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ABSTRACT 

This study analyzes the st ructure of relative clauses 

(RC ' S) 1 n Gumuz. It follows the theory of Government and 

Binding (GB) of Chomsk y (198 1 , 1982, 1986, 1988) and other 

recent developments . GB assumes that relative clauses are 

non-argument clausal complements of nouns. It is claimed 

th e 1 ntE,~n al st,-uc tLTe of r 21 ative c lauses al'e 

e x pl a ine d in ter ms of 5 u btheories and principles which are 

assumed t o be pl""-operties of UG., 

ThE r elat ivi zi ng strategies and relativized positions 

are treated in chapter two. It is argued that Gumuz uses the 

gapping (EC) strategy. This means that relativized positions 

filled by phonetically real NP ' s but by an empty 

category (EC) \o<Jhi ch is argued to be pro. Thi 5 is in 

declar at i v e clauses. In interrogative relatives where wh-

movement is involved the EC is a wh-trac e (=variable ). 

Th ere are d iff eren t head movements in Gumu2 relative 

c lau ses~ Since p repos ition cannot be stranded in GLimuz p 

moves to V when t he prepositional o bject position is 

,-e} ati \ii zed . Verbs also move to I to collect Tense and 

Pgree ment f eatures and from I t hey move to C. 

In Chapter three types of relative claLlses are 

p l""- ese n t ed . rest ri ct i v e ~nd non-res trictive relative 

clauses are discuss ed from dif fe rent points of v iew. It is 
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argued that there is no syntactic difference between them. 

GUITIU2 has also Moreover, 

cl a uses . The difference 

ab s ence of a head noun. 

headed and 

between these 

Finall''J'' ~ the element lintl 

headless relative 

is the presence or 

is treated as a 

comp le~~ent ize~ b ase generated as h ead of comp. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Obiective of the Study 

As a member of the languages of the world, Gumuz shares 

some lingu i stic properties with other languages. Some 

its Relative Clauses are part o f Uni versed 

Grammar (UG)-: while others may be particular to it. The main 

objective of thi s study is to identify such general and 

particular properties_ 

1 .. 2 SiQoificaoce of the Study 

Information about the Ethiopian Nilo-Saharan languages 

is still scarce compared to other Ethiopian language groups 

like Ethio-Semitic and Cushitic. The recording and analysis 

o f very l ittle known languages li~~E Gumuz is important in 

as source material for the study of other Nilo-

Saharan languages. 

1.3 Mpt hgdqlogy 

The main sources of the data are nati v E informants. Data 

have been elicited and recorded, and a na lyzed in light of the 

Governmen t and Binding (GB ) theory of Chomsky (1981 ) and 

r-ecent de\/elopments .. 

also b een consulted .. 

Previous studies on the language have 
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1.4 The Gy muz people and Their LaoQLlagE 

The Gumuz people live along the Blue Nile in Gojjam~ 

Gondar, ~Joll ega and Eastern Sudan. As estimated in Bender 

(1979.: 38) 'I the population is about 90,000 including those who 

li ve i n The SLldan, of which ab o ut 50,000 live in Ethiopia . 

The people have ove,- hundr-ed clans, each named after a 

tree Linder- which the clan founders s at at the time of the 

dispersal of the Gumuz people (Bender, 1975:61). Saysay or 

Sese, Kokit'l and Disoha are some of the clan names repeatedl y 

menti oned by researchers 1 i ke Bender ( 1975, 1976), Irwin 

(1966a, 1966b) and Unseth (1989) among others .. 

The people are sometimes collectively called Beni 

Shangul by other groups (Bender, 1976:9'. But this name is 

not widely used by the people themselves. Shanqi I a is the 

name by which they are well-known among the neighbouring 

g t-oups. The name refers to their dark s~( in (Aster, 1983:1). 

According to Unseth (n.d), the Gumuz are known by a great 

number of names,:" both self-names and names by outsiders. 

They l ac k a broadly known general self-name ( BendEr~ 1991:1). 

Gumuz is a collective name giVEn to different varieties 

of the language spoken b y all the clans of the region. This 

name is used as a cover name ' by Bender which, according to 

Un s e th ( n .. d .. ) is a reasonable choice. 
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The Gumuz lan g uage wa s formerly classified by Bender 

(1 975) as on~ of the four (Shita, Kama, Kawa and Gumuz) most 

popul oLIS Koma n s ub - families of the Ethiopian Nilo-Saharan 

g FOUp S . But in his (1991 ) comparative work Bender classifies 

it a s a member of the komu 2 family. 

Although it is a very widE-spread language, Gumuz is 

still amo ng the least known languages of Ethiopia. 

1 .. 5 preyipLis Studies 

As stated earlier the Gumuz 1 anguage, 1 i ke many other 

Ethiopian Nila-Sa haran languages, i s not we 11 known .. But 

s o me efforts hav e been made by people like Irwin (1966a) who 

s tudy the var-iety called Saysay spoken in Wellega .. The study 

cover s some aspect s of the noun and verb morpholog y .. Affi xes 

mar k ing t ense~ definiteness , infinitive and negative are 

p r e s e n ted. It is stated that in this dialect the direct 

obj ect is s hown by wor-d o r der ; the object NP direct! y 

foll o ws the ver b . The indirect o bject is indicated by the 

prefi >: I ki - / . 

Th e ot her attempt i s more of a comparative one done by 

Ben d e r- (1 9 7 5) .. It pr e s ents inde pendent subject pronouns, 

p osses s i v e suffi xes., d e fTJeonstrativE, derived forms, 

copul a t ive s and negati v e mar kers of the different Koman 

la n guages i n cl u d i ng Gu muz .. Ben d er (1 97 9 ) deals with the 
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grammar and lexicon of Gumuz specifically. Accord ing to h im, 

the definite marker in the Sai variety is I -hi or 1-y,1 as 

shown in the fallowin g examples. 

( i ) 1r;L,man 

ingifa h ' the woman ' 

This 1S d iffere nt from Irwin ( 1966a ) who presents I -mel 

or /-mez / as the definite marker in example like (2). 

(2 ) k ' ewa 

J<'ewame (z) 

' dog ' 

't he dog ' 

Behailu Abebe (1986) has identified I-wa f as in (3) 

(3) a .. I(' ewa 

J< ' ewawa 

b. 

' dog ' 

' thE dog ' 

man 

'the man 

In the same v ariety of GLimuz. spoken in Metek e l on which 

this study is also based , the nominative is indicated b y l we i 

and the accusative by I-ya/ . These affi x es a lso serv e as 

defird te markers as sho,,"n'-": in the following structures .. 

(4)", . b~ga-(we) d-~-wey 

man-nom P AST-3S-come 

' The man came 

b . b~ga-(we ) d-~-~uk' gumbba-(y a ) 

man-nom Past-3S-kil l 110n-ace 

'The man h il led the lion ' 



Beha ilu (1986) presents the following personal prDnouns. 

( 5 ) per- spo olural 

1 arav'""'l ada ak"a (inc.) 

ala (e>:c .) 

2<ma 

ah i mah V"\ imam 

The object and subject pronouns have identica l forms 

according to Bender (1991~3). 

Unseth (1989) has made a survey of the ffior-phology and 

phonology of the variety used in Welle-gao. 

Aster Zewdie (1983 ) has also attempted the phonology of 

Gumuz spo~~en in Metekel Awraja of Gojjam. She has identified 

the phonemes along with three level s of tone. But Aster 

(19911 has r educed the l evels to just two: high and low. 

