
I 

THE STRUCTURE OF NOUN PHRASE IN ICISTA~ITNNA 

A Thesis 

Presented to 

The School of Grndude Studies 

;'.ddis Ababa University 

In Partial Fulfillment 

of the Requirements for the Degree of 

Mnster of Arts in Linguistics 

by 
Tesf::l.ye Abera 

June ,1 990 

Addis Ababa 



ii , 

ADDIS ABABA . UNIVERSITY 
, 

SCHOOL OF GRADU1.TE STUDIES 

THE STmJCTURJ;~ OF NC·UN PHR.\SE IN KISTANINNA 

B Y 
TESF1,YE ABERA 

APPHOVED BY: 

Habtcmnrinm ~1.1£.~ 
i,DVISER 

! ., ),·Y;\.1 ,1 ;; ':;L(I" hi,~ ,-~'1; 
EX \MINER 

A 1((!1a,e(~ _.l:fs; (e 
EXAMINER 

• 



iii 

I = greatly indebted to Ato Ho.btema¥iam Marcos, my 

thesis adviser, without whose valuable advice the completion 

of this study ~lOu ld not have been possible . 

I \'iould lilce to express Ely heartfelt thanlcs to Dr . Eaye 

Yimem v/ho r ec.d the first draft o.nd gc.ve me insightful comments 

and suggestions. 

I would also like to thonk j,to Teshome Yimer, my friend 

and colleague in Bnhir Do.r Teachers I College , for his 

coopration in supplying me with vnlu :::b le materi als. 

The encourageElent of my fri ends and collenonues, Ato 

Sieme Kebede and Demeke D"ssu hc.s enhanced t he completion of 

this study. They have o.lso u.ssist ed me v.l i th the correction of 

the first version of this work . To bo th of them I \<lish to 

express my o.ppreciati on of this invo.luo.ble assistance. 

r1y heartfelt thanks go to Ho.regewoin 1.bbny, fily wife, 

for the moral support she has g iven r.le . I appreci c.te her 

patience and understanding o.s well a s the spec i ol care she 

guve to our baby , Sef anit, during my stay in Addis Lbabo. for 

my gro.dua t e study . 

Finally, I would like to express my i ndebtedness t o 

Wo izero Ltitegeb Al emneh , Vlho has been cooprative in typing 

the script \'l ith much care. 



iv 

ABSTRACT 

This Study exa min es the St ructur e of Noun Phr ase in 

kt staninna in terms of the X-bar th eory formulat ed by J a ck endoff 

(1977) and recent deve l opments. This a pproach i s a r e c en t theo r et ical 

innovat i on in the stage of gra mma r which f a lls within the g ener al 

fr amework of Ex t ended Standa r d Theo ry (EST) of genera tiv e grammar. 

This theory ha s eme rg e d from the ea rli er mod e l -i . e . St andard Theory . 

In this n ew v e rsion, an at tempt was made to dec r ease th e 

d egr ee of abstrac tness , th e pow er of transfo rmation was dec r eased 

and the r ewrite rules of th e categorial component were constrained. 

Other theoretic a l developments such as th e introduction of traces 

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

Following Jackendoff (1977) the study assumes thr ee l evels 

of phrasal expans ions for a head noun , where a noun is a lexical 

head. Accordingly, the following l evel s of nominals are r ecogn ized: 

N(NO), N', N" and N"'. 

} ?un i s a m8jor lexical cA t egory whi ch is fo un d at N(NO) 

level and serves as a head of NPs. Thi s category r equires cert a in 

other maximal phr asa l categor i es as it s compl ement. 

The study shows that the NPs a re the only complemen t s o f 

the d e rive d nominals a t N ' l ev el. Such complements a re i nsepar ably 

linked up wi th the l exic a l category . The complements in this mi nimal 

pro j ec ti on are functi onal a rgumen t s. 
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At the int ermed i a te projection , the c ompl ements a r e 

genitive NPs (of source, purpos e , loc a ti on, time) , ad j ec tiva l 

phras es, pr eposit ional phra s es ~ nd r e l a tive cla u ses. All o f 

th em a r e ref e rre d t o as r e strictive mod ifi e r s . 

~he maximal proj ection consists of n on - restrictive 

modifiers as compleme nt s - i. e . a ppo s itives a nd some noun phrases. 

Regarding the Np specifi e r s , it is a rgued tha t these 

eleme nt s l a ck the pot enti a l f o r maxima l project i on. Spec ifi e r 

oc cur with a noun h ead in phrasal structure in ord e r t o limit 

the r e f e r enti a l o r quantit a tive s c ope o f the head . They includ e 

a rti c les Bnd qua ntifi e r s. Articl es a re found und e r Nfl' Whereas 

quantifi e rs a r e f ound und e r Nfl'. In other words , th ey a r e 

g enerated a t maxi mal a nd int e rm edia t e l e v e l s , r espective ly. 
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LIST OF LBBP.EVIATIONS 

acc. = accusative 
ART = o.rticle 
Camp. = complement 
Cop. = copula 
DEF. = definiteness 
neg. = negative f:lcrker 
pf. = perfective 

pl. = pluro.l marker 
p.m = present 1,larl,er 

pass. = possessive 
Qp = quantifier phrase 
ReI. = Reletivization 
Spec. = specifi er 
lcs = first person , common, singular 
2ms = second person, masculine, singular 
2fs = second person, fer.linine, singular 

3ms = third person, masculine, singular 

3fs = third person, f eminine, singular 

3mp = third person, masculine, plural 

3fp = third person, feminine, plural 



.;> 

ix 

Key To Symbols 

For typographical reason, I will use the following 

symbols in this thesis. 

A Open-mid, Centeral vowel 

I Close, centeral vowel 

T Voiceless, ~veolar, ejective stop 

K Voiceless, velar ejective stop 

C Voiceless, palatal, africate 

C' - Voiceless, palatal, ejective stop 

j Voic ed, palatal, africate 

S Voiceless, palatal, fricative 

N Voiced palatal, nasal 



1. I N T ROD U C T ION 
=o=o=.=o~o=o~o~o=o~o=o= 

1 .1 • TH.8 KISTANE PEDFLE AND ~JR LANGUAGE 

Hetzron (1972) divides Ethio-Semitic languages into two 

major groups: (i) North Ethi opic \,hich consists of Geez, 
w...; Tigre and Tigrinna, and (ii) South Ethiopic which includes 

Amharic, Argobba, Harari (Adari), Bafat and the Gurage 

languages. 

The Gurage tribes living in a compact mountaineous area, 

'South-vlest of Addis Ababa, in Shewa Administrative Region 

are surrounded by Cushitic language speaking communities 

such as the Oromo in the North and the East, 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 un area which lies to the 

South IJest of Addis Ababa and is bordered in the North by 

river Awash, in the \-lest by river Omo, and in the East by 

lake Zway." 

However, according to Hetzron (1972:1) tho exact number 

of the Gurage languages is unknown and it needs further 

r esearch. Some linguists such as ~ender, Hetzron have made 

an attempt to identify different languages :md to classify 

them into three groups. According to Hetzron's (1972) 

classification the Northern Gurage consists of Soddo 
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(Kistnnirll'la), Gogot , nnd Huher, ,,,1ilo Eastern Gurage includes 
Zway (zay) , Ulbarag, Innekor, Selti, Ivelene, and Western 

GUDage inolude s Masqnn , Chaha , Iza, Gumer , Gura , Gyeto, 

Ennemor, Erler , Endegagn. Somewhat similar classification is 
given by Bender (1976). 

Ullendorf (1955) thought that the Gurage languages were 
a cluster of dial ects. Howeve r, this was pr oved to be entir e ly 
wrong by Hetzron (1972). Thus, what Hetzron (1972) classifies 
as a cluster of dialects corlsist only of the following: 

Eastern Gurage (Sel ti, ilelene, Ulbar ag, Innekor, Zway), 

Centeral Western Gurage (Chaha, Iia, Gumer, Gura), and 
Peripheral Hestc: rn Gurage (Gyeto, In~mor, Ener, Endegagn ). 
To Hetzron Northern Gurage (Kistcnihha, Gogot, f1uher) is l1 

l anguage cluster and Masqan is one l anguage . 

The Kistane people who live in the northern part of the 
Gurage Innd bordered by Lemmon, Awash and Melci River a r e 0. 

part of the Gurnge speech commullity. So far, no informnti on 
i s av ailable with regard to the ex act number of the speakers 
of the language . 

In some Vlork s, KistaniMa speaking people are refe rred 
to as t h e Aymallal, and i n others a s Soddo or Kistane. But 
the " ••• speakers cal l themselves K;lstane "Chri st i nn" 1lnd 
their language K.JstaniHo·' (Hetzron 1972: 6 ). In this work, 
the n=e Kistnninna is used to clesiginate the Innguage and 
Kistane to refer to the people \\Iho speak this Innguage. 
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1.2. PREVI~LINGUISTIC INVESTIGATIONS 

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

Goldenberg (19~) in his article "Ki:stanin~a: studies 
in a Northern Gurage langu:'\ge of Christians" demonstrates 
the historical background of the Kistane people and the 
territorial war with the neihbouring Oromo tribes. He also 
deals with the phonological foatures of the lenguage, 
particularly, the vowels and suprasegmenta~ features such 
as stress, pitch and length. Moreover, a vast section of 
his discussion stresses the classification of form classes, 
which is mainly devoted to the grnmmatical catGgories and 
their morphological fe atures. 

Leslau's (1968) study entitled Ethiopians Specie: Studies 
in Cultural Bl.lckground lit SO..M£ attempts to give an outline 
of the phonological features of the langu2.be by discussing 
the meeting of vowels, prepalatalization, assimilation, etc. 
This is accompanied by an inventory of the phonemes. 
MorGovcr , his description comprises some of the form classes 
and a comprehensive morphological analysis of KistaniMXa. 
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Furthermore, his Vlork is l argely devoted to giving texts 
and translo.tions . The stories which are narrated by the 
native speakers of the language manifest the political, social 
economic and cultural life of the Kiostanes. To convey the 
meaning of the no.rro.tions he uses two types of translation in 
the text: a literary translation and a free translo.tion in 
English. 

H ~tzron has contributed several major works on Gurnge 
Languages. His first article "Main Verb l"larker in Northern 
Gurage H (1968) discusses the main verb mnrkers of Kistaninna 
in comparison with other Northern Gurage language clusters, 
i.e., Kistaninffavts -l V;$ Gogot f'..nd l>luher. 

In Hetzron's (1972) ~iopian Semitic: Studies in 
Classification a comparo.tive description of the two major 
branches of Ethiopicn Semitic l anguages (i.e., North and 
South Ethiopic) is given. A deto.iled investigation of the 
Gur~e l=gunge s is also made and their s i mil arities and 
differences is precisely explained . 

Hetzron (1977), in his r esourceful material "Gu=an­
Gurage" gives a brief account of the comparative grammar of 
the Gu=an Guroge langunges . His comparison focuses on 
phonological, morphological and syntactic features of 
Kistcninna Vis a vis the other Gurage languages. In addition. 
a historico.l survey of the classifico.tion of the "Gu=an­
Gurage" l anguages is presented . The l ast section of his work 

., 
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is devoted to the description of 0. text of the Gunn"an 
Gurc.(Sc Reader 0 

Bezuwork's s enior essay "A phonolo[;y of Kistane l anguage" 
(1981) presents a descriptive account of the language. The 
description incorporates the allophones and phonemes as well 
as the morphophonemic and syll c.bic structure of Ki-sto.niMa . 

Jt; ..... . -' .... ,-
" '. " 

' .. '-' 

-' . . ! (' '- . ' . ' ~. . . 
--~ -' . ' . ~~. - .. . j - ::- . . , .. : 

Assebe (1981) in his rl.A. thesis "Bilingualism jf") 

Ki-stane Nntionnlity" discusses the so cio lin~uistic aspects of 
the l ::mgui1(';e . His discussion includes lc.ne;1.l:-tge use in 
different pl~ces and. situo.tions, the bilingual nature of the 
Kist=es =d their o.tti tude s towar ds their own lanGLHlge and 
other l=guDGes. 

Aler.lD.yehu in his senior essay "The structure of Simple 
sentencG in K:i:stane " (1985) describes the structure of sir.lple 
declarative sentenc es of the l anguage. His synto.ctic onalysis 
deals with word order, sentence pattern and elerJentary 
transformational rules sudh as agreement rules, de lition, 
substitution, etc . The discu ssi on in this senior essay is 
based on the tro.nsformational generative o.pproach-particularly 
on the'$tanclo.rd Theory'. 
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Fissehn 's (1 985) senior e s say entitled "P'lorphophonemics 
of Nouns end Ver bs i n Ki s t c.ne l anb"ll Cl[';ell eXOJllines the most 
important features of inflectiona l and derivnti onal 
ca t egories of nouns and verbs. He a l so di scusses the 
morphophonemic chan;>;e s (L e . phonoloGi cal [md mor phological) 
that occur in the languaGe . 

Tesfaye 's (1986) P·l .A. thesis "The sound patte= of 
Ki:stanintb: a Genero.t i ve cppr oach" cons i s t s of three major 
s ections: 

(i) phonemes end allophones 

(ii) rule s of phonet i c r ealizat i ons 

(iii) supro.segment nls 

The f i rst secti on describes consonant and. vowel phonemes 
t ogeth er wi t h their allophones . This, then , is a ccompanied 
by their distribution, support ed by a nunber of eX2Juples . 
The cla ssific c.tion of consonants in their m~er of crticulation 
such as stops, affiric ntes, fric a tives , na s al s , liquids, 
glides and their distribution in words is thor oughly 
demonstra t ed in the same s ection. 

Tesfaye r ecognizes t wenty-three consonants in the 
inventory of phonemes c s oppo sed to Leslaus (1 968 ) twenty­
s ix consonant s . Leslau c l a i ms tha t Ki!stc.niiirla ha s 26 

conson£mts and hi s chart i ncludes t he l abi a l ized consonant s 
such QS kW

, qW, g W which Tesf nye considers a s allophonic 
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variants of their non-rounded counterparts. Tesfaye arGues 
that the l abi alized consonants do not contrast with their 
counterparts and that their distribution is liflited to the 
environment of the back vowels in the underlying 
representations. 

