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Prequel

Definiteness, their exponents, and the
so-called “double definiteness” through
the Macedonian linguistics tradition:

- Koneski's grammar (1952, 1954)

- Ugrinova-Skalovska (1961)

- Topolinjska (1974)

- Minova-Gjurkova (1994)

- Karapejovski (2023)

- DucCevska and Karapejovski (2024)

Prequel 2.0



- Rudin 2018
- Friedman
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The so-called “double” or “multiple” definiteness
is a term that can be very conditionally treated
and accepted. Namely, we have noun phrases
which contain more than one marker of
definiteness - demonstrative pronoun and
morphologically bounded article (in Macedonian)
or any other kind of postpositive article (in other
languages).

Semantically, these NPs are not double
determined by these two (or more?) exponents.
We are just emphasizing, focusing identifiability,
intensifying that characteristics of the NP.
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A subjective view of the world -
reflection in the language

- Modality (Plungyan, Mel'chuk)
- Egocentrics (Paducheva, Benveniste, Biller)

Egocentric units of the language (egocentrics)

Those words, grammatical categories, and syntactical
structures whose semantics implies the speaker vis-a-vis,
or in relation to the other participants in

the communication act.
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- Frege 1892, Russell 1905, Strawson 1950

"Definite descriptions crucially involve the condition -
be it asserted or presupposed - that their descriptive
content is satisfied by a unique entity (in the relevant
context of use)"

Definiteness
2.0

- Heim 1982, Kamp 1981

"The core of definiteness depends on the existence
of a referent in the common ground that is known
by the speaker and the hearer."

Definiteness
3.0



- bojkoscka et al. 2008

"With a common noun, not only that we can
name a set of homogenous objects, person,
phenonema, but we can also single out, and
therefore define, identify ("recognise", lit.)

one object from a set od many, or a subspices,
subset of some set of objects."
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Schroeder 2006

“Identifiability” is not a category of objective truth, but a pragmatic category based
on the “mental object” or the “imaginary object” that emerges as a cognitive
process in the ongoing discourse."

When marking a noun phrase as “definite,” the speaker expects the listener to be
able to classify the referent of the noun phrase as “identifiable” and locate it
accordingly in his/her permanent register or in the register he/she keeps of the
actual discourse. “Identifiability,” then, is a mutual category, shared by both
speaker and hearer.

We may roughly distinguish between three grounds on which identifiability can be
based: i) identifiability based on deixis; ii) identifiability based on anaphora; iii)
identifiability based on the (nondeictical) situational context, or, in a wider sense,
identifiability based on nonanaphora (and nondeixis).



“Most of the contemporary approaches to definiteness opt for either
uniqueness (e.g. Hawkins 1978; Kadmon 1990; Hawkins 1991; Abbott
1999) or familiarity (e.g. Green 1996; Chafe 1996), although there are
other studies that point out that neither approach by itself provides a
satisfactory explanation for all the empirical data concerning the use
of definite descriptions in English (e.g. Birner & Ward 1994). These
findings direct to a third standpoint that defends that the semantic
basis of definiteness lies in a different characteristic, such as salience
(Lewis 1979) or identifiability (Birner & Ward 1994). Another stance
combines the two first “classical” approaches and claims that both
unigueness and familiarity are needed to explain the empirical
behavior of the English definite article (Farkas 2002; Roberts
2003)” (Aguilar-Guevara et al. 2019, iii-iv).it text
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Double definiteness

Noun phrases in which two markers of definiteness
appear on the surface: a demonstrative pronoun and an
article morpheme (morphologically bounded article).

. MuHoBa-l'ypkosa 1991
- redundence in the usage of the pronoun
- expressive usage of one of the exponents (if
the demonstrative is redundant, then it must
be the exerpessive element).

Some
examples

The unstressed demonstrative pronouns
represents a means to the expressive function
of the language because they are used to
express the speaker's attitude towards the
person or the object and phenomena in
guestion.




