THE STRUCTURE OF NOUN PHRASE IN KISTANINNA

A Thegis
Presented to
The School of Graduscte Studies

4ddis Ababa University

In Partial Fulfillment
of the Requirements for the Degrec of

Master of Arts in Linguistics

by
Tesfaye A4bera

June ,1990

£ddis Ahaba



ii .
ADDIS ABABA URIVERSITY
SCHOQL OF GRADUATE STUDTES

THE STRUCTURY OF NCUN THRASE TN KISTANINNA

APPROVED BY:

Habtemariom Marcos LA,
ADVISER F
! st y\:‘\_(— L'{: 5\ iy gf'\i; f*"\,(luké Lm}—] j__;wr"
T e % e
EXAMINER

Altmasghe  feile

EXAMINER




i

ACKNOQWL LD G EMENT

I am greatly indebted to Ato Habtema¥ian Marcos, my
thesis adviser, without whose valuable advice the completion

of this study would not have becn possiblec.

I would like to express my heartfelt thanks to Dr.Baye
Yimam who read the first draft and gave me insightful comments

and suggestions,.

I would also like to thank Ato Teshome Yimer, my friend
and colleague in Bohir Dar Teachers' College, for his

coopration in supplying me with valusble moaterials.

The encouragenent of my friends ond colleagues, Ato
Sieme Kebede and Demeke Degssu has enhanced the completion of
this study. They have also agsisted me with the correction of
the first version of this work. To both of them I wish to

express my appreciation of this invaluable assistance.

My hcartfelt thanks go to Haregewoin Abbay, my wife,
for the moral support she has given me. I appreciate her
patience and understanding as well as the special care she
gave to our baby, Sefanit, during my stay in Addis iLbaba for
my graduate study.

Finally, I wculd like to express my indebtedness to

Woizero Atitegeb Alemneh, who has been cooprative in typing

the script with much care,



iv

ABSTRACT

This Study examines the Structure of Noun Phrase in
ktstaninna in terms of the X-bar theory formulated by Jackendoff
(1977) and recent developments. This approach is a recent theoretical
innovation in the stage of grammar which falls within the general
framework of Extended Standard Theory (EST) of generative grammar.

This theory has emerged from the earlier model-i.e. Standard Theory.

In this new version, an attempt was made to decrease the
degree of abstractness, the power of transformation was decreased
and the rewrite rules of the categorial component were constrained.
Other theoretical developments such as the introduction of traces

and the new coneeption of S-Structures, etc. appeared.

Following Jackendoff (1977) the study assumes three levels
of phrasal expansions for a2 head noun, where a noun is a lexical
head. Accordingly, the following levels of nominals are recognized:
N(N©), N', N" and N"'.

} oun is a2 major lexical category which is found at N(NO)
level and serves as a head of NPs. This category requires certain

other maximal phrasal categories as its complement.

The study shows that the NPs are the only complements of
the derived nominals at N' level. Such complements are inseparably
linked up with the lexical category. The complements in this minimal

projection are functional arguments.



At the intermediate projection, the complements are
genitive NPs (of source, purpose, location, time), adjectival
phrases, prepositional phrases and relative clauses. All of

them are referred to as restrictive modifiers.

Bhe maximal projection consists of non - restrictive

modifiers as complements - i.e. appositives and some noun phrases,

Regarding the Np specifiers, it is argued that these
elements lack the potential for maximal projection. Specifier
occur with a noun head in phrasal structure in order to limit
the referential or quantitative scope of the head. They include
articles and quantifiers. Articles are found under N"' Whereas
quantifiers are found under N"', In other words, they are

generated at maximal and intermediate levels, respectively.
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Key To Symbols

For typographical reason, I will use the following

symbels in this thesis.

Open-mid, Centeral vowel

Close, centeral vowel

Voiceless, qlveolar, ejective stop
Voiceless, velar ejective stop
Voiceless, palatal, africate
Voiceless, palatal, ejective stop
Voiced, palatal, africate
Voiceless, palatal, fricative

Voiced palatal, nasél



1.1. THH KISTANE PEOPLE AND THEIR LANGUAGE

Hetzron (1972) divides Lthio~Semitic languages into two
major groups: (i) North Ethiopic which consists of Geez,
Tigre and Tigrifita, and (ii) South Ethiopic which includes
Amharic, Argobba, Harari'(Adari), fafat and the Gurage

languages.

The Gurage tribes living in a compact mountaineous area,
‘South-West of Addis Ababa, in Shewa Administrative Region
are surrounded by Cushitic language speaking communities
such as the Oromo in the North and the Bast, the Sidamo in
the South and the West (Bender 1976, Hetzron 1972). The
geographical location in which these languages are spoken
was described by Ullendorf (1955:26) as follows: "The
Gurage language... is spoken in an area which lies to the
South West of Addis Ababa and is bordered in the North by
river Awash, in the West by river Omo, and in the fast by

lake Zway."

Howéver, according to Hetzron (1972:1) the exact number
of the Gurage languages is unknown and it needs further
research. Some linguists such as Bender, Hetzron have made
an attempt to identify different languages and to classify
them into three groups. According to Hetzron's (1922)

classification the Northern Gurage consists of Soddo



(Kistaninda), Gogot, and Muher, .aile Zastern Gurage includes
Zwey (zay), Ulbarag, Innekor, Selti, Welene, and Western
Gurage includes Masgan, Chaha, IzZa, Gumer, Gura, Gyeto,
Ennemor, Iner, fBndegagn, Somewhat similap classification is

given by Bender (1976),

Ullendorf (1955) thought that the Gurage languages were
a cluster of dialcets, However, this was proved to be entirely
wrong by Hetzron (5972), Thus, what Hetzron (1972) classifies
as a cluster of dialects consist only of the following:
Lastern Gurage (Selti, Welene, Ulbarag, Innckor, Zway) ,
Centeral Western Gurage (Chaha, Iéa, Gumer, Gura), and
Peripheral Westcrn Gurage (Gyeto, Inngmor, Ener, Indegagn).
To Hetzron Northern Gurage (Kistaniﬁﬂa, Gogot, Muher) ig a

language cluster and Masgan is one language,

The Kistane people who live in the northern part of the
Gurage land bordered by Lemmon, Awash ané Mcki River are o
part of the Guroge speech community. So far, no information
is available with regard to the cxact number of the speakers

of the langusge,

In some works, KistaniXXa speaking people are referred
to as the Aymallal, and in others as Seddo or Kistame, But
the ",.. speakers call themselves Kastane "Chrigtian® and
their language Kastan%ﬁna” (Hetzron 1972:6). In this work,
the name Kigtonififa is used to desiginate the language and

Kistane to refer to the people who speak this language.,



1.2, PREVIOUS LINGUISTIC INVESTIGATIONS

To the best knowledge of thig researcher, the earlier
linguistic investigators on Kistanifila are Goldenberg (1967),
Leslau (1968), Hetzron (1968, 1972, 1977), Bezuwork (1981),
Assebe (1981), Alemayehu (1985), Fisseha (1985), and
Tesfaye (1986).

Goldenberg (196%) in his article "K¢staninda: studies
in a Northern Gurage language of Christiang" demonstrates
the historical background of the Kigstane people and the
territorial war with the neibhbouring Oromo tribes, He also
deals with the phonological features of the language,
particularly, the vowels and suprasegmental features such
as stress, pitch and length, Moreover, a vast section of
his discussion stresses the classification of form classes,
which ig mainly devoted to the grammatical categories and

their morphological features,

Leslau's (1968) study entitled Ethiopians Speak: Studies

in Cultural Background 1M Soddo attempts to give an outline

of the phonological features of the language by discussing
the meeting of vowelg, prepalatalization, assimilation, etc,
This isg accompanied by an inventory of the phonemes,
Moreover, his description comprises some of the form classes

. F . . iy
and a comprehensive morphological analysis of Kistaninna,



Furthermore, his work is largely devoted to giving texts
and translations., The stories which are narrated by the
native speakers of the languaoge manifest the political, social
economic and cultural lifc of the K*stanes. To convey the
meaning of the narrations he uses two types of translation in
the text: a literary tronslotion and a free translation in

Inglish,

R-tzron has contributed several major works on Gurage
Languages. His first article "Main Verb Marker in Northern
Gurage™ (1968) discusses the main verb markers of Kistaniiifia
in comparison with other Northern Gurage language clusters,

1.0, Kistanififials o vis Gogot and Muher,

In Hetzron's (1972) Ethiopian Semitic: Studies in

Clagsification a comparative description of the two major

branches of Ethiopian Semitic languages (i.e., North and
South Ethiopic) is given. A detailed investigation of the
Gurage languages is also made and their similarities and

differences is precisely explained,

Hetzron (1977), in his resourceful material “"Gunnin.-
Gurage" gives a brief account of the comparative grammar of
the Gunnén Gurage languages, His comparison focuses on
phonological, morphological and syntactic features of
Kistonihfa Vis a vis the other Gurage languages. In addition,
a historical survey of the classification of the "Gunnan-

Gurage” laongusges is presented, he last section of his work
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is devoted to the description of a toxt of the Gunn@én

Guroge Reader.

Bezuwork's senior essay "A phonology of Kistane language®
(1981) presents a descriptive acccunt of the language. The
description incorporates the allophones and phonemes as well
as the morphophonemic and syllabic structure of Kistanitfiiia,

" e d e " . [T . L —- e
L . s oI

Assebe (1981) in his M.A. thesis "Bilingualism i
K#stane Nationality" discusscs the sociolinguistic aspects of
the language., His discussion includes language use in |
different ploaces and situations, the bilingual nature of the
Kxstones and their attitudes towards their own language and

other languages,

Alenayehu in his senior essay "The structure of Simple
sentence in Kistane" (1985) describes the structure of sinple
declarative sentences of the language. His syntactic analysisg
deals with word order, sentence pattern and elementary
transformational rules sudh as agreement rules, delition,
substituticn, ctc. The discussion in this senior essay is
based on the transformational genefativo epproach=particularly

on the'Standard Theory!,



Fisseha's (1985) senior Cssay entitled "Morphophonemics
of Nouns aond $erbs in Kistone language! examines the most
important features of inflectional and derivational
categories of nouns and verbs. He also discusses the
morphophonemic changes (i.e, phonological and morphological)

that occur in the language.

Tesfaye's (1986) M.A. thesis "The sound pattern of
Kistanifiia: a Generative appreach™ consists of three major
sections:

(1) phonemes and allophones
(ii) rules of phonetic realizations

(1ii) suprasegmentals

The first section describes consonant and vowel phonemes
together with theirp allophones. This, then, is accompanied
by their distribution, supported by a nunber of examples,
The classification of consconants in their manner of articulation
such as stops, affiricates, fricatives, nasals, ligquids,
glides and their distribution in words isg thoroughly

demonstrated in the same section,

Tesfaye recognizes twenty-three consonants in the
inventory of phonemcs ag opposed to Leslaus (1968) twenty -
six consonants. Leslau claims that Kastanidia has 26
consonants and his chart includes the labialized consonants

such as kw, qw, gw which Tesfaye considers as allophonic



variants of their non-rounded counterparts, Tesfaye argues
that the labialigzed consonants cdo not contrast with their
counterparts and that their distribution is limitea to the
environment of the back vowels in the underlying

representations,

Regording the vowel Phonenes, Tesfaye again disagrees
with Leslau's (1968) ona Bezuwork's (1981) claim., Both Leglany
and Bezuwork identify seven vowel phonemes in the 1anguage,
including / %/ in the inventory vowel phonenes whereas
Tesfaye recognizes only six vowel pPhonemes and treats /i/
a8 a non-phonemic sound which serves as an epenthetic vowel,
Tesfaye (p.6) states that the vowel / 3/ is used for breaking
up two — term initial clusters and three term clusters in
any other position at bhonetic Tepresentation, thus having a

pPredictable occurrence,

In section two, the applicotion of phonological rules
such as palatalization, lebialization, nasalization,
assimilation, intervocalic weakening, vowel reducticn, vowel
insertion and glide formation are discussed and analysed

with adequate examples for each.

In the last section, he deals with suprasegmentals such
as consonantal length, piteh, stress and the intonational
patterns of the language, 1In general, Tesfaye gives a more

comprehensive Phonological description of a language,
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According to Alemayehu (1985), Fisscha (1985) and Tesfaye
(1986), the phonemic inventory of ktstaninna has the following

consonants and vowels:

Consonants:

&
. . Labio
Bilabial dental Alveolar Pqlatal Velar Gdottal
Stop ¥ t .
vd b
d g
Africate E
vl }
vd
Fricative f 2 8 b
vl %
vd -
Nasal vl
vd m = i
Trill
vd r
Lateral
approximant
vd 1
Ejective
—-— i t él K
vl w

Glide vd ¥y




Vowels:

Front Centeral Back p
Hiék\ i } : B
ma N\ _e | a1 o7

= - : N i
Low , \\, & ) . J/

<}
~.

