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ABSTRACT

This study examines the structure of the Noun Phrase
in Aari in the light of the X-bar theory of Tackenduff
(1977) and recent developments. This approach falls within
the general framework of the Extended standard theory of
generative grammar.

The study identifies the lexical category of
nominals that serve as a head element in an NP structure.
With respect to this, two types of nominals have been
investigated. These are simple and derived nominals.

Complements and specifiers form phrasal constituents
with the nominal heads. Concerning the complements
of nominals, three types of complements have been
discovered. These are functiornal arguments, restrictive
modifiers and non-restrictive modifiers. These
complements occur at the levels of N', N", and N'',
respectively.

All the complements of the level N' occur preceding
their nominal heads. .On the other hand, with the
exception of a few complements, all the complements
of the levels N'" and N"™ occur following their heads.

Regarding specifiers, two types of specifiers have
been ilentified. These are articles and quantifiers.
They branch from the N'"' and N" nodes, respectively,

In the projection line of nominal heads, both the class
of articles and that of quantifiers occur in a peripheral
position in relation to the complements.
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CHAPTER ONE

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 THE AARI PEOPLE AND THEIR LANGUAGE

The Aari people live in the South Omo Administrative

Region which is et the extreme south west of Ethiopia.

As Bender's (1989) map indicates, the Aari speech
community is found in betwecen different speech communities.
To the North, it borders with the speech communities of
Basketo and Gofa, To the Esst of it; we find the speech.
communities of Gamo 2nd Mele., Banna is 2lso found to the
south of it, On the other hand, the Nursi people live
in the west of Aari. Moreover, it is bordering with the

Dime speech community to the North West.

According to Bender (1975:235) there 2re ten
geographical tribal divisions within the Aari area,
These are Gallila, Gozza, Bargedda, Ubamer, Arggene, Sido,

Bio, Shangama, Kure and Baka.

Regarding the number of the Aari people, different
sources suggest variant figures., However, according to
the recent article of Bender (1989:2) "There were about
32,000 speakers in sbout 197C: with natural increase the

number should be close to 50,000 in 1289."

Unlike their pastoralist neighbours most of the Aeri

people are farmers. Eut there are also a few Aaris whofrun



the local mill and handicrafts. These too practise

farming as their secondsry job (Ford, 1¢65:19).

The speech community of Aari call themselves Aari,
whereas thelr langusge " Aari-~-8f" which literally mesans
mouth of Aari. Diffcrent speech communities also refer
to their langusge by different names., The names are Ari,

Are, Aro, Bako, Bio and Shanqillinnys (Bender, 1289:2),

In this work, the name "Aari" is used to designate
the people as well as their lenguage. It is chosen for
two ressonss: (i) To keep consistency. In most of the
previous works it has been used in the same manner.

(ii) It is easily interpreted.

t;geﬁte‘f
The Aari languageh with the longuages called Hamer

and Dime, forms the South Omotic or Aroid group.
Furthermore, as Ford (1S85:1) suggests within the language
in question there are ten dialects. The ten.dialects are
Bako,. Biyo, Galilla, Laydo, Seyki, Shangama, Sido, Wubamer,
Zeddo and Kure. However, "The mein dialect division is
between Galilla (including Gozza and Zifti) in the

North and Ubamer in the South, Separated by the Bargedda
valley" (Bender, 1989:2).

Nevertheless, according to Ford's (1¢85:18)
investigation there is 2 high degree of mutual understand-

ing among the people of these dialect areas. But Sido is
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the common denominator for all the dialects of Aari, 1In
other words, Sido is the dialect which csn readily be
understood by the majority of the people. Fortunately,

the study data base of the present study is this dialect.

The phonemic inventory of consonfints and vowels is

presented below adopted from Ayalew Mitiku (1991:56 & 66),

A Phonemic Chart of the Aari Consonants

Bilabial Alveolar Palatal Velar Uvular Glottal

Stops vad b d g
vl t ' k q ?
Implosive B D
Fricatives vd z 2
vl P 8 X
Affricates wvd a?
vl 1° g
Glottalized vl s' '
Nasals m n
Tat, 1
Liquids
Trill r

o e o P e e s

Semi-vowels W Y




Phonemic Chazt of Vowles

Front Central Back

Short long short 1long breathy short long

High i o u u:
. o] 0:

mid e e

low a a: A

1.2, Previous Linguistic Investiggiiggg

The grammar of the Aari language, like the grammer
of the other languages of the Aroid group, is not well
known., However, some attempts have been made to study the
language. This includes the works of Cerulli (1956),
Leslau (1958), Greenberg (1966), Fleming (1673, 1976),
Bender (1975, 1989), Alemayehu (1981), Bizuwork (1983),
Ayalew (1984, 1991), Ford (1985), Temam (1986), Daniel
(1987, 1991), Namsi (1888), Wedekind (198¢), and Hagward
(1990).

The works of these investigators can be classified
into two groups. These are (i) the works that mention
the Aari language either in comparison with other languages
or make some remarks about it. (ii) The works that focus

only on the language in question.



The first group comprises the works of Cerulli (1956),
Leslau (1958), Greenberg (1966), Fleming (1973 & 1976),
Bender (1975, 1689), Alemayehu (1981), Bizuwork (1983),
Ayalew (1984), Ford (1985), Namsi (1988), and Wedekind
(1989). Although these works do not concentrate mainly
on the Aari langusge, they may contribute to our knowledge

of it,

On the other hand, the second group consists of the
works of Temam (1986), Daniel (*S87, 1991), Hayward
(1690) and Ayalew (7¢91). Tvenjthough these linguistic
investigations attempt to study the Aari language, with
the exception of some sections of Hayward's work, the
rest do not try to investigate the syntax of it. Both
Temam's and Ayalew's works attempt to study the phonology
of Aari. On the other hand, Daniel's two works deal with
the verb morphology of Aari. Since these works are not
related with the present study, it is not important to

review them in detail here.

Unlike these works, Hoyward's work which is entitled
"Hotes on the Aari Language" as Hayward himself (8990:426)
states, tries to study the phonetics; phonology and
grammar of the language. In his first section, Hayward
attempts to deal with the consonant and vowel system of
the language. This is followed by the explanation of
the nominal inflection of Aari., This includes the
inflection of nouns for definiteness, case, number and

gender,



Hayward claims that the definiteness is the most
important; since nouns cannot be marked for any of these
grammatical categories unless they are marked for
definiteness, He also observes that the suffixes '-in
(a/e)ts=n (a/e)! and '-m' signify definiteness and

accusative case, respectively.

Regarding number, he believes that Aari does not mark
nouns for plural number, rather it marks nouns for
singulative or individuated category by the suffix '-35°',
With fespect to gender, he states that nouns which are
inherently éff? Femaleﬂ] and singular in number can only
be marked by the suffix *-ta',

Hayward examines also the genitive construction of the
language., Concerning this, he proposes that in the genitive
construction the £ nitive NP occurs preceding the head
noun. In such construction the genitive marker '-t(a/e)f*

appears on the final element of the genitive NP.

In the same article, he presents personal; deictic,
possessive and interrogative pronouns of the language.
In addition to this, he tries to observe the forms as well
as the occurrence place of possessive determiners in
relstion to their heads. After he has identified
deictic and interrogative determiners, he also examines
the linear order relationship that they hsve with their

respective heads. WNMoreover, Hayward shortly treats the



function and the precedence order that an adjective and

a numeral each may have in relation to its head item.

He also briefly discusses the formation of relatives
as well as the occurrence place that relative clauses may
have in relation to their head elements. According to him,
evenhhough thele seem to be vsrious ways of forming |
relatives, the most frequently encountered type involves
the suffixation of '—inda (a)' to the tense /aspect/ polarity
formative. Regarding the occurrence place of the relative
clauses, he remarks that they often occur following their

heads, though they may also appear preceding them.

In addition to this, Haywsrd tries to investigate the
types as well as the forms of subordinste clauses of the
language. As far as this is concerned, he identifies a
few types of subordinate clauses such gs conditional and
temporal clauses. He also examines the formation of
infinitives or verbal nouns and their grammetical function.
In respect to this, he clesims that the formation of a
regular infinitive involves the suffixation of an affix
‘—inti' to the stem. Such derived verbal nouns can function

as subjects and objects in clausal structures.

In general, although Hayward's investigation with
respect to the syntax of Aari is brief, the present study

has benefited a lot from it.



1.3 The Present Stggz

As it has been noted from the discussions of the
preceding section, Asri is among the least studied languages
of the south Omotic or the Aroid group.. The linguistic
investigations that have been made in the language, in
most cases, are either comparative or descriptive or else
limited to the pponological and morphological aspects of
the language. The syntactic component of its grammsr,
particularly the structure of the noun phrase, has almost

not been studied,

Unlike the previous studies the present study limits
its scope to the study of the structure of the noun phrase
in Aari. By doing this, the study assumes to fulfil the
following goals:

(i) It may serve as a base for those who study further

the structure of the noun phrase in the language.

(ii) It can be used as data for the comparative study of

Omotic/specifically for the Aroid languages.

(£ii) It may also serve for typological classification

of languages.

(iv) The study may contribute its share to the study of

YUniversal grammar,

The data for the study is elicited from the native

speakers of Asri who are mainly of the Sido dislect that



is spoken in the region called WMetser. The resesrcher
has consulted the native speakers of the language by

being in the area for several months.

1.4, Eheoretical Framework

The theory that is adopted for this study is‘known
as the Extended Standard Theory of generative grammar.
This theory came out in the works of Chomsky (1970, 1972,
1973, 1976 ) and Emonds (1976). It is a modification

of the Standarad Theory of the Aspects model (1965).

As far as the Extended Standard Theory (E.S.T) is
concerned, as in the case of the Standard Theory of
Aspects, a grammar of a language consists of various sub-

components of the rule system. These are:

-(i) Lexicon
(ii) Syntax
(a) categori al component
(b) transformational component
(iii) PF (Phonetic Form)
(iv) LF (Logical Form) (Chomsky, 1986:5).

The lexicon and the categori al components together
form the base component. The rules of the base component
generate deep structures. On the other hand, the base
component together with the transformationsl component

form the syntactic component. The rules of the syntactic



component (i.e. rules of (i) and (ii 2 & b) gcnerate surface
structures. Such surface structures are assigned phonetic
and semantic representations by the rules of PF and IF,

respectively.

Since the focus of this study is the NP structure,
attention shall be drawn to the syntactic component. As
mentioned previously, the syntactic component comprises the

lexicon, the transfrrmational and the categori al components.

I. Lexicon: This component is the repository of all
the words or formatives of a language. It contains s
lexical entry for each individusl formative, "The lexical
entry for any given item should contain all and only sach
information as is idiosyncractic to the item concerned®
(Radford, 1988:350). 1In other words, lexical entries give
a aescription of each word in a language about its

phonological, semantic, and syntactic idiosyncratic

rreperties.

In addition to lexical entries, the lexicon contains
8 set of redundancy rules which incluyde word formstion
rules, morpheme structure rules and rules of allomorphy
(Jackendoff, 1977:2-3). As Williams (1986:36) states
"lexical redundancy rules state general relationships among

sets of words."

The lexicon also comprises lexical insertion rules

with the help of which a2 given lexical item that belongs
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to a specific lexical category such as N, V, P, etc. as

opposed to a maximal phrasal categories like NP, VP, PP,
etc. can be inserted into a corresponding lexical symbol
in a phrase marker, For example, s verb can bs inserted

under V, and a noun under N and so on (Radford, 1981:41).

IT. The transformational component:- The transform-

ational component consists of a set of transformational
rules whose main role is to map the deep structure, which
is formed by the rules of the base component, into surface
structure. By the time of the Standard Theory of Aspects,
the rules of this component were not limited to the
derivation of syntactic categories, they were used to
derive lexical items as well. However, in the EST, the
role of the transformetional rules is restricted only to
the syntactic categories. 1In the EST, it is not the role
of the transformationsl rules which is constrained, but

the rules themselves are reduced to a single rule “MoveC( L

III. The Categorial Component:- The categorisl

component comprises a set of context-free phrase structure
rules. These rules have the role of describing the
hierarchical relationship of the syntactic categories of
a language. They 2l1so determine the linear order of the
immediste syntactic units of each phrasal category. This
is to say that:

The rules of the categorial component carry

out two quite separate functions. They

define the system of grammatical relations,

and they determine the ordering of elements
in deep structures (Chomsky, *1965:123).
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The categorial rules generate a set of phrase markers
which have S or § maximal syntactic category as their
initial symbol., Their process of generating phrase markers
continues until a terminal node is reached, that is,a point

where a dummy or a terminal lexical symbol can be fixed.

However, the rules of the categorial componhent were
too restrictive by the time of the Standard Theory of
dspects, since they did not @llow intermediate categories.
They rather generated only two syntactic categories: the
minimal lexical categories such as V, A, N, ete. and the
maximal syntactic categories like VP, AP, NP, etc. They
did not allow gyntactic categories between the lexical and
maximal phrasal categories, Concerning this Radford

(1981:91) says:

«eo there are no intermediate categories
larger than the word but smaller than the
phrase: eg. there is no intermediate
category larger than the noun but smaller
than the noun phrase, within the system
of phrase structure syntax, any nominal
con$tituent must either be an N, or an
NP.

The phrase structure rules of the Standard Theory
were not constrained in some aspects. The format of these
rules allows the formulation of many rules that could
generate phrases which do not show categorial relationship

with the elements from which they are derived, For instance:

a ) NP ———e—e» A VP

b) \' S ————- PP AP
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c) VP=——3>= NP V V AP V PP V
d) PP w————3 NP AP VP

e) NP w2 AP (Williams, 1986:40-41),

The ¥ ~ theory, which first appeared in the works of
Chomsky (1970) and was later developed in Emonds (1976)

and Jackendoff (1977) was meant to solve such deficiencies.

According to Jackendoff (1977:29-30) the ¥ - theory
has three main claims. The first claim concerns the use
of a set of syntactic distfnctive features thet can define
the lexical categories of human languages. Following such

features, the four basic lexical categories of a language

can be reduced to /~ + N_7 and [+ V _J categories.

As far as the second claim is concerned, every lexical
category 'X' defines a set of phrasal categories Kty ZVE,
ee. X0 The maximal phrasal projection of 'X' is related
to its head item by the rules of phrase structure schems
(2.1 ) wx? S X This rule schema is also

refined as (2.2 ) wb

~1
T e (C1) el (0 = XTI

(Cj + 4) een (Ck)' where 14 n .« 3, and for all Ci

either C{ = Y for some lexical category Y,or C¢ is a

specified grammatical formative" (Jackendoff, 1977:36).

The third clesim of the X - theory is that the rules
of grammar can be expressed by means of syntactic distinctive
features and the prime notation in order to make generaliz -~

&tions across categories,
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According to the second claim, the phrase structure
rules of the X - theory are not restricted in the sense
of phrasal categories that they allow in the projection
line of lexical heads., They permit the occurrence of
intermediate phrasal categories between the maximal phrasal
category and the lexical head from which it is projected.
This is because each lexical category of a language has
the potential.of phrasal expansion up to three bar levels.2
Fach phrasal category is 2lso endocentric (Hoekstra,
1084:24). The head element and the phrassl category that
contains it have a categorisl identity relationship.
Accordingly, the head of ¥ cannot be Yn*1. They have
also the dominance and precedence relationships. Concerning
the notion of precedence and dominance relationships of
constituents in a phrasal category, Radford (1981:83)
says:
If a node X dominates two nodes Y 8nd 7,
and if Y precedes 7Z; then any node

dominated by y must precede both Z and
any node dominated by Z.

According to the rule schema ( 2 - 1), which is
designed for English phrase structure, the head of a
phrasal category is a constituent which is one bar level
lower than the phrasal category that immediately dominates.
With respect to the rule schema ( 2.2) maximal phrasal

categories may appear as specifiers and complements,
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The specifiers can occur in peripheral positions in
relation to the complements of lexical heads (Hockstra,
1984:24). The terms complement and specifier shall be

treated in chapters two and three, respectively.



