IANDARIN CLASSIFIERS FROM A SEMANTIC POINT OF VIEW

NTRE FOR NEWFOUNDLAND DIES

TOTAL OF 10 PAGES ONLY
MAY BE XEROXED

{Without Author’s Permission)

et S LS

WEI PING SUN, B.A.












MANDARIN CLASSIFIERS
FROM A SEMANTIC POINT OF VIEW

BY

Copyright © Wei Ping Sun, B.A.

A thesis submitted to the School of Graduate
Studies in partial fulfillment of the
requirements of the degree of

Master of Arts

Department of Linguistics

Memorial University of Newfoundland

July, 1989

St. John's Newfoundland



ABSTRACT

If we discuss classifiers in very general terms, probably all languages have
classifiers. Under close examination of classifiers, it is discovered that there are
two basic kinds of classifiers: mensural classifiers and sortal classifiers
(Lyons:1977). The term ‘classifier language' is normally restricted to languages

with sortal ifiers: such | are

q\ y found in h Asia.

Mandarin is the official language of China, spoken regionally in the
Northern part of China. The language is exceptionally rich in classifiers. Modern
Mandarin dictionaries list about 150 standard classifiers. In addition there are
many nouns which are borrowed to serve as temporary classifiers. The total
number of classifiers is over 500 in spoken and written Mandarin, if we add in the
temporary classifiers.  The frequency of classifiers has been investigated
(Xiong:1977), and it was found that there is one classifier for every 50 characters.
In literary works, the frequency is even higher: about 30 characters for every
classifier. However, most educated adults commonly confine themselves to a core

set of a few dozen classifiers.

In Mandarin the use of a numeral requires the use of a classifier. Incorrect
use of classifiers renders a sentence ‘ungrammatical'. The constituents of the

numeral classifier construction must occur in the order: Numeral-CI-Noun.



Mandarin classifiers include verbal cl and noun cl This paper
concentrates on noun classifiers.
Speciaiists find that sortal classifiers are i d ined on

pereeptual grounds and the object is assigned to a class with which it shares some
physical characteristic. Such characteristics are frequently different shapes: long,
tound and flat, which are further divided into thick/thin, big/small, and

flexible/rigid.

‘This thesis has tried to provide a full-scale analysis of Mandarin classifiers

from a syntactical and a semantic point of view by a native speaker, and

luce an i ing, untouched aspect of classifiers, that has been treated in
Chapter Five. The rhetorical function of classifiers has been neglected by
scholars, and there is much to be said on this aspect in Mandarin classifiers. The
use of classifiers is in part an art and not just a grammatical convention: people
have varying degrees of skill in using them. We can invent as many classifiers as
we need for rhetorical purpcses and these temporary classifiers form an open-
ended set.  The rhetorical functions of Mandarin classifiers can also express

different figures of speech, e.g., i phor, simile, ymy and irony.

We can distinguish the classifier from other parts of speech by its sometimes

remarkable rhetorical function.
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Chapter 1
INTRODUCTION: USE OF CLASSIFIERS IN
PRESENT DAY MANDARIN

Ir modorn Chinese, a noun cannot be modified directly by a numeral or a
demonstrative alone: an intervening classifier must be used. Its use is generally
associated with the quantification or description of nouns and it usually occurs
immediately adjacent to the numeral in a measure phrase or in conjunction with
demonstratives. The resulting phrase has three morphemes: number (determiner),
classifier and noun to be counted or described. Generally speaking, the following
sequence is permissible for their combination: Q(uantifier) C{lassifier) N{oun).

) liang gongjin yéu

two kilogram oil

‘two kilograms of oil’

(2) zht gt rén
this Cl person

‘this person’

Some nominal classifiers can be followed by adjectives. They are usually
typical mensural classifiers like chi *Chinese foot’, cii ‘Chinese inch’, jin ‘about a

pound’, liing *50 grams’, gongjin 'kilogram', ma '0.0667 hectares’.



(3) liang gongjin zhong
two kilogram weighty

‘weighing two kilograms'

‘The nominal classifiers can be preceded by adjectives, too.
) laoshi i beisi
honest one lifetime

*be honest all one's life’

Chinese classifiers are found both in noun phrases and verbal groups. We
must not assume that because nominal classifiers have the syntactic structure Q-

CI-N, the verbal classifiers has a parallel structure Q-CI-V. In fact, verhal

classifiers often follow verbs. Like noun classifiers, verbal classifiers emphasize the

quantification and modification of verbal actions. For instance:

(5) ta da le taitai  liang of
he beat  PAST  wife two  TIME

‘It has been twice that he beat his wife.'

(6) wo Xia le yi tido
1 scare PAST one jump

‘gave me a scare’



In (5), the verbal classifier expresses the quantification of the verbal action.
In (6), the verbal classifier is an exaggeration of the action. When I am nervous, |
may shake a little bit, but I do not jump. Verbal classifiers are drawn from verbs,

nouns or the subclass of temporal words associated with verbs.

(7) kan ¥ kan (verb)
look one look
L ‘have a lock'
(8) kan liang yan (noun)
look two eye
‘look twice'
) ldi guo ¥i hui (temporal word)
come PAST one tirre

‘have been here once’

A verb can serve as its own verbal classifier as in (7). Body parts such as
yan ‘eye’, jia o ‘foot', kou ‘mouth’, quén ‘fist’, and bazha ng ‘hand' are usually
used with classifiers, when they are nouns, but they can function as verbal
classifiers and occur without classifiers as in (8). Chao (1968:313) calls them

*cognate objects*. Functionally, however, they are not objects; what was looked



at was not y1 yan ‘one eye', but somebody or something. The verbal classifier has

a close relationship with the verb in the meaning, implying the instrument of the

action. yan ‘eye’ doesn't go with any verb except kin ‘look’, jiao ‘foot’ with

ti 'kick’, kou ‘mouth’ with ya o ‘bite’, qudn ‘fist' and bazha ng ‘hand’ with da

‘beat’. However, there is no *ting yi ér listen/one/ear ‘give a listen' or *wén

1 bi smell/one/nose ‘take a smell’.

(10 a) ti

kick

(10 b) ybng

ta ¥
he one

‘give him one kick'

jiao [ 3

foot kick he

‘k.ck him with foot’

jido

foot

Or we can adopt Li and Thompson's saying (1981:354): *These forms

{verbal classifiers) specify the extent or duration of an activity and function as

adverbial phrases.*

There is a special kind of verbal classifier which is associated especially with

verb-object constructions, but differs from the verbal classifiers above in that the

latter are not especially associated with objects and, in the case of intransitive



verbs, have no other cbjects at all (Chao:1088:503). The following examples are
taken from ¢*hao’s A Grammar of Spoken Chinese:
(11)  shud  hud  ~>  shud lidng  jb hua
say  word > say two  CL=sentence word

‘say a few words'

(12) shia chi -> shia yi pin chi
play  chess > play one CL=game chess

‘play a game of chess’

In the verb-object construc.ions, the classifier is restricted to jit in (11) and

pin in (12).