The segmental phonemes as adopted from 

Vpwels 

F..-ont Central back 

High i + ( I) 
Ll 

Mid e a. 0 

Low a 
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1.6 The present Study 

From the survey made above, it is cl Ear that no work has 

b een done on the synta>: of Gumuz . The present study is an 

attempt to describe one aspect of this -relative clauses_ 

1 .. 7 The Theoret j cal Fram§ttprk 

As st~ted earlier, the theoretical framework adopted in this 

study is the Government and Binding (G8) theory of Chomsky 

(1981, 1982, 1986, 1'L88 ) and recent developments. The theory 

is called Government - Binding (G8) because of the cruc ial 

role played by the not i ons of government and binding 

(chomsky, 1982:3)_ According to this theory, Uni versa l 

Gra mmar ( UG ) con s ists of t\o'/O inte-r-acting SUbsystems .. 

T hese ar e the various SUbcomponents of the rule systems 

incl ~d e the l e ): i con ~ t h e c a t e g o ri al comp onent, the 
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transformational component, the phonetic form WF) 

components , and the logical form(LF) component and the 

systems of principles. 

The lexicon contains a list of all the words / morphemes 

in a language, together with their inherent phonological, 

syn tacti c and semantic features. 

The transformational component assigns to each D-

structure an associated S-structure by the application of the 

rule called "Move ~'. 

The two interpretive components, the PF and LF, operate 

on S-structures to assign the associated phonetic and logical 

forms respectively_ 

In general, according to Cook (1988:31), BB requires a 

level of syntactic representation "where the effects of 

movement can still be seen as ... necessary for determining 

both the phonetic form of the sentence in the PF component 

and its logical form in the LF component I'. 

The subsystems of pr i nciples include X-bar theory, 8-

theory, Case theory, Binding theory, Control theory, Bounding 

t heory, and GOV8r-nment theory (Chomsky , 1982:6) .. Th.,se 

subsystems of principles and SUbcomponents of the rule system 

operate at different levels of representations. According to 

Chomsky and Lasn ik (1977) Bo,....,,... I,l 984 a) ,MLll 1 en (1986) and 

Cook (1988) among 

sho"'Jn~ i n (1): 

others, the 

(1) D- Sb-uctu..-e 
I 

Move C\ 

1 
S - strLtctur-e 

PF ----------------- LF 

levels of representation are 

I 
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The figure in (1) shows that the D-structure is related 

to S-st ruc tu~e by movement, and S-structure is interpreted by 

both PF and LF components in the respecti ve ",a y <!1. 

Of the subsystems of pr inciples, X-bar, Case, Theta, 

Binding and Government will be treated in some detail because 

they ar e central to this study .. 

The X-bar theory determin es the hierarchical 

ot-gani zati o n and 1 i neer or-der i ng of phrasal cat~gories .. A 

lexica l category projects to syntactic categories until it 

r&aches its maximal projection with the constraint that "the 

head of the phrase must belong to a particular category 

related to the type of phrase" (Cook, 1988:94). The relation 

of a head to the phrase is not something arbitrary; but a 

general principle requires all phrases to contain a 

particular type of head. As stated in Chomsky (1982:9), X-

bar theory is closely related to the projection principle in 

the sense that the complements of a head in the realization 

of an X-bar E'>: pansi on need not be stipulated, 

pr-i n ci pI E. The principle also requires that 

specifications must be r-epresented at eve .... y level .. 

sta ted in (2) " 

(2) p r ojection Principle 

Each syntactic representation should be a 

proj ec tion of the thematic structure and 

the properties of subcategorization of 

lexica l entries (Chomsky, 1981:36). 

given this 

lexical 

This is 

Thi s general principle states that the 9-marking 

prDperties of eac h 1 E>: i Coal item must be represented 

categarially at eac h syntactic level, at LF, S-structure and 

D-structure (Ch o msky, 1982; 1986a:116 ) . 

As a representat ion of thematically relevant grammatical 
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functions, 

c omponent 

D-stt'"uctt..lt-e is best characterized as that 

in which one-to-one correlations hold between 

r e ferential e x pressions, that is, between argument NP's and 

thematic roles ( B-roles)2 and .:.150 between 5ubcategorization 

f rames and categories that fill them (Borer, 1984a:8). This 

one-to-one relationship bet ""Jeen thematic roles and the 

i n (3 ) ~ 

(3) 8-Cri terjQD 

Each argument beat-s one and anI y onE 8-

role, and each a-role is assigned to one 

and only one argument" (Chomsky, 1981:36) 

This ensures that every argument is assigned a unique 9-

role. The assignment is determined by grammatical functions 

like subject, object etc. and by lexical properties of heads. 

The B-r-oles are assigned only to elements in argument 

p ositi o n s under the structural relation of government defined 

in (4) : 

( 4 ) GDveromeot 

X-governs Y iff X is the minimal 

Governing node C-cc,mmanding 

Y and t her e i s no S-bar or NP 

i nter v e ning b e tween X and Y 

( Ri emd ij ; ~ an d Wil liams, 1986:291) 

S i n ce S(CP) a n d NP ar e bat-ri et-S to gover-nment, the 

go vernme n t r elati on in(4 ) does not allow such categories to 

o c c u t"- b etween a 9 - r ole a s s i gner a nd i ts asignee, iae. the 

posit i o n,. 

Gover nment r e gulates n o t onl y the assignment of B-roles 

b u t al so the mec hanism of case a ss ignment which is also a 

requi~ement f o r NP's i n A-posi tion s . In order to get caSE, 
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an NF' must estab lish a syntactic relation with a case 

assigni ng category . The relation is again one of government; 

the case a ssigning category has to govern the NP to which the 

case is assigned (the asignee). As stated in Riemdijk and 

vJi lli ams. (1986:231) lIevery le>: ical NF' must appear in a 

position in which it :i s gov erned by some case assi gner II. 

Chorns ~; y (1986a:187) also say s "if a category X has a case to 

assign1 then it may assign it to an element that it governs". 

The case requirement is stipulated as follows: 

(5) Ca~8 Filter 

Every phonetically realized NP must be 

assigned (abstract1case(Chomsky,1986:741. 

The Fi 1 ter rul es c.ut str-uc:tures that contai n easel ess 

NP's. Only the empty categories trace and PRa'" may escape 

this Filter (Chomsky, 981,491. 

Th is Filter triggers NP-movement; indeed it is the 

t-easan for all movement of NP ' s; "movement from an A-position 

to an empty subjsct A-position fo110,,"'5 on the need for each 

NP to have case" {Cook, 1988:1411. 

As mentioned earlier, the theory of government is 

related to a number uf other principles. It is not only in 

th e theories of case and Q-role assignment that it is 

crucially involved; i t is also in the theory of Binding which 

is concerned with the re lat ions of anaphors and pronominals 

¥-lit h their antecedents. According to Chomsky (1988:52), 

bi ndi ng II is cancer-ned YJi t h connecti ons among noun phrases 

that haVE to do with such semantic proper ties as dependence 

of ref erences ~ inclLtding the connection between a pronoun and 

i ts .antecedent ll
.. Binding pr-inciples then regulate the 

di stribution of arguments at LF. According to the principle, 

arguments . These are anaphors, 

pronom jnals and referential Ex pressions (R-expressions) and 
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there ar e th e fo llowi ng Bi nd i ng principles . 

(6 ) BiD d in g pr j o cio le~ 

( a ) An anaphor is bound in a local domain' 

(b ) A pronominal is f~ee in a local domain 

ee) An R ex press ion is free 

(Choms k y , 19 86a:166) 

i ncl Ll de r eflex ives ( such as himself, An 2 p hot- S 

mys el f , etc ) , reciprocals ( like, each other), NP-traces and 

PRO. pronominals consist of pronouns and R-expression 

i ncl u des naines and wh-tr-aces. 