CHAPTER TWO

2. NOUN PHRASE

In this Chapter; the structure of noun phrase in
Aeri shall be discussed. Before that it seems essential
to heve a definition of the term 'noun phrase! ™A group
of words is called a noun phrase when the head word (mein
word) is a noun or pronoun"™ (Bornstein, 1977:55). According
to this statement a ‘noun phrase' is a constituent that
has either a noun or pronoun as its head. Stockwell

(1977:55) also defines this term as follows:

Noun phrases are clusters of words

in surface strings of which the
huclei are nouns. In their cognitive
functions, noun phrases can be
independently referring expressions.
In their tactical functions, they are
subjects and objects of predicatore.

Stockwell defines the term in terms of its structure
and function. According to the definition, the term
"noun phrase" signifies a syntactic structure that contains
a8 head element whose lexical category is a noun. This
syntactic structure has a cognitive and a grammatical
function. The first function is concerned with the noun
phrase capability of designating its referent without
being dependent on other syntactic units. 0n the other
hand, its latter function is related to the role it plays

either as a subject or an object of a predicate in clauses.

Andrews (1985:62) also points out that any noun
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phrase has threce main kinds of functions. These are
semantic, pragmatic, and grammatical functions of NPs,

He has further reduced the first two functions into aspects
of the meaning of sentences. This function of NPs coincides

with the cognitive function of Stockwell (1977:55).

In addition, Andrews regards the grammatical function
of the noun phrase as aspects of sentence structure, This
is rolated to Stockwell's tactical function of the noun
phrase. jAccording to Andrews (1985:68) the grammatical
function of a noun phrase is the grammatical relationship
that the noun phrase has in a given grammatical structure,
In a particular grammatical structure a noun phrase may

establish the grammstical relationship of subject or object.

In general; on the basis of both Stockwell's and
Andrews's definitions, it is possible to state that the
noun phrase in a given syntactic structure plays the role
of either a subject or an object. Such noun phrases can

be formed as 2 result of the expansion of nominal heads,

The NBs of Aari can slso play the role of a subject
Or an object of a predicate in = clause. The structures

in (1 & 2) may illustrate this issue.

((1) a) /_ 7eed - in N?7 Kay - tad

man - det. go. pf -~ 35

'The man has gone.'
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(b) Z’ﬁerti ¢*elmi-n F7 ga?da - ye
N

goat black-det . big~ is
'The black goat is big.!

((2)a) noo Zr?eed - in - am N7 deys-ta
P

he man-d et, acc. kill-pf-33
'He has killed the man,!
v
b) manamal Zrderti ¢ elmi-n«dm Sen-ta
N.
Menemal goat - black~det, ace. bduy-pf-3s

'Menemal has bought the black goat.'

The NPs in (1& & b) and in (2a & b) have the grammatical
function of a subject and an object respectively. 1In the
structure of these NPs, the nominals / %eed / 'men' and

/derti/ ' goat' appear as hesd elements.,

2.1 Nominals

e e

Since nominals can be found as the main or head
elements in NPs, it seems also important to identify the
lexical category of nominals. The label, 'nominal!
includes simple4 and derived5 nominals, Simple nominals

may further be subdivided into nouns and personal pronouns,

The two types of nominals are found in Asri. All
such types of nominals can occur in argunent positions,
such as /Nps, s/, /NP, VP/, 2and /NP, PP/. Consider the

following structures.



(3)a)

b)

c)

(4)a)

b)

c)

- 4 -

?aksi qg—te

dog éome~pf—35

'(4) dog has come.’

noo Paksi deys—ia
he dog kill- f 3s

*He has killed (a) dog.*

Yi%ala!; 2aksi - kan waa-n-am 7im-~-se
yizalk dog- for meat-det, acc. give-pf-3s

'Yizalk gave the meat to a dog.'

In the above structures, the same underlined
simple nominal / ?aksi / 'dog' occurs in the
argument positions of /NP, S/,/NP, VP/ and /NF, PP/

respectively.

A Personal pronoun may also occur in the positions
where the simple nominal / ?aksi / 'dog' occurs sas

in (4) below.

naa tila %en—ta

"y
s

She pot buy - pf. 3s
'*She has bought (2) pot.!

manamal ko-m gi?i ~ ta
Menemal  her-acc  beat-pf-3s

'"Menemal has beaten her.?

manamal ko - kaa Qoli-n-am 7im~-se
lMenemal her-for sheep-det. acc., give-pf-3s

'Menemal gave the sheep to her.!



(5)a)

b)

~ 20 -

As 1t can be observed from the syntactic
structures, the underlined personal pronoun /n??/
'she' occurs in the argument position of /NP, S/.
On the other hand, in both (4b) and (4c) structures,
the same underscored pronoun /ko/ 'her' occurs in
the argument positions of /NP, VP/ and /NP, PP/

respectively.

The structures in (5) below illustrate when

derived nominals occur in the argument positions.

ﬁgél:inti daql-ye
drink-to/drinking bad - is

'drinking is bad.!

&
noo wobe - inti na% - na% - ds
he drink-to/drinking red. like - impf - 3s

'He likes drinking.!

S
noo woc___inti  kan ag~ta
e 9

he drink-to/drinking-for come-pf-3s

'He has come to drink."

In (5) the underlined derived nominal /wod -

inti/ 'to drink/drinking', like simple nominals in

(3 & 4), occurs in the argument positions of /NP, S/,

/NF, VP/ and /NP, PP/.

However, other categories such as adjectives
and verbs cannot occur in the positions where simple
and derived nominals may occur. The following

iliformed structures may verify this point.
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dees'mi deql-ye

heavy bad is

noo kay na¥ - nad - Qs

he go red - like impf-3s.
noo  dees' mi kan aa - ta
he heavy-for come-pf-3s

On the basis of the occurrence place of the
underscored structural units in (3), (4) and (5),
it is possible to suggest that the three different
forms of nominals in Aari have the same grammatical

relations in the structures in which they occur.

As Radford (1981:48) states, concerning sa
particular category, all such nominals have the
same distributions. They can therefore be
classified into the same category of nominals
which can be defined by the syntactic distinctive

features of Zf+N, -v_/.

Nominals are one of the major lexical
categories and can serve as heads of syntactic
units. According to Jackendof?f {(1677) any lexical
nominal can be expanded upfto a meximal projection
of three bar levels by taking either complements

or specifiers. The levels are N', N'', and N''',

The N' level is formed @s a result of the

expansion of the nominal head by taking =
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functional argument as a complement. At this level, the
functional arguments establish a sisterhood syntactic
relationship with their respective nominal heads, In
other words, the complements of the N' level form a close

syntactic relationship with their head elements.

The N'' level expansion of nominal heads results in
the formation of an intermediate phrasal categories by
taking restrictive modifier complements. At this level
of projection line, we may find some specifiers too., This

is to be treated in the third chapter under specifiers,

The N''' level phresal expsnsion is the maximal
syntactic category that occurs on the projection line of
nominal heads, The nominal heads can be expanded uqto.
the N''' level by taking complements of the non-restrictive
modifiers. However; we can also find specifiers at this
level of pfojection of nominal heads. The specifiers that
can appear under the N''' level will be explored in the

third chapter.

2.2, The Complements of Nominals

In this section, it is attempted to examine the
complements of nominals., This includes complements that
can be found at the levels of N', N'', and N''' in the

projection line of nominals.

However, before starting to treat the complements

of nominals, it seems essential to have 2 definition of
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the term "complement." The term "complement"” is defined
differently by various linguists. In Chomsky (1972:52)

and Jackendoff (1977:37) the term in question is used to
designate elements that occur following head items which

form phrasal categories along with them.

Nevertheless, this specification of complements in
terms of their linear order with respect to their head
elements, has an undesirable effect. As Jackendoff (1977:37)
notes, this specification is useful for languwages such as
English but may not be for the Sov languages such as Aari.,
We cannot correctly account for the complements of Aari
based on this specification. As it is to be discussed in
the next sections, some of the complements of nominals in
Aaril occur preceding their respective heads, To the
opposite of this, others sppear following their head

elements,

Hence, if we treat the nominal complements of Asri in
the light of this specification, some of the complements
particulsrly those that appear preceding their nominal

heads would not be considered as complements.,

For the same reason Hoekstra (1984:24) prefers to use
the term "complement" for simply designating modifiers of
different kinds such as restrietive and non-restrictive
elements. On the other hand, Woonan (1985:63) considers

complements as predications which function as arguments of
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predicates. According to him, complements will usuelly
be given as structures that have predicstes which serve

them as head elements. »

Radford (1688:791) also, after having made a
distinction between a complement snd an adjunct, states
that a complement is an element which is a sister of the
nominal head. Accordingly, it is more closely related to
its head noun than an adjunct, that is the aunt of the
head noun. Therefore, Radford regards that the complements

of nominals could occur only under the N' level.

It is also believed that only maximal phrasal
categories of the major lexical categories can be complements.
Such complementc ° occur betwecn specifiers and the head
of a syntactic unit at particular bar levels. According
to their function complements can be either objects or

-~

modifiers,

On the basis of the preceding definitions, it seems
possible to conclude that there is no uniformity among

the definitions of the term "complement."

The term "complement™ is employed in this study to
refer to the maximal phrasal categories that occur,
depending on their types, either preceding or following
‘the hominal heads. Such complements,depending upon their
semantic function,csn possibly be attached to any one of

the three mentioned complement places.
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In this sub-section, we shall examine the complements
of the N' level. The complements of the N' level cén be
divided into two main groups. They are: (i) the N!
complements of simple nominals, and (ii) the N complements

of derived nominals,
2.2.1.1 The N Complements of Simple Nominals

The complements of simple nominals at the N' level
consist of genitive NFPs of source and burpose, Consider

the syntactic structures in (7) and (8).

(7)a) 9asto Z"Zr rabi_— t(a) / éféoola"7;7 Sen-Le7
| N

]\Tl N!!'
Atso sorghum-of beer buy-pf -3s
'Atso bought beer Z’ made _7 of sorghum,!

b 1 - waski - t (= raas'i wod .~ta
)  manana N4#N4T° ( );7’ §~ a _Z/
Menemal cow - of milk drink-pf-3s

'Menemal has drunk cow-milk,!

The complements of the simple nominal heads
/goo0la/ ‘beer® ang Jraasti/ 'pilkr ip (7) are
genitive NPs of sources., The genitive NT complements
/rabi - t (a) /'0f sorghum' =nd /waaki - t (a)/

'of cow' have the semantic role of specifying the
source or the material from which the referents of

their respective hesad elements are derived.

-~
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Unlike the source genitive NP complements, the
purposive genitive NP complements / waa - t (a)/ 'of meat'
and /goola - t(2) / 'of beer' in (8) below, define the
referents of their respective nominsl heads /qoli/ 'sheep!

and / rabi / *sorgum' in terms of their purposes.

(8)2) nag Zf ér waa - % (a)_7 Z’ qoli _7 7 don - Se
Nl N|9| N
She meat - of sheep buy - pf - 3s

t*She bought @ sheep for meat.!

b) noo / [ goola - t (a) _/ [ rabi 7 ;7'lsug - ta
N' NV“ N

he beer of -~ sorghunm collect-pf-3s

'He has collected sorghum for beer.'

As it can be noticed from the examples in (7)
and in (8), both the genitive NPs of source and
purpose appear with & suffix / t (2) / 'of' which
indicates the genitive relationship. However, such
genitive NPs mey define the references of their
nominal heads without this suffix. The structures

in (9) mey illustrate this issue.

(9)a) ?as'o Zerrabi_7 Zpgool_7;7 Teon - Yo
Nt nm N
Atso sorghum-of beer buy-pf-3s

*Atso bought beer lrmade _7 of sorghum.’
v) manamal / [/ waski _/ [ rass'_/ wed® - ta
N

Nl N"'
Menemal cow-of nilk dr ink-pf~-3s

'"Menemal has drunk cow-milk.,'
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o [/ [ goola7 dfrabl 7 7 sug - ta
N| ‘N’?N
he beer-of sorghum  collect-pf-23p

'*He has collected sorghum for beer.'

In (9) the nominal heads of the genitive NEs
of source and purpose e@ppear by deleting their stem
final vowel sounds. If they appear with their stem
final vowel sounds, the well-formed structures

become illformed as in (10) below.

?as'o /[ [ rabi_7/ Z‘goola Z 7 fen -~ %e

N ] N.'l
Atso sorghum—of beer buy-pf-3s
manamal [/ /“weaki_7 [ raas'i_/ 7 woo' — ta
N' E'l?‘ N
Menemal cow-of milk drink-pf-3s
Z’ /’ goola_/ [*rab1_7_7 sug-ta
N N“I
he beer-of sorghum collect-pf-3s

The wellformedness and the illformedness of
structures in (9) and (10) respectively, suggest
that if nominal heads are defined by genitive NEs
of source and purpose that do not contain the suffix
/ t (a)/ ‘of', they will not appear with their stem

finsl vowel sounds.

As one cen also observe from the paradigms in

(7), (8) and (9) above, both the source and purpose
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genitive NP complements modify their respective
simple nominal heads by occurring in the immediately

preceding position.

Reversing of their precedence relationship with
their respective nominal heads is not possible
without the structures being ungrammstical. The
illformed structures in (11) below may verify this

issue.

Menamal / [ rass'i_/ [ waaki-t(a) 7 7 woé® - ta

N| N N"'
Menemal milk cow-of drink-pf-38
noo / [rabi / [ eoola - t (a)_/ _J sug - ta
N‘ N N'I‘
he sorghum beer - of collect-pf=~3s

Based on the grammatical and ungramme tical
structures shown in (7-8) and (1l1) respectively, it
is possible to propose that the genitive NBs of
purpose and source of Aari occur in the initial

position of their nominal heads.

This situation supports Greenberg's (1663:78)
Universal 2, As far as Universal 2 is concerned,
in "... languages with prepositions, the genitive
almost always follows the governing noun while in
languages with post-positions it almost always

precedes" (Ibid). Based on the preceding discussion,
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the co-occurence linear order relationship of the
genitive NBs of purpose and source with their

nominal heads in Asri is an example of the latter
type.

In Aari such genitive NP complements have a
close syntactic relationship with their respective
simple nominal heads that form the minimal phrasal
category along with them. As a consequence af
this, in their co-occurrence linear order
reletionship, the purposive and source genitive
NP complements appear immediately precceding

their nominal heads.

Hence, the appearance of some external elements
between such genitive NP complements and thelr
nominal heads, leads the structures to be
ungrammatical. This can be noted from the
following illformed structures.

?as'o NérNéjrabi = (a)_7Aé' st'aami/ é?oolg7;7 gen-ge

Atso sorghum-of white  Dbeer buy-pf-3s

%b) noo N4'N4:ga%i = t(a)_7'§;lani_7 é%ai%i;7_7 tat-ta

he teff - of nice injera bring-pf-3s

However, these illformed structures can be
wellformed, when the genitive case m%kér /~t(a)/
"of' appears with the following adjectives. This
can be shown by the grammatical siructures in

(13 below.
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13 — bi s'aami-t (s 1 Sen-b
(13) a) ?as 0N4_N4:ra s'aam (a) 7 éﬂgoo a_7 7 Sen-Se

Atso sorghum white-of beer buy-pf~3s
'"Atso bought beer (made) of white sorghum.'
b) noo / [ga¥i leami - t(a)_/ [ baldi /7 tat - ta

Nl N"‘ N
he teff nice-of injersa bring-pf-3s

'He has brought injera / made_/ of nice teff.'

The well—-formedness of the structures in (°3)
above, cannot be taken as a falsifying evidence for the
idea that the occurrence of an external element between
the genitive NP complements and their nominal heads
causes the structure to be illformed. This is because
the adjectives in the structures cannot be regarded
as external elements that intrude between the genitive

NP complements and their nominsl heads.

The adjectives in syntactic structures in (73}
are the constituents of the genitive NPs that serve
as complements of the simple nominal heads, The
structure of genitive NPs may consist. of nominals

adjectives, determiners, etc. (Hawkins, 1080:208).

Hence, the adjectives in structures in (13) are
base generated elements. Their syntactic hierarchical
relationship in the given structures may be illustrated

by the tree diagram in (14).
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rabi Staami-t(a) goola
'Sorghum' 'white-of’ *beer?

'Beer / msde_/ of white sorghum.'

