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ABSTRACT

This Study eXRmines the Structure of Noun Phrase in

ktstaninna in terms of the X-bar theory formulated by Jackendoff

(1977) and recent developments. This approach is a recent theoretical

innovation in the stage of grammar which falls within the general

framework of Extended Standard Theory (EST) of generative grammar.

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

In this new version, an attempt was made to decrease the

degree of abstractness, the power of transformation was decreased

and the rewrite rules of the categorial component were constrained.

Other theoretical developments such as the introduction of traces

and the new con~eption of S-Structures, etc. appeared.

Following Jackendoff (1977) the study assumes three levels

of phrasal expansions for a head noun, where a noun is a lexical

head. Accordingly, the following levels of nominals are recognized:

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

} Jun is a major lexical cptegory which is found at N(NO)

level and serves as a head of NPs. This category requires certain

other maximal phrasal categories as its complement.

The study shows that the NPs are the only complements of

the derived nominals at N' level. Such complements are inseparably

linked up with the lexical category. The complements in this minimal

projection are functional arguments.
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At the intermediate projection, the complements are

genitive NPs (of source~ purpose, location, time), adjectival

phrases, prepositional phrases ~nd relative clauses. All of

them are referred to as restrictive modifiers.

~he maximal projection consists of non - restrictive

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

Regarding the Np specifiers, it is argued that these

elements lack the potential for maximal projection. Specifier

occur with a noun head in phrasal structure in order to limit

the referential or quantitative scope of the head. They include

articles and quantifiers. Articles are found under N'l' Whereas

quantifiers are found under Nil'. In other words, they are

generated at maximal and intermediAte levels, respectively.
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LIST OF i•.BBREVIATIONS.

ace. = accusative
ART = article
Camp. = complement
Cop. = copula
DEF. = definiteness
neg •. = negative narker
pf'. = perfective
pl. = plural marker
p.m = present marker-
pass. = possessive
Qp = quantifier phrase
ReI. = Reletivization
Spec. = specifier
lcs = first person, common, singular
2ms = second person, masculine, singular
2fs = second person, feninine, singular
3ms = third person, masculine, singular
3,fs = third person, feminine, singular
3mp = third person, masculine, plural
3fp = third person, fem.inine, plural
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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, Q).veolar, ejective stop

K Voiceless, velar ejective stop

C Voiceless, palatal, africate

C' - Voiceless, palatal, ejective stop

j Voiced, palatal, africate

S Voiceless, palatal, fricative

N Voiced palatal, nasal



CHAPTER ONE

1.

1.1• THE KISTANE PIDPLE AND THEIR LANGUAGE.

Hetzron (1972) divides Ethio-Semitic languages into two
major groups: (i) North Ethiopic which consists of Geez,

w...;Tigre and Tigrinna, and (ii) South Ethiopic which includes
Amharic, Argobba, Harari (Adari), lafat and the Gurage
languages.

The Gurage tribes living in a compact mountaineous area,
'South-1.rJestof 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
\oms described by Ullendorf (1955:26) as follows: "The
Gurage language ••• is spoken in an area which lies to the
South Uest of Addis Ababa and is bordered in the North by
river Awash, in the \Jest by river Omo, and in the East by
lake Zway. II

However, according to Hetzron (1972:1) the exact number
of the Gurage languages is unknown and it needs further
research. Some linguists such as Bender, Hetzron have made
an attempt to identify different languages and to classify
them into three groups. According to HetzronJs (1972)
classification the Northern Gurage consists of Soddo
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(Kistaninna), Gogot, and Huher, ;"LlileEastern Gurage includes
Zv18::t (zay), Ulbarag, Innekor, Selti, \I/clene,and Western
Gu~age inoludes Masqan, Chaha, Iza, Gumer, Gura, Gyeto,
Ennemor, Eller, Endegagn. Somewhat similar classification is
given by Bender (1976)0

Ullendorf (1955) thought that the Gurage languages were
a cluster of dialects. However, this was proved to be entirely
wrong by Hetzron (1972). Thus, what Hetzron (1972) classifies
as a cluster of dialects consist only of the following:
Eastern Gurage (Selti, \Jelene, Ulbarag, Innekor, Zway),
Centeral Western Gurage (Chaha, Iza, Gumer, Gura), and
Peripheral ':leste:rnGurage (Gyeto, IIlIlQ.mor,Ener, Endegagn).
To Hetzron Northern Gurage (Kistanibha, Gogot, Muher) is a

Language cluster and Masqan is one language.

The Kistane people who live in the northern part of the
Gurage land bordered by Lemmon, Aw~sh and Meki River are a
part of the Gurage speech community. So far, no information
is available with regard to the exact numbe~ of the speakers
of the language.

In some works, KistanihXa speaking people are referred
to as the Aymallal, and in others as Boddo or Kist~e. But
the n ••• speakers call themselves K~stane "Ohr-i ati.an''1:lnd

their language K.lst~all (Hetzron 1972:6). In this work,
the name Kistanifula is used to desiginate the language and
Ki-stane to refer to the people who speak this language.
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1.2. PREVIOUS LINGUISTIC INVESTIGATIONS- . - -

To the best k~owledge of this reseercher, the earlier
linguistic investigators on Kistani~M.a are Goldenberg (1967),
Leslau (1968), Hetzron (1968, 1972, 1977), Bezuwork (1981),
Assebe (1981), Alemayehu (1985), Fisseha (1985), and
Tesfaya (1986).

Goldenberg (1967) in his article "Ki:stani~a: studies
in a Northern Gurage language 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 features of the lengunge,
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 grammatical categories and
their morphological features.

Leslaufs (1968) study entitled Ethio~ians?£eak: Studies
in Cultural Bo.c~round III Soddo attempts to give an outline
of the phonologico.l features of the language by discussing
the meeting of vowels, prepalatalization, assimilation, etc.
This is accompanied by an inventory of the phonemes.
Moreover, his desc~iption comprises some of the form classes
und a comprehensive morphological an~lysis of Kistnni~n.
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Furthermore, his work is largely devoted to giving texts

and translations. The stories which are narrated by the
natzive speakers of the Language manifest the political, social
economic and cultural life of the K~stanes. To convey the
meaning of the narrations he uses two types of translation in
the text: a liter~ translation and a free translation in
English.

H~t~ron has contributed several major works on Gurage
Languagea , His first article "Main Verb Marker in Northern
Gurageii (1968) discusses the main verb markers of K:i:stnnirma
in comparison with other Northern Gurnge language clusters,
i.e., KistaninrbVts .l, '(/is Gogot and Nuhe r ,

In Hetzron's (1972) Ethiopian Semitic: Studies in
Classification a comparative description of the two major
branches of Ethiopian Semitic languages (i.e., North and
South Ethiopic) is given. A detailed investigation of the
Gurage languuges is also made and their similarities and
differences is precisely explained.

Hetzron (1977), in his resourceful material IIGunnan-
Gur-age " gives a brief account of the comparative grrunmar of
the Gunnan Gurage Language s, His comparison focuses on
phonological, morphological and syntactic features of
Kistnninna Vis a vis the other Gurage languages. In addition~
n historical survey of the classification of the HGunnan-
Gut-age" Langucge s is presented. The last section of his work
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is devoted to the description of a text of the Gunnrin
GurG.Ge Readero

BezU\york's senior essay itA phonology of Kistnne Language"
(1981) presents a descriptive account of the language. The
description incorporates the allophones and phonemes as well
as the morphophonemic and syllnbic structure of K~stani~a.

" ' .. '. " - ...•..

s- ,', . ! f~' <:: .' J.' - •
. ~ ..•. '. . •.... _- .... - - •....I _. "

.•. t. :

Assebe (1981) in his 1YIoA.. thesis "Bilingualism j f)

K~stane Nntionnlityll discusses the sociolinGuistic aspects of
the language. His discussion includes langu~ge use in
different pLaces and situati ons , the bilingual natur-e of the
Kistones end their o.ttitudes towards their own language and
other languOGes.

Aler.lo.yehuin his senior essay liThe structure of Simple
sentence in K:i:stanell(1985) describes the structure of sinple

, declarative sentences of the language. His syntactic onalysis
deals with word order, sentence pattern and elementary
trunsformntional rules sudh as agreement rules, delition,
SUbstitution, etc. The discussion in this senior essay is
based on the transformational generative ~pproach-particularly
on the'$tandard Theory' •



• • 6 ••

Fissehn's (1985) senior essay entitlc;d "Horphophonemics
of Nouns and Verbs in Kistone Language" examines the most
importnnt features of inflectional and derivational
categories of nouns ~~d verbs. He also discusses the
morphophonemic changes (ioe. phonoloGical and morphological)
tho.t occur in the lansuase.

Tesfaye's (1986) r·1.A •• thesis "The sound pattern of
Ki:staniMa: a Generative o.pproachll consists of three major
sections:

(i) phonemes 2nd allophones
(ii) rules of phonetic realizations

(iii) suprasegmentals

The first section describes consonant and vowel phonemes
together with their allophones. This, then, is accompanied
by their distribution, supported by a nunber of ex~mples.
The classification of consonants in their manner of crticulation
such as stops, nffiricntes, fricatives, nasals, liquids,
glides and their distribution in words is thoroughly
demonstrated in the same section.

Tesfaye rc;co@nizes twenty-three consonants in the
inventory of phonemes as opposed to LeslaJs (1968) twenty-
six consonants 0. Le sLau claims that K~stanirlrtahas 26

consonants and his chart includes the lo.bialized consonants
W w wsuch as k , q ,g which Tesfnye considers as allophonic
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variants of their non-rounded counterparts. Tssfaye argues
that the labialized consonants do not contrast with their
counterparts and that their distribution is liraited to the
environment of the back vowels in the underlying
representations 0

Regc..rdingthe vowel phoneraes, Tesfnye again disr.:.e;rees
with Leslau's (1968) and Bezuwork's (1981) claim. Both Leslau
ana Be zuwork i<.lentifyseven vowel phonemes in the Langucg e ,
including / ~ / in the inventory vowe L phcncme s whereo.s
Tesf:J.Yerecognizes only six vowe L phonemes and treats / i/
0.6 a non-phonemic sound wh i.ch serves as an epenthetic vowel.
Tesfnye (p.6) states that the vowel / i/ is used for breaking
up two - term initial clusters and three~erm clusters in
any other position at phonetic representation, thus hnving a
predictable occurrence.

In section two, the application of phonological rules
such as palc.talization, labialization, nasalization,
assimilation, intervocalic weakeninG, vowel reduction, vowel
insertion and Gliue formation nre discussed nnd analysed
with adequnt e exrunples for each.

In the last section, he deals with suprasegmentals such
ns consonc~tal length, pitch, stress QUd the intonational
patterns of the language. In general, Tesfaye gives a more
comprehensive phonolOGical description of n langu05e.
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According to Alemayehu (1985) t Fisseha ( 1985) and Tesfaye
(1986), the phonemic inventory of ktstaninna has the following
consonants and vowels:

Consonants:

Bilabial Labio
dental Alveolar Pqlatal Velar Gillottal

stop vI t k
vd b

d g

Africate ~
vI J
vd

\1 hFricative f s S
vl v
vd z Z

Nasal vI

vd m n n

Trill

vd r

Lateral
approximant

vd I

Ejective
vstop vI t' C' K'

vI w

Glide vd y
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Vowels:
Front Centernl t Back I.I

T

U It
i ~~ ~---7

I >e ~~..
'-'" _2-;.~

• -"'--~-

This study has adopted the above 23 consonant phonemes
and 6 vowel phonemes in transcribing the data.

1.3. THE PRESENT STUDY

As it has been pointed out in the previous section,
Kistanirtna is one of the least studied Ethio-Semitic languages.
The var-Lou s Li.ngui sti,cinvestigations made in the language in
most of the cases were comparqtive studies, which mainly deal
with the phonological and morphological components of the
language. The study of the sYntactic structure has remained
quite neglected.

