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CAO Xiuling On the co-occurrence of shuo ( ) /shi () with correlative words

Shuo and shi being speech and judgment verbs respectively can be used to follow some clausal
conjunctions ( CC for short; e.g. suiran ( although)  suoyi ( therefore) etc.) in modern Chinese.
The two affixed verbs can often be used alternatively or simultaneously so their co-occurrence with CCs should
not be discussed separately. Besides their commonalities the paper also illustrates the differences between them
in respect of their impact on the function of the CCs. Also discussed is the causes of the contrast and
neutralization of the two affixes.

Key words: conjupction affixation modality conceptual domains

ZHOU Ren ‘N de V” construction is “N de N” construction

According to this paper there are no syntactic and semantic evidence sufficient to support the argument
that de () is the head of the “N de V” construction. Based on the syntagmatic relation in some specific
grammatical positions such as subject and predicate it proposes that the syntactic feature of nouns is

”

“ +N -V 7 while the syntactic feature of verbs is “ +N +V That means the “N de V” construction
could also be considered as the “N de N” construction. If we agree with Shen’s (2009) idea that the verb is
a subcategory of the noun in Mandarin then “whether to be modified by bu ()7 could not serve as a
criterion to differentiate the nouns from the verbs because the strategic change of the word classification results
in the change of criteria. So It could fail to prove that chuban ( ) in zheben shu de chuban (

) is not a noun by giving the apostrophic example " zheben shu de bu chuban (° ).

Key words “N de V” construction word classes head

IDA Maki The conditional marker ge ( ) in Cantonese

This article argues that the Cantonese structural particle ge could help to form conditionals and the
function extension mechanism is investigated synchronically. A reanalysis happens when the generic sentence
“X ge Y” with the nominal structure “X ge” (X is predicate) as the subject is interpreted as a conditional
and the nominal marker ge is thus analyzed as a conditional marker. It is further shown that the cause of the
reanalysis is the semantic similarity between generic sentences and conditionals which means that the generic
sentence “X ge Y” tends to be interpreted as conditionals.

Key words: conditionals Cantonese reanalysis generic sentences

WANG Shuangcheng The pattern of the adpositions in the Xi'ning dialect

Adpositions vary in quantity and pattern among Chinese dialects. In the Xining dialect the postpositions
are of a greater number more active and frequently used than the prepositions in that the former assumes a
considerable variety of semantic roles such as accusative instrumental —commitative locative temporal
conditional to name just a few which otherwise are at least partly undertaken by prepositions or
circumpositions in other Chinese dialects. It is claimed in this paper that some postpositions in this dialect
have been borrowed from the Tibetan and Altaic languages while the others have evolved from within Chinese
under the structural influences of the adjacent SOV languages. The paper also argues that the robusiness of
postposition correlates well with other typological features in this dialect and it is accounted for by its frequent
contact with the surrounding SOV languages.

Key words: Xining dialect prepositions postpositions language contact
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