This study has adopted the above 23 consonant phonemes

and 6 vowel phonemes in transcribing the data,

1.3+ THE PRLSENT STUDY

As it has been pointed out in the previous section,
Kistanififia is one of the least studied Ethio-Semitic languages.,
The various linguistic investigations made in the language in
most of the cases were compargtive studies, which mainly deal
with the phonological and morphological components of the
language. The study of the syntactic structure has remained

quite neglected,

The primary objective of this study is, therefore, to
analyse the structure of the Noun phrase in Kistaninfia. The
study procceds within the fromework of the theory of
generative grammar, particularly, that of EXTENDED STENDARD
THEORY (henceforth EST). The data of the study is drawn out
from the speakers of Kistanitifia found in Addele - o section

of Kistane in a district of Buf .
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To acconmplish the objective of the study the rescarcher,
who himself is o native speaker of the language, has
consulted native speackers of the languase in order to collect
data which will then be analysed and discussed in terms of the
recent version of X-bar theory formulaoted by Jackendoff (1977),
The discussion and cnalysis is based on self-prepared phrases

and sentences.

1.4, THE THEORETICAL FRAMENORK

As mentioned earlier, the discussions in this study are
based on the X-bar theory of Jackendoff (1977) and recent
developments, X-bar syntax is a recent thcoretical innovation
in the stage of grammar which falls within the general
framework of Extended Standard Theory (EST) of generative
grammar. BST has emerged from the earlier model i.e.

Standard Theory (or Aspect model).

In the Aspects, Chomsky attcmpted to formalize o set of
rules known as phrase structure rulecs and Transformational
rules., In the Aspects concepticn of grommar, phrase
structure is a set of rules which help to produce deep
structure and trensfermational rule is o set of rules which

convert deep structures into surface structures.



ow 11 «a

Some theoretical modificaticns of the Aspect model of
generative grammar appeared in EST, The reasons that
motivated such modifications was briefly stated in Radford

(1981). According to him, it was felt that:

(i) Deep structure was too abstract
(i1) The transformational component wos too strong
(iii) The catepgorial component was too restrictive in

some sense and not restrictive enough in another.

Ls a result, an attempt was made %o decrease the abstract
nawre of D-structures, the power of transformation was
decreased and the unlimited mules of categorial component
were constrained {Baye 1986). Other theoretical developments
such as the introduction of traces and the new conception of

s~giructures, e¢tc. appeared in EST,

ficcording to EST, a grammar cf a languaze comprises a
varisty of constrained rule systems containing the following
threc basgic parts:

(a) TLexicon
(b) Syntax (i) Base component
(ii) Transformational component
(c) Interpretive components
(i) PF component
(ii) LF component

(Chomsky, 1925:5)
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. B
Here, the rules of the syntactic component (rule (a) and (b))}
gencrate s—structures, the rules of PF and LEF components
map s-structurcs te the phonetic form and the logical form,

respectively,

The syntactic component of a generative grammar is

assumed to perform the following tosks:

i) generates all and only the grammatical sentenceg
of the language (i.e. specifics how words can be
combined tc form sentencesg)

ii) assigns an appropriate syntactic structure to the
sentences concerned which accounts for the native
specker's intuitions about the structural relations
between the words in o sentence,

(Radford, 1981 :34.)

Since the main concern of this study °. % the NP structure, we
J 9

shall focus mainly on the nature of phrase structure rules,

Tete1.  The Base Component

The base component incorporates the lexicon and the
categorial (phrase structure) component. These components

are discussed ag follows.,

b
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Tele1a1.  The Lexicon

In the Aspects the lexicon was considered as an
unordered list of 2ll lexicnal formatives, torether with their
lexical enteries., 4 lexical entry for each lexical item
provides a specification of the phonological, syntaoctic and

semantic properties with a set of lexical insertion rules,

However, in TST the role of the lexicon is not only
restricted to the specification of inherent properties of
lexical items, bBut it also comprises lexical redundancy rules,
morpheme structure rules and rules of allomorphy. This is

stated in Jackendoff (1977:2-3) ag followss

The lexicon ig the repository of
idiosyncratic information about
individual formatives of the language,
Bach formative is assigned a lexical
entery which describes its phonological,
semantic and syntactic properties. The
lexicon 2lso contains a class of rules
called lexical redundancy riles, morpheme
structure rules, and rules of allomorphy,

This omounts to saying that the lexicon Provides a list of
lexical items together with = specification of their
idiosyncratic phonological, morphological, syntactic and
semantic information. In other words, the lexicon comprises
thematic structures of lexical items which scrve as heads of

constructions,
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Chonmsky (4970}@nRemarks on Nominalizaticn arguecd that
the derivation of words by mecans of syntactic transformations
was w;Bng. He proposed that all precesses of word formation
shculd be relegated to derivational morphology, which
operates in the lexicon. The approach of treating word
formaticns as lexical rules gave an insight about morphology.
Then after, a clear distinction between lexical and syntactic

transformations was made, and the power of the transformational

component was reduced to only obligatory syntactic processes.

Te#e1.2. The Categorial Compconent

This component is essentially ceoncerned with the
formulaticn of a set of sentence~ formation rules which deal
with the distribution of words and phrases using a set of
syntactic categories. In short, the categorial component
specifies the hierarchical structure of syntactic categories,
and alsc determines the left-to-right or right-to-left order

of constituents,

In the pre-Aspect model of grammer, the position of words
and phrases in 2 sentence was described by word-based grammar
which does not make usc of syntactic categories. In Agpects,
Chomsky formulated a set of "category-based sentcnce®
formation rules. Such rules provide recursive rule systems
which are cnpable of describing language with infinitely many

sentences,
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In E3T, category - based grammar was claimed to have the

following three advantagcs:

T+ captures distributional regularities, it can handle
recursion, and it is more constrained then a word based

grammar  (Radford, 1981)

Bventhough a category - based grammar was considered more
descriptively adequate than word - based grammar s 1t was not

without problems. It was considered:

i. es.oto restricted in the number of types of

categories it permits,

ii. ... too unconstrained in & set of possible phrase
structure rules it permits.,

(Radford, 1981:91)

Claim (i) states that the categorial component recognizes
only lexical (minimal) categories and phrasal (maximal)
categorics. Such a consideration is too limited because it
fails to allow categories smaller than the phrasal and larger
than the lexican. In other words, since lexical categories
project to phrasal categories they meake no room for

intermediate categories,

On the other hand, nccording to claim (ii) the categorial
; AL . : :
component is 'too constrained! because it permits an

unlimited number of rules such as the following:
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i) NP wme V e yp
ii) VP ——= DET - N (Redford, 1981:102)

Such rules permit phrasal categories to be expanded into any
phragsal or lexical categories. In such rules '... there was
no condition that could maintain the categorial relationship

of any two derivationally related categories.' (Baye;1986:17)

In order to overcome such deficiencies, a new version,
popularly known as the x-barp theory, wag proposed mainly in
Chomsky (1970) and later in Emonds (1976), Jackendoff (1977),
Stowell (1981) and others,

In general, the xwbar theory attempts to accomodate a
number of intermediate categories between the minimal and the
maximal categories of heads., Tt clsc determines the position
of the head, and ensures that the head shares some feature

specifications with its maximal projections.,

More generzlly the theory claims that:
i. every phrasal category is endocentric
ii. every lexical category projects three levels of
super structures
iii, the head of a phrase is always one bar- level
lower than the phrase node immediately dominating it.
ive, only maximal projections may appear as specifiers
and complements, except for some non-head terms
that arc selected interms of specified grammatical

formatives,
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Ve ©Opecifiers will always occur peripheral to

complements of the lexical head of a phrase.

(Hockstra 1984:24)

In Chomsky (1970) and Jackendoff (1977:14) the general
base rule schema of a complement and a specifier for English

is postulated in (ia) and (b), respectively

(1) as x' = x = com%

Do H'' w spec, -~ Pl

According to (ia) a projection of x; consists cf a lexical
head x and its complement., And a projection of x%'' containsg
x' and a specifier, where the specifier varies from category
to cotegory. The complements and specifiers may occur
preceding or following their head in a given language. Thig

is a languagce particular variation.,

Following the above general rule schema,Chonsky (1970)
and Jackendoff (1977:14) show again the expansion of the noun
phrase for Inglish as follows:

(lid me T oees § - CompN
b o BT — 1
be N :>IecN N
In (iia), the N!' consists of a lexical category N obligatorily
eand then the complements optionally. In (iib) the N'!
includes specifiers optionally and N'. (& detailed discussion
concerning complements and specificrs shall be pPresented in

chapters two and three, respectively.)
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In general,the NP structure may contain a lexical head,
a complement and a specifier. Radford (1981:69) proposed
structural devices for determining whether a given sequence

of words is a constituent or not. gccording to him:

A given string of elementé is a constituent Jjust in
case 1t has cne or morec of the following properties:
i) It behaves distributionally a2s a single
structural unit - i.e., it recurs as a single unit

in a variety cf other sentence-positions.
ii) It con be ccordinated with Bnother similar string,

iii) It does not readily permit intrusion of

parenthetical elements internallys..

(iv) It cen be replaced by, or serve as the antecedewt
of, a proform,
v) It can be omitted, under appropriate discourse

conditions,

In recent literature the expansion of S and 8' are
included in the categoriel rules. Chomsky (1981) assumes the
following shcema for 5' and S respectively, incorporating
the non-lexical categories like complementizer and

inflection intc the x-bar system:

W< g Comp 5

be NP INTL VP

W
l
z
i
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5 and o' are meximal projections of the categories INFL

(ection) and COMP (lementizer), respectively (cf: Chomsky,

1986 b). INFL specifies Tense, AGR (cement) clements such as
person, nuuber end gender associzcted with subjects and modals;
whereas complementizer serves to distinguish c¢? awuse types,

an clement such as 'that', 'for', 'than' etc. are

complementizers in English.

Te4e2, The Transformational Component

It is cne of the components of generative grammar. Its
role is explained briefly in lightfoot (1982:66) as follows:
A trangformotional rule operates on thé

basic units provided hy the PS rules

and changes an abstract phrase marker

into another phrase marker; moving a

unit, or constituent, to another position,
It does not, 2s it is sometimes said,
chonge o sentence into another sentence.

The transformational component formulated in Agpects
consists of a structural description (S8D) and a structural
chenge (8C). A structural description specifies the
structures to which the treansformation is applicable, while
the structural chenge describes the resulting structure.
These mechanisms involve unlimited rules which opcrate in
the process of transformotions, That is why the
transformational component of the Aspect model is said to be
unconstrained, and scverly criticized by the contemporary

x~bar syntacticians as mentioned earlier,
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In E3T, o number of constroints and conditions are
imposed on the transformational component, and its power is
also reduced. 3ome such constraints are Hmonds! (1976)

structure preserving hypothesis, Chomsky's (1968) A - over-A

principle, and Ross's (1967) islend constraints, etc, which

mencge to attain a certain degree of descriptive adequacy,

In recent theories of grommer a more general constraint
with a.greater explanatory power has appecarecd, This
constraint is subjecency, which states that “lio constituent
can be moved out of more than onc containing NP=or—s-node
(in a single rule applicetion).” (Radford, 1981:227),
According to this statement, NPs ond Ss are considered as
beunding nodes for Znglish, because no movenent con take
place across more than one of this node in a single rule
application, BSubjacency is nlsc assumed to he a universal

principle with some parametric variation.