Reg:'.rdinfj the vowel phoner;lCs , Tesfaye ngain dis,'::.c;rees 
with Leslau's (1968 ) and BezulVork 's (1981) clai r'}. Both Leslou 
anu BezUl-lOrk iuontify seven vowe l phoner.lCs in the longuC(je, 
including /;t; / in the inventory vowel phoncnes wher ec.s 
Tesf::tye rec ognizes onl y six vowel phon8mes and treats / i/ 
as a non-phonemic sound ~Ihich serves as an epenthetic vowel. 
Tesfaye (p .6) states that the vowel/ i/ is used for breaking 
up two - term initial clusters and three ..term clusters in 
any other position at phonetic representation, thus having a 
predictable occurrence. 

In section two, the application of phonological rules 
such os palc.talizati on , lobialization, naBalization, 
assimilati on , intervocalic vlCakeninc , vowel reduction, vowel 
insertion and Glide f ormation are discussed and analysed 
with auequate eXlliilpl es f or each. 

In the l ns t section, he deals with supraseGlilEmtols such 
as consonontol l ength, pitch , stress and the intonational 
patterns of the l angu O{je . In DenerD.l, Tesfaye gives a more 
comprehensive phonol oGica l descri ption of a languCl.8e . 
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According t o Alemayehu (1985). Fisseha (1985) and Tesfaye 

(1986). the phonemic invent ory o f ktstaninna has the follol<ing 

consonants a nd vowels: 

Consonants: 

vl stop 
vd 

Africate 
vl 

vd 

Fricative 
vl 

vd 

Nasal vl 

vd 

Trill 

vd 

Lateral 

approximant 

vd 

Ejective 

stop vl 

vl 

Glide vd 

Bilabial 

b 

m 

w 

Labio 
dental 

f 

Al veolar PQlatal 

t 

d 

s 

z 

n 

r 

1 

t' 

~ 

1 

" S 

" Z 

_. 
n 

" C' 

y 

Velar Gibottal 

k 

g 

h 

K' 
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Vowels: 

Centeral Back 
I ./ 

i U I 
Front 

i ',: --t-··-~7 
:~: _ _ .a.._

e 

__ -_-_-_-_=_: ----t--~~J 
This study has adopted the above 23 consonant phonemes 

and 6 vowel phonemes in tro.nscribins the data. 

THE PRESENT STUDY --

lis it ho.s been pointed out in the previous section, 
. . .... ' ,-, KLstanlnna is one of the least studied Ethio-Semitic languages. 

The various lincuistic investi{5o.tions made in the languag;e in 
most of the co.ses were comparqtivc studios, which mainly deal 
with the phonological and morphologico.l components of the 
l anguage. The study of the syntactic structure has remained 
quite nee;lected . 

The primary objective of this study is, therefore, to 
analyse the structure of the Noun phrase in ICistanitll1a. The 
study proceeds within the fr~ework of the theory of 
generative grcmmar, particul~rly, tho.t of EXTENDED STRNDARD 
THEORY(henceforth EST) . The data of the study is drawn out 
from the spenkers of Kistaniiil'la found in Addele - 0. section 

• of Kistane in 0. district of Bu t. 
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To o.ccomplish the ob jective of the study the researcher, 

I'lho himself is o. no.tive speo.ker of the lilllgunge, has 

consulted native speo.kers of the l=guo.c;e in order to collect 

data which will then be =o.lysed and uiscussed in terms of the 

r ecent version of X-b:J.r theory formul o.t ed by Jo.ckendoff (1977). 

The discussion illld cnnlysis is bo.sed on self-prepared phro.ses 

[Cnd sentenc es. 

1.4. THE THOORETICAL FRM'r8HOill( 

As mentioned eo.rlier , the discussions in this study are 

bo.sed on tho X-bo.r theory of Jackencoff (1977) illld recent 

developments. X-bo.r syntmc is 0. recent theoretical innovation 

in the sto.ge of s r ammo.r which f illls within the c;eneral 

framework of Extended Stilllclard Theory (EST) of e;enerative 

grD.IDQar. EST hC\s emerc;ed from the eo.rlier model i.e. 

Stillldarcl Theory (or Aspect model). 

In the Aspects , Chomsky o.ttempted to formaliz e a set of 

rules known as phrase structure rules =d Transformational 

rules. In the Aspects concepticn of grammar, phrase 

structure J.S D. set of rules which help to produce deep 

structure illld tro..'1sfon;lationnl rule is a SBt of rules which 

convert deep structures into surface structures. 
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Some theoretico.l modificC\tiens of the Aspect model of 

generative c;r=o.r appec;red in EST , The rec.sons that 

moti vIC.ted such modifications wc.s briefly st::lted in Ro.dford 

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

(i) Deep structure was too abstr act 

(ii) The transformational component VlC.S too strong 

(iii) The cc.tegoria l component wo.s too restrictive in 

some sense and not restrictive enough in another. 

As 0. r esult, = o.ttempt w['.s made to c1ecreo.se the flbstro.ct 

no.ture of D-structuro s, t he power of tr=sformntion 1'I8.S 

decreased =d the unlimited rules of co.tegorinl component 

weru constrainec (Bo.ye 1986). Other tl!eoretical developments 

sucl1 as the introduction of tro.ces and the nevI conception of 

s .. s~ructures, etc. o.ppeo.rod in EST • 

. According to EST, a granmo.r of a l=c;uc.ce oomprises a 

vo.ri '?ty of oonstro.ined rule systoms conto.ining the follovling 

throo bo.sic parts: 

(0.) Lexicon 

(b) Synto.x (i) Base component 

(ii) Transformational component 

(c) Interpretive components 

(i) PF component 

eii) LF COr.lponent 

(Chomsky, 1985:5) 
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Hero , the rules of the syntactic component (rule (n) nnd (b)j 
.' 

e;ener2.te s-structures , the rules of PF rrnd LF cOQPonents 
map s-structurcs to the phonetic form nnc~ t he logico.l form, 
r espective ly. 

The synto.ct ic component of 0. gener ative gro.mmo.r is 
o.ssumcc1 t o perform the fo llowing tc.sks: 

i) [5enerntcs all :md only the Gr amm:1tica l sentences 

of the 10.ngu lJ.E;e (i. e . specifics how words cnn be 
combined te f orm sentences) 

ii) assigns nn o.ppr opri:1te synto.ctic structure to the 
sentences concerned which nccounts far the na.tive 
specJcer ' s intuitions o.bout the structurnl r elations 
between the wore:'s in 0. sentence . 

(Rndford , 1981:34) 

,~ inc e the mo.in conc ern of this study' ::; the NP structure, we 
shall focus mainly on the no.ture of phrase structure rules. 

1.4.1. The Base Component 

The bo.se component inc orporntes the lexicon end the 
co.tegorial (phrnse structure ) component. These components 
are discussed 8.S follows. 
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1.4.1.1. The Lexicon 

In the ~sJ2ects the lexicon wo.s considerec' ns = 
unordered list of 0-11 l exicn l formntives, tcc:ether \-lith their 
lexic nl enteri es . L l exicnl entry for each lexicnl item 
provi Cles a specifico.tion of the phonoloc;ical , synto.ctic and 
sem<l<'1tic properties with D. set of lexicnl insertion rules. 

Howev er, in E8'r the role of the lexicon is not only 

r estricted to the specificntion of inherent properties of 
lexico.l i tC)P.lS, but it also comprises loxicv.l redund:mcy ru18S, 
lilo r pheme structure rules =(1 rules of o.llomorphy . This ~s 
stated in Jo.ckendoff (1977:2-3) as follOv1S: 

The lexicon is the repository of 
idiosyncre.tic informntion o.bout 
il1(~ividuo.l fOri71C\tives of the l ans"ll9{;e . 
Ench f orlllClti v e is assignee! a lexicnl 
entery \~hich clescri bes its phonoloc;icnl , 
semantic nnd syntccctic pro:)erties. The 
lexicon 2.1so cont::tins n clo.ss of rules 
c alled lexica l reClunClnncy rules, morpheme 
structure rules, nnd rules of nllomorphy. 

This ::mJounts to so.yine; thD.t the l exicon provic.es a list of 
lexicc.l items tOGether vii th 0. specifico.tibn of their 

i d i osyncrntic phonoloGic:J.l, );]orpholoGic o.l, synt::tctic and 

sor.mntic infoI'l:lD.tion . In other words, the lexicon comprises 
ther,l::lt ic structures of lexicQl items which s e rve D.S heO-ds of 
constructions. 
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ChoI7lsky (1970 ~ in ReP.1fl.rks on NOl'linalization argued that 

the derivntion of vlOrds by means of syntl1ctic transformations 
...... 

wa s wrong. He proposed that all processes of word formation 

should be r elegated to derivational I7lorphology , which 

operates in the l exicon. The o.pproach of treating word 

forma tiens as l exica l rules g~ve an insight nbout morphology. 

Then after, a cleo.r distinction between l exic al and syntactic 

transformati ons was made , [lnd the power of the transformational 

component was reduced to only obligatory syntClctic processes. 

1.~.1.2. The Categorial Component 

This component is essenti ally concerned with the 

f ormulnticn of a s et of sentence~ f ormati on rules which deal 

with the distribution of words and phrases using a se t of 

syntactic ca t egories. In short, the cCltegorial component 

spec ifie s the hierarchicCll structure of synt2 . .:: tic categories, 

and o.lso determines the l eft - to-right or right-to-loft order 

of constituents . 

In the pro-Aspect model of gr 3JIlmar , the position of words 

and phro.ses in 0. sentence was de scribed by vlOrd- ba s ed gro.mmar 

which does not molw use of synto.ctic cc.tegories . In Aspects, 

Chomsky fo=ula t ed a set of "category-ba s ed sentence" 

f ormation rules . Such rules provide r ecursive rule systems 

which ar e c:.pabl e of de scribing language with infinitely many 

sentences. 
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In EST , category - bClsed grammClr was clei med to have the 

f ollowing three advantages: 

Ii captur es distributi onel rc[ul',-ri ties , it can h=dle 

recursion , =d it is more cons trained th .. "n a word based 

grammar (Radford, 1981) 

Eventhough a cetegory - based grammo.r wes considered more 

descriptively adequ Elt e th= word - based gr amnar , it wa s not 

without prob l ems . It was considered: 

i. . .. to r estricted i n the number of types of 

categories it permits. 

ii. • •• too unconstroined in Q set of possible phr ase 

structure l~les it permi ts. 

(Radford, 1981:91) 

Claim (i) states that the categori a l component recognizes 

onl y l exicQl (minimal) cetegories and phrasal (maximal ) 

cat egories . Such a considerat i on i s too limited because it 

f nils to allow c::lt egorie s smaller than the phrasa l and l a r ger 

than the l exicnn. In other words , s i nce lexi cal cat egories 

pr oject to phrasal co.t egories th i:y 11clke no r oom fo r 

intermedi ate categories . 

On the ot her hand , (lccording to claim ( i i) the categorial 

component is 'too'.',~constrnined ' because it permits an 

unlimited number of rules such as the following: 
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i) NP --- V ---, VP 

i i ) VP -,-- DNr - N (RG~ford , 1981 :102) 

Such rules perQit phrasal categories to be expanded into any 
phr~snl or lexi cal categories . In such rules ' ••• t here wa s 
no condition that could oaintain the cntegori a l re l ati onship 
of any two derivati onnl ly related categories .' (Baye; 1986: 17) 

In order to overcome such deficiencies , a new version , 
popularly known as the x--bar theory, wae proposed mainly i n 
Choosky (1970) and l ater in Emonds (1976) , Jackencloff (1977) , 
Stol'vell (1981) ane. others . 

In general , the X- bC1T theory o.ttempts to accomodnte a 
number of intermediate cnteGories between the minimal and the 
maximal categories of heads. It a lse determines the positi on 
of the head , and ensures that the head shares SO~le feature 
specifications with i ts maximal projecti ons . 

Hore generally the theory c l a i ms that : 

i. eVE:ry phr asal co.tego ry i s endocentric 

ii. every l exi co.l category pro j ects thr ee l eve ls of 
super structures 

iii . the head of a phrase l S nl wo.ys one bar - l eve l 

l ower than the phrase node immedi nte l y domi nnting it . 
i v . only maximal project i ons may nppear as spec i f i ers 

and complements , except for some non-head terms 
that ar e s e l ected interms of specified grammatic a l 
f ormati ves . 
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v. Specif i ers will alwcys occur peripheral to 

complemcnts of the lexic~l hend of a phra se. 

(Hockstro. 198LJ-: 24) 

In Chomsky (1970) and Jackendoff (1977:14) the general 

base ru l e schema of a compl ement and a specifier f or Engl ish 

is postulated in ( i a) and (b) , r e spective l y 

( i) a. x ' - x - comp 
it 

b . X l ' - spec - X l 
X 

Accorc~ing to (ia) a pr o j ection of x ' consists of ~ lexie."l 

head x 2nd its complement. And n projcction of x" contains 

x' and a specifier, wher e the specifier varie s from category 

to ce.tegory . The complements and specifiers mny occur 

preceding or f ollowing t heir he c_d in n given l anguage. This 

is a language particular variation . 

Following the D.bove gener a l rule schema ,Chol;Jsky (1970) 

e.nd J c.ckendoff (1977: 14) show again the expansion of the noun 

phrase for English e.s follows: 

(ii) a . N' --- N - C om~ 

b . N" --- SPecN -- N' 

In (ii~) , the N' consists of Ct l exical category N obligat or i ly 

and then the cOrr!plements optionally . In (iib) the N' , 

inc lude s specifi ers optiona lly .:md N' . (A clet niled discuss i on 

concerning compl ements and specifiers shall be pre s ented in 

chapt e rs tv/o 2n d thr ee , r espective ly.) 
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In general , the NP structure nety c ontc in a l exico.l head; 

a complement and 2. specifie r. Radford (1981:69) proposed 

structur2.l devi ces for c'ce termining wbether 0. given sequence 

of wor d s is a constituent or not . According to him: 

A Given string of elements is a constituent just in 

case it ho.s one or more of the follo\,ing properti es: 

i) It behnvcs distributionclly ;:'.s 0. sin[';le 

structuro.l unit - i. e . it recurs as a single unit 

in 0. vo.riety cf other sentence.positions. 

ii) It cen be coordino.tcd with !\Tlother simil.:.r string. 

iii) It does not r eadily perini t intrusion of 

po.renthetical e l ements internally ••• 

(iv) It c= be rep lo.ced by , or seYiTe as the antecede,t 

of, a proform , 

v) It cem be omitted, under appropri;:cte discourse 

conch tions . 