The same morpheme sometimes serves as both a noun classifier and a verbal

ier. Take the body parts for example again:
(13a) i wo lidng jido
kick I two CL=foot  (Verbal classifier)

‘give me two kicks'

(13b) ¥ jido nf

one CL=foot mud (Noun classifier)



‘mud all over the foot’

(14a) yio wo i kéu
bite I one  CL=mouth (Verbal classifier)
‘give me a bite’
(14b) yi kou fan
one CL=mouth rice (Noun classifier)

‘a mouthful of rice’

from verbal

There is a way to ish nominal

verbal classifiers, unlike nominal classifiers, must be dependent on verbs. Here is

a minimal pair:

(15) jingdng san o chéng
attack three seat city
‘attack three citics’
(16) jingdng sin ¢ chéng
attack three time city

‘attack the city three times’



The nominal classifier compound sin zuo chéng ‘three/scat/city’ can stand
alone without the verb jingdong ‘attack’; the verbal classifier compound sin
i chéng ‘three/time/city’ must depend on the verb. The verbal classifier ci
‘time' has a closer relationship with the verb ‘attack’, the nominal classifier

2u0 ‘seat’ with the noun ‘city’,

Also the order of a nominal classifier compound Number/Classifier/Noun

can be changed to Noun/Number/Classifier sometimes in making a list.

17) liang ping jid > jiu liang ping
two bottle wine > wine two bottle

‘two bottles of wine’

pijit san da
beer  three  dozen

(18) siin da pijit
three dozen beer

‘three dozens of beer’

But the sequence of a verbal classifier compound cannot be changed.

(19) *yi of hut -> hut yi i
one TIME mecting  -->  meeting  one TIME

(20) hui dianying --> didnying ¥i hui

one TIME film -> film one TIME




Chinese has many more nominal classifiers than verbal classifiers, as the
number of verbal classifiers is small and its usage is settled. This paper will
concentrate on the nominal classifiers; the term classifier will be used exclusively

in the sense of nominal classifier.

Classifiers must occur not only with numbers, but also with demonstratives
or certain quantifiers such as zhéng ‘whole’, ji ‘how many/a few’, mou yi ‘a
certain’ and méi ‘every’ before the noun (Li & Thompson 1981:104). For instance:
(21) zhéi e pingguo
this cl apple

“this apple’

(22) néi kuai dingio
that a cake

‘that cake’

(23) zhéng ge tingzi

whole Cl house

‘the whole house'

(24) ji ben shii



how many/a few al book

‘how many/a few books'

(25) mouyT B rén
a certain Cl person

‘a certain person’

(26) méi jian shi
cvery cl thing

‘every thing’

Classifiers are llabic and can be reduplicated to have a rhetorical

function. There are five types of reduplicated classifier phrases. We list them as

follows:

1L Cl+Cl

The reduplication yields the meaning ‘every’. For example: tido is a
classifier referring to a long object like daolui ‘road’. When it is reduplicated, tito

tido dao i means ‘every road'.
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2. Number + Cl + Cl

The number is limited to ‘one’, expressing the meaning ‘each’. For example:

yijian jian yifd ‘one/CL/CL/garment’ means ‘each garment'.
3. Number + Cl + Number + Cl

In many cases, the number is ‘one’. The reduplication yields the meaning
‘one by one’. Sometimes, other numbers larger than ‘one’ are permissibie. We
use this certain number as a unit to count ‘one by one'.
(27) fan  zhinéng  y1 kou yi kou chi
meal only can one  mouth one mouth eat

‘eat the meal one mouthful at a time’

(28) ta  zuwo yifi, lidng jidn liang jidn  zuo
she make clothes, two <l two Cl  make
‘When she makes clothes, she makes them two by two.’

4. Number + Cl + Noun + Number + Cl + Noun

Every element in this classifier compound is reduplicated. As in the cases

above, this structure means ‘one by one’. It also has the function of emphasis.



(29) i yi ge 2 yi g it shud
he one Cl word one Cl word say

‘He said the words one by one.' (emphasizing the slowness)
5. Number + Cl + you + Number + Cl

‘The number is limited to ‘one’. you ‘sgain’ is inserted between the phrase.

The whole phrase plays the role of emphasis.

(30)  bang shing  yT bian  you yi bian
watchman's=clapper sound  one Cl again  omne Cl
cong heiye qiao dai tidgnming
from dusk strike to dawn

“The sound of watchman's clapper strikes intermittently

frora dusk to dawn'.

The five types of reduplication are descriptive and emphatic. They occur

both in spoken Chinese and literary style.

Temporal words ‘night, day, week, year, hour' form a fuzzy set in the study
of classifiers, opinion being divided as to whether they should be treated as nouns
or clessifiers. Some people say they are nouns which never take classifiers. Other

people think that they are classifiers without head nouns. I am inclined to follow



the second opinion. Since temporal words denote time, we consider ‘time' as the
head noun sharec by the classifiers which express the specific time. The head
noun, being understood through the classifier, is redundant; consequently we omit
the head noun, and as a result, we have independent classifiers. Such classifiers
have an adverbial function. llowever, the head noun ‘time’ can be optionally

added, similar to English three hours time. For instance:

(31) ta zhil zai  méigus liang  nidn (shiji)) le
he live in America two year (time) PERFECT

‘He has lived in America for two years (time).'

In modern Mandarin, the sequence of a number and a classifier usually
occurs before a noun, but there are special cases in which they can foli» a noun
as in (32) where the number is very complicated and in (33) where the usage is
that of keeping accounts or making a list:

(32)  xidohdo  yuin chilido  wishi  din zhi linshi  diin
consume raw  malerials fifty ton to sixty ton

‘consume from fifty to sixty tons of raw materials’

(33) pingguo i da, rou sin bang
apple one bag, pork three pound

‘one bag of apples, three pounds of pork’



Chapter 2
A BRIEF HISTORY OF MANDARIN CLASSIFIERS

2.1, Archaic Chinese

In Archaic Chinese, when people expressed quantity of "countable® or

*measurable® things, no classifier was required. The order was simply NUMBER-

NOUN or NOUN-NUMBER.
(1) bai hi jit
white pig nine
jin béi zhi
nine white pig

The emergence of Mandarin classifiers dates well after the beginning of
recorded history, in the Shang Dynasty (1400 B.C.), one and a half millennia
before the Christian era. From the oracle bone records of the Shang Dynasty, we
can see that classifiers were extremely rare in the beginning: there were fewer
than ten in normal usage. They involved measurements of length, weight,
solunse, collectivity, containment and currency. For example, shéng ‘litre', you
‘an ancient  smallmouthed wine vessel, péng 'two strings of shells, each
containing five pieces that served as currency’, and shéng ‘group of four horses

pulling a chariot’ (Huang 1964). Such words may be called mensural classifiers.