Regoarding the theory of movement, rccent theory of
generative grammar assumes two types of movements:
substitutior and adjunction - which are instances of one
genceral movement rule called "Move s which is also subject

to parameteric variations. Alpha stands for any maximal

category.,

Chomsky (1936 b:4) proposes the following general

propertics for substitution movement:
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a) There is no mevement to complement position

b) Only x° can move to the hend position

¢) Only a maxinal projection can mcove to the
specifier position

d) Only minimal and maximal projections (x% and x'')

are "visible for the rule move

He also states the following principle with regpect to
adjunction: "Adjunction is possible only to a maximal

projection (hence x'',) that 48 & non-argument” (Ibid),

These properties suggest that movement should be from
a thematic positicn to a non-—thematic Position. Movement
is_also possible from a head pesition to another head
position i.e. a constituent should move into another category
of the some type. In other worts, the movement of a lexical
category is to the head position and the movement of maximal
category is to a specifier positicn of CP or 1P, A bare
head is not permitted to appear in the specifier position.,
The specifier of CP is considered to be a position to which
a UH item may move, and the specifier of IP is the pogition
to which a subject NP may move, The basic structure of a
clause is here as follows:
/pP
Speé ngL\
N

d P
~
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Thus far, the main theoretical a sunptions of the
X~var Theory wns outlined. The next task would be to
examine the structurc of kistanifida NPs in lizht of this

theory.
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2. NOUN PHRASE

i

This chapter exomines the internal structure of the
noun phrase in Kistanitifia, Following Jackendoff (1977) and
recent developments, the study assumes three levels of
phrasal expansions for a head ncwa, where a noun is a lexical
head. Accordinglx the following levels of nominals are

recogniged: N, W', N'' ang N''',

Noun is a major lexical category which is found at N(NO)
level ond serves as head of NPs., This category requires

certain other moaximal phragal categories as its complements,

N' level is the minimal phrazal category which is formed
by the lexical category togmether with its complements., The
complements are closely linked up with the lexical heads and
occur immediately Preceding them. Such complements are

referred to as functional arguments,

The intermedicte phrasal categories which mey also occur
as complements of the lexical head i4 found at N'' level,
The complenents at this level arc restrictive modifiers,
Ofcourse, we may find some specifiers at this level,
N''" level is the moximal syntactic category which includes
non-restrictive modifiers ond some specifiers (arguments
concerning these formatives shall be presented in the next

chapter), The following ig an example of structures with

such levels:
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1 /7 - , y
AR L Th =~ SOddOm7 —N,asfﬂdadari"7“7

“"NIH
of - Soddo ruler
'A ruler of Soddo!
In terms of X' PS rules, this structure can be

represented 2g follows:

2) ) Nl 1
N\
Nf 11 "Nl
.\ |
\ N
y
ra l\_
<. e 1
YA - soddo astAdadari
of - Soddo ruler

'4A ruler of Soddo!

In the chove sentencc, the noun /ostidadari/ 'ruler!
is the head of the N''. And this head tomether with the
genitive NP /YA-Soddo/ 'of-Sodde' form N'' /YA-Soddo astAdadari/

'A ruler of Soddo' which is Bn NP constituent,

Morecover, we have to mention one point regarding non-
restrictive modifiers os far as Kistani®#o is concerned.
Ofcourse, Jackendoff (1977), claims that clausal complements
(particularly rclative clauses) should be trcoted at two
different levels. According to him, relative clauses are
classified as restrictives and non-restrictives (appositives).
Restrictives are N'' complements whereas non-restrictives are

N''' complements (for detail, see, Jackendoff 1977),
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Buch distinctions should be pursued in this study for the
reason that Kistonifitia relatives exhibit such type of

distinction like the Znglish one. Therefore, the clausal
complements are treated under N'' or N''' based on their

restrictiveness or not.
2ele Nominals (gg

Nominals are major lexical catesorics which serve as

heads of NPs like the following:

3)  a. é;,, / YA — Taf-i /7 /7 Tdeta 77 Wali —=A -1t
Ty = o

of = tef injera buy=pf=3fs
'She bought injera of tef!

be /7 /7 BIS-i" 7 [TATay 7 / Uajj - A
N"HA" - :\f['l -~
i

red~DER Sheep buy-pf(3ms)
'He bought the red sheep!

In these NPs, the nouns /Tabeta/ 'injera' and /ATay/ ‘sheep'
are the lexical k- @ s of their respective structures. These
type of noung are referred to ag simple mominels, i.e. non-

derived nominals,

Derived nominals can also head an NP scvructure, Consider

the following sentences:

4 a./ /[ RilTa / /TUA - bIla_/_/ zlisshgs=A-t

L
N yp

bread to eat/eating refuse=pf-3fg

'Bhe refused to ecat/eating bread!
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be £ L0 7 [Tunps1tannG ¥ namir - £
A1 n -
bad worker hire - pf(3ms)

'He hired a2 bad worker'

¢e [ [YA-ghrid-i 7 /“milkamenit 7 7 al-WAdAd-A
Nll lel N!
of-girl ~.DOF beautifulness neg-like-pf(3ns)

'He hated the beautifulness of the girl!

As the structures in (4) show, the derived nominals occur

as heads of their respective structures,

What follows is the general distribution of NPs in

EKistanii¥a:
57 &@s boyyei deK = A
boy-DEF lauch=pf(3ns)

'The boy laughed!

be kwa mnISt-i whlla - nat
he woman-DEF hit - pfeher

'He hit the woman!

The underscored noun phrases in (5a) and (b) above, appear

in subject and cbject positions respectively.

In (5a) the NP /boyy-i/ 'the boy! occurs in subject
position, Following Chomsky (1981:42), the grammatical
function con be indicated as /"NP,5 7 which meens *subject-
of-5', This is to say that the subject NT is dircctly

dominated by S.
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In (5b) /mISt~i/ 'the woman' ig found in the direct
object position dominated by the VP. Such a grammatical

function is shcwn 28 /N2, VP which means 'object-of-VP?1,
9 o dJd

2.2 The NF Complements

This gection explores the complements of NPs ot the levels of
N' N'', and N'!'',- Before treating the complements it is

. o . '
essential to have a definition for the term’comnplementt

This term has various definitions. In Chomgky (1970) and
Jackendoff (1977) the ternm is used to refer to materials
following n head of a phrase., This is shown in Jackendoff

(1977:14) Dby the base rule in (6):

6) X' == X = Comp

On the otherhand, Radford (1988) uses the term as the
material which branches from on N! cnly. He also makes a
distinction between complements and adjuncts., The latter

branch from an N'' (1988:176)

In this study the term ‘complement' is employed to refer
to both the minimal phrasal categories which are subcategorized
by the lexicel heads and other maxinal phrasal categories
which occur outside the minimal syntactic category. This
approach is followed simply for '... cxpository convenience
only, with no theorectical significance implicJ‘ (Jackendoff

TSR )
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2e2,7. The N' Complements

This sub-section deals with the complements of N',
Jackendoff (1977:69) shows the expansion of an N' for fnglish

in the followine rule schemes

n'la} )

3

e-_JL._\

7) N' = N = (prt)= (NP) - (pp) - (

fAccording to this scheme, the possible candidates for
complements of N' arc (Ne), (pp), and (8)s N and (prt) are
not recognized as complements, since this study considers
only maximal projections as complements, Also, the clause (8)
i1s not treated as the conplement of N', since it is found

under N'!' & N''1

In Kistoninha the NPs con be the complements of derived

nominals at N' level, This is shown in (8):

8) a. gosaye éﬂ/ngOﬂ 7 é“wﬁ—gldll_7_7 ghssAss=A
L »

N
NP
Gosaye hyena to kill/killing refuse~-pf(3ng)

'Gosaye refused to kill/killing a hyena!
b. amado /7 4"Kaysam7 /WA ~bIla /7 7 ti-WadIld
N' NP N
Amado Cheese  to eat/eating neg-like-pf(3ms)

'Amado hates to cat/eating cheesc!



c. diha /7/TwhzAle-i 7 /TUA - glfr 7 7 dinhb-ko

N' NP N
you Jjob - Dil? to leave hove-pf--2ms

'You have to leave the Jjo¥'

In (8) the NPs modify their heads., In thesc structurcs the
heads are preceded by their complenents. Hence, the
complements 4o not occur following the head nouns as it can

be noticed from the ungrammatical structures in (9) below:

9) at gosaye /7 /WA - ¢IdIl 7 /T@ACA 7 ghsshss~A
NY N NP
Gosaye to killfkilling H¥er& refuse-pf (3ms)

bt amado /T /MWA~bllam7 [/ Kayso_ 7 ti-whdId
Nt ® NP
Amado to eat/eating Cheese neg-like-pf(3ms)
That will be our evidence for the structures in (8) above,

to be found under N' level., This will be tcsted using one of
the syntactic devices 1i.e. 1ntrusion of external elements,

Consider the following structures:

10) at gosaye [/ [/ BACA 7 [ TiKIr_/ [“wh-gldil/ 7 ghsshss-A
W' NP AR o
Gosaye hyena black to kill/killing refuse-pf(3m

b4 amado /[ / Kaysa_ 7 /[ niC'L 7 /Twh-bIla 7 7 ti-widId
gt P A N

fmado  cheese white to eat/eating neg-like-—#(:"



These structures are unprammatical because of the intrusion

%

of adjectives between the heads and the complements. From
this, we can deduce that in this langucge the complement NPg
ond their heads can not be easily separated without this

causing ungrammaticality. Also, the illformedness of these
structures may indicate that the intruded elements (adjectives)

are not under N', This nay be supported by the grommatical

structures in (11):

1) 2. gosaye [T/ TiKIr-i_/ L/ "Zuﬂ//w¢ ﬁIdIl’ 77 Lsshss-A
MY AT N' NP
Gossaye black-DEF hyena to hlll/kllLlB” refusc-pf(3ms)

'Gosaye rcfused to kill/killing the black hyena!
Kaysa / /" wh-bIla / 7 7 ti-wAdId
[ == e

: o - F
WYhite cheesc to eat/eating neg.like-pf(3ms)

be cmado é" / naC'a 7 /=

™~
A

Fpis

SR
N

(o]
fa—
e |

'imado hates to eat/eating white cheese!

In (114) the adjectives cccur preceding the entire N', Since;
they appear outside the N', we can suggest that this class is

under the next higher level,

In the structures given so far, the derived nominals
reflect the subcategorization properties of their verbal source,
For example, in (11a) /Wi-gIdIl/ 'to kill/killing' manifests
the property of the verb /ziddAls/ 'kill'! from which it is

derived and it subcategerizes the same complement types.
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Based on the arpument given above, we con show the NP

structure of (8a) in the following tree diogram:

12) N
AN
# \\

NP N

| |

5 l.

N !

| |

sACA HA-gIdIl
hyena to kill/killing

"To kill/killing a hyena!'
48 1t can be cobserved from this diagram, the complement NF

forms strict sister relationship with the derived nominal,

Bearing in mind the discussion made so far, 1t can be
argued that in Kistanififia N' complements cre the NPs only,
Thus, the phrase structure rule may be postulated as in

(17) helows:

13) N1 ey (102 N

This shows that N' ig reserved for optionally subcategorized NPs.

S0 far, the complements in N' are identified. UWhat

follows would be the description of N'' complepents,



2e2+2o The N'' Complements

In Jackendoff (1977:74) the possible candidates for complements

of N'' for English are presented in the following rule scheme:

ALY W' oem (A1) em MY wem(PR) - (B)

In Kigtanihfla genitive NPs of source serve as N'!

complements, This is shown in (15):

15) a. zosaye / /° Yiejirh / /“bishr J 7 ti-wAdId

MU N
Gosaye of - chicken meat ne¢ = like - pf(3ms)

'Gosaye hntes meat of chicken'
b. bIrke /7 [/ YA-KIBBo 7 /WAT 7 bLAlla-t

Nl! I\Ifl! Nl

Birke of = pea wot cat-pf-3fs
'Birke ate wot of pea!
c. aster [/~ /" YA ilam / /Tafot 7 7 shC' - A - %
N' 'NT” o
Leter of - cow milk drink - pf- 3fs

'Leter drank milk of cow!

d., amado /7 [/YL-InC'h 7 /Tolga 7 7 SIkit - A
Nt ot o'
Amado of - wood bed mnoke - pf (3ms)

'Amado madc o hed of wood!?

In (15) the genitive Ps show the source ond modify their
heads. For instance,in the NP in (15a) the noun /bAsir/ 'meat!
is the head of the phraose and the genitive NP/yA-jArh/ 'of..
chicken' is the complement which shows the mobterial source of

the meat.



LI 55 L

Jhat cvidences shall we have for considering the
genitive NPs of source ng N'! complement? Let's verify the

situaticn by‘fs ine CApPLingeg,
T ) 1 5]

16, a. aster /= Al Yi-ilom 7 é"ﬁfatﬂ7m7 saC! = L=t Adi gIn

];']TII 'Nlll N‘
Aster of cow nilk drink-pf-3fgs I but
L /YL - Alam 7 4“angubaﬂ7_7 al=gAC' - A - hu
Nt et ! '
Ofe—cow buttermilk neg—-drink-pf-ics

'Aster dronk milk of cow but I dian't drink even
battermilk of cow!'

be aster /7 [Yheilon 7 [ifet 7 7 shC'ehet  Adi gTn

N’Il N’lll Nl
Lster of-cow milk drink-pf-3fs I but

é VA é_anguba_7a7 01l=giC' —fimhu
D}-'l EIII - N’l ’

buttermilk neg-drink~pf-icg

'ister drank milk of cow but I didn't drink even

buttermilk!