In recent l iter8.ture the expo.nsion of S and S ' o.r e 

included in the co.ter;oric.l rules . Chomsky (1981) nssumes the 

fo llowing shcema for S ' and S respective l y , incorporating 

the non-lexic;:cl c8.tegories like complementizer anc1 

inflection into the x-bar system: 

~ -S u . 

b . S 

Comp S 

lIiP I NFL VP 
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S ~nd 0 ! a r e mQXim~l proj e ctions of the categori e s INFL 

(ection) ond COt'lP (lementizer) , respectively (cf : Chomsky, 

1986 b).' INFL specifies '['(;nse, AGR ( cement) c l ements such as 

person, nUlaber end gender associ::.ted Ivi th subjects and modals; 

whereas compl ementize r serves to distinf:;uish c 1 'luse types , 

an c l ement such a s ' that ' , ' for ', ' than' e tc. are 

compl eraentizers in Eng+ish. 

1 . 4 .2. The Transformationa l Compon~nt 

It l S cnc of the component s of generative g rnmmar. Its 

role i s expl ained briefly in liGhtfoot (1 982: 66) a s follows: 

A transform:.'.t i ono.l rule opero.t e s on the 

bo.sic units provided by the PS rule s 

and changes an abstr ac t phrase mar ker 

into another phro.se r:lD.rker; moving a 

unit, or constituent, to another positi on. 

It doe s not, 2.S it is sometimes sc'.ic1, 

ch,:mge a sentence into another sentence. 

The transformati onal cooponcnt fo rmulated in AS,lJects 

consists of a structuro.l de scription ( 3D) = c: a structural 

chenge (SC). A structura l de scription spec i fi e s the 

structure s t o which the tr&'1sfor mntion is applicabl e , while 

the struc t ura l cho.nge describes the r e sultins structure . 

These me chanisms involve u nlimitec' rule s which oper a te i n 

the process of transformo.t i ons . That is why the 

transformational component of the Aspe ct r;lodel is s a id to be 

unconstretined , imrl severly cri ticizer1 by the contempor o.ry 

x-bar syntactic ians as menti oned earlier . 
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In EST, C\ numbe r of c0nstro.ints ::'.ne. conch tions nre 

i mposed on the transformation0.1 component, ;:md its power is 

a l so reduced . 30me such c onstrnints a r e blilonds I (1976) 

structure preserving hypothesis, Chomsky ' s (1 968) A - OVEr - A 

princip l e , nnd Hoss ' s (1967) islnnd constrnints,. etc , which 

mnncge to o.tto.i n 0. ce rtain deg r ee of descril)'cive :J.c~equo.cy. 

In r ecent theorie s of grnmmo.r 0. I10re gonero.l c onstraint 

wi th a greater expl::ml3.tory power has appcnrcd . This 

constra int is subjacency , which states th"t "No constituent 

crm be moved out of more them on e c ont::!ining NP-or-s-node 

(in a s i nele rule c.pplic" tion) ." ( Ro.df or ll , 1921 : 227) • 

Accordine; to this st:1tenent , HPs "n d Ss are consider ed as 

bcundinc; nodes for Dnc1ish , be c ,'Cuse no movcncnt cnn take 

p10.ce across f:10l'e then ono e f this node i n 0. sine;le rule 

application. Sub j acency is nlse nssumed to be a uniVErsal 

principle with s ome po.r o.me tric v nrio.tion. 

RegC\ro.ing the theory of movement , recent theory of 

Genero.tive e;r o.mmo.r o.ssumes two typos of r.:.ovements: 

substi tutior on d adjunc tion _. which o.re insto....'1ces of one 

genoro.l movement rule called "Hove;;>." which is o.lso subj ec t 

t o po.ram0teric vo.ri o.tions . Alpho. stand s for nny maximo.l 

catee:ory • 

Chomsky (1936 b: 4) proposes the fol l owing genero.l 

pr operties for SUbstitution mov ement: 
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a) 'I'here is no l;lOvement to cOr.lplement posit i on 

b) Only xo c[tn move to the hec.tl position 

c) Only n mnxir.,;:cl projection Ciln nove to the 

specifier position 

d) Only minimal =d mD.Xi mol projections (x~ =d x " ) 

are ilvisible" for the rule move ,~.r 

He a lso states the following principle with respect to 
adjunction: "Adjunction is possible only to 0 mnximal 
projection (hence x" ,) that is a non-orgument " (Ibid). 

These properties sUGgest thnt mOVeDl8nt should be from 
a thematic posi tien to 0 non-thematic posi tion. ~lovement 

is also possible from Ct he::1G. pesition t o another head 
position i. e . a constituent should move into another category 
of the same tYre . In other words, the novement of a lexical 
cr.tegory is t o the head position =c1 the movement of maximal 
catec;ory is to a specifier po sition of OP or lP . it bar e 
head is not permi ttecl to appeo.r in the specifier position. 
'1'he specifier of OP is considered to be a position t o which 
a \lli item mCtY r.love , =<1 the specifier of IF is the position 
t o ,(Ihich a subject tiP rno.y rllove. The basic structure of' a 
clause is here CIS follows: 
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'['hus f ::tr . the main theor 0tic nl nssur,1ptions of the 
)~-bar Theory w::'.s out l inc<l . The next task would be to 

eXOJll~ne tho structure of kl,staniilfta NPs in li[<;ht of this 

theory. 
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2 . NOUN PHHflSJ~ 

This Chal' tc:r eX:'J:lines the internnl strt'ctu re of the 
noun phrase in Kist=inr'ta . Ji'o llowine; J ncken<loff (1977) and 
r e cent dev el opments , the study assumes three l evels of 

phrasal expansions for 0. head ne li l , where a noun is a l exi cal 
hee.d . 1.ccor <linc1Yr the followinG levels of nOQine. l s are 
r e cognized: N, N', N' I cm<l N" I . 

Noun is 8. major lexic::tl c [1tegory Hhich is found at N(No) 
leve l nnd serves a s heo.u of NPs . This crctee;ory requires 
certain oth8r El,:\Ximo.l ;?hr:ls .'J.l catec;ories ,~.s its complements. 

N I l evel is the mini mc.l phra 3t:'.1 categ ory which is formed 
'::Jy the l exic o.l category toc;cthe r with its complements . The 
cOElplements etre closely linl::ed up with the lexic o.l heClds nnd 

occur i mmec1i ntely icr ececling theLI . Such comp l ements o.re 

r e ferred to ClS f unctiorinl nr guments. 

'fhc intermedio.te phrasnl ca teGories "!hich lTIo.y also occur 
o.s c omplements cf the l e;dca l heo.d i s f ounel [1t N I I leve l. 

The cOIllpleElents at this leve l a rc restricti ve modifiers . 
Ofc.ourse , \<Ie may find sOllie specifiers a t this l ev e l . 

NI l I level is the mo.xima l synt!'.ctic c!'.teGory which include s 

non-res-cricti Vli modifiers ['nel SCGlC s~ecifiers (arc;uments 
c oncerninG these formo.tivQs sh nll be pr esented in the next 
cho.p t er) . The follol<linc: is <J..'1 ex::unp le of structures with 

such l ev els : 
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1) r 
N" sodclo] 

of - Soc1do rul er 

, )\ ruler of Socldo ' 

In terms of X' PS rules, this structure CM be 

represented rlS follol'ls: 

2) N" 

/ / ''\, 
", N' , , 1, ' 

/ '\ l 
" '. \ 
'\ .~ ~ 

YA soclc1o o.stA,:lac..n.ri 

of - Soclc1o ruler 

' A ruler of E::oddo ' 

In the :l'love sentenc e , the noun /nstf.c1D.dari/ 'ruler ' 

is the hencl of the N". Ancl this hencl tOGether with t he 

e;eni tive NP /YA- Soclclo/ ' of-Sodclo' fOrE! N" /yA-Sodc.o astAdadc,ri/ 

' _".. ruler of Sodclo ' Hhich is ~'l. NP constituent . 

JI'loreover , we have to oention one point ree;ar cling non-

r est rictive modi f i e r s e.s fo.r as Ki stM.i l:lnc. is conc erned . 

Of course , J nckendoff (1977) , c l nims thE'.t cli:msal complements 

(particula.rly r e l a tive clauses) should be tre2.te·l at two 

cliffe rent l evels . ,\ccoruin:::; t o him , relntive clauses are 

clc.ssified. as r t.st r ictivos ccnd non-restrictives (a.ppositives). 

Hestrict i v es are H" cooplements where a s non-re strictives are 

N' " COf,lplemen ts (for cletc.il, see , J a ckendoff 1977). 
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Such distinctions should be pursued in this study for the 

rOG.son thG.t !~:i:st=ii'iKa rolG.tivos exhibi t such type of 

distinction like the English one . TheroforG, the clG.usa l 

complements are treated under N" or N' ,. based on thoir 

restri cti veness or not . 

2 .1. Nominal s ( j\i) 

Nominals are major l exica l ca t 0,:;oric:s \'lhich serve as 

heads of NPs like the following: 

3) r /-""N ' , -N " , 
YA - Taf-i 7 r 'l'C!beta 77 Ilo.jj - A - t 

- -N ' - - 'r 

of - tc:f inj ero. buy-pf-3fs 

' She bought injer o. of t of ' 

b . r r bI S-i 7 
N" - A" -

[ATay]j 
N' 

l'Ja. jj - A 

red-DEF Sheep tuy-pf(3ms) 

' He bought the r ed sheep ' 

I n these NPs , the nouns / Tabeta/ 'injera ' and / ATay/ ' sheep ' 

a.r e t he l exic nl r.· Q. s of their r especti ve structures. These 

type of nouns a r e referred to as shlple nonin~' ls , i . e . non-

derived nomi nal s . 

Derived nomi na l s ca.n also hend ,m NF structure . Consider 

the followi ng sentences: 

4) 0. . [ / -KiTTo. / 
N' - -NF 

breacl 

e llA - bIla j j 
N 

to eat/cnt i ng 

SAssAss-A-t 

r efuse-pf-3fs 

' She r Gfusecl to eo.t/eo.t inc; br ea.d ' 
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b . /_- /_-'1'Ifo_7 r - './1\ zlil t Al'lNU ., h.1\TAr - A 
N" P." N' -

bo.d worker hire - pf(3ms) 

' He hired El bo.d worker ' 

c . L ["YA - gl~rM-i] [mLlkDJIlanAt]] o.l-HAdAd-A 
N' , N'" N' 

of-girl -DEF beautifulness n~-like-pf(3ms) 

I He h 'lte(~ the beQutifulness of the girl' 

As the structures in (4) show, the C:erived nomino.ls occur 

o.s heo.ds of their respective structures. 

\,lhQt follows lS the [;enernl (.listribution of NPs in 

Ki st anililiQ: 

5) a . bayy-i dcK-A 

boy-DEF l QuCh-pf( 31,}s) 

"1'he boy l auGhed' 

b . kwa. mIl3t-i wlJ{Q - nQt 

he wom:::.n-DEF hit - pf .. her 

' He hit the woman ' 

The underscored noun phr::lses in (50.) and (b) above , appear 

i n subject and object positions respectively. 

In (5a) the NP /br.yy-i/ ' the boy ' occurs in subject 

position . Following Chomsky (1981:42), the grarrmQtical 

function c:m be indic Ctt ec: CtS ["NP ,8_7 which moans ' subject­

of-S '. This is to s o.y tho.t the subj ect NP is directly 

dOf.1ino:ccd by 8 . 
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In (5b) /raI St-i / ' the wora= ' i s f ound in t h e d i rect 

ob ject position c10minilted t y the VP . Such a c:; r::unmilt ic ill 

functi on is shewn C\S iN1", VP _7 which me3IlS ' o'.:Jje ct-of-VP ', 

2 . 2 . The NP C0.EU21 ement s 

This s €)ction explo r es the complefilents of NP s P.t the l evels of 

N' N", =(1 N'" " Befo r e treilting the comp l ements it i s 

essenti::tl t o have a defini t i on f or the t erm J cOElpl ement '. 

'rhis term has v ::triou s definitions. In Chomsky (1970) and 

J ilckendoff (1977) the t e rm lS used to r ef e r to nlClt eria ls 

f ollowinc; n. heild of ::1 phrilse , This is shOloJl1 in J o.ckendoff 

(1977:14) by the bCtse rule i n (6): 

6) X' -- X - - Comp 

On the etherh['IJ.u , Rndf ord (1988) use s the t erm o.s the 

mo.terinl which br8.Ilche s fror.l = N' only . He a l so mru{€) s a 

distinction between complements ilml ilc1juncts . The l o.tter 

branch from = N" (1988: 176) 

In thi s study the term ' compl ement ' is empl oyed to r efer 

to hoth the mini mo l phro.s Ctl c C'.tegories which a re su bca t egori zed 

by the l ex i cC'.l he ads =d other maxi r.lO.l phrasal categori es 

whi ch occur ou tsicJ.e the EJ inimal synto.ctic c :::>.t ecory . Thi s 

:J.ppr cQch is fol l owed s i mply for '", exposi tory conveni ence 

only , v,lith no theoretic o.l signific=ce implicJ " (J<:\ckendoff 

1977:37) . 
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2 . 2 .1 . The N' Complements 

This sub-section deo.ls vii th the compl ements of N ' • 

Jo.clcendoff (1977:69) shows the expo.nsi on of M N' for English 
in the fo llowinc; rule scheme : 

7) N ' -_.- N - (prt)- (NP) - (pp) - ( { 11 ) 
According t o this scheme , the possible candido.tes for 

complel;wnts of N' arc (NP), (pp), and (8). N.:md (prt) nre 
not r c coc;nized as complements , since this study considers 
only m=imal projections as complenlents. Also , the clause (S) 
is not tre8.ted o.s the conplement of N', since it is found 
under N' I & N' I I • 

In Eistaninno. the riPs CM be the compler.lents of derived 
nominnls nt N' l evel . This is S!10IVIl in (8): 

8) 0. . go s o.yet.-/gACA7 rw!,-gIdIl]] C;AssAss-A 
N ' - - N NF 

Gos O-ye hyenc. to kill/killing refuse-pf(3ms) 

' Gosnye rGfusecl to kill/killing a hyenCt ' 

b . omc.do [ rKO-ysn] [VJil -bIln]] ti-\!acUd 
N ' NP N 

i1.mo.do Cheese to eo.t/entinr:, neg-lilw-pf(3ms) 

' Arr.ado hntes to ec.t/ eo.tin::; cheeso ' 
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c. cL;h.!\ [[wJczAl-i] [ \IA.- CIfr]] inAb-ko 

N' NP N 
you job -DI:F to lertve h,:ve-pf .. 2rns 

'You h o.ve to leo.ve the jou' 

In (8) the NI's modify their heads. In these structures the 

heo.ds are preceded by their complew)nts . Hence , the 

compl81Clents do D0t occur following the heo.d nouns as i t C2-n 

be noticed .from the un,;"Hmrnatical structures in (9) below: 

9) a'; GosGye [ (.1:11\ - [: Id11] [gAG!.] GA ssAss-A 

N ' N NI' 
Gosaye to killjldllinG !-;'i4n!l, refuse-pf Oms) 

b! amo.do [ / -\11.-b11a] [Kaysa] ti-wMIcl 

N' N NP 

l\mo.do to eat/eatinG Cheese neg- like-pf(3ms) 

I'lho.t will b e our evidence for the structure s in (8) abover 

to be found unc.er H ' level. This will be tested usinC one of 

the synto.ctic devices i. e. intrusion of extern 2-1 elements . 