The primary objective of this study is, therefore, to
analyse the structure of the Noun phrase in Kistaninnn. The
study proceeds within the frnmework of the theory of
generative grammer, pnrticulQrly, that of EXTENDED STRNDARD
THEORY(henceforth EST). The data of the study is drawn out
from the speaker-s of Kistani:ti1lafound in Addele - a section

fof Kistnne in a district of But.
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To accomplish the objective of the study the researcher,
who himself is 0. no.tive speo.ker of the language, has
consulted no.tive speQkers of the lo.nguc~e in order to collect
data which will then be rrnalysed and uiscussed in terms of the
recent version of X-b2r theory formulntcd by Jo.ckendoff (1977).
The discussion and G.llnlysisis based on self-prepared phrases
end sentences.

1.4. THE THTIDRETICAL F.RAMEHORK

As mentioned earlier, the discussions in this study are
bnsed on the X-bur theory of Jackenc.off (1977) und recent
developments. X-bar syntax is a recent thooretical innovation
in the stage of grnmmo.r which fnlls within the general
frOJIleworkof Extended Standard Theory (EST) of generative
grQffiffiar.EST h~s emer~ed from the earlier model i.e.
Standard Theory (or Aspect model).

In the ASj2ects, Chomsky attempted to formalize e.set of
rules known us phrase structure rules and Transformational
rules. In the Aspects concepticn of grnmmnr, phrase
structure is a set of rules which help to produce deep
structure and transfOl~Qtionnl rule is a set of rules which
convert deep structures into surface structures.
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Some theoretical modifico..tionsof thE)Aspect model of
e;enerntive Cro.mma.rnppenrecl in EST. The rensons that
moti vat ed such modifications \\12.S briefly strrt ed in Radford
(1981). According to him, it wo..sfelt that:

(i) Deep structure was too abstract
(ii) The transformo..tionalcomponent vJo.s too strong

(iii) The co..tegorialcomponent Wo.s too restrictive in
some sense and not restrictive enough in another.

As a result, D..Il attempt Wi'.S no.de to decrense the nbstrnct
nature of D-structurcs, the power of transformntion wns
decreased and the unlimited rules of categorial component
were constrainec (Bnye 1986)•.Other theoretical developments
suc'i as the introduction of traces and the nevi conception of
s~s~ructures, etc. appeared in EST.

fwcording to EST, a grammar' of a lo.nc;unc;ecomprises a

vari~ty of constrained rule systems containine the following
thra::basic parts:

(0.) Lexicon
(b) Syntax

(c)

(i) Base component
(ii) Transformational component

Interpretive components
(i) PF component

(ii) LF component
(Chomsky, 19G5:5)
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Here, the rules of the syntactic component (rule (a) and (b)j
"

Gener2.te s-structures, the rules of PF and LF components
map s-structurcs to the phonetic form and the logical form,
respectively.

The syntactic component of a generative graomar is
assumed to perform the following tasks:

i) generates all and only the grmamatical sentences
of the language (i.e. specifics how words can be
combined to form sentences)

ii) assigns an appropriate syntactic structure to the
sentences concerned which o.ccounts for the native
spenker-' s intuitions about the structural relations
between the wores in a sentence.

(Radford, 1981:34)

Since the main concern of this study', S the NP structure, we
shall focus mainly on the nature of phrase structure rules.

1.4.1. The Base Com~onent

The base component incorporates the lexicon and the
categorial (phrase structure) component. These components
~e discussed as follows.
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1.4.1.10 The Lexicon

In the AS.Qects the lexicon was consid.ered.as CUi

unorClerecllist of 0.11 lexical formc..tives, toc:ether v/ith their
lexical enteries. h lexical entry for each lexical item
proviQes 0. specification of the phonolo~ical, syntactic and
semarrti.cproperties with D. set of lexico.l insertion rules.

Howevo r , in EST the role of the lexicon is not only
restricted to the specification of inherent properties of
lexical itc~s, but it also comprises lexical redund2llcy rules,
mc rpheme structure rules and rules of o.llomorphy. This is
stated in Jackencloff (1977:2-3) as follows:

The lexicon is the repository of
Ldi.osync.r-a'ti,c information about
individual f'o rmrrti.ves of the Languag e,
Each formative is assignee: a lexical
entery which describes its phonol05ical,
semanticnnd syntc.ctic properties. The
lexicon 8.180contains a cln.ssof rules
called lexical redundancy rules, morpheme
structure rules, and rules of nllomorphy.

This 8IDounts to saying thnt the lexicon provi~es a list of
lexico.l items tOGether with 0. specification of their
idiosyncratic phonolOGical, ~orphological, synt!J.cticand
semantic information. In other words , the lexicon comprises
them:J.ticstructures of lexical iteras which serve 11S hea.ds of
constructions.
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Chomsky (1970~jnRemn.rks on Nor:linalizationargued that
the deriv<1tion of words by means of synto.ctic transform<1tions
was wrong. He proposed that all processes of word formation
should be relegated to de~ivational morphology, which
operates in the lexicono The 8.pproach of treating word
formations as lexical rules g:1ve an insight about morphology.
Then after, a clear distinction between lexical and SYntactic
transformations wo.smade, nnd the power of the transformational
component was reduced to only obligatory syntactic processes.

1.4.1.2. The CategorialComponent

This component is essentially concerned with the
formulation of a set of sentence~ formation rules which deal
vIith the distribution of wo.rds and phrases using a set of
syntactic categorieso In short, the categorial component
specifies the haer-az-ch i caI structure of syrrt act i.c categories,
and <11so determines the left-to-right or right-to-left order
of constituents.

In the pre-Aspect model of grammar, the position of words
and phrases in 0. sentence was described by word-based grGJIlIIlar
which does not millceuse of syntactic co.tegories. In Aspects,
Chomsky formulated 8. set of tlcategory-bnsed sentenceil

formation rulGso Such rules provido recursive rule systems
which ar-e cnpab.Le of describing language with infinitely many
sentences.



In EST, category - bo.sed grmnrnar was cLa.imed to have the
following three advnntagcs:

Ii captures distributional regulo..ritios,it cnu handle
recursion, 3nd it is more constrnined then 0. word based
gro.mmar (Radford, 1981)

Eventhough 0. category - based gro.mmo.rwas considered more
descriptively adequat e t.hnnword - based grammar , it was not
without problems. It was considered:

i. oo"to restricted in the number of types of
categories it permitso

ii. 000 too unconstrained in a set of possi~le phrase
structure rules it permits.

(Radford, 1981:91)

Claim (i) states that the categorial component recognizes
only lexic~l (minimal) categories and phro.sal (maXimal)
categorieso Such a consideration is too limited because it
f~ils to allow categories smaller than the phrasal and larger
thnn the lexicGno In other words, since lexical categories
project to phrasal categories they make no room for
intermediate categories.

On the other hend, according to claim (ii) the categorial
. ~~!,. .component lS 'too;.constr<:l.lned'because it permits an

unlimited number of rules such as the following:



L) NP --- \I --_. vp

ii) VP -~- DET - N (Raeford, 1981:102)

Such rules permit phrasal cntegories to be cxpnnded into nny
phras8l or lexical categories. In such rules' 0 •• there was
no condition that could Daintain the categorial relationship
of nny two derivationally related categories.' (Baye;1986:17)

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

In general, the x-sbc.r theory attempts to accomodate a
number of intermediate cateGories between the minimal and the
maximal categories of headso It also determines the position
of the head, and ensures that the head shares SODe feature
specifications with its maximal projections8

More gener&lly the theory claims that:
L, eVE;ryphr-o scL category is endocentric

ii. every lexical category projects three levels of
super structures

.ii i , the head of a phrase is aLways one bar - level
lower than the phrase node iTh~ediately dominating it.

ivo only maximal projections may appear as specifiers
nnd complements, except for some non-head terms
that are selected interms of specified grammatical
formatives ..
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v. Specifiers will alwo..ysoccur peripheral to
complements of the lexical hend of a phrase.

(Hockstro. 198LJ-:24)

In Chomsky (1970) and Jackendoff (1977:14) the general
base rule schema of a complement and a specifier for English
is postulated in (ia) and (b), respectively

( L) 0.0 Xl - X - comp
~

b. Xl' - SDec - x'~ x

According to (ia) a projection of x ' consists of 0. Laxf.cn L
head x and its complemento And a projection of x" contains
x' and a specifier, where the specifier vo.rie~ f'rom category
to co.tegory. The complements and specifiers may occur
preceding or following their head in a given language. This
is 0. languago particular vario.tiono

Following the above gencr-aI rule schema .Chomsky (1970)
o.ndJackendoff (1977:14) show again tho exprrnsion of the noun
phrase for English as follows:

(ii) ao NI -~- N - Com~

b. NI I --- SPecN -- NI

In (iia), the Nt consists of a lexical c~tegor~yN obligatorily
and then the complements optionally. In (iib) the NIl
includes specifiers optionally .:mdNl. (A deto.ilod discussion
concerning complements wid specifiers shall be presented in
chapters two and three, respectively.)
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In general, the NP structure may contain a lexical head;
a complement and a specifier. Radford (1981:69) proposed
structural devices for ci.eterrniningwhether a given sequence
of words is a constituent or not r According to him:

A given string of elements is a constituent just in
case it has one or marc of the f'o L'Lowi.ng properties:

i) It beh avcs distributionally 2.S 2. single
structural unit - ioeo it recurs as a single unit
in a v~riety cf ether sentence-positions~

ii) It can be coordino.ted wi,th ~'1other si.m.i Lar' string •.

iii) It does net reo.dily permit intrusion of
parenthetical elements interno.lly.oo

(iv) It C2l1 be raplo.ced by, or serve as the antecede,t
of, a proform,

v) It cc::.nbe omitted, under appropriate discourse
concht.i.cns ,

In recent literature the expansion of S and 8' are
included in the categorial rules. Chomsky (1981) assumes the
following shcemn for S' ~nd S respectively, incorporating
the non-lexicc..lcategories like complementizer .:mcl

inflection into the x~bar system:

-0.. S Comp S
b. NP INFL VP
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S Qild 0' are maxim~l projections of the cntegories INFL
(ection) and COIV[P(lementizer), respectively (cf: Chomsky,
1986 b).' INFL specifies Tense, AGR (cement) clements such as
yerson, number- and gender associc..tedwith sub ject s and modaLs ;

whereas complementizer serves to distinguish c' ~use types,
an clement such as 'that', 'for', 'than' etc. are
complementizers in Ellg+isho

It is cne of the components of generntive grnmmnr. Its
role is explained briefly in liEhtfoot (1982:66) as follows:

A tr-anarorracti.ono.trule opero..teson the
basic units provided by the PS rules
and change s an o..bstractphro..semarker-
into another phrnse Qnrker; moving a
unit, or constituent, to another position.
It does not, o..sit is sometimes said,
chonge 0.. sentence into another sentence .•

The tr~~sformational component formulated in As£ects
consists of a structural description (3D) 2n~ n structural
h ('-11")clCnt;e bv. A structurnl cescription specifies the

structures to which the transformation is applicable, wh i.Le

the structural change describes the resulting structure .•
These mechanisms involve unlimited rules which operate in
the process of tro.nsformntions. Thnt is why the
transformational component of the Aspect model is so..idto be
unconstrninod, 2nd severly criticize~ by the contempornry
x-bar syntacticians as mentioned earliero
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In EST, 0. number of constraints and. conditions are
imposed on the transformntiono.l component, 2nd its power is

also r-educ ed , 30me such constrnints are b'monds' (1976)
structure preserving hypothesis, Chomsky's (1968) A - OVEr - A
principle, and Ross's (1967) island constraints,etc, which
manage to at.tai.n G. certain degree of de sc r-i.ptrive adequ.acy.•

In recent theories of grc..mmc.ra more g onerc I constraint
with a grenter exp12l1atory power ho.s nppearedo This
constro.int is subjacency, which states that IINo constituent
can be moved out of more thnn one contnining NP-or-s-node
(in a single rule npplicc..tion)oll (Radford, 1981:227).
According to this stat emerrt, NPs and Ss are considered as
bounding nodes for EnClish, because no movement can take
pLac e across more tihcn one of this node in a. single rule
o.pplication.. Gubjncency is r.lso a.ssumed to be 2. universnl
principle with some pc..r2IDetricvnriationo

