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. This study looks at the nature of deixis and opposition. It examines Igbo, a West Benue-'
Conge language and English, an Indo-European Jan,guqtr ‘in order 1o find omt what is |,
obtainable. In semantics, opposition involves lexical relations that, are related in meaning
yet incompatible or contrasting. This paper argues that rhnr:!nnnn:ﬁrp which exists
between deixis and opposition culs across languages. It claims :hnrqupn.mlm lﬁurdqm:u
direction may be specified or unspecified. .Epeqﬁtd directions mark spatial deixis while'
unspecified directions mark person deixis.
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1.0 Introduction
This papcf examines “the 'relationship ‘'which ¢xists bétween ‘deixis and oppummm.

This is done using two langiiages = “1gbo, a West Bemie-Congo language and English,
an Indo-Eumpean language: Dm:us. ‘according'to Crystal{(2003),"is:a term used to
| subsume those features of Inngunge whmh refer directly to ‘the pm‘mn] temporal or : '

locational characteristics of the mtuntmn vnthm which'm utterance takes plau-., whose '
meaning is thus relative to that sitbation: Labner (2002), commenting on directional”
opposiles, says they are related to opposite directions on a common axis. Hc points

out different types of d1r:chuna] oppoaitﬂ. the \rmm axis, horizomtal axis and hme'

axis. Examples thatmvnlvc Ihl: verdcal axmm'cp:mnted below: It oo
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"b. The bird is at lhl:muf'm_emuum“ £ r' '3 ; ..La

(2) a. Thisis'a high building, "","" ™" ety tetal Speti b il

b. Thatma]mgbu:lding. " UL L A . e E A

(3) a. Alex is moving upstairs. e e Tt e o
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yanced tnight.
(5) . Warring SD[dlﬂ["ﬂ ad at night )
b. Warring soldiers retreated afier, several defeats;, |

2,908 --: iy bt itat h’
Examples illustrating time axis,, .2 joges 00 --.! vy

(6) The glory of the latter house Is grch{cr lhan lhut of the fo former.

(7) a. Nncka came to school garly. SR
b. . Ebere came to school late. . .. « ...__.‘.,'.,.m 50 N St ANt 0 v b e s o

(3) a; Adawent hnmc]g_fg_rgEze '-h-*'l‘u Wl Ml Lew i, ‘.1} LR,
b Eze went hnmcg_ﬂiﬂda 2 “.“";.!-Tmn?'.ﬂ'"."ﬁ, .l:-..-.+.?.--|_;‘-_-":l.; Mataist

(9) o Febuary precedes March.' | 7. 5 170 LD L v .
b. Ma:::h_n_l]_QEEFcbruaryl P R RO N e e
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Note that the opposites are undarlined. _
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A further case is, provided, by, the past.tense, The.past, tense i mdmates a ume-,

e Ba ahgd® ga .t

before ‘now’; It is noteworthy, that opposites:in semanl:ms presuppose, d1§Unct ,markcrs at

that differentiate an item fmm another. Huwt.wcr. as a,start it w.lll be[usefu to a .
bird's-eye view of- various; ideas surmpndlng sense. relaunns and pmpﬂsmun both in ,

linguistics and logic and an: oyerview, of deixis..We 3hall als-:n look. into . dlr:t:tmna.l

opposites jn Igbo and English as instances of opposition.,, o o :”T W7
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In this section of the paper; we, shall review thé _Jlgtfqr}s —l-' sense ,refarmfn and S

proposition in both linguistics and lnglc "This is an ‘attemp to determinie whether they
are viewed in the same way or not,

digihunt sth do aqat 2.0 nG e e )
Sense relation in linguistics *is cpnccm'aq w;th t ]‘ncam g[ mlﬁtiurﬁ[hctween

words, Agbedo (2000:152) claims that the sense of a Wﬂl‘d reveals ﬁsulf th rdugh the

relations of meaning which the word contracts with u;ﬁgr wurds m lhf: la guag:
Antonymy, which falls under our argument on dlmclinnnl " apposi

n?pas}tes.j. is, a ‘sense
relation. Words that are opposite are refe T

: tred to as mimnym& In nnmnyms ‘thiere'is
always an intermediate term. That is to say that the denial of one term does not 1mp1}'
the assertion of the other.