The notions bOLlnd and free as used in (6) ar-e defined in 

( 7 )below. 

( 8 ) • 

(7 ) Bpund 

Xis bound if it is coi nde>: ed wi th a C-

commanding category . If x is not bound, 

it is free (Hoekstra, 1984:40 ) . 

The n o tion of C-c ommand (c o nstitute command) is given in 

C8 } C-cQmmand 

X C-cornmands Y iff the first branching 

node domi nat i ng X do minates Y, and X does 

n ot d om i nate 

198 1 :314 ) 

Using the struc ture 

" , , 

in ( 9 ) , 

nor Y,XI Radford, 

let us see the C-command 

r e iat i o n shi p o f constituent s b y means of tree configur-ations 

like (1 0). 
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(9)!;.p The gi.-l [~ who Bill killed ]] 

( 10) NPl 

~ 
NP2 

The girl 

1n(10) , 

CP 

e -----------C' 
/ \ 

/ \ 
C IP 

t'lh:,/ ~ 
NP I 

Bill I~VP . 
/~ 

PAST V NP 
I j 

kill 

, the gi.-l ' C-commands all other 

cansti tuents. For instance, it C-commands 'who' because the 

fi.-st b.-anching node dominating N~ 'the girl' , also 

dominates comp 'who' (i.e. NPl dominates both N~ and C); and 

nei ther NP2 dam; nates C, nor C domi nates NP •• 

The wh-complementizer ' who', which is outside of the 

clause (IP), connects the relative clause with its head NP 

' gi rl 

The v e.-b , k ill ed ' i s a transitive ver-b which needs 

internal aFgument to satisfy its inherent lexical requirement 

at D-str-ucture. To satisfy this requirement, the relative 

pronoun 'who' must originate within IP, as in ( 11). 

(11) [op The girl [cp comp [ John kill who ]]) 

The s tr-ucture i n (11) is the D-st.-ucture of the clause 

in (9) . In (9) and (10) the rule ' Move ~ ' has applied and the 

wh-relative pronoun has moved from its base position to its 

s urface position as s hown in (12). 
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( 12) ~ 

NP CP 

The girl e~~ 
C lP 

I A 
who NP 

Bill I 

I 
/' 

/ '" VP 

/~ 
PAST V NP 

I \ 
K i \I t 

As can be seen from this e xample, the moved wh-relative 

'who ' has left behind a trace'" in its original pronoun 

position. The trace and the moved element form a chai n'f 

which gets assigned a single case and 9-role under 

government .. The trdce is in a case position and gets 

accusative case from the transitive verb ' kill ' . It shares 

this case with its antecedent 'who' which is in a non-case 

position. 

Regarding thematic role, since movement is always to a 

non-a-position (Chomsky., 198603.: 136), the mov ed element 'who' 

is e xt racted from a a-position. Thus, 'who' shares the 

patient ~ -role which is assigned to its trace. That means, 

a moved element and i ts coindex ed trace act as a single 

syntactic unit for the a -criter ion. This syntactic unity is 

shovln by the same i ndE}: at the S-structu~e. Thus, the 

indexed S-structure of (12) is (13). 

(13) [N. The girl [c. who. [ .. Bill killedt.JJ 

We may have noticed from the discussion the central role 

of government in the systems of principles and the way the 

GB-model treats base generated arguments in relative clauses .. 
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In what follows we shal l consider types of relative clauses. 

Safir ( 1986) deals with the distinction between 

r estrictive and non-res trictive Re's based on the position of 

antecedents in the GB-model. He defines binding as follows: 

(14) Bindjng 

X binds Y if Xc-comma nds Y 

and X and Yare coindex ed (1986,664) 

Depending on the concept of binding given in (14), he 

considers two kinds 

bind in g f r om c amp, an d 

of binding. A-binding, essentially 

binding by a relative head or IIR_ 

binding'. As he points out such "distinction between binding 

r elat i ons will lead to a contrast between restrictive and 

non-restrictive relati ves "(1986 : 663). 

He s u ggests that since non-restrictive heads are 

independent o f thei r modifying clauses the coindexing of a 

relative operator a nd a relati v e head takes place at LF ' (a 

syntactic l e v el later than LF) for non-restrictive relatives, 

bLit not for restri cti VE relatives whose heads R- bind 

s omething in the clause at LF in other words, R-binding 

cannot be vacuous for restr- icti v e r-elative, (Safir, 

1986, 668 ) . The distinction proposed by Safir is illus trated 

in ( 1 5 ) and (16). 

(15) At LF 

a, [NP Th e g i rl . [c. who. Bill killed t.JJ 

b .. [NP John; [ep who. Bill ki lled t 1 ]) 

At LF~ . the relative head must be reindex e d with the 

relative operator so that they match as in (1 6 ) . Hence (15b) 

must be ,- ep resented as (16) at LF'. 

( 16) At LF ' 

[It,. John. Bi 11 k ill ed t. J J 

The e " ample in (16) h as the same indexing as a 

r est r i cti ve relative c lause at LF. 
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Notes 

The figure in (1) is repeated here indicating 
component of the subsystems. 

D-str-ucture 
i .. 1 e >: icon 
Ii. Phr a se structure component 

' r-10VE ~ ' 

S-strLtctUF"E 

1. Chain formation 
ii . the binding conditions 

The PF cc.mponent 
(de l etion) 

Case Filter 
Phonologic a l rules 
PF 

(See Borer 1984a) 

The LF component 
QR 

Wh- raising 
Foc us raising 
Control theory 
ECP 
LF 

each 

2 Thematic role is a semantic property 

assigned by a head. 
, The argument specified in the definition of 

criter i on can be either a 1 e" i cal NP (a name or le;:ical 

anap hor) which is not pleonastic (such as it in English) or a 

pr o nominal element including PRO . 

NP-trace and PRO behave in the same way in that they 

a re fou n d in positions where case cannot be assigned. Their 

differ ence is that PRO is a base generated EC (empty 

c ateg Ot-y) whereas a trace is an empty category whi ch resul ts 

f r om movemen t and henCE a property of S-structure. 

As Chomsky C1 9 86a:117 ) points Qut, when its presence is 

r equired by licen si n g pr inciples f or predicates, the element 

PRO is restrlcted to the posi tion of subject of infinitives. 

This position is ungover ned and therefore caseless. 
, Local d o m.ain is the st r ucture within which the 

Bindi n g principles apply ( see Chomsky ( 1986a) and Cook 

(1988} .. 

During NP - or wh-mo veme nt , a move d c at egor y leaves a 
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coindexed trace in its original position. 

7 The moved element and the trace left behind form a 

chain indicating that movement has taken place from the 

position occup ied by t to the position occupied by 'who' is 

the head of the chain. The pairs of successive elements in a 

chain are rEferred to as a link of the chains (Chomsky, 

1986a:96)., 

r -z \ 
I'" 

i 

./ 



2. RELATIVI ZED POSITIONS IN GUMUZ 

The question of relativization has been a c entral 

concern in much of recent works in generative grammar 

( Keenan~ 1985,: 155). The reason for this is that relative 

claLises are formed in different ways In different 1 anguages .. 

Some 1 a.nguages hewe more than one relativizing strategies. 

j'le,der- n Gree k , for E }: ampl E, h a s th t- ee main ways of 

r el ati v l zation wi th relative mar~c ers following the head nouns 

(Joseph, 1983,2). 

In some languages relative clauses involve movement .. 