Regarding the theory of movement, recent theory of
generative c;ro.mmo.rassumes two types of movemerrt s :

substi tutior one. ndjunction ~ which ar-e insto.nces of one
gencro.l movement rule called "Noveo-" which is o.Lso subject
to pnrmueteric variationso Alpha. sto.nds for any maximo.l
c at ego ry,

Chomsky (1986 b:4) proposes the following genero.l
properties for substitution movement:
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a) There is no movement to co~plement position
b) Only XO can move to the hec.c.lposition
c) Only a max'iraaI projection c an move to the

specifi8r position
d) Only nri.m.mru. and maximo.I projections (XL; and x' , )

are "v.i s.i.b Le" for the rule move ~,:-rr

He also states the following principle with respect to
adjunction: "Adjunction is possible only to Cl maximal
projection (hence x' I ,) that is a non-rrrgumerrt I' (Ibid) 0

These properties sUbgest that movement should be from
a tbematic position to 0. non-thematic position" Hovement
is also possible from 0. hend position to another head
position i.eo 0. constituent should move into another category
of the smne tyre. In other wor~s, the Dovement of a lexical
c2tegory is to the head position and the movement of mrucimal
category is to a specifier position of CF or IF. A bare
head is not permitted to appeur- in the specifier posit i.on ,

The specifier of CF is considered to be a position to which
0. \IIi item may move, and the specifier of IF is the position
to which a subject NF mo.ymove. The basic structure of'a
clause is here o.sfollows:

CF/,
Spec ICI,

""Spec /'vp
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Thus far, t.he mean theorcticnl aasumptn.ons of the

X-bar Theory we-,sout I i.ncd , The next task would be to

eXQlllinethe structure of kistani~Aa NPs in li~ht of this

theory ...
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20 NOUN PHRASE

This chQptcr GX~Jines the internGl str~cture of the

noun phrnse in Kistan.i.rina, Following J'aokendof'f (1977) and

recent cevelopments, the study assumes three levels of

phrasal expnns ions for 0.. heo..dncu .1, where 0. noun is a lexico..l

hee.(~. Accor<linclYI the f'oLl.owi.ng levels of nomi.ne Ls are

recognized: N, NI 9 NI I and NI t t •

Noun is 8. mn.jor Lexi cnI crrt egcry which is found o..tN(No)

level and serves :1S head of NPs. This cat cgory requires

certain ocher nox.i.mnl ::!hrr:.s-;..lcateGories o.s its complements 0

NI Lovel. is the nri.rri.mcI phr-aso.I crrt egory which is f'o rmod

1:Jythe lexico.l category tOGether with its complementso The

complements ar e closely Li.nked up viti th the lexical head s and

occur imme~iately ;receuing themo Such complements Gre

referred to as functionnl nrgumentso

The intermedinte phraso.l co..tecories \Vhich mo..yalso occur

o..scomplements of the lexico..l head is round rrt HI I level.

The compLeraerrt s o..t this level o..re restrictive modifiers 0

Ofcourse , VJemo..yfind some specifiers at this Levol ,

NII' level is the maximal synt~ctic co.teGory which includes

non-restrictive modifiers ['nel SOiJ.O specifiers (o..rc;uments

concernint:; these formCttives sho.ll be presented in the next

cho.pter). The following is CJ.Il exampl,e of structures \v1.th

such levels:
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1) I-
N" /" YL. - soddo~7

-NI I I

of ~ Soddo ruler
'ii ruler of Soc1doI

In terms of X' PS rules~ this structure C3.ll be
represented as follows:

2) N"
/'

/ -.
NI" N'

/
\\1

\ '\ N\.
J "'}

'\ \ \
YA - socldo o.stj~dndn.ri
of - 80(.ldo ruler

IA ruler of Godclo'

In the above sentence ~ the noun /o.stI'.(}.:lcLo.ri/'ruler'
is the hend of the N' I. And this hend tOGether with the
geni tive NP /YA-Soddo/ 'of-Soddo' form N' I /yA-Sodc.o astAdadari/
,_\ruler of Sodclo' wh.ich is ~Yl NP constituent.

Horeover, we have to merrt i.on one point ree;arc1ingnon-
restrictive modifiers 2.S far as Kistnnifl.nnis concerned.
Of course , Jackendoff (1977), cLai.ms that cLa..uso.lcomplements
(particularly relative clauses) should be treo.ted at two
uifferent levelso Accoruins to him, relntive clo.uses are
clo.ssifieclas r(;strictives 2nd non-r8strictives (appositives).
Restrictivcs arc N" cooplements whereas non-rcstrictives are
NI II complements (for detail, see, Jackendoff 1977)8
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Such distinctions should be pursued in this st~dy for the
reason th:J.tK~sto.ninll'aI'olntivcs exhibit such type of
distinction like the J:::nglishone 0 Therefore, the clo.usal
complemonts ar-e treo.ted und.er N' I or N' 'J based on their
restrictiveness or not.

2.1. Nominals (~)
_L

Nominals aro major loxical cateGories which serve as
hends of NPs like th8 folloVline;:

3) YA - Taf-i 7 /- TClbeta 77 \JaH - A - t
- -N' -~ r»

of - tef injern buy-pf-3fs

'She bought injern of toft

b. r r s r s-i 7
Nt '~A" -

red~DEF

i-ATay_7_/
Nt

Sheep

Hajj - A

buy-pf(3ms)

'He bou~ht the red sheep'

In these NPs, the nouns /Tabeta/ 'injera' and /ATay/ 'sheep'
are the lexical r.·U-s of their respective structures. These
type of nouns are referrec.lto as siDple norri.ne.Ls , i. e. non-
derived nominals.

Derived nominals co.n also hO:J.dnn NP structure. Consider
the following sentences:

4)

br-ead

L\JA - bI In_/_/
N

to cat/oetting

SAssAss-A-t

refuse-pf-3fs
'She refused to o:J.t/o:J.tincbrend'
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bo..d worker hire - pf(3ms)
'He hired 8. bad worker'

c. C cYA - gll.rAd-i_7 /" mJ•.Lkamanat_7_7 o.l-HAclAd-A
N" NI" N'

of-girl -DEF beautifulness nQ6-like-pf(3ms)
IHe hQte~ the benutifUlness of the girl'

As the structures in (4) show, the Gerivecl nominc.ls occur
as hends of their respective structuros.

\Vb.ntfollows 1S the 3cneral di s't r'Lbut.i.on of NPs in
Kistaniiilla:

dol\:- J"..

'The boy lauGhed'

b. kwCt mISt-i wA'j{o. - nat
he 1r!omr.'.n~DEFhit - pf_her

'He hit the woman.'

The underscored noun phro.ses in (50.)and (b) above, appear
in subject and object positions respectively.

In (58.)the 1~ /bSY,Y-i/ 'the boy' occurs in subject
position. Following Chomsky (1981:42), the grammatical
function cnn be inclicatec as L-WP,S_7 which moans 'subject~
of-Sf ~ This is to say that the subject NF is directly
dominnted by So
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In (5b) /mISt~i/ Ithe WOE1on I is found in the direct

object position dorm.nzrt ed by the VP.. Such.:::tGro..mmntico..l

function is shewn as (ftl', VP_7 which means 'object-of-VPI.

This section explores the complements of NPs ~t the levels of

NI Ntl, onc1 NIII., Before tre2ting the complements it is

es sentri aL to have a definition for the term 'conp l ement',

This tcnTI h2.s vC1.riousdefinitionso In Chomsky (1970) and

Jnckendoff (1977) the terw is used to refer to mnterinls

following 0, head of n phr-aae , 'I'h i s is shown in J ackondoff

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

6) XI -- X -- Comp

On the otherhrrnu, Rndford (1988) uses the term o..s the

mo.terinl which bre.nches from en I'll only.. He also mnkes 0..

distinction between complements <'.ndo..djuncts.. The latter

br-anch from on NI I (1988:176)

In this study the tero 'compler.1entl is enployed to refer

to "both the minimo..lphr-asul co.tecories whi.ch ar-e subcategorized

by the Lexi.c c.I hends and other maxima'l phr-aao.Lcntegories

whi ch occur outside the minimal synto..ctic co..tecory 0 This

3.pprouch is followed simply for 100• expository convenience

only, w i,th no theorctic8.l significnnce ir.1plicd·~ (J uckendof'f

1977:37).
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2.2.1. The N' Com~lements

This sub-section deals with the complements of N' •
Jackendoff (1977:69) shows the expnnsion of an N' for English
in the f'o lLowang rule scheme:

7) N' --~- N - (prt)- (NP) - (pp) - ({ 11 )
According to this scheme, the possible candidates for

comp Lemerrt s of NI arc (NP), (pp), end (s). N and (prt) are
not recocnized as conplements, since this study considers
only mo.ximo.lprojections F.lS complements. Also, the clo.use (S)

is not treated GS the cocplement of N', since it is found
under N I I & N I I , •

In Eist:::minno.the Ires can be the compLemerrt s of derived
nomino.ls nt N' level. This is shown in (8):

8) 0.. gosaye t.-/-gAcA 7 LWA-gldIl_7_7 C;A.ssil.ss-A
N'-- - NNP

Gosoye hyena to kill/killing rGfuse-pf(3:G1s)
IGoso.yerefused to kill/killing 0. hyena'

b. amado L- L-Knysn_7 LVJA -bIln_7_7 ti-\Jac1Id
N' 1TF N

Cheese to ent/entinE neg~like~pf(3ms)
'Arr.adohates to eat/eo.tin~ cheese'
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Co cl.".hAL-L~wAzAl~i~7 /.-1:1A - GIfr_7 _7 inAb-ko
N' NP N

you job - DE]! to leFtve
'You have to leave the job'

In (8) the NPs modify their heads. In these structures the
heads are preceded by their complements. Hence, the
complements do not occur following the henu nouns as it can
be noticed .from the uncronmo..ticalstructures in (9) below:

9) a~ costlye 1..- I..fJA
N' N

Gosaye to

~ [~Icnl_7 l..-gACA_7 eiiSS!..ss-A
NFkilljkilling h'~f',/,I,r-ef'u so=pf (3ms)

b! amado L~ /-\1A.-bIla~7 L1Caysn _7 ti-wJ~dld
Nt N HI'

Amado to eat/eating Cheese neg-like-pf(3ms)

Uhat will be our evidence for the structures in (8) above,
to be found unCLer N' levelo This will be tested.usinG one of
the syntactic devices ioe. intrusion of externnl elements.
Consider the followinG structures:

10) at cosaye t.- !.-gACA_7 t.-TAKlr_7 l..-wA-gIdi1.7_7gAssAss-A
N ' l\TP A' , .N

Gosnye hyena black to kill/killing refuse-pf(3r.H

b~ D.I:18.UO r r Kay sr, 7 CnL.C' J~ 7 /-vIA-bIlo.7 7 ti-wAdIdN,-NP - A" - N --
il.mndo cheese white to eo.t/cati.ngneg-like-f1~·'Isr'·'~
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These structures cr e un=r2lll.I:l:'..tico..lbecauae of the intrusion

of o.djectives between the heuds and the comp.Lemorrt s , From

this, W8 can cleduce thc:tt in this loncuCCe tl~e complement NPs

and their hends can not be easily scparat.od w.i thout this

cnusi.ng ung.rammrrt.Lc aLi, ty 0 Also, the illformedness of these

structures may indic2.te that the Lrrt rud ed elements (adjectives)

are not under N'. This [Jay be supported ');)7 +hc t;roL1L.1aticnl

structures in (11):

11) D.. go soye e-
N"

L-TAKIr~i 7 L~ L-C;_C!.//~A.-'[:;IdIli77 Gl~ssAss-A
A' , - N' NP - N - --

hyena. to kill/killing refuse-pf(3ms)Gossetye blnck-DEF

'Goso.ye refused to kill/killinG the black hyenCll

b. amado 1.- i;naG' II._7 1..- /l(aysCl 7 rwA-bIl.'J._/ _7 _7 ti-wAdId
N'P-. N' :-: - NtIT

Hhite cheese to eat/eo.tine neg.like-pf(3ms)

'1:..mo..dohate s to eo.t/ eo.ting "'ihite cheese'

In (11) the adjectives occur preceding the entire N'. Since

they apJ!eo.r outside the NI, we can suggest that this clo.ss is

under the next hiGher level.