Consider the fo llowinG structures: 

10) at cosaye [ [gACA] L-T1\KIr] [wA-gIc1i}7] gAssAss-J~ 

N' NP A" ;If 

GosGye hyena black to kill/killing r efuse-pfOIa 

b~ lli.m0.o r r Eayscc 7 r nAC ' L 7 r VlA-b11o. 7 7 ti-wAdld 
N, "'111' - A" - N --

idHOclo cheese whi te to eat/eating nec -like-f''fs '''' 
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These structures etr8 un::r2.r.ll!lC'.ticccl l:J8CGUSe of tho intrusion 

of odjectives be tl'iCen the heo.ds 2nd the cOf.lplements . From 

this, we can deduce th[1t in this l=cuc.ce the compl Gnent NT's 

and their he [1cl s cem not be o::lsily sepnr o.ted Hithout this 

causinG unc; rclInmnt icnli ty . j~ lso , the illformeelness of these 

structures ffi8.Y indic o.t e that t he intrucle(, e l e[lents ( o.d j ectives) 

o.r e not uncler 1'1 '. This [lay be supported "YJ' the CrOJ":lEw.tical 

structures in (11) : 

11) 0 . • goso.ye [ 
N ' , 

FT 'ITI '7 F F : c, /~F, IdIl-; 77",; A ' - ..I. ... ;. r~·l - -- [,n .... :.. \'1..1._"-[; / G.u.ss SS~.i'l. 

1\ ' , - N ' N"P - N - --

Gosso.ye bbck-,DEF hyena to k ill/killinc r efuse-pi(3111s) 

' Gosaye refused t o kill/killi nc the. black hyeno ' 

b . cmado ;- F naO ' it 7 ;-
-. 'Gt 10K> .... 

N "~' N ' 

\/hite cheese te eo.t/ev tinr; nec;.like-pf(3ms) 

' j'mC'.do hntcs to cot/ eo.ting \<jhi te cheese ' 

In (11) the adject ives occur pr ecec_ing the entire N'. Si nce 

they "'PI'eo.r outside the N', we cO.n suggest thot this c l ass is 

unde r the next h i Gher l eve l. 

In the structures given so fctr , the derived nomino.ls 

reflect the subcntcc;oriz[1t i on properties of their verb[11 source . 

Fo r ex=pl e , in (110.) / 1'IL- r:;IdI l/ ' t o kill/killing ' manifest s 

the property of the verb h;!~ddl.lf./ ' kill ' from \'ihich it is 

ltori ved :mel it subc o.te:.:;orizes th8 s Z'me complel!lent types . 
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Bnsecl on the nrl.,u r:lent c(ivcon ::,')ove, 'de c= show the NP 

structure C)f ~ 8e) in the follovlinc tree c.io.c;rwn: 

12) N' 
./ ""'­

/ "-
Np/ \1 

I 
!J 

I 
\}f~-gIdI l 

hyena to kill/killinG 

".Co kill/ldlling ::1 hyenco. ' 

Ls it c en be observed fro!:1 this dio.e;rOlil , the complement NP 

forE1S strict sister rel:>.ticnshir. ,-lith the (-:'erived n011innl . 

Ben:cinc in mind the discussion made so f o.r, it cnn be 

arGu ed that in K-ist=innn N' comphnnents o.re the NPs only. 

Thus, the phrClse structure rule Ii1ClY be postulo.ted as in 

(17) below: 

13) N ' -----4 (NP) - · '.J 

This shows thnt N ' is rt')servecl for option a lly subcatego r i zed NPs. 

So fnr , the complements in N' are identified. \ihat 

fo llOl'IS would be the d escript i on of N" complelilents . 
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2.2.2 . TllE!.~~_' _ Complements 

In Jackendoff (1977: 74) the possible c .:mdi c.c.t es for compl ements 

of N" for Engli sh a re pr e s ented in the fol l o\linr; rul e scheme: 

14) N" -- (1."') -- N' - -(PP ) - (8) 

In K~st=ini'ta Genitive NPs of s ourc e serve a s N" 

complement s . This is shown in (15): 

15 n . goscye ) ~- 1..- E -ji.rJ.] [ bi.sAr..1] ti-vJ;~dId 

N" N'" 
Goso.ye of - chicken 

N' 
meat 

' Goscye hc.tes me::'.t of chiclwn' 

nee; - like - pf(3ms) 

b. blrl::e r [Yi; - KI iJ8o] [HAT] b1\.lla-t 
Nil Nil' N' 

Birke of - ,,)eo. I'JOt eo.t-pf-3fs 

' Bi rke c:.te IvOt of pen ' 

c. a ster C /- YA .;, l o.mj (Ard]] s /.C ' - A - t 
N" - ", . 

Nil' 
:.ster of - COl> r.Jilk driru'; - pf- 3fs 

' Aste r drank milk of cow' 

d . amado [ [ YA - InC ' il..1 [ 2.1p;0.]] SIlc.\.t - A 
-,I 

N" N'" ,. 
Amado of - wood bed illolce - pf Oms) 

I Amo..cl.o mc..<..l2 .'J, "!Jed of wood 1 

In ( 15) the ceni tivG rIPs show the source ('.11c . modi fy their 

heD.ll s . Fo r instancc, in the NP in (150.) the noun / bAsAr/ 1 meo.t ' 

is the heo.d of the pll r o.se ('.l1d the Lenitive NP/yA-jAr J../ ' of_ 

chicken ' is the complement which ShOHS the Elo.teric.l source of 

the meo.t . 
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',}hnt e:vicences sho.l1 we h·::>.vc for considering the 

Geni tivo NPs of source .'J.S N" complement? Let ' s verify the 

si tuation by'.Ys ins CnPrinG' 

16 . a . aster r [Yl;-J\lDJil] F Mat 7 7 soD ' - 1; - t Adi sIn 
N" N'11 

;,stcr of cow 

N' I lJ " I 

N' 
mi l k driI1j,-pf-3fs I 

J;lam_7 1.- :::nguba _7 _7 al-sl~C ' 
N' 

but 

- hu 

of-cOl" bu t tEJl"lllilk nec-drink··pf··1 cs 

' Ast e r drcnk milk of cow 'Jut I didn ' t c:l'ink even 

buttermilk of cow ' 

N " JIl '" N' 
Lster of-cow mill;: drinl,-pf-3fs I but 

F -- / 
" -N N'" 

] [mll';uba]] ::1.l-si.C ' -A-h'..l 
N' 

butterI:lilk nel';-drink-pf-1cs 

' Aster dr ank mi lk of cow but I d i dn ' t c.rink even 

bu tter'Ulilk ' 

In (16b) the N' is not OI:li tted ::1.10nG vii th tho cOlilI,ll ement . The 
omi ssi on of the c eni tj_ve HI' ::tl one sho\'ls th['.t it is a s i ngl e 
consitituent which is f ound in the next hiGher l ev e l . 

In addition to this, eXChC.DGinc the: position of the 

Genitive NPs of source ,lith o.<Jjectives v!ithout this l eading 
to ung raEliilaticnli ty shews tho.t they c.re unclel' the sallle node . 
'Phi s is observc.b le froQ the fo llowinc; stru ctures: 
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17) a . [" ["YA-f,l=] ["nAC'A] ["Uo.t]] sAC '-A-t Nil Nil' 
of-cow 

A' , 
white 

N' 
milk drink-pf-3fs 

' She dr ank white milk of cow ' 
or 

b. [" / nAC' A] ["YA-Alam] ["Af at]] saC'-A-t N" - N'" N' N' , , 
white of - cow milk drink-pf-3fs 

' She drank white milk of cow' 
l"loreover, the source Genitive can be separat ed from its head by genitive s of l ocation and time as in (11): 

18) a. [" /-YA-mareKo 7 FYA-Alrun 7 F.'l.fat 7 7 sAC' -A-m - - - - - - -N" N'" N' , , 
of-cow 

N' 
milk 

of-Mareko 
drink-pf-p.m 'He drinks milk of cow from Mareko' 

b. f..- [" YA-lllam] [YA-mareko] ["Arat]] saC'-A-m N' 'N' " 
of-cow 

N' , , 
of-Mareko 

N' 
milk drink-pf-p.m 'He drink milk of c ow from Mareko' 

c. [" [" YA-tilabANN-i] [" YA-Alam] ["Mat]] saC'-A-t N' 'N' , , N' , , N' of-yester day-DEF of cow milk drink-pf-3fs ' She dr ank yester day's milk of C01;l ' 

d. [" F YA-A lam 7 D A-tIlnbANN-i 7 FAfst 7 l"sAC'-A-t 
- - - - - - -N" N'" j\TI , , 

N' 
~f-yestelXlay-DEF milk drink-pf-3fs I ' She drank yesterday's milk of cow' 
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Notice that in the s tructures (1 Sb) and (d) there is a pause 

immedi ate ly after the source genitiges . Such occurrence of 

genitives of location and time sepnrting the head and the 

compl ement genitive wi thout this l eading the s tructure t o 

ill-formedness tempt us to conc lude that all genitives (except 

possessive 5enitives) bel ong to the S2IDe l eve l (i . e N") in 

Kistaniiiila. 

This situati on a lso sugge sts that i n such types of NPs the 

l anguage doesnot follow strict sister relationship between a 

head and its complement . 
Based on the above argument the structure in (15 a ) can 

be shown in a tree di agr am like the one below: 
i ) 

/~ N' , , 
\ 
\. 

YA-jAr!. 
\ 

of-chicken 

N' 
I 

N 

\ 
bAsAr 

meat ' meat of chicken' The head noun and its complement are in sister relationshipo 

Hovlever I the sister r e l nt i onship seems to be 10'Cse in this 

l all5U2.e;e since it is possible for other e l ements to separate 

the genitive NP compl ements from their heads (cf.examples (17) 

=d (18) above) 
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In the structures in (18) the genitives of source occur 

precedi~ their heads. The structures would be unacceptable 

if the complements occur following the heads. 
* 20) u . [ [ a l ga.] ['n-InC'A]] SIkAt -S 

N" N' 
bed 

N ' , , 
of-wood mmle-pf-2fs 

b . * [" [!.fat] t..":"YA-Al nm]] sAC ' -A-t 

N ' , ·N' . 
m~l.k JIl' ' o' f - cow drink-pf-3fs 

The ill-formedness sugessts that the he~d is nlways in f{nnl 

posi tion. 

The genitive JIlPs .,hich express ' purpose ' are a lso 

considered to be N" complements. The genitive of purpose 

occurs .us a complement and it precedes its head as the 

follolving exampl es show: 21) 0.. blrKe [" [YA- nrAKe] [ gAbls]] wajj -A-t 

JIl' ' JIl ' , , Birkc 
of-Areke 

N' 
barley 

' Birke bought bo.rley for nrekE" 

N" N'" Gosaye of - bed 

Nil Nil' fo.ther-··"·: of- meat 

N' 
wood 

N' 
ox 

buy-pf-3fs 

sell - pf (3ms) 

choose-pf(3ms) 

' My f~ther chose o.n ox for meo.t ' 
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The f 2_ct that these genitive NPs serve e.s N" complements 

can be proved by separating th e heads and their genitive 

complements: 

22) a. L {"yA-sIkAr] [bISa] {"gAbls]7 sIbAsAb-A-t .--

N" N'" 
A' , N' of-beer red barley collect-pf-3fs 

' She collected red barley for beer' b. {" ["YA-bAsAr] [nAC'A] Lbora. 7 7 ,~ajj-mu-n 

N" N"" 
A" 

N' --
of meat white ox buy-pf-3mp-acc. 

'They bought white ox for meat' As these eX3JlJples show, the iT trusion of the adjective. 

between the genitives and the head nouns does not lead to 

ungr.=maticnli ty. This si tu,'ltion sUGGest that these 

complements belong to N" level. Hence, it is possible to 

exchange the position of the genitives and adjectives as 

in (23): 

Nit A" 

reel 
N' , , 

of-beer 
N' 
barley collect-pf-3fs 

' She collected red barley for beer' It is possible to exchange the positions of purpose 

genitive with adjective within the same dOGlc.in. This 

situation ShO~IS that both occur under N' I node. 
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Thus, we can show the sister relationship betvleen the genitiveE 
of purpose and their heads in (24) below. 

of-areke 

NI 

; 
N 
i 
gAbls 
barley 

I barley for areke l 

Follo",ing the diagram, we can say that purpose genitiges are 
sisters of N', since both branch from the maximal node i.e. NIl. Hence, the occurrence of the complement precedes its head. 

The following unacceptable structures in (25) below, may 
support our argument: 

N' I NI 
barley 

N I I I 
of - beer buy-pf-3fs 

b.* C [bora] CyA - bAsAr]] ~lajj - mu-n 
NIl N' N"I 

ox of-meat buy-pf-3mp- acc. These sentences are unacceptable, because the heads occur 
preceding the genitives . 

