Complex Demonstratives, Indexicality, and Ambiguity
Abstract

In his challenge to the classical direct reference semantics for complex demonstratives, Jeff King introduces two key kinds of examples: NDNS uses (“That hominid who discovered how to start fires was a genius”) and QI uses (“Most avid skiers remember that first black diamond run they attempted to ski”). A natural response to these data is to posit an ambiguity of some kind in the demonstrative determiner. King has addressed this response at length in his 2001 book, but his discussion is marred by his focus on rigidity as the key semantic feature distinguishing NDNS and QI uses from classical demonstrative uses. The crucial semantic feature distinguishing some uses of complex demonstratives from others is what Geoffrey Nunberg calls strong indexicality, or deixis. A closer look at King’s data suggests that the categories of QI uses and NDNS uses cross cut the significant semantic distinction between deictic and non deictic uses of complex demonstratives. If correct, this observation undermines King’s argument against an ambiguity approach to complex demonstratives.