In the structures (jiven so fCl.r, the derived nomino.ls

reflect the sUbco.tegorizo.tion properties of their verbal source.

I'or example, in (110.)/HL-gIdIl/ 'to kill/killing' manifests

the property of the verb /Gl~ddJ.~lA/Ikill! from which it is

derived rmd it sUbco.tecorizes the S2Jl1ecomplement typoso
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Baaed on the o..rcuf:-tentc:iven above , we can show the NP

structure I)f ~8e.) in the follo\r1inC tree diD.Grrun:

12) N'
/"-.

/ "-
Np/ "N

I
,
1

\
I
i
I
I

T;T

I
1

hyena to kill/killinc

"ro kill/ldlling n. hyena t

l.e it ccn be observed f rcn this dio.e;ro.n, the complement l'TP

f'o rras strict sister rcl~.tionshir, with the c....er-ivod norri.nc L,

Beo.:ciIl[jin mind the discussion made so fe.r, it can be

o.rcucd that in Kistc.ninnc.. Nt compLemorrt s ar e the NPs only.

Thus, the phro.se structure rule may be postulated as in

(17) below:

This sbows tho..t Nt is r€served for optionally su~categorized NPs.

So I'ar , the compLemcrrt s in Nt are identified. ~lhnt

follows would be the description of Nt' cODple~entse
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2.2 .•20 T~~_~~_' Complements

In Jackendoff (1977:74) the possible cand.i.drrtes for complements

of N' I for English are presented in the fol101.'ling rule scheme:

14) N" -- (A" ') -- N' --(PP) - (§)

In Kistnninr)D. (38niti ve NPs of source serve as N"

complements 0 This is shown in (15):

Goso.ye
N" N'"

of- chicken

Y\ .' , 7 /-b ~ A 7 7 t' ,\dI ~.i~~J.i'i.rl~_ ~' hS.t~r_ ~ l-WL\.· Q

NI

meo.t neb - like - pf(3ms)

) 1..-15 0.0 zosnye

'Gosnye hRtes mec.t of chicken'

b .• blrIce!..- !.-yj~- KI880_7 !..-1tIAT_7 bAlla-t
Nil rI"' N'

Birke of - ?eD. \vot eat-pi-3fs

'Birke n.te \'Jot of pea'

c. aster C /- YA .;i.lmn_/
N' I -Nil'

Lster of - cow

LAfo.t_7~7 S}',.C'- A - t
,,;t

r.lilk dr-i.nk ~ pf~ 3fs

'Aster drank milk of cow'

do amado C I..-YA - InC IA_7 L-0.100._7_7 SIkAt - A
..J#

N"N'" ~
Amado of - wood bed make - pf (3ms)

'Amado made 0.. bed of woodt

In (15) the Lenitive UPs show the source one. modify their

he ad s , For instance, in the NP in (150.) the noun /bAsAr/ 'meat'

is the head of the phro..se nnd the genitive NP/yA-jIlrA/' of __

chicken I is the complement which shows the mate.r.ic.L source of

the meat •.
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\/hat evidences sh8.11 we ho..vefor considering the

genitive NPs of source as N' I complement? Let's verify the

si tuation by'Js in(j gappinG 0

16. a•• aster!.- /- Yf~-i-ilDIIl_7L-Afat~7 _7 so.o' - A - t Adi gIn
N" N' I' N'

Lster of CO,t! milk drink-pf~3fs I but

/..- !.-Yl;.

N" N" I

A1lli~_7~anguba_7_7 al-sAC'
Nt

~",.- hu

of -cow buttermilk

IAster dro.nk milk of cow bu t I didn't drink even

buttermilk of c ow'

bo aster t.- CYIl.~LleY.J.7 !..~l.fat 7 7 sAC'-f~-t Adi gIn- - -
N' , N'" Nt

L.ster of-cow milk drink-pf~3fs I but

/" -~- /
l\TI t -
1'1 Nt I I

_7 1..-lli1i3ubo._7~7 0.1-s1..C' -A-h'..l

N'
butterI:1ilk neG-drink~pf-1cs

'Aster dre.nk milk of cow but I didn't c:'rink even

buttermilk'

In (16b) the Nt is not omitted alone; wi th the compLemerrt , The

omission of the geni tj_ve NP alone shows tho.t it is a si.ngLe

consititucnt which is found in the next higher level.

In addition to this, exchc..nGiI1Gthe position of the

5Emitive NPs of source w i.t.h acljectives wi tnou t this leading

to ungcanmat.Lc o.l.i.ty shows tho.t they c.ro under the same node 0

'I'hi.s is observc.ble f'r-on the f'o Tl ow.i.ngstructures:
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17) a. C CYA-1i.larn_7L-nACiA_7 L-Afut_7_7 sAC'-A-t
N"N'" A" N'

of-cow white milk drink-pf-3fs
'She drank white milk of cow'

or

'She drank white milk of COW"

Moreover, tho source genitive can be separated from its
.

head by genitives of location and time as in (11):

18) a.;- /-YA-mareKo 7 /-YA-Alam 7 ;-Afat 7 7 sAC'-A-m-.. -.. .. - --
Nit N'" N' " N'

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

b. 1.- L- YA-Alam_7 I.-YA-mareko_7 CAfat_7_7 saC'-A-m
N"N'" Nfl.' N'

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

c. 1.- ,- YA-tilabJiliN-i_7c.- YA-Alam_7 ~Afat_7_7 saC'-A-t
N' 'N' , , N' , • N~

of-yesterday-DEF of cow milk drink-pf-3fs
'She drank yesterday's milk of cow'

d. L- 1.- YA-Alam_7 0A~tIlo.bANN-i_7 CAfat_7 _7 .sAC,-A-t
Nil Nit' J'T' tI N'

_'____::>f-yesterday-DEFmilk drink-pi'-3fs
'Sho drank yesterday's milk of cow'
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Notice that in the structures (18b) and (d) there is a pause
immediately after the source genitigeso Such occurrence of
genitives of location and time separting the head and the
complement genitive without this leading the structure to
ill-formedness tempt us to conclude that all genitives (except
possessive ~enitives) belong to the same level (i.e Nil) in
Kistnninna.

This situation also suggests that in such types of NPs the
language doesnot follow strict sister relationship between a
head and its complement.

Based on the above argument the structure in (15 a) can
be sho\~ in a tree diagram like the one below:

\
\

,,
\

N' I ~

YA-jArA

of-chicken

N
\bAsAr
meat

Imeat of chicken'

The head noun and its complement are in sister relationship~
However, the sister relationship seems to be loQse in this
language since it is possible for other elements to separate
the genitive NP complements from their heads (cf.examples (17)

and (18) above)
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In the structures in (18) the genitives of source occur
preceding their heads. The structures would be unacceptable
if the complements occur follmving the heads.

*20) a. L- L-alga~7 ~A-InC'A_7_7 SIkAt-S
NI I N' N'"

bed of-wood made-pf-2fs

b ," /-Lfat 7 ~A-Alam 7 7 sAC'-A-t- - - - -
Nt 'o'f- cow drink-pf-3fs

The ill-formedness sugessts that the head is always in final
position.

The genitive NPs which express 'purpose' are also
considered to be N" complements. The genitive of purpose
occurs as a complement and it precedes its head as the
following examples show:

21) no bIrKe Z- L-YA-arAKe_7 ~gAbIs_7_7 wajj-A-t
N' 'N'" N'

Birke of-Areke barley buy-pf-3fs
'Birke bought bnrley for arekf

b. gosaye ~ ~A-alga_7 L-InC'A_7_7 TigAr-A
N" N' I , N'

Gosaye of - bed wood sell - pf (3ms)

c. abi-ddi L- ~ YA-bAsAr-1 L-borQ_7_7 miT~r_A
Nt' Nt" N'

fatherr,o.;-":' of-meat ox choose-pf'(Sma)

'My father chose an ox for meat'
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The fact that these genitive NPs serve as N" complements
can be proved by separating the heads and their geni,tive
complements:

.-
22) a. ~ ~A-slkAr_7 L-bISa_7 ~gAbIS~SIbAsAb-A-t

N" Ntt' A" N'
of-beer red barley coll~ct-pf-3fs

'She collected red barley for beer'

b. ~ L-YA-bAsAr_7 L-nAC'A_7 ~borQ7 7 wajj-mu-n
t-PIN" r. A" NI - -

of meat white ox buy-pf-3mp-ncc.
'They bought ltThiteox for meat'

As these examples show, the iT trusion of the adjective.
between the genitives and the head nouns does not lead to
ungr~atica1ity. This situation sugGest that these
complements belong to NI' level. Hence, it is possible to
exchange the position of the genitives and adjectives as
in (23):

23) ~ ~bISa_7 ~yA- sikAr_7 ~gAbIs_7_7 sIbAsAb-A-t
NI' AI' Nt" N'

red of-beer 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 domO-in. This
situation shows that both occur under N" node.
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Thus, we can show the sister relationship between the genitives
of purpose and their heads in (24) below.

2~:~
yA-arAJ{e
of-areke

N'
,
l

N

\
gAbls

barley
'barley for areke'

Following the diagram, we can say that purpose genitiges are
sisters of N', since both branch from the maximal node i.e. Nt'.

Hence, the occurrence of the complement precedes its head.
The following unacceptable structures in (25) below, may
support our argument:

25) at ~ L-gAbls_7 ~ YA-slkAr_7_7 wajj-A-t
Nt' Nt N' t I

barley of - beer buy-pf-3fs

b.* ~ L-bora_7 ~yA - bAsAr_7_7 wajj - mu-n
N" N' N'"

ox of-meat buy-pf-3mp- acc.

These sentences are unacceptable, because the heads occur
preceding the genitives.

Also, temporal genitives are considered as NI ,

complements. Observe the structures in (26):
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26) a. ~ L-yA-tilabANN-i_7 ~WAT_7_7 C'Am-n
N"N'" N'

of-yesterday-DEF wot ~xpenisive-is
'Yesterday's wot is expensive'

b. L L-yA-ltIITAt-i_7CTAj_7 _7 fAyya-n
N" Nllt N'

of-monday~DEF mead good-is
'Mond~s mead is good'

c. C
N' I

/-y "._..m-d, 7 rfIyj l 7 7 TigA:r-hu-nIt- - - - -NI" NI
of-last year-DEF goat sell-I - it

~I sold the last ~ear's goat'

N'I
/" yA-ahoNN-i 7"n: ..T'Ta7 rWA-bIla 7 iJ fAyya-n- - i - _ _ - -.,.
Nllt ,.rNP N

of-today-DEF bread to eat/eating good-is
ITo eat/eating today's bread is goodl

d. ~

In (26) above, the N" complements precede Nt and modify': it.
Thus, the temporal genitives are daughters of NI I and form
sister relationship with the NI. This can be shown in the
following tree diagram:

27) N I ,

/~
/. I ""N'

/~,~
YA-tIlabANN-i \

of-yestcrday-D}!.I'FWAT
W<tI-

'Yesterday's Wotl
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\Je can also prove this by applying the syntactic device
referred to as coordination. Consider the following example:

28) t: /..-YA-tIlabANN:-i_7 f.-s1k.Ar_7_7nnb/..-L YA-ahoNN-i_?"t
N"N'" N' N"N'"of-yesterday-DEF beer and of-~oday-DEF

/..-TAj_7_7_7 fAyya-n
mead good-is

'Beer of yesterday and mead of today is good'

In these examples /YA-tIlabnNN-i sIkAr/ 'beer of yesterday'
and /YA-ahoNN-i TAj / Imead of today· are coordinated by
being constituentD of the same type.

Temporal geoitives do not occur intruding between
complement of the derivid nominal and the head in N', since
their occurrence is outside N' level. Observe the
following ungrammatical structures.

