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Roman Jakobson is a giant in 20th-century linguistics, a polymath

at ease in poetics and folk literature as well as linguistics, influenced
by the Russian futurist movement, writing comfortably in a half-dozen
languages. While many interpreters of Jakobson’s legacy have focused on
periodization to chronicle the development of his thought, Qu Changliang
stresses continuity, the ever-present thread of functional oppositions. This
is a thread evident already in Jakobson’s early fascination with the artistic
avant-garde.

His pursuit of its implications led from the neogrammarians of the
late 19th century, to the Prague Linguistic Circle, and ultimately to the
explosion of linguistic inquiry in post-World-War-II America. The first
step was the clear definition of the phoneme, the basis for a science
of phonology. The constraints of the initial definition led him to the
theorization of the archiphoneme, to the elaboration of combinatorial
rules for phonemes, and ultimately to the contribution most commonly
associated with his career, the analysis of sub-phonemic distinctive
features.

Understanding a body of work so vast and expressed in so many
languages is a daunting task. Qu Changliang wisely limits himself to
Jakobson’s phonology, already quite a challenge. He is a young scholar of
exceptional promise, following in the footsteps of his mentor Qian Jun,
part of a new wave of linguistic historiographers coming from China.

He combines a thorough knowledge of the original European/ American
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sources with the distance afforded by a Chinese perspective. It is an
intriguing and exciting encounter of cultures, one that enriches linguistic
historiography.It will continue to challenge established positions in the
history of linguistics and in linguistics itself.

It is a pleasure to witness this development. As Jakobson’s career
attests, blending cultures is a rich recipe for intellectual ferment. Through
mixtures like Qu Changliang’s book we can savor the possibilities
afforded by truly global disciplinary mélanges for linguistics and its
historiography. This book is an enticing foretaste of this future.

Douglas A. Kibbee
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign
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P - BFMHHR0MLCEFTFHEN, BRUBNEIGFE.,
REISCE BRFNEEZ L, RZERERRE SR,
FOARE HARIE ST HTEE. BTN AR VP 2 B REE
iSO A BB KR, ERMKIFERENERER T,
BN TCARASTE B DI REXS SLX — 2R o X AL RN A B FAE TR 32 58
BERG| 20, MEZBIHK,

fERE X —E7R, IR Rk EIR &, B R
BRF/N, BAENREREEFFIRORE L. BB
S, RN E MM ERE L, XRERFNRFERM. 0
& S J) BROE A ey X AR B (L RO EE A, FF IR R T F L2 (8]
M S AR, FHFREM T BoW 5 M A AR R K 5T R —— XK
B AL X FFER 347 o

XMEMITZ, BRZMIETEMKKESCRET#NT, A58
R—TE N A REES o H R T i HoHE 75 R R 52 72 HERT 7 2%
MERFHBZN, EXTABEDRYE. RAAFIEATEHR
EREE, MERMHFMEENRE, RETPEH—AE
BRI E PR — T BRI bR RS SO A FE
HiR, NEE T HEWANS YER, KRS CLE#@E, SA
HEMNAE, FETIHFFEL, PRRERREFT IR REF
HEREAWE.
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RAEX — % R MR B F A o TEAFEAR A BR A< A — A2 ik
E, ZRCHERS, ARENRERM T EFEHR . B
K FER A, BATTUEEMZSSRUNZERT LR BT ¥
MEFFRRMEA ST, XA IERITRAED TiX—FKkK
B NRIE .

A4 T AL LR

£ B EERE
2014#—11}] , LB
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MR R R E (TIREX S SR/ R AL ) B AR
T, RiEmEERREORRR.

AT AR R AT FR?

TR R0 LR FEMNE T FRZ—, MREHFHES ¥
INAL R RN RARE IR BEEE N, RERU I EIE S 2#Z H
HEFR, WXTEFTENTERES MK (BT AT EIES %
Bit, HRY¥. EE¥. JLHET . KBE. BE¥ERREE) .
B PSR RS, XK GIERE . $RiC S4BT T 1t
MEARRIE . REt. 450, TheE. f+5 . B, =0, FEHAER.
TR SAEREREATEE WS EMIREBER] T 5 5 MeE
AR, £2 “GfEL X—RiEHRMELHK. SHEX
B & P RGE T A3 R A BRAR LR T AR RT D RBAR SR 43

