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112 f_-basic syste or: [spatial] reference. /s

I)r]mar\ eference. Here the speaker /s

yiee atum and the origin or the coordinate

BSysien.. [ 1S system has/ two horizontal

= ﬁfienS/ons lhe first one /s the speaker’s

— l?om‘/back dimension... the second horizontal
 dimension is the speaker’s...left/right

dimension. (Levelt 1989:48-50)
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e rmvé '; ‘innate spatial representation that
r“orres*p ) nds to our innate physical
I :-,erlstlcs
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— We universally impose that asymmetry onto
- other entities.



- - - -

|at|on-m.§patlal SFaVIour

Corlside; _gu 2 \GrossElinguisticidiversitysexistsine.
liric JllJﬂ' Systems of spatial reference.
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Sr)rjr anguage correlates with non-linguistic
IaVvIoUr, SO manifests a cross-modal conceptual
esentatlon (or compatible representations) of
Space. (Pederson et al 1998:574-584; |evinson
03:130-142,154-168,178-188)
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Ergo, there is no single universal conceptual
representation of space.
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Dversieyils external world orlentlng/anc Clgr
BEAGmENoN:
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JJr]r(\\r _sozvzicel Lo 7o) 0Ale C0)zlS

Jfz na)m AUStrenesian, Oceanlc Llchtenberk
I 9813

priver-downriver/away from-towards river

= (eg. Embaloh (Austronesian, South
-_j. Su awe5| Adelaar 1997:69- 70)

= 0uph|II downh|I (elevational)/across on same
f?:'-"-;:*_;_ level (eg. Nimboran, Trans-New Guinea,
-~  Steinhauer 1997)
—= e uphill-downhill (fall of land)/across (eg.
Tzeltal, Mayan, Brown & Levinson 1993)
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IWAIENCOITITIUNE] POSSESSIONTC €a
Hrgupdes tem COESCEs our prvate
rur/c;',/ [z fsystems /Ato shared dlrections.

(k< \/JrJJQ 1992:25)
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JWH/IETE. /5 10 WEY i ELCOMITILAILY - WIdE COgRItIve

oreciee OF g9t colllel . cope teh dak JflElEel
CXGEPLUIIOUGIL IS erncoding i language) and.

BIIER COITTIdRICaLVE SYStems lIke gesture...
JWY/IENIERE. Lo conform Lo these communicative
BY5UENS,. equires convergence: in cognitive

— i

SysteNiis, ot the other way around. (Levinson
~— ~ 1097:125)
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rS/1GE. /J, /liG //f/ﬁf“ ¢ c aJ GG 1)
,r/r/r/r//;',{pr' BHCES I thHeE e, you miu
IEIIETTIDEL: LIENT] Vi terms which Wil SUpPPOrt that

lz1cer iele J/ st/c aescription. (Levinson 2000:281)
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Slc Jmmm]y C CrossElinge s"‘e |
trie FJJ\/“’

Correle "'f 'e exist between linguistic systems of
S ;)" tial reference and the topography of a
_ uage community’s environment.
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Llngwstlc systems:

e vary predictably in diverse environments;
e are predictably alike in similar environments.
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SEpCliate’ ﬁg'uages 'spo'ken in diverse

LB JrrIP enviromments tend to have systems
O fufe ute spatial reference that differ in ways
'rn frrelate to topographic variation, no

— _;; At er how closely related the languages are.
ﬁz-‘ﬁ:‘-:_-:- :
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‘Individual languages spoken in a range of
environments show similar diversity.
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- Mlandward’
o

‘seaward’

— wara’

‘clockwise around peninsular’

timboro’”

‘anticlockwise around peninsular’
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Erisaloh (South Sulawesi, Bugis, riverine
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- |‘upriver

‘downriver’

‘away. from river’, ‘upward’

‘towards river’, ‘downward’

‘across’ (away from bank across river)
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cKenzie 1997)
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Avalieshabulahan (South Sula
IEURLAINOUS INte pSulawesi)

-

P

Vatercourse elevational
aar:
PHIVEr, inward” “uphill’, ‘upward’

| - sau naung

nrlver ‘outward’ ‘downhill’, *downward’
== :.'_—" pano

— : ‘along’ (same altitude along
hillside)

bete’
‘across’ (same altitude to far side of river/valley)
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= 'interior coastal

2= I)rp fr” ‘northwest along the coast’

i
l'

U= | bwnrlver ‘southeast along the coast’

= ’_~-away from the river’ -

ndej- |‘towards the river’ =

Jjir- | ‘away from bank across |‘away from shore’
river’
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SEliNese (Austronesian, Wassman & Dasen
(LIFHE g h693)
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.,fr.. =33

i) gu | _alnwa id-seaward east-west

= .f;’-_' 'ﬁftowards the mountain’ | kangin ‘the direction from
= which the sun rises’
- | kelod ‘towards the sea’ kauh “the opposite of kangir’
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rmg,,w spoken ini similar topographic
em\/Jronm’“ nts tend to have similar systems of
:JJoJurrr patlal reference, regardless of genetic
glid e reall affiliation.
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rrru,lk (AuStronesian, Kalimantan, Adelaar
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— G'urlndjl (Australian, Central Australia,
- McConvell 1991)
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or)~/Fei)~ // kanka- |‘upriver’/upstream’
72 ¢

f//~/fs/,<~ :;; G

éuz‘ kani- |‘downriver’/’downstream’