Z9) a.* C CgACA_7! YA-tIlabann-i_7CWA-gIdIl_31 gAssAss-A
N' NP N' , , N -

hyena of-yesterday-DEF to kill/killing refuse-pf

b.· C ~aysa_7 /"-YA-oboNN-i_7 ~WA-bIla_ZlinAb-ko
N' NP Ntlt N

Cheese of-today-DEF to eat/eating have-pf-2ms

The ungrrumaatical structures in (29) show that the position
of the t€mporal genitives should not be under N' but under N".

We can also notice that the position of temporal
genitives is outside N' level when we observe the grammatical
sentence in (30):
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30) r /yJ,.-tIlabANN-i 7 /: /-gACA 7/-UA-gIdIl 7~igAssAss-A
- - - - N ~':r-INt tN'" N'NP

of uestcrday-DEF hyena to kill/killing refUse-pf(3ms)
'He refused to kill/killing yesterday's hyena'

Locatives are found under Nt' level as the following
examples in (31) show:

31) a. t: t: YA-dammo_7 rAmarArA_7 _7 wajj - mu - n
N' I N'" N'of'- Dammo donkeys buy-pf-3mp-acc._

'They bought donkeys from Dammo'

b. t: 1..- YA-marAKo _7 l..-bArbAre~7_7 gAIIf-n
N" N'" N'of-Moreko pepper tall- is

'Pepper from Mareko is tull'

c. t: r YA-bl:.ii.7"/-TAj 7 7 fAyya AdAbIl.. - - - -N' , N' I I i N'mead good is notof-]Y.:'
IMead from T: 1: is not good'

d. 1..- t..- YA-kella_7!21<iTTA_7 I..-WA - bIla_7 _?!TIfo-n
N' I N' I~f-Kella""'NP bread N to cat/eating bad-is

'To eat/eating bread from Kella is bad'
(In 31) genitive of location modify NI, and occur preceding
the heads.

\liecan test whether locative genitives are under N" or
not by using gapping ~ Consider the following struc'tur-es f
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32) a. kwa L- CYA-damrno_7 L-AmarArA~7_7 wajj-A dX A gIn
N" N'" N'

He or-Dammo donkeys buy-pf you but

NI'N'tt N'
of-D~o mules buy-pf-2ms

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

b. kwaC !..- YA-dammo _7 !..-AmarArA _7_7 r,vajj-A (' A

He Nt' N' tt Nt donkeys buy-pfof'-Dammo you

gIn C L------ _7 L-bICtIlalA_7_7 wajj - A-hA
N' , N" , N' mules buy-pf":'2rusbut

IHe bought donkeys from Dammo but you bought mules'

In (32b) the genetive is omitted without leading the
structure to ungrammaticali ty. This situation suggests that

genitives are independent units.

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

33)* ~ CKITTa_7 t..-YA-kella_7t..-wA- bIlla_7_7 TIfo-n
NI t NP NI It Nbread of-kella to eat/eating bad-is

This structure is ill-formed gecause the genitive of
location is found under Nt. It can be also said that
the structure is ungro..mmaticalbecause fi' ,.rr·
'bread' which is the complement of the derived nominal
in N' is raised to the maximal level as complement of
NI I which is not permitted.
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Accordingly (32a) cnn be shown in the tree diagrrrm in
(34):

donkeys
'donkeys from Daomo'

As it can be seen in (34) genitive of location is a
sister to N' r:mdbranches from the maxim2.l node-i.e. Nt '.

Since the position of locative genitives are preceding their
head, their occurrence following the heads would be ill-formed
as in (35);
35) a," e-

N' 1

/-AmarArA 7 /-YA-dammo 7 7 wajj-mu-n- - - - -N' ~I N' J I

donkeys of-Dammo buy-pf-3mp-acc~

Nt' N' papper N' " of-Mareko tall - is

These structures are ungrammatical because the genitive
locative occurs following the head.

Unlike source a~d purpose genitives, temporal and
locative genitives can appear together in a simple structure
without the structure being ungrnmmatical. The following
grammatical sentences show that this is so:
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36) a. C
NI r

~- YA-tIlat.iJJ'Ji_7 ,rA-hl'ti_7 t:slkI.r_7_7 fAyya-n
NI'I N'" NI

of-yestcrday-DE:E' of Bl'li beer good-is
IYesterday's beer from p.t. is good'

b. 1..- C Yil.-vlIrsJinbAt-i_7C YA-addele_7 Cginz_7 _7 Tlfo-u.
Nil Nil I Nfl' Ntof-Sunday of~~ddele honey bad-is

ISunday's honey f rom Addele is bad t

The examples in (36) show that temporal genitives precede
the locative genitives. However, these genitives can
exchange their positions freely as in :j).

37) 1..- 0A-addele_7 L:-YA-\VIrsAnbAt-i_7t..-ginz_7_7 Tlfo-n
NltNllt Nf" NI

of-Addele of~Sunday honey bad-is
'Sundnyts honey from Lddele is bad'

This shows that there is no r2striction in the precedence
relation of genitive NPs of time and location •.
Thus far, the genitive NPs of source, purpose, time and

location are recognized as complements for NIl Such
consideration emerges because they have a restricting effects
on their heads. Those genitive NPs wh.i.chshow possession
without restricting their heads function as specifiers and are
assigned to Nt II (cf•chapter 3).

The other cQllQidate for N'I compleQents are adjectival
phrases (APs). Since J~s modify their heads it would be
plausible to include them under Nt' complements. Consider
the structures in (38) below:



•• 45 ••

38) a. C L-malAs-i_7 CTAg_7 _7 mott -A- t
NJtAJt N'

small -DEF calf die-pf-3fs
'The smull calf died'

b. i- ~mAlkam-i_7 L-gArAd_7_7 awAy-A-t
Nt! A" N'

beautiful-DEF girl shout-pf~3fs
'The beautiful girl shouted'

c. ~ L- TAKr-i_7 (l<InaC'_7_7 gAdru\l-ku-nnt
Nt! Art N'

black-DEF flea kill-pf-I~it
'I killed the black flea'

In these sentences APs occur in the SnIDeposition where
the genitive NPs/we have seen above,mny occur. Like the
genitive NPs, ~~s precede their heads. The reverse order
is not permittede Observe the ungrammatical Etructures in
(39):

39) a ," L L-TAg_7 CmalAs-i_7_7 mott-i~-t
N' , N' A' ,

calf small-DEF die-pf-3fs

b ," L- L-gArAd_7 L-~.lkam-i_7_7 uwAy-A-t
Nt' N' AI ,

girl beautifu1.Oft shout-pf-3fs

The ill-formedness of these structures, shows that APs
cannot be preceded by their headsa

As it can be seen from the structures in (38) APs are
found outside N' LeveL, Thus, putting an adjective in N' will

lend the structure to ungrammati.ca Li, ty as in (40) beLow:
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t.-wA-bIla_7_7 TIfo-n
Nto eat/eating bad-is

From the ill-formedness of this structure, we can argue
that the place of adjective is not in NI but in Nil. The
following grammatical structure show$thnt this is so:

41) L L-bIS-i_7 t.- L-KITTn_7 LV/A - bIla_7_7_7 TIfo-n
N"!." Nt NP N

red-DEF bread to eat/eating bad-is
'To eat/eating ren bread is bad'

From the ill-formedness of (40) and the \,lell-formednessof
(41) we CQU sny that in this longuage, N" complements
precede Nt complements.

Moreover, further evidence in support of our
assurntion that APs are found under N" comes from the
facts of coordination

42) gosaye ~fAyya_7 nna
A' ,Gosaye good and

lGosaye is good and kind person'

The coordination of /fAyya/ 'good' and /ruru/ 'kind'
suggests that both are single constituents,and that they
are found in identical ce.tegory level •.

Based on the cbo ve discussion, the NP structures in
(41) have the following tree representation:
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43) NII

/"",
AI I N'

Ill", r-.
~NP f
bIS-i J '

red-DEF IWlI..-b 10.
KiTTo. to eat/eating
breo.d

ITo eo.t/eating a red ~readl

Prepositional phrases (PPs) also can be included under N' ,

complements, as the examp Los below demonstrate:

u. j- r
'- - tl.-InSi tat-i~oy lrkASAt 7 i -1·Jl~~bll3.7 7 KiT-ki
Nil pit . \:. - - N - -

Nt
to~women-DEF with lunch to eat/eGting not able-pf-1cs

'I don't be o.ble to eat/eating lunch with the women'

b. L-
N' ,

/" tA-DJrlado7 rbICIIl 7 rwA-\vajj 7 7 fAyyn AdAbIl- - - -... --
pI ~ N' N
from-i'.:nado mule to buy/buying good is not

'To buy/buy ing mule f'zom Amadois not good'

c. L ["bA-e;olAd_7 !..-witujj_7_7 'nfo-n

N" P'~ith~knife N to shoot/shooting bo.d-is

d.!..- CbA-ge \vISTo._7!..-~n-iNNa_7inAb-Ko

fP t P'! h .. dN t 1 h f 2~n- ouse ~ns~ e a seep o.ve-p - ms

'You have to sleep in a housel
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e. L L-sIIA mIss-i_7 t.-fAyyInl~t_7+1\.8al
Nil P~bout man-llEF N goodness ask-pf-3ms

'Ask about the manls goodness'

In these structures PPs function as the complements of the
derived nomincls. The PPs occur in the srrmeposition
where the J~s occur (cf.the structures in (38) above).
Like the J~s, PPs precede their head nouns. Hence the
reverse order is unacceptable:

45) a.* L ~ASAt_7 L-wAbIla_7 L-tA-InSItat-i goy_7_7 KiT-ki
N' J NI N P'I

lunch to ect/eatinG to-women-DEF with not able-pf-1(

b ," /..- L-\;JA-iNNaJt.- bA-ge wISTa_Z7 in.1~b~ko
N" N' pI "

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

These structures cre ill-fonned because of the occurrence
of the PPs following 'the heo.dso Unlike the complements of
derived nominals in N' complement PPs for the derived
nomin::..lsin Nt' can be separo.ted from their heads by other
elements as in (46):

46) a" t: CtA-InSItat-i goy_7 1.- fAyyo._7~l.SA!7 LtVA-bIl~Z7KiT-ki
N'I Pi' A" ' N

to-women-DEF with good lunch to eat/ eo.ting not able-if!

II am not o.ble to eat/eo.ting good lunch with the women'
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b. 1.- Cbj~-goll\.d_7Lrli.-tIlabJ\N1~-!70l~7 CJA-ajj_7 Tifo-n
Ntl pt' NIII N' N

with-Imife of-yesterday-DEF cow to shoot/shooting bad-d.:

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

In t1.fflt structures the complements are not tightly bound
to their heads. From these structures and the examples
in (4f) above, we can see that the relationship . ,f the
head is at the level higher than N' i.e. at NIl.

Horeover, the structural relationship"" .fthe head
end its complement can be shown by using gapping:

47) a. Z- ~tA-amado_7 LbICtIl_7 LUA-wajj_7_7 fAyya A~\bIl
NI I pI I Nt N

from Amado mule to buy/buying good is not

L t.- tA-fAI{adu_7 CbIC' 11_7C!A-waj:"~__7gIn fAyya-n
N'I P'I N' N~

from-FGkadu mule to b~y/buying but good - is
'To buy/buying mule from ~mado is not jood 0Ut to buy/

buyi~~ mule from Fek&du is good'

b. L CtA-omado_7 CbIC'Il_7 CUA-wajj_7fAyya-L.dP..bIl
N' I P" N' ""j

from-Amado mule to buy/buying Good is not

C CtA-fAKadu_7 C 7 t:~-JA-Uajj_7_7 gIn fAyya-n
N' I P' I N' Nfrom-Fekadu to bUY7buying but ~ood-is
ITo buy/buyir~ mute from Amado is not ~ood but to ~uy/
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
ungrammaticalityo However, the FP/tA fAE-adu/ 'from Fekadu'
has not been deleted along wi th N' 0 This situation shows that
the relationship of the complement with the h0~is not at N'
level, but at N" levele

like (48);

48)

Accordingly, such structures can be ShOlrID in a tree diagram

N' I

P,/~N'
h •.tA-amado N' N

\ \
from-Amado N \

I \

bIC 'I 1 \"!A~.wajj

mule to buy/buying
'To buy/buying mule from Amado'

From this tree vie can see that the Pl-' and the N I are sisters 0

The complement PP restrict the reference of its phrasal
head (N').