For instance, fior and cold are antonyms, They.are rcfr.:rrtd i
to as WmPlﬁmﬁntﬂf}' pairs or b]nﬂr}r PEETS But g i diak, d oty (Tl e inntgs g

fepid and cool, With these intermedi ut there aré iniermediate crms = warm,
eciate terms, oship between. hot,and cold
is gradable antonyms. Converses, anctiuse o the relationship be vieen 10 caj.'

nse, mlaﬂun fﬂll withi_t:n g':ﬁg‘ qirgun’tenl of
directional opposites. The term ‘converses® ge suggested' b}r L.yons (1963)are referred
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to as “relational- oppositesi'iby Palmer, (1976), and they-are a kind of; opposite that is
" found with pairs of words which exhibit the reversal of a relationship | between items
(or- arguments) for example, cmployerfemployee, above/below. “Reverses';, is a term
used in describing. movement for instance, descend/ascend, push/pull, come/go. Other
sense relations’ include 'synonymy,. hyponymya mmp]cmcnlanlm prototype - and
metonymy, but they will-not be discussed in this paper.t, . pecsfl nes Lo | oo
Palmer (1976) gives three terms in which, relations are characterized by lngncmns
They. are ‘symmetry, transitivity and reflexivity!iIf,a relation holds,for arguments.in
both directions,'such.a relation is said tmhc.symmetnc Arguments,in this sense refer
to the related itéms; though Aghamelu (2001) defines anjargument as,,A discourse in
which a sét of one of more statements or propositiens called premises are presented as
.evidence for another statemient or.propositionicalled-the, cnnclusmn Jf we have
argumcn'ls “x" and “y" and a relation “Q”, then “x Q y” entails “y Q x7\. Fur instance,
R TR B DRV TR TERCR TR BV R L {‘ oy

(1{]} Ogu is married to Ngozi entails Ngozilis married to Ogu. =a:n.pe w9 020l s
(11) Adais Obi’s cousin entails Obiis’ Ada's cousin. i, nam 26l sl el .ql;ln Lt il

Amlaﬂnn is transitive if “aQy" and “y.Q X" cntallquL drotjon (sl il 00
vl bttt e e A0 lanatdiey ot candei Wedla aae naune s s
i

' Many of the spatial terms an:transltivc. ‘Fornexample,}o -, vty o # 1 et 2d goe

gt e egno it i 2o ptaalit RO ditine ol vl Lo
(12) If Ogu isin front nf Ngozi and Ngozi is in front of Ada, Ogu is also in fmnt of
Ada, sl (i)

' A _
1 s . . . "

A relation is reflexive if it relates an argument to itself, that is “a Q a". Examples are

equal or resemble ~ two equals two, . b

(13) Eze resembles himself. \ 1

In logic, pmpomtinns rcﬁ:r to duclnmtiva, indmutivc. or a.ssenivu stntcmcnts They
can be analyzed assertions about clnsses* affirming or denying that one class_is
included in another either wholly or pamTlly (Aghnmclu 2001).

\

3.0 Definition and types of delxis K . '
~ The origin of deixis is deiknymi (from’the Greck [anguage) meaning ‘to show, to
' point out’ which reflects the core function of deixis. Since the Greek period, deixis

has been a subject in philosophy. In recent years, many studies on deixis have been
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llmore 1971,

conducted from-the linguistic point of vic"luf-j (Flu ST
ﬂmﬂngmhcm)::“. R - . "
" In the literattire, there

namely spatial, socio, temporal axes

Bor 0t 30 LI (g e
have been three.categories of deixis based on three axes
(cf. Fillmore 1982, Javella and Klein 1982 citeq
in Imai 2003)! Instances of spatial deixis are: this; that, here and there. Personal deixis
-are: I and you. Examples of temporal’ dc:lxls mc!udc: now, toda}t, and yesterday,
Levinson (1983) adds to them; social dai:-usl.' Tha_t s, hnnupﬁcl:.pr discourse (or text)
‘deixis. He ‘further argues that: visibility (i.e.: visible: or: invisible)- should .also- be
"considered another deictic category:'A clear.explication ofithe categories of deixis is
'presented in Saeed (2003), He discusses the subtypes of deixis; distinguished on the

Delxis and opposition . . 1. 4

1975; Lyons 1968, 1977,

basis of space (location),participants: of; a.conversation. and rsocial .identities or

deixis respectively. ¢ <ot T 2 T U odidar s el T L T e e
Palmer (1976) observes that when talking of person and deixis, first person
relates to the speaker, second person toithe.hearer,land:third person: to:those who are

non-participants in the conversation or written:¢orrespondence:.«s " 410 L. (1}

relationships of the participants: These :he treated under spatial; person'and social

4.0 Directional opposites'as aspects of deiXis' L "¢ O e 1L oslizns, oot
In this section, we shall discuss directional opposites as aspects of deixis. Our focus
here is to look into the types of oppositionithat involve direction as:it. pertains to Igbo
and English. Smith 2007 illustrates directional opposites thus: "
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4.1 Antonyms
Antonyms are direct opposites of each other. Below are examples in Igbo and

English:

Igbo English
rigo/rida ascend/descend
baa/puta go in/come out
bia/gaa come/go

In the above, there are no intermediate terms.

