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Abstract: The present paper attempts to describe the syntax and semantics of copular clausesin
Manipuri. The primary goal of this paper is to identify different types of copular constructions which
are very frequently used in Manipuri. It examines for a single underlying semantics of the copula in
equative, predicational and specificational sentencesin Manipuri. There are notions that the strategies
in which two pre-verbal referents are bridged by the different forms of copulative verbs. In Manipuri,
the copula -ni functions as a link between the two referents they occurred before the verb. Furthermore,
this paper shows that the two NPs in an equative sentence are semantically arguments of the copula
and this copula expresses an identity relation between their respective NPs. An equative sentence in
Manipuri falls into the categories such as Identification and Class Inclusion. Lastly, predicational and
specificational sentences are discussed with the semantic descriptions that specificational sentences are
related to predicational sentences and can be syntactically analyzed as predicate inversions.

1. Introduction

Manipuri, a Tibeto-Burman language is a verb-fitradguage, i.e. the word order is primarily
maintained as subject-object-verb and it sharasnaber of characteristic features of SOV languages.
simple sentence consists of atleast an NP and ar\&copula that it does not construct complex or
compound in it. Very specifically, Manipuri has ensive verb morphology, extensive suffix with more
limited prefixation (Yashawanta 2000). No particuader is imposed on arguments instead, word order
is syntactically maintained. There are notions saglsubject and object can be excluded in desmnipti
of Manipuri clause structure. Arguments are, int filaeely deleted and as a result, only the verb can
consist of a clause since Manipuri allows omissibarguments.

The outline of this paper is as follows: an attetmgs been made in 82 of this paper to present a
description of the copula in Manipuri. The nextts®t of this paper is devoted to themantic analysis
of equative sentences with the categories of ifleation and class inclusion. 84 analygesdicational
sentences which shows that the property expressételpredicate NP is predicated of the first rexfier
of the sentence. 85 discusses about the speamiiehtsentences explaining a kind of sentence which
specifies the value of the description given by NRtally, 86 summarizes the findings

As far as the methodology adopted in this papeoixerned, it is a descriptive account of copular
clauses in Manipuri. The work explores the differemms of copular clause constructions in Manipuri
Data incorporated in this paper are sourced froenrgliable and authoritative books, published or
unpublished works, local newspapers, news whidbeiag broadcasted over television and radio, and
various conferences held in the university or otheademic places. On the basis of these data an
attempt has been made to analyze copular claudéanipuri.
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2. Copula

Copula is not restricted to the verb class. Thent&opula” (COP), as a constituent of a copular
construction, has been used in typological stutigefer to any morpheme (affix, particle or vettit
links or “couples” a subject with a copula completia a “family” of constructions, collectively @&h
referred to as “predicate nominal constructiongyfie 1997). The typological studies across language
have listed four different kinds of copula, such asverb, a pronoun, an invariant particle or a
derivational operation that changes a noun to &.v&orld languages have clauses that express
functions like equivalence, predication, specifimatlocation, existence and kinship relation.

In copular clause constructions, Manipuri makses of copulani. The copulani has its variant
phonological representations, i.e. the allomorphsiiowhich are frequently used in copular clauses are
-no, -ne, -ro~-lo and-ra~-la. The copulani along with its variant representations are illattd by the
following examples.

1(a). kumar gani
kumar @a-ni
Kumar teacher-COP
‘Kumar is a teacher’.

(b). mohak mihatpne
mohak mihatp-ne
he murderer-COP
‘He is a murderer’.

(c). noy kenano
ney kena-no
you who-Cop
‘Who are you'?

(d). mohak ramb
mohak ram-
he Ram-COP
‘Is he Ram’?

(e). modu biro
modu bi-ro
that flower-COP
‘Is that a flower’?
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The copulative variantne is found to use only in wh-questions as an examplealed in the
above sentence 1(c) while»~-lo and-ro~-lo are found to use only in yes/no-questions aseénatiove
sentences (d) and (e).

3. Equative sentences

An equative sentence is a term used in grammaitalysis to refer to a type of sentence where
the referents of the pre-verbal and post-verbalnnplorases are in a relationship of identity (Chysta
1985). The verb which links referents may be calledequational verb (or a verb with equative
function). The equative copular clause has two @sgions referring to the same individual and the
copular clause establishes this equative relatetwden the two referents. Usually in English, iais
form of the copula verb ‘be’.

Manipuri has equative sentences where the coprla «i functions as a link between the two
referents where the two referents are pre-verbahcH, both NPs are semantically arguments of the
copulative verb. Equative sentences like (2) bataw be considered that the referents of the express
show semantically identical.

2(a). tombidi moira t"oibini
tombi-di moirg t'oibi-ni
Tombi-DEM Moirang Thoibi-COP
‘Tombi is the Moirang Thoibi (in beauty)’.