Furthermore, restrictive relative clauses serve as
complements of N", by restricting the reference of the head
as in (49) below:
49) a. L- L-ahotThTyA-mott-i_7~bayy_7_7 zAmi-ddi-n

Nil S' N'today Hel-die-DEF boy brother-my-is
'The boy who died today is my brother'
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N' ,
CfAKadu yA-amATTa-n-i_7 t.-t.-yA-gAbIs_7 L~kAl..v~SAC.!A-t
8' N' 'N' ,t ~

Fekadu Rel-bring~·pf-acc.DEF of•.barley beer drink-pf-3fs
'8he drank beer of barley wh i.chf that) Fekadu brought'

b) 1..-

c) mIss-i C I..-gosayeyA-sIbAsAb-A-n-i_7 L- l..-yA-carek£7
~T~I' S' N" N" Iman~DE1i- Gosaye Rel-collect~pf-·ace-~(~ of-MareKo

l..-bArbAre_7_7_7TigAr-A~nIT
Nt pepper sell-pf-it

'The man sold pepper that Gosaye collected from Her-eko '

d) bayy-i 1..- t.-yA-Hajj-.A-n-i_71..- /-yA-Taf-i 7 /-Tabeta 7 7 7
N" S' NII iI, - H' - - -

boy-DEF Rel-buy-pf-acc-DEF of-ttef-DEF injera
al-bAla
neg-eat-pf(3ms)

'The bo~ doesn't eat injera of af that he bought'
As the examples in (49) demonstrate, resrictive relative
clausesoccur under N' I. In these structures the S' occurs
preceding N'. Thus, it is not possible for it to occur
following N' as in (50):

50) a.* 1..- l..-bayy_7l..-ahoNNYA~mott-i_7_7 zAmi-ddi-n
N" N' S'boy today Rel-die-pf-DEF-brother-my-is

b.* L- I..-KiTTA_7l..-wA-bIla_7~FAKadu yA-~mATTa-n-~7fAyya-n
N' I Nt N S'

bread to eat/eating Fekadu Rel-bring~pf-acc-DEF good-is
These structures are ill-formed because of the occurrence

of S' f'o Ll.ow ing the N'. This also supports the claim
we made carlier- i.e~tbat N" complements occur
preceding NI complements4
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Relative clauses do not separate the complements of N'
and the heads ~s the ungrammatical structure in (51) show:

51)* /: /!<:iTTa1 /-FAKndu yA-amATTa-n-i 7 /-iifA-bIla1 7gAssAss-A-- - -- - - - --
NI I'll SI Nbread Fekadu Rel-bring-~£-acc.DEF to eat/eating

refuse-·pf-3fs
The ungramrnaticality of (51) sugges~that relative clauses
are not found at the level of N', but N". This can be proven
by the syntactic device of gapping:

52) a. bIrKe 1.- t..-gosayeyA-\Vajji-A-n-i_7!..-Afat_7_7sAC'-A-t
N' IS' -NtBirke Gosaye Rel-buy~pf-acc-D~F milk drink-pf-3fs

Adi gIn ~ !..gosayeyA-wajj-A-n-i_7 ~anguba_7_7al-sAC'-A-hu
N' S' N'

I but Gosaye Rel-buy-~pf-acc~DEF butter milk neg-drink-
pf-1cs

IBirke drank the milk which Gosaye bought but I did not
drink the buttermilk which Gosaye bought'

b. bIrKe C !..-gosayeyA-wajj_A-n-i_7 CAfat_l_7 sAC'-A-t
N" S' N'

Birke Gosaye Rel-buy-pf-acc-DEF milk drink-pf-3fs
Adi gIn 1.- 1..-----_71..-anguba_7_7al-sAC'-A-hu

I but Nt'S' Nbutter milk neg-drink-pf-1cs
'Birke drw~ the milk which Gosaye bought but I did not

drink the butter milk'
In (52b) the SI as a whole is deLe'ted wi, thout this leading.,
to ungramrnaticality. This supports the argument; that i,

is a complement of Nt I •
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Accordingly, the tree diagram of S' would be as shown
in (53)

53)

below:

/N~
, ' 'N'

~

----- \--'. __~ I
t: oNN ya-mott-i N

Jayytoday Rel-die-pf-DEF
boy

tthe boy \iho died today'
Thus far, the phrasal categories which serve as N' I

complements have been described.
But there is R crucial question that may arise here.

This concerns the order of the various complements of N' '.
Examining the structures in (54) below may provide a clue
for it:
54) a. gosaye L- ~amado yA-wajj~A-n-i_7 L-yA-tIlabANN-i_7

N" SI NI I'
Gosaye Amado Rel':"buy-pf-acc-DEF of-yesterday- tnJ=

rbISa 7 /: yil.-daIilIIlO7 ryil.-Afat 7 /-l~lam 7 7arAd-A-not- •. - - - - - --
A" N'" Nil t W'red or-Dammo 02"- milk - cow slaughter-pf-i t
'Gosaye slaughtered yesterday's red cow of milk that
Amado bought from Dammo'

Also, the following order is possible:
b. gosayc L- L-yA-tIlab.tOOr~i_7~eJl1adoyA-vmjj-A-n-i_7

Nil NJ" S"
Gosaye !it- yesterday-DEF Amado Hel-buy-pf-acc-DEF

rbISa 7 ryA-d~Jo 7 /-yA-Afat 7 /Alam 7 7 arAd-A-nat- - - - - - - --
Ail Nil Nil' NIred of-Damno of-milk co« slaughter-pf-i t
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Gosaye

/-bISQ-.1 j-yA-tIl2.bJ~N-~i1 /-o.mado yA-wajj-l. l\ ·il- - - - - ~
A" NI

" S'red of-yesterday Amado Rel-buy-pf-acc-DEF

Co. gosaye L-
N' ,

ryA-damr.10 1 /-yA-Afe.t 1.. - - -
N' 'I NI fI

of-Dammo of- milk

L-AlaD_l_l urAd~A-n~t
NI

cow slaughter-pf-it

NIl NI' ,
Gosaye of-yesterday

S'
Ame.do Hel-buy-pf-acc-DEF

/'yA-damrao 7 /-yA-il.fat1 /-bISa 7 /-Alrun 1 7 arAd-A-nat- - - - - - ~ - -
Nil' Nil' AI' N'

of-Dammo of~milk red cow slaughter-pf-it
The well-forrnedness of the structures like (54) shows that
the complements in Nt I CQll exchange their position freely
within this domain. This means that there is no
restriction in the precedence relation of any t1.rJO or more
complements of N".

ltIe C3....T1. say the.t in Kistrmiiirb.the NI I complements
are genitive NPs, Aps,pps and 81 •• Accordingly, the phrase
structure rule of an NP may be forI:1ulo..t~8.sfollows:

55) N" ---~~~ (N" ') - (hI I) _ (p' I) - (S')-N' 0

As hinted earlier, NI II is the maximal projection
that includes non-restrictive modifiers such as non-
restrictive relative clauses (appositives) and some noun
phrases. The complements at this level do not provide
new Lnf'o rnu't i.on about the hcnd s in which they occur.
However, they may give additional information concerning
their heads. This is observc:ctblefrom the following
structures:
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56) a. ['"
N'"

I_-a.mado ya-\'JAKa-n~i7 1-- '" -S' N"
Araedo ReI-hi t-pf-o.cc-DEF

l.-o.hoNN
S'

today

yA-mott-i_7

Rel-die~pf-DEF
['"bD.YY_7_7_7t-ASII
N'boy neg-know-pf

'I don't ku.ow the boy, thc,t Lm8.do hit, who died today.'

b. L-(hA')(y,: ...tona-t-i_7, 1..- l..-tA-kellayA-rnATTa-t-i_7
flIlt'it N' r ~:,. 0

in-hou$e Rel-sit-pf-3fs-DEF from-kella Rel-come-pf-
3fs-DEF

L-gArAd_7_7_7 Atit ldi - n-a
N' girl sister-my-is~cop.

'The girl who came from Kello., who sits in the house, is
my sister'

In (56) the first relative clo.uses are non-restrictive
ones and they do not define the hends, bednuse the head
nouns ar-e alre[l,dydefined by the restrictive relative
c Lau ses wh i ch are inside tllf •

The restrictige relotivc clauses forru a single pause
group with their heads, wher-eas the appo s.i.tri.ve s do not.
Thus, one of their difference is associated wi th
intonation breru{. This can be observed from (56) o.bove,

N'"

and the following structure in (57):
l.-bayy_7_7_7
N'

boy

I-amado yA-wAKa-n 7, 1-- - -
S'· N' ,
Amado Rel-hit-pf~acc.

zAmi-ddi-n57) L-
brother-my-is

'The boy, that Lmado hit, is my brother'
It is equally acceptable to use this structure without

using a comma as in (~,al be Lowe
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58) L Crunado yA-wl'J(a~n_7t.- I...-ba:yy_7..7_7 zL.mi-ddi-n
N' " S' N" N'Amndo ReL-htit~pf-acc. boy brother-my-is

'The boy th<J.tAmr:.dohit is my brother'
The difference between (57) and (58) is tcnt of intono.tion
break. In (57) the head is separnted from its clo.usal
compleoent by a comma , whe r-eo.s in (58) it is not. Hence,
the appositives in (57) do not form one pause-group with
their hea.d, but in (58) they do.

NPs with a proper noun preceded by another NP may
function as the appositives WG have seen above.e1nsider
the following structure:

59) L C yl..-amado Immi t_7 ,
NI-I' N'"

of~Lmado mother

C\'lAyzAro bIrKe _7_7 mott-A-t
N"

mrso Birke dme-pf-3fs
'Mrs. Birke, the mother of Amado, diedt

In this sentence, the head of Nt " is /.••..b.
J
- A"o blr~e/

JMrs.Birke' and the compLemerrtNP is /;ye..,runado1mmit/
'the mother of hrr~ado'. In this structure the head is
a proper noun, and it does not need to be modified by
the complement.

vIe can show appositives in a tree diagram, as follows:
60) f.j I "

/'~
8' ~'N't

.:>: /'~"
---" ~---- Nt ,amado yli.-w.h.KL'~ll S' \

AmadoRel-hit-Pf.ac{'> N
'The boy, that Amado .. ~ \
hi t h d'i d t d ' ahoNN yA-mott-i b:1 ,w 0 a,e 0 ay o:yy

today Rel-die-pf-DEF boy
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As it can be seen from the tree in (60), the appositive
forms 0.. sist ":'clo..tionshipwith em N" o..ndboth brGllch
from N' " •

The restrictive relative brant.....,f'r-on N" forming sister
relationship vii th the Nt.

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

61) N'" ----~ N" --- (81) _ (NtIt).



CHAPTER THREE

3. SPECIFIERS

These are functional elements that' .00 occur peripheral
to complements of the lexical head of a phrase.' (Hoekestra
1984:24). Unlike, the major lexical categories, like verbs,
for example, specifiers (except Qp) do not have the potential
for maximal projection. They occur with a noun head in phrasal
structures in order to limit the referential or quantitative
scope of the head. The class includes articles and quantifiers
wh i.ch are entity and quantity denoting elements , respectively
(see,Baye, 1984).

3.1. Articles

These are entity donoting elements. They may be suffixes
or independent formativeso They are divided as definite and
indefinite articles.

30101. Definite Articles

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

3.1.1.1. Determiners

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

'The boy went'

b. L-mIss-i_7 sAkaram-n
NP man-DEF drankard-is

t The man is drankard'

c. L-fArAsAs-i_7 mATT-A-mu-n
NP horses-DEF f 3come-p - mp-acc.