The trec diagram illustrates that the adjective
/Staami~-t(2)/ 'of white' is found under the N" level, in
the projection line of the nominal head /rabi/ 'sorghum',

It forms an aunt syntactic relationship with the nominal
head. 1In other words, the nominal head /rsbi/ 'sorghum’
forms an intermediste phrasal category N' by taking this
adjective as its complement, This intermediate phrasal
category is dominated by the maximal phrasal category N''.
The N™ nodc is found in the projection line of the nominal

head /rabi/.

The maximal phrasal category N"', that is the NP
occurring in the immediately preceding position
establishes a strict sisterhood relationship with the
N node. This N node is the one on which the noun

/soola/ 'beer' is fixed.
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Bearing in mind the preceding explanation, the
adjective /S'aami t(a)/ 'of white' in (14) tree
disgrem is not an independent structural unit.

This can be supported by using the syntactic
device of gapping. Let us compare the following

structures.

(15) @) noo /[ [rabi S'asmi - t(a) 7 /[ goola 7 7 %en-¥e
NP Opyrer N

he sorghum white-pf beer buy~pf-3s
'He bought beer Z'made_7'of white sorghum.'
b) nga /[ /rabi S'assmi - t (a) 7 szoola 7.7 gen—kl

Nl N"'
She sorghum - white-of beer buy-neg-pf-3s

*She did not buy beer Z’made 7 of white sorghum.'

c) noo Z’ éffabl Staami-t(a) 7'£;oola 7-sen—ta

Nt i
he sorghum-white—of beer buy-pf-3s
nes gina [ -7 Sen - ki
N
She but buy~-neg-pf-3s

"He bought beer [/ made_/ of white sorghum, but she

did not buy any.®

By comparing (15) a =nd b with (35¢), we can
see that the adjective /S'asmi - t (a) / "of white!
is omitted together with the elements that are found
under N' level. The elements of N' include the nominal
head /goola/ 'beer' and its genitive NP complements

that contains the adjective /S'sami - t(a)/'of white',
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This suggests that the adjective is not an independent unit
which is separated from the genitive NP, because if it had been
an independent unit, it would not have been omitted along

with the elements of the N' level.

The question now would be conserning the illformedness

of the structures in (12).

We cen account for this in terms of the occurrence
rclations between the adjectives /S'asmi/ 'white' and /lagmi/
'nice' and the genitive complements of simple nominal heeads,
This is becausc the unzrammetical structures in (72) will
be converted into grammatical ones as thesec adjectives
occur following the rnominal heads as in the following

example,

N“ Nf N"!
Atso sorghum-of beer white

Yen-8e
buy-pf-3s

(16)a) ¢a2s'o Z’éﬂéﬁ rabi - t (a)_7 Z130019_7_7 Z%'aami7;z'
N AP

*Atso bought white beer meade_7 of sorghum.’'

b) noo Zré(érgagi—t(a);7 [fbal§£Z7 [agmi 7 7 tat-ta

Nt yeyeer teff— of rqinjera AP nice bring-pf-3§

'He has brought nice injera /[ medc_7 of teff.®

Dased on the graﬁmatical and ungrammatical
structures in (16) and (72) respectively, we can suggest
that the adjectives /S'asmi/ 'white' and flaqmif'nice', which

appear in structures in (12) are independent structural units.



- 34 -

Accordingly, their occurrence between the genitive
NP complements and their nominsl heads in (12) leads to
ungrammaticality. This injturn sugpests that the close
syntactic relationship between the genitive NP complements
and their nominal heads does not allow the intrusion of

external units.

Hence, the adjectives in (73) and (16) do not have the
same grammatical functions. The adjectives in (13) serve
as complements for the genitive NP that occurrs under the N'
level. On the other hand, the adjectives in (16) function
as complements of the nominals rather than the genitives «

(see also the tree diagram (26).

Due to these grammatical functional differences of the
adjectives, the sentences in (13) and (16) do not have

identical meanings.

We have said that the genitive NFs of purpose and
source occur under the N' level. The proof for this is
again the process of gapping. Let us compare the syntactic

structures in (17)below.

(17) a) [’é’éfgoosi—t(al7 §é003§17 /1e8ni-n/ maq-ar-ta
NN ] "t AP
barley-of beer nice-det finish-pas-pf-3s
4r§r£rgoosi—t(al7'ééoolaZ/ é&agl-inZ? gina mag-ar-ki
N { ] (] P

barley - of beer bad-det but-finis-pas~
neg-pf-3s
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'The nice beer ['hade_7'of barley has been finished,
but the bad beer Z‘medeufbf barley has not been

-~

finished,!

(b) N4*§:£fgoosi—t(a)_7 §§00137d7'§gaqmi_£] nag-a r—ta é%]

N“'
barley-of beer nice-de finish-pas-pf-3s

Z’dagl~in_7'gina mag - ar - ki
bad-det, but finish-pas-neg-pf-3s
'The nice beer /“made Jof barley has been finished,

but ﬁhe bad one has not been finished,!

As 1% can be observed from the structures above,
the two identical genitive NP complements /goosi-t(a)/
'of barley' which occur in (17a), the second one is
omitted along with its simple nominel head in (17b).
On the other hand, the adjective / daqle~in/ 'the bad!
remains in its place, without this causing the

structure to be illformed.

This suggests that the genitive NBs are independent
units separated from the adjectives and that their

place is under the N'.

Cula’l 2 The N' Complements of derived nominals

In Aari, the complements of derived nominals at the
N' level include NPs and clauses. The illustration
shown under (18)-exemplifies when NEs serve as complements

of derived nominals,
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(18)a) noo N‘ﬁNéT qoli 7 é’ta%% - inti / 7 na-nad-das

he sheep slaughtering/slaughter-to red-like-
impf-3s
'He likes to slaughter/slaughtering (a) sheep,"

v) [ [katama 7 [’wuulm—lntx 7.7 daql - ye
Nl N‘f‘
city destroying/destroy~to bed-is

'Destroying/to destroy (@) city is bad.'

The NP complements of Asari modify their
respective derived nominsl heads by being in the
preceding position. Reversing their precedence
order is not possible without causing the structures
to be ungrammatical, The iliformed structures in
(19) below can verify this boint;

(19)%a) n [F[fta55 inti 7 /[ aoli 7 7 na-na&-da

N"I‘ Nl &
he slaughterlng/slaughter—to sheep red-like-impf-3s

*p) Zf[rhuulm—lntl 7 [~ katama 7 7 daal - ye
Ne N
destroylng/destroy—to city bad~is

However, these ungrammatical structures becone
grammatical as soon as the NP complements /qoli/
'sheep' end /katama/ 'city' occur preceding their
derived nominal head /tal¥ » inti/ 'to slaughter/
slaughtering' and /wuulm-inti/ 'to destroy/destroying/
respectively.

Let us alse observe how clauses serve 2s the
complements aé‘the N' level. This is observable

from the following example.
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naa é’é’kot ki?i-n aynet ad-aad - da;7-é’?es—inti_7;7
gy

she her-husband-det-when-red-come-impf-3s—know-to
zi-zig—-da
red-want-impf-3s

"She wants to know when her husband will come.'

As it can be observed from the above, the derived
nominal / fes-inti/ 'knowing/ to know' is modified by
the clausal complement that occurs immediately preceding
it.

In general, as it has been noted from
the examples, the complements of simple as well as derived
nominals at the N' level occur immediately before them.
The precedence relationship of the N' complements and
their nominal heads can also be illustrated by the

following tree disgram.

S
/‘/ \
-N-"' Ve
: %
‘N" V"
\
\
N‘" V!
NA \N
!
%
balSi 9Pits-inti wanna-ye

1 —_ 1]
'injera 'eating/eat-to good~-is

'To eat/eating injera is good.!'
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The N' complements /bal¥i/ 'injera' occurs
immediately to the left of the derived nominal head
/?its-inti/"eating/to eat' in the tree diagram.
Consequently, it forms a stirict sisterhood relationship

with its nominal head.

Following the discussjpns made so far, the
following phrase structure rulescan be postulated for

the N complements of simple and derived nhominals,

Nnv "";-

‘J’(/ Sour. - N (for the N' complements of
N ‘ simple nominals,)
Purp

N'g( { NP}‘ -~ N (for the N' complements of
!"‘ &
derived nominals.)

2.2.,2 The N'' level Complements

T e et et o S Y Y Bt et ot

The complements that can be found under the N'?

level are restrictive modifiers. These complements can

. . . 4
define the referents of their nominasl heads by supp%}ng

new information concerning their quality, size, location,

etc, The complements of the N'" 1level consist of

complements of simple and derived nominals,

Ev2ssyt The BN Conplepenss of sinple Nomipsls

The complements of simple nominals at the N'" level

include adjectivals, locative genitives, temporal

genitives and restrictive relstive clauses. wmﬂugﬁﬁ

BE“_, 11 R} f
simple nominal heads, ' Z

Let us first examine 8djectival complementq Qi :

n?f

”ﬁ»wwm¢4f
> _,

s T
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(23)a) Kata [” v é’ waski 77 / Zeymi 7 7 =zi-zig - d- ek

b)

c)

(24)%a)

*®D)

N N' N AP

They 0X red red-want-impf-3p

'They want (a) red ox.'

woota [/ [ [ aa qa_7 7 [rootml 77 ted~t—0b
AP

Nll I\II

We tree tall cut-pf-1p

'We have cut down (a) tall tree,!
2ita [ /[ [ gools 7 7 [ lsami 7 7 wol'- t - it
N N' N AP
I beer nice drink-pf-1s

*T have drwnk a nice beer.,!

~In (23, the adjectival N" complements /zeymi/
'red', /rootmi/ 'tall' and /laami)'nice' modify the
referents of their nominal heads /waaki/'or', /agqa/
'tree' and /goola/ 'beer', respectively. Structurally
these ajectival N" complements occur following their

respective simple nominal heads,

Changing this linear order leads to

ungrammaticality as in (24) below.

keta Z’[ﬂzeymi_7_7 [/ waski 7 7 7 zi-zig-d-ek
AP N N' Nv
they red 0X red-want-impf-3p

Woota Zréfrootm1_7 [ [ eaqa 7 7 7 teb-t-ot

°t N N* N

we tall tree out-pf-1p
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From the ungrammaticality of these structures, it seems
plausibie to propose that the @djectival N'' complements of
simple nominal heads in Aari, cennot occur in a head initial

pesition.

With respect to this, the ad jectival N'' complements

differ from the N' complements that have already been discuwe sed.

But, how do we know that adjectives are N'° complements ?
We can prove this by using gapping as a syntactic device,
If the adjectives are N'¢ complements, they will remain
intact, when the N complements are omitted. The structures

in (25) are given to verify this point.

(25)a) [ éféﬂpuuta ~ ¥ (&) / Sasniz 7 7 [ S'aami-n M

Nt Nt N AP
cotton.of shirt white~det.
Yen - er. %e Z’ /[ / puuta - t (2)_7 ['gaemlz 7.7
N" N e
sell-pas-pf-3s cotton-of shirt
v %.elmi-n 7 gina  ¥en-er—ki
AP

black-det. but-sell-pas neg-pf-3s.

'The white cotton shirt was sold, but the black cotton

shirt was not sold.

) [ [ /~ puuts - t(a) 7 Z‘seemlz 7~7'£(s aeni-n_/ 7

Nt N e e AP
cotton-of shirt white-det.
Sen-er-e 4’*_7 ' éfg.elmi—n;7 gina sen-er-ki
sell-pasﬁpf—Bé black-det. but sell-pas-neg.pf.3s

'The white cotton shirt was sold, but the black one
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was not sold,'

As one can observe from the two identical N
complements of (25a), the second one is omitted
together with its nominal head, without this leading
the structure to be illformed. On the other hand,
the adjective /& elmi-n/ *the black' remains intact.
This indicates that the adjectives are independent

structural units whose proper place is under the N'.

The tree diagram in (26) below, illustrates the

hiezarchical syntactic relationship of the adjectives,

N"" Ve
# |
N”‘ \'v "

fro \N ! \v
NN

punta—t(a) Sasmiz S'aami Len-er-Se
cotton-of tshirt! 'white sell-pas-pf-3s

‘A white cotton~shirt was sold.’

In the tree diagram, the adjective /s'aami/ 'white'

occurs under the N'' node and establishes 2 sister-hood

relationship with the N' node.
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In Aari, as it has been mentioned previousl%
temporal genitives also serve as N'" complements.

Observe the following examples,

&8
noo [/ /[ bal%iw7 [ kina-pak-an 7 7 na-naS-da
N‘ N' N"

he injera/bread today-of-acc. red-like-impf-3s
"He likes today's injera/bread.’
v
manamal / / gupta 7 éﬂhi-mak-am_7_7 sen-ta
;i"" I\Jl I\I"'
Menemal skin yesterday-of-acc. sell-pf-3s

'Menemal has sold yesterday's skin,!

In structure (27),the temporal genitives
/kina-mak/ 'of today' 2nd /ni-msk/ 'of yesterday'
modify their nominal heads /bal&i/ *injera/bread’
and /gupta/'skin® respectively,by occarring following
them. The reverse order is not possible without

incurring illformedness as in (28) below.

noo [/ [/ kina-mek.am_7 é_belgi_7_7' na-nad-da
Nl" N' I,"' 1"
he today-of-acc. injera/bread red-like-impf-3s
manamal [ni-mak-am/ /[ gupta ﬁ7 Sen-ta
"

N"l N
lenemal yesterday-of-acc. skin sell-pf-3s

Based on the illformed structures in (28), we
can propose that temporal genitives, in Asri, cannot

modify their head elements by occurring initially.
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Moreover, such temporal genitives cannot occur
under N' without causing the structures to be ungrammatical.

This can be illustrated by the structures in (29).

(29%a) noo [ [ gadi-t(a) 7 [/ kina-mek-am/ éﬁal§17 7 na-na¥-da
N‘ N'i N'l‘l
he teff-of today-of-acc. 1n39ra/bread red-like-
impf-3s.

%b) manamal Z’é’qoll—t(a)7 /ni-mak-am/ Z”guptq7 7 Yen-Se
N' N" N‘

Venemal sheep-of  yesterday-of-acc. skin sell-pf-3s

The illformed structures can be wellfermed when
the temporal genitives occur following the elements
of the N' level. The examples in (30) ere instances

of this.

(30)a) noo éf[féfgacl -t(a)7 5581517 7 éﬁlna~mak—am7;7 na-nad-da

N’H ‘N N!?' 1\!"'

he teff-of  injera/bread today-of-acc. red-like-
impf-3s
"He likes today's teff injera/bread.’

b) manamal [’[’[’Qoll—t(al7'[’hpta7 7 [ni-mek-an// Yen-te

'[\T" N' NHI N"!

Menemal sheep~of skin yesterday-of-acc sell-~
pf-3s

"Menemal sold yesterday's sheep-skin.'
On the basis of the illformed structures in
(29) and their corresponding wellformed structures
in (30), we can suzgest that the occurrence position

of the temporal genitives is not under the N' level.
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This is because when they are raised to the N" level,
the illformed structures tecome wellformed. Hence,
the actual occurrence place of temporsl genitives

is under the N'' level,

Gapping can also be used to support the

argument. Consicer the following structures.

manamal dfdférzergl t(a )/ é#dabsz/'éE1n8~mak an7 7

'N" Nl I\l" N'J"
Menemal wheat-of bread today-of-acc.

nad-ta
like-~-pf-3s

'Menemal has liked the wheat_.bread of today.'

menamal / /[ zergi-t(a)/ [fdabba/ 7 /ni-mak-am/_ 7nad-ki

N" N! Nlll I\‘ NN!

Menemal wheat-of bread yesterdsy-of-acc. like-
neg—-pf-3s

'Wenemal has not liked the wheat.bread of today.'

manamal [[[zergl t(al7 [dabba7 7 [}ma-makﬁay

I\T" N N‘“! I\'l'
lenemal whea t—of bread today-of-acc.
nas~te [~7 [ni-mak-am/ gina-nad-ki
‘N' Ni?!

like—pf-3s yesterday-of-acc-but-like-neg. pf-3s.

*Menemal has liked the wheat bread of taday, but he

has not liked yesterday's.'