(b). mondakinidi latamygeskorni
mondakini-di latanmgeslor-ni
Mandakini-DEM Latamangeskar-COP
‘Mandakini is the Latamangeskar (in singing)’.

Example 2(a) asserts that the referent of the sspme Tombi’ and the other referent of the
expressionMoirang Thoibi’ are identical. Similarly, the referent of the egpsion Mandakini’ and the
other referent of the expressidmatamangeskar’ in 2(b) are identical. In short, these senteregsess
an identity relation between their respective Nityj these identity relations are linked by the tmpu
verb ni. Equatives express an identity relation betweeratiguments (Geist 1999).

Other different forms of copula verb are recogdize Manipuri depending on the types of
sentences. The copula verb is employed in affirmative sentence, but in negaentenceotte ‘not’
is employed while in interrogativ@a~-lo and-no are employed. Examples cited below illustrate éhes
forms of copula.
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3(a). mehak toibini
mohak foibi-ni
she Thoibi-COP
‘She is Thoibi’.

(b). mohak foibi notte
mohak foibi  rot-te-i
she Thoibi be-NEG-ASP
‘She is not Thoibi’.

(c). mohak toibira
mohak foibi-ro
she  Thoibi-COP
‘Is she Thoibi?’

(d). mohak knano
mohak lona-no
she who -COP
‘Who is she?’

The two arguments are linked by different formscopula since the structure of sentences is
different. These sentences demand for an idertidicaHaving confronted with such semantic notion,
an equative sentence in Manipuri falls into theegaties such as Identification and Class Inclusion.

3.1 I dentification

4(a). mohak toibini
mohak foibi-ni
she Thoibi-COP
‘She is Thoibi'.

(b). oi kumarni
o kumar-ni
I Kumar-COP
‘I am Kumar’.

The second referent is identified by the copulatweb ni ‘be’ which functions as a link
showing an equal relationship with the first reférd’he copula vertni links the NPnphak ‘she’ with
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the other NPThoibi’ appearing as the two arguments of the senterede W similar fashion, Ri’ links
the first argumenai ‘I’ with the other argumentKumar’ in 4(b). Both the sentences express an identity
relation.

3.2 ClassInclusion

5(a). enandu nupani
anan-du nupa-ni
baby-DEM boy-COP
‘The baby is a boy'.

(b). (dramagi) heroindu nupani
drama-gi heroin-du nupa-ni
drama-GEN heroin-DEM man-COP
‘The heroin (in drama) is a man (man acts as aamm

Sentences in (5) are equative sentences of clession. The referent of the expressigaydu
‘baby+DEM’ andnupa ‘man’ in other referent of the expression in &eg identical and expressing the
class inclusion of the referenman’. Similarly, it happens in sentence 5(b) too ttre referent of the
expressiorheroindu ‘heroin+DEM’ andnupa ‘man’ in other referent of the expression are tam=h and
expressing the class inclusion of the referempa ‘man.

4. Predicational sentences

Predicational copular clauses like other predicati@lauses tell something about the referent of
the subject. According to Carlson (1977) and DiggitP92), predicates had been classified into stage
level and individual-level in standard literatufesemantics. The predicate which refers to a teamyor
state of the individual is known as a stage-levadjzate and the predicate that refers to some
permanent property of the individual is called agividual-level predicate.

In Manipuri, copular sentences, other than equaseatences such as predicational sentences
and specificational sentences are distinguished.gredicational sentence like 6(a) below, the eriyp
expressed by the predicate Nf ‘teacher’ is predicated afwni ‘Mani’. Such expression is interpreted
as a predicational sentence (Geist 1999).

6(a). moni ojani
meni gja-ni
Mani teacher-COP
‘Mani is a teacher’.
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(b). Kumar pailotni
Kumar pailot-ni
Kumar pilot -COP
‘Kumar is a pilot'.

In a similar fashion with 6(a), in the predicatibsantence like 6(b), the property expressed by
the predicate NPRpailot ‘pilot’ is predeicated of Kumar’, the first referent of the sentence and is
interpreted as a predicational sentence. In shiwgtproperty of being a teacher in 6(a) is assigoed
‘Mani’ and the property of being a pilot in 6(b) is as&d to Kumar'.

5. Specificational sentences

Some authors assume a further type of copular megdewhich is called ‘Specificational
sentences’. Such a sentence specifies the valubeofescription given by NP1 (Heggie, 1988).
Focusing on sentences in (7) below specificatiseatences can be analyzed.

7(a). prosidendu ajlenni
prasiden-du glen-ni
president-DEM Chinglen-COP
‘The president is Chinglen’.

(b). ojadu bobini
oja-du bobi-ni
teacher-DEM Bobi-COP
‘The teacher is Bobr'.