English is an example of this as the following example shows: 

(1) The girl [ep who [IP John kissed ]]] 

The structure has a wh-word in the camp position. But 

this element cannot be base-generated in comp for reasons 

e x plai ned earlier. 

in (2 ) : 

Its base position is in the IP as shown 

( 2) ~p The girl (ep camp [I~ John kissed who]]] 

The relative pronoun, 'who ' moves from its position 

after the verb 'kissed' to the comp position leaving its 

trace behind. The moved el ement and the trace are coindexed 

tel shOlo>1 the hi story of the movement. 

manner below by index ing. 

This i s s hown in the 

( 3) [,..p The gi ;--1 [e", YJho.l. [Jp John ki ssed tl. ] J] 

Ac c or d ing to the trace theory of Chomsky (1981), the 

indices show tha t the moved element and its trace form an ~­

chain at S-structure. 

Other 1 anguages may have other ways of relativization f 

n o t d i r ect l y conn e c ted wit h mo v e me n t (Ch o ms k y , 197 7) • In 

langLlages wh ich l ack mo · ... 'ement , ther e is a rule which 
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interpretes a base generated pronoun in the relative clause. 

Modern Hebrew2 uses this strategy (Borer, 1984a). In this 

language, the pronoun which is base-generated in the 

relativized position is i nterpr-eted as a resumpti ve pronoun' 

(Borer, 1984b: 220 ). The following is an illustrative example: 

(4 .> (/\IF- ha-yeld [0> Se 4t" ri na ?oh e'let '"oto]]) 

the-boy that Rina loves him 

'The boy whom Rina loves ' 

In (4), there is no movement. Instead, there is a base­

generated resumptive pronoun Irato/ 'him'. This pronoun cannot 

move to camp because the position is filled by the comp­

lementizer Ilel 'that ' which in this language has the role of 

connecting the relative clause with the head. This kind of 

r-elati v izatic.n is ,-eferred to as the resumpti ve pronoun 

s trategy (Borer, 1986b). 

In other languages,. relativization involves gapping4. 

Wolayta, a n Omotic language of Ethiopia, uses this strategy 

as the following e x ample from Bekale (1989,9) sho.,s. 

(5) [N" (ef' n'? iya Es. J<att -id-o,t. J 'kuma-ys.] 

girl-nom Cook-pf-acc food-nom 

' The food which the girl has cooked' 

In such clauses "nei ther a relative pronoun nor a 

compleme ntizer appears in the comp position" (Bekale, 

1989 : 9 ) . Th is s trategy is also mentioned in Keenan (1985) and 

Comr-ie (981). 

In still other langu a ges relativization involves 

ob j ec tel i tic s:! appearing in the relative verb. 

Amharic is an e ): ample of this as shown in Mullen (1986:35). 
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bc.y-DEF REL-killed-it snake 

'The snake which the boy killed' 

In (6), the relativized object position is e. The 

pronominal object clitic I -wi in the verb, shares the same 

i n de >; wi th e .. Both fo~m a chain which counts as a single 

resump ti vE pron o un (Mullen, 1986:385 ) . 

Th ese four ways of relativization are mentioned in 

Keenan (1985:146) and acco,ding to him, a ,elativized NP may 

be: 

(i) an o,di nary per-sonal pr-onoun, 

(ii) a special pronominal fo,m peculiar- to relative 

clauses in which case it is called relative 

pronoun, 

(iii) a full NP or-

(iv) a gap, an e. 

No", .. ., the question IS which of these strategies does 

GUiTlUZ use? The answer to this question IS the main concern 

t h i s Chapter-. before we go into tha~ it is 

essential t o show the basic word order of the language, 

because a relativized position is typically correlated with 

the basic word order of a language (Cole, et.al. 1982:118). 

The ba s i c word order of Gumuz is SVO as the structures 

i n (7) show: 

(7) a~ [lP dua- (we) [ v p d-a-sL.k ' gumbba (-ya)' ]] 

boy-nom PAST-35-kill 1 ion- acc 

' The boy killed the lion ' 

b ~ (lP dua-(we ) [\lP d-a-bit edene-(ya)]] 

boy -nom PAST- 3 5-hit she - ace 

'The b oy hit h er ' 
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c. 4. edene- (we ) [v. d -i;-bi ~ dua- (ya) )) 

she - nom PAST-35-hit boy - ace 

"She hit the boy" 

In Gumu2, there is no diff~rence in word order between 

relativE c lau s es and independent claUSES .. Thi s is 

par t icL! larl y tr ue when subject NP's are relativized. This is 

different fr om, for e}:amp le ~ German in which t he word order 

i s SVO in main clauses and SOV in c omplement Cl auses .. l 

(Comrie. 1981) • Unlike German, all Gumuz independent 

sentences and subjec t relativized clauses follow the same 

Consider the following e x amples in (8) and (9). 

(8)a. [,. dua-(we) 

boy-nom 

gumbba 

PAST-35-kill lion 

(ya) )) 

ace 

"The boy killed a lion " 

b. ~. dua- (we) [~ int-j-.uk" gumbba-(ya»)) 

boy-nom comp-35-killed% lion - acc 

"The boy who killed a lion " 

( 9) a. ~p b~ga- ( wE) [yp d-~-kode me?~a - (ya)]] 

man-nom PAST-35-buy goat - ace 

' A man bought a goat' 

b. ~p b~ga- ( we) [ep int~ -~-kDde 

man-nom comp-35- bought goat - ace 

'The man who bought a goat ' 

As stated earlier, the similarity between the word order 

of independen t a nd relative clauses is obser v ed when subjects 

are relati vi~ ed. 

2 .. 1 Sub jec t Relativizatioo 10 

At thi s point, it is necessary to show how 1 anguages 

mark relativi2ed position s, fOr there are differences o f 
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mean ing between clauses due to differenceE. in relativi2ed 

positions as in (10): 

(lOla. 

b. 

The man who saw John 

The man who J Dhn saI;l 

In (aI, the relativized position is that of the subject 

whereas in (b), it is that of the direct object . In both 

c l aus es, the wh -el ement . who' moves to camp. Such elements 

identify the relativized positions in the clause. 

However, there is no such pronoun in GUffiUZ to i dent i fy 

relati vi zed NP positions. Consider the following examples. 

(lila. (. dua-Iwel (ep int-g~wey nimigA!ij]] 

boy-nom comp-35-came yesterday 

'The boy ~Jho came yesterday' 

b. [. biga-Iwe l [ep int-~-kode me?a-Iyal]] 

man-nom camp -35 bought goat - ace 

'The man who bought the goat' 

In such s tructures, lintl is attached to the relative 

v erb. In both e>:amples, the relative clauses follow the SVO 

order and QCCUFS fall ov/i ng the head ll • The verb of the 

relative c lause needs an e x ternal argument in (lla), but 

there is no such an overt 

bE'cause the pasi t i on is 

argument in the position. This is 

relativized. Comrie (1981) and 

Keen an ( 1985) ca l l this strategy gapping Dr 1n the 

termi nol 09)/ of the generati ve 1 i tet-ature an 

(EC) (Chomsk y , 1982). 

empty categm-y 

Th e same is true in (l ib), e xcept that the relative verb 

here IS transitive which n eed s both internal and external 

argument s~ I Me?a l 'goat' 

e}:tet-nal a r-gume nt position 

is the internal a rgument and 

is empty as it i s relativized. 

the 



22 

Following this discussion, the underlying representation 

of (11) may be shown as in (12) respectively. 

( 12)a. [NP dua-(we) [cpint Llf' e (r a [\,IP wey niiunagazil]]]JJ 

boy-nom camp 35 came Yesterday 

, The boy who came yesterday' 

man-nom camp 35 bought goat - acc 

, The man who bought the goat' 

One may raise a question concerning the property of the 

empty categorylEC) in sLich positions. According to Chomsky's 

(1982: 79) classification there are four types of 

namely, NP-trace, wh-trace (variable), PRO and Pro". 