By comparing (31) (a) and (b) with (3')(c), we

can see thet the structural unit /zergi-t(a) datba/’
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'wheat bread' that occurs under the N* node is
omitted, this showing that it is an independent
constituent secparated from the temporal genitive
/ni-mak/ 'of yesterday.' If the place of occurrence
of the temporal genitive NP hadﬁa;;der the N' level,
it weculd have been omitted together with the elements

of the N*' level. Otherwise the structure would have

besen illformed.

Therefore, the proper place of occurrence of

the temporal genitives is under the N'' level.

In Aari, locative genitive NPFs can also be
considered as the complements of N''. This can be

shown by the following structures.

(32)8)'§§na Z?Z’Jinka-t(a)_7 /[ goola/ 7 Woe —t-ay
N" Nl'ﬂ N
You Jinka-of beer drink-pf-2s

'You have drunk beer from Jinka,'
b) woota / / bako-t(a) 7 [ dabba/ ¥Een--ot
N" 1\]"! N
fie Bako-of bread buy-pf-"1p

'We bought bread from Bako.'

In sentences (32), the locative genitives
/Jinka-t(a) / 'of Jinka' and /bako-t(2)/ 'of Bako'
occur preceding the nominal heads /goola/ 'beer' and
/dabba/'breedgrespectively. Reversing this ordering
leads to illformedness. This can be®Xemplified by

the structures in (33) below.
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aana / [/ goola 7 [/ Jinka-t(a) 7 7 Wo&'~t-ay

N"l Nl

you beer Jinka-of drink-pf-28

®b) woota Z’[’ﬁabba 7 [ bako-t(a) 7 7 Len-%-ot

(34)x%a)

xb)

N

we bread Bako-of buy-pf-1p
On the basis of the illformed structures in
(33), we conclude that the locative genitives,

unlike the temporal genitives, can qualify their

heads by occurring in the position preceding them.

However, like the temporal genitives, they

cannot occcur under N' level as (34) shows.

aana ZfZ'patrl ~ t(a) 7 ['Jlnka t(a) 7 [’goola 7 7

L
you maize-of Jinka-of beer
wothuay
dr ink-pf-2s
woota Z”Z’zergi-t(a)_7 / bako-t(a)7 é’dabban7l7gen—g-ot
we wheat~-0f yjw  Bako-of yv' bread N Ntbuy-pf-lp

The ungrammaticality of the structures in (34)
indicates that the proper place of occurrence of
the locative genitives is under N''. This is
because, when they sre raised to the N'' level, as
in (35), the illformed structures in (34) beceme

grammatical.
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(35)a) @ona [Jinka - t () 7 [ [ patri-t(e)7 [goola 777

'N"' N‘i" N I\;[IN“
you jinka-of maize-of beer
wok *~t-ay
drink-pf-2s

'You have drunk the beer / made_7 of Maize from Jinka',

b) woota Z’Zﬁbako—t(a)_7 éféazergi~t(a)_7 éfdabba_7;7;7

I\i’“l N’"l N N!N“
we Bako-of wheat-of bread
gen—g—ot
buy~-pf-1p.

'We bought the wheat-bread from Bako.'

Based on the grammatical structures in (35),
we can propose that the source genitives and the
locative genitives belong to two different levels

in the hierarchical relations of NPs.

We can prove this by the syntactic device of
coordination. If the locative and source genitive
NEs belong to separate levels, they cannot Dbe

coordinated. Let us observe the examples in (36)

below,
(36)a) 9as'o Z’ZIJinka—t(a)_7'Z’['waaki-t(al72?aas'37;Z;7
Nut Nut N Ni‘ N"
Atso Jinka-of cow-of milk
wo%'-ta
drink-pf-3s

'"Atso has drunk cow-milk from Jinka'.
b) “?as'o Zrérbako—t(ﬁ%z éﬁaaki-t(;%z Z}aas'%7ﬁ?ﬁiwoglta
Atso Bako-of Cow—-of milk drink-pf-3s

'Atso has drunk cow-milk from Bako'.
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(c¢) 9as'o Z/Z‘Jinka~t(a);7 ke [Eako—t(a)_7'Z’WQaki-t(a);7

Iy et s e
Atso Jinka~of and DBako-of cow-of
/[ raas'i 7 7 7 wob'-ta
N N'DQN"
milk drink-pf-3s

"Atso has drunk cow-milk from Jinka and Bako.'

%(d) ?as'o / [/ Jinka-t(a)] ke / [fwaski-t(a)// raasi/ 77

AL WAL N N? NN
Atso Jinka—of and cov —of ' milk
wog'm ta
drink-pf-3s

As it can be noted, the message of sentences
(3éa) and (36b) can bé expressed equivalently in the
long sentence (36c¢) by coordinsting the two locative
genitive NPs. The coordination of the locative
genitives /Jinka-t(e)/'of Jinka' and /bako-t(a)/

'of Bako' does hot cause the structure to be

ungrammatical,

Hence, these locative genitive NPFs are constituents
of the same level. If they were not constituents of
the same level, they could not be coordinated without

leading to illformedness.

For example, the coordination of the same locative
genitive / Jinka - t (a) / with the N' source genitive
/ waaki-t(a) / 'of cow' in (36d) causes the structure
to be ungrammatical. This implies that the locative -

and source genitive NPs are not elements of the same

level,
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Therefore, locative genitives are not structural
units of the N' level, they are rather constituents

of the N,

The tree diagram of (37) can illustrete the

hierarchicel relationship of the locative genitive NBs.

PN
/\

|
|
1
{
]

~

NII' N
hamar tia) (waakl—t(a) Taasi
'Hamer—-of' 'cow-of" *milk!

'Cow-milk from Hamer.'

In (37), the locative genitive /hamar—t(a) /
'of Hamer' branches from the N'' node as a daughter of
it. Besides, it establishes an sunt syntactic

relationship with the nominal head /rass'i/ 'milk'.

Contrary to this, the source genitive /waaki-t(a)/
'of cow' which branches from the node N', establishes

a sister-hood relationship with the same nominal head.

Restrictive relative clauses can 3lso serve sas

N" complements. The examples in (38) are instancesof

this.,
- 9
manamal / / gools _7 [Tes'o kuz-Ze-qa-k_J / Wol'-b'e
Nll Nl
Menemal beer Atso prepare-pf-3s-Rel.F drink-pf-3s

'Menemal drank the beer that Atso prepared.!
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(b) ?ita / /¥aaniz _7 [ noo %en—ta—qg-b_7;7 nad-nad-a-it
N N g

I shirt he buy-pf-3s-Rel.m red-like-
impf-1s
'I like the shirt that he has bought,"

In sentences (39a¥b)the relative clauses occur
following their heads. Although this is the basice
order, they can also occur preceding the heads

-~ without causing the structures to be illformed,

Observe the following examples.

(39)a)  menemal / /" 9as‘o kuZ~Ze-qa-k/ [ goola _7 7 woéz¥ze
] NY N

Venema 1 Atso prepare-pf-3s-Rel-F beer grégk“
p—

'Menemal drank the beer that Atso prepared."

b) ?ita Z'Z’hoo gen-ta~qa—b_7'épgaamiz _7_7'na¥~na¥—d—it
’ s N' N
I he-buy-pf-3s-Rel-M, shirt red like-impf-1s

'T like the shirt that he has bought.?

However, such relative clauses cannot occur
between the N' complements and their respective
heads without incurring illformedness. Consider the
structures in (40) below.

(40)%a) manamal Z’Cﬁrabi—t(a)_7'éf?as‘o ku%«%e—qa—k;7
Ntee g
Menemal sorghum—of Atso prepare-pf-3s-Rel.F
/ goola J 7 wod'-¥-e
N Nt
beer drink-pf-3s.
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HTILS Lippass
x(b) ?ita édé”puuta - t(a)_?"d’no0 éenéga—qg:b:/ |
N 3 g i
X cotton-of he-buy-pf-3s-Rel-m,
LBaaniz N7ﬁz nad-nad-a-it
shirt red-like-impf-1s

These structures can be grammatical, if the
relative clauses occur following the simple nominal

heads, like in (43) below.

(41)a) llanamal éféfrabi - t(a)_7 Z’éoola _7'
Nl! N! NIII N
Menemal sorghum—of beer

/[ Tas'o kud-¥e-ga-k 7 7 wod. &e
]

Atso-prepare-pf-3s-Rel.-F. drink-pf-3s

'Venemal drank the beer /made/ of sorghum that
Atso prepared,!

b) it Zré'puuta~t(a)_7_[§aamiz 77
N''N? Nt N
L " cotton-of shirt

[hoo  Sen~ta-qa-b 7 nab-na¥-a-it

S he-buy-pf-3s-Rel-n, red-like-impf,ls

'T like the cotton shirt thst he has bought.'

The wellformedness of the structures in (41)
suggests thst the illformedness of the structures
in (40) is due to the hierarchical relationship of
the relative clauses, The structures in (40) are
illformed, since the relative clauses sre lowered
to the N' level whereas their proper position is
under the N" node, as in the wellformed counter

part in (41).
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A question may arise here. HKow can we be certain
that the proper position of the relative clauses is
wnder N ? The structures in (40) above, might have
been illfgrmed due to the precedence order rather

than the relative clauses hierarchical relationship.

Nevertheless, we can support our argument by
using gapping as a device. If the position of the
relative clauses is under the N", they will remain
intact, when the constituents of the N' level are

omitted. Compare the following structures in (42).

(42)a) [ [ [ zergi-t( (a)/ [dabba /7 [‘? as'o ?u¥-¥e-qa—k 7

NH N Nl"
wheat—of bread Atso-bake-pf~3s-Rel.F,.
wasna-ye [/ _/ /[Tzergi - t(a) 7 [éabba /7
NH NI N!"
good-is whest-of bread

l%areso Zuglge-qahk;7ﬂ7'gina daql-ye
SBareso bake—pf-3s-Fel-T but bad—is

'"The wheat-bread that Atso baked is good, but the

wheat bread that Bareso baked is bad.

b) [ [ [zergi-t (a) 7[dabba 77 [‘Zas o 2 W§-¥e-qa—k/ 7

N" N' Ni"
wheat-of bread Atso Dbake-pf-3s-Rel.F
Waana-ye /-7 /bareso ?Pus-se-qa-k_7 [/ gina daql-ye
N' 5§
good~is Bareso bake-pf-3s-Rel.F but bad-is

'The wheat-bread that Atso baked is good, but the

one that Bareso baked is bad.!
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In (42b) the structural unit of the N' level is
omitted .without causing the structure to be illformed.
On the other hand ,the relative clause /bareso 7ug—¥e—qak/
'that Bareso prepared', remains in its place without
being deleted along with the elements of the N'. This
shows that the relative clasuse is an independent
syntactic unit whose plsce is under NY, The following

tree diagram shows its position.

(43) e

NHI ) N ,b

f \ \
N0 N\ T

gag‘i—t(a) bal¥i 7as'o ?ug—ge—qa—k
'teff—of! ‘injera/bread' 'Atso-baske-pf-3s-Rel.F

'The teff-injera/bread which Atso baked.®

As one can observe from the tree diagram (43), the
relative clause is immediately domineted by the N

node, and has a sisterhood relationship with the N'.

co far we hsve examined the different types of
complements that can occur under N" with regpect to
simple nominal heads. Tet us also see the precedence

relationship of these N'* complements.



The structures in (44) below show the situation
when genitive of source, location and an adjective

phrese appear as complements of a nominal head.

(44) 2ite [/ /[ Jinka-t(a)_7 é’[gaii-t(a)_7 [ valdi /77

I\i'?“ N"@ N Nl N"
it Jinka-of teff-of injera/bread
[ steani_/ 7 Sen-t-it
AP NT
White buy-pf-1s

'I have bought white injera/bread /made/ of teff
from Jinka,'

In structure (44) the locative genitive NP
/Jinka-t(a)/' of Jinka' occurs preceding the source
genitive N' complements. On the contrary, the
adjectival /s'aami/ 'white' occurs following the

simple nominal hesd.

The adjectival and the locative genitive N'!'
complements cannot exchange their position of
occurrence without this czusing Ehe structure to be
ungrammatical. The illformed structure in (45) may.

verify this.

(45)%?ita Z’Z/Z’é'aamiﬁ7'[’Z#gagi—t (a) 7 [val¥i 7 77
A N"'

N NT [v
I white teffrof injera/bread
[Tinka-t(a) 7 7 Len-t-it
'N'!'U N"

Jinka-of buy-pf-1s.
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On the basis of the illformed structure in
(45) we can conclude that the locative genitives
and the adjectival N'' complements cannot exchange
their positions within their domain. They cannot
exchange with the N' complements too, as the

following ungrammatical structures illustrzte.

(46)xa) “?ita é’éﬁzﬂJlnka t(a)_/ Z’[’S aami 7 Zﬁbalgl 7 7;7

I\T‘l? N N| N"
I Jinka-of White  injers/bread
[ eadi-t(a) 7 7 ¥en-s-it
N"' N'l
“teff-of buy-pf-1s
¥b) tite [/ [gaci-t(a)_7 [/ [ Jinka-t(a) 7 [baldi 7 77
' N 19 N e N N' §n
I teff-of Jinka-of . injera/bread
[s'aami_z_/" den—t-it
AP
white buy-pf-1s

The ungrammaticality of the structures in
(46) indicates that it is not allowed to mix the

complements of the N°® with that of N'.

Let us also exsmine the situation when
adjectival phrases, genitive NFs of purpose and

time occur together.

(47) [ [ [ rassi-t(a)7 [*waakl /7 [zeymi] [ni-mak/ 7 de?i-ta

1\]’|l N!Iqll' AP N?l?
milk-of cow red yesterday-of die-pf-3s

"The red milk-cow of yesterdsy has died',
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In structure (47), the temporal genitive
/ni-mak/ 'of yesterday' occurs following the
adjectival /zemi/ ‘red® which is preceded by the

nominal head / waaki / 'cow,'

but the temporal genitives cannot occur

preceding the adjeqﬁiVal N complement without
leading to illformedness. This is observable from

the following examples.

%(48) Z’['éwraas'i-t(a)_7 Z”Waaxi;j:7 ani-mak_7'é'%eymi_7:7
N AP

N Nv e Nw _
milk-of cow yesterday-of red
de?i - ta
die-pf~3s

The illformedness of the structure in (48)
sugeests that the temporal genitives, like the
locative genitives, cannot exchange their place of
occurrence with the édjectivals within their own

domain, Their linear ordering is strongly restricted.

Let us also see the situation when the genitives
of time 2nd location occur in a single structure.
(49) [/ [vako-t(a)/ [/ [ rassti-t(a) 7 [ waski 7 77

N"' Nlll N NIN"
Bako-of milk-~of cow

[ ni-mek 7 7 de?i - ta
NNI N'l
- vesterday-of die-pf-3s

"Yesterday's Beako milk-cow has died."
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lieversing the position of the genitive NDs
of time and location also leads to illformedness.
This can be exemplified by the structure in (50)

%(50) / /[ ni-mak 7 [ [ rses'i-t(a) 7 [waski 7 7 7
N NeN®

NN! ‘N"l

yesterday-of milk-of cow
Zﬂbako—t(a)_7;7 deli - ta
Ni? N'!
Bako-of die-pf-3s

The ungrammaticality of the structure in (50)
suggests that the genitive NPs of time and location
cannot exchange their blace of occurrence within

the domain.

The structure in (5%) below shows when =
restrictive relative clause and an adjectival
phrase appear in the same NP,

(51) 9ita [/ /[ gabi-t(a) 7 Z‘balgl 7 7 [steami 7
N' NN AP
I teff-of injera/bread white

Zﬁaa ?ug—ge—qa—§7_7 na-nad-d-it

5
she bake-pf-3s-Rel.¥-Red like-impfls

'I like the white injera/breed /mede/of teff

that she baked.!