'The horses came'

d. L--glridad-i_7 daK-ma-n
NP girls-DEF laugh-pf-3fp-acco

'The girls laughed'

As it can be seen from the examples,the article I-il
'the' is attached to a now~~~l. Without this affix the
noun would be indefinite as in (63):

63) ~bayy_7 allAf-A
NP boy go-pf(3ms)

1 a boy went'
\ihen the noun has a modifier, the definite article
appears on the modifier and not on the head as that
would lead to ungrammaticalitYe

64) a. L-gAlf-i mIss_7 allAf-A
NP tall-DEF man go-pf(3ms)

'The tall man went'
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b. L-mAlkam-i mISt~7 mott-·A-t
NP beautiful-DEF woman die-pf-3fs

'The beautiful woman died'

If a structure has several modifiers, the definite
article can be attached on each of them. Consider the
following structures:

65) a. L-gIdr-i bIS-i bora_7 Wajj-A-hu-nIt
NP big-DEF red-DEF ox buy~pf-I-it

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

b. L-fAyy-i malAs-i mAlkam-i gArAd_7 mott~A-t
NP good-DEF small-DEF beautiful-DEF girl die-pf-3fs

(Literally) 'The beautiful the small the good gi ,1- died'
~ 'The beautiful small good girl died'
.: ,1.1· 2.. t)e rnQfI.strO.,f i\~ S

Demonstratives are formatives which indicate entities as
definite 0 The following examples may illustrate this:

66) a. L-ai bora_7 fAyya-n
NP this ox good-is

'This ox is good'

bo L-zi borarA_7 wajj-A-hi
NP these oxen buy-pf-1cs

II bought these oxen'

c. L-za wussa_7 TIfo -n
NP That dog bad-is

'That dog is bad'
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d. L-za wussa ssA_7 wAKa-t
NP those dogs hit-pf-3fs

'She hit those dogs'

From these examples, we can observe that k~stanir04makes
no distinction between singular and plural demonstratives.
The distinction is shown by the form of the noun. For

~~instance, in the NP /zi bora / 'trts ox'~demonstrative is
singular since the noun /bora/'ox' is singular. In the
same way, in the NP/zi borarA/ 'these oxen' the
demonstrative is plural, since /borarA/ 'oxen' is plural.
In otherwordSt demonstratives with singular nouns are
considered as singular, whereas demonstratives with plural
nouns are considered as plurals.

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

67) a.* ~bora
NP

zi_7 fAyya-n
this good-isox

b.* /-borarA za 7 wajj-A-hi- . -
NP oxen those buy-pf-1cs

c.* /-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 in much the same way as demonstratives do. The
examples in (68) illustrate this:
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68) a. L-yltta AmCIT_7 TigAr - ~•.\.
NP which donkey sell-pf-2rns

'Which donkey did you sell?'

b. L-yltta gIbr_7 sAbbAr-ki
NP which material break-pf-1cs

t \fhich material did I break?'

c. L-mln wAzAla_7 inn-A-nIt
NP what joh have-pf-him

'What job does he have?'

d. t.-mIn nAgda _7 mATTa-m
NP what strangeman come-pf-p.m.

(Literally) '\fuatstrangeman come?'
-lVlhattype of strangeman does appear?'

3.1.1.30 Genitive NPs

These forms express possession and occur in the specifier
position of an NP. Observe the following structures:

69) a. L-yA-gArAd-i TlbuyA_7 malAs-n
NP poss-girl-DEF breast small-is

'The girl's breast is small'

b. t.-yA-amado Immi t_7 amATAT-A-nat
NP poss-Amado mother sick-pf- her

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

NP poss-oldman-DEF head hit-pf-I-it
II hit the oldman's head'

d. ~yA-almaz ATabAt_7 gA1If-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. LyA-kya Sama_7 sAbbAr - ku-nIt
NP poss-she pot break-pf-I-it

'I broke her pot'

c. LyA-dAhA ansabi_7 allAf-A
NP poss-you uncle go-pf(3ms)

'Your uncle went'

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

'Their grandmother died'
The forms in (70' indicate possesiono Distributionally
and functionally they are similar to genitive NPs.
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Like demonstratives, the genitive pronominals occur
preceding their heads and restrict the reference of the
nom to the one possessed by, say /Adi/ 'I' for example
in C'.v·,).

3.102. Indefinite Articles

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

71) a. ~att XInaC'A_7 gAddAl - A-t
NP one flea kill-pf-3fs

'She killed a flea'

anbAssa_7 awA-y.......1.

lion roar-pf.
'A lion roared'

c. ~~InaC'A_7 gAddAl - A -t
NP flea kill-pf-3fs

'She killed (a) flea'

d. i-anbAssa _7 awA-y~•.
NP lion roar-pf

I(A) lion roared'

In (71a) and (b) indefiniteness is indicated by the
presence of the indefinite pronoun /att/ 'one', whereas
in (71c) and Cd) it is indicated by the absence of the
pronoun. The absence of the nrticle may give a generic
meaning. In this sense, it refers to the class of a
whole, as distinct from other classes of animals.
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3.2. Q,uantifie,rs

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 guantifiers

Definite quantifiers comprise numerals, measure
phrases and classifier phraseso The amount of the
substance may be quantified by direct counting or by using
units of measurments.

3.20101. Numerals

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

72) a. L-kitt
NP two boy-pl.- come-pf-3mp-acc.

'Two boys came'

b. Carat AmarArA_7 TigAr-ki
NP four donkeys sell-pf-1 cs

!I sold four donkeys'

c. ;-sost ge-woCC 7 arAS-A- -
NP three house-pI build-pf (3ms)

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

Such numerals occur with C+ count_7 nounso The
occurrence of cardinals with 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 four water drink-pf-3fs

b.* L-kitt Afat_7 wajj-hy-n
NP two milk buy-2fs-acc

(73) is ill~formed because the nouns /yIgo/ 'water'
and /i-Sat/ 'milk' are /-- countable 7.- -

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

74) a.* L-ba:yy - oCC
NP boy-pI ..

kitt_7 ~\TT-A-mu-n
two come-pf-3mp-acc.

b ," L- AmRrArA arat_7 TigAr - ku
NP donkeys four sell-pf-1cs

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

75) ao /-kitt-i ba:yy-oCC_7~TT-A-mu-n
l\I'p

two - DEF boy-pI come-pf-3mp-acc.
'The two boys came'

b. ~sost-i Amarara_7 TigAr-ki
NP three-DEF donkeys sell-pf-1cs

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

the numeral Jr to the noun only lends to ungrarnmaticality:
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76) a.* ~ kitt-i bayy-oCC-i_7 mATT-A-mu-n
NP two-DEF boy-pl-DEF come-pf-3mp-acc.

b.* ~itt bnyy-oCC-i_7~\TT-A-mu-n
NP two boy-pl-DEF come-pf-3mp-ucc.

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

77) a. L-kitt-i_7 ~\TT-A-mu-n
NP two-DEF come-pf-3mp-acc.

'The two came'

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

'I sold the three'

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

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

78) a.. ~zi kitt-i_7 wajj -A-hi
NP these-two-DEF buy-pf-1cs

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

'I gave ~h0se three to her'
They can n]so be modified by adjectives as

illustrated in the following examples:
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79) a. L-nAC'aC' - i kitt_7 wajj-A
NP whd,te(pl.)- DEF two buy-pf (3ms)

'He bought the white two'

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

'She sold the small three'

It is ulso possible for adjectives to occur following
numerals as in (80)0

80) a. L-kitt nA C'aC' - i_7 wajj-A
NP two white(pl.)-DEF buy-pf(3ms)

'He bought the two white ones'

b. Lsost malAsas-i_7 TigAr-A-t
NP three small(pl.)-DEF buy-pf-3fs

'She sold the three sQall ones'

3.2.1020 Measure Phrases

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

itdirect counting; instead_is expressed by using certain
units of measurmento For instance, liquid substances may
be specified by units of measurment as in (81):

81) a. L- L-kitt
NP NP two bottle milk sell-pf-3fs

'She sold two bottles of milk'
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b. t.- t.-sost mAlAkiya _7 ar1J{ e_7 sAC '-A
NP NP three beaker arl~{e drink-pf(3ms)

'He drank three beakers of areke'

c. 1.-L kitt
NP NP two gLaas water give-pf-I-him

'I gave two glasses.i·water to him'

d. 1.- I.-sost 1rlsa_7 sIkAr_7 sAC'-A
NP NP three can beer drink-pf(3ms)

'He drank three cnns of br.e~'

e. /- /-kitt gan 7 TAj 7 TAmA~-A-t.. - --
NP NP two vessel mead prepere-pf-3fs

'She prepered two vessels of mead'

f. ;.-I.-sost liter_7 ZAyIt_7 wajj-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 phraseso These
constituents are noun phrases themselves and their
function is to specify the amount of the object which
the head noun expresses. They occur preceding their

'} IS?heads. The reverse order is~acceptable as in (82):

82) a. ,-TAj Ckittgan 7 7 TAmflK-A-t
NPmead NP two vessel prepere-pf-3fs

'She prepered two vessles of mead'
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bo CzAyIt
NP oil

L-sost liter_7_7 wajj-A
~three liter buy-pf(3ms)

IHe bought three liters of oil'

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

The following are structures with units of measurement.

83) a. L- Carat
NP NP four sack tef collect-pf-3mp-acc.

iThey collected four sacks of tef'

b. r /"sost ~na 7 KiSSo 7 inn-A-nI t•.. - --
NP NP three basket pea have-pf-him

'He had three baskets of peal

c. L- Carat gov tera_7 maSIla_7 abb-ku-nIt
NP NP four barn sorghum give-pf-j-him

'I gave four barns of sorghum to him'

d. L- t.-kitt
NP NP two kilo salt give-pf-2L.C

'I will give you two kilos of salt'

In these examples, the measure phrases occur preceding
the head nouns. But it is also possible for them to
occur following the headsc But when this is the case,
there is always a pause. Observe the following
structures:
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84) a. L-maSIla Carat gowtera_7 _7 abb-ku-nIt
NP sorghumNP four barn give-pf-I-him

'I gave four barns of sorghum to him'

b. L-aSAbo
NP salt

L-kitt kilo_7_7 Abb-ko
tTF two kilo give-j -us

+I will give you two kilos of salt'

30metimes, the means of transport and the pen of animals
may serve as units of measurement as in the follO\ving
examples;

85) a. ~ ~kitt Amar_7 bArbAre_7 wAsAd-A
NP NP two doru{ey-load pepper take-pf(3ms)

'He took two donkey-loads of pepper'

b. /- /- kitt mAkina 7 gAbIs 7 TigAr-A- - --
NP NPtwo lorry-load barley sell-pf(3ms)

'He sold two larry-loads of barley'

c. t: L~ya angAdo _7 kAbIt_7 inn-A-nI t
NP NP twnty pen fattle have-pf-him

1 He had twenty pens of cattle'

d. L- L-sost
NP NP three

gorono_7 fIyyA~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

~.f'~/Jllorries, whereas in (c~it is expressed by pen which
serves as a means quantification.
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There are units of measurement for length. Some of
these are given in (86) below:

86) a. L- t.-urat klr_7 lIbaS 7 inn -A-nat
NP NP four cubit cloth have-pf-her

'She had four cubits of cloth'

b. L- L-kitt Agat_7 rnIdIr_7 inn-A-nIt
NP NPtwo span-of land have-pf-him

'He has two spans-of land'

c. L- L-arat meter_7 bIrdI1IbIs_7 wajj-ma-n
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) ao L-llbaS ~arat klr_7_7 inn-A-nut
NP cloth NP four cubit have-pf-her

'She had four cubits of cloth'

b. L-blrdIllbIs ~arat meter_7_7 wajj-ma-n
NP r'1>blanket four meter buy-pf-3fp-acc.

