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Haibushi as a Counter-mirativity Marker
Chen Yu

Abstract This paper proposes that haibushi, a convoluted expression in modern
Mandarin Chinese, is a counter-mirativity marker. Counter-mirativity is independent of the
categories of less-than-anticipation, expectation and counter-expectation. Then a test is de-
signed to differentiate counter-mirativity from mirativity and non-mirativity. By virtue of
the stance triangle theory, we argue that the function of counter-mirativity use is for the
speaker to deliver the message of condescending by creating a stance unaligned with the
listener’s.

Keywords haibushi, counter-mirativity, stance triangle, condescending
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