After a thousand years, by the Zhou Dynasty (1066 B.C. - 221 B.C.), the
uumber of classifiers had reached forty . However, because of the increase, more
than one classifier could be used for the same noun in the same context (FHuang
1964). For example, classifiers shéng and liang were for vehicles. On the other
hand, different nouns had developed different classifiers. In the Shang cra,
vehicles and horses shared the classifier bing. In the Zhou era, the classificr liang
was used for vehicles, whereas pi was used for horses. It was in this period that
individual classifiers made their first appearance. Individual classifiers may refer
exclusively to a single item, or they may define sets. According to Yau Shun-
Chiu's hypothesis (1988), before the existence of the classifiers, when the number
of characters expressing the numeral was relatively long in the quantifying
nominal phrase, as for example *men 13081 men®, the speaker might consider it
necessary to recall the nominal base. It would be for the sake of this mnemonic
recall that classifiers first came into being (Yau 1988:268). This means that the
carliest classifier was formed by copying the noun with which it was associated,
for example by repeating the noun yi which means *jade®, people replaced yii
by feng to avoid this repetition (lluang:1964).

(2)  yu Vi yuo -> oy yi  fong

jade one jade --> jade one classifier

Here the meaning shift is slight, but it marks a significant move in the

development of classifier systems in Archaic Chinese.



In Shang-Zhou inscriptions, the sequence of Num + Cl was postnominal.
The distributional order is *enumerated noun/numeral/classifier®. For example,
yéng liang téu sheep/two/head "two sheep®. Dobson (1974) generalizes the form

of distribution as the following:

Classifiers Nouns

liang, chéng Coaches, chariots
rén, fi Humans

bor Nobles

pi Horses

g Arrows, poles

ji Enemies, grades in rank
téu Cattle, sheep

o Buildings. houses

méi Coins, curios

kou *Heads® of population

Bolts of cloth, cavalrymen

i Furs, carcasses
it Mats
tong Books

sOu Boots, ships



ling Carpets, mats

In the Han Dynasty (206 B.C. - 220 A.D.) classifiers showed a tendency to
move before the noun, but only some ten sentences can be found with this new
distribution: *numeral/classifier/enumerated noun® (Huang:1961), e.g., ¥i pido

yin ‘one wooden=dipper drink’. Dobson also lists the classificrs with this

distribution.

Classifiers Nouns

jie Officials, servants
pi Horses

shu Trees

duéen Meals

Verbal classifiers occur after the llan period. *Their purpase is to provide
for the enumeration of the number of occurrences of an action, or for the singling
out of a single Instance®  (Dobson:1974). The  distribution iy
*verb/numeral/classifier®. The earliest verbal classifiers guo, fan, kou have the

meaning ‘a time or turn',

2.2. Middle Chinese

It was in the Dynasty of Wei, Jin, Nan, and Bei (220 A.D. - 581 AD.) that

the usage of classifiers began to flourish. Although the sequence of Num + CI
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preceding the noun originated in the Han Dynasty, the postnominal position was
still prominent. The classifier had independent status and free position, either
preceding the noun or following the noun. So it was possible to say ma pi ‘horse
Cl'or pi ma ‘Clhorse’. In the Dynasty of Wei, Jin, Nan and Bei, the preposed
classifier became the dominant pattern. This implies that the classifier was
weakened from a full word into a functional morpheme, depending on the noun.

davelévad

From then on, the classifier P into a functional ical element.

Individual classificrs proliferated (Liu:1962). The classifier system developed to its

mature stage, and subsequent centuries have seen further maturing of the

classificatory system.

2.3. Modern Chinese

In sum. Chinese classifiers went through three long, slow stages: (1)
emergence, (2) development, and (3) maturity (Huang:1964). We see the first
stage in the Shang and Zhou Dynastics: classifiers were rare, no more than forty,
and simple numbers were used to count quantities. The Han Dynasty is
transitional between the first and second stage: classifiers increased; people used
either numbers or classifiers to count quantities. The Nan Bei period is the true
developmental stage: here the majority of classifiers emerged. Classifiers were
normally required when counting quantities, but occasionally people still used a

number without a classifier. In the final, mature stage, the number of classifiers



reached its peak, and the use of ifiers in with

and

deictics is compulsory. There are no more instances of counting quantities

without classifiers.

2.4. Traditional Classifier Patterns

The structure of classifiers has gone through four steps:

L. Nx + Num + Nx (where x = same)
rén wil rén
man five man
2 N + Num + Cl
rén wit fi
man five Cl=male adult
3. N + Num + Cl
rén wit gt
man five Cl=individual
4. Num + C + N
wi ge rén

five Cl man



In the first stage, the classifier pusition was filled by a noun, an exact copy
of the preceding noun base. In the second stage, the classifier came into being
when the duplicated noun was transformed into a measure word. Psychologically,
a new term is preferred to the repetition. The Num + Cl in a postnominal
position was independent of the noun: a word or a phrase could be inserted
between them. The combination of Num + Cl without a noun could function as a
subject or an object. The classifier can also be used without a numeral.
Especially when the number is y1 ‘one’, it can be omitted. For example:

(3) of bei ¥i péng - of bei péng
bestow  shell one Cl -->  bestow  shell CL

(Cl=two strings of shells)

For a long time, pattern 3 and pattern 4 were used interchangeably.
Pattern 3 was more common in earliest times and pattern 4 more common in

modern Chinese.

Both developmentally and historically, therefore, we find the following

trends.

1. Mensural classifiers appear before individual classifiers or sortal
‘This fact lends support to Greenberg's hypothesis that classifiers developed from

the expression of quantity (1972) and Erbaugh's proposal:  *Historically,
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individual classifiers may originate from currency through trade, where those and

other items are being counted, inventoried and disputed® (Erbaugh:16%.

12).
Currency was necessarily often used individually or collectively in exchange of

Itis quite ble that individual classifiers stem from curreney.
2. Noun classifiers oceur before verb classifiers.
3. Nouns exist before classifiers.

Classifiers derive most commonly from nouns. There is no doubt about the
relationship between the noun and the classifier. The earliest echo classifier is a
noun. When the echo classifiers separated from the noun, the new kind of sortal
classifier emerged. In fact, some of the earliest classifiers are pictographic

characters of the nouns. For example, the classifier '#»‘_' feng is similiar to the

noun *g* yu "jade® in shape. Not , some are

with nouns.
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Chapter 3
RECENT VIEWS OF CLASSIFIERS

Numeral classification is a wide-spread ph in h Asia.