In (16b) the N' ig not omitted along with the comnlement, The
omission of +the genitive NP alone shows that it is a single

consitituent which ig found in the next higher level,

In addition to this, exchanging the pesition of the
genitive NPs of source with adjectives without this leading
to ungramnaticality shews thot they are under the same node,

This is observable fron the following structures:
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17) a, L /[ Yia-ilam 7 /™niCia 7 [/ Afat 77 SACT_Aot
N||N!'I 'l ]

of—-cow white milk drinkepf.3rfg

'She drank white milk of cow!
or
[ é nicC .ri. 7 /-YJ;—Alam 7 /-Afat 7 7 saC!
i

N“' Nlll Nl
white of ~ cow milk

o
N

drink-pf-3fg
'She drank white milk of cow!

Moreover, the source genitive can pe Separated from jtg
head by genitiveg of location and tipe as in ($3);

18) a, v / Yh-mareKo 7 [/ YA-A

Nll N!ll
of-Mareko

lam_7 Z-Afat_7;7 SAC?
Nlll NI
of-cow milk

~A~m

drink-pf—p.m
'He drinks milk of coy from Mareko!t

be / / Yﬂ—.rllcdn 7 / YA~ma
N' INI |8 | Nl L
of~cow of=Mareko

areko_ 7 Z“Afat_7;7 saC?
Nl

milk drink-pf-p.m
"He drink milk of cow from Mareko!

~A~m

¢e {7 [ Yh-tilabiNy-i 7 [~ YA-Alam / [TAfat ] 7 sac
NIINIII NIII N
of cow milk drink-pf-3rg
ank yesterday's milk of cow!

~hi=t
ofuyesterday-DEF

'She ar

d.. [ / Yi;“l{lam 7 /—Y.u."'tIl

ADANN-i 7 /“Afat /7 8ACY —pmt
yre Nt

MY

Jf»yesterday~DmF milk dr1nk—pf~5fs
'She drank yeste

rday's milk of cow!
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22) Qe /- Z-YA-

sTkAp 7 {bIsa_ BAMIs 77 SIDASADmp 1

N'e ooy At Nt -
Of<beep red barlqy Collget Df-3rq
She collected red barley for beept

b /~ £ Yhebpgy 7 ['nAC'A__ 10T 7 7 wagsom,
Nt Nt At e il

of . meat white ox buyupf~5mp-acc
They bought white OX fopr meat!

As thege Xampleg shoy

adjectives as



/\ ;

% N
YA~arAKe i
of-areke EAbI g
barley

'barley for areket

25) at /- / 8AbIg

S YA-gTiay

/7 wagj- s
Nl ] Nl N! [ ]
barley Of ~ beep buy-pfu3rs
bo* /[~ ['bora_] LyA - bﬂsAr_7_7 W3JJ = muen
Nre N Nt
el g 0f-meat
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26) a. /” [’yA-tilabANN-i_] LVAT 7 7 Clapen

NllNl!l Nl
of—yesterday~DEF wot 2Xpenisive-ig

'Yesterday's Wot is expengive!

be /7 £ YA-WITAL- 7 {TA37 7 fhyyacn
Ni I Nt NI
of-monday., DER mead good~ig

"Mond#¥'s meaa ig good"

ce /7 [Ty o=l 7 [CfTyik 7 7 TigAr=hu-nTt

NllNlll Nl
of-lagt year-DEF goat sell-I -~ it

'T s01d the last gear'sg goat!

doe /= /- YA~aholN-i_7 /7 ¥: 110 7 LTUA~VIa 7 77 fayyaon

if

Nll Nlll L,
of~today-DEF bread to eat/eating good-ig

1 eat/eating today's bread ig good!

In (26) above, the N'! Complementg precede N!' ang modify-’ i,
Thus, the temporal genitives are daughters of N'! and form
sister relationship with the N'. This can be shown in the

following tree diagram:;

27) Nt
o N
AN
/ \‘\ N{

YA-TTTa0ANN =5

f-yesterday-prp WAT
OI-yesterday-DE B, 2.

'Yesterday's Wot!
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We can also prove this by applying the syntactic device
referred to as coordination., Considerp the following example:

28) [/~ /" YA-tTlabANN-i 7 [/ sIkAr EF 7nnb/ / YA-ahoNN-i T

[ ] [ | lll‘
A ofgyesterdayuDEF bger and of—%oday—DEF

l TA3_7_7_7 fAyya-n
mead good=~ig

'Beer of yesterday and mead of todey is gooqd!

In thesge examples /YA-tIlabaNN--i sIkAr/ 'beer of Yesterday!
and /YA-ahoNN-i TAj / 'mead of today' are coordinated by
being constituents of the same type,

Temporal gepitives do not occur intruding betwden
complement of the derivig nominal and the head in N', since
their occurrence ig outside N' level, Observe the

following ungrammatical structuresg,

29) a.* £ Z_gACA_7£- YA—tIlabann—i_7Z'wA-gIdIl_7 gAssAss~A

NlNP Nl'l N
hyena of-yesterday-DEP to kill/killing refuse-pf

b.* /7 /[Kaysa 7 /TYA~0hoNN-i 7 [TWA-bIla /7 inAb-ko

N' NP ™ N
Cheese of-today-DEF to eat/eating heve~pf-2mg

The ungramnatical structures in (29) show that the position

of the temporal genitives should not be under N' but under Nt

We can also notice that the Position of temporal
genitives ig outside N' level when we observe the grammatical

sentence in (30);
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20) [ [YA-tI1labiNN-i_7 d"[’gACA_aé'NA—gIdIl__Zi—’" ghsshss—h

NI lNlll NINP
of yesterday-DEp hyena  to kill/killing refuse-pf(3ms)

'He refused +o kill/killing yesterday's hyena!

Locatives are found under N'! level as the following
examples in (31) show:
31) a. L/ YA—dammo_7 ["AmarArAn7;7 wajj-mu~n
NT! Nll! N!
of-Dammo donkeys buy—pf-Bmp—acq.

'They bought donkeys from Dammo!

o’
°

P i /" YA—marAKo_? Z“bArbAre“7;7 gA1Tfen

i [ | !
Nty of-Moreko N pepper tall-ig

'"Pepper from Mareko ig tal1!

o [0 [ Yh-bifi_ 7 LTMA3 7 7 fiyya AdAbI1

Nll Nlll f-: NI

of-Br. mead good is not

IMead from = i is not good!

pJ s
»

e Th-kella 7/7°KiTTA 7 /~us - bIla_7_ 7/ TIfo-n

Nt N!'éfaKella w NP breaga N to eat/eating bad-is
'To eat/eating bread from Kella is bag!

(In 31) genitive of location modify N', and occur preceding

the heads,

We can test whether locative genitives are under N'' or

not by using gapping. Consider the following structureg?
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32) a. kwa /” [ Yi-dammo_7 é“AmarArAu7;7 wajj~A dA A gIn
N[l Nlll Nl
He of=Dammo donkeys buy-pf you but

£ YA-dammo 7 Z"bIC'IlalA_7_7 wajd - A- A

N! INIII Nl
of-Dagmo miles buy-pf-2ms

'He bought donkeys from Dammo but you bought Mules

from Dammo!

be kwa /7 /- YA-dammo_7 Z_AmarﬁrA_7;7 wajj-A & A
N|| Nlll NI

He of-Dammo donkeys buy-pf  you

gin /~ [ m— 7 é"bIC'IlalA_7;7 wajj - A<hA
NII Nl!l Nl i

but mules buy-pf-2ns

'He bought donkeys from Dammo but you bought mules!

In (32b) the genetive is cmitted without leading the
structure to ungrammaticality, Thisg situation suggests that

genitives are independent unite,

Also, our argument can be supported by the following
ungrammatical structure:

30 [ [KITMa 7 [Yi-kella 7 /mu - bIlla 7 7 TIfo-n

Tt tee
A NPbread N of=kella N Tto eat/cating bad-isg

This structure is ill-formed because the genitive of
location is found under N', It can be also said that
the structure ig ungrammatical because /ﬁ“ffvv‘

'"bread! which ig the complement of the derived nominal
in N' is raised to the maximal level ag complement of

N'' which is not permitted,
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Accordingly (32a) can be shown in the tree diagram in

(34):
NI ]
! |/| \N!
yA=-dammo N
of~Dammo Amirﬁrﬁ

donkeys

'donkeys from Dammo!

Ais it can be seen in (34) genitive of location is a
sister to N' and branches from the narimal node-i.e, i L
Since the position of locative genitive are preceding their

head, their occurrence following the heads would be ill-formed

as in (35)+
B5) E.F a Z"AmarArA_7 é"YA—dammo_?ﬂ? waj j=mu~n
NllN’l‘,E y Nlll
donkeys of=Dammo buy-pf-3mp-ace.
b.* /[ K_bArbAre_7 [“YAnmareKo_7_7 ghlIf-n
[} 1
NN papper N''' of-Marcko  tall - is

These structures are ungrommatical because the genitive

locative occurs following the head,

Unlike source ana purpose genitives, temporal and
locative genitives can appear togethcr in a simple structure
without the structure being ungrammatical, The following

grommatical sentences show that this is so:
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36) a. /- ¢" YA—tIlat”ﬂkﬁi_7 [‘YAnbv!im7 é_slkﬂr;7;7 fAyya-n
NIP NIII Nlll Nt
cf-yesterday-DER of Brii beer good~ig

'"Yesterday's beer from F § . ig good!

b. /7 [/ YA—WIrsﬂnbAt~i_7 il Yﬂuaddele_7 Z'ginz_?_? TIfo-g
1t [}
LA of-Sunday L of--iddele N'honey bad-is

'Sunday!' s honey from Addele is bhaa!

The examples in (36) show that temporal genitives Precede
the locative genitives, However, these genitives can
exchange their positions freely as in 3 ),

3 [ Yi-addele 7 [m-i-\firsfmmtwij /8inz_7 7 TIfo-n

Nerlll NITI Nl
of~4iddele of-Sunday honey bad-ig

'Sunday’' s honey from Lddele is bag!
This shows that there is no restriction in the precedence

relation of genitive NPs of time and location,

Thus far, the genitive NPg of source, purpose, time and
location are Tecognized as complements for Nt!? Such
consideraticn energes because they have a restricting effects
on their heads., Those genitive NPs which show possession
without restricting their heads function as specifiers and are

assigned to Nt''! (cfochapter 2.

The other coandicate for N'! complenents are adjectival
phrases (4Ps). Since APs medify their heads it would be
plausible to include them under Nt'! complencnts, Consider

the structures in (38) below:
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3B) =, /[~ Z'malASmi_7 é“TAg_7 7 mott-pe t
Nll l)lil Nl
small —-DERF calf die-pf-3fg

'The small calf died !

be /7 é"mﬂlkam—i“7 g‘gArAd_7_7 AWAY=A=t

Nll All Nf
beautiful ~DEF girl shout-pf-3fg

'"The beautiful girl shouted!

e {7 [ TiKr-i 7 [KInaC' 7 7 ghAddil-ku-nat
NtY gt N
black-DEF  flea killepf-I-it

'T killed the black flea!

In these sentences APs occur in the same Position where
the genitive NPs/we have seen above, may occur, Like the
genitive NPs, APs precede their heads. The reverse order
is not permitted. Observe the ungrommatical gtructures in
(39):

39) a.* /” [ TAg 7 é_malAs-i_7_7 nobt-A=t

IV AVT
calf small-DEF die-pf-3fs

b.* /7 é"gArAd_7 é'mAlkam-i_?_? awAy-A-t
NII Nl All

gan] beautifu11ﬁ¢ shout=pf-3fg
The ill-formedness of these structures, shows that APs

cannot be preceded by their heads.

As it can be seen from the structures in (38) APs are
found outside N? level. Thus, putting an adjective in N! will

lead the structure to ungrammaticality as in (40) below:
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40)* l ["KiTTa_7 Z"bISa_Z Z”wﬁ—blla_7_7 TIfow-n
N' NP Are

bread % peaa Ny, eat/eating bad-is
From the i1ll-formedness of this structure, we can argue
that the place of adjective is not in Nt but in N'!, mhe

following grammatical structure shows that thig ig s50:

) [ [vIs-iy £ KT 7 [k - blla 7 7 7 TIfo-n
Ntrpro N' NP N
red-DEF bread to eat/ecating bad~is

'To eat/eating red breand is baad!