Also, temporal genitives a re considered as NI '. 
complements. Observe the structures in (26): 
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26) a. [ [yA-tilabANN-i] [\~AT]] C'Am-n N"N'" N' of-yesterday-DEF \Vot 2xpenisive-is 
'Yesterday's \Vot is expensive' 

N" N'" N' 
of-monday~DEF mead good-is 

'Mond~s mead is good ' 

c. [ [y __ m-i] [fIyJL]] TigA:r-hu-nIt Nil Nil' N' 
of-last year-DEF goat sell-I - it 

'I sold the last year's goat ' 

d. C F yA-ahoNN-i 7 lfYrTa 7 FWA-bIla 7 71 fAyya-n 
- - '- - - - - - .. N' , N' , , rj'NP N of-today-DEF bread to eat/eating good-is 'To eat/eating today's bread is good' 

In (26) above, the N" complements precede N' and modify ' it. 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) N' , 
/~ 

/. ' "'N' 
/~ \ ~ , 

';..,.N YA-tIlabANN-i \ of-yestcrday-DEF WAT 
w.,t 

'Yesterday's Wot' 
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\/e can also prove this by applying the syntactic device 
referred to as coordination. Consider the following example : 
28) C F YA-tIlabANN-i 7 FsIkAr 7 7nn~F F YA-ahoNN-i 7.- .'.' - - - - - - - -Nil N'" of-yesterday-DEF N' beer and N" N'" of -1;oday-DEF 

t-TAj_7_7_7 fAyya- n 
mead good-is 

'Beer of yeste rday and mead of today is good' 

In these examples /YA- tIlabaNN-i sIkAr/ 'beer of yesterday' 
and /YA- ahoNN-i TAj / 'mead of today' ar e coordinated by 
being constituent5 crt the same type. 

Temporal genitives do no t occur intruding between 
complement of the derivid nominal and the head in N', since 
their occurrenc e is outside Nt level. Observe the 
following ungrammatical structures. 

Z9) a.* C CgACA_7C YA-tIlabann-i_7t-WA-gIdIl_3' gAssAss-A N' NP N' " N . hyena of-yesterday-DEF to kill/killing refuse-pf 

b.· r /"Kaysa 7 /-YA-oboNN-i 7 FVlA-bIla 71 inAb-ko - - - - - - -~ N' NP N'" N Cheese of-today-DEF to eat/eating have-pf-2ms 
The ungramr,Jatical structures in (29) show that the position 
of the t emporal genitives should not be under N' but under N" • 

~Ie can a lso notice t hat the position of t eI:lporal 
genitives is outside N' l eve l when we observe the graI:lmatica l 
sentence in (30): 
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30) r LYA-tIlabANN-i] C!.-gACA];-\JA-gldIl]~l gAssAss-A N' 'N'" N' NP f1' ~ , of )jfesterday-DEF hyena to kill/killing refuse-pfOms) 
'He refused to kill/killing yesterday's hyena' 

Locatives are found under N" level as the following 
exompl es in (31) show: 

31) a . C C YA-dammo] r AmarArA]] wajj-mu-n N" N'" of- Drunmo N' donkeys buy-pf-3mp-acc.. 
' They bought donkeys from Dommo ' 

N" N'" N' of-r1oreko pepper tall- is 
'Pepper from r1areko is t :1ll' 

c. t: C YA-bdi. 7 [TAj 7] fAyyo. Ad].bI l - -N" N'" I of-1Y . ~ N' mead good is not 
IMead from y .• i is not good' 

d. t: 1.- YA-kella]!2l<iTTlI.] elVA - bIla]-!/TIfo-n 
N" N" ~f-Kella I'f'NP bread N to cat/eating bad-is 

'To eat/eat ing brend from Kella is bad' 
(In 31) genitive of location modify N', and occur preceding 
the heads. 

He can test whether locative genitives are under N" or 
not by using gapping. Consider the following structures: 
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32) a. kwa r [YA-do.mmo] rAmarArA]] wajj-A dA A gIn Nil Nil' 
He of-Do.mmo 

N' 
donlceys buy-pf you but 

L L YA-dammo] rbIC'IlalA]] vlD.jj - A- fA N' ' N ' " 
of-DaI\1ffio 

N' 
mu l es buy- pf-2ms 

'He bought donkeys from Damoo but you bought Mules 
from Dammo ' 

b. kwa [" [" YA-do.mmo] ["AmarArA]] wajj-A (' A 
He N" N'" of-Do.mmo N' donkeys buy-pf you 

gIn r [-----] [bIC'IlalA]] vmjj - A-hA 
but N" N'" N' mul es buy-pf-2fils 

'He bought donkeys from Do.mmo but you bought mules' 
In (32b) the genetive is omitted \vithout l eadi ng the 
structure t o ungrammaticality. This situation suggests that 

geniti ves are independent units. 

Al so, our argument con be supported by the following 
ungrammatic a l structure : 

33)* I-KITTo. 7 I-YA-kella 7 l-wA - bIlla 7 7 TIfo-n - - - - - - -N" NPbread N'" N I of-kella to eat eating bad-is 
This structure is ill-formed @ecause the genitive of 
location is found under N'. It can be a lso said that 
the structure is ungr ammatica l because /k"11r' 
'bread' which i s the complement of the derived nominal 
in N' is raised to the maximal l eve l a s complement of 
N" which is not permitted. 
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Accordingly ( 32a) cem be shown in the tree diagrOJll in 

N" 

/~, 

yA-darnmo 

of-Dammo 

, 
N' 

I 
]iT 

AmlrArA 

donkeys 
'donkeys from Donmo ' 

As it can be seen in (34) genitive of l ocation is u 
sister to N' =d branches from th e mro::imal node-i.e. N' '. 
Since the position of l ocative genitives are preceding their 
hend, their occurrence following the heads would be ill-formed 
Q S in (35) ~ 

35) a.* [" ["AmarArA] [YA-dammo]] wQjj-mu-n N" N" I 

donkeys 
N' " 
of-Dammo buy-pf-3mp-ncc. 

b.* t: [bArbAre] [YA-mareKo]] gf.lIf-n 
N" N' papper N ' " of-Mnr eko tall - is 

Thes e structures are ungrQIDffiatic nl because the genitive 
locative occurs following the hend. 

Unlike sourc e and purpose genitives, t emporel and 
locative genitives can appe2.r togethe:r in a simple structure 
without the structure bei ng ungrOJllmuticul. The following 
gr Qffiffiuticul sentences show that this is so: 
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36) 0. . {" r YA-tIlaLtir'II i] ~-YA-bdi] ("sIkl,r]] fAyya-n N' , N'" N'" N' of-yosterday-DEli' of Bdi beer good-is 
'Yesterdny 's beer fron P- i. is p;ood' 

b. ;- YA-VlIrsAnbAt-i 7 ;- YA-o.ddel e 7 r ginz 7 7 TIfo-u. - - - - - - -Nil N'" of-Sunday N' " N' of·-.'..ddelo honey bad-is 
' Sundny ' s honey frora Addele is bnd ' 

The exo.rnples in (36) show thnt temporo.l genitives precede 
the l oco.t ive genitives. However, these genitives co.n 
exchange their positions freely as in . ~). 

37) [ ~-YA-nddele] rYA-Hl rslmbAt-i] rginz]] TIfo-n N' 'N' , , 
of-Addel e 

N'" 
of-Sunday 

N' 
honey 

' Sundny 's honey from Lddel e is ba.c1 ' 

bad-is 

This shows tho.t there is no rastricti on in the precedence 
relation of geni tive NPs of t i me end location. 
Thus f or, the genitive NPs of sourc e , purpose , time and 

l ocation are recognized as complements for N' , Such 
consideration eme r ge s beco.use they have; a restricting effects 
on their heads. Those genitiv(;; NPs which show possession 
without restricting t heir heads functi on o.s specifiers and ar e 
assigned to N' " (cf . chapter 3). 

The other c['nc.iclcte for N" compl er.lents o.re ad j ectivo.l 
phrases CAPs). Sinc e APs modify their he:cds it vlould be 
plnusibl e to include them under N" compl ements. Cons i der 
the structures in (38) be l ow: 
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38) 0. . C Cmalll.s-i] I.-TAg] ] mott -A- t 
N il A ll N' 

small -DEl' co.lf di e-pf-3fs 

' The small calf died ' 

b. ;..- /-mA l kam-i 7 /-gArAd 7 7 o.wAy-A-t - - - - -N" A" N' 
beautiful-DEF ~irl shout-pf-3fs 

' The beo.utiful girl shouted ' 

c. L [TAKr-i] (lGnaC ']] gAcldAl -ku-nat 
N" A" N' 

bl ack-DEF fl ea kill-pf- I - it 

' I kil l ed the bl o.ck flea ' 

In these sentences APs occur in the same position where 
the genitive NPs/Vie hov e seen above, may occur. Like the 
genitive NPs, 1'.P s precede their heads. The reverse order 
is not permitted. Observe the ungrammatic al Etructures in 
(39): 

39) a .* L L TAg] L malAs-i]] mott-A-t 
N" N' 

calf 

N" N' 
~ irl 

. , , 
" small-DEF die-pf-3fs 

A" 
beaut iful'OK- shout- pf-3fs 

The ill-fomedness of the se structures, shows that APs 
ccmnot bo preceded by their heads . 

As i t can be seen from t he structures in (38) APs are 
found outside N' l evel. Thu s , putting an adject ive in N' will 
l ead t he structure t o ungro.mmaticality o.s in (40) below: 
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4-0)* C niTTa] ["bI8a] ["wl,-b11a]] TIfo-n N' NP br end 
A l l 

read Nto cat/ eating bad-i s 

From the ill-formedness of this structure , we can argue 
that the place of adjective is not in N' but in N". The 
following grammat ic O-l structure show:that this is so: 

4-1) L ["b1S-i]!..- [IGTTa] [wA - b11a]]] TIfo-n N"l~" N' NP N r Gd-DEF bread to Gat/ Gati ng bad-is 
'To eat/ eat ing r en bread is bad' 

From the ill-formedness of (4-0) rmd the v!ell-formedness of 
(4-1) we c= so:y that i n this lo.nguo.ge, N" compl Gments 
precede N' complements. 

Moreover, further evi dence in support of our 
assumti on that fU's nre found under N" comes from the 
facts of coordination 

4-2) gosaye [fAyya] nna ["ruru] sl,b-n 
! ' , GosC\ye ' good and 

l' ' , • kind person-is 
'·Gosaye is good 8.nd kind person' 

The coordination of / fAyya/ ' good ' and J ruru/ 'kind ' 
suggests that both are single constituents and that they 
are found in identical category level. 

Based on the above discussion , the NP structures in 
(4-1) h1lve the following tree representl.ltion: 
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KiTTo. 

breod 
to eat/eating 

' To eat/ eating a r ed :)r ead ' 

Prepositiona l phro.ses (pPs) a lso cen be included under N' , 
complements, a s the ex ::uup l e s below demonstra t e: 

a . ;- r (.. - tb.-InSi tat-i~o;IrkASA t 7 i -\1A-bIlo. 7 7 KiT-ki N" P" . - - fl - -N' to-women-DEF with lunch t o eat/eating not able-pf-1cs 
'I don ' t be able to eat/eF.'.tinG lunch with the women' 

b. t.- t.- tA-umado_7 c.-oIC'Il_7 t.-wA-wo. jj_7_7 fAyya AdAbIl N" P" N ' N from-f.:nado mule to buy/ buying good i s not 
'To buy/buying mule fl"OUl l'mo.do is n ot Good ' 

c. c.- r bA- go l Ad 7 /-wl,ajj 7 7 'l'Ifo-n - - - - -
N" P' \~i th-knife N to shoot/shooting bo.d-is 

d. c.- c.-bA-ge \VISTa] r ':IL-iNNa] inAb- Ko 
N" P" N in-house insid~ to sleep have-pf-2ms 

'You h o.v e to sleep in a house ' 
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e. t: CsIlA mIss-i] ~-f!,yyInAt] +ASnl 
N il p ll N 

a~out mnn-REF goodness nsk-pf-3ms 

' Ask nhout the man ' s goodness ' 

In these structures I'Ps function (lS the compl ements of the 
derived nominals. The PPs occur in the s(lIIIe position 
where the APs occur (cf .the structures in (38) above) . 
Like the AI's , PPs precede their h8ad nouns . Hence the 
reverse order is unacceptable : 

45) a .* [ [KASAt] [w/rbIla] i-tA-InSItnt-i goy]] KiT-ki 
N" N' N P' , 

lunch to eat/eutine to-women-DEF with not able-pf-1, 

b.* [ [VIA-iNN a] r bA-ge wISTa27 ini,b-ko 
N" N' P " 

to sit in-house inside have-pf-2ms 

These structures nre ill-formed because of the occurrence 
of the fI's f ollowinG the hends. Unlike the complements of 
derived nominnls in N' complement PPs for the derived 
nominQls in N" cnn be separQted from their hends by other 
elements ns in (46) : 

46) a . t: ["tA-InSItat-i 
N" P" 

goy 7 ;- fAyyn 7 jlU\SAt7/V1A-bIla77KiT-ki - - - N' - - --A" .. ' . N 
to-women-DEF with good lunch to eat/ enting not able-4fl 

'I am not nble to eat/enting good lunch with the women' 
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b . (" ("bi.-go l Ad] cY,\-t11abl~N:N-.:!:7 0l~7 !..r:;rA - aj j] Tifo··n 
N " P " N ' , , N ' N 

wi th-lmifc of-yestcrday-DEF cow to shoot/ shooting bad-i 

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

In t' .ff¥ structures the complements are not tie;ht ly bound 
to their heads . From these structures o.nd the exampl e s 

in (~) above , we con see that the r e l ati onshir . !, the 

head is at the l eve l higher than N' i.e. at N". 

Horeover, the structural r elat i onship" gthe head 
o.nd its complement can be ShOlffi by using gappi ng: 

47) a . LetA-amado] 4IC'11] !..'0A-wajj]] fAyya MAbIl 
N" P" N ' N 

from Amado mul e to buy/buying good is not 

[ [tA- i'AKadu] !..-bIC' 11] tiA-waj ~.]gIn fAyya-n 
N " P " N ' N. 

from-FC?lmdu mule to .i;uy/buying but good - is 

'To buy/ buy i ng mu l e from l:mo.do is not J<'iod -.. JUt t o buy/ 

buyiJ1-G mule from Fekadu is good ' 

N" P " 

I-til- amado 7 F bI C' 11 7 F I1A-wajj 7fAyy a-J,dAb11 ~ - - - - -r". N' 
b . C 

from-Amado mule to buy/buying Good is not 

FtA-fAKadu 7 r 7 F iIA-\la jj 7 7 gIn f!.yya-n - - - -..- - - - -
N " P " from-Fekadu N' to buy~buYing but good-is 

'To buy/ buj>:ing mu l e from Amado is not Good but t o '::Juy/ 

buyinG from Fekadu is good' 
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In (47b) the N', which is the head on identity with another 
phrase , is deleted without leading the structure to 
ungrammaticality. However, the PP/tA fAE1.du/ 'from Fekadu' 
has not been deleted along \'! ith N'. This situation shows that 
the r elationship of the complement Vii th the h<;·04is not at N' 

level, but at N" level. 