EC's; 

To 

which of these do the EC's in (12) above belong? As it is 

mentioned in the preceding chapter, a trace is a result of 

movement.. In the examples we have considered so far, there 

is no mO-"'Emen t. This rules Dut the possibility that e is a 

trace. It cannot also be PRO because PRO is ungoverned. The 

EC's in (12) are all in governed positions since the claUSES 

are finite .. It is possible to assume that the EC in such 

positions is pro and as such~ it io'/ould be in the scope of 

Binding principle B (Rizzi ':' 1986:510). 

follo~,ing tree structures for (12a and b): 

(13) a . 

NP 
I 

NF' 

~CP 
/ -" 

dua - (\l-Je) e c ' 
~ 

c IP 
I /'''------

i nt NP I ' 
I/"­

prQ I VP 
I ~ . , 

a V NP 
I 

wey 

'The boy who came yesterday' 

Consider the 
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b. NP 

~ 
NP CF' 

I~ 
baga(we} e c' 

c IF' 

int NP I' 

/ /~ 
pro J 

I 
a 

VP 

~ 
V 
I 

kode 

NP 
I 

me?a(ya) 

"The man who bought the goat' 

The relativized subject positions are empty. The e in 

s uch positions is (+P1-aJ, that means, non-anaphoric or pro 

since it is governed. According to the Binding Theory, pro 

is 1 i ke pronomi nal 5 sLich as he 1 she, they or them except that 

it lacl:s phonetic matri x~ and hence is fr-ee in its local 

domain. Following this, it is possible to conclude that 

Gumu z,. 1 i ke a number of other Ethiopian languages uses the 

pro in ~ strategy in forming relative clauses. Baye 

(1987), Bi ka le (1989), Mengistu ( 1989) and Alemayehu (1990, 

1992),. argue that Oromo~ Wolayt a, Khamtanga, ChaMa and Kunama 

Marda, respectively u ses this strateg y . In all, a ba s e-

generated Ec ' s i.e . pro is used in a relativized position . 

2.2 Obi ect Relatiy iz atiQo 

The preceding sect i on shows clau ses with relativized 

subjects .. In t his section we sha ll observe rel a tivi z ed 

objec ts . 

2 .. 2.1 Direct Objects 

When a d i rect object NP is r- e l ativiz ed we havE 
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str Llctures like the following. 

( 14) a. ( •• me':'a- (ya) (ep int-a-kode baga-(we) e ] ] 

goat-ace comp-3S-bought man-nom 

'The goat whi ch the I a man bought' 

b. ~,. gumbba- ( ya ) [ep int-a-de-~u-~uk' mah Eo ] ] 

1 ion-ace comp-3p-FUT-3P-kill they 

'The lion which they will kill' 

As can be seen from the e): ampl es, the head nouns Ime1'a-

(ya)/ ' the goat ' and / gumbba-(ya)/ ' the I i on' appear 

initially. Moreover, the object suffi>: /-ya/ is optionally 

attached to the head nouns. Like in relativized subject NP's, 

the relativi 2 ed object NP positions are also empty_ 

Furthermore, the verb appears before the subject. This 

o t-der is di fferent from the basic SVO order of the language 

we hav e seen before .. This change suggests that the verb has 

mov ed +r- om its base position.. What motivates movement of the 

v er b ? As ment i o n ed in Radford (1988:403 ), v erbs move to INFL 

t o acqu i re Tensel Ag reement fea t ures associated with the head 

I. Ch o ms k y (1988 b:68 ) a s sumes such movement to be obligatory 

f o r other wise the agreement affi x es under I would lack a 

bear e l"- . The follovl i ng D-str-uctut'""E' sho .. JS the unassoci ated 

Te nse/AGR f eatures u n der I. 

( 15) r,JP 

~~p~ c~ 
g u mb b a - (ya ) e ~ 

't he 1 ion ' c 
I 

int 
I~ 
NP I 

I~VP mah 
/ 

(they/ 
f'.-.... /"---...... 

Tense AGR V NP 
I , I \ 

FUT 3P SUK e 
I \ 

de a-~u 

' The lion whic h t h ey will kill 
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The lin ( 15) contains both Tense and AGR affixes. 

TheSE affixes need a host to get attached to. For this 

reason ·V moves to the left rather than INFL to the right" 

(Cook, 1988:130) as it is a general property of movement that 

it cannot down grade constituents. Moreover, lIa moved 

constituent can'lot occupy a lowe~ position than any of its 

traces" (Radford, 1988:564). S o, the reason why V moves to 

INFL i s to pick up affi x es of Ten s e and AGR. This movement 

leads to the amalgamation of V+INFL or Vi (henceforth Vi ). 

This gi ves us the inflected verb, Vi. This verb has also to 

move to c, the head position of CP' (Chomsky, 1986b:68). 

Consider the first movement from VP to I in (16). 

( 16) [, Vi [.. t. .. J J 

The V-head of VP cannot reach the head position of CP 

directly because it has to form the inflected verb Vi first 

within IP. It is after movement to I that it moves to c. 

After the V to I and then to C movement, the S-structure of 

(15) looks like ( 171. 

NP 
(17) Np/"---CP 

I /--C' 
gumbba (Yi) e /'---.. 

C IP 
I ~, 

in! t;desuhk')" NP 1 
I ,/---. 

mah I VP 
/ /'---... 

tj V NP 

t; b 

'The lion which they will kill' 

The movement of Vi to C is called I-movement (Radford, 

1988). This movement crosses IP which can be a barrier only 

by inh e ritance (Ch o ms ky, 1986b: 6 9) from VP which is a 
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barrier. Movement of V to I crosses VP which is a bar~ier 

teo g overnment. But as stated in (Chomsky, (1986bl ,the fact 

that this movement is legitimate shows that Vi must L-mark VP 

a nd henc e void its barrier-hood. L-marking is restricted to 

le>:ical categories, and I alone does not L-mark the VP since 

I is not a le>:ical category. But affixed to the lexical 

c at e gory V, it f o rms a n inflected verb governs VP . 

The moved V leaves its trace in its original position. 

This trace must be properly governed. According to Chomsky 

(1986b:69), V-movement is an instance of head movement which 

is loc al. Such traces are governed by their antecedents .. 

In the structures observed, the V raises to I and 

subsequently to C in (17) forming a chain headed by the 

inflected verb, Vi. Then lIthe head Df Vi of the chain 

governs the subject NP" (Chomsky, 1986b:72). However, this 

Vi is not permitted to either a-mark or case-mark the subject 

NP. IIOnly the terminal D-structure position in the chain 

retains the capacity to a-mark or case-mark 'l (ibid). 

The AGR, 

th e f e atures 

index as the 

subject to 

1986a : 162} ~ 

which is nominal in the sense that it contains 

pet- son,. number- and gender is assi gned the same 

subject NP. That is, AGR is co-indexed with the 

express the agreement relation (Chomsky, 

Observe the following structure. 

(18) Cr.? gLimbba-{ya) [CP in t -~-de-~u-suk j [I,. maht. [Itj ( .... ~ tje]J]J] 

l ion-acc comp -3p-FUT-3p-kill they 

'Th e lion which they will kill 

In (18),. the object position is not filled by a 

phonetically real NP because it is the relativized position. 

It is an e which IS governed by the verb, 'AUk" 'kill' and 

assigned the patient a-role and accusative case, and the 

s l lbject Im aMI 'they' 15 gover n e d by I and a ssigned a gent 8-
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role and nominative case. 

a s in (19) respectively. 