From the ill-formedness of (40) and the well-formedness of
(41) we con say that in this language, N'! complements

brecede N' complements,

Moreover, further evidence in support of our
assumtion that APs are found under N'! comes from the

facts of coordination

42) gosaye Z'fAyya;7 ma  /“ruru 7 shben
11 (I |
Gosaye ™ good ana & kind  person-is

'Gosaye is good ond kind person!
The coordination of /fhyya/ 'good' and Aruru/ 'king!
suggests that both are single constituents and that they

are found in identical category level,

Based on the zhove discussion, the NP structures in

(41) have the following tree representation:
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Nll
/\\
J.II
™ /

45)

A e

zfiliﬁ}; Nﬁ/ h
bIS~i
red-DER J
KiTTq
bread

T

WA=bI1a
to eat/eating

'To ecat/cating a req bread!

Prepositionnl phrases (PPs) algo ¢an be included undepr N'!
complements, as the exomples below demonstrote:

) a7y bh-InSitat-igoy 7 kasat 7
Nt pry S =

£ VA-bIla 7 7 KiT—ki
N i

to-women-DER with lunch to eat/e

ating not able-pf-icg
'T don't be nble to eat/eating lunch with the women!'

b. /7 /7 tA~amado 7 £ PIC'I1 7 {Tvh-we3i_7 7 fhyye AdADI]
le Pfl NI N
from—-Anado mile to buy/buying zood is not

'y buy/buying mule from fmado is not good!

ce /7 Z"bﬂ-golﬂd_? Z“w&ajj_?_? TIfo-n
Nll rt

with-knife N 4,4 shoot/shooting bad-is

de /7 [Tbi-ge wISTa
R 1
B in-house insidg to sleep have

i 4 —‘.'JA»iNNah7 in&heKo

~pf2mg
'You have to sleep in a houge!
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¢e [ /7SIl mlss-i_7 /"fhyyInit 7 +iSal
Nt pri N
about man-BEF © goodness ask~pf=3mg

'Ask about the man's goodnesgs!

In these structures IPs function as the complements of the
derived nominals, The FPs occur in the same position
where the APs occur (cf.the structures in (38) abvove),
Iike the APs, PPs precede their head nouns. Hence the

reverse order is unacceptable:

45) at [T [KASAY 7 [TwibIla 7 /TtA-InSTtobei goy_7_7 KiT-ki

NI!Nl N PlT
lunch  to eat/eating to-women-DEF with not able-pf~1

Be® £ [/ WiiNNa 7 [~ bh-ge wISTa /7 inibeko
N!! Nl P‘I

to sit in-house ingide have-pf-2mg
Taese structures are ill-formed becausge of the gcceurrence
of the rPs following the heads. Unlike the complements of
derived nominals in N! complement PPs for the derived
nonminals in N'!' can be separated from their heads by other

elements as in (46);
46) a. /7 / tA-InSItatei goy_/ [/~ flhyya 7 /EASAt7/WA-bIla77K1T-k1

NllPtl ‘II ; ) N
to-women-DEF with good  lunch to eat/eating not able-f!

'T am not able to eat/ea ating good lunch with the women!
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be /7 / bi=zolAd . /"Yn»tllqbuNﬂ—17/*lum7 [Th-ajj 7/ Tifo-n

Nt P Nt ! N
with-knife of-yesterday-DEF cow to shoot/shooting bad-i

'To shoot/shooting yesterday's cow with a knife ig bad!

In t'#sestructures the complements are not tightly bound
to their heads. TIrom these structures and the ekamples
in (44) above, we cen see that the relationship . £ the

head is at the level higher than N' i,e, at N'!',

Moreover, the structural relationship - JFthe head
and its ccumplement can be shown by using gapping:
47) a. [T [Tth-amado 7 /—10111_7 [Uh-waji 7 7 fhyya AdABI1

l\:{ll 'UI ] N
from Amado mule to buy/buying gzood is not

r £ th-fAKadu 7 éthC'Il ALY R _7eIn fAyya-n

NI! I‘I! N
from-Fekadu mule to hay/vouying but good - ig

'To buy/buying mule from imado is not Juad LUt to buy/
buying mule from FPekadu is zood!
b. /- / ti-amado 7 /THhIgIL WAV BER _/TAyya~idAbIl

Nttt pr Nt N
from-imado mule to buy/buying good 1is not

/[~ [/ tA-fiKadu T S T /TWA-Wajj 7 7 eln fhiyya-n
Nt prt Nt . ]}} . 4 .
from-Fekadu to buy/buying but rood-is

'To buy/buying muje from Amado is not good but to buy/

buying from Fekadu is good!
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In (47v) the N', which is the head on identity with another
phrase, is deleted without leading the structure to
ungrammaticality, However, the PP/tA faAl adu/ 'from Fekadu'
has not been deleted along with N'. This situation shows that
the relationship of the complement with the heddis not at N!
level, but at N'' level,

Accordingly, such structures can be shown in s tree diagram

like (48):
48) Nt
Pli \Nl
////,”\\\\E /// .
tA<amado T‘ N
|
from~Amado H 2

bIC'I1  VA-wajj
mule to buy/buying
'To buy/buying mule from Amado!
From this tree we can see that the Il and the N' are sisters,
The complement PP restrict the reference of its phrasal
head (N'),
Furthermore, restrictive relative clauses serve as
complements of N'', by restricting the reference of the head
as in (49) below:
49) a. /- Z"ahoNNyA—mott—i_7 / bayy 7 7 zAmi-~ddi-n
N B oday Bel-diewnmp N boy  brother-my-is

'The boy who died today is my brother!
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b) /T /TfAKadu VA-emATTa-n-i_7 /= L TA-gAbIs 7 {BIkAL YTsAC 4.
Nl‘

nNre g NIt
Fekadu Relnbringwpfnacc-DEF of-barley beer drink-pf-3f

'She drank beor of barley which(that) Fekadu brought!

c) mIgs-i /" [Teosaye yAusIbAsAbuﬂ-nniu7 /~ g“yA—marekg7
man-.DEFN "’ S'Gosaye Rel-collectupfuaceéi;;;N'"ofﬁMareKo
é—bArbAre“7ﬂ7u7 TigAr-pnIT

' pepper sell-pf-it

'"The man sold bepper that Gosaye collected from Mereko!

d) bayy-i /" {"yAmwajjuAnnui_7 a é”yﬁ»Tafmi_7 é_TabetaA7_7_7
"'

NIISI I\III_N'JIT ;
boy~DEF RelmbuyhpfmacanEF of-t!ef-DER injera
al-bila
neg-eat-pf(3mg)

'The boy doesn't eat injera of  of that he bought!

As the examples in (49) demonstrate, Tesrictive relative
clauses occur under N'!', In thege structures the gt occurs
preceding N', Thus, it is not Possible for it o ocecur
following N' ag ip (50):

50) a.* Vi [ bayy 7 / aholN Yﬂumottmi_7;7 zAmi-ddi-n

Ntv o 81 ; ;
boy today Rel~d1enpanEF—brother-my—ls

b LT kit 7 £ wA~bIla_7 { ThKadu Ya~QmATTa-n-i}7fAyva.n
Nty o N 2!
bread to eat/eating Fekadu Rel-bringupf»accmDEF good-ig

These structures are ill-formed because of the occurrence
of S! following the N', This also Supports the claim
We made carlierpw lee.that Nt! complements oecur

Preceding N! complements,
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Relative clauses do not separate the complements of N!

and the heads Qs the ungrammatical structure in (51) show:

g 2 [ XiTTa 7 [ FAKadu yA-amATTa-n..

i 7 {"WA«bIla_7_7gAssAss—A
N' N

1
bread = © Fekadu Rel~bring=§f~acc§DEF to eat/eating

refuse-pf-3fg
ticality of (51) Suggesty that relative clauses
are not found at the level of N!

The ungramma

s but N¥,

This can be proven
by the syntactic device of gapping:

52) a. bIrke [~ [Tgosaye yA~Wajji~An—i=7 4"Afat_7;7 SAC'-A—t
o
Birke N 'S¢

!
“Gosaye Rel-buy-pfeacc-DE¥  millk drink-pf-3fg
Adi gIn /~ /Eosaye yA—wajj~A~n~iﬂ7 /an

guba_/ 7al-sAC'-A-hy
N' gt

N!
I but Gogaye Rel-buy--pfeacc-.DuF butter milk neg=drink-
pf-lcs
'Birke drank the milk which Gosaye bought but I did not
drink the buttermillk which Gosaye bought!
be bIrke /7 /“gosaye yh~wajj-h-n-i 7 [Afat 7 7 SAC-h-t
N?l Sl

Nt
Birke Gosaye Rel-buy~pfeacc-DiF milk  drink-pf-3fg

Adi gIn /7 fTen 7 £ anguba_7 7al-sAC' i-hy
! t 1
I but s Nbutter milk neg-drink-pf-ics

'Birke drank the milk which Gosaye bought but I did not

drink the butter milk!
In (52b) the g

&S a whole is deleted without this leading

. } 4
to ungrammaticality, This supports the argument that .

is a complement of yre
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Accordingly, the tree diagram of S' would be as shown

in (53) below:

52) /////N"
| \Nl
.\\‘R‘\ ’
i BN !
“HolIN ya~mottei ﬁ
Today Rel-die-pf-DEF bayy
boy

'the boy who died today!
Thus far, the phrasal categories which serve ag N'!
complements have been described,
But there is a crucial question that may arise here,
This concerns the order of the various complements of N'',
Examining the structurcs in (54) velow nay provide a clue
for it:

54) a. gosaye /[~ /Temado yh-wajj-h-n-i_7 Z"yAutIlabANNni_7

NTI Sl Nlll
Gosaye Amado Relwbuy-pfeacc~DERF of-yesterday -bper

[vISa_7 /” yh-dammo_7 é-yﬂnﬁfat_7 é’Alam_7_7arAd—A-nat
.ztl" Nlll Tt B Nl .
red of-Damno oy- milk “cow slaughter-pf-it
'Gosaye slaughtered yesterday's red cow of milk that
Amado bought from Dammo!

Llso, the following order is possible:

b. gosaye /- Z"yﬂ-tllabﬁNN»i_7 /amado yﬁuwajjnﬂ—nni&7

Nl? N!lf- Sli
Gosaye U yesterday-DEF Lmado Bel-buy-pf-acc-DEF
[‘bISa“7 4“yi~dammo_7 é"yﬂ-ﬁfat_? éﬂlam“7~7 arid-A-nat
.!".L" NII Nl!! I\]"

red of-Damno of-milk cow slaughter-pf-it
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C. gosaye [/~ /7 bIsa 7 é—yﬁmtllabﬂNNuiw7 [/ amado yh-wajj-! 0 -1

Nll J‘\lll NTI! Sl
Gosaye red of-yesterday Amado Rel-buy~pf-acc~DEF
é"yﬁudammo_7 émyﬂuﬁfat~7 Z“ﬂlamm7_7 arhid-L-ndt
N‘ll! NI!I Nl
of-Deamno of- milk cow slaughter-pf-it
gosaye /~ é—yﬁmtllabANN—iu7 / amado yﬂ»wajj-ﬁ-n»ih7
]

NII
NIII
Gosaye of-yesterday Amado Rel-buy-nf-acc-DEF

S

KNyAudammo=7 é“yﬁ=ﬂfatu7 ZﬂbISa_7 é“ﬁlam_7;7 arid-A-nat

e VL] ANt N!?
of-Dammo of-milk red cow slaughter-pf-it

The well-formedness of the structures like (54) shows that
the complements in NW'! cen exchange their position freely
within this domain, This means that there is no
restriction in the pPrecedence relation of any two or more
complements of N'',

We can say that in Kistenifi¥a the N'! complements
are genitive NPs, ADPS,pps and S', Accordingly, the phrase
structure rule of an NP nay be formulatedas follows:

'Y -1 (Nlll) - (All) - (Ptr) - (Sl)_aNln

2.2,3, The N''! Complements

As hinted carlier, N''! ig the naximal projection
that includes non-restrictive modifiers such as non-
restrictive relative clauses (appositives) and some noun
phrases. The conplements at thig isvel do not provide
new infornation about the heads in which they OCCUT,
However, they may give additional information concerning
their heads. Thig is observeable from the following

structurecs:
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56) a, /[ Tanado ya~wﬂKaan~i_Z / / ahoNN yﬁmmott-i_7

NY'E Ntv gt
fnado Rel-hitepf-acc-DER today Rel-die-pf-DER

é"bayy_7_7_7 t-AST1
\ .
N boy neg-know-pf

'I don't kgow the boy, that imado hit, who dieq today,!

be /[ ThageY: ~tona-tei 7 (" [Tth-kella YA-mATTawti 7

fers §' - N 5t
in~houge Relwsitepfe3fg.pim from-kella Rel-come~pf-
3fs-DEF

£BATAA 7 7 7 ntit 1di =~ n-g

' girl sister~my—is~cop.
'The girl who came from Kella, who gitg in the house, ig

ny sister!
In (56) the firgt rclative clauses are non-restrictive
ones and they do not define the heads, bedause the head
nouns are already defined by the Testrictive relative
clauses which are inside g1,
The restrictige relative clauses form a single pause
group with theinp heads, whereas the 2ppositives do not,
Thus, one of their difference is associated with
intonation break. This can be observed from (56) above,
and the following structure in (57).

oy L / amado yA~wAKa~n_7, /"~ 4"bayyﬂ7_7_7 zAmieddi-n
NII‘I SI' Nt NE
Amado Rel~hit-pfence, boy brother-ny-ig

'The boy, that Amado hit, is my brother!
¥ ig equally acceptable to use thig structure without

using a comma og in (32, below:
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58) /- / amado yh-wiKa-n Ya / bayy_ /7 7 zimi-ddi-n

59)

60)

'The boy, that Amado
hit,who died today!