Descriptions of «lassificatory systems involving numerals have been published over
the last two or three decades for a number of Southeast Asian languages.
Different concerns lead different sets of authors to offer different suggestions for
the classifier system. Greenberg (1972, 1974) claims that classifiers add no
information or have no meaning other than ‘unit’ in a numeral phrase. He defines
classifiers as items *which are shown to be redundant when translation into a
non-numeral classifier language is carried out® (1974:84). In Greenberg's scheme,
classifiers add no meaning to the number phrase. However, such characterization
is attacked by many linguists.  Erbaugh's discussion of Chinese numeral
classification, of which 16% of the shifts were meaningful, refutes the claim of
Greenberg that the classifier adds only the meaning of ‘unit’. Keith Allan (1977)
defines classifiers according to three criteria: 1) they occur as morphemes in
surface structures under specifiable conditions 2) they have meaning 3) they
classify nouns according to the inherent characteristics of the entities to which
they refer. He disagrees with Greenberg's view by saying that if classifiers were
meaningless, the use of different classifiers with the same noun would have no

semantic effect, but in fact it does, and different classifiers are used with the same



noun to focus on different characteristics of the referent (1977:200). Greenberg
focusses on the function of classifiers as individualizers. On the other hand, Allan
and Erbaugh are mostly concerned with the fact that classifiers predicate
something about the nouns they classify. I think we should combine these two
points of view: one function of classifiers having to do with predicating something

about the referent, and the other function with indicating, quantity. Considering

.

only one aspecs of the function of cl can lead to mis-ch izati Dr.
Killingley's book on Cantonese classifiers in 1983 seems to be an important recent
work on the topic. In Chapter 2 she asks the question *do classifiers have
meaning ?*  According to her opinion, the answer is both yes and no. We should
consider the possibility that not all classifiers have the same degree of semantic

marking. One suggestion she makes is that ‘meaning’ is fed to the classifier from

its surrounding syntax in the NP.

Another controversial issue is the definition of classifiers. In China there are
two schools represented by Chen Wang Dao and Li Jin Xi. In a grammar book
Hanyu Yufa Jiaocai (1959), Li Jin Xi defines classifiers as a unit of quantity. In
other words, classifiers are mensural classifiers. Chen Wang Dao (1973) questions
the correctness of this definition, because some classifiers do not quantify nouns.
For example: the classifier zuo, referring to an immovable construction, can go
with a large bridge 8000 metres long as well as a small bridge several metres long.

We use the classifier jiin for a conference hall in the White House and a small
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hooth. Their quantity is so different that the classifiers can hardly qualify as
measures. So classifiers include those which ‘qualify’ the noun, as in the examples
above, and those which ‘quantify’ it, as in all languages. Chen Wang Da calls the
former shape classifiers and the latter mensural classifiers. The mensural

quantification is more definite than the shape quantification.

In recent years, some scholars are no longer satisfied with the syntactical
and semantical roles of classifiers; they have gone beyond the normal functions of
classifier and touched upon the rhetorical function of classifiers. Killingley (1988)
points out *Insufficient attention has been given in the past to the social and
psychological aspects of classifier usage in languages, and to the different ways in
which classifiers can be deviantly used in languages in order to achieve special
effects.® The deviant classifier usage expresses different attitudes on the speaker's
part, e.g., playfulness, disapprobation, sarcasm and hostility. Killingley (1986:322)
gives the following example: daw is used normally in an unmarked sense with a
wide-ranging variety of non-human animate nouns, e.g., nouns referring to bees,
pigs, and tigers; daw is also used in a marked sense with certain human nouns
referring to people to whom one is not usually favourably disposed, e.g., nouns
referring to thieves and prostitutes. The Chinese scholar Jin Tian Fei (1985)
briefly talks about the rhetorical function of Mandarin classifiers. He points out
that reduplication of the classifier has the meaning of ‘every’, as well as

exaggeration.  For example, jin jin jijido catty/catty/calculating ‘haggle over
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every ounce' describes somebody who is preoccupied with his personal gains and
losses. According to his view, a classifier can make an image much more concrete.
For example: yi lu géshéng one/road/sound of song ‘a road full of song', yi
qidng ré xué one/cavity/warm/blood ‘full of righteous ardour’. ‘Sound of song'
and ‘warm blood' are here somewhat abstract; after they combine with the
concrete classifiers ‘road’ and ‘cavity', they become concretized. The rhetorical
funetion of Mandarin classifiers is one of the important characteristics that
distinguish classifiers from other parts of speech. We should be aware of the
normal usage of classifiers and also of the rhetorical usage; then we can say that

we understand the Mandarin classifier system in depth.

"

According to the common that different classifiers may be used

with the same noun with a corresponding difference in meaning, many linguists,

eg, J. Peter Denny {1978b) and Karen L. Adams (1973), peint out the

relationship between a classi and a noun. The noun as a symbol is imprecise
and its physical referents can have different enough characteristics that different
classifiers are appropriate for them. It is also possible for the same referent to be
the topic of conversation, but for a speaker to use a different classifier because
he/she is interested in different qualities of the object in question. It may be a

writer's or speaker's desire to present an image vividly and to help the reader or

listener see the world in specific ways (Adams 1986:242-243).



The classifier languages function to place the referent in two systems of
classes. These two systems are independent of each other in the sense that the
situation being talked about and the speaker's intentions about the information to
be conveyed determine the choice of classifier and of noun - the classifier need not
be tied to the noun within the linguistic structure itself. Constraints on the
cooccurrence of classifiers and nouns are pragmatic ones arising from the nature

of the physical and social world in which they are used {Denny:1876:123).

Like semantics, in which a word has a sememe and different meanings of the
word are allosemnes, a noun refers to a property which is a fundamental concept at
the underlying level, but a classifier may refer to an individual or a set of
individuals which constitute a meaning at the surface level. The former is
permanent and not directly observable, being stored in the subconscious. The
Iatter is momentary and direcily observable to one who speaks the language. For
example, 1 go to a store to buy cigarettes. The word ‘cigarette’ must have a fairly
general meaning.  How can the shop assistant not choose something else like
candy or a chop rather than cigarettes from the shell ? Different aspects of the
noun are specified through the use of various classificatory elements. For
example:

(§1) ¥ gen xidngyan

one stick cigarette

‘one cigarette'
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(@) yi bio xiangyan
one pack cigarette

‘a pack of cigarettes’

(3) yi tido xiangyan
one carton cigarette

‘a carton of cigarettes'

(4) ¥i xiing xiangyan
one box cigarette

‘a box of cigarettes’

The choice among classifiers is a matter that must be treated not only as a

part of the grammar of the language but also as a part of pragmatics.

Several nouns can also occur with a particulur classifier. In this case, the
classifier is polysemous. For example, the functional classifier ba ‘grasp’ refers to
things with handles,

(5) yi ba dio

one CL=grasp knife
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‘a knife’

‘The same morpheme ba is also a mensural classifier:
(6) yi ba mi
one CL=grasp rice

‘a handful of rice'

One feature of classifiers that is often noted is their ability to appear as
*noun substitutes®. The noun-head can be deleted, if it is already referred to in
an immediately preceding context. e.g.,

() liang zhi laohu pao de kudi
two CL tiger run EXTENT fast
‘Two tigers run fast.’
¥ zhi méi you  yanjing
one CL not have eye

‘One of them does not have eyes.'

@) ni kindio  ji @ rén el
you  see how many CL  people  PERFECT

‘How many people have you seen ?'



liang gt
two CL
‘Two'

Both the noun rén ‘people’ and the classifier gt appear in the question, but
only the classifier in the reply. Once the noun has established the property

‘people’ it is not needed again.

A classifier can occur with the neutral noun dongxi ‘something’ which
shows nothing at all about the shape of the object: the speaker sees it for the first
time and its name is unknown to him. However, the shape of the object is

Gescribed by the classifier. The number can be omitted when it is y7 ‘one’.

