinaway

toincorporatetheentitiesnotonlyintheimmediatelyprecedingutterancebut

alsointhepreviousutterancesingeneral.Intheexamplesdiscussedin(17)

and(19),wecanseethatbothpronounsanddemonstrativescanfindtheir

referentintwoorthreeutterancesback.Thus,weneedtoliberatethenotion

ofbeingACTIVEtotheeffectthatentitiesinthepreviousdiscoursecan

generallybeconsideredasbeingACTIVE.

TheneedofthiskindwasalsodiscussedinBirner(1998)regardingthe

discoursestructureofinversion.InBirner(1998),thenounphrasethedesk

needstobeanalyzedastheCbofthediscoursein(20).However,itisnot

inducedintheimmediatelyprecedingutteranceburthreeutterancesback.

Birner(1998)claimsthatthistypeofdatasuggeststhatthecenteringtheory
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needs to be made more flexible forthe purpose ofincorporating the

circumstancesinwhichtheCbrepresentsaconnectionbacktoadiscourse

entitywhichevokedearlierthanintheimmediatelyprecedingutterance.

(20)Theytookhertoapolicestation,whereshewasledinfrontofa

well-dressedmanseatedbehindadesk.hisbootsshone.Behindhim

hugaportraitofHilter.Onthedeskwasawhip.Otherpeoplewere

intheroom.

Liketheinversionstructurein(20),bothpronounsanddemonstrativesneed

tobeallowedtolookbacknotonlytheimmediatelyprecedingutterancebut

furtherback.Thus,IwouldliketosuggestthatthenotionofbeingACTIVE

proposedbyPoesioandModjeska(2012)shouldberevisedtoencompassnot

onlytheentitiesinthepreviousutterancebutalsoutterancesfurtherbackinthe

discourseasin(21).3)

(21)a.isinthevisualsituation;or

b.isaCFofthepreviousdiscourse;or

c.ispartoftheimplicitlinguisticfocus.Weonlyconsideraspartof

the implicit linguistic focus those entities that can be

CONSTRUCTEDoutofthepreviousdiscourse.Anentitycanbe

constructedoutofthepreviousdiscourseif:

(1)itisapluralobjectwhoseelementsorsubsetshavebeen

explicitlymentionedinthepreviousdiscourse;or

(2)itisanabstractentityintroducedbythepreviousdiscourse.We

considertwotypesofabstractentities:propositionandtypes.

However,consideringthemoreglobalstructurediscussedinGroszand

Sidner(1986),IamnotinfavorofWalker(2012)whoinsiststhatthediscourse

constraintthatworkswithinadiscoursesegmentboundarymustbeabandoned.

Asthemainargumentofthispapersuggests,pronounscannotfindtheir

3)Reversely,theclaimofthispaperregardingdemonstrativesandpronounscanextendtothe

studyofinversionundertheframeworkofthecenteringtheoryandsuggestthatthe

centeringtheoryalsoneedstobemoreflexibleindefiningthebackward-lookingcenter.
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referentscrossingasegmentboundary,incontrasttodemonstratives.This

directlytellsusthatdiscourseparticipantsareconsciouslyawareofdiscourse

segmentboundarieseventhoughwestackentitiesglobally.Thus,theconclusion

ofthispaperrefutestheclaim ofWalker(2012)who discardssegment

boundariesentirely.

Now,letusexaminethegeneralizationmadeinthispaperinrealcorpus.

Thedatabelow arefrom CorpusoftheContemporaryAmerican English

(COCA).In(22),thediscoursecentersaroundBarbarathatisreferredbackto

bythepronounshesothatwecanconsiderthediscourseasasinglediscourse

segment.Thus,itisanalyzedthatthereferentoftheadnominaldemonstrative

thisinnocentpairisactivewithinthesegmentboundaryanditisfurtherjudged

thattheadnominaldemonstrativecanbereplacedbyapronounthem.The

previousaccountsthatassociatepronounsdirectlywiththeIN FOCUSstatus

cannotexplainthefactthatthedemonstrativein(22)canbereplacedbya

pronounaswellsincewhatisfocusedinthediscoursein(22)isBarbara.