Hence, the D-structures of (14) is 

goat-ace comp man - nom 35 bought 

' The goat which the /a man bought ' 

1 ion-ace comp they 3p-FUT- 3p ki 11 

'The lion which they will kill' 

Rega.-ding the wo.-d order change exhibited in the 

SLlrface, it IS a result of the verb lTIovi og from its base 

position within VP to its IP external position. 

2.2.2 prepQsitional Objects 

""le have seen 

in the p r eceding 

sLlbject and di .-ect object relativizations 

sections .. We now consider how objects of 

prepositions are relativized. 

illust r ati v e of this. 

The follo~,ing structures are 

(20 ) a. lamana l~i-b~ga JJ 

Bakee PAST-3S-give money to - man 

'Bakee gave money to a man 

b. ~p b~ga- (ya) [ep int-~-ge-t b~kee lamana e J] 

In (a), 

noun Ibagal 

man-ace comp-3S- to-gave Bakee money 

' The man whom Bakee gave money to ' 

the preposition /ki-/'to' is attached to the 

'man ' , whereas in the relative clause in (b), 

I ge/ which h as the same purpose a s Iki -/ is prefixed to the 

rel atiVE verb. I ge l 

the verb' s meaning of 

a dds the p repositional meaning ' to ' to 

gi ve' . e is the relativized object NP 

position within the PP. It is preceded by the subjec t of the 
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c lause /b~kee/. The verb has moved to the head position of 

CP. The fall o wi ng D-st..-ucture shows its posi ti on before 

movement ~ 

man-ace comp Bakee 35 gave money to 

, The man whom Bakee gave money to ' 

We may 

structure. 

ver-b., It 

assume different head movements in the above 

First the preposition /ge/ moves to the relative 

moves to V 'because in Gumu2 we can't have a P 

without an overt complement. In other words, like in French 

(Radford, 1981,304), the p..-eposition cannot be stranded in 

Gumuz. The prepositional object position is empty as it is 

relativizi?d. Thus.,. S1nce the prepositional head cannot be 

stranded it has to move to the verb to get a bearer. 

V-me.vement is al so another head-to- head movement.. It 

first moves to I to collect the AGR/Tense affixes. After-that 

it moves to C of CP for a reason to be expl ai ned later .. 

After movement takes place the S-structure is as in (22): 

man-ace eotTlp-3S-to-gave Bakee 

'The man whom Bakee gave money to' 

money 

Let us also observe (23) 

with an instrumental PP. 

where we have relativization 

(23) a .. [NPmuha- (ya) [cpi-nt-a-gei. -~L\k'.2 [,p -edene[,t., [\I". t.,gumbba 

spea..--acc comp-3S-wi th-ki 11 ed she 1 ion 

[pp t. e]]]]]] 

'The spear with which she killed a lion' 

key-ace comp-3p-with-3p-opened they door house 

r pp ti e J]] ]J] 
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. The key with which they opened a door ' 

In the above s tructLlres, I g~; adds the meaning 'with ' to 

t h e meanings o f j ~u k'; ' k i 1 l' and I kodas l open ' . Then the 

meaning will be ' kill with' and 'open with ' respectively. In 

the e >: 3 mol e s ~ the r el at i vized p os i tions are the o b j ec t of 

p r eposi t i o n s . These positions are empty as they are 

relati v i z ed. 

After the p 's move tD the verbs they together move to 

the C positions leaving coinde):ed traces in their original 

positions .. 

MDreover, Ige l may also ad d the prepositional meaning 

'for as in (24) below. 

(24) 'pdua- ( ya) [cpint-~-ge- kode b~kee birtuka e ] J 

boy- ace comp - 3S-for - bought Bakee orange 

'The boy for \.'/hom B akee bought orange 

Th e preposi tional me a ning "for ' and the meaning of the 

v erb ' bLIY' t ogether- con v ey t he meaning ' buy for the benef i t 

of' . With out /g e / t he v erb a l one cannot con v e y t his meaning . 

Con s i der t h e f o ll o wing e x amp le . 

c;::.mp-3 S b o u g ht Bakee orange 

The - ab ove s t r u cture is. i II - formed because the 

~ elat i v i zed posit ion is not marked for both case and a-role. 

This shows ttlat th e prepos i t ion / ge l in suc h relative clauses 

21 ,=,.5 i g o s c ase a n d ~I -rol es to the relati v ized empty 

preposi t iona l ob jec t ( =pro) • Thi s is:. parallel to the 

argLlmen t in l"1ullen ( 1 986) sh e says that Amh aric 

prepositional ob j ect clitics whlch have simi lar funct ions as 
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the verb they are attached to, give a new 

relat i on. Since the relative verb and the 

carry different meanings, we may 

.-el at i on when they occur together. 

e x pect a new 

But this does 

not mean that the relative verb plus the preposition assign 

6-roles. For e x ample, it i s the presence of the preposition 

Ige/ which adds prepositional meanings to the meanings of the 

ve,.- b s . Th us, l ike in i ndependent clauses, it is the 

p reposition which assigns a-roles to the relati vized empty 

prepositional object positions. Accordingly, in(23) for 

instance, Igel assigns the instrumental a-r-ole to pro, and in 

(24) it a ssigns the benefac tive e-role to the empty 

relativized position ( =pro). 

From the discussion so far, it is noticeable that the 

element /ge/ plays an important role in relativization and e­

role assignment. In what follows we shall consider its 

status. 

In Mullen (1986) and Alemayehu (1990) there are similar 

elements in Amharic and Chaha respectively which are treated 

as independent p ronouns II'Ji th the features of number, person 

and gender. However, I ge l lacks these features. Thus, it is 

not possible to classify it as a prepositional object clitic . 

Ac cording to Mar a ntz (198 1) quoted in Mullen (1986:278) 

for 5i mi 1 ar phenomena in ot h e r 1 anguages, such el ements can 

be classified u nder "applied affi;.; ", a morpheme bearing its 

own argument structure, which is affi x ed to a v erb. This 

assumpt ion 

element s . 

does not i ndi cate the base position of such 

Igel is a prepositional head of 

for the same reason o f stranding. 

structures s how s the movement. 

a pp which moves to V 

The following tree 
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I e~CI 
muha~yaJ C.....-----...\ P 

intigesi ~p-~ 

r 
edene I VP 

/ V/""---NP 
1- movement <.-t I ~PP 

7 h' ~ v- movement f-t gunt bit P NIP 
i I 
p.mov~ment t- t e 

'The spear with which she killed a lion' 

2.3 Questioned Relatiyes 

., "" '" ... . '.', .. ~ . _... 

There are relative clauses which behave like Wh-NP's in 

languages like English. Observe the following. 

(27) a. [e.:tntse [ekode [,.yakee e J J J 

what bought Yakee 

'What did Yakee buy?' 

b. [epi ntse [ei nt-a-kode [,pyakee e J J ) 

what comp-3S-bought Yakee 

lit. 'What is that/which Yakee bought?' 

In both (a) and (b), the questioned NP is the object NP 

which is empty. According to the basic word order of the 

language, this NP should occur after the verb in D.structure. 

Are these Wh-NP' sin CP in D-structure? The answer to 

this qClestion may give light to the nature of e in (27). 

Consider the following structure from which such questions 

may be derived. 

(28) [,pYakee [epd-a-kode me?a- (ya) ) ) 

Ya kee PAST-3S-buy goa t - acc 



'Yakee bought the goat' 

t;Jhen one forms an echo question., we have (29) with a 

rising inton~tion. 