(9) 13 rlfing shing zhang le kuai
her breast on grow PAST CL=square
ying dongxi
hard thing

‘A hard thing comes out on her breast.’

(10) you zhi you yudn you bian de
have CL=round both round and fat

dongxi 2ai tidnshang e guo
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thing in sky fly PAST

“There is a round and flat thing which flies through the air.’

If grammatical number (single, plural) is marked at all in a classifier
construction, it is usually marked on or by the numeral or the classifier, not on
the noun. e.g.,

(11) ¥ zhi gozi -> lidng zhi

one CL pigeon > two CL

gézi -> y1 dui gézi
pigeon -> one pair pigeon

In recent years, some linguists have observed that a variety of languages, as
typologically and geographically diverse as Mandarin and Jaceltec, share

strikingly similar systems of noun classification, Is this similari idental, or

does it reflect certain underlying forces, such as the categorial operation of human
minds? In fact, classifier languages have the richest sources of data concerning
the structure of conceptual categories. Lakoff (1988) has contributed substantially
to this discussion: he develops his notion of *idealized cognitive models®, in terms
of which we organize the world. The following comment was made by Prideaux

(1088:289):



*Lakoff argues strongly for the existence of radial categories, those having
basic or central members plus others which are linked to the central members by
a principle of chaining. In addition to the Dyirbal category containing fire,
women, and dangerous things found in the title of the book, Lakoff offers several
other examples, a particularly interesting one of which is the Japanese classifier
hon. This form is typically used for long thin objects such as sticks, canes,
pencils, ete. But it can also be used to classify hits in baseball (by association
from its use for classifying bats), telephone calls (made over long, thin wires),
radio and TV programs (like telephone calls, but without the wires), movies
(which come on reels of long, thin film), and many more. Chaining is an
important characteristic of radial categories since it provides a motivation for

extending a category from central to non-central members®.

Classifiers represent a device existing in various linguistic modalities, serving
to label an object. The label one chooses is determined by one's perception of the
object, or, vice versa, one’s perception of an object is also influenced by its label.
These features can be attributed to the fact that the underlying meaning of the

head-noun can be actualized through the surface meaning of the classifier.
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Chapter 4
DESCRIPTION OF MANDARIN CLASSIFIERS

Mandarin classifiers may be divided according to two main semantic
functions: mensural classifiers and shape classifiers. A mensural classifier is exact
and extrinsic to the head noun. Constructions of this type are familiar to
speakers of English: ‘3 pounds of pork’. A shape classifier, on the other hand,
requires the presence of some salient perceived or imputed characteristic of the
associated noun. For example: yi tidu hé ‘one/CL(=flexible and long)/river'.
We can discuss the classifier tidu in English, but we cannot translate it, for there
is no syntactic or semantic equivalent in English. Mensural classifiers appeared
carlier than shape classifiers. Classifiers may first be quantitative units used with
a wide variety of nouns for ‘how much’ of something divisible. Secondly, they are
also identifiers, stressing the nature as well as the units of a noun. Mensural
classifiers individuate noun referents according to quantity; shape classifiers

individuate noun referents according to the shape.

4.1, Mensural Classifiers

Mensural classifiers are found in almost every language. The quantity
indicated by mensural classifiers is either precise or imprecise. Standard classifiers

are precise; containment classifiers and some group classifiers are imprecise.
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4.1.1. Standard Classifiers

The earliest classifiers are mensural classifiers, more definitely, standard
classifiers. They are measures proper and state exact amounts of length, weight

and volume. The following are typical standard classifiers:

chi (Chinese) foot
clt (Chinese) inch
li about a third of a mile
mi meter

gongli kilometer

ma yard

jin about a pound
gongjin kilogram
bang pound

kuai dollar

médu 10 cents

fen cent,

Standard classifiers have standard units. They can have single concrete
number like the other classifiers as well as double concrete number the other

classifiers do not have: Number 1/CL 1/Number 2/CL 2, where CL 2 is the next



smaller denomination than CL 1. The single concrete number shf wii fén ‘fifteen
cents’ can he expressed by double concrete number yI miu wi fén one/CL=10

cents/five/CL=cent/ ‘fifty cents'.

4.1.2. Containment classifiers

With the development of civilisation and variety of life, the definite
mensural classifiers are not adequate for all usage: sometimes there is no need to

refer to an exact quantity, and sometimes the instrument for measurement is not

at hand. As a result classifiers for indefinil came into use:
containment  classifiers for example.  Unlike other mensural classifiers,
containment. classifiers refer less intimately to the noun denoting the article
contained and more to the containers themselves (Killingley:1083:41). Yi wan fan
‘one bowl of rice’, although referring ultimately to a collection of grains of rice,
does so through the medium of their containment in a container, making the rice
one degree more removed than in the cases of other mensural classification.
Containment classifiers are extrinsic without inherent relationship with the noun
classified.
(n ¥ hi shui
one kettle water

‘a kettle of water’
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(@) liang b kifei
two cup coffee

‘two cups of coffee’

Although we say the container classifier can not give us a precise
measurement, it has a container as its measuring standard. However, there are

classifiers which rarely measure the amount of things. Body parts or enclosed

areas can be used as such classifiers. Unlike other classifiers they may not be
preceded by numerals greater than one, with a special meaning ‘all over'.
(3) ¥i shén ni

one body mud

‘med ail over the body’

(4) ¥ bi hu@i
one nose dust

‘dust all over the nose’

5) i lidn han

one face sweat
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‘sweat all over the face’

(6) v din o
one stomach anger
‘anger all over the stomach’
(7) yi shou yéu
one hand oil
‘oil all over the hand’
(8) ¥i di shuei
one floor water

‘a floorful of water'

The above all concern surfaces: the following is an example presenting an

entire interiority:
(9) yi wit yan

one

house smoke

‘a houseful of smoke’
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The body parts are unique objects, so they never occur as distributive
reduplicates.  These classifiers of container and body parts are temporary
classifiers. They are open classes and borrowed from nouns and are very easily

identified with homophonous nouns.

4.1.3, Group classifiers

Mensural words can also indicate a group or collection of individuals.