In (51) the restrictive relative clause /nas qué -

$e—qa-k/ 'that she baked' occurs following the
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adjective /s'aami/ ‘white'. However, exchanging
their linear crdering leads to ungrammaticality as

in (52) below,

%(52) é’[’é’gagl t(a) 7'Z'bal¥1 7_7'£'naa ?2ud-e-qa—k : 7

(53]

N" I\] N"l
teff-of injera/bread- she~bake-pf-3s-Rel~F

Zg'aami_7_7 nad-nad-d-it
AP
white-red-like Impf-1s

The illformed structure in (52) showd thadt -the
precedence relationship of the relative clauses and
adjrctives is not free. 1In general, bearing in
mind the preceding disbussions, the adjective
phrasal complements have a strongly restricted linesr
order relationship with the complements of the N',
They =always modify their heads by occurring in the

immediate following position.

Let us also observe, when the restrictive relative

clause occurs with a temporal genitive NP.

?ita Z’dféfg0081 t(a) 7’[1goole;7 [:naa ku%-%e~qa-k'7
VAR N
I barley-of beer she—prepare-pf~3s.
ani—mak;7;7 wod*~ ¥°- it
Rel—F.yeéterday—of~drink pf-1s
'I drank yesterday's barley-beer which she

prepared,"
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In (53) the restrictive relative clause occurs
preceding the temporsl geniiive. But it can also be
preceded by the temporal genitive without incurring

illformednesg as in (54) below,

?ita [’Z’Zfé0081 t(e) 7 [’goola 7 [ ni-mek_7

NH N I\"I NI"
i barley-of beer yesterday-of

/naa ku¥-¥Ye—qa-k 7 7 wod*® - &°

— v e

she-prepare-pf-3s-Rel.F. drink-pf-1s

'I drank yesterday's barley-beer which she prepared.’

The grammaticality of the structure in (54)
indicates that the relative clauses and temporal genitives
in Aari, can freely exchange their precedence reletion-
ship., Therefore their linear order relationship is

not restricted within the domain.

The structure in (55) below, shows when the
restrictive relative clause and 2 locative genitive

NP appear as complements of the same nominal head.

keta /" / /Jinka-t(a) 7[Z'dert1 t(a) 7 [ waa_7 7 7
NU N"l N N’l N"
they Jinka-of goat.of meat

[ﬂnoo gen~ta—qa*b;7;7 nad-nad-d-ek
S Nl'

he-buy-pf-3s-Rel.m, red-like-impf-3p.
'They like the gost-meat that he has bought from
Jinka,*
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In sentence (55) the locative genitive NP
/Jinka-t(a)/ 'of Jinka' occurs preceding the N°
complement / derti - t(a) / 'of gzoat'. To the
opposite of this, the relative clause / noo ¥en-ta-ga-b/

'which he bought' appears following the nominal hesad

Yz g / 'meat',

Exchanging the occurrence plscde of the restrictive
relative clause with that of the locative genitive
causes the structure to be illformed. This is

illustrated in (56) below.

®56) Keta /" / [/ noo gen—te-qa~b_7 Z”Z’derti -t (a) 7
3

N"l
they he-buy-pf-3s-Rel-m goat-of
L was 7 7 7 [ Jinka-t(a) 7 7 nud-nas-d-ek
N NOI\J" NIM NH
meat Jinka-of red-like~impf-3p.

The ungrammaticality of the structure in (56),
suggests that the locative genitive NBs, unlike the
temporal NPs, cannot exchange their place of

occurrence with the relative clauses.’

To conclude, in Aari, the complements of N"
with a few exceptions, cannot exchange their place of
occurrence. MWNoreover, neither can they exchange their
occurrence position with the complements of the N!

level.
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2.2.2.2, The N'' Complements of Derived Nominals

So far, we have seen the complements of simple nominal
~at the level N'. Now we will examine the complements of
derived nominals at the level N'. The complements of the
derived nominals st the level N'" include adpositional phreases

and dependent clauses,

The structures in (57), illustrate that adpositional

hrases serve 2s N" complements of derived nominals.
b D

(57)a) Zréfnoo kikin 7 Z’é’goola_7 Z”Wog'— inti;7_7_7 laqmi-ye

Adp et N N' N©
he-with beer drinking/drink-to. nice-is
'Drinking/to drink beer with him is nice."
b) [;[’manamel - rank_7’£’édganzab_7 thay—inti_7:7;7daql—ye
Adp N'® ' N N'N"
Menemal-from money  taking/take-to bad-is
'Taking/to take money from Menemsl is bad.'
¢) [ [/ egaa zoyr.7 [ [ misa 7 [2it° - inti 7/ 7 7 laqmi-ye
Adp N N N' N"
tree under lunch  eating/eat-to nice-is

"Eating/to eat lunch under a tree is nice.!'

In syntactic structures (57) the adpositional
phrases / noo kikin / 'with him', /menamal - rank /
'from Menemal', and /ggqa goyr / tunder tree' occur
before the N' complements which inturn sppear

preceding their respective nominal heads,
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Here, a question may be raised in connection
with the level of the adpositional phrases. How do
we know that the adpositional phrases are under
N" ? We can prove this by using the device of

intrusion, like in (52) below,

(58)=%a) Zféfgoola_7 / noo kikin 7 /woc - inti_7 7 7 .leqmi-ye
Nlll Adp N N' N"
beer he-with drinking/drink-to nice-is

¥b) [/ [ genzab 7 [ manamal - renk 7 / tay-inti7 7 7 daql-ye
NT Adp N NTNT

money Menemal-Trom taking/take-to bad-is
®c) [ [ misa_J [ aaqa goyr_7 [ tits-inti_7 7 7 laqmi-ye
Nt Adp N N' N"
lunch tree under eating/eat-to  nice-is

The illformedness of the structures in (58) can
be attributed to the occurrence of the adpositional
phreses between the N' complements and the heads.

The occurrence of the adpositional phrases under N'
leads the structures to ungrammaticslity. This
suggests that their proper place is under N' as

observed in (57).

This can also be supported by the syntactic

device of gspping. Let us observe the following.
(59)a) [/ [/ noo kikin 7 /[ /goola 7 [wol'- inti 7. 77
Adp NH? N NlN“

he-with beer drinking/drink-to
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laqmi-ye gina / / noo kikin 7 // dabba 7

Adp N
nice-is but he with bread
é‘7its - inti_7_7_7' laqmi-dak-ye
N NfN®
eating/eat-to nice. neg-is

'Drinking/to drink beer with him is nice, but

eating/to eat bread with him is not nice.’

[/ [ noo kikin 7 [ [ goola ] [wod'- inti 77 7

Adp CNTe N N' Nw
he-with beer drinking/drink-to
lagmi - ye gina Zréﬁa]jZ"débba;7 [ ?its - inti_7 7

' Adp e N N'
nice-is but bread eating/eat—to

lagmi-dak-ye

nice-neg. is

'"Drinking/to drink beer with him is nice, but

eating/to eat bread is not nice,'

When we compare the sbove two sentences, the
adpositional phrase /noo kikin / 'with him' is
omitted in (59b) without affecting the elements
of the N'. The omission of this adpositional phrase
does not lead the structure into ungremmaticality.
This shows the fact that the adpositional phrases
are independent structural units which are separated
from the elements of the N' lcvel. If not, the

omission of the adpositional phrase alone would have
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caused the sentence to be ungremmatical. Hence,
the proper place of the adpositional phrases is

under N",

The following tree diagram illustrates the

position of the adpositional phrases more clesarly.

(60) 5

N
Ad;///P\\\\\\\N' \\\\\\

Vl
?
|
N"'
noo kikin goola wob "~ inti lagmi-ye

‘he-with' 'beer' ‘drinking/drink-to' ‘nice-is"

'Drinking/to drink beer with him is nice.'

As we can ébserve from the tree disgram, the
adpositional phrase /noo kikin/ *with him® is’ under
the N" node. \WMoreover, by occurring in the preceding
position, it establishes a sister-hood relztionship

with the N' node.

In Aari, subordinate cleuses can also serve as

N" complements of derived nominals. This is shown

in (61).



(61)a)

b)

= BY .=

/[ noo leeq-d~-ink/ / /[ misa_7 [’?itsuintin7;7;7
S’ Nte N Nt N»
he-sing—impf-while-lunch eating/eat-to

dagql-ye
bad-is

"Fating/to eat lunch, while he is singing is bad.'
/[ nea ksy-d.ink_7 /[ /[ mas'ap 7 [ nabab - inti 7/ 7 7

I\I"' N N'Nl'
she-go-impf-while  book reading/read~to

wanna-ye
good-is
'Reading/to read (a) book, while she is going

out is good.!

In structures (61), the subordinate clauses,
like the 2dpositional phrases, restrict the
reference of the heads by occurring preceding the

N' complements.

Reversing the linear order relationship of
the N' complement with the dependent clause is not
possible. The ungrammatical structure in (62)

can show this.

(62)%a) / [ misa Z/Z_noo leeq-d- lngf [2itinti 7 7Jdaql-ye

%®b

AL Nd}"
lunch he—s1ng—1mpf—whlle—eat1ng/eat—to-badnls

/[ mes'ap/[/ naa kay-d-ink/ /nabab-inti/_ Z?wanna-ye
Ty 5 N NN
book she-go~-impf-while-reading/read-to-good~is

The illformedness of the above structures_can

be attributed to the precedence relstionship off@he

i\



N' complements and the subordinate clauses., It
can also be accounted for in terms of the
hierarchical relationship that the dependent
clauses and the N' complements have in the

structures,

In structure (62), the N' complements /misa/
"lunch' and /mas'ap/ 'book' are raised from the
level of N' to N". On the other hand, the
subordinate clauses /noo leeq-d-ink/ 'while he
is singing' and /hg? kay-d-ink/ "while she is

going' are lowered into the level N'.

This implies that the dependent clauses and
the N' complements can only occur under the level
of N'" and N', respectively. Therefore, the proper
place of the subordinate clauses is under the

N" node.,

This can be substantiated by using gapping.

Let us compare the following syntactic structures,

(63)a) Zﬂé"n?? kay-d~-ink 7 Zﬂéﬂhas'ap_7 Z"nababa-uinti_7l7l7
5

Iy N N'N*
she-go-impf -while book reading/read-to
wanna-ye
good-1is

'Reading/to read (2) book, while she is going out

is good."
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zfzfn?? doQn~-d-ink 7 é‘[“mas‘ap_7 érnabab—inti_7;7;7
5 N N NN
she present-inpf-when book reading/read-to
dagql-ye
bad-is

'Reading/to read (@) book, when she is present is bad.'
[ [ nea kay-d-ink 7 /[ masap_] Zﬁnabab-inti_7;7;7
N 5 N N Nt N

she go-impf-while book reading/read—%o0

wanna-ye gins Zpéﬁnaa doqn—d-ink 7/ [:-7'daql—ye
good-is but she—preéent—impi;when bad-is

'Reading/to read /a) book while she is going out

is nice, but when she is present is bad.'

By comparing (63)(s) snd (b) with (63)(c), we
can see that the N' complement along with its head
item is omitted in (63)(c), without incurring
ungrammaticality. The omission of the constituent
/mas'ap nebab-inti / 'reading/to read (a) book?',
which occurs under N', without including the
subordinate clause suggests that the subordinste
clauses are independent units. Since the dependent
clauses are separated from the elements of the level
N', they cannot occur under the N' node. Their place
is under the N'" node. This can be shown by the

tree diagram of (64).
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g
(64)
I\E‘?' V"l
o ! v
A Y
e N
noo leeq-d-ink ‘misa 9?its_inti daql-ye

he sing-impf-while’lunch' eating/eat-to -bad-is’

"Bating/to eat lunch while he is singing is bad.'

As can be observed from the tree, the dependent
clause /noo leeq-d-ink/ 'while he is singing' branches
from the N* node and establishes a sister relationship

with the N' node.

Based on Zhe discussions so far, the elements which
serve as N™ complements include adjectival phrases,
restrictive relative clauses, adpositionsal phrases,

cuvbordinate clauses, genitive NPs of time and location.

Fof these complements we can formulate two different
types of phrase s<iructure rules. Because, as it has
been ncted, the complements of the simple nominals do
not occur in the same position as the complements of

the derived nominals in relation to their heads.
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Nu- S (for the N"
(65)a) INM" e 1 N' == R.R.C 2] complements of
OC N e simple nominals,)

Temp

Adp
b) -":r( } -~ N' (for the N" complements of

Sb 04 derived nominals)

2.2.3. The N'" complements

The N'"' node is the maximal level in the
projection of nominals., The N"' complements: dohnot
have the effect of restricting the reference of the

head. Such complements are commonly called ‘non-

restrictive modifiers,"

In Aari, they include non-restrictive relative

clauses and some houn phrases.

The structure in (66) shows when the non-

restrictive clauses serve as N™ complements.

(66)a) Z"é'&1Zalq 7'[”n1 waskl  Jinks - ank 8Sen - ¥e -
IWRAAB VAL
yizalk yesterday~ox Jinka-from buy - pf -

@ - b - in 7 7 seqer-se
3s-Rel-m-det, sick-pf-3s

'Yizalk, who bought an ox from Jinka yesterady,
was sfck.!

b) éﬂéﬂmanamal_7 Zﬁklna baka-~ank sgta-qa-b- 1n7 7
N?lIN"
Menemal today-Bako-from-come pf-3s-Rel-m-det

gulta-ye
~ old-is
'Menemal, who came from Bako today, is old.'



(67)%a)

%b)
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As can be observed, the heads are the proper
nouns /yi#ala/ 'yizalk' and /menemal/ 'Menemal
which donot require any restriction, Accordingly,.
the appositives donot participate in defining their
respective heads. However, they involve in providing
additional information regarding the referents of

their heads.

Reversing the precedence relationship of the
appositives and their proper noun heads is not

possible as in (67) below.

[ [ ni waski Jinka—ank-gen—genqa—b—in_z é_yigalq_7;7
5 ’ N Y 1er
yesterday—ox—Jinka—from—buy-pf-}S-Rel—m—det—yizalk

seqer-se
Sick-pf~3s

z’é'kina—baka-ank gq—ta—qa—b—in_Z'[ﬂmanamal_7:7

s : N" N'?'
today-Bako-from—-come-pf-3s-Fel-m-det-lenemal-
galta-ye
0ld-is,

On the basis of the illformed structures in (67),
{t is possible to suggest that the non-restrictive
relative clauses in Aari, casnnot occur preceding
their heads, Howevér, they can under-go a movement
of extraposition without inecurring illformedness.
This is noticeable from the following grammatical

structures,



(68)a) ('éﬂ/'yiﬁélq_7llﬂti_7 Seqer-Se“z [‘?i waaki
N 5 1

yizalk sick-pf-3s yesterday-ox-
Jinka-ank $en-¥e-qa-b-in ;7;7
Jinka-from-buy-pf-3s-Rel.m.det.

‘Yizalk, who bought an ox from Jinka yesterday,

was sick.! .
b) [ [ [ menamal 7 [ t; 7 emita-ye_7, [ kina baka-ank
’ AR 'Sri"
Menemal 0lc-is today~-Bako-from

aa- ta ~qa - b -~ in 7 7
come-pf--3s-Rel-m-det.

‘llenemal, who came frca Bako today, is old.'

The non-restrictive relative clauses' possibility
to have an extra-position movement, without this
causing the structures to be illformed, indicates
that they are independent units which sre separated

from their heads.

Here a question may srise concerning the
precedence relationship of the appositives and
restrictive relative clauses when both appesr in

t“he same structure. This is shown in (6S) below.

(68)a) [’[’é’?eed ;7 kaiga de?i-sg-qa-b n;7_7,

NUTN N 3

man today-die-pf-3s-Rel-m
[ 7 (kim) ? es -d-jt- qa -~ b - in 7 7 galta-ye
Si ~ (him)-know-impf-J8-Rel-m-det. 0ld-is

'The man who died today, whom I know, is old.'
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(v) [ [ [ tenza 7 / fatana-n watib'e - qa-k 7 7 ,
NUINteNt g
girl exam, det fail-pf-3s-Kel.F

é’ni meS'Er—ank—g@—ta—qa-k—an_7_73arqmi—ye
yesterday-Metser.from-come-pf-3s-Rel-F-det lazy-is
'The girl who failed the examination, and who came

from Metser today, is lazy.!

Tach structure in (69) contains two relative
clauses. Those which occur immedistely following the
nominal heads under N' are the restrictive relative
clauses. As it can be observed from the two structures,

the restrictive relstive clauses appear in the level N'.