(22)Barbarastaredathim insomesurprise.Shehadbeensopositive

thattheyweretheguiltypartiesthathisstraightforwarddenial

quite bowled her over,so to speak."Well,it's gone," she

stammered,"andyouandKatweretheonlyoneswhoknewwhere

Ikeptit.I-I'm sorryifImadeyoufeelbadbysayingit.Ithought

youjustdidittoteasemeandseemegetmad."Andshewalked

quickly away,ashamed ofherselfthatshehad suspected this

innocentpair.Shethoughttheylookedafterherrathercuriouslyas

shescrambledupthebank,butshedidnotfeellikestoppingfor

anymoreconversation.(COCA2000)

However,in(23),itisobservedthattheadnominaldemonstrativethis

humblehousecannotbereplacedbyapronounit.Thereasonisattributedtothe

factthatthereisasegmentboundarybetweenthereferentandthelinguistic

form.Thereferentthehouseismentionedinthediscoursesegmentwherethe

localfolkiscenteredaround.However,eitherthedemonstrativeorthepronoun

wouldbeusedinthediscoursesegmentwhosefocuscentersaroundTeodoro

Trifunovich.WhenanentityisACTIVEcrossingasegmentboundaryandexists
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beyonditsownsegment,itisfoundthattheuseofthedemonstrativeis

possiblewhiletheuseofthepronounisinfelicitous.

(23)Crisscrossingthevastplainsisthelastnarrow-gaugerailroadand

steam engine.Itwillsoondisappear,aswillthestationsandthe

peoplelivingaroundthem.Itmaybethatthetwenty-firstcentury

nolongerneedsthem andtheywillberelegatedtothecornersof

memory.Meanwhile,thelocalfolkreminisceaboutthedayswhen

thepassageoftimewasmarkedbythearrivalanddepartureofthe

trainnearthehouse.TeodoroTrifunovichdisplayshisgnarledand

callousedhandsandtellshowhearrivedinArgentinain1931after

leavinghisnativeSerbia.Hehassincelivedinthishumblehouse

in the16deOctubrevalley,neartheEsqueltrain station,a

thousandmilesfromBuenosAires.Hisaccentstillfaltersoncertain

words,butthetoneissweetlycadenced.Heapologizesfornot

havingtimetoshavethismorning,buthiswifehasbeenillfor

severaldaysand,heexplains,“We'reallalonehere.Thechildren

aregrownupandtheyliveinBuenosAires.Theyhavetheirown

livestothinkabout.”(COCA1992)

PoesioandModjeska(2012)mentionseveralcasesthattheirproposalcannot

explain.Inthefollowing,Iwilldiscusshow myanalysiscanaddressthem.

Firstofall,withregardtotheexamplein(24),PoesioandModjeska(2012)also

mention the possibility ofa paragraph break affecting the use ofthe

demonstrative.Theyobservethat,whenthereisaparagraphbreak,theuseof

thedemonstrativeisfelicitousasshownin(24)whiletheuseofthepronounis

illicit.4)However,theyleavethiscaseasanunsolvedexceptiontotheirclaim.

(24)Donotkeepyourpatchesifyourdoctordecidestostoptreatment.

Return them to yourpharmacistwho willarrange fortheir

destruction.Rememberthesepatchesareonlyforyou.

4)EventhoughIdiscusstheaccountofthepreviouswork,myinformantsandIdidnotagree

with theirjudgment.Itseemsthat,in (24),thereisno paragraph break and the

demonstrativecanbereplacedbyapronoun.
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Concerningthedatain(25),however,theypointoutthatpronominalization

ispossibleeventhoughthereferentismentionedbeforeaparagraphbreak.

Thisdataseemstobethereasonwhytheydidn'tincorporatetheconceptofa

paragraphbreaktodistinguishtheuseofthepronounfrom theuseofthe

demonstrative.However,in(25),thediscourseisconsistentlyaboutthewall

lightsso thatwe don'tneed to posita paragraph break between the

demonstrativethesefourwalllightsandthepreviousdiscourse.Thefactthata

pronouncanreplacethedemonstrativein(25)canbeaccountedforifthe

utteranceinitiatedbythedemonstrativestillisincontinuationoftheprevious

discourse.Theutterancethatimmediatelyprecedesthedemonstrativealso

mentionthewalllight.Thisevidentlyshowsusthattheutterancewiththe

demonstrativeisincontinuationwiththepreviousdiscourse.