Group mensural classifiers may be either precise or imprecise, too. For instance:

Precise:
(10) yi dui gézi
one pair pigeon
‘a pair ¢ pigeons’
(11) san shudng xié
three pair shoe
‘three pairs of shoes’
) ¥i da jidan

one dozen egg
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‘one dozen eggs'

Imprecise

(13) yi qiin ma
one herd horse
‘a herd of horses’

(14) liang péi shiy
two row tree
‘two rows of trees'

(15) zhéng chuan zhiizi
whole string pearl

(16)

‘the whole string of pearls’

zhe dui Iaji
this pile garbage

‘this pile of garbage’



4.2. Shape Classifiers

It is important to note that every classifier language has shape classifiers.
Shape is a more important quality than color or smell, more easily observable, and

less changeable. According to Adams' investination (1973:5): *The three most

frequently used plant parts, ie. stalk (tree), fruit, and leaf correspond directly to
the three basic shapes of long, round and flat. These shapes are by far the
strongest metaphors which occur in the numeral classifier construction. Since
these three basic shapes originate with the plants, it is obvious that the plants are
the source of this metaphor. We feel that long and round are perhaps prior to
flatness since in many cases flatness appears as length extended in two directions.
One might well view long and round as obvious sexual metaphors.® Since human
perceptions are generally similar, Mandarin is no exception and utilizes shape as a
major factor in classificazion. Shape classifiers categorize entities according to
some physical criterion of the associated noun. The shape classifiers have no
relation with quantity. They do not establish the unit to be counted but give
additional information about it. Their measurement is indefinite. As we have
said before we can use the classifier zuo both for a large bridge 6000 metres long
as well as for a small bridge several metres long. Quantitatively, they are so

different that the classifier can hardly qualify as a measure.
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Shape classifiers denote some salient characteristic of the associated noun:
characteristics such as shape, size, rigidity and thickness (Allan 1977: 301). There
are three basic shapes: one-dimensional, long objects; two-dimensional, flat ones;
three-dimensional, round ones. The basic shapes can be combined in various ways
and with vanous secondary parameters to form large numbers of classes. These
secondary parameters include 1) rigid or flexible 2) small or large 3) thick or thin.

The di ional sub y often bines with the category of consistency

such that *rope-like* is composed of *one-dimensional® and *flexible®, eg., river,
snake, fish and dragon; “stick-'ike® is composed of ®onedimensional® and
*rigid*, e.g, bone, finger, log and branch. Similarly, the two-dimensional
subcategory is further divided into two groups: thick ones like stone, sosp, plank

and thin ones like leaves, keys, bread, ncwspaper, paper and blankets. Three-

dimensional clissifiers quickly subdivide into more or less spherical, fruit-shaped

objects, as opp-sed to tiny, hard or grain-lke ones. The three-dimensionsl

classifiers are usually fruits, eggs, animals or sceds. Examples are listed below:

7hi (round and big):

jidan ‘egg’, yanjin ‘eye’, biizi ‘cup', wan ‘bowl’

It (round, tiny and hard):



mi ‘rice!, zidan ‘bullet’, kouzi ‘button’, céndou ‘broad besn’

tidu (long and flexible):

shé ‘snake', hé 'river’, yi ‘fish’,16ng 'dragon’, chéng ‘worm’

gén (long and rigid):

huochdi ‘mateh’, ginzi ‘stick’, gitéu ‘bone’, yan ‘cigarette', téufd ‘hair'

kuai (flat and thick):

ménban ‘door plank’, féizao ‘soap, shoubiao ‘wristwatch’, tidn ‘field', shitéu
‘stone’

pian (flat and thin):

mianbio ‘bread’, yao ‘tablet’, shiye ‘leal’, yaoshi 'key’, xidnggin
‘smoked bean curd”

A noun need not be classsed by any apparent intrinsic feature; it may be
classed on the basis of shape, a prototypical perceived one. In Mandarin *hall,
eye and fruit* are all included in one class based on their roundness. But this
class does not include *banana®, because it is not round like oranges, apples, ele..

Another example is *snake®. F ical animals are three-di ional, but the

I because of its long and flexible shape.

P pical snake is
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There are no secondary qualities like color, taste, smell, sound, which are
important in the semantics. *Counting requires some distance from the entities to
be grouped because it requires that inclusion in the counted group he based on
some obvious similarity or set of similarities among the items. Perhaps this fact
makes the other senses less useful because the impressions gained from them are
more time based and transitory. Also the visual impression requires less intimacy

with or closeness to the object concerned.® (Adams:1973:8)

We have suggested two main semantic functions for Mandarin classifiers.
Shape classifiers are the description of the counted noun by referring to its shape,
and consequently do not directly establish the unit to be counted e,g., y1 tido hé
= a river that is long and flexible. Mensural classifiers establish a unit for
counting either precisely, that is a standard mensural classifier, or imprecisely,
that is a temporary mensural classifier. Temporary classifiers are mostly
borrowed from nouns. Nouns may be disyllabic, but classifiers are monosyllabic.
When a noun is used as a classifier, the noun will change from disyllabic to

monosyllabic. For instance:

pingzi - ¥ ping pijia
bottle > one bottle (CL)  beer

‘one bottle of beer’

zhudzi -> ¥1 zhud fancai
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table - one table (L)  dish

‘one table of dishes’

*“Mensural classifiers appear (0 be more meaningful than shape classifiers
when viewed in isolation® (Killingley:1983:8). The meaning of a mensural
classifier is independent of the counted noun; the meaning of a shape classifier
relates directly to the associated noun. A shape classifier can also be neutralized
by the general classifier g¢, while a mensural classifier can not. A mensural
clossifier concerns itself with estimating things by some sort of measurement. A
shape classifier is a word for the shape of a specific object. Their difference lies in

qualifying the noun or quantifying the noun.

4.3. Functional and Instrumental Classifiers

In addicion, some classifications are made on the basis of function: Lhey
include classifiers for things with handles and instruments we rely on. A
functional classifier ba ‘take hold' is used with N's referring to things generally
meant to be used as instruments. These things include many weapons, domestic
equipment and some musical instruments. The referents may indeed be held or
may be used for holding something (Killingley:1982:10): dau ‘knife’, fizi ‘axe’,
shanzi ‘fan’. The instrumental classifier dau ‘knife’ is used with zhi ‘paper’ to
denote a quire and with 1ou ‘meat’, because we cut paper and meat with a knife;
bi ‘pen’ is the classifier for zhang ‘account’ and zi 'character’ since account and

characters are written by a pen.



4.4. General Classifier

Mandarin, like most classifier languages, also has a general classifier g¢ for
objects; g& is used in an unmarked sense with a great many nouns referring to all
kinds of animate and inaninate mental and physical objects. A learner of

Mandarin is readily advised to use g& when in doubt and call g¢ an all-purpose

classificr. It indicates nothing at all about the shape of the object and nothing at
all about its function, but it is specifically used only for single individual objects

and never for amounts.

4.5, Classifiers for Single Referent

Finally, I wouid like to briefly mention the classifiers which have only a
single common referent. The total number of these classifiers is small. Their
appearance has a particular historical reason: all of the objects referred to by
classifiers are highly valued and belong to the upper class. For example, horses

were imperial animals, while hats displayed official rank.

Classifiers Nouns
ben books
ding hats

ju speech



p1 horses

wei honored people

4.6. Conclusion

The main purpose of this section has been to show the classifier system from
a semantic point of view. Each part is roughly defined and grouped into handy,
but not necessarily precise, categories. It is not always possible to find an
explanation for the relationship between the poun and the classifier. Some

classification has fossilized conventions that restrict innovation. It is often

difficult to say why a noun ::k:s one classifier rather than another. Why a head
of pig and not a head of dog ? There are historical reasons, but none available to
the average speaker, who just accepts such things as facts. It is also the custom
with certain nouns to select certain classifiers. It is well-known that Mandarin is
different from the other Chinese dialects only in the spoken form, and they are
almost the same in the written form. However, there exists a slight difference in
choosing a classifier. For example, for the noun dio ‘knife’, Mandarin uses the
classifier ba , which is used with N's referring to things meant for some purpose;
Cantonese chooses the classifier zhang, which refers to things with a flat surface.
For the cow, Mandarin selects the classifier tGu ‘head’, while Shanghax dialect uses

zhi , which generally refers to a big round shape.
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The analysis of the Mandarin classifier system given above is presented in

wvisual form in the following diagram.