The relative clauses which occur in the position
following the restrictive relative clauses can be
regarded as the appositive clauses and their position

is outside the level N,

Sﬁch clauses dohot define the referents of the
nominal heads, since they are defined by the clauses
at the level N'. The appositives and the restrictive
relative clauses are separated by the intonational
break, The restrictive relative clauses along with
their heads form a single pause. To the opposite of
this, the appositive clauses do not make a single
pause with their heads. Rather, they form a separate
pause of their own separated from the restrictive
clause. This also suggests that they are independent

structural units,.
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The tree diagram in (70) below, demonstrates the
pPrecedence-dominance relationship of the appositives

and restrictive relative clauses.

-

(70) “////§~\\\J@
' \\ L v \
*l ~J \\‘J\ . ) ‘s
H / N ROA
ﬂ | @f
| "“‘\ b
K3 i
A T

ma.___
: ‘ni.der. o
Weman  iyesea ARy pyss W

Rel F

'The woman who died'yesterday, for-whom Menemal criedJ
is young.' ,As the tree diagram illustrates, the
restrictive relative clause that branches from the

N'" node, modifies the head that is N'; On the other
hand, the appositive branches from the-H'" and its

sister relation is with N¥% .,

Besides the appositives, some noun phrases (NPs)
can serve as the N' complementgjparticﬁlarly in
styuctures where proper nouns are the heads, Such NP
complements can occur either preceding or following the
proper noun heads. Thiz ig observablg from the

following examples.
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(71)a) [/ [ menamal 7 / as'o ~ t(a) ki®i_/ 7 de?i - ta
‘N!"N" JN‘"

lMenemal Atso-of husband die~pf-3s

'Menemal, the husband of Atso, has died.'

b) [/ yi¥ala 7_/ manamal - t (a) babane_ / kay-ta
N'l?N“ 4 N“‘

yizalk Menemal - of father go-pf-3s
'Yizalk, the father of lfenemal, has gone.'
c) gf177as o -t (a) k1?1;7 [ manemal 7 7 deli-ta

N"! N" Nl"
Atso-of-husband Menemal die-pf-3s

*Menemal, the husband of Atso, has died.'
d) [[manamal -t (a) babane_:zJ [yi‘z’alq_7_7 kay-ta

NH N"l
WMenemal-of father yizalk go-pf-3s

'‘Yizalk, the father of'Menemal, has gone,'

In (71 a & b) the NBs / 7 as'o-t(a) ki?i /
‘husband of Atso' end /manamsl-t(a) babane/ 'father
of Menemal' eccur following the proper noun heads
/manamel / 'Menemal' and /yi%alq / 'yizalk',
respectively. On the other hand; in (71 ¢ & 4),
these NPs eccur preceding the same proper noun
heads. Functionally, these NPs are similar with
the appositive clauses. Eecause, they do not define
the heads. The head items are proper nouns and

hence need not be defined.
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In some instances NPg can occur as N'
complements along with appositive relative clauses.

The following are some such examples.

(172)2) / [/ manamal 7 /[ teed 7 / ni kur as-ta-qa-b-
INRAASN AL ,N'"N" / ¥

Menemal man yesterday-here-come-pf-3s-Rel-m.

in 777 Yeqr-fe
det. happy-pf-3s.

‘Menemal, the man who came here yesterdsy, was

happy."

b) éféf?as‘o_?iéf[u7anza 7 [ kina baata Sen-Se-qa-k-angJ]
J

N e Tyree oo g
Atso girl today-hen—buy-pf-3s-Rel-F-det-

rurmi-ye
clever-is

'*Atso, the girl who bought (2) hen today, is clever.'

In (72) the proper noun heads /mansmal/ 'Menemal!
and / ¢ as'o / 'Atso' are followed by NP complements
which inturn are modified by the non-restrictive

relative clauses.

The tree diagram in (73) below, demonstrates the
precedence~dominance relationship of the proper noun

heads and their NP complements.
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N
%) TN
N“‘/ .Nuv

\ /
/N /

BAAETTEL

. Mes'rgma?g' /
j A—
Qe ed :
cmaAn

‘Menemal, the man who came here yesterday was happy.

As it can be observed from the tree diagram, the

" proper noun head /menamal / ‘Menemal' which branches

from the N" node occurs preceding its NP complement.

This NT complement which serves as a non-restrictive

modifier consists of the nominal head /?eed-in/

‘the men' and the appositive complement /ni-kur~??—ta-

qa-b-in/ 'who came here yesterday'. The appositive

complement that branches from the N'*' node also occurs

following its head which is an NP.

Fyom the discussions so far we can formulate the

rule schema for the non-restrictive modifier complements

as follows:
Vg
(74) N ————p (Ntn) - N" - ( Z Nl"_j )



CHAPTER THREE

3 . SPECIFIERS

This chapter tries to examine the specifiers of
nominals. Before going into the analysis of the specifiers
of nominals in Asri, it is important to have a working

definition of the term *Specifier™.

According to Chomsky (1986:3) the notion*specifier”
is relational or functional but not categorial. ‘There is
no category with the label 'specifier' =2s with the noun,
verb, adjectives, etc. ‘Specifiers, like the major lexical
categories; cannot expand into phrasal categorics by teking
syntactic units as complements. They are functional’
elements that can be optionally selected by lexical heads

in order to form phrasal categories.

Specifiers can also be identified in terms of their
occurrence position in the phrase structures in which they
may appear. Their occurrence place is outside the syntactic
structure that is formed by the head items and their
complements., This is why it is s=id that specifiers
usually occur in peripheral position with respect to

complements of heads.,

However, as it has been mentioned in chapter two, there

are two positions of specifiers in the projection line of
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nominal hecads., The two positions are the N'"' level and
the N' level, These two levels are the occurrence places

of articles and quantifiers, respectively.

Nevertheless, specifiers may also appear in specific
structures; when they sre semantically required (Andrews,
7085:8¢), The semantic function of nominsl specifiers
is to restrict or determine the referential or quantitative
range of nominal heads that form phrasal structures along

with them (Raye, 1986:59C).

The nominal specifiers consist of articles and

quantifiers.10 .

3.7, Articles

The term 'article' designates elements that limit
or restrict the referential range of nominal heads in
which they occur., In Asri, such clements may be suffixes
or independent formatives. They can be divided into

definite and indefinite articles.

Fedoudy nggniﬁg articles

The label }definite article' includes determiners,

demonstratives and genitive NPs.
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3.1.1.1. Determiners

IR

The term 'determiner?® is used to refer to the definite
article that refers to entities which hsve already been
introduced into discourse or hesve been already established.
Aari employs the suffix /-ns— in11) 'det' to accomplish

this scmantic function. Observe the following examples.

(75)2) Z'toyla-n 7 gatda-ye
NP

fish-det big-is

"The fish is big,!

b) éf?ans'i - n;? Wwoe'~ inti laqmi - ye
NP

mead-det drink-to/drinking - nice-is
'Drinking the mead is nice.'
. 12 : ‘
c) éfgudrl ~-s “~-in 7 zeemi - ye
NP
hyena - sglt-det, strong-is

'The hyena is strong.!

In (75) the determiner /-n~a- in / restricts
the references of the nominal heads by occurring
as a suffix. Without the determiner the nouns may

have generic reference as shown below.

(76)a) [ toyla_7 loua - gir dog - da
fish water-inside live-imp¢.

literally. 'Fish lives inside water,!
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’
b) Z‘ ? ans'i “7 wol - inti lagmi - ye
mead drink-to/drinking- nice-is

'Drinking mead is nice.!

e) [/ gudri 7 zeemi - ye

hyena strong - is

literally ‘'Hyena is strong.' or 'A hyena is strong.!

The occurrence of the determiner / - n - in /
on the nominal head that also contains a modifier, may
cause the structure to be illformed. Consider the

following structures.

(77) = a) [/ 7 eapti-s-in zeymi 7 de?i - ta
NP
bird - sglt - det red die-pf-3s

% b) [ waski-s - in ¢ elmi 7 aa - ta
NP
0X - sglt - det-black come—pf=-3s
Structures like (77) become wellformed, if the

determiner appears on the modifiers as in (78) below.

(78) a) [/ ?2epti - zeymi - s - in 7 de?i - ta
NP

bird red-sglt - det die-pf-3s
' *The red bird has died.,!
b) Zfﬁaaki g elmi - s - in/ aa - ta
NP
0x black~sglt-det come-pf-38

'*The black ox has come.!
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The wellformedness of (7€) suggests thal the determiner
/ -~ ne- in / may restrict the references of the rominal
heads by appearing on the mrdifiers if there is one. 1If
the structure contains more than one modifier, the determiner
appears on the rightTmost modifier. The following are

examples.

(72) a) nyins'i zeymi gat¥a - s'3 - in 7  kay - ta
NP

boy red big-sglt -~ det go-pf-3s

'The big red boy has gone'.

b) [/ taapti ¥ elmi  tokmi - s - in 7 de?i-ta
NP
bird black small-sglt-det die-pf-3s

"The small black bird has died'.

et als 2y Demonstgﬂtivgg

Demonstratives are deictic elementis that *... specify
which of several possible referents the spesker means"
(Lester, 1973:36~37). As far as demonstretives are
concerned; referents of nominal heads can be specified
inhgrms of their locstion in relstion to the speaker and
the hearer. 1In Aari, / koona / 'this' and /keena / 'these!
refer' to the referents that are relatively closer to the
speaker. On the other hand, /koona~%0/ *that and
/keena?o/14 'those' indicate referents of nouns that are
relatively fearther away from the speaker or reletively
closer to the hearer.15 The following examplgs are struc—

tures with these demonstiratives.
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(80) a) Z’derti -~ s - in koona?o_7/ ga?8a - ye
NP

goat — sglt-det that big - is
'"That goat is big'.
b) [/ yins'i - n koona 7 gada - ye

NP
boy - det this foolish - is

'This boy is foolish',
¢) [/ ?eed - in keena%o_7 fabla-na O-n  Sen-t-ek

Nt
man—-det- those cloth—-det-acc— buy-pf-3p.

'*Those men have bought the cloth.'
d) [/ %eeya - n keena 7 galt - ek

NP
house-det these 0ld-3p

'These houses are old.!

As it can be noticed from the above examples, in Aari,
17

demonstratives are marked for number. Furthermore,
the demonstratives restrict the references of their
respective nominal heads by occurring in the position
following them. Though the basic or unmarked order is

this one, reversing this order is rarely possible as

in structures (87).

(81) a) [ koona?o derti-s-in —KP ga28a - ye
that goat-sglt-det big - is

'*That goat is big'.
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b) [ﬁkoona yins'i - n ﬁg gada - ye

This Dboy-det. foolish - is

tThis boy is foolishf,

As it can be observed from the prcceding structures,
the nominal heads /derti/ ‘'goat', /yins'i/ 'boy' and
/tceya/ 'house' appesr with the determiner / - nn~-in/,

which is a definite article, when they are specified
by the demonstratives. Following Bender‘(1989:6),
in Asri *A noun used with a demonstrative must also

be marked definite.™

In Aari, besides demonstratives, interrogative
pronouns / amina / ‘*which', / aro / 'what} and / ay /
swhose® can specify the referents of hcads as in the
following examples.

(82) a) [ 7aksi - n qminaﬁ7 kay - ta
: P

dog - det. which go-pf-3s

'*Which dog has gone away 7!

b) Zrﬁabla ara 2eyinat_7 fen - er - ta
NP

cloth what kind sell - pas-pf-3s
*What kind of cloth has been sold ?'
¢) [teeya ay 7 i B -se
NP
houre whose destroy - pf

‘Yihose hpuse was destroyed?!
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3.1.1.3., Genitive NPs

Genitive NBs consist of possessive nouns and
possessive pronouns. Such elements limit the referents
of noun phrases in which they occur by identifying the

possessor (Lester, 1971:36-37).

3.1.1.3.1. Egggessggg_nouns

In Asri, possessive nouns can restrict the references
of nominal heads by occurring in the preceding position.,

Consider the following examples.

(83) a) meanamal ~ 1t (a) derti 7 de?i - ta
NP

Menemal - poss gosat die-pf-3s

'Menemal's goat has died.!

b) Z'yi%alq ~ t (a) baala _7 Celmi - ye
NP

yizalk - poss hen black - is

'Yizalk's hen is black!'.

c) [ 7 eed - s - in - t(a) ??qa_7 rootmi - ye
NP
man - sglt - det - poss. tree tall-is

'The man's tree is tall!.
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As it can be observed from the examples, the possessive
nouns, like the genitive NPs of source & purpose  appear
with an affix / t(a) / 'of' that marks the genitive
relationship. Such possessive nouns may specify the
references of their nominal heads without this affix.
However, if the possessive nouns are used to limit the
refercnces of their heads without the affix / t(2) /

'of', their nominal heads must eppear by deleting their
stem final vowels as in the case of the heads of genitive

NPs of source & purpose. The following examples illustrate

this issue.

(84) a) /[ manamal dert 7 de?i - ta
NP

Menemal - poss goat die-pf-3s

'Menemal's goat has died.!

b) Z’yiﬁélq baad i Leelni ~ ye
NP

Yizalk-poss hen black~is

'Yizalk's hen is black.!

3.1.3.2, DPossessive Pronouns

Bach possessive pronoun of Aari can specify the
reference of its nominal head by eppearing either in a

’
shorter or in a longer form.'8 The two forms of each
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possessive prcnominal Qze the following:

1s "?i, 7ist lp wo, wont
2s aa, aant ' 2p ye, yent
3s-m ki, led % 3p ke, kett

3s-f ko, kot

The structures in (85) illustrate when such possessive
pronominals are used to restrict the references of their

hesds by occurring in their shorter forms.

(85) a) [ 7i-= 7%eeya - n 7 lagmi dak -~ ye
NP
my - house - det. nice -~ not - is

'My house is not nice,?
b) [ aa - koti - n _7 laqmi - ye
NF
your - coat-det nice - is

'Your coat is nice.!

¢) [ ke - ?abla 7/ zeymi - ye
NP

their cloth red - is
'Their cloth is red.'
In (85) the possessive pronominals appear as prefixes

of the nominal heads. However, they cannot occur as

suffixes of the nominal heads without this causing the
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structures to be ungrammatical. Consider the following
examples,

(85) % a) Zﬂ 7eeya — n - i N7 lagmi - dak - ye
T ‘

house-det- my nice-not - is
% b) ([ 7abla - ke 7 zeymi - ye
NP

cloth - their red - is

On the basis of the preceding discussions we can
conclude that the possessive pronominals can specify the
4 .
references of their heads by occuring as prefixes, if

they appear in their shorter forms.

The structures in (87) indicate when the possessive
pronominals serve as specifiers by appearing in their

longer forms,

(87) &) [ teeya 97ist 7 laqmi - dak - ye
NP
house my nice - not - is

'My house is not nice'.

b) [/ koti aant_7 laqmi - ye
- NP

coat your nice- is
'Your coat is nice'.
c) [’?eksi - kit 7 ¥%relmi - ye

dog his NP black - is
'His dog is black!'.
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In (£7) the possessive pronominals, unlike in their

shorter forms, specify the references of thecir heads by

ocecurring in the position following them. Althougzh the

basic order is this one, they may occur preceding their

heads as in (88).

(88) a) dﬂ?ist saba - n_/ steedi - ye
NP

My belt - det. short - is

"ily belt is hort'.

b) [ =ant koti -~ n 7 leami - ye
your coat-det. o niece- is
'your coat is nice'.
c) éﬂ kit faksi - n 7 ¥¢'elmi - ye
NP
his dog ~ det. the black-is

'His dog ‘is black®'.

As it can be seen from the examples in (88) the

nominal hecads /saba / tbelt', /koti / 'coat' and /9aksi/

‘dog' appear with the determiner / -~ na~- in /.
appear without this suffix, the structures become

vwngrammatical as in (8¢).

(89) = a) [/ ?ist saba_/ s'eedi - ye
NP

My belt short - is

If they



®* b) [ asnt koti 7 laqmi - ye
NP

your coat nice - is

The grammaticality and the ungrammeticality of the
structures in (868) and in (89) respectively, suggest
that if the longer forms of the possessive pronominals
oécur in the preceding position, their respective nominal

heads must be marked definite.