Accordingly, such structures can be shown in a tree diagram 
like (48); 

48) 
N' , 

,/~,. 
P" N' 

/~ '\\ ---- / \ tA-a~ado N' N 

from-Amado 

I ! 

J \ 
bIC'Il 

mule 

\ 
liA··waj j 

to buy/buying 

'To buy/buying mule from Amado ' 

From this tree we can see that the I:"1' and the N' are sisters. 
The complement PP restrict the r eference 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 : 

N" S' N' today Hel-die··DEF boy brother-·my-is 

'The boy I<Iho died today is my brother' 
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b) r ["fAI{adu yA-arnATTa-n-i] C [yA-gAbIs] {sIkAl.~~'3AC"A-S I
N I I N I I t tI ' 

N" 
Fekadu Rel -bring"·pf-acc_D:f!:F of- barley beer drink-pf-3f, ' She drank beer of barley which(that) Fekadu brought ' 

c) mIss-i [" [gosaye yA-sIbAsAb-i~-p-i] C [ yA-I.la.rek27 _T~ ' ! '0 ' 
Nit N'" 

man-DEJ!~ U Gosaye Rel-collect-pf·-ace- M" of-MareKo L-bArbAr e_7_7_7 TigAr-A-nIT 
N' pepper sell-pf-it 

' The man sold pepper that Gosaye col l ected from Hereko ' 
d) bayy-i L- L-yA-liajj .. A-n-i] L- FyA- Taf-i 7 FTabeta 7 7 7 S ' N' , i , , -;i' - - -

N" 
boy-DEl!' Rel-buy-pf-acc-DEP of-t ' ef-DEF inj era al-bAla 
neg-eat-pf(3ms) 

' The bo~ doesn't eat injera of cf that he bought ' As the examples in (49) demonstrate, r esrictive relative clauses occur under N' '. In these structures the S ' occurs preceding N' . Thus, it lS not possible fo r i t to occur following N' as in (50): 

50) a . * r [bayy] L-ahoNN YA-mott .. i ]] zAmi-ddi -n Nt' Nt 
boy S ' today ne l-die-pf-D~F-brother-my-is 

b . ' [" [Ki TTA] L-VlA- bIla] ["FAKadu yA-~mJ;.TTa-n-~7fAyya-n Nt' Nt N S ' 
bread to eat/ eating Fekadu Re l -bring-pf-acc-DEF good-i s These structures are ill -formed because of the occurrence of S t fo l lovling the Nt . This al so supports the claim we made earlier- i.e , toat Nt t complements occur preceding Nt complements. 
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Relat ive clauses do not separate the compl ements of N' 
and the heads <1s the ungrammatical structure in (51 ) show: 

51)* L ["KiTTa] ["FAKadu yA-amATTa-n-i] C iifA-bIla]]gAssASs-A N ' N' bread S ' Fekadu Rel-bring-llf-ac c~DEF to eat/eating 
refuse-·pf-3fs 

The ungrammaticali ty of (51) sugge s"\:1 that r e lative clauses 
are not f ound a t the l eve l of N', but N". This can be proven 
by the syntactic devic e of gapping: 

52) a. bIrKe ;.- C go saye yA-IVajj i -A-n-i] [Afat]] sAC ' - A-t N' 'S' _NI Birke Gosaye Rel-buy-pf-acc-Dl!.'lr milk drink-pf-3fs 
Adi gIn r {gosaye yA-vmj j-A-n-i] LfuJ.guba]]al-sAC ' -A-hu N' S' N' I but Gosaye Re l -buy •. pf-£lCC-DEF butter milk neg-drink-

pf-1cs 
' Birke drank the mil k which Gosaye bought but I did not 
drink the buttermilk which Gosaye bou ght ' 

b. bIrKe C ["gosaye yA- wa jj-A-n-i] CAfat]] sAC'-A-t N" 8 ' N' Birke Gosaye He l-buy-pf-acc-D:GF milk drink-pf-3fs 
Adi gIn i- L-----_7 i -anguba_7_7al-sAC ' -A-hu 
I but N' I S ' N' butte r mi lk neg-drink-pf-1cs 

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

In (52b) the S' as 0. Vlhole is de l eted \lithout this l eading 
., to ungrammaticali ty . Thi s supports the c.rgurnent that ,_ 

is a complement of N' I , 
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Accordingly , the tree diagr(JJ!l of 8 ' would be as shown 
in (53) below: 

53) 

/N~ 
, N' 

,/' ------ \ h --.::::- I C.llONN ya-mott-i N 

today Rel-die-pf-DEF Jayy 
boy 

'the boy who died today ' 

Thus far, the phrasal c2,tegories ~Ihich serve as N' , 

complements have been described. 

But there is fl crucia l question tho.t may arise here. 
This concerns the order of th o vo.rious complements of N' '. 
Examining the structure s in (54) below may provide u clue 

for it: 

54) u. gosaye [ [2llludO yA-wajj .. A-n-i] [yA-tIlabANN- i] 
N" S' N ' " Gosaye Amado Rel-buy-pf~acc-DEF of-yesterday - !)~F 

[bISa] [ yA-dammo] [yA-Afat] [f.lam]]arAd-A-not 
A" red 

N ' , , 
of~Dammo 

N I I t 

oT- milk N' cow slaughter-pf-it 

' Gosaye s l aughtered yesterday's red cow of milk that 

j,mado bought from Dommo ' 

Also , the fo llowing order is possible: 

b. goso.ye [ [yf.-tIlabl'J'TN-i] Lrunado yA-\vajj-A-n-i] 
Nil N '" S ' , 

GosO-ye :it ye stcrday-DEF f.r1ado Hel-buy-pf-acc-DEF 

;-bISu 7 F yl,-dammo 7 ;-yA-Afut 7 /Alam 7 7 urAd-A-nut - - - - - - - - -' II Nil N'" "red of-DDJilDO of-milk N' 
CO~1 slaughter-pf- it 
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c. gosaye 1..- FbI8Q. 7 ,ryA-tIlp.bI.NN-.i 7 Fo.mado yA-wajj-P. n ·ii - - - - - -Nil AI I 

Gosaye r ed 

N' " 
of-Do.muo 

N' " 
of-

N'1 1 
of-yesterday 

N' 
milk cow 

8 ' 
j,mado Rel-buy-pf-acc-DEF 

slnughter-pf-i t 
d. gosaye r rYl:..-tIlabANN-i] ramado yA-wajj-A-n-i ] 

N" N' " 8 ' 
Gosaye of-yesterday Ane.do Rel- buy-:;:>f-acc-DEF 
/·yA-damr.Jo 7 FyA-Afat 7 FbI8a 7 / - l, l ru;J 7 7 a r Ad-A-nat - - - - - - - - -N'" 

of-Dammo 
H' " 

of-milk 
,~. , 1 

H 

r ed 
N' 
cow sloughter-pf - i t 

The well-foI'l71edness of the structures like (54) shows that 
the complements i n N" con exchGnge their position freely 
within this domain. This means that there is no 
restriction in the precedence r e l ation of any two or more 
complements of N" . 

l'!e can SOoY that in K;i,stoni~a the N" conplements 
ar e genitive NPs , Aps ,pps and 8 ' . ,'tccordingly , the phr a se 
structure rule of an NP may be f ornulate1as follows: 

55) N" - -_._-=;. (N " ' ) - (A " ) - (p " ) - ( 3 ' )-N ' . 

As hinted earlie r, H' " is the l'laxiraal projection 
tha t includes non-restrictive modifi ers such as non-
restrictive r e l ative clau s es (appositives) and some noun 
phrases. The compl ements a t this l eve l do not provide 
n8\>1 i nfonw.ti on <:tbout t he he O-ds i n Iyhich they occur. 
Howev0r , they may give additional information conc erning 
their heads. 'rhis is observeabl e f:rom the following 
structures: 
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56) a. !: / - , r . 7 /-_ anado yo.-wd.a-n-~ -, - !:o.hoNN yA-mott-i_7 N' , , S' N" S' 1\QOOO Rel-hit-pf-acc-DEF todo.y Rel-die-pf-DEF 
!:bo.yy ]]] t-ASIl 
N' bOy neg- know-pf 

'I don' t k~ow the boy, th2.t Lmo.do hit, 11\10 died today. ' 
b. [ChA 'l ~'I·: -tono.-t-i_7, t o !:tA-kella yA-mATrra-t-i ] ~ll'V' 

N il 8 ' 
in-house Rel-sit-pf-3fs-D~~ from-kella Rel-come-pf-

3fs-DEF ldi - n-o. 

sister-my-is-cop. 
'The girl I1ho C2.ITle from Kello., who sits in the house, is 

my sister ' 

In (56) the first relative clo.uses are non-restrictive 
ones =d they do not define the heo.ds, bednuse the head 
nouns are alrendy defined by the restrictive relative 
clo.uses Ithich arc inside 1/111 • 

The restrictige relo.tive cl::mses form a single pause 
group vlith their heads , I-Ihereas the appositives do not. 
Thus , one of their difference is associated with 
intomttion break. This c= be observed from (56) o.bove, 
and the following structure in (57): 

57) ;.- [runo.do yA-wllKa-n] , !: !:bo.yy]]] zAmi-ddi -n N ' " S ,. N " N ' Amado Rel-hit-pf-o.c c. boy brother-my-is 
' The boy , that Amado hit, 1S my brother ' 
It is equally acceptnble to use this structure without 

using a commo. cs in (~~~I be l ow: 
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58) e- t: OITw.do yl,-wl'J(a-n] C rbo:yy ]]] zJ,mi-ddi-n 
N' , , S f N1 r NI !.mado Re l-hi t-pf- ncc . boy brother-my-is 

'The boy thJ t Arne-do hit is my brother ' 
The difference between (57) and (58) is tt.at of intonation 
brenk. In (57) the head is separated from its clausal 
compleoent by a comma, whereas in (58) it is not. Hence , 
the appositives in (57) do not forfll one pause-group with 
their head, but in (58) they do. 

NPs with a proper noun preceded by another IilP may 
function as the appositives we have s een above.C)nsider 
the following structure: 

59) [" 

60) 

N' " N'" N" 
of··Lmado oother mrs. Birke dtiw-pf-3fs 

'1'11's. Birke , the mother of Amado, died' 

In this sentenc e , the head of N' " is /. ,b.," 4?o blrJ:(e/ 
JMrs.Birke' and the cOClplenent NP is /ytLamndo Immit/ 
'the mother of Ammado '. In this structure the head is 
a pr oper noun, fild it does not need to be modified by 
the complement . 

\/e can show appositives in a tree diagram , as follows: 

/~.:~, 
8' '-'N" 

/ / ~ / '''~'\' ' 
. . ----- ---..:... N" amado Yl-l-Whl'c,-ll S ' \ .------.. 

Lmado Hel-hit-pf .acc / ------::::-,.. N 'The boy, tha t Amado L-,. .. \ 
h · h . ahoNN yA-mott-i b,-,vv ~t,w a d~ed t oday' -Vv 

t oday Rel-die-pf-D~F boy 
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As it cnn be seen from the tree in (60), the appositive 
fonls 0. sist ,. 

from N' " • 

"'clntionship with on H" c.nd both branch 

The restrictive relntive brnnc. .... froEl N" forEling sister 
relationship vii th the N' • 

Accordingly, the rule scheme for nppositiges may 
be written as in (61): 

61) Nil ' --__ ~ Nil --- (8') .. (N'"). 



CHAPTER THREE 

3. SPECIFIERS 

These are functional elements that ' ••• occur peripher al 
to complements of the lexical head of a phrase.' (Hoekestra 
1984: 24). Unlike, the major lexical categories, like verbs, 
for exrunple, specifiers (except Qp) do not have the potential 
for maximal projection . They occur Ivi th a noun head in phrasal 
structures in order to limit the referential or quantitative 
scope of the head . The class includes articles and quantifiers 
"thich are entity and quantity denoting elements , respectively 
(see, Baye, 1984) • 

3.1. Articles 

These are entity donoting e lements. They may be suffixes 
or independent formatives. They are divided as definite and 
indefinite articles . 

3.1.1. Definite Articles 

These do not introduc e new information in a discourse. 
They refer to one which has already been introduc ed and is 
known. These include determiners , demonstratives, pronominals 
and certain genitive NPs. 

3.1.1.1. Determiners 

These are deictic elements that spec i fy nominal s. In 
k~staninna they include the /-i/ ' the ' in (62): 
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62) a. ~bayy-i_7 alIAf-A 
NP boy-DEF go-pf(3ms) 

' The boy went ' 

b. ~mIss-i] sAkaram-n 

NP man-DEF dranka rd-.is 

' The man is drankard' 

NP horses-DEF come-pf-3mp-acc. 

' The horses came' 

d. { -gIridad-i] daIC-ma-n 
NP girls-DEF l augh-pf-3fp-acc . 

' The girls l aughed ' 

As it can be seen from the examples ,the article I-il 
' the ' is attached to a nO[T'~1j; ~l. Without this affix the 
noun would be indefinite as in (63) : 

63 ) L-bayy_7 allAf-A 

NP boy go-pf(3ms) 

' a boy went ' 

Ilhen the noun has a modifier, the definite article 
appears on the modifie r and not on the head as that 
would lead to ungr ammuticality . 