« M kako mro ce jaByBaa THe NMPUKA3HHYAPHUTE, TaKa HEKO] Of1
HUB INTO ja Oelle CIyIIHAJI UCTaTa MPUKa3Ha BO JIaJicH MPOCTOP
U O]l TOJIaJicHa JIMYHOCT, 3Ha4YM HE ja M3MHCIIMII, OTU HE € CE
U3MUCJIEHO BO MPUKA3HUTE, 4 M AKO U3MMCJIUII HEIlITO HE 3HAYM
JeKa Ha JAPYr He MOXKe Jla My Ce CJIY4Yd TOa, € TOj BUCTUHCKUOT
noxusyBad... (ITAjk, 50)

EcennHa Ha ypeaoT co oHaa HeroBaTa IITO HUKAKO Ja My ja
HajJlaM Ha PyCKHM: ,.lIM], KypBO, HOKBa OJi MOj’Ba yama‘“, rna ja
CBPTEB HAOIlAaKy MacuuykaTa W My CHUIIaB Tpoa Of
(pancudukaTyeTo Ha MPUCTYIIKYBA4YOT, KOJIKY Ja Ha3JApaBUME,
M O]l Cplie My ja 3areaB Ha yBLE €JHA PyCKa IlecHa OJ OHHE
Ko3aukure: ,,Bonra, Boara, majko, pogna®... (ITAjx129)
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"Greek" hypothesis

Greek
examples

- ..they [...] have been a part of Greek
grammar since Classical times, so that their
occurrence in Modern Greek represents an
inheritance from earlier stages of the
language (Joseph).

- multiple determination can be affected by
language contact

- role of contact in the appearance of

multiple determination in the sprachbund.




Alexiadou 2014

i pena (afti) i asimenia - TOa
CpebpeHOTOo neHKano[To]

TO HEYAAO TO KOKKWO TO PBLpAlo -
ronemarta upBeHa[Ta] kHura[ta]

kaliteros o fititis tha pari ipotrofia -
HajpobpuoT cTyseHT Ke ja pobwue
cTneHaujaTa.

Literally: Hajaobpnot cTyaeHTOT Ke ja
Aobuve crtuneHgmjata [The best the
tudent will get the scholarship.]
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Vrpunosa-CkanoBcka 1961, Munosa-I'ypkosa
1991; MHHOBa-fypKOBa 2000, Alexiadou 2014,
Rudin 2018, ®puaman 2016, Joseph 2019

We can conclude that this type of double or

multiple determination is the result of the rons
A ) , demonstratives
process of lexicalization of diffrent forms in to particles

some languges, like in the Greek or in the
Macedonian (in examples like cuTe).



We can talk about the demonstratives "leaving" their basic semantics
of referenciality, and starting to serve as intensifiers in the NP - they
pass from one word class to another - becoming particles.

In such cases we also have a pass in relation of the functions of the
language - from referential to emotive/expressive.

In a Balkan context, the Greek language has evolved the most in that
sence, but there also are examples in the Balkan Slavic languages.

Rudin (Rudin 2018) finds such use in language Omaha-Ponka.
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Examples
from
contempo
rary
literature

Constructions with
"adjective quantifiers"

process of lexicalization (cf. Greek vs Macedonian:
cume, ucmume)

- NMpuka3HaTa cTaHyBa BO3HEMVPYBayKa
KOra MCTUTe Tue nyre HU ce 6UCKN
NNYHOCTU: CEMEjJCTBOTO, CeCcTpa, bpar,
ctaparen... Kako Torawu ga ce nisnedveme?
(OKHO)

Examples
from The
Bombs

- ...CKOKHaa Ha 36opoT OJIMTAPX/JA ncturte
TUe LWTO ja NnpuBatnlnpaa MakegoHwja...
(opserver.mk)

Different
root of the
exponents




Bo meamnoT T0j Kpaj HEMaiie
)KEHU TOJIKY YOaBU KAKO
JoBoBuTE KepKu. Y TaTKOTO MM
najie €JHAKBO HACJIEJICTBO KaKO
M Ha HUBHUTE Opaka. (JoB,
42:15)

Kako na ru HaceTyBa MUCJIATE
Ha Konera, Mnvuja Benm:

— I'o rnepamn, Korie, oBa
APBOBO Hajg Hac? Kosky mro
nucje uma, 0e30poj, eieH co
elIcH HeEMa [Ja € eJHaKOB. Taka e
M CO Hac, co nyreBo. Cekoj co
cBojaTta cynouHa. (BK]/IHeBHUK)
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J: TpebGa na ce 3Hae KOj € BJIaCT U Toa ja
ylITe TopagukaJHO cakaB. J[la mnogHecart
HaIlIMBE peaJior 3a MOJIMTUYKA
oaroBopHoct Ha Turo IleTkoBckM mMoOILIO
HeJM ja 370ynoTpedyBa KOMHMCHjaTa HO 3a
TOA KOOPJMHATOpPKaTa HE JI03BOJIyBAa. A 3a
MEHEe MOXe ceKoja Oygana Ja IOJHECYyBa.
Cera ma3u ancypjaHa cuTyalyja 3Ha4d Ke
uMa eoHo OBa OapameBO O] KOMMCH]jaTa.
Toa HeJv Kako U J1a ce u3IJlaca JIUCKyCcHuja Ke
MMa 3HauM ce 300pu 3a TOa U IUIYC
UHTEprienanyMja. AmMa Toa € OK, HeMma
npo0JeM MeHe Koa Me IJbyKaar.

I'J: He pa3oupa 6e 30ku Ttaa. He pazoupa,

IIyILUIMBA € BO Toa raasara. [la3u He Ouio

BO pejl, TeH3Mja Ce TpaBejio a MEHEe Koa Me
ariafa HEeKOj He ce mpau TeH3HUja.

Additional
examples




3C: Buiue Builie HE 3HaM, MUCJIaM Ce T0J1yieB co oBa. He ce u3ap:xysa, 3Haeln gyBam
MIPUXOJU BEIITAUYKKU OBA TOA, MUCIaM OpyKa, 1110 Ja TA KaxkaMm. 3a Jia ro CKJIoNaM HeKako.
I'J: la ne na. I nak ke Ouje, 3011TO OBJIE OBA ...

(9) MM: He 3HaMm J1a TM KakaM ¥ HEKHM MU ce jaBH. Tpajko abe IITO TOJIKY 3aHa CO TO]
yopek ? [1a Gaiika He € Tyka ... OTUJIe TaMy YOBEKOT ... HE 3HaM, OBJI€ HAlIpaBU MHOTY
npoOsieM 4oBeKkoT. U Toa npeky pen ro 3eje, peBU3Mjara Mpeky pel ja 3eje, co Jopo ja
ypenuiie padoTata v r'd yKMHaJIe JBETe MPECyad U T BpaTuJie Ha MOBTOPHO pa3riie/lyBabe.
Tosiky HampaBuiie, 3Hauu CTpalIHO HU HarpaBuja rnpooieM. HeBepojaren npobiem Mu
Harnpasuja!

['J: 3nauu, 1adbe ga My Bpram Ha JOBO Kora ...

MM: Kora oH ro Harnpasu Toa co Tpajko. [labe ke My BpTHILL.
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Toa geTeTo Ja Tu om0 MHOT'Y ITaMCTHO.
Toa macara pacinoCjiaHa 1 HaApCICHaA...

OBo0j 40BeKOT € MHOTrYy a00ap.

Ona pekaHa e MHOT'Y 3araJieHa.

?Toa n1aBoBUTE CE IapeBU Ha
’KUBOTHHTE.
7Toa /IekaHaroT Kaze e
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Distribution of the so-called
double determination

MD with

MD with

MD with

DEM can

Affective

imitial DEM Ad)pEF / NDEF | postposed DEM | move? semantics/
pragmatics
Greek obligatory (both - but
Romani note article 1s
optional not DEF oblig. yes no
inflection) standard
Balkan Romance no both

Albanian

optional

both

Macedonian

optional

both (limited)

Bulgarian

optional

Adj only

no

Rudin and Friedman 2019

yes

Colloq. only
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- Inflluence of the Balkan sprachbund
- Exponents vs meaning
- They can get exponents with different

stems/roots - not congruenting
between each other

- EXpressive meaning

- A supposed "pass" from
determinatives to particules
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