Hence; in Aari, two definite srticles seem to appear
in an NP. ‘However, a8 the structures in (90) illustrate,

three definite articles appear in = single NP,

(90) a) [ ?ist saba - n koona / s'eedi - ye
NP

My belt - det this short-is

'My belt is shortr,

b) éf%ant koti - n koona?o_/ lagmi - ye
your coat — det, that nice - is

'Your coat is nice?',

The definite articles that appesr in structures

(90) are determiner, possessive pronouns =and demonsitratives.

On the tasis of this, we can forward the following
constraint concerning the number of articles that may

appesr in an NP.
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An NP meay have at most three articles as specifiers.

3.1.2. Indefinite Articles

The class of indefinite article includes the numeral
/wollaq/ 'one' and indefinite pronouns. In Aari, such
indefinite articles occur following their nominal heads.

Consider the following examples,

(92) a) [/ 7ukli wollaq 7 ¥en - er - e
NP

mule one sell-pas-pf-3s

A mule was sold'.,

b) [ ?eed wollaq 7 aa - ta
NP

man one come-pf-3s

'A man has conme'.

c) é’yins‘i ayere 7 kur aad - inti zi-zig-da
NP

boy any here come~to red-want-impf.

'Any boy wants to come here'.

d) noo [/ ?eeya ayere 7 nad -~ ay
NP
he house any like - neg-impf.

'He doesn't like sany house'.



As it can be noticed the numeral /wollaq / 'one®
and the indefinite pronoun /ﬁyere / ‘'sny' are used to
svecify the references of nominal heads in (€2 a & b)
and in (92 ¢ & d),respectively. Esach of these indefinite
article, as Bornstein (1977:236) states concerninz the
indefinite article of English, indicateé that the
reference of nominal head with which it appears is any

ohe member of a general class,

3.2, Quantifiers

B T T e .t S

".. quantifiers are modifiers which combine with
nouns to produce expressions whose reference is thereby
determined in terms of the size of the set of individuals
or in terms of the amount o@%ubstance that is being
referred to" (Lyons, 1977:455). In other words,
quantifiers are grammstical formstives which restrict
the referent of a head noun idterms of its quantity
or size.Quantifiers may also be divided into definite

and indefinite.

3.2.1. Definite quantifiers
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Definite cuentificrs are elements that can be
involved in specifying the referents of nouns to some
amounts. The amount or size may be quantified directly
by counting it or by using units of mecasuremcnts. For
this, numerals, measure phrases and classifier phrases

can be used.
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3.2.1.1. Numerals

The label 'numerals"siznifies cardihal nunbers which
can indicate the smount of entitics that may be figured

out by direct counting. Observe the following examples.

(¢3) a) [ mat? makken 7 kay - t - ek
| NP

woman three go — pf - 3p

"Three women have gone'.

b) [/ qoli gqastan 7 ra -t - ek
NP |

sheep two - come-pf-3p
'*Two sheep have come'.

c) [’?aapti donq_7 s2qa - zan doan - % - ek
NP
bird five tree — on sit - pf - 3p

'Five birds have sat on a tree '.

In the structures in (93), the cardinal numersls
/ makkan / 'three’, /qastan/ 'two' and /donq/ *five!
determine the amount of the respective head nouns by
occurring following them, Reversing this order leads to
ungrammaticality. This is observable from the following
examples.
(94) = a) [ makkan ma_7 kay - t - ek

NP
three woman go-pf-3p
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% b) Z’qastan qoliﬁg aa-t-ek

two  sheep come-pf-3p

Pased on the ungrammatical structures in (94), we
can conclude that the cardinal numerals can only follow

the head.

In Aari, if the cardinal numerals are used to
determine the amount of definite plural head nouns, the
determiner plural marker / - na®&- ina/‘may be fixed |
to them as a suffix rather thaﬁi%he heads. This is

shown in the following examples.

(95) =a) Zf&ins'i qastan - in - a / =8a - t - ek
NP

boy two -~ det - p come - pf - 3p
'The two boys have come'.
b) [ ?enza mekken - in - a / Qeep - t - ek

NP .
girl three-det-p weep-pf-3p

"The three girls have wept'.
c) [/ 7eapti dong-in-a 7 pee-t-ek

NP
bird five-det.p . fly-pf-3p

'The five birds have flown away'.

The determiner plurel marker / - naa- ina / cannot
ve suffixed to the head nouns with the presence of the
cardinal numbers. The following illformed structures

may verify this,
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(96) % a) é‘ yins'i — n - a qastan / a8s - t - ek
NP

boy-det.p. two come-pf-3p

¥ b) /7 anza - n - a makkan 7 ?eep -t - ek
NY
girl -~ det - p three weep-pf-3p

Suffixing the article to both numerals and their
heads is not possible without causing the structures to

be illformed. Consider the following examples.

(87) % a) Z’yins'i - n -—-a gqasten - in - a_7 aa - t - ek
NP

boy — det - p two - det - p come~pf-3p
®* b) [ fanza-n-a makkan - in - a7 <7eep - t - ek
NP

girl-det-p. three-det-p weep-pf-3p

% C) Zf?aapti-n-a donq~in~aN7 pee — t - ek
¥

bird-det-p. five-det-p  fly-pf-3p

Based on such examples, we can propose that the
determiner plural merker / - naa- in a /cannot be
suffixed simultaneously to both the numerals and their

heads.

The cardinal numerals behave like nominals, since
they too are inflected for definiteness. They may also

share some features with the nominals. They can,
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for example, function either as subjects or objects of

predicates, Consider the structures in (98) below.

(98) a) [ aastan - in - a 7/ Peep - t - ek
NP

two - det-p weep-pf-3p

'*The two have wept',

b) nag Z—donq -in - a -m/ deys - ta
NP
she five-det-p-acc. kill-pf-3s

'She has killed the five'.

In (98) the cardinal numerals /qastan-in-a/ 'the
two' and /donq-in-a-m/ 'the five' function as a subject

and as an object, respectively.

3.2.1.2. Measure phrases

Measure phrases are noun phrsses with nominal heads
that signify things which can be employed as units of
measurement., The measure phrases, unlike the cardinal
numerals; are used to restrict the amount of the referents

of both [+ count / and / - count:7 nouns.

This is noticeable from the following examples:
(ec) a) Z- goola Zﬂgusi qastan_7;7 woc® - t - it
NP NF
beer calabash - two drink-pf-1s
*I have drunk two calabashes of beer',
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b) é‘faas'i Zﬁburg' uqa donq _7;7 Yen - t - ot
NP NP

milk glass five buy-pf-1P

'‘We have bought five glasses of milk"'.

c) noo [/ qolma Z‘barat makkan / 7 kit doqe
NP NT

he cattle pen three his has
'He has three pens full of cattle®.
d) [/ Patir /[ reaa <?ooyidi 77 ¥%en - t - ay

NP NP
maize barn four buy-pf-2s.

Yol have sold the maize of the four barns',

e) Z’ggqa [/ kindi tamma 7 7 ?ab - t -~ o%
NP NF ‘

tree cubit ten get-pf-1p

'We have got ten cubits of wood.!

In (99), the measure phrases, which are in the
innermost brakets, consist of units of measurement

that are quantified by numerals.

In Aari;, a means of transportation can also serve
as a unit of measurement in the case of measure phrases.

This is observable in (100) below.

(100) =) kets Zfzergi é’makina makkan_7;7 kad - t-ek
NP NP
they wheat lorry three distribute-pf-3p

'They have distributed three lorry-loads of wheat'.
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b) naa [ patir [ heya qastan 7 7 sen - ta
P NP

she maize  donkey two buy-pf-3s.

QShe has bought two donkey-loads of maize'.

As it can be noticed from the structures in (99 &
100), the messure phrases occur in the position following
the heads. However, the reversc order is also possible

as in (101) below.

(101) =a) [[gusiﬂ astan_/ 7;aola_7 Wol'— t ~ it
NP NP

calabash - two beer  drink-pf-1s

'I have drunk two calabashes of beer®.

b) éf(fbarat makkan 7 qolma 7 kit doge
NP NP

pen three cattle his has
'He has three pens full of cattle'.
c) keta / / mekina nakkan 7 zergi 7 ka¥ ~t—ek
NT NP
they lorry three  wheat distribute-pf-3p
'They have distributed three lorry-loads of

wheat,?'

On the basis of the structures in (9¢ - 101), we
can conclude that the measure phreses, in Aari, can

exchange their positions with their heads.



On the other hand, the numerals that occur in the
innermost brackets donot cxchange their positions with
their heads that serve as units of measurcment. As
it can be observed from the above exzmples, the numerals

are consistently preceded by their heads,

3,2.,1.3, ggassifier Fhrases
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Classifier phrases, like measure phrases, are noun
phrases. BDesides, as the measure phrases, they consist
of a head noun and a numeral that quantifies the head.
However, the heads of the classifier phrases are not
the same as those of the measure phrases. As Lyons
(1977:462) remarks, they are nouns that serve the

function of individuation 2nd enumeration.

In Aari, the classifier phrases are used to
specify the referents of / - count / nouns. The following

are representative examples.

(102) a) noo é@atir é’mata ?o0yidi 7 7 ted — ta
N N -
he maize head four cut-pf-3s

'He has cut four heads /cobs / of maize'. or
*He has cut four ears of maize'.
b) naa /[ buna / ?api donq /_7 zi-zig-da

NP NP
she coffee Dbean five red-want-impf-3s

'She wants five beans of coffee.!
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c) woota / rabi / mata qasten 7 7 Yen - t - ot
NP NP

we sorghum head two buy-pf-1p

'Wle have bought two heads of sorghum,'

In the structures in (102) the classifier phrases
/mata ?ooyidi / 'four heads' / 9epi dong / 'five beans'
and /mate qastan / '"two heads' restrict their
respective heads by occurring following them. But
they can also occur preceding them. Consider the

structures in (103) below.

(103) a) noo Zfé—mata ?ooyidi 7 patir_/ ted - ta
NP NP

he head four maize cut-pf-3s

"He has cut four hesads (cobs) of maize'., or’

'He has cut four ears of maize.®

b) naa / /[ 7api donq_7/ buna 7 zi-zig ~ da
NP NF

she bean five coffe red-want-impf-3s

'She wants five beans of coffee,!

However, the omission of the numerals from the
classifier phrases causes the structures to be

ungrammatical as in (104) below.
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(104) % a) noo /patir [ mate 7 7 ted - ta
NP NP

he maize head cut-pf-3s
% b) neg éﬂbuna é’?api_7:7 zi-zig-da
N N

she coffee bean red-want-impf-3s

The ungrammaticality of the structures in (104)
suggests that classifier phrases cannot modify their

heads without the numerals.

On the other hand, the cardinal numerals cannot
alone specify the amount of the Items desighated by
the nouns. Observe the illformed structures in (105).
(105) % a) noo /[ patir [/ 9ooyidi 77 teé - te

NP NP
he maize four cut-pf-3s
# b) nag /[ ouna Z’donq;7_7 zi - zig - da
NP NP

she coffee five red-want-impf-3s

The illformedness of the structures in (105),
suggests that the nominal heads of the numerals must

appear in all the structures of such types.
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322 Indefig}te Quantigiers

Indefinite quantifiers refer to elements that
show the quantity of nominals in non-specific terms,
These include forms like / mers / 'some', / bedmi / ' a
lot of or many', / muda / ‘all', / tokmi’®/ ' few',
etc. Some of such indefinite quantifiers may occur
with both /[ + count 7 and /- count 7 nouns. Consider
the exampies in structures (106) and (107).

(106) a) [ gespti muda_/ pee~t-ek
NP
bird all fly-pf-3p

'All the birds have flown away',
b) [/ mas'ap bedmi_7 tay-t-it

NP
book meny receive~pf-1s

'T have received many books',
c) éfyins'i tokmi 7 gaba kay-t-ek
NP

boy few market go-pf-3p

'Few boys have gone to the market',

d) Z’gudri mers_7 deys - t - ot
NP

hyena some kill-pf-1p

‘We have killed some hyenas.!

In the structures (106), the indefinite quantifiers
/muda/ 'all', /bedmi/ 'many', /tokmi/ 'few' and /mers/

'some' occur with / + count / nouns.
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The opposite is shown in structures (107) below.

(107) a) keta ngoola'bzdm1_7 wo ¥2k—ek
NP i

they beer mueh drink-neg-pf-3p
'They did not drink much beer’,
b) woota Z’gey mersu7 sen - t - ot
NP
we ‘sugar some buy-pf-1p
'We have bought some sugar.!
c) ?ite [kuri bedmi_7 it® - t - it
NP
1 honey - a lot of/much e2t - pf = 1s
'I have eaten 2 lot of/much/ honey.!'
d) éfgini mers_7 Yen - er - ta

NP
butter some sell-pas-pf-3s

"Some butter was sold.'

As it is shown, the indefinite quantifiers/mers/
'some' and Ybedmi/ 'a lot of/much' are used to show the

amount of / + count / nouns as well as / - count / nouns.

In all these structures, the indefinite quantifiers
occur following their respective heads. Reversing
this order leads to ungrammaticality. This is observable

from the following examples,
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(108) = a) Z’qua Paapti _7'pee—t—ek
NP
all bird fly-pf=3p

% b) / tokmi yins'i_7 gaha kay - t - ek

NP
few Dboy marketgo - pf - 3p

® c) fPita /[ bedmi kuri_ 7 7it5-t-it
NP

I a lot of/much-honey eat-pf-1s

The illformedness of these structures suggests that
the indefinite quesntifiers cannot occur preceding the

head,

In Aari, more than one quantifier cannot appear
simultaneously in an NP. The following ungrammatical

structures may verify {his.

(109) = a) [ Twaaki tamma bedmi_7 de?i - t - ek
NP

0X ten many die - pf - 3p

% b) Z’yins'i gastan tokmi_/ gaba kay - t - ek
NP
boy two few market - go-pf-3p

On the basis of the illformed structures in (109), .
we can propose the following constraint regarding the

number of quentifiers that may =appear in an NP?
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(110) Quantifier Constraint

The number of quantifiers that cen appear in a

single NP is one.

The structures in (111) indicate the precedence

relationship between quantifiers and articles as they

appear in an NT.

(111) a) [/ [ keena-n_7// %alpa/ [ mekkan-in-a 7 7 7

NP Av ¢ NP NP Q
these-acc. knife three-det-p
23b-t-it.
get-pf-1s

'T have got these three knives.'

v) [ [ keena %0_7 [ [ derti 7 [/ vedmi-n-a 7 7 7

NP Art NP NP Q
those goat many-det-p
Lon-er-t-ek
sell-pas-pf-3p

'Those many goats were sold.'

c) [ [ kit 7 [ [ koti 7 [‘qastan—inma_7;7;7
Q

NP Art NP NP
his coat two-det-p
lagm-ek~e
nice-3p-are

'His three coats are nice.,'
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4) [ [ keena manamal - t(a[j? L [ vaada 7 /dong -
NP Art NP NP Q

these menemal-poEsSs . hen five =

in-a 7.7 7 Yelm-ek-e

det-p black-3p are

‘These five hens of Menemal's are black.'

As shown in structures (111), unlike in languages.
such as English and Amharic, with the exception of the
determiner, the class of articles and quantiflers do
not appear on the same side with respect to the nom1nal

heads. They occur in the positions preceding and
following the head. The articles, excluding the

determiner, occur preceding the head whereas the

quantifiers occur following ita

Though this is the basic order, both of them may

occur following the head as in the structures (112) below.

(112) a) [ ?2alpa keena-m makkan - in - &/ ?ab-t-it-
NP
knife these-acc. three-det-p get-pf-ls

'T have got these three knives.!
b) /{koti kit qastan - in - a;7 lagm-ek-e
NP
coat his two-det-p nice-3p~are

'‘His two coats are nice.'

Except the detexminer the articles occur following
the head in the structures in (112) and preceding the

quantifiers.
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The class of quantifiers carnot occur following
the class of articles and preceding the nominel heads
without causing illformedness. The ungrammatical

structures in (113) may verify this issue.