(c). mihatpdu Bimni
mihat-p-du Bm-ni
man-kill-NZR-DEM Bhim-COP
‘The murderer is Bhim’.

Heggie (1988) considers such copular sentenceseasisational sentences because, intuitively,
NP2 specifies the ‘value’ of the description givBnNP1. In 7(a)prasidentdu ‘president+DEM’ (NP1)
restricts the variable for which NP2 specifies th&rent of‘chinglen’ as a value. Similarlypjadu
‘teacher+DEM’ in 7(b) restricts the variable for isn NP2 specifies the referent dfobi’ as a value.
The same is happened also in sentence 7(c).
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In specificational sentences given in (7), NPZlearly referential. However, the denotational
status of NP1 is controversial. In some accounisl, N analyzed as a predicative NP and the senience
considered an inverse predicational sentence. i NRnalyzed as referential, then the sentencéean
classed as equative as assumed by Heycock and Kir9g8).

It is worth to keep observations from the abovalysis of copular sentences that specificational
sentences are related to predicational sentencdscan be syntactically analyzed as predicate
inversions. All predicate expressions occurringhi@ predicative position in predicational sentenzes
also occur in the initial position of specificatadrsentences as stated by (Heycock and Kroch, 1999:
379). Hence, in sentences (6) above, the predeaxpressions occurring in the predicative position
like ofa ‘teacher’ in 6(a) angailot ‘pilot’ in 6(b) can occur in the initial positiowith a demonstrative -
du (without which the expression is treated asuh in apposition’) so as to become specificational
sentences as cited in (8) below.

8(a). ojadu manini
oja-du mani-ni
teacher-DEM Mani-COP
‘The teacher is Mani'.

(b). oja manini
oja mani-ni
teacher Mani-COP
‘It is teacher, Mani’.

(c). pailottu kumarni
pailot-tu  kumar-ni
pilot-DEM Kumar-COP
‘The pilot is Kumar'.

(d). pailot kumarni
pailot kumar-ni
pilot Kumar-COP
‘It is pilot, Kumar’.

Sentences 8(b) and 8(d) are the expressions wkelthe nouns in apposition. When these noun
phrases are separated with the demonstrative attptththe first NP as in 8(a) and (c), the exgmss
becomes a specificational one since it specifiesthlue’ of the descriptiowjadu ‘teacher+DEM’ in
8(a) andpailottu ‘pilot+DEM’ in 8(c). Mention may be made here abthe topic-comment-structure in
predicational sentences in comparison to sepetidital sentences. The predicational sentence in 9(a
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below is about thébhim ‘Bhim’, hence this expression is the topic. Howevihe specificational
sentence in 9(b) below is about tméhatps ‘murderer’ that is, about the murderer or morerecity,
about somebody who is the murderer, hengbatp ‘murderer’ serves as topic.

9(a). b"im mihatpni
bYim mi-hat-p-ni
Bhim man-kill-NZR-COP
‘Bhim is murderer’.

(b). mihatpdu Bimni
mi-hat-p-du Bm-ni
man-kill-NZR-DEM Bhim-COP
‘The murderer is Bhim’.

In the predicational sentence 9(a), the tdgien ‘Bhim’ is referential and hence, satisfies the
topic hood requirement proposed by Reinhart (1982)he specificational sentence 9(b)hatpadu
‘the murderer’ is analyzed as an expression whafes as topic. This suggests that the choice of a
noun phrase as the topic expression of a givereseatis sensitive to the semantic properties af thi
noun phrase.

6. Conclusion

On the basis of the above discussion it can beleded that Manipuri makes use of coputa -
with its variant phonological representations sasho, -ne, -ro~lo and-ra~-la. Of these variantae
is used only in wh-questions while~-1> and fo~lo are used only in yes/no questions.

Two referents which are pre-verbal are linked bg topulative verb in equative clause
constructions. Equative clauses express an idaeidyion between their constituent NPs. It is fdtine
negative forrmotte ‘not’ is employed to negate the copulative venl) as in the sentences below-

10(a) nwhak gani
mohak ga-ni
he teacher-COP
‘He is a teacher’.

(b) mohak ga rette
mohak Qga nt-te-i
he teacher be-NEG-ASP
‘He is not a teacher’.
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The category ‘Identification’ of equative sentereogresses an identity relation between their
referents while ‘Class inclusion’ expresses thatttho referents are identical but there is an siol of
the firs referent into the last referent.

In predicational sentences, the property expresgedhe predicate NP is predicated of the
subject. Specificational sentences specify theevafithe description given by NP1 i.e. NP1 resirtbe
variable for which NP2 specifies where NP2 is dieagferential, while the denotational status ofINP
is controversial.

Abbreviations

ASP aspect

COP copulative
DEM demonstrative
NZR nominalizer
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