Nt o

Lmado Qeluhltmpf~agll L boy brother-my-is

'The boy that Amndo hit is uy brother !

The difference between (57) and (58) is that of intonation
break. In (57) the head is separated from its clausal
complenent by a comma, wherens in (58) it is not. Hence,
the appositives in (57) do not form one pause-group with

their head, but in (58) they do.

NPs with a proper noun preceded by another NP nay
function as the appositives we have scen above. € msgider
the following structure:

/7 yhi~amado Immit 7+ [/ WAyzAro bIrile _7_7 mott-i~t

NlllN’ll! Nll
of-fimado mnother mrs, Birke die~-pf=3fg

'Mrs, Birke, the mother of Amado, died!

In this sentence, the heod of N'!! is /wA,; A0 birKe/
'Mrs.Birke!' and the conplenent NP is /y&.amado Jmmit/
'the mother of Ammado', Tn this gtructure the head is
@ proper noun, and it does not need to be modified by
the complement.
We can show appositives in a tree diagram, as follows:
Nl [}

o e

l \Nll

/\, /T

—— b s e 62

amado 'V.tl-w.i alii—1]

fmado Rel-hit-pf, acc/ e \
AN -

ahoNN yi-mottei .Q

today Rel-die-pf~DEF ROY
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As it can be seen from the tree in (60), the appositive
forms a sist wclationship with an N'' and both branch
from N''',

The restrictive relative branc e from N'! forming sister

rclationship with the Nt,

Accordingly, the rule scheme for appositiges may

be written as in (61):

61) W' e MU' el (81) . (Y,



CHAPTER THREE

3. SPECIFIERS

These are functional elements that '... oceur peripheral
to complements of the lexical head of a phrase.' (Hoekestra
1984:24), Unlike, the major lexical categories, like verbs,
for example, specifiers (except Qp) do not have the potential
for maximal projection. They occur with a noun head in phrasal
structures in order to limit the referential orp quantitative
scope of the head. The class includes articles and qQuantifiers
which are entity and quantity denoting elements, Tespectively

(see,Baye,1984).

5.1. Articles

These are entity donoting elementg, They may be suffixes
or independent formatives. They are divided as definite and

indefinite articles.

5.1.7. Definite Articles

These do not introduce new information in g discourse,
They refer to one which has already been introduced and ig

known. These include determiners, demonstratives, pronominals

and certain genitive NPs.

3+Te1:7. Determiners

These are deictic elements that specify nominals, In

kKistenifila they include the /=i/ ‘the!' in (62):



o e 59 LN

62) a. [/ bayy-i 7 allAf-i
20 boy~-DEF  go-pf(3mg)

'The boy went!

bs [-mlss—i_7 sAkaram-n
NP man-DEF drankard-ig
'The man is drankard!
Co [ fArAsAs—i 7 mATT-A-mu-n
HE horses~DEF come-pf-3mp-acce,

'The horses came!

d. /gIlridad~i_/ daK~ma-n
¥ girls-DER laugh-pf=3fp-acc,
'The girls laughed!

As it can be seen from the examples,the article /-i/
'the'ris attached to a norg.l. Without this affix the

noun would be indefinite as in (63):

63) / bayy 7 allAf-i
boy go-pf(3ms)
'a boy went!
When the noun has a modifier, the definite article
appears on the modifier and not on the head as that

would lead to ungrammaticality,

64) a, [/ BAlf-i mlss 7/ allAf-A
NP al1-DEF  man g0-pf(3ms)

'"The tall man went'
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b. / mAlkap-i mISt_7 mott-A-t
beautiful-DER woman die-pf-3fg
'The beautiful woman died!

If a structure has several modifiers, the definite

article can be attached on each of them,

Consider the
following structures:

65) a, / gldr-i

bIS~i bora 7/ Wajj=A-hu-nTt
N

big-DEF red-DER 0X buy-pf-I-it

(Literally) 'I bought the big the red ox!

'T bought the big red ox!

be /[TfAyy-i malhgei mAlkam..i gATAd_/ mott-A-t
g00d-DEF  small-DEF beautiful-DEF girl die-pf-3fsg

(Literally) 'The beautiful the small the good gi %k died!

- . 'The beautiful small
21120 Pemanstrgdives
Demonstratlves are formatives which indicate entities ag

good girl dieqd!

definite, The following examples may illustrate this:

66) a. /Tai bora / fAyya-n
this ox good-is

'This ox is good!

be /72zi borarh 7 wajj-A-hi
these oxen buy-pf-1cs

'I bought these oxen'

Ceo énza wussa / TIfo -n

NP phat dog  bad-is

'"That dog is bag!
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d. /" za wussa ssi_7 wAKa-t
L thoge dogs hit—pf—st

'She hit those dogs'

From these examples, we can observe that kistaniffamakes
no distinction between singular and plural demonstratives.
The distinction is shown by the form of the noun. PFor
instance, in the NP /zi bora / 'tr¢s ox';meonstrative is
singular since the noun /bora/'ox' is singular. In the
same way, in the NP/zi borarA/ 'these oxen' the
demonstrative is plural, since /borarA/ 'oxen' is plural.
In otherwords, demonstratives with singular nouns are
considered as singular, whereas demonstratives with plural

nouns are considered as plurals.

As in the other semitic languages, demonstratives
occur preceding thier heads and.the reverse order is
unacceptable as in (67):

67) a.* /“bora zi_/ fAyya-n

5% 5% this goodeis

b.* / borari za_/ wajj-A-hi
oxen those buy-pf-ics
c.* / bayy-oCC zi_7 awAy-mu-n
" poy-pl these shout-pf-3pl-acc.
In addition to demonstratives,/yitta/ ‘which' and
/min/ ‘what' have the role of specifying entities as

definite in much the same way as demonstratives do. The

examples in (68) illustrate thisg:



L] 62 L]

68) a, / yItta Amar 7 TigAr - ki
P which donkey sell-pf-2ms
'"Which donkey did you sell?!
b. /yItta glbr_/ sAbbAr-ki
e which material break-pf-ics
'Which material did I break?!
Ce /'mIn wAzAla 7 inn-A-nIt
8E what Jjoh have-pf-him
'What job does he have?!
de / mIn nAgda_7 mATTa-m

b what strangeman come-pf-p.m.

(Iiterally) 'What strangeman come?'

'What type of strangemen does appear?'

3¢1.143. Genitive NPs

These forms express possession and occur in the specifier

position of an NP, Observe the following structures:

69) a. / yA-gArAd-i TIbuyA 7 malAs-n
Poss-girl-DEF breast small~is

'The girl's breast is small!

b. / yA-amado Immit 7 amATAT-A-nat
poss-Amado mother sick-pf- her

'Amado's mother was sick!'
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Co / yhA-gurz-i gunnAn 7 wAKKa-hu-nIt
" Doss-0ldman-DEF head hitepfeT-it
'I hit the oldman's head'
de / yA-almaz ATabit 7 ghAlIf-n
HE pPoss-Almaz finger talleis
'Almaz's finger is tall'

As can be seen from the examples inm (69), the genitive

NPs restrict the head noun to the one possessed,

Genitive NPs include pronominals as well, Genitive
pronominals are formed by affixing the Possessive element

/YA=/ 'of' to personal pronouns as in (70);:

e [ yh-Adi gllajA 7 bISa-r
= poss-I trouser red-is

"My trouser is red’

b. /yA-kya Sama_/ sAbbAr - ku-nIt
poss-she pot break-pf-I-it
'I broke her pot’

Co / yA-dAhA ansabi_/ allif-A
pPoss-you uncle go-pf(3ms)

'"Your uncle went!

d. /"yh-kInnima metlyyA 7 mott-A-t
pPOss~they grandmother die-~pf-3fg
'Their grandmother died!
The forms in (7g° indicate possesion. Distributionally

and functionally they are similar to genitive NPg.
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Like demonstratives, the genitive pronominals occur
preceding their heads and restrict the reference of the
nowr  to the one possessed by, say /Adi/ 'I' fop example
in Co ).

5¢1.2. Indefinite Articles

Indefiniteness isg indicated by adding the indefinite
pronoun fatt/ 'one' before the noun. This article
introduces new information into discourse. This can be
seen from the examples given in (71)

71) a. [Tatt KInaC's 7 gAddnl - At

NE one flea kill-pf-3fg

'She killed a flea!

be /Tatt anbAssa_/ awly,k -\
NP

one lion roar-pf,

'A lion roared!

Q
°

{HInaC'h 7 grddnl - 4 —t
B erea Kill-pf-3fs

'She killed (a) flea!

d. /Tanbissa _J awhy. -
lion roar-pf

'(A) lion roared!

In (?71a) and (b) indefiniteness is indicated by the
presence of the indefinite pronoun /att/ 'one', whereas
in (71¢) and (d) it is indicated by the absence of the
pronoun. The absence of the article may give a generic
meaning, In this sense, it refers to the class of a

whole, as distinct from other classes of animals.,
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3e2. Quantifiers

Quantifiers are qQuantity or intensity denoting

elements which appear preceding head nouns. These formg

are classified into two types: definite ang indefinite,

3+2.1. Definite anntifiq;g

Definite quantifiers comprise numerals, measure

phrases and classifier Phrases. The amount of the

substance may be quantified by direct counting or by using

units of measurments,

5.2.1.1.  Numeralg
These are forms that indicate amount by directly
enumerating., Consider the following structures,

72) a. [Tkitt bayy-oCC_7 mATT-mu-n

P two boy-pl. come~pf-3mp-ace,

'"Two boys came!

b, /Tarat AmardrA 7 Tighr-ki
NP four donkeys sell-pf-1 cg

'T sold four donkeys!

C. / sost ge-woCC_7 arAS-A

NP three house-pl build-pf (3mg)

'He built three houseg!

In these examples, the numerals qQuantify the headg,

Such numerals oceour with /T+ count_/ nouns, The

occurrence of cardinals with /= count_7 nouns leads to

unacceptable structures as in (73):
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73) a2 [Tarat yIga 7 sAC' - A -t

)

75)

NP .
four water drink-pf-3fg
bt [ kit Afat_7 wajj-hy-n
two milk buy-2fs-ace
(73) is ill-formed because the nouns /¥1gd/ 'water!
and /Afat/ 'milk' are /- countable_7.

As we have seen above, the numerals occur preceding

their heads. The reverse order is unacceptables

a.* /“bayy - oCC kitt 7 mATT-A-mu-n
boy-pl. two come=-pf-3mp-acc,

b.* /7 Amariri arat 7 Tighr - ku
donkeys four sell-pf-icg

The definite article /-1/ 'the' is affixed to

numerals in structures like (75) below:

Ao é"kittui bayy-oCC 7 mATT—A-my-n
P i
two - DEF boy-pl come=-pf-3mp-~acec,

'"The two boys came!

b. [/Tsost-i Amarara 7 Tighr-ki
three~DER donkeys sell-pf-ics
'T sold the threc donkeys!
Affixing the definite article to both the noun and

the numeral sr to the noun only leads to ungrammaticality:
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76) a /7 kittei bayy~oCC-i_7 mATT-A-rmi-n
two--DEF boy~-pl-DER come-pf-3mp-acc,

b.* /Tkitt bayynoCO—i"7mATT—A-muun

Ly two boy-pl-Dip come-pf-3mp-ace,

Since the definite article, which refers to the
nominals, is attacheq to the numerals, it is possible
to drop the heagd noun without thig causing any

ill—formednessa

77) a. £ Kitt-i 7 mATT-Aemuon
Np two-DEF come~pf-~3mp-ace,
'The two come!
bis ("sost»i_7 Tighr ~ ki
NP three~DER sell-pf-ics

'T s0ld the three!