19 - e R AR A AR B SRR TR AR S 20t 2 F R E
KR (Anderson 1985) . MIMHARRT RYFE, RIAEYEE,
(Bt & e —( i EIE 5 %% (Jakobson 1990; Stankiewicz 2012:
XI) o BFFCHERT A ZR A BUEXT T S AR R BARZIR R B X
(Mel’¢uk 1985) . XML S K IEHEAR FE TG 5224 BTl
f (Holenstein 1976; Waugh 1976; Stankiewicz 1977, 1983, 1984,
1987; Chvany 1996: 188-210, 234-241, 1997; Birnbaum 1998: 85-
208) , ML EERTEFES SHEEEREN—MES
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Robins (1997: 223) BRLE/R. LK. FFEHIXRRF, itk
R, MMAEHITN “BEAY . RO, EPE, RE
R BEAR. fRIE/RENRREDEDORER, SHREROPIRH
WELmH. HEZT, MRGEHROEERRAUERS, HE
FARWR ., ZTRHFEHFRME, UFSREENRILEEH.

ZEEETIRobinsIM A, TEBRAAGABSTFEHHA
VA ERHR. LHERATH, HESA, FEESA, HEZ
%, tban, miEaEERD T E11ES % & Jost Winteler, Robins
B (BES¥RE) BARKILA. Pedersen (2010 [1931]) K4
E (T NAMHIERMIEFTFL ) Wik HE R K Winteler, £ZEEF L
K Wilhelm von Humboldt ( 1767—1835) . Hermann Paul ( 1846—
1921) KJan Baudouin de Courtenay ( 1845—1929) , ®ZHIH Rk
K, EHEAEREMADEAERHR . dFROVFTEAND %
HEALETEEBAYWRMBE, MHLHRME, Y—BHLH
BRI AN ELE, XU “45AN” ( “great men”
Anderson 2014) B I Abtumhsk 25 THHE. QBRI 5 04
HTHZHHT, TEAEBEIYNERES, HERETERS
BO P LR LT BN ML (2 WPercival 1981 ) .

(@ De Saussure, Sapir, Trubetzkoy, Bloomfield, and Jakobson are now thought of as
important figures of the past,----:” (Robins 1997: 223 ) XHEZ N EKIEAYER
FEGEREIRUT , RATAERETX—% 8, BIRTPAIZF204t4 Eokmt (19504E L
BT, TOHER A ZRTZE20HE 4 F 2 nt i R E e .

@ %FHermann Paul, % JlJankowsky 1972. 3% FBaudouin de Courtenay, £ /i,
Stankiewicz 1972, 1976,

@  “History structured around a few “great men” sometimes risks distorting
reality by ignoring the much broader canvas on which it actually plays out, but in the case
of a rather small field like linguistics, with comparatively few players apart from the major
figures, it is rather easier to defend such an approach. ” (Anderson 2014)
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HtLHRERS? ¢

FR¥HE®ESE, ARFE—H, BTESAEHRNERKX
. CNET¥S EE, XEESWETES, BEMAE (2002)
Frififthe sound shape of language, XJLFRIES F& MR, 75
BURT, EREAE, BRSAKRETKR (3 Wespersen 2014
[1909-1949] ) .

BME—MESFEREIIHRETRY, MUFETHT RS,
FAESR IR, HRMMEBR (Bela 1983) , ®Vachek
(1966: 29) B&AGIUH, JGEEE ML EIRE RS
ARk, BEMEIRAERGEHIEN, REASBOGENG SRS HE
ARHEIES . FELE, IR (XRAEZEm EMEE) 1%
H, WRERHREEE (Cooper & Ross 1975; Mathesius 2008 )

LR, WATLLSMEE = A ERB XA, RATTLL
BF, NXMMHEREHEMNLPA, SEERERIETHRNE
%, HfnJespersen (2013 [1904]) .

@ KTER¥EEHEEFMNEER, S0 Vachek 1966, XBHHLFRY. iBEF
—HUAXEF A FESHTHRAFER . LR, STH (1949) RBLEFR
FAIREIR &

® MWEXERFEFTFFRNRBERE, TR¥Y—-RETLBRE. WP
ERFHIFBEFTZUMNE, HEY. FR¥BARTEFRORE. XFRE
WP E—ERE LW BB H AN Z TR AR (1962) . FFE 5 R H
(1935, 1939) HFRFEBBHPIE.