(25)Modeledintheform ofthreeoflaurelbranchestiedwitharibbon,

thesemassivealllightswiththeirdetailedchasingandburnishing

revealstheextraordinaryskilloftheirmaker,asilversmithtoLouis

ⅩⅤ,KingofFrance.Eachwalllightisslightlydifferent,andnoone

modelrepeatsanother.Thesefourwalllightsareamongeightmade

in1756...

　　

Poesio and Modjeska (2012)also observe thatthe firstuse ofthe

demonstrativein(26)canbesubstitutedbyapronounwhiletheseconduseof

thedemonstrativein(26)cannotbereplacedbyapronoun.Theyleavethese

dataasapuzzlingquestionaswell.However,undermyproposal,theusesof

the demonstrativesand the factsregarding pronominalsubstitution seem

straightforward.Thenounphrasethispiecerefersbacktothisbroochthatis

ACTIVEinthisdiscourse.Yet,bythetimethedemonstrativeisusedforthe

firsttime,thediscourseiscontinuallytalkingaboutthebroochsothatitis

ACTIVEwithinthesegmentboundary.However,bythetimethedemonstrative

isusedforthesecondtime,thefocusofthediscourseshiftsintothetechnique

forcolouringinthebroochratherthanthebroochitself.Thisshiftingofthe

focusmakesasegmentboundarybetweenthefirstuseofthedemonstrativeand

thesecond useofthedemonstrative.Thisiswhythesecond useofthe

demonstrativecannotbesubstitutedbyapronoun.Thereferentexistsbeyond
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itsownsegmentboundarysothatonlytheuseofthedemonstrativeisallowed.

(26)Thisbroochismadeoftitanium...ItwasmadebyAnne-Marie

Shillitoe,anEdinburghjeweller,in1991.It'sagoodexampleofa

modernmaterialbeingusedinjewelry.Infact,thispieceisnotone

oftheveryearliestexamplesoftitanium jewelry;Thetechniquefor

colouringinthispiecehasalreadybecomequitesophisticated.

Lastly,Iwould liketonotethatthenotionofthesegmentboundary

employedinthispapercanbealittlebitvagueeventhoughthispaperrelieson

thenotiontodifferentiatedemonstrativesfrompronouns.Thevaguenessofthe

notionofthesegmentboundary,however,seemstoexplainwhydifferent

speakersoften have differentjudgmentson the uses ofpronouns and

demonstratives.

4. Conclusion 

Thispaperhasmadetwoproposals.First,Ihavearguedthatthecognitive

scaleassociatedwithpronounsislessstrongthantheINFOCUSstatus,i.e.,the

ACTIVEstate.Second,thispapermakesanewdistinctionbetweentheuseof

thepronounandtheuseofthedemonstrative:thepronouncanbeusedwhen

thereferentisACTIVEonlywithinthesegmentwhilethedemonstrativecanbe

usedevenwhenthereferentisACTIVEbeyonditsownsegment.

Inarguingso,theclaim ofthispaperhastwoimplications.Thefirst

implicationarisesregardingPoesioandModjeska's(2012)proposal.Thispaper

hassuggestedthatthenotionofbeingACTIVEmustberevisedinawayto

incorporatetheentitiesnotonlyintheimmediatelyprecedingutterancebutalso

inthepreviousutterancesingeneral.Thisclaim furtherimplicatesthat,inthe

centeringframeworkaswell,theCflistneedstobeliberatedtoincludeentities

whicharepresentedinthepreviousdiscourseiftheyareactive.Another

implicationofthisstudyconcernstheglobalvs.thelocaldiscoursestructure.

Walker(2012)haspreviouslyinsistedthatthediscourseconstraintthatworks

withinadiscoursesegmentboundarymustbeabandoned.However,thispaper
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findsthatdiscourseparticipantsareconsciouslyawareofdiscoursesegment

boundarieswhentheyusepronounsanddemonstratives.Thus,theconclusion

ofthispaperrefutestheclaim ofWalker(2012)who discardssegment

boundariesentirely.
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