Such structures mey lead us to assume that numeralgs
behave like nominalg,
Such numerals can be preceded by demonstratives as

in (78) below:

78) a. [/ zi kittei 7 wajj -A-hi

e these~two~DER buy-pf-1cs

b. /Tza 80st-i_/ abb-ku - nat
P those three-nERF give-pf-I-her
'T Bave those three to her!
They can also be modified by adjectives as

illustrated in the following examples:



LN 68 L

79) a. / nAC'aGt - 4 kitt 7 wajj-A
£ white(pl,)- DEF +wo buy-pf (3msg)
'He bought the white two!

be /malAsag-i sost_/ TighAr-i-t

P small(pl,)-DEF three sell-pf3fg
'She s01d the small three!

It is also possible for adjectives to occur following

numerals as in (80),

80) a. /Tkitt nA Clagt o i_7 wajj-A
P rwo white(pl.)-Dop buy-pf(3ms)
'He bought the two white ones!'
be /Tsost malﬁsasmi“7 TigAr-A-t
NP three small(pl,)-DEF buy-pf-3fs

'She sold the three small cnes'

3¢2.7.2. Measure Phrases

The set of nouns whose specification involves
measure phraseg includes all 43 countm7 nouns, The
quantity or amount of such nouns is not expressed by
direct countings insteadfis eXpressed by using certain
units of measurment, For instance, liquid substances may
be specified by units of measurment ag in (81):

81) a, / [Tkitt Thrmus 7 Afat /7 Tighr-h-t
YPNP two bottle milk sell-pf-3rg

'She sold two bottles of milk!
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“sost mAlikiya 7 arike /7 sAC'-p
2

o’

o
=N
=N

PR 4 ree Besicen ariKe  drink-pf(3ms)

'"He drank three beskers of arecke!

Co £ kit bIrC'IKK0_7 ylgga_7 abbeku-nIt

/-
NP NP two gless water give-pf-I-hin
'T gave two glasses ¥-water to him'

de /7 /“sost Tsa_7 sIkAr 7 gAC'-4

NP NP three can  heer drink-pf(3mg)

'He drank three cans of bre >t

€ L kit gan_7 TAJ 7 ThmAf-f-t

7
NP NP two vessel mead Prepere~pf-3fg
'She prepered two vessels of mead!
fo /7 [sost liter 7 ZAYIt 7 wajj-i

NP NP three liter oi1 buy-pf(3mg)

'He bought three liters of oil!

In these examples, the constituents which are found in
the innermost brackets are the measure phrases, Thege
constituents are noun phrases themselves ang their
function ig to Specify the amount of the object which
the head noun expresses. They occur pPreceding their

ALY

heads. The reverse order is:acceptable as in (82):

82) a. /TTAj £ kittgan 7 7 ThmiK-p-t

NPmead NP two vessgel prepere~pf-3fg

'She prepered two vessles of mead!
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be  /TzAyTt / sost liter_7_7 wagjj-A

oi1 WBy liter bUy=pf(3ms)
'He bought three liters of oi71¢
In such - construction, there ig g Noticeable pauge

following the head noun,

83) a. > i / arat kuntal_7 Tafi_7 SIbAsAbemy.n
Tour gack tef collect~pf»5mp~aco.
'"They collecteq four sackg of tef!
be /- / sost kﬁna_7 KiSSo_7 inneA-nT+t
NP NP three bagket Pea  havewpfohip

'He hag three baskets or pea'

Ce /T [Tarat gow tera 7 maSTla 7 abbelu.nTt

NP Np four barn sorghum give—pf-Juhim

de /7 [kitt kilo 7 aSAbo Zabbio
NP NP K1lo  salt  give-pr.og

'T will 8ive you two kilos orf =E Rk

In thesge €Xamplew, the Measure phrageg occur Preceding
the heag ouns., But it is also Possible for them to
occur following the headg, But when this is the case,
there ig always a Pause. Obgeryve the following

structures:
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2o [/ maSIla / arat gowtera / 7 abb-ku-nlt

NP NP

sorghum ™~ four barn give-pf-T-him

'I gave four barns of sorghum to him!'
b. /TaBAbo / kitt kilo 7 7 Abb-ko
. salt NP two kilo give~ ns

'T will give you two kilos of salt!

sometimes, the means of transport and the pen of animalg
may serve as units of measurement as in the following

examples;

as [/ fkitt Amar 7 bArbAre 7 wAsAd-A
NP NP two donkey-load pepper take-pf(3ms)
'He took two donkey-loads of pepper!
be /7 /7 kitt mAkina 7 gAbls 7 TigAr-A
P NP0 lorry-load barley sell-pf(3ms)
'He sold two larry-loads of barley!'
¢. [/ [Tkuya angAdo_7 kAbIt 7 inn-A-nIt
NP NP twnty pen tattle have-pf-him
'He had twenty pens of cattle!
d. /7 /Tsost gorono_7 fIyyAL? inn -« A - nat
el three pen goat have~pf-her

'She had three pens of goat!'

As it can be seen from the structures of (85a) and (b)),
the amount is expressed in terms of the means of
transport used for that object, that dis donkeys and
lorries, whereas in (cjﬁighis expressed by pen which

Serves as a means quantification,
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There are units of fieasurenent for length, Some of
these are given in (86) below:
as /7 /Tarat kIn 7 1IbaS 7 inn -A-nat
NP NP four cubit cloth have~pf-her
'She had four cubits of clotht
b, /7 K"kitt Agat_7 mIdIr_7 inneA-nTt
NP Ntho Span-of 3land have~pf~him
'He has two spans-of land'
Ce /7 /Tarat meter 7 bIrdIlIbIs_7 wajj~ma~n
NP NP four meter blanket buy-pf—pruacc.

'"They bought four meters of blanket!

In (86) the measure phrases specify the amount of the
head nounsg, They can be bPreceded by theirp heads ag in

the following structures: "

as /T 1IbaS [/ arat kIr 7 7 inn-A-nat
cloth NP Tfour cubit have-pf-her
'She had four cubits of cloth!
be /"bIrdIlIbls / arat neter 7 7 wajj-ma~n
=D
NP blanket four meter buynpf-pruacc.

'They bought four meters of blanket!

N¢ tice that in alj the structures given in (81-87) the
Measure phrases have Numerals. It is not Possible for
umerals or units of measurment alone in the measure
phrases to occur and function ag specifiers, as the

following ungrammetical structures show:
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NP NP two  milk sellepf-3fg

b.* /7 é"arat_? bAKkollo“7 wajj~A-t

He NPfour maigze buy-pf-3fg

co* /7 /TTArmus J Afat 7 TigAres-t
NP

E|

glass milk sell-pf-3fg

d.x2 /= 'S meter 7 bIrdIlIbIs_7 wajj-ma~n
P NP

=

meter blanket buy-pf—stmacc.

But, examplesg (88c) ana (d) may be acceptable when the
amount 'one! ig understood, Thus, examples (89a) ang (b)

€an be paraphrased ag in (¢) and (a) of (89), respectively,

89) a, /- /7 kit Tesa_7 sIkAr 7 sAC'-A
NP NP two can beer drink-pf(3ms)
'He drank two cans of beert
b. /7 [Tarat meter;?blrdlllblsu7 wajj=ma--n
HE NP four meter blanket buy-pf-3fp-acc,
'They bought four meters of blanket!
Co /7 [/ tasa_7 SIKAr 7 sAC'-4
NP NP can beer drinke-pf(3mg)
'He drank cang of beenr!
de [/~ g'meter;7 bIrdilIbIs_7 wajj—A-ma-n
NP NP meter blanket buy~-pf-3fp-acc,

‘They bought meters of blanket!
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Though such structures are acceptable, the measure

phrases do not function as gpecifierm,

Moreover, in examples (81-87) above, we can also
observe that the phrases expressing units of measurement
do not take plural markers, The ungrammatical sentences

in (90) illustrate this case:

) as* /7 /7 sost mAlAkiya~-woCC_7 arAke 7 aAC'—A-t
NP NP three beaker-pl, areke drink-pf-3fg
be* /7 /7 arat kuntal~oCC_7 bAKKa0llo_/ sIbAsAbemu--n
NP NP four sack -~ pl, maize collect~pf-3mp.acc,

co* /7 /7 kitt meter— oCC_7 bIrdIlIbls 7 wajj-ma-n

NP NP two meter -~ pi, blanket buy-pf-3fp-acc,

5,2+143. Classifier Phrases

Clagsifier bPhrases, like measure phrases, are noun
phrases, They are used for purposes of enumeration and
individuation., They are specific to certain classes of
nouns. But, unlike measure phrases, the head of a
classifier phrase is a collective noun, Consider the

following eéxanples:

M) a. /7 [sost anat_/ m3SIla 7 wajj-A

NP NP three head sorghum buy-pf(3ms)

'He bought three individual sorghunm plants!?
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be /7 /[Tarat anat_7 bAKKollo 7 TigAr~A-t
NP NP

four cob maize sell-pf-3fs

'She so0ld four cobs of maigze!

e [7 /7 kitt AgIr 7 IssAt_7 inn-A.nTt
NP NP

two foot false banana have~pf-him

'He had two individual false banana plantg!

d. /= /[Tarat AgIr"7bunna_7 abb=ku-nTt
NP NP

four foot coffee~hean give-pf-I-her

'T gave four individual coffec trees to her!

€. /7 [Tsost AgIr 7 Clat_7 wajjeA-t

e NPthree foot Chat~leav-.g buy-pf-3fgs,

* ;
'She bought three individual chat trees!

In (91) the numerals oceur together with the classifier,

The numerals alone can not be usged as in (92):

92) gt a é"sost_7 maSIla_/ wajj-A
NP NP three sorghum buy-pf(3mg)

bo* /7 Z"arat_7 bunna /7 abb-ku-nat
NP NP

four coffee~bean give~pf-I-her

In the same Way, a classifier alone cannot occur in the

position of g quantifier phragse and function as a specifier:

93) a.* / Z"anat_7 maSlla / wagjj-A
NP NPhead sorghum  buy-pf(3ms)

-—-«T.;—..,‘
Chat ig a type of plant whose leaves can be chewed and
have a stimulating effect
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bt /[~ / AgIr 7 bunna / abb-ku-nat
NP = - -

BE foot coffee-bean give-pf-I-her

In a quantifier phrase the quantifying element does not
take a plural marker, Hence, the expressions in (94) are

ill-formed:

M) a* /7 /sost anat - 0CC_7 maSlla 7 wajj-A
E

=
%!\

three head-pl, sorghum  buy-pf(3ms)

bo* /7 [Tarat Aglr - 0CC_7 bunna_/ abb-ku-nat

NP NP four foot - Pl coff-bean give-pf-I~her

Also, the plural marker cannot be attached to the

head of a noun pPhrase:

95) a.* { [ sost anat_/ maSIla - woCC_7 wajj-a

NP NP three head sorghum-pl. buy-pf(3ms)
bo* /7 [Tarat Aglr 7 bunna~-woCC_7 abb-ku-nat
HF NP four foot coffee~bean pil, give~pf-I~her

Also, we can observe that the classifiers are
breceded by the numbrals, and that the reverse order ig

unacceptable as in (96):

9%6) a.* /” [/ anat sost 7 maSIla 7 wajj-A

NP NP head three sorghunm buy-pf(3mg)

bo* /7 /Thglr arat_7 bunna_/ abb-ku-nat
N

PP foot four coffee-~bean give-pf-I-her
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It is, however, possible for the clagssifier phrases to
occur following the head noun with a Preceding pause,

Observe the following examples:

97) a, / maSIla [/ sost anat_7_7 wajj-A
NPsorgum NP three head buy-pf(3ms)
'He bought three individual sorghum plants!

b. /“bunna / arat Aglr 7 7 ash- ku- nat.

NP NP
coffee-bean four foot give-pf-I~her

'T gave four individual coffee trees to hert?

ce [ Clat /Tsost Aglr 7 7 wajj-A-t

NP NP
chat~leaves three foot tuy-pf-3fs

'She bought three individual chat trees'

D82, Indefinite Quantifiers

R e g

These are forms that Occur preceding a head noun, which
is not specific in reference, They include forms such ag
/kullnm/ 'all'; /vIzu/ 'many/ a lot of!' - /malfis/ 'little’,
etc. Some of the indefinite qQuantifiers may ocecur with both
Z"countableh7and é‘unoountable_7 nouns, Compare the

structures below:

98) a. /Tkulln sAb-oCC 7 allAfemy-n
NP all people-pl, g0=pf-3mp-acc

'All peoples went!
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be /bIzu borarA 7 TigAr-ku

nany  oxen sell-pf-ics

'T so0ld many oxen?