® MEEIEF¥FEE (Antoine Meillet, 1866—1936) ik, EER—1 %
FM UL AL FH (chaque langue forme un systéme ou tout se tient. 5| F Koerner
1999: 193), FFLHLONEEIET ¥ FAZER ( Georg von der Gabelentz, 1840—1893 )
FEfit & E GRFFIES . TEURGES R IEAEE) (1901 [1891]: 481) ki
BMA, B—PNESHRE—IRE, RENMERIBIMMHERR . MEEH
(Jede Sprache ist ein System, dessen sémmtliche Theile organisch zusammenhingen und
zusammenwirken. 5| H Falk 2003: 205), A 7EBAME S B FSR L, EIREA
ST B R B A L

007



Functional Opposition and Jakobson's Phoneme

A+ AW SR SR

Mt A R B EX LS (opposition) o fBEYE RF . Wik
2ERFFT SR b Rl A BRI SLIRRIE S RS,
Chvanyf&i g it , AT FRE— M £ XF (minimalist) .

LTSRS, TEATRAREIR B PRI R R, O—Fh L
HEF AR ZR AR, 55— LU E SRR S T A (André Martinet )
PR, BRI A/ AR 19384 F AR ARAF B AT ¥ 2
WEAT . S, MR IREE— YA TH 7 B 300 <7 J5 I i
WY, BTWIAE, MHsFIRE RF-AEZ B, TR SRE
A IS, (B RERFE SRS, A AT AR g
o TRIAE IR R ) WA AEAR KRR BE b 32 3] — s s7 AR
IR, [R)RER IR HW 2 AR AL B i i) — IR 37, TS 55 —Sexd 40 %)
—i#1, VLRREATEEY (disjunct) o XA SH—FIE, Hn
SHEE S NIRRT, p/b BIXT SE UL RURAR R ( correlative ) , XTIt
OCE; T p/t BIXTSLE BB, B2 B 89X L 5 R T —
AFHEFICE IR R8BI R R IR BE F % A0 — ot
SMARRIME IR T B ORI . HERT A PR HE 50X 57 Y
ST BT XS RIEXT S b ( proportional oppositions ) o

@ FRDTH 1972, 19724F, 7EHEZMH4F (Herman Parret 1974 ) RiAHIRTE,
DTAERDACRARRFROXR.

disjunct opposition ‘:-- disjunct oppositions---are constituted by terms
distinguished from each other by two, or more, relevant features.” (Vachek 2003)

© proportional opposition ‘An opposition is proportional [J. V.] if the relation
between its members is identical with the relation between the members of another opposition(or
several other oppositions) of the same system ‘- e.g. the opposition p—b in German is
proportional because the relation between p and b is identical with that between ¢ and d or
between & and g. The opposition p—5, on the other hand, is isolated [J. V.] [in German] because
the German phonemic system does not have any otherpair of phonemes whose members would
be related to each other in the same way as p is related to §.”  (Vachek 2003)
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F =

RTTAETETHE R A HRF A (1952) WEE GEFWPIE)
AR, $H XA, BN E N R R E SRR S S
5 bW, BRIEFEMASIEA K. HAmHRANRIES ST E
AHHo

XSRS R — B EAMEE, i (1) XILH
Z&M, (2) XSrE9AY, (3) XS2BHSI4k (neutralization )

(4) X3 5kred,

B EGIRC S ETRR . HICB SRR FIREEER
AIBIS AR Z — o PRICHEE I A B AN T X ST AR B4R AL T 37
AR, MO, XL R Z RN RE LA FRBLE
Hep— A E I BARSE AR T, T — B0 WA KB4 E T
Pice FMcHl S AMCHZ E R —F AR, EARANHRERERE
BRIAM LG Z EME—H KRR, FHEA B (Jakobson 1962,
1971, 1990; Vachek 1966; Trnka 1982; Stankiewicz 1999 ) , i EBf
RExR, URARER-EFHNERE. AERE LWBE 28 %
HHAME (HITEF XL, Biem e s 2 a8 —iE
HAHE, TARCTA R AR R BT RE . e 57
L, APmcIiRs B K —BERE, T AMCI AR RN KB
FHERBFTE) o

BT HRFRAPARFIRE S PR AEER, & RFHSAX L
&R TR E HALZ AR W B R R A SRS HaniENCiE
SCEELHR R LRFR, ERCZE , ## Leech (1981) MU,
happy Hsad & X K&K, {H—H5| Ahappy—unhappy HIXf37, #t<
KB, XN SLIHAREFME, EHEZAR Hon (2005) $#H TiF
Z A E R Bun- W SH4 1R (HAN unhotel ) , XE64 1R 7ESCPRA:
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EPHEFE. ERERURRMATDE, RHER SRR
R, RUREMFRIFAX LS. R, wEaEEm L,
MREDFNEWSHAHRETR, NE5HBSHHGHEKR (Wierzbicka
1988 ) , #MTEEEXLHEE.

T ER= R4, BB TR MELXREENMME. &
Wed, MEEa, e, MELFOES, BYHe, 44
fitk. BAFE .
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