(29) [,. yakee [v. d-a-kode intse ) ) 

Yakee F'AST-3S buy what 

Lit. ' Y ak e e b o ught what ? ' 

(29) may show the base position of ;~ntse/"what " which 

is e in (27). From this we may assume that the e position is 

the base posi t i on of the questioned NP, ;"ntse/ "what " 

in(27). This means that (27) has unde~gone Wh-movement. As 

stated in Radfo~d (1988), if the Wh-wo~d originates within IP 

and moves to CP, it is clear that Wh-movement must have 

applied to the clause. Thus, the D-st~uctu~es of (27) are as 

in (30) _ 

(30) a. [ep [c (ll" yakeE kode i ntse ] J ] 

Yakee bought what 

"What did Yak"e buy? ' 

b . [C. [cint [ .. yakee [, a [v. kode intse J J J ) J 

camp Yakee 38 bought what 

Lit. 'What is that/which Yakee bought"'" 

lintse/ 'what' has moved out of IP. But to what non-A-

position dOES it move? It needs an empty position in D-

s tructure . CP has a specifier position which is empty in the 

D-structure to which lintse/ can move. Thus the S-structures 

after mov ement are like the following. 

bought Yakee 

, What did Yakee buy?' 

b. Co. ;'ntse. [c'nt-[.3-kodeJ~ [,.yake., [,t~ [v.t~ 'ti)J J ) J 

What comp-3S-bought Yakee 

Lit "What is that / which Yak.,., bought? ' 



/intse/ has moved from the object position to the spec 

of CP l eaving a trace behind. nTh; s type of trace is 

consequently a Wh-trace, also known as variable" (Cook, 

1988, 12 6 ) . The mo ved element s and their traces form chains 

and "Ch ain formation can only be initiated from IP internal 

pos iti o n" (Epst ein, 1992 : 2 3 9) ~ Similar ly, in the above 

Examp l es , t he v erbs move from VP internal to C of CP and 

chains for med shown in ( 32). 

(32) a. [ kode ~ ...•. t~ ...... t~J 

b. [ intse ••. • . t.J 

Since movement is from a-position (Chomsky, 1986b), in 

(32b) t shares the patient a-role with the head of the chain 

/;i nt se / '.,hat'. 

According to the EC classification made in Chomsky 

<1986a), a Wh-trace is a variable which is neither anaphoric 

nor pronominal, thus [-a , -pJ. It is subject to principIa C of 

Bi n ding. Thus, as Safir ( 1984:604) noted fat- English 

structures like (Who; did Mar y see e;', it is enough to note 

that in (3 1) , l int s e / in CP locally A-binds the direct object 

po s ition ( i.e.the t rac e of the mo v ed Wh-NP). 

The structur es i n (27) ( a ) and ( b) behave in the same 

way , The diff er e n ce i s that the prefi x l intl is attached to 

the r e la tive v erb Iko d e l ' buy' in (b). This element appears 

the re la t i v e c on st ~uctions as shown in the preceding 

-=;.ect i o n s .. Al tho ugh the movements a nd the properties are the 

same i n both E)! amples, ( b) is simi lar to the other relative 

constr uctions we h ave alread y c o nsidered e x cept tl'lat it 

i nvol v e s Wh-moveme nt. Thus, t h e relativized position is empty 

b ecau s e of me'v'e ment a nd n o t b ecause of a bas e-generated pro .. 
i 

Quest i o ned sub j ec t NP ' s behav e in the samE manner .. 

Ob s erve (33) b e l o w . 
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ceomp-3S-killed 1 ion ace who 

'Who 15 he that killed a lion' 

/waree/ ' who ' is e>:tracted f~om the subject position 

where the trace t; is shown. The verb also moves from the VP 

i nter-nal 

conclude 

GUfflLlZ .. 

position to I 

tha.t questioned 

and then to C. From this we may 

relatives involve Wh-movement in 

2.4 passive Relatives 

A s.ubsti tuti on rule called NP-movement (Radford, 

1981.: 180) applies in a number of cc,nstructions including 

passives. Observe the following structure. 

(34) (JP gLlmbba 

1 ion 

[. d - i-.uk' t J J 

PAST -PASS-ki 11 ed 

. The lion was killed' 

/gummba..I '1 i on' from the object position 

filled by t to the e~ternal argument position which is empty 

2.S paSSl \!E'" ",.'er-os do riot h ave DVel""t external at-guments 

(ChD:TlSky ~ 1981;118). The movement is trigger-Ed by case since 

[NP, VP] does not receive a verbal case (i.e. accusative 

case) within the VP (J3Eggli~ 1986:;587) .. Thus~ a le>:ica l 

d irect object is not allowed in ( 34) above. /gumbba/ has thus 

mo v ed to thE subject position where it can get nominative 

caSE .. This is wh at we find in independent clauses .. 

there is no such NP-movement In passivized Gumuz 

~lauses as ililtstrated in (35) below: 

goat comp - PASS - 3P - sold 

'The goats tr-Jhich were sDld' 

However, 

relative 

There are tvJO EC ' s. in this clause. Since relativized 

positions are e mpty in Gumu:z~ is the result of a 
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~elativized object. Further more, since the passive verb has 

no overt s ubject, e1 is the subject of the passive verb 

assuming that th e verb has moved to C. Thus, (36) is the 

structure we get before V-movement has taken place. 

( 36) (NP me?a (ep i-nt [II' e1 [li ,ko) [VI' kodak ' a e"l ) ] ] ] 

gc~ a t camp PASS , 3P sold 

' The goat s which were sol d ' 

According to Jaeggli ( 1986:588), the surface subject of 

a passive s entence corresponds to the logical object of the 

verb. The r elat ion of Ik ol with e. is due to this 

correspondence. 

Thus far, WE have considered only the so called 

"agent less passive " (Radford, 1981:182), i.e. passives which 

lack any agent phraSE introduced by prepositions as in the 

fo ll owing English structure. 

(37) The city was destroy ed by the enemy. 

In this str ucture, the NP, t he en emy has been introduced 

by the pr Eposition b..:i.. and is called b y-phrase (Jaeggli., 

198 6,599). Although the NP in troduced by the preposition ~ 

is commonl y known as an Agent (Radford, 1981; Riemsdijk and 

Willi a ms , 1986)., it is i nterpreted as an Agent only when the 

6 -,,-01 8 of the passive ver b 1 S Agent (Jaeggli, 

SOLirce or 1986:599 ) . It can 

E>~p ey- ienCET dependi ng on 

pht-ase !S 

as Goal ~ 

the B-role a~si gned to the by-

In Gumu2 , such NP 's are introduced by the preposition 

Iki-I ' b y ' and correspondingly we may call such phrases 'ki-

phrases ' . Observe the passi v ized re lati ve c laus e s with the 
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( 38)a. [N,. gLimbba [cpint-i -~uk~ [1~ e [It~ [ ... pt..Je][ppki-muhaJ)J 

lion comp-F'ASS-killed by-spear 

' A lion which was killed with spear ' 

goat comp -F'ASS-boLOght by-man 

' A goat which was bought by a man 

In(38), we find empty subjects as passive verbs do not 

hav~ external arguments and an empty direct object. The NP 

in the ki-phrase, according to Jaeggl i (1986: 599) is 

interpret ed as bearing the e x ternal 9-role of the passivized 

predi cat!? Thi sis true regardl ess of the parti cuI ar nature 

of the 8-role assigned to the NP in the ki-phrase. Thus, the 

lei -phrase in (38a) is assigned th e instrumental a-role and in 

(38b) it is assi gned the Goal Et-rol e. These 8-roles are the 

e" ter n al e-roles transferred on to the NP in the F'P in a 

passive sentenCE by the crucial involvement of the passi ve 

sLiffi>~ (J aegg li, 1986:600). This s uffi x is /il in Gumuz. 