Ce /TIKit bayy - oCC_7 TAffeAmmu-n
few boy -~ pl, disappear~pf~5mp~acc.
'"A few boys disappeared!
de /TattIn bayy 7 al-mATTa
A any boy neg--come=-pf

'Any bou didn't come!

¢ /Tatt att $Amari - woCC 7 allAf-mu-n

NP

3

one-one student-pl, £0~pf=3mp-acc,

'Sone students went!'

The examples in (98) have indefinite quantifiers accuring
with Z“+count_7 nouns. Thosg which occur with /[~ count_7
nouns are shown in the examples below:
de /malAs ylga_7 abb-ku-nIt

NP small water givewpfaT=hin

'T gave him little Yater!
be /"bIzu TAJ 7 sAC'<A

RE o 1ot of mead drink-pr (3ms)
'He drank a lot of mead'

Ce [/ attIm Afat 7 al~sAC'<hu
hE any mnmilk neg-drink-pf-icg
'T didn't drink any milk!
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In (98) and (99) the indefinite quantifiers occup

Preceding the heand nouns. But it is possible for them to

occur follw ing their head:

100) a. /“borard blzu 7 TigAr-ku

oxen many sell-pf-ics

'I s0ld many oxen'

b. /yiga malds /7 abb-ku-nIt
water small give-pf-I-him

'T gave him some water!

¢e / bayy-oCC TIKit 7 TAff - A-mu-n
boy =pl. few disappear-prBmp—acc

'A few boys disappeared’

In all such phrases, a nominal head can have only one

quantifier phrase

When there are articles and quantifiers in a single

Np structure the order isg as shown in the examples helow:

101) a, L i /[ kitt borarh” 7 7 7 wajj-A-hi
NP ART (g»
these two oxen buy-pf~ics

'I bought these two oxen'

be /7 /TyA-anado / sost TAgagh 7 7 7 mott-mu-n
NP ART

P
poss—-Anado threec calver die=-pf-3mp-acc,

'Amado's three calves died!
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In such structurcs, the clags of articles occur
Preceding the clegs of euentificrg, But, it is possible

for orticles to follow quantifierg with a marked pausec:

102) a. /= /Tkitt £ zi borarA 7 7 wajj-A-ni

NP QP ART

two these oxen buy-pf-ics

'T bought these two oxen'
be /7 /7 sost /YA - amado borarA 7 7 mott-mu-n
NP QP three 48T pPoss~Amado oxen die-of-3mp-acc,

'Amado! g three oxen dieq!

The presence of & pause in these structures suggest that
the articles do not occur at the same level ag
Quantifiers in a treec, Ve may hence suggest that
Quantifiers. are found under N'', as sister of N! and
articles under N''' ag sister of N'' , Thig suggestion
can be supported by using such syntactic device asg

g8apping. Compare the structure in (104) with (103),

103) zi sost bayy~oCC yh-dihe 1hm ga sost bayy-oCC
these three boy-pl, Poss-you are those three boy-pl
gln yhA-kya nim
but poss-.she are

'These three boys are yours but those three boys are hers!

The idea in the sentence can be expressed by (104)
which has omitted the common elements that are found in

(1c3 ),
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104) zi gost bayy - oCC yA-dAha nAn 28 [ e 7 oTn
these three boy-pl Poss~you are thosge but
YA -~ kya nin
Poss-5She are

'These three boys are yours but those are hers!

In this structure it is the quantifier phrase which is
omitted, The omigsion includes the head /bayy - oCC/
'boys'¢together with the quantifiep /sost / Vthree!,

The fact that the article /2za/ 'those! is not omitteqd
along with the quantifier phrase suggests that it ig
generated at higher level, In other words, the articles
do not belong to the samé.level that the quantifiersg

belong to.

In light of this, the configuration of an NP
structure sueh ag (105) may be shown to be like (106) in

a tree diagram:

105)  /Tzi  sost bayy - oCC_/ allAf-mu-n

e these three boy~pl, go-pLf-3mp~acc,
'These three boys went!
106) Nl 1

INEPAN

QP N*
these ‘
Sost

three baYy—0CC

boy - pl,

'These three boys!
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Finally, one point remains to be said about NP
specifiers, Thig relates to the number of specifiers in

a single NP, Consgider the following structures:

107} ai /TZ2a kitt borard 7 wajj-A
NPthose two oxen  buy-pf (3ms)

'He bought those two oxen!

be /Za yh - amado kitt borard 7 mATT = A-muen
NPthose Poss~Amado two oxen come-pf-3mp~acc,
"Those Amado's two oxen came !

¢* /TZi kitt bIgy borard 7 wajj - A

NP these two many oxen buy-pf (3mg)

do* /771 kitt TIKit bayy ~ oCC_7 alltf-mu-n

NP these two few boy -~ pl, go-plf-empwace,

According to (107a), the occurrence of one article ang
one quantifier in an NP ig acceptable, and according to
(107b) the occurrence of two articles and one quantifier
is also allowed. On the otherhand, the occurrence of
two quantifiers in an Np is not permitted as (107¢) and

(a) demonstrate,

Based on thisg Observation, we can state, following
Jackendosf (1977:104), a semantic constraint on number of

Specifiers in an NP
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168) Specifier Constraint

An Np specifier may contsin at most two articles

and one quantifier in a single structure,

This constraint, although proposed for languages like
English, is also workable for other languages, like
kistanihfa and Amharic (see,Baye,1984),



CHAPTFER FOUR

In this chapter I sh&ll summarize what has been

discussed in the brecedinhg chapters.

As stated in chapter one, the X~-bar theory ig g recent
theoretical innovation in the stage of grammar which fallg
within the general framework of extended standard theory of
generative grammar, The discussions in thelt .dy were made

following the claims and bpredictions of thisg theory,

In the study, I have assumed that nominals consist of g
lexical category which Serves as the head of NPs. Nouns are
divided ag simple and derived nominals, The lexical category
requires phrasal categories as itg complements in itg
projection line. We have seen that kistaninna nominals have
the potential for a uniform three-bar projection as claimed

by Jackendoff (1977) for languages 1ike Ingligh,

At minimal projection, we foung NPs serving as the
complements of derived nominals. Such comptements are
inextricably linked up with the lexical category and occurs
immediately bPreceding them., The complements at thig level

are functional arguments,

At the intermediate phrasal category the complements
are genitive NPs (of source, purpose, location and time),

adjectival phrases, brepositional phrases ang relative clauges,
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These are referred to ag restrictive modifiers on the
basis of their effect of restricting the head of the

cbnstruction in which they occur as modifying complements,

The complements at the maximal level of projection are
non-restrictive (appositive) modifers. They include non-

restrictive relative clauses and certain NPg,

The complements at the intermediate and the maximal

levels are peripheral to the main predicate structure,

Regarding Specifiers, we have argued that these are
functional elements whose occurrence are peripheral to
complements of the lexical head of a phrase. Their function
is to limit the referential or quantitative scope of the head
in an NP, These formatives do not have the potential for
meximal projection, Hence, they do not subcategorize other
categories or ocecur as heads of constituents. Articles and
qQuantifiers are gcnerated at N''' ang N'! levelgs, respectively,

as adjuncts.

The articles are entity~denoting elements wich include
determiners, demonstratives, genitive NPs, and genitive

bPronominals and indefinite articles,

Quantifiers include a11 elements which refer to quantity
Oor amount such asg numerals, measure phrases, classifier

phrases and indefinite Quantifiers,

The discussions we have had with Tespect to complementgs

and specifierg Mmay be captured by the following rules:
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109) a. N''"' 29 (spec) —m N ~men(81) e (WYY
Do N'' =t (spec) == (W''') —o(ar?) - (P'1)~(8")-N"
Co N' ey (NP)__ N

Based on this rule schema, we can show the position of

complements and specifiers by the following tree structure:



REFERENCES

Alemayehu Gurmu (1985) "The Structure of Simple Sentence in ktstane"
B.A. Thesis, Addis Ababa University.

Assebe Buli (1981) "Bilingualism in Ktstane" M.A. Thesis, Addis

Ababa University.

Baye Yimam (1984) "Towards a definition of the nominal specifiers
in Amharic," 1In Sth International Conference of Ethiopian

Studies. Addis Ababa.

(1986) "The phrase structure of Ethiopian Oromo'

Ph.D. dissertation, school of criental and African University

of London.

Bender, M.L. (ed) (1976) Language in Ethiopia. Oxford University

Press. London/

Bezuwork (1981) A phonology of kistane language'" B.A. Thesis,
Addis Ababa University.

Chomsky N. (1965) Aspects of The Theory of Syntax The MIT. Press,

Cambridge, Massachu setts.

(1976) "Remarks on Nominalization'", in Studies on Semantics

in Generative Grammar, MOUTON, The Hauge. pp. 11-61.

(1981) Lectures on Government and Binding Foris, Dordrecht.

(1986 a) knowledge of Language: Its Nature, Origin, and

Use. Praeger, New York.
(1986 b) Barriers. MIT Press. Cambridge Masschusetts.

Fisseha Shanko (1985) "Morphuphonemics of Nouns and Verbs in ktstane
language' B.A. Thesis, Addis Ababa University.

Goldenberg G. (195&5 "Ktstaninna; Studies in Northern Gurage language
of Christians'" Reprinted from Orientalia Suecana Uppsala,
17, pp. 61-102.

~



..88..

Hetzron, R.(1968) '"Main Verb-Markers in Northern Gurage"
Reprinted from AFRICA 38:2 at University Press, Oxford.

(1969) The Classification of The Ethiopian Semitie

Languages. University of California, Santa barbara, Calif,

(1972) Ethiopian Semitic: Studies in Classification Journal

of Semitic Studies, Monograph 2, Manchester University Press,

Manchester.

(1977) "Gunnan-Gurage languages" Institute Orientale di

Napcli, Napoli.

Hoekstra, T.(1984) Grammatical Relations in Government-Binding Theory.
Foris Publiehtions. Dordrecht-Holland.

Jackendoff,R. (1977) X Syntax: A Study of Phrase Structure. The
MIT Press, London.

Leslau, W. (1968) Ethiopians Speak: Studies in Cultural Background

IIT Soddo. University of California Press, Barkeley and Los -

Angeles.

Lightfoot, D. (1982) The Language Lottery: Towards a Biology of

Grammars. The MIT Press, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

Radford, A (1981) Transformational Syntac. Cambridge University

Press, Cambridge.

(1988) Transformational Grammar: A first Course.

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.

Tesfaye Sima (1986) "The Sound Pattern of Ktstaninna a Generative

approach'" M.A.Thesis. Addis Ababa University.

Ullendorff, E. (1955) The Semitic Language of Ethiopia:s a

Comparative Phonology. Taylor's (Foreign) Press, London.



;. 1. -

Hetzron, R.(1968) '"Main Verb-Markers in Northern Gurage"
Reprinted from AFRICA 38:2 at University Press, Oxford.

(1969) The Classification of The Ethiopian Semitie

Languages. University of California, Santa barbara, Calif.

(1972) Ethiopian Semitic: Studies in Classification Journal

of Semitic Studies, Monograph 2, Manchester University Press,

Manchester.

(1977) "Gunnan-Gurage languages" Institute Orientale di

Napoli, Napoli.

Hoekstra, T.(1984) Grammatical Relations in Government-Binding Theory.

Foris Publiehtions. Dordrecht-Holland.

Jackendoff,R. (1977) X Syntax: A Study of Phrase Structure. The
MIT Press, London.

Leslau, W. (1968) Bthiopians Speak: Studies in Cultural Background
III Soddo. University of California Press, Barkeley and Los =

Angeles.

Lightfoot, D. (1982) The Language Lottery: Towards a Biology of

Grammars. The MIT Press, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

Radford, A (1981) Transformational Syntac. Cambridge University

Press, Cambridge.

(1988) Transformational Grammar: A first Course.

Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.

Tesfaye Sima (1986) "The Sound Pattern of Ktstaninna a Generative

approach' M.A.Thesis. Addis Ababa University.

Ullendorff, E. (1955) The Semitic Language of Ethiopia: a

Comparative Phonology. Taylor's (Foreign) Press, London.



work

have

DECLARATION

I, the undersigned, declare that this thesis ig Ly
and that all sources of material used for the thesig

been duly acknowledged,

Noame: TESFAYE ABERA

Signature- 7§§;¢1j

Place: Institute of Language Studies, A,.A. University

Date of Submission: June 4, 1990,



	MX-M464N_20201127_163132
	MX-M464N_20201127_163254
	MX-M464N_20201127_163443