4.2 Converses
Here, the semantic opposition involves contrasts of direction. Again, it exhibits the
reversal of a relationship between items (or arguments). For example:

Igbo English
di/nwunye husband/wife
nne/nna mother/father
nnefada mother/daughter
nna/okpara father/son

onye nkuzi/nwata akwukwo teacher/student

A few terms referring to spatial position also belong here such as:

Igbo English

:ilzlfala above/below
n'ihu/n"azy in front of/behind
aka nri/aka ekpe right/left

4.3 Cyclic relationship

This relationship exists between terms that rotate -::}*clmnlly or mn:ularly among
themselves. For instance: dal ¢ e r

a. The Igbo market days: Eke, Orie; Afo, Nkwo.
b. Months of the wmm lgbnandﬂnglmh,.--

"IN

il wdh
¢ !l_ "
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: ; ieh o™ ' s Iﬂbﬂ:;.,r--, |-_Eﬂg]£}-!] S -
| Mgbeokoeh|  January iﬂ?ﬂidﬂ“b‘ iimh'?' Wt B
i' ﬁgzzig ﬁﬁ;ﬂ o1 E.Nsup‘ukg - June .

7. Mgbemmi July e 8. Ogejiohy - August
9. Uj%lm-i Scptember i . tori:. 410, Nsonujunri October

11. Mgbenkwado ~ November vl 2 MSbBHkWﬂﬂ December

Igbo Calendar is adapted from Kodinafg (2008),

Numerals—otu - one S e )
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4.6 Pronominals in Igho and Enﬂlll'h! g 1”:11'"::‘: [-.;‘fl..hi e

in Indo European languages like French, Spanish, and German, there is the distinction
between ‘familiar® and “polite’. Pronouns,, These, languages will rather use the second

person plural pronoun torshow polite ; d . I u !
shows familiarity. This is illustrated b;’l":ar:whil? the second person singular, pronoun

ang four : '

ise five eitar ) T

. '.‘Iiu i 1L lI-*..I"".: L{‘i': —' o
4.4 Polar opposites FTRHT B 1TH - L1

Leech (1974) sees polar opposites as semantic oppositions that, “are best emrisag_e.d in
terms of a scale running between two poles,or extremes”. Such as: ey & ]

L] L ] v > )
bl .-..i!+"'~.'.:.':..::1l u'.r,-!u'.*.r,h' i.l.'.\*.-rll.i "o LAt
English . )

ugwu/ndida whoapa oy d seonorth/southy . ca kit of vniee ’

CEerl Lot ). PIETVMLS ST L Y
owywa anyanwyodjda anyanwy east/west 1 ] ; ' ; = ;
i) il |
4.5 Locational/place adverbs ..\, '\, livels 1
. A locational adverb refers to a'demarcated region. As in: gy i
it : : W1 lu s N uit
be a/ebe "
‘t‘;‘._uﬂ . ahy ~ here/there TIUTTR PR A FA
A
:
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Second person singular Sccond person plural
Familiarity Politeness
Bronch w g ) vous -
Spanish t i My usted -
German du T Y A el ;_.:S_EF ST | ' *' o

In Italian, the third person singular is,used instead of ‘the second to show politeness.
That is, ‘lei’ for ‘W', This is not the case in Ighn That is, Igbn dues nut use gi (the
second person singular, pmnc-un) fnr fam:lmnty nor ' unu (the: sccnnd person plural
pronoun) for politeness.. The fnnner .is solely, used fm; smgular whﬂc the ]atu;r is
basically plural. e .. EReTHI PR PR AORE T IR 1 1T T TY T

. The universality of deixis, and upposumn is, demcmslratcd hcm Thc t' rst pcrsun
singular pronoun ‘I’ and ° mu in Engllsh and Igbn respectwel}r, nnd thc second
person singular pronoun ‘you’ and ‘gi’ in English ‘and Igbo réspectively are instances
of directional opposites, though their positions are unspecified. It is assumed that if
two pcopl: are involved in a;conversation, they assume.two, dlffqrcnt pnsnmns Sn
when ‘mu’ meaning ‘1’ is suuate.d in- one dlrectmn, gi’ maanmg -ydﬁ is ﬂlsu smmted
in another direction.,Their, dlmctmns are unspcmﬁed because. ;mu; may he. elthc:r in
front or up while ‘gi’ may be either l:u:hmd or. down,. chlr: (2006} stuchn;:g pfqnquns as

mdlccs of. deixis ,or anaphora and ,pcunts out .that thu .primary functmn .of pcrsunal
pmnnms in Esan is prﬁdﬂmlnat]tly deictic, ... C M et it dmoeg o1 analii e et

' RTEN. TR T TN -"’-Ja..-"--..l..[i.,. “.r.J"I '1.,'.