NP tall-DEF man go-pfOms) 

' The t all man ~Ient ' 



b. [mAlkam-i mISt] mott-A-t 
NP beautiful-DEF woman die-pf-3fs 

'The beautiful woman di ed ' 

If a structure has several modifiers, the definite 
artic l e can be att ached on each of them . Consider the 
following structures : 

65) a. [gIdr- i bIS-i bora] Hajj-A-hu-nIt 
NP big-DEF r ed-DEF ox buy~pf-I-it 

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

b. !..-fAyy- i malAs-i mAlkrun-i gArAd] mott-A-t 
NP good-DEF small-DEF beautiful-DEF girl die-pf-3fs 

(Li t erally) 'The beautiful the small the good gi. 1. died ' 
_ 'The beautiful small good girl died' ':'-1-1-2.. t)erno"')+Yo.~i\l<!~ Demonstratives are formatives which indicate entities as 

defini t e . 'rhe following examples may illustrate this: 
66) a . !..-ai bora_7 fAyya-n 

NP this ox good-is 

'This ox is good' 

b. !..-zi borarA_l wajj-A-hi 
NP these oxen buy- pf-1cs 

'I bought these oxen' 

c. !..-za wussa_l TIfo -n 
NP That dog bad-is 

' That dog is bad' 
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d. !..-za \YIlssa ssA_7 wAKa-t 

NP those dogs hit-pf-3fs 

' She hit those dogs' 

From these exampl es , Vie can observe that k:istnni{i'1<\makes 

no distinction betvleen singular and plural demonstratives. 

The distinction is shown by the form of the noun. For 
lh" 

instance, in the NP /zi bora / ' Ui's ox'"demonstrative is 

singular since the noun /bora/'ox' is siDgular. In the 

same way, in the NP/zi borarA/ 'these oxen' the 

demonstrative is plural, since /borarA/ ' oxen ' is plural. 

In otherViords , demonstratives with singular nouns are 

considered as s ingular, whereas demonstratives with plural 

nouns exe considered as plurals. 

As in the other semitic l anguages, demonstratives 

occur preceding thier heads and"the reverse order is 

unacceptabl e as in (67): 

67) a." zi] fAyya-n 

this good-is 

bo" !..-borarA za_7 wajj-A-hi 

NP oxen those buy-pf-1cs 

co" !..-bayy-oCC zi_7 awAy-mu-n 

NP boy-pI these shout-pf-3pl-acc. 

In addition to demonstratives,/yitta/ ' which ' and 

/m~n/ 'what' have the role of specifying entities as 

definite ln much the same way as demonstratives do. The 

examples in (68) illustrate this: 
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68) a. i-yItta Amar_7 TigAr - KA 

NP which donkey sell-pf-2ms 

'Which donkey did you sell?' 

b. i-yItta gIbr_7 sAbbAr-ki 

NP which material break-pf-1cs 

' l1hich material did I break? ' 

c. CmIn wAzAla] inn-A-nIt 

NP what joh have-pf-him 

' \vhat job does he have?' 

d. i-mIn nAgda_7 mATTa-m 

NP what stremgeman come-pf-p.m. 

(Literally) ' What strangel1lem come?' 

'I'!ha t type of strangeman does appear?' 

3.1.1.3. Genitive NPs 

These f orms express possession emd occur in the specifier 
position of em NP. Observe the following structures: 

69) a . L-yA-gArAd- i TIbuyA_7 malAs-n 
NP poss-girl-DEF breast small-is 

'The girl's breast is small' 

b. i-yA-amado Immit_7 amATAT-A-nat 
NP poss-Amado mother sick-pf- her 

' Amado ' s mother was sick' 
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c. ~yA-gurz-i gunnAn_7 wAKka-hu-nIt 

NP poss-oldman-DEF head hit-pf-I-it 

'I hit the oldman's head' 

d. L-yA-almaz ATabAt_7 gAllf-n 
NP poss-Almaz finger tall-is 

'Almaz ' s finger is tall' 

As can be seen from the examples in (69), the genitive 
NPs restrict the head noun to the one possessed. 

Genitive NPs include pronDminals as well. Genitive 
pronominals are formed by affixing the possessive element 
/yA-/ 'of' to personal pronouns as in (70): 

70) a. L-yA-Adi gIlajA_7 bISa-rt 

NP poss-I trouser red-is 

'My trouser is red' 

b. ~yA-kya Sama] sAbbAr - ku-nIt 
NP poss-she pot break-pf-I-it 

'I broke her pot' 

c. L-yA-dAhA ansabi] allAf-A 
NP poss-you uncle go-pf(3ms) 

'Your uncle went' 

d. ~yA-kInnAma metIyyA] mott-A-t 
NP poss-they grandmother die-pf-3fs 

'Their grandmother died' 

The forms in (70' indicate possesion. Distributionally 
and functionally they are similar to genitive NPs. 
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Like demonstratives, the genitive pronominals occur 
preceding their heads and r estrict the reference of the 
noUl to the one possessed by, say /Adi/ 'I' for example 
in (',I,) ). 

3.1.2. Indefinite Articles 

Indefiniteness is indicated by adding the indefinite 
pronoun / att/ ' one ' befo r e the noun. This article 
introduces new information into discourse. This can be 
seen from the exampl es given in (71). 

71) a. L-att XInaC 'A_7 gAddAI - A-t 

NP one fl ea kill-pf-3fs 

' She killed a flea' 

NP one lion roar-pf. 

' Po. lion roar ed ' 

c. [lnnaC' A] gAddAI - A -t 

NP flea kill-pf-3fs 

' She killed ( a ) flea' 

d. L-anbAssa _7 awAy, - . 

NP lion roar-pf 

' (A) lion r oared ' 

In (71a) and ( b ) indefiniteness is indic ated by the 
presence of the indefinite pronoun /att/ ' one ', whereas 
in (71c) 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 r ef ers to the class of a 
whole, as distinc t from oth~r classes of animals. 
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3.2. Quantifiers 

Quantifiers are quantity or intensity denoting 
elements which appear preceding head nouns. These forms 
are classified into two types: definite and indefinite. 

3. 2.1. Definite Quantifiers 

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 mensurments. 

3.2 .1.1. Numerals 

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

72) a. [kitt bayy-oCC] mATT-mu-n 
NP two boy-pl. come-pf-3mp-acc. 

'Two boys came' 

b. L-ar at AmarArA_7 TigAr-ki 
NP f our donkeys sell-pf-1 cs 

'I sold four donkeys' 

c. L-sost ge-woCC _7 arAS-A 
NP three house-pl build-pf (3ms) 

'He built three houses' 
In these exampl es , the numerals quantify the heads. 

Such numerals occur with L-+ count_7 nouns. The 
occurrence of cardinals wi th L= count_7 nouns leads to 
unacceptable structures as in (73): 
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73) a . * L-arat yIga_7 sAC ' - A -t 
NP f our wate r drink-pf-3fs 

74) 

b.* {-kitt Afat_7 wa jj-hy-n 
NP two milk buy-2fs-acc 

(73) is ill-for~ed bec~use the nouns /yIgQ/ 'water ' 
and / Afat/ ' milk ' are {-- countable_7. 

As we have seen above, the numerals occur preceding 
their heads. The reverse order is unacceptable ~ 

a .* ["bayy - oCC 

NP boy-pl. 

{- Ame.rArA 

donkeys 

ki tt] mi\.TT-A·-mu-n 

two come-pf-3mp-acc. 

f our sell-pf-1cs 

The definite article I-if 'the' lS affixed to 
numer3ls in structures like (75) below: 

75) a . rki tt-i bayy-oCC] ~ATT-A-mu-n NP 
two - DEF boy-pl come-pf-3mp-acc. 

'The two boys crune ' 

b. ["sost-i Amo.rara] TigAr-ki 
NP three-DEF donkeys sell-pf- 1cs 

' I sold the three donkeys ' 
Affixing the definit e article to both the noun and 

the numera l :;1- t o the noun only l ends to ungrrunmati cality: 
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76) a." [" kitt-i bayy-oCC-i] mATT-A-mu-n 
NP two-DEF boy-pl-DEF come-pf-3mp-acc. 

b. * ["ki tt bayy-oCC-i ]mATT-A-mu-n 
NP two boy-pl-DEF come-pf-3mp-acc. 

Since the definite article, which refers to the 
nominals, is attached to the numerals, it is possible 
to drop the head noun without this causing any 
ill-formedness. 

77) a. ["kitt-i] mATT-A-mu-n 
NP two-DEF come-pf-3mp-acc. 

'The two crune' 

b. i-sost-i_7 TigAr - ki 
NP three-DEl sell-pf-1cs 

'I sold the three' 

Such structures may lead us to assume that numerals 
behnve like nominals. 

Such numerals can be preceded by demonstratives as 
in (78) below: 

78) a. ["zi kitt-i_7 wajj -A-hi 
NP these-two-DEF buy-pf-1cB 

b. i-za sost-i_7 abr-ku - nat 
NP those three-r,EF give-pf-I-her 

'I gave rh0se three to her' 
Th&y can aJso be modified by adjectives as 

illustrated in the following exampl es: 
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79) a. CnAC'aC' - i kitt] wajj-A 
NP white(pl.)- DEF two buy-pf Oms) 

'He bought the white two' 

b. ~-maD\sas-i sost_7 TigAr-A-t 
NP small(pl.)-DEF three sell-pf-3fs 

' She sold the small three' 

It is ~lso possible for adjectives to occur following 
numerals as in (SO). 

80) a. ~-kitt nP. C' aC ' - i_7 wajj-A 

b. 

NP two white(pl.)-DEF buy-pf(3ms) 
'He bought the tlvo white ones' 

Csost 
NP three 

malilsas-i] TigAr-A-t 
sLJall(pl.)-DEF buy-pf-3fs 

'She sold the three small ones' 

3.2.1.2. Measure Phrases 

The set of nouns whose specification involves 
measure phrases includes all i= count_7 nouns. The 
quantity or amount of such nouns is not expressed by 

it direct counting; instead~is expressed by using certain 
uni ts of measurment. For instanc e , liquid substances may 
be specified by units of measurment as in (81): 

81) a. [[kitt TArmus] Mat] TigAr-A-t 
NP NP two bottle milk sell-pf·-3fs 

' She sold two bottles of milk ' 
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b. t.- [sost rnAlAkiyn] arlJ(e] sAC'-A 
NP NP three beaker arlJ{e drink-pf(3ms) 

'He drank three beakers of nreke' 

c. [ [kitt bIrC'IKKo] yIgga] abb-leu-nIt NP NP two gle.ss wnter give··pf-I-him 
'I gave two glasses.i· water to him' 

NP NP three can beer drink-pf(3ms) 
'He drank three cans of b'e:' 

e. [ [kitt gan] TAj ] TlunAl{-A-t 
NP NP two vessel mend prepere-pf-3fs 

' She prepered two vessels of mead' 

f. L [sost liter] ZAyIt] wnjj-A 
NP NP three liter oil buy-pf(3ms) 

'He bought three liters of oil' 

In these examples, the constituents which are found in 
the innermost brackets are the measure phrases. These 
constituents are noun phrases themselves and their 
function is to specify the amount of the object which 
the hend noun expresses. They occur preceding their 
heads. (}. •. ~='J The reverse orde r is~ acaeptable as in (82): 

82) a. [TAj CKi ttgan]] TJ,mAK-A-t 
NPoend NP two vessel prepere-pf-3fs 

' ;3he prepered two vessl es of mend' 
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b. ["zAyIt ["sost liter]] wajj-A NP oil MPthree liter buy-pf(3ms) 
IHe bought three liters of oil l 

In such - construction, there is a noticeable pause following the head noun. 

The fo llowing are structures with units of measurement. 

NP NP four sack tef collect-pf-3mp-acc. 'They collected four sacks of tef ' 
b. [" ["sost ~no.] Ki 880] inn-A-nIt 

c. 

NP NP three basket pea have-pf-him 
' He had three baskets of peal r ["arat 

NP NP four barn sorghum give-pf-j-him II gave four barns of sorghum to him' 

NP NP two kilo salt 
II will give you t wo kilos of salt' 

In these example13 , the measure phrases occur preceding the head nouns. But it is also possible for them to occur following the heads . But when this is the case, there is always a pause. Observe the following structures : 



•• 71 .. 

84) a . L-maSIla ["arat gowtera]] abb-ku-nIt 

b. 

NP sorghumNP four barn give-pf-I-him 
'I ga.ve four barns of sorghum to him' 

("aSAbo 

NP salt NP two kilo ~us 

'I will give you two kilos of salt' 

Sometimes , the means of transport and the pen of animals 
may serve as units of measurement as in the following 
examples; 

85) a. [" Cldtt Amar] bArbAre] wAsAd-A 
NP NP t IVO donlcey-load pepper take-pf(3ms) 

IHe took two donkey-loads of pepper' 

b. c.- c.- ki tt mAlcina] gA bI s] TigAr-A 

c. 

d. 

NP NPtIVo lorry-load barley sell-pf(3ms) 

'He sold two larry-loads of barley' 

c.- ["kuya 

NP NP twnty 

angAdo_7 kAblt_7 inn-A-nIt 

pen fattle have-pf-him 

'He had twenty pens of cattle' 

[" ["sost 

NP NP three 

gorono_t flyyA~7 inn - A - nat 

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 is donkeys and 

'<,~ IJ I 
lorries, wher eas in (c)'~ it is expressed by pen Hhich 
serves as a means quantification. 
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There are units of measurement for length. Some of 
these are given in (86) below: 

NI' NP four cubit cleth have-pf-her 
' She had four cubits of cloth' 

b. L- L-kitt Agat_7 mIdIr_7 inn-A-nIt 
NP NPt1rlO span-of ~and have-pf-him 

'He has two spans-of land' 

NP NP four meter blanket buy-pf-3fp-acc. 
'They bought four meters of blanket' 

In (86) the measure phrases specify the amount of the 
head nouns. They can be preceded by their heads as in 
the following structures: 

87) a. ,-lIbaS L-arat kIr_7_7 inn-A-nat 
NP cloth NP four cubit havo-pf-her 

' She had four cubits of cloth' 

meter buy-pf-3fp-acc. 

b. /-bIrdI1IbIs ;-ara t - ;~ 
NP blanket four 

'They bought four meters of blanket' 

Nt. tic e that in all the structures given in (81-87) the 
measure phrases have numerals. It is not possible for 
numerals or units of measurment al one in the measure 
phrases to occur and function as specifi ers, as the 
following ungrammatical structures show: 
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88) a . * [ [kitt] Mat] Ti gAr-A-t 
NP NP tllo milk sell-pf-3fs 

b.* 1.- [ nrnt] bAKltollo] wajj-A-t 
NP NPfour maize buy-pf-3fs 

c. :;:: [ [TArmus ] Af at] TigAr-A-t 
NP NP glass milk sell-pf-3fs 

d.~ [ [ meter] bl rdIlIbls] wajj-ma-n 
NP NP meter bl anket buy-pf-3fs-acc. 