'l'"

-ana/t Kanku/- | ‘away from river’

-/ndoor Kanyju- | ‘towards river’

: Jir- | suali ? ‘across river away from bank’
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elevational

dar
PHIVER, inward’ ‘uphill’, ‘upward’

_ - sau naung

nrlver ‘outward” ‘downhill’, ‘downward’
-:-‘_—" pano

e ' ‘along’ (same altitude along
hillside)

-f_é_'i.c_—ou rse

bete’
‘across’ (same altitude to far side of river/valley)
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New Clifies;

New Guinea

rlic Jrjlrmrb, me SSHEWMICYE R —

f"wéurse elevational
_ ;? to- fO-
"-_—_' ftlprlver ‘uphill’, ‘upward’
- ya- mun-
- ‘downriver’ ‘downhill’, *downward’

Sou-

‘across’ (same altitude to far side of river/valley)
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Watercourse elevational

— dawal- day-

= .-'__-'-_"—' Jﬂprlver ‘uphill’
== ol bayd-
";_”_"i"jf;¥f" ‘downriver’ ‘downhill”
= guya
‘across’ (same altitude to far side of river/valley)
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ROWIEV: 19808

We ] rcourse elevational
-_ !-":‘:-'- Jac/
.-L_} river, ‘inward’ ‘uphill’, ‘upward’
= Jaos/ /o:/
Z __ dow hrlver ‘outward’ ‘downhill’, *downward’
—— fum(-a)/
— = ‘along’ (same altitude, along
hillside)
/du:r/, [he:r/
‘across’ (same altitude, far side of river/valley/mountain)




i [ Marshallese

ar ‘lagoonward’
| tua lik ‘oceanward/backward’
== 00j. Zz10) ‘wildernessward’

uta - ‘isletward’
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ERLBYWAGCEN WE account Ul’"correlatlons petween
otarrizl Worle rrwrwrrwm GORGERiUals——
rgprazgf atlon and linguistic structure?

2 Flovy e ""e'presentations of perceptually accessed
Slic € lstlng external world phenomena end up

= _aagwstlc systems?

T—'.:a-;_.i_..

=3 What implications does this have for the
~ relationship between language and thought?

"'1

e Three hypotheses (Palmer 2004)



W IBHIES]S 1 J - -
— |
Fere tual input feedsrdirectly into Ianguage
WithleNmediatingicognitiverdomainTies
fes LJrJ,p inguistic structures then motivate
SpebigiFEPresentations employed: by
nonllj- Jistic modalities.

=", :' is IAvoelves claiming that (eg.) vision interacts
: ~directly with language without any mediating
- domain. It's not clear how this could happen.

® |t also involves claiming that language mediates
between perceptual modalities and all other
modalities - kinesthetics, memory etc. This
seems implausible.
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PEneEptlal Input fee_%s*into nenlinguistic
sOnEEPLURINEREsEnialienSxandisEpaatelya
ieeas aifecuy Into lInguIstic structure.

eoNIElations between linguistic and nonlinguistic
EPIESENtatioNs Occur because off comparable
E5PONSES across domains.

. }/ypo;r 25/5. 2

= SEAGain this involves claiming that perceptual
= Mmodalities interact directly with language.

- & [tralso involves claiming that representations
constructed in language are structured in ways
that correlate directly with representations
independently constructed in other modalities.

[t’s not clear what mechanism could ensure this
correspondence.
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Daresoill] input feeds|into SEIME nonllngwstlc
FQﬂﬁéprlF. AreSEn oMo representations

Trie re ultlng conceptual representations then
moLvate spatiall representations employed by
iy g_r dge.

———

—

:.ai-*q [5imeans that perception plays a part in
_.*' : -constructlng a conceptual representation, and
- through that provides input into language.
Humans respond to their environment in the
way they think about space, and construct a
linguistic system to express that.
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ANElativist guestion: “How! can speakers of a
Bl lagErSaErtErSaMENVaY O thINKING a DO UL
SEGE) I tf éy re not directed to it by their
erJu,J:y I

ﬂl.t

~'3ﬁ fiei?hatlve guestion: "How can languages
,.,esr;)ond to phenomena in the external world, if

~ not through the way people think about those
-~ phenomena?’



VWAIENIEEE L0 CORIOLTI LO) Communicative
SYIEliis S 0L the only maginable way il which
L:’//f/JJ _5 commun/ty- wide cognitive practice
czlk GOy je to be shared. The possibility remains
1))t uch practices may come to be shared at

" _:; — Easz‘ /A part as a result of universal human

—= Tagn/t/ Ve responses to certain perceptual input...
- (Palmer 2002a:152.)
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NeNRRELe spatial regresentat-ia ]
OWEVET LIS eVIAENCE alS0,00ES MOt SUPPO
JBLEIIS iRRate URIVErSalmMEntalf CatEdOrIES.
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,__to e INnate categories such as ‘upriver’,
_ __ _rd’ ‘lagoonward” etc.

e a— =
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-3 _-

= #the evidence suggests there are no innate
=== fconceptual representation of space (a /a Levelt).

._'_.
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Instead cross-cultural evidence from Absolute
Frame of. Reference suggests innate human
responses to the environment.
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