16

Mandarin Noun Classifier System

Mensural Shape Fimetional Single Referent
Classifier Classifier c1 ifier Classifier
b¥n
‘take hold* 'individual' *for book'
i

"for horse'

"hnife
St &E.._ Group Long Rund
mY i dud
‘meter’ ‘hettle! "pair!
fyard! *herd* /
Flexible Rigid ._..:m‘r Thin Big ...:-.«
(tidu)  (gén) (kudi) (pidn) (zhT) (11) -
shé pinzi foizao shyd jTdan

'snake' 'stick' 'soap' 'leaf' ‘opg' 'rice'
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Chapter 5
RHETORICAL FUNCTION OF CLASSIFIERS

Studies of classifiers have concentrated on the grammatical role of classifiers
and on their semantic interpretations. The rhetorical function of classifiers has
rarely been described. However, in recent years, some scholars have begun to
take an interest in this area. Siew-Yue Killingley (1988) in her paper on *Normal
and Deviant Classifier Usage In Cantonese® points out the deviant classifier usage
of wti. [ call the deviant usage *irony®. The Chinese scholar Jin Tian Fei briefly
talked about the rhetorical function of classifiers in 1985. He gives the following
example:  *Liu's wife thinks that it'll soon be New Year, but there is not a grain
of rice in the earthen jar, not a pinch of salt in the pot, not a drop of oil in the
hottle. So she asks her husband to sell the spun cotton yarn and with the money

to buy one decalitre of rice, two pounds of salt and one bottle of oil.* Obviously,

the second group of classifiers *decalitre, pound and bottle® is used to enumerate
the nouns.  For the first group of classifiers ®grain, pinch and drop*, their main
role is not measurement. Just three classifiers can present a picture of a penniless
assifiers can advance the language to a highly artistical level.

family: the normal cl

Analysing Mandarin classifiers reveals that the classifier is dynamic and can be
thetorieally used to achieve literary effect. Figurative description has been made

into a fine art by the Chinese.



The classifiers used for playing a rhetorical function are all temporary and
borrowed from nouns, adjectives and verbs. They are different from the other
classifiers and weak in calculating an exact quantity. The role played by the

rhetorical classifiers is to heighten ing and literary flavour, and to

describe the object vividly and vigorously. This rhetorical funetion usually
appears in literary works. offers full scope to the imagination and may leave a
deep impression on the reader's mind. Mandarin classifiers possess various
rhetorical functions: they may be used to stimulate associations, to illustrate, to

raise laughter, to ornament. More important, they may have an esthetic function.

5.1. Sketching

In the world there exist various kinds of objects. We can distingnish one
from another because we know their properties. To sketch them is just to
describe their characteristics as things really are without any exaggeration or
comparison. This gives us a fundamental representation of experience; and people

can achieve a lifelike fecling for the deseribed object. For instance:

fang shoupa

(n ¥
one CL=square handkerchief

‘a handkerchiefl which is square’

(2) i wiin xin yue
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one CL new moon (CL=curved)
‘a new moon which is curved'
(3) vi win I shui
one CL green water (CL=bend)
‘a bend of green water’
(1) yi pan wénxiang
one CL mosquito-repellent incense (CL=coil)

‘a mosquito-repellent incense which is coiled’

We should not confuse the sketching classifiers with the shape classifiers,
although they all refer to physical characteristics of objects. Shape classifiers are
standard and rogular; sketching classifiers are temporary and borrowed from
nouns, adjectives azd verbs. The former is a closed class, while the latter is an
open class. We discuss the physical characteristics of sketching classifiers from
the rhetorieal and artistic point of view, but the physical characteristicc of shape
classifiers in a neutral level. Here is a minimal pair:

(5) ¥ fang shoupa

one sketching CL handkerchief

‘a handkerchief*



) Vi kuai shoupa
one shape CL  handkerchief

‘a handkerchief'

In yT fang shoupa, the classifier is emphasized. The handkerchief must be
spread out and shows us a squarc shape before our eyes. So you can not say yi
fang shoupi in a pocket. In yi kuai shoupa, we pay attention more to the noun
than to the classifier. Although the shape classifier kudi means ‘square’, too, the
noun modified by the classifier does not need to be spread out and to show a

square shape. So we can say yi kuai shoup in  pocket.
5.2, Simile

A simile is, more or less, a comparison of two things which resemble one
another in some way. A simile images the described object and strikes the
imagination. In Chinese, the rhetorical function of the simile may be realized by
a classifier. The classifier introduces an object which is used as a reference for the
described object in a comparison. The function of the classifier is to make a
mental connection with the original meaning before the element is used as a
classifier; this associates the described object with the object displayed by the

classifier. The simile function of classifiers can illustrate the object vividly.
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(7) yi shan chuanghit
one CL=fan window
‘a window'
(8) yi lin héngri gin jingid
one CL=wheel redsun  roll golden ball

“The red sun is rolling like a golden ball when it rises.’

(a famous saying from Emperor Qian Long)

(9) ¥i st feng
one CL wind (CL=a threadlike thing)

‘a breath of wind'

When the window is turned around the axle, it is exactly like a fan we wave
in the hand. When the east is red, the sun rises; the sun is as round as a wheel.

‘Wind' is compared to a threadlike thing: thin, light, faint and temporary.

5.3. Metonymy

A metonymy is a figure of speech in which one thing is represented by

another, not because of a resemblance, but because the one thing is so associated



with the other that the mind will readily think of the one when the other is
mentioned. In this case, the whole of a thing is represented by one of its parts
which is the most characteristic. This characteristic part is represented by the
classifier to refer to the whole thing. The description lays emphasis on a single

feature, and thereby achieves a rhetorical function.

(10) liing téu shizi
two CL=head lion
‘two lions'
(11) yi bai wéi da liyii
one  hundred CL=tail big carp

‘one hundred big carps'

(12) sin kou rén
three  CL=mouth  people

‘three people’

(13) shi feng luotud
ten CL=peak camel

‘ten camels’



For a lion, we do not choose such other parts as a claw, but a head as its
classifier, because the lion's head is very big and its mane stands out. The
ferocious character of the lion is reflected by its head, which is why the head is
used as a classifier for a lion. When a fish swims in the water, its tail swings
constantly. So it is vivid to depict fish according to their tails. We count people
or pigs by ‘mouth’ because ‘mouth’ is the organ for eating and maintaining life.
So it is suitable for the body to be represented by the mouth. A camel's back
towers like a mountain's peak: féng ‘peak’ can be used as a classifier only for the
camel, since the other animals do not have the characteristic. The back of the
camel is its most striking feature. So we use this part to represent a camel and
thus produce a metonymic function. Examples (10) - (13) have, however, varying
degrees of metaphorical force: (10), for example, is quite ordinary, and should
probably be corsidered a dead metonymy. Examples (11) and (12) are restricted
to certain expressive usages, in place of the normal classifiers tido=long flexible in
(11), and gt=general in (12). The classifier in (13), by contrast, would never be

heard in everyday usage: the normal classifier would be téu ‘head'.