.5 0 On the relaﬂunship between delxin and directinn:al ui}pusites

«We have noted that the subt}rpcs of deixis include Bpat:al person, snmn] nnd tumporal
From our discussion so far, it is observed that the various d1rccuunal nppomtcs in

Igbo are associated with various deictic categories. For instance, ‘antonyms such as:

-0 SESIROTS SR U IR MR TRSCEY L, E]]_gl[[h AL AT L B TR R | T S
rigo/rida ™ ¢ s besa L ad "-"-'imc'end.fdcscend'-.‘-;:;.-.:{;"r:-.-..‘;-' ot e gt
: LB N
baa/pyta goinfcomeouwt 4~ TNp oo
bia/gaa ; r:umdgu. 5 T Saieel
O DT B T AR B TLH ARSI T Ak e (-Uh“.. LTI LT S N

converses such as: \:. S

Yiond HJ ‘._ —d T LA [ i\ !p.J.l~I i ':_"-‘..\:.l..‘.'.l. ’...:.'_'t.‘l Ll o ‘Tr".t e i WY + r“”'-‘ T
Igbo English Do T8 L Y 2 ety
elw/ala above/below or up/down \ I\ & 49

n'ihwn’azg < e e bl ese dovoffbehind, and

!
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s Nkamigbo: Dd;isand opposiilon 2
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Polar opposites such as: iy A g
Igbo | I."' 3 English il $h s
uw/ndid ' north/south i e
ugwu/ndida cieriss ol -

owuywa anyanwy/odida anyanwu

ile eIu and ala"ar€' instinces' of clcvatmn under spatja|
;r;s;tsan;:;raﬁa:id;xz;:;ﬁ ‘of muvement undcr spatial‘axis. A locational ‘Adverh
tefers 1o a4 dcman:atcd reg[nn"TherEfurc : [ucatmnal adverbs in- Igbo ~'ebe’a and epe
ahp= are also instances of spatial déixis: Hence; the primary-function: -of EPH“H deixis
is to demarcate the space surrounding the speaker. The pronouns ‘I', my-and** you', gf
Are examiplés of pérson deixis!"“Thro" ‘and ‘frd™ dre’ delF!IC €lemicnts. For axmp!r.,
snurce (fmm Aba} and path (throtgh Dmtsha)"u A ben T neencig e,
x : ....r-ﬂ:u..lf Cat e Tyt by teort ao ST [ DT IR L AR
EUCondusiun W boatt seqeiss san o idicnsg g NG Ll oG dgos s v
‘Having® attcmpter.{ a surw:.y ‘of 'deixis and opposition ifi Igbo and English, we have
*cum: up ‘with the mnclusinn lhat‘thﬂ relatmnshlp betwecntdmms!dnd”oppnsnmn ts
‘universal, Basicaily, Dppﬂsmﬂn has' beén’ dmcussed'usmg d1rect1cmal uppos:t:s, and it
has been dmcnw:rcd that this’ npp&sitidtf may'or may ‘be spcclf' ed. Pronominal notions
'in Igbo and Enghsh are'instances of i UnSchlﬁcd|djrecnunﬂr'Th¢ dirc:ctmnal opposites
pointed out illustrate spatial dejxis. Pronouns’are’ c:iamples of personiideixis.7at. 5!
Finally, we note that clements that express deixis in languages are usually in

opposition. Agair, a large pcmcntagé of ’sr.mantm upposltinnrin'rgbomnd English

“depicts’ vanuus dm:cunns. 'hence itehu'that -are’ involved are"dcscnhed hcm H
Idll’ﬁ.’.‘.tiﬂﬂﬂl Dppoﬂm I Lot T L A !'...-.."' X ot N ol 08 noiy LTI WL N (18

T T OTRATY WL , .
I ll"’r J‘: | R T . "a \ -ILI" II‘. F | III l.hl-',..ll,l, sy Vi

l il (1 A" -

This paper is a modification of the Paper presented durin
8 & postgraduate seminar in semantics "“l“
by Dr. B.M. Mbah. We are :raleful for the ¢ Constructive griticisms received during the seminar, , _
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