But, exampl es (88c) and ( d) may be acceptabl e when the 
amount ' one' is understood . Thus, exampl es (89a) and (b) 
can be paraphrased as in (c) and Cd) of (89) , respectively. 

89) a . [ [ kit'/; Tesa] sHAr] sAC'-A 
NP NP two can beer drink-pfOms ) 

' He drank two cans of beer ' 

b. 1.- t.-arat meter]blrdIlIbls] wajj-ma-n 
NP NP f our meter blanket buy-pf-3fp-acc. 

'They bought four met ers of blanket ' 

NP NP can beer drink-pf(3ms) 
' He drank cans of beer ' 

NP NP meter blanket buy-pf-3fp-acc. 
'They bought meters of blarucet' 
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Though such structures ar e acceptable, the measure 
phrases do not function as specifiers. 

Moreover , i n exampl es (81-87) above , we can a lso 
observe that the phrase s expressing units of measurement 
do not tDlce plur al mnrkers. The ungrammatic al sentences 
in (90) illustrate this case: 

NP NP three beaker-pl. areke drink-pf-3fs 

b.· C C ar at kuntal-oCC] bAKKaollo] sIbAsAb-mu··n 
NP NP f our sack - pl. mai ze col l ect-pf-3mp . acc. 

c.* ~ i- kitt meter- oCC_7 blrdIllbls_7 wajj-ma-n 
NP NP two meter _ pl . bl anlcet buy-pf-3fp-acc. 

3.2.1.3. Cl assifier Phrases 

Cl assifier phrases , like measure phrases, are noun 
phrases . They are used for purposes of enumeration and 
individuation . They are specific to cert ain classes of 
nouns. But, unlike measure phrases, the head of a 
classifier phrase is a collective noun. Consider the 
following ex~ples : 

91) a . ~ i-sost anat_7 m~SIla_7 wajj-A 

NP NP thr ee head sorghum buy-pf(3ms) 

'He bought three individual sorghum plants' 
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b. r Carat anat] bAKKollo] TigAr-A-t 
NP NP four cob maize sell-pf-3fs 

' She sold four cobs of maize ' 

c. [ [ kitt AgIr] IssAt] i nn-A-nIt 
NP NP two foot false banana ho.ve-pf-him 

'He had hiO individual false bo.no.na plo.nts' 
do L- Carat AgI r_7bunna_7 abb-ku-nI t 

NP NP four foot coffee-beo.n give-pf-I-her 
'I go.ve four individuo.l coffee trees to her ' 

e. [ [sost AgIr] C' o.t] wo.jj-A-t 
NP NP three foot Chat-leav~.S buy-pf-3fs. 

* . ' She bought three individual chat trees ' 
In (91 ) the numerals occur together with the clo.ssifier. 
The numero.ls alone can not be used o.s in (92): 

92) n.· r [sost] maSna] wajj-A 

* 

NP 1~ three sorghum buy-pf(3ms) 

b.* L- L-nrat_7 bunna_7 abb-ku-nat 
NP NP . four coffee-bean glve-pf-I-her 

In the same way , a classifier al one cannot o.ccur in the 
position of a quantifier phr ase and function as a specifier: 

* a . L- L-anat_7 maSIla_7 wajj-A 
NP NPhead sorghum buy-pf(3ms) 

Chat is a type of plant whose leo.ves can be chewed and have 0. stimulating effect. 
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b.' 1..- -/ Aglr 7 bunna_7 abb-ku-nat NP - -
NP fo ot coffee-bean givc-pf-I-her 

In a quantifier phr ase the quantifying el ement does not 
take a plural marker. Hence, the expressions in (94) are 
ill-formed: 

94) a." 1..- I..-sost anat - oCC_7 maSI la_7 wajj-A 
NP NP three head-pl,. sorghum buy-pf(3ms) 

b.* /- ;-arat Aglr - oCC 7 bunnn 7 abb-ku-nat - - - -NP NP four foo t - pl coff-bean give-pf-I-her 

Also, the plural marker cannot be attached to the 
head of a noun phrase: 

95) a." 1..- [sost anat] maSIla - woCC] wajj-A 
NP NP three head sorghum-pl. buy-pf(3ms) 

b.* [I..-amt Aglr] bunna-woCC_7 abb-ku-nat 
NP NP f our foot coff ee-bean pl. give-pf-I-her 

Also, we can observe that the clnssifiers are 
preceded by the numerals, and that the r everse order is 
unacceptabl e as in (96): 

96) a o " 1..- [ anat sost_7 muSIla_7 wajj-A 
NP NP head three sorghum buy-pf(3ms) 

b ." [ [Aglr nr at] bunna] abb--ku-nat 
NP NP f oot four coffee-bean give-pf-I-her 
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It is, however, possible for the classifier phrc.ses to 
occur following the head noun with a preceding pause. 
Observe the following examples: 

97) a . ~maSIlu ~sost unat_7_7 wujj-A 
NPsorgum NP three head buy-pf(3ms) 
'He bought three individual sorghum plants' 

b. / -bunna /-arat AgIr 7 7 a}b· ku- nat. - - - -NP NP 
coffee-bean four foot give-pf-I-her 

' I gc.ve four individuc.l coffee trees to her' 
c. [C'at ~sost AgIr]] wo.jj·A , t 

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

' She bought three individual chat trees ' 

3.2 . 2. Indefinite Quan~ifiers 

These are forms that occur preceding a head noun, which 
is not specifiC' in reference. They include forms such as 
/kulIm/ ' 0.11'; / bIzu/ ' mnny/ a lot of ' /mal~s/ 'little ', 
etc. Some of the indefinite quantifiers may occur with both L- countabl e _7and L-uncountable _7 nouns . Compare the 
structures be l ow: 

98) a . ~lrulIr.J sAb-oCC] a llAf-mu-n 
NP 0.11 people-pl. go-pf-3mp-o.cc 

' All peoples went ' 
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b. t-bIzu borarA_7 TigAr-ku 
NP many oxen sell-pi-1cs 

'I sold many oxen ' 

c. [TIKit bayy - oCC] TAff-A-mu-n 
few boy - pl. disappear -pf-3mp-acc. 

' A fel'l boys disappeared' 

d. L-attIm bayy] al-mATTa 
NP any boy neg-come-pf 

'Any bo~ didn ' t come ' 

e. L-att att fAmari - vIOCC_7 allAf-mu-n 
NP one-one student-pl. go-pf-3mp-acc. 

' Sorde students went' 

The exanples in (98) have indefinite quantifiers accuring 
with L-+count_7 nouns. Tho;& which occur with L= count_7 
nouns are shown in the examples below: 

99) a. L-malAs yIga_7 abb-ku-nIt 
NP small water give-pf-I-hin 

'I gave him little lIater' 

b. L-bIzu TAj_7 sAC'-A 
NP a l ot of mead drink-pf (3ms) 

'He drank a l ot of mead' 

c. [attIm Afo.t 7 al-sAC '-hu -NP any milk neg-drink-pf-1cs 
'I didn't drink =y milk' 
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In (98) and (99) the indefinite quantifiers occur 
preceding the head nouns. But it is possible for them to 
occur foll\. ing their head : 

100) a. [borarA 
NP oxen 

bIzu] TigAr-ku 

many se l l-pf-1cs 

' I sold many oxen' 

b. [yIga rna.1As] abb-ku-nIt 
NP water small give-pf-I-hi m 

' I ga.ve him some water ' 

c. i-bayy-oCC TIKit_7 TAff - A-mu-n 
NP boy -pl. few disappear-pf-3mp-acc 

'A few boys disappeared' 

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

Uhen there are articles o.nd quantifiers in a single 
Np structure the order is as shown in the examples below: 

101) a. [[zi ~itt borarA~7_7_7 wajj-A-hi 
NP ART (0 

these two oxen buy-pf-1cs 

' I bought these two oxen ' 

b. i- i-yA-amado i-sost TAgagA_7_7_7 mott-mu-n 
NP ART Qp 

poss-Amado three calves die-pf-3mp-acc. 

' J,mado ' s three calves died ' 
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In such structures, the class of articles occur precediIl[; tti c cl2.sS of QU -ntifivrfJ. But. 'it is pOGsible 
f 0r ·-:- rtic les to follow' quantifiers with a marked pause: 

102) a. ~ L-kitt i- zi borarA_7_7 wajj-A-hi 
NP QP two ART these oxen buy-pf-1cs 

'I bought these two oxen ' 

b. r ~ sost ryA - amado borarA]] mott··mu-n 
NP QP three ART poss-Amado oxen die-of-3mp-acc. 

'Amcdo's three oxen died ' 

The presence of a pause in these structures suggest that 
the arti cles do not occur at the same level as 
quantifiers in a tree. i/e may hence suggest that 
quantifiers . ~re found under N". as sister of N' and 
articles under N" I as sister of N" • This suggestion 
can be supported by using such syntactic devic~ as 
gapping. Compare the structure in (104) with (103). 

103) zi sost bayy-oCC yA-dAhe .1Am za sost bayy-oCC 
these three boy-·pl. poss-you are those three boy-pl 
gIn yA-kya Mm 

but poss·,she are 

'These three boys are yours but those three boys are hers' 
The idea in the sentenc e can be expressed by (104) 
which has omitted the common el ements that are found in 
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104-) zi sost bayy - oCC yil.-dAhu nAm za ["----] gIn 
these three boy-pI pass-you are those but 
yA - kya ru.m 

pass-She o.re 

'These three boys nre yours but those are hers' 
In this structure it is the quantifier phrase which is 
omitted. The omission includes the he~d I bayy - oCCI 
'boys' <together "lith the quantifier Isost I 'three '. 

The f act that the article I zal 'those ' is not omitted 
along with the qu=tifier phrase suggests that it is 
genernted nt higher level. In other \'lords j the artic l es 
do not belong to the same level tha t t~e quantifiers 
belong to. 

In light of this, the configuration of an NP 
o~ructure suoh as (105) may be shown to be like (106) in 
a tree diagram: 

105) ["zi sost bayy - oCC] a llAf··mu-n 
NP these three boy-pl. go-p!-3mp-acc. 

' These three boys went' 

106) N'" 

AR/ ~XII 
I ." Z· / " ~ QP N' 

these l \ 
So t f{ 
three \ 'These three boys ' bayy-oCC 

boy - pl. 
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Finally, one point remains to be said about NP 
specifiers. This relates to the number of specifiers in 
a single NP. Consider the follovling structures: 

107) a. L..-Za kitt borarA] wajj-A 

.' 

NPthose two oxen buy-pf (3ms) 
'He bought those two oxen ' 

b~ rZa yA - amado kitt borarf.] mATT - A-mu-n 
NPthose poss-Amado two oxen come-pf-3mp-acc. 

'Those Amado ' s two oxen came , 

c .* [ Zi kitt blzu borarA ] wajj - A NP these two many oxen buy-pf Oms) 

d.* [Zi Idtt TIKit bo.yy - oCC] aHM -mu-n 
NP these two few boy - pl. go-pf-emp ... acc. 

According to (107a), the occurrence of one article and 
one quantifier in an NP is acceptable, and according to 
(107b) the occurrence of two articles and one quantifier 
is also al l owed. On the otherhand, the occurrence of 
two quantifiers in an NP is not permitted as (107c) and 
(d) demonstrate. 

Based on this observation, we can state, following 
Jackendo~f (1977 : 10~), a semantic constraint on number of 
specifiers in an NP: 

. ..•. .. . : . ~ . 

<, , '" ...... ~ ... .. . .. ... . 
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168) Specifier Con~traint 

An Np specifier may contain 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 
k~stani~na and Amharic (see/Baye,1984). 



CHAPTER WUR 

In this chapter I shall summarize what has been 
discussed in the preceding chapters. 

As stated in chapter one, the x-bar theory is a recent 
theoretical innovation in the stage of grammar which falls 
within the general framework of extended standard theory of 
generative grarnrne.r. The discussions in the,$1dy were made 
following the claims and predi ctions of this theory. 

In the study, I have assumed that nominals consist of a 
lexical category which serves as the head of NPs. Nouns are 
divided as simple and derived nominals. The lexical category 
requires phrasal categories as its complements in its 
proj ection line . We have seen that kistaninna nominals have 
the potential for a uniform three-bar projection as claimed 
by Jackendoff (1977) for languages like Imglish . 

At minimal projection, we found NPs serving as the 
compl ements of derived nominals. Such comptements are 
inextricably lilli,ed up with the lexical category and occurs 
immediately preceding them. The complements at this level 
are functional arguments . 

At the intermediate phrasal category the complements 
are genitive NPs (of source, purpose, location and time), 
adjectival phrases, prepositional phrases and relative clauses. 
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These are referred to as restrictive modifiers on the 
basis of their effect of restricting the head of the 
construction in which they occur as modifying complements. 

The complements at the maximal level of projection ar e 
non-restrictive (appositive) modifers. They include non­
restrictive relative clauses and certain NPs. 

The complements a t the int ermediate and the maximal 
levels are peripheral to the main predicate structure. 

Regarding specifiers, we have argu ed that these are 
functional elements whose occurrence ar e peripheral to 
complements of the lexical head of a phrase. Their function 
1 S to limit the r efer ential or quantitative scope of the head 
in an NP. These formatives do not have the potential for 
maximal projection. Hence , they do not subcategorize other 
categories or occur as heads of constituents . Articles and 
quantifiers are generated at N'" and N" l eve l s, respectively, 
as adjuncts. 

The articles are entity-denoting elements wich include 
determiners, demonstratives, genitive NPs, and genitive 
pronominals and indefinite articles. 

Quantifiers include al l elements which refer to quantity 
or amount such as numerals, measure phrase s, classifier 
phrases and indefinite quantifiers. 

The discussions VIC have had with respect to complements 
and specifiers may be captured by the fol lowing rules: 



•• 86 o. 

109) a. N'" --~ (spec) -- N" ---(S') -- (N" ') 
b. N" ---". 

N' "-c. ---~ 

(spec) -- (N' " ) --(A' ') - (p")-(S')-N' 
(l\1p)~ N 

Based on this rule schema, we can show the position of 
compl ements and specifiers by the following tree structure: 
110) X" , / :, 

(spec) I ~< ' 
i ~" 

( comp) ,/ \ "'---"' _ 
(spec) (comp) 'X' 

/\ 
comp X 
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