(113) * a) ZT kaeena—m;7 }1ZE§kkan - in - 5;7
NP Art Q

these-ace three~det-p

[?alpa 777 7ab-t-it.

knife get-pf-1sg

* Y)L /[ keenao] [/ [bedmi - n - a7
HP Art Q
those many-det-p

[dertijj] gen - er - t - ek

NP
goat sell-pas~pf-3p.

* ¢) [ [keena manamal -t (a)7 £ [ dong-in-a 7
NP Art Q

these menemal-poss five-det-p

-&r%aaﬁéjtj{j7 & elm-ek-e
NP

hen hlack-3p-are

The illformedness of the structures in (113)
indicates that the articles and the quantifiers cannet
o¢cur together preceding the head.

The ungrammaticality of the structures may be
attributed to the hierarchical relationship of
quantifiers rather than their precedence relation. In
Aeri, quantifiers may not appear at the same level where

articles occur. Consequently, the raising of
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quantifiers to the level where articles occur leads to
illformedness. In other words, quantifiers and articles
donot fall in the same level of projection. We may
assume that quantifiers and articles can be found in the
levels of N" and N"', respectively, This assumption-

can be supported by using gapping as a syntactic test,

Compare the structures in (114) below.

(114) a) keena derti makkan-in-a aant-ek-e keena?o derti
these goat three-~det-p yours-3p-are those goat
makkan-in-a gina 7ist-ek e
three~det-p but mine-3p-are
*These three goats are yours, but those three

goats are mine'.

b) keena derti makkan-in-a aant-ek-e keena?o
these goat three-det-p yours-3p-asre those

[~/ eina 1ist - ek - e

but nine-3p-are

'These three goats are yours, but those are

mine'.

By comparing (114a) with (114 b) we can see that
the messsage of (1l4a) is paraphrased by (114b), where the
common element is deleted. The ommission of the units
/derti makkan-in-s/ "three goats' without incurring
illformedness; suggests the following two points. The
first one is that the quantifier /makkan - in - a /

'three' is deleted together with the nominal heed
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/derti / tgoats' which forms the intermediate category
/derti makkan - in - a / 'three goats'. This means

that the position of the quantifiers is under the N".

The second point is that the article /keenato /
tthose' is not deleted along with the units of the N'.
This implies that the position of the articles is not

wnder N¥, rather it is under the next higher level,

which is N%'.

Besed on this, the precedence - dominance relation-
ship of the articles and the quantifiers in (115) may be

illustrated by the tree diagram in ( 118

(115) Z‘Z'manamai - t(a) 7 [ [ derti_ 7 é“qastan_7_7_7

NP Art NF NP Q
. menemal-poss. goat two

de?i - t — ek

die - pf - 3p

'Menemal's two goats have died.'



s P0G -

(116) S

NN
| VAN \,

N? Q
manamal-t(a) ‘
"Venemal'poss’', \
! qastan -
N
/ " two! defi-t-ek
I 'die-pf-3p.
derti
togoat!

"Menemal's two goats have died.'’

As it can be observed from the tree diasgranm, the
article / manamal. - t(a)} *menemal's' establishes a sister
relationship with the N". On the other hand, the
quantifier Jgastan / 'two' that branches from the N"
forms a sisterhood relationship with the NP /derti/

'zoat' by occurring following the head.

Finally, it seems essential to state the number of
specifiers that may appear in an NP. As can be recalled,
constraints in (91) and in (1°0) discuss the number of

articles and quantifiers that may appear in an NT,
respectively. Based on these two cons traints, we can
formule te a general specifier constraint.

(117) Specifier constraint.
The number of specifiers that can appear in an NP

is at most three articles and one quantifier.
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4. CONCLUSION

In this study an sttempt is made to examine the

structure of the noun phrase in Aari,

As it has been mentioned in chapter one, the study
is based on the X-bar theory of Jackendoff (1977) and
recent developments. According to this theory every
lexical category has the potential to expand uniformly
upto a maximal of three bar levels by taking complements

and specifiers,

In chapter two we have seen that lexical nominals,
which consist of simple and derived nominals, can serve
as heads of NPs. The nominals of Aari can be projected
up to three bar levels by taking either compiements or

specifiers,

Regarding complements, it was found that complements
which are syntactically bound to their heads, occur
immediately preceding them and form the minimal phrasal

category.

We have also observed thet the complements of the
level N' are of two types. These are the complements of
simple and derived nominals. The complements of simple

nominals at the level N' include source and purposive
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genitives. On the other hand, the complements of derived

nominals at N', consist of NPs and clauses.

The complements of the level N' are referred to as
functional arguments, since they are closely tied to
their heads and establish a sister relationship with

them in tree structures.

We have also seen the complements that occur at the
level N'. The complements of this level sre restrictive
nodifiers. These complements can restrict the references
of their heads by providing rew informstion., They form

the intermediate phrasal category N' with the head N'.

The complements of the level N' are of two types.
They are: (i) the N" complements of simple nominals and
(II) the N' complements of derived nominals. The N"
complements of simple nominals comprise adjectivals,
locative genitives, temporal genitives and restrictive
relative clauses. With the exception of the locative
genitives all these complements occur in the position

followihg their respective heads.

The N" complements of derived nominals consist of
adpositional phrases and dependent clauses. Both

complements occur preceding their heads.

The complements that occur in the maximal projection

line of nominal heads are non-restrictive (appositive)
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modifiers. Such complements donot provide new information
concerning the referents of their heads. The non-
restrictive modifiers of Aari include non-restrictive
relastive clauses and some NPs. TExcluding some NRs, all
the non-restrictive modifiers occur following their heads.
Certain NBEs, however, occur either preceding or following

their heads.

Regarding specifiers, we have observed that there
are two types of specifiers., These are articles and
quantifiers. The class of articles and quantifiers are
used to limit the refeﬂ;tial and quantitative range of

nominals with which they appear, respectively.

Concerning the articles, two types of articles are
recognized. Those are definite and indefinite articles.
The class of definite articles comprises determiners,
demonstratives and genitive NPs of possession. On the
other hand, the indefinite article includes the numeral

/wollaq/ 'one' and indefinite pronoun /ayere/ 'any'.

The quantifiers of Aari are considered as they
consist of definite snd indefinite quantifiers. The
former clsss of quantifiers comprises numerals, measure
and classifier phrases. On the other hand, the latter
class of quantifiers includes forms like /mers/ ‘'some',
/bedmi/ 'a lot of or meany', /muda/ 'all', /tokmi/ *few"

ete.
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In chapter three it was shown that the class of
articles and quantifiers belong to two different levels
in the projection line of nominal heads., The class of
articles and quantifiers occurs at the levels of N™

and N",respectively.

Regarding the occurrence position of specifiers
in relation to complements, they usually occur in a

peripheral place.

The general precedence relationship of specifiers

with complements in an NP may be illustrated as follows:

N#Y ey (spec) (comp) N" (comp) (spec)
N*  ——w— (spec) (comp) N* (comp) (spec)

N' ————>3 {(comp) N.



NOTES

According to Radford (1981:93) the element under the
node N (i.e. girl) in the following tree structure
is the minimal lexical category. On the other hand,
the constituents under N and NP are the intermediate
and maximal phrasal categories,respectively. As can
be observed, the intermediste phrasal category,
which is represented by the node N, appears between
the minimal lexical category N and the maximal phrasal

category NP.

NP

Di%. \\\
thiyi N\

Dét A girl
very tall

Concerning the maximum value of 'n' in the phrasal
category Xn, various linguists propose different
numnbers. Jackendoff's (1977135) statement regarding

the value of 'n' may illustrate this point.

In Chomsky's original formuletion, n equals
2 for nouns and 3 for verbs (assuming the
verb is the head of the sentence). Vergnaud
(1974) and Siegal (1974) have n equal to 4,
at least for nouns; Dougherty (1968) has n
equal to 3 for nouns and 6 for verb;
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Jackendoff (1971;1974a) has n equal to
2 for =all categories ... It now appears
to me thot n must equal 3 for verbs and
nouns.,

Though various numbers are proposed for the

value of n, now there is no problem with respect to

the existence of intermediste phrasal categories.

According to Hayward (1990:471-472), the formative of
the perfective in the case of the affirmative can be

either /-se(qe)/ or /-ta/.

Simple nominals are nominals that are not derived

from other categories.

Derived hominsls are nominals that are derived from

other categories.

Although imperfective in the case of affirmative, is
rarked by an affix /-da/, reduplication of either
the root or part of the root is also its common

feature (Hayward, 1990:471).

The underlying fepresentation of the perfect marker
/-%e/ is /-se/ as usual., The phoneme /-s/ is changed
to /& / due to a phonological process of consenant
harmony. The presence of the consonant / % / in

the stem of /%en/ 'buy' causes the suffix /-se/ to
become /—ge/. With respect to such a phonological

process Hayward (1990:469) states as follows:
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There is an interesting consonant harmony
process in Aari, wherely the presence of
a palato-alveolar sibilant /¥ ¥ ¥ B 5F
anywhere in the root will bring about '
"palatalization" of any sibilsant in a suff;x.
This process will operate across intervening
non-sibilant segments.
In the case of the temporae genitives, unlike in
other genitives, genitive relationship is marked by

the suffix/«mak/ 'of"'.

Hayward (1990:485) points out that the most frequently
encountered type of relative . formation involves the
suffixation of '-inda(a)' to the tense /aspect/

polarity formative.

As far as the present étudy is concerned, with
respect to the formation of relatives an affix /—qa/
appears most often. WMy informants also do not accept
the suffixation of *~inda(a)' in the case of relative

formation.

Regarding the types of nominal specifiers, linguists
have different views. TFor example, Bornstein (1977),
Ritter (1988) and Rothstein (1988) classify all
nominal specifiers into the group called determiner.
As 2 result, they consider quantifiers as subgroups

of the "determiner™".

On the contrary Lyons (1977), Jackendoff (1977)
and Akmajian and Heny (1975) classify the nominal

specifiers into two main groups rather than one,
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However, these linguists donot use the same terms
that signify the two groups. Iyons (1977) and
Akmajian and Heny (1975) use the terms "determiner™
and "quantifier". On the other hand, Jackendoff
(1977) uses the terms "Article'and "quantifier®

for the two groups of nominal specifiers,

11. According to Hayward (1990:443) the variant suffix
with initial "i*" appears with a noun that ends in

a consonant phonene.

12, In Asri, with respect to / + countable / nouns an
affix / -s / marks the singulative or individuated
category which stands opposed to an unmarked generic

or class denoting category (Hayward, 1990:444).

13, As it can be noticed from the structures in (78)
and in (79), the singulative marker /-s/ appears
also in the rightmost modifier, along with the

definite marker, rather than in the nominal head,

14. According to my informants, Asri employs @also
/koonasa/ 'that' and /keenasa/ 'those' to indicate
referents of nouns that are very for away from the
speaker or in a distant location with reSpeiﬁto

the speaker,

15. As far as Hsyward (1990:459) is concerned, the same
structural unit /koone’koona/ with the plural form

of /keene’~ keena/ refers to the referents of
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nouns that are relatively closer to as well as
farther away from the speaker. However, for such
referents my informants render demonstratives with
two forms. This can be noticed from the structures

in (80).

The determiner msrker /-ne -in/ Yet ' is followed
by a vowel 'a', if the asccusative suffix /-n/ is

marked (Hayward, 1990:443),

The determiner / -ne~-in/ also appears along with
the vowel 'a', if it restricts the references of

plural nouns as in the following structures.

a) [/ yins'i-na 7 aa—t-ek
NP e @
boy~det-p., come-p -3p

'The boys have come',
b) é’ waski — na Ng de?i-t-ek

0X det.p. die~pf-3p

*The oxen have diedr,.

But the determiner v -nev —~in/ cannot @ppear
along with the vowel 'a', when it limits the
references of singular nouns, without causing
the structures to be illformed. The following
ungrammatical structure may verify +this,

¥ c) [/ toyla-na koonavo_7 1lagmi-ye

NP
fish - det-p that nice-is



This ungrammatical structure becomes grammatical
if the NP appesrs with the suffix / -n ﬁ-fin/ which
occurs without the vowel 'a' as in (d) below.

d) [foyla-n koona%o ﬁg laqmi-ye

fish-det that nice-is

'*That fish is nice"’.

Based on the ungremmatical =2nd grammotical
structures in e¢ and d respectively, it seems that
the determiner / -n ™ -in/ must asppear along with
the vowel 'a' if it restricts the referents of

plural nouns {ao.

17. Although the demonstratives are msrked for number,
they cannot be marked for gender. The following

structures are given 2s illustrative examples.
a) [ yins'i-n kOOnaﬂg cada-ye

boy-det. this foolish-is

'This boy is foalish'.

b) [/ ?anza-n koona 7  ?uzmi-ye
NP
girl-det this beautiful-is

'This girl is beautiful'.

c) [ yins'i-n koona?o _7 gada-ye
NP
boy-det that foolish-is

'That boy is foolish'.
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d) / ?enza-n koons?o _7 <uzmi-ye
NP
girl-det that beautiful-is

'That girl is beautiful’.

In the examplesyboth the demonstratives fkoona/
*this' and /koonavo/ 'that' occur with the nominal
heads /yins'i-n/ 'the boy' and /?anza-n/ 'the
9i¥£ ¢ which have the references of masculine snd

feminine gender, respectively.

18. Hayward (19¢0:456) renders the shorter and longer

form of each possessive pronominal as follows.

s ?7iste, ?ist 1p wo(o)nte, wo(o)nt
2s aante, aant 2p yente , yent
3sm kitte, kit ep kitte, kit."

3s=f kotte,kot

A4S far as the present study is concerned; the
shorter and the longer forms of each possessive

pronominal, as it can be noticed, differ from these

of Haywsrd .,

According to my informants, Hayward's longer
forms of the possessive pronominals cannot be used
as specifiers without causing structures to be
illformed. Consider the following illformed

structures.
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((1) =% a) [/ 7eeya ?isteﬂf uzmi - ye
P

house- my beautiful-is

x b) [yins'i kotte 7 =aa - ta
NP
boy hers come-pf-3s

% ¢) [ teksi  kitte_/ de?i - te
NP
dog his. die-pf-3s

However, the possessive pronominals may

appear in their longer forms, if they are not

used as specifiers as in (2) below.

((2) a) yente en - er - Se
yours sell-pas—pf

'Yours was sold'.

b) kotte wanna - ye
hers good~-is

'Hers is good.'
c) kette ga?8a - ge
theirs big is

'Theirs is big'.

Based on the ungrsmmatical and grammatical

structures in (1) #nd in (2) respectively, we can

propose that the possessive pronominals of Aari

cannot be used as specifiers by appearing in the

above cited longer forms.
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The word /ma/ 'woman' cannot be marked for plurality,
since A2ari does not mark nouns for plural number
(Hayward, 1990:444). In this language the idea of
plurality can be indicated by the use of quantifiers.
For example, if the numeral /mekkan/ 'three' is
omitted from the structure /ma makkan kay-t-ek/

woman. three go-pf-3p

' three women have gone*, the sentence becomes
ungraemmatical as in (2). % a) ma  kay-t-ek

woman, go-pf-3p

The structure in (2) is illformed, since there
is no agreement on number between the subject /ma/

'*woman', which is singular in number, and the

verb /kay-t-ek/ which is plural in number. However,

if the morpheme /ek), which is a third person
plural subject =greement marker, is deleted from
the verb /kay-t-ek/ 'go-pf-3p! the structure becomes

wellformed as in (b) below.

(b) ma kay-ta
woman-go-pf-3s

'A woman has gone',

As it can be observed from the example in (b),
the word /ma/ 'woman/ expresses the notion of

singularity without the quantifier /mekkan/ 'three’.
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In Asri, besides quantifiers demonstratives wich
are plural in number may express the idea of

plurality as in (80c & 4).

On the other hand, in the case of definite
plural nouns neither a quantifier nor a plural
demonstrative is requirled to indicate the notion
of plurality. This seems to be indicated by an
affix / — na ¢ -ina/ 'det-p.' as in (c¢) below.

(e) yins'i -na kay-t-ek

boy. det.p. go--pf-3p

'*The boys have gone'.

20. The term 'tokmi' can mean also small as in the

following example.

Qaapti tokmi -~ n  pee - ta
bird small-det: fly-pf-3s

'The small bird has flown away',
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