A simile is different from a metonymy. In the simile, we compare things

which are similar between two objects; the relationship between the classifier and

the modified noun is a of si . In ymy, their
is that | ~tween a part and a whole: a classifier is used for the description of a part

to represent a whole, The characteristic of the object is conspicuous.
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5.4. Exaggeration

Exaggeration overstates, magnifying or diminishing an object beyond its
natural bounds. As we said before, the quantity represented by a rhetorical
classifier is not important. So in literary works, a magnifying quantity or a
diminishing quantity can be used to increase an object's images. From an
emotional need, we can exaggerate an object in various ways. The object
represented by the classifier is purposely exaggerated beyond its size and

importance for the sake of surprise and emphasis.

(14) ¥i tin xié
one CL=beach blood
‘a lot of blood’
(15) ta xia le yi tiao
she scare  PAST  one CL=jump

‘She was scared.’

(16) ¥ xido cud huai rén

one  small CL=pinch bad  person



‘a handful of scoundrels’

(1) ¥ e bidn zhdu
one CL=leaf  small boat

‘a small boat’

When tan ‘beach’ is used as a noun, its area is very large. Here we use tin
‘beach’ as a classifier and compare the quantity of blood with the size of a beach,
which is of course an exaggeration. Its function stresses a large amount of blood,
not several drops of blood. When we are nervous and scared, our body can give a
little start.  However people use ‘jump’ to describe such a light start; an
exaggesation o:urs as it is nct normal for us to jump in the air when we are
startled. This s a kind of exaggeration which magnifies an object beyond its
natural bounds. The diminutive classifier cud is normally used to refer to small
powdery substances such as salt and soil, but a reference to a person as ‘pinch’
expresses contempt; their strength like a pinch of powder is looked down upon.
To compare with the river and sea, a boat seems very small: the boat may be
considered diminished to a leafl in the sense perception. This is a kind of

exaggeration which diminishes an object beyond the truth.

5.5. Irony
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Classifiers can express a range of feclings and attitudes on the speaker's
part, e.g., sarcasm, hostility, and irony. There are derogatory classifiers like bing
‘gang’, hué ‘band’ which usually refer to bad people like ‘gangsters, robbers,

thieves, rioters, *. There are datory ifi too. The

classifier yudn expresses a praising feeling and combines with a noun like hii jiang
‘brave general’. The classifier wei is an honorific classifier, used in a formal way
to indicate the speaker's wish to show marked politeness. We find the same thing
for wei in Cantonese as Killingley showed in analysing the difference beween wii

and go (1986:324):

¢ may not be used with nouns referring to people who are
traditionally regarded as inferiors, e.g., labourers, farmers, servants, and children.
Ard while it would be appropriate to say néy way filydn your-classifier-wife in a
marked polite register to an unfamiliar professional colleague, it would sound rude
ana mocking if the same phrase were said to a butcher.* When a commendatory
classifier combines with a derogatory noun, the classifier can express a leeling of
irony; it intentionally or unintentionally belics the real meaning and expresses the
opposite of what is said. One may express a satirical fecling toward the person
referred to by adding an unexpected expression of respect. We can find such

usage in literary works.
(18) zhe wei anchiing

this CL li d prostitute (CL=: ific)

‘this unlicensed prostitute’
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Another example is wd which is used normally with non-human animate
nouns, c.g., birds, pigs and cnickens. WG3is also used ironically with certain
human nouns to express the attitude of hostility.

(19) yi wo tufei
one nest bandit

‘a lair of bandits'

liere we can fecl a sense of hostility as people who are doing bad things are
compared to animals. In certain contexts, however, this classifier can express an
intimate relationship.
(20) ta shi women yi wozi rén
he is our one nest people

‘He is one of us.'

The form wdzi in (20) is an extended, restricting form of wa.

5.6. Collocation

The speaker's particular desire to gain a special effect may lead him to use
an unusual collocation. An abnormal collocation of classifier and noun can also
produce a rhetorical function. The following are examples from Xu's paper

(1987:91-04):
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(21) yi chudn ming yud
one CL=boat bright moonlight

‘a boatful of bright moonlight'

A boa: is very concrete; moonlight is less so. This abnormal collocation can
show us a scene in which a bright moonlight shines over the boat, while the boat

moves through the water in the moonlight.

(22) ta haoshi 200 le yi huoché
he good thing do PAST one train

‘He did good very much while he took the train.'

*Doing good* cannot be counted by trainloads. But here this has been used
purposely to present a picture of a person doing good from the moment he steps

on the trzin to the moment he steps off it.

(23) tade jidn shing  gud zhué ¥
his shoulder over sling one
chuan chuan kina
CL=string L worries

‘One chair of worries slung over his shoulder.'

‘Worry', as a kind of feeling, cannot be counted by a classifier. ‘String’ and

‘worry' do not go together. However, it is this unusual collocation that has a



surprising rhetorical effect. Here ‘worry' becomes a concrete thing which can be
touched, counted. How many worries does he have ? ‘One chain of worries
hanging on his shoulder.' We can imagine how difficult his life is. In Chapter
One, I briefly mentioned the descriptive and emphatic functions of repeating a
classifier. This example seems to show yet another function: when an abstract
noun can not be counted by a concrete classifier, the classifier can be repeated. It
seems that the second classifier together with the abstract noun forms a new
concrete noun phrase. It is this concrete noun phrase that is then counted by the

first classifier.

The parts of speech can be changed freely in Mandarin. The change of
parts of speech is what results in the temporary classifiers and the rhetorical

function. These temporary classifiers have the strongest rhetorical function.

i

From this we can see that cl have developed from only expressing quantity

to their use in vivid and lively representations.

There would appear to be a trend towards the simplification of classifiers:
many classifiers will ultimately be replaced by the general classifier g¢. However,
the general classifier g¢ e.g., y1 gé yan will probably not supersede the rhetorical

classifier yT I yan ‘a wisp of smoke'.




CONCLUSION

This paper discusses classifiers in Mandarin, briefly mentioning the historical
development of Mandarin classifiers and concentrating on two main kinds of
classifiers: mensural classifiers and shape classifiers. Mensural classifiers are found

in almost all shape classifiers in many Asian This

paper also mentions recent and different views about classifiers, including those of
Greenberg, Denny, Keith Allan, Erbaugh, and Killingley. Concerning rhetorical
classifiers the discussion is limited to data from Mandarin, but these kinds of
rhetorical classifiers will find echoes in other classifier languages. My purpose in
this part is to suggest avenues to further research work on the rhetorical function
of classifiers in other classifier languages. This paper, I hope, will give some idea
of the scope of Mandarin classifiers and provoke scholars into re-cxamining the

rhetorical function of classifiers in other languages.
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