'They bought four meters of blanket'

Nc..tice that in all the structures given in (81-87) the
measure phrases have numeralso It is not possible for
numerals or units of measurment alone in the measure
phrases to occur and function as specifiers, as the
following ungrammatical structures show:
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88) a.* !.- ["kitt_7 Afat_7 TigAr-A-t
NP NP two milk sell-pf-3fs

b.* t..- ["arut_7 bAIG{ollo_7 wujj-A-t
NP NPfour maize buy-pf-3fs

c.* t..- L-TArmus _7 Afat_7 TigAr-A-t
NP NP glass milk sell-pf~3fs

d.!;[" t.- meter_7 blrdIllbls_7 wajj-ma-n
NP NP meter blanket buy-pf-3fs-acc.

But, examples (88c) and (d) may be acceptable when the
ffinount'one' is understood. Thus, examples (89a) and (b)
can be paraphrased as in (c) and Cd) of (89), respectively.

89) a! !.- [" kitt Tasa_7 sIkAr_7 sAC t_A
NP NP two can beer drink-p!(3Ii1s)

'He drunk two cans of beer'

b·.t.- ["arat meter_7bIrdI1IbIs_7 wajj-ma-n
NP NP four meter blanket buy-pf-3fp-acc.

'They bought four meters of blanket'

c. [" t..- tasD._7 sIkAr_7 sACI-A
NP NP )can beer drink-pf(3ms

'He drank cans of beer'
" ,

d. ~ t.-meter_7 bIrdlllbIs_7 wajj-A-ma-n
NP NP meter blanket buy-pf-3fp-acc.

'They bought meters of blanket'
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Though such structures are acceptable, the measure
phrases do not function as specifiers.

Moreover, in examples (81-87) above, we can also
observe that the phrases expressing units of measurement
do not truceplural markers. The ungrammatical sentences
in (90) illustrate this case:

90) a.* L- L- sost mAlAkiya-woCC_7 arM{e_7 aAC'-A-t
NP NP three beaker-pl. areke drink-pf-3fs

b.· L- {- arat kuntal-oCC _7 bAKKaollo_7 sIbAsAb-mu~·n
NP NP four sack _ pl. maize collect-pf-3mp.acc.

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

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

91) 0.. L L-sost anat_7 m~SIla_7 wajj-A
NP NP three head sorghum buy-pf(3ms)

'He bought three individual sorghum plants'
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b. 1..- Carat anat_7 bAKKollo_7 TigAr-A-t
NP ~rfour cob maize sell-pf-3fs

'She sold four cobs of maize'

c. L- L- kitt AgIr_7 IssAt_7 inn-A-nIt
NP NP two foot false banana have-pf-him

'He had two individual false banana plants'

d. t: Carat AgIr_7bunna_7 abb-ku-ril t

NP NP four foot coffee-bean give-pf~I-her
'I gave four individual coffee trees to her'

e. /" rsost AgIr 7 C I at 7 \'mjj-A-t- - - - .
NP NPthree foot Chat-leav:J buy-pf-3fs.

*'She bought three individual chat trees'

In (91) the numerals occur together with the classifier.
The numerals alone can not be used as in (92):

92) a," C Lsost_7 maSIla_7 wajj-A
NP 1~ three h b f(3)sorg urn uy-p ms

b.* /- /-arat 7 bunna 7 abb-ku-nat.. - - -NP NP .four coffee-bean glve-pf-I-her

In the same way, a classifier alone cannot occur in the
position of a quantifier phrase and function as a specifier:

93) a ," L L-anat_7 maSIla_7 wajj-A
NP NPhead sorghum buy-pf(3ms)

* '.Chat is a type of plant whose leaves can be chewed and
have a stimulating effect.
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b ," /- -- / Aglr 7 bunna 7 abb-ku-natNP - - -
NP foot coffee-bean give-pf-I-her

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

94) a.* L- [-sost anat - oCC_7 maSIla_7 wajj-A
NP NP three head"'pl,. sorghum buy-pf(3ms)

b ," L- Carat _\gIr - 000_7 bunna_7 abb-ku=nat;
NP NP four foot _ pl coff-bean give-pf-I-her

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

95) a ," L- L-sost anat_7 maSIla - T,fvoCC_7 wajj-A
NP NP three head sorghum-pl. buy-pf(3ms)

b.* C [-arnt AgIr_7 bunna-woCC_7 abb-ku-nat
NP NP four foot coffee-bean pl. give-pf~I-her

Also, we can observe that the classifiers are
preceded by the numerals, and that the reverse order is
unacceptable as in (96):

96) a.* C ~ anat sost_7 mQSIla_7 wajj-A
NP NP head three sorghum buy-pf(3ms)

b.* L- CAgIr arnt_7 bunna_7 abb-ku-nnt
NP NP foot four coffee-bean give-pf-I-her
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It is, however, possible for the classifier phrcses to
occur following the head noun with a preceding pause.
Observe the following examples:

97) ao L-maSIla ~sost anat_7_7 wajj-A
NPsorgum NP three head buy-pf(3ms)
'He bought three individual sorghum plants'

b. /-bunna /-arat AgIr 7 7 aob- ku- naf ..- ... - -
NP NP

coffee-bean four foot give-pf-I-her
'I gave four individual coffee trees to her'

c. LC'at Lsost AgIr_7_7 wajj·A"t
NP NP

chat-leaves three foot tuy-pf-3fs
'She bought three individual chat trees'

3.202. IndefiniteQuantifi~

These are forms that occur preceding a head noun, which
is not specifiC' in reference. They include forms such as
/kulIm/ 'all'; /bIzu/ 'many/ a lot of' /mal~s/ 'little',
etc. Some of the indefinite quantifiers may occur with both
L-countable_7and L-uncountable_7 nouns. Compare the
structures below:

98) a. L-kulIm sAb-oCC_7 allAf-mu-n
NP all people-pl. go-pf-3mp-acc

'All peoples went'
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b. L-bIzu borarA_7 TigAr-ku
NP many oxen sell-pf-1cs

'I sold many oxen'

few boy - pI .. disappear-pf-3mp-acc.
tA few boys disappeared'

d. ["attIm bayy_7 al-mATTa
NP any boy fneg-come-p

IAny boU didntt comet

e4 L~att att {Amari - woCC_7 aIIAf-mu-n
NP one-one student-pI 0 go-pf-3mp-acc.

'Some students went'

The examples in (98) have indefinite quantifiers occuring
with L-+count_7 nouns. Thc;& 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-!-hio

'I gave him little VJater'

b. ["bIzu TAj_7 sAC'-A
NP a lot of mead drink-pf (30s)

'He drank a lot of mead'

c. ["attIm Afat_7 al-sACI-hu
NP any milk neg-drink-pf-1cs

'I didn't drink any milk'
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In (98) and (99) the indefinite quantifiers occur
preceding the hend nouns. But it is possible for them to
occur foll~\ing their head:

100) a. L-borarA
NP oxen

bIzu_7 TigAr-ku
many sell-pf-1cs

'I sold many oxen'

b. t.-ylga ma.lAs_7 abb-ku-nIt
1TF water small give-pf-I-him

'I gave him some water'

c. L-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

Vlhen there are articles and quantifiers in a single
Np structure the order is as shown in the examples below:

101) n. ~ ~zi ~itt borarA:7_7_7 wajj-A-hi
NP ART (ft>

these two oxen buy-pf-1cs
'I bought these two oxen'

b. L- L-yA-amado
NP ART

L-sost TAgagA_7_7_7
Qp

pass-Amado three calves

mott-mu-n

die-pf-3mp-acc.
'Amado's three calves died'
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In such structures, the class of articles occur

precef~inb triG cLas s of o..u:--ntifivrs0 But t "it is possible
for 2.rticles to follow' quantifiers with a marked pause:

102) a. ~ L-kitt
NP QP two

~ zi borarA_7_7 wajj-A-hi
ART these oxen buy-pf-1cs

'I bought these two oxen'

bo L- ~ sost L-yA - amado borarA_7_7 mott~mu-n
NP QP three ART poss-Amado oxen die-of-3mp-acc.

JAmado's three oxen died'

The presence of a pause in these structures suggest that
the articles do not occur at the same level as
quantifiers in a tree. \'Ie may hence suggest that
quantifiers,~re found under N' I t as sister of N' and
articles under Nt' I as sister of N' I • 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-w\he ~lm za sost bayy-oCC
these three boy-ip'l , pass-you are those three boy-pl
gIn yA-kya nAm
but po as-vsh e are
'These three boys are yours but those three boys are hers'

The idea in the sentence can be expressed by (104)
which has omitted the common elements that are found in
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104) zi sost bayy - oCC yA-dAha nAm zo.~----_7gIn
these three boy-pl pass-you are those but
yA - kya nAm

pass-She c..re
'These three boys are yours but those are hers'

In this structure it is the qunntifier phrase which is
omitted. The omission includes the he~d Ibayy - oCCI

'boys' "together vlith the quantifier /sost I 'three'.
The fnct that the article Iza/ 'those' is not omitted
along with the quantifier phrase suegests that it is
genero..tedat higher LeveL, In other words, the articles
do not belong to the same level that the quantifiers
belong to.

In light of this, the configuration of an NP

6~ructure such as (105) may be shown to be like (106) in
a tree diagram:

105) Czi
NP

sost bayy - oCC_7 allAf··mu-n
these three boy-pl. go-p!-3mp-acc.

'These three boys went'

106) N' ,t

AR/ ~}{"
I. »<.

z~ QP N'
these j \

Sokt I'{
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. I..-Za kitt bore.rA_7 \<rajj-A
NPthose two oxen buy-pf (3ms)

IHe bought those two oxen'

b. L-Za yA - amado kitt borarA.? mATT - A-mu-n
NPthose poss-Amado two oxen come-pf-3mp-acc.

'Those Amado's two oxen came'

c.* L-Zi kitt blzu
NP these two many

borarA_7 wajj - A
oxen buy-pf (3ms)

d.* i-Zi kitt TIKit
NP.these two few

bnyy - oCC_7 allA1-mu-n
boy - pl. go-pf-emp .•.acc.

According to (107a), the occurrence of one article and
one quantifier in an NP is accept~ble, and according to
(107b) the occurrence of two articles and one quantifier
is also allowed. On the otherhand, the occurrence of
two quantifiers in nn NP is not permitted as (107c) and
(d) demonstrate.

Based on this observation, we can state, following
Jackendo~f (1977:104), a semantic constraint on number of
specifiers in an NP:

....:.•.... : . ~. ,. "

." ." .... -. - ...• . . ~
.. .,..........•....... , ..... :.• -
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188) §~ecifier 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~a and Amharic (see/Baye,1984).



CHAPTER WUR

In this chapter I sti~llsummarize 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 grammar. Th~ discussions in the;~ ·dy were made
following the claims and predictions 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
projection line. VIe have seen that kistaninna nominals have
the potential for a uniform three-bar projection as claimed
by Jackendoff (1977) for languages like English.

At minimal projection, we found NPs serving as the
complements of derived nominalso Such comptements are
inextricably linked 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 are
non-res·trictive (appositive) mod i.f'e r-s , They include non-
restrictive relative clauses and certain NPs.

The complements at the intermediate and the maximal
levels are peripheral to the main predicate structure.

Regarding specifiers, vie have argued that these are
functional elements whose occurrence are peripheral to
complements of the lexical head of a phrase. Their function
is to limit the referential or quantitative scope of the head
in an NP. These formatives do not have the potential for
maximal projectione Hence, they do not subcategorize other
categories or occur as heads of constituents. Articles and
quantifiers are generated at NIl I and NI' levels, respectively,
as adjuncts.

The articles are entity-denoting elements wich include
determiners, demonstratives, genitive NPs, and genitive
pronominals and indefinite articles.

Quantifiers include all elements which refer to quantity
or amount such as numerals, measure phrases, classifier
phrases and indefinite quantifierse

The discussions we have had with respect to complements
and specifiers may be captured by the following rules:

•
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109) a. NIl' --~ (spec) -- NI' ---(8') __ (Nt' I)

b. N" ---~ (spec) -- (N"') --(A") - (pI I )-(8' )_Nt

c. N' ---;. (NP)~ N
Based on this rule schema, we can show the position of

complements and specifiers by the following tree structure:
110) XI '"

/!'(spec) I ,I!
! ~,

(comp ) / \ <. <;

(spec) (comp) 'XI

/\comp X
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