2. 5 CPDcluc;iQD 

Different relativized NP positions have been considered 

in this ch apter. All such posi tions are empty . However, in 

the case of questioned (interrogative) relatives we have an e 

"',lhich i s a variable si nce here there is Wh-movement. In 

other p osi ti ons WE have base-generated pro' S w 

In a ll s tructures we have head movements of F' to V and V 

to C. In interrogat ivE relatives t he V moves to C and the Wh-

e lemen t moves t o the Spec of CP . 

t o word order changes . 

The movement of the V leads 

Since the cause for V- movement is the same in all cases, 

there i s no r eason why ver bs in s ubjec t rela..tivized relative 

clauses do not move to C, Thus, we a ssume that relative 

v erb s i n Gumu 2 move fr om VP to I and then to C. 
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Notes 

~ Relativi2atian and relative clauses formation are 

used interchangeably. 

'" Modern Hebrew has two relativizing strategies., 

mOVEment and the resumptive pronoun (See Barer; 1984b). 

I n l inguistic t heDr y~ le>:ica l pronoun in this 

relativi2ed position has been referred to as ' resumpt i ve ' 

(see Mullen, 1986) 

... According to Chomsky (1982:17) gapping 1S called 

empty categm-y (ECl in the generative literature. 

The term clitic is defined as a morpheme that is 

phonologically bound (never occur alone) and is syntactically 

(see Dal y and Rhodes <1981 ) for the definition). 

Clitics are syntactically not part of the word to which they 

are tied phonological ly . For e xample, in(6) repeated below, 

[( lij-u (e]; ya-gaddala-w; J ibaab] 

boy-DEF REL - Killed - it snake 

'The snake that the boy killed' 

the pronominal objec t clitic I-wi is phonologically tied to 

t he verb I g~ddil l but syntactically it is related to the 

subjec t e., with which it is coindexed. 

<6 The subjec.t and object affi xes are optional in GUinLl2 .. 

7' The German examples as given in Comrie 91981:83) are 

as follow5: 

a. Dar Mann sah den fungen 

the man (nom) saw the boy (acc) 
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. fhe man saw the boy ' 

b. Ich wei~, da~ der Mann den Jungen sah 

I knO~l that the man the boy saw 

I '~nDW that the man saw the boy' 

e In GLiITILLZ, the past tense of t h e rela~ive verb IS 

irld l c a ted by zer o morpheme. 

Let us assume for the moment that l intl is a 

campI ement i 2: er .. The discussion concerning this issue will be 

presented in chapter three. 

10 Subject relativization is when the head noun of a 

r elative clause IS an Li.rsder-stood subject of the clause and 

the object relativization IS an understood o bject of the 

clause (see Bunte, 1986) . 

11 The head noun In the relative clause is the noun 

th at IS the sister of the relative clause, i.e .. ) the head 

noun and the relativE are dominated by the s a mE n ode. The N 

circ l ed below is t h e head of the relative cl a use 

in Culicover (1976 :195 ) . 

The head NP is the material to the right or to the left 

of CP which the typol ogists ca ll pre-Dr post-nominal relative 

c 1 auseS a 

1 2 The four types c.f e>:pressions (EC ' s) namely, NP-

trCice , Wh - trace, PRO and pro are the realization of the two 

ba s ic f ea t:...tr e s [~ J ' an aphor i c " and [ p J 'prOn OlTll nal in t hi s 
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case, NP-trace is a pure anaphor (+a,-pJ; whereas pro is a 

pure pronomi nal (-a,+pJ. Variables (wh-trace) are neither 

anaphoric nor pronominal, thus [-a,-pJ. We then tal,e PRO to 

be a pronominal anaphor [+a.,+pJ, sharing properties of 

pronouns and anaphors. 

13 I of IP carry ing the relevant Tense/AGR features can 

be empty Isee Radford, 1988). 

14 The movement 01 Vi to the head of CP is call ed 1-

movement (Radford, 1988). This movement may be motivated by 

lintl which is generated in CPo 

When the e)!ternal a-role is source, the NP in the 

by-phrase is interpreted as source. When it is goal, the NP 

can be interpreted as Goal. Observe the following examples 

from Jaeggli <1986:599). 

a. Bill was ki 11 ed by Mar~ - (Agent) 

b. The package was sent ~_hD. (Source) 

c. The letter was t-ecei ved by Bj 11 (Goal) 

d. The teachet- is feared by iii11 5:t~ld~ot~ 

(e;:.;peri encer) .. 



3. TYPES OF RC'S AND THE ELEMENT IINTI IN GUMUZ 

In this chapter we shall discuss two important issues. 

First, types of relative clauses will be discussed. 

the categorial 

determined. 

status and position of lintl 

3,1 Types Of Relatiye ClaLlsgs 

Types of RC's can be seen in two different ways. 

between restrictive (RRC) and non-restrictive 

Second,. 

will be 

One is 

(NRRC) 

relatives and the other is between headed and headless 

relatives. In this section we shall consider each. 

3.1.1 Restrictiye and Non-Restrictiye Be's 

In relation to relative clauses, linguists tend to make 

distinctions between restrictive and non-r-estrictive 

relatives Jackendoff (1977) for example, assigns them to 

different bar levels in his "Uni form Three-level 

Hypothesis" ... 1 Restrictive relative clauses are complements 

of Nit and non-restrictive relative clauses are complements of 

Nltt .. In this case, an NP like liThe people who went to MIT" can 

be repres ented as in (1), 
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( 1 ) N 

A .. 
A~t I 
Art" N ' 

A~t' N S(CP} 

A~t peopl e 

The who went to MI T 

(RRC) 

Jackendoff does not show the rules for expa.nding each 

Art" other than simply writing it as Artn - 1 (Stuurman., 

1982 : 415) . According to Jackendoff ' s claim., if the 

restricti v e relative clause in (1) lS to be followed by a 

further relative clause, the later functions as a non-

restricti v e ( s o metimes called appositive) relativE clause and 

is r epres ented as in(2). 

(2 ) 

s 

People .,ho went to MIT who Elill saw 

(RRC) (NRRC ) 
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The reasons why the two relative clauses branch from 

different bar levels are intonation break, complementizer-

selections and distributions. At the phonological level, for 

e>: amp! e., non-restrictive relatives are characterized by a 

intonation contour and a change 1n the degree of 

loudness. In contrast, restrictive relatives are not preceded 

by a noticeable intonation break and are char-acterized by 

cDntinuity Df the degree of loudness (Jackendoff, 1977: 172) . 

Cornilescu (1981) and Bache and Jacobson (1980) also use 

these points as characteristics. 

Regarding comple;7lenti:z:er selection, restrictives can be 

introduced by the 'that' or zero complementizer whereas 

non-,.-est.rictives are introduced by Wh-wor-ds in English. In 

terms of distribution, Jackendoff says that non-restrictives 

occur following restrictive relatives. If we follow this 

2ssumpt i e,,, ~ GLifTfU2 relatiVE claUSES in (3a) might be 

represented as in (3b) below: 

(3)a.(N b~ga-(we)[N[~int-~-kode e bira][~int-a-te E yaya-ma]] 

man -nom comp-3S bought 0>: camp-3S-1ost sheep-pass 

'The man who bought D>:, \o>Jhose sheep is lost' 

," 
b. N 

N" 
~-

N' 5 S 

~~.~ 
b~ga-\we) int-~-kode e bira int-~-te-e yaya-ma 

(RRC) (NRRC) 
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HOWEver, Jackendoff ' s account of non-restrictiv~ as N'I' 

complements has been seriously questioned~ Emonds (1979) for 

instance, develops the main clause hypothesis (MCHl, by which 

NRRC 's are dErived by parenthetical formation from main 

clauses coor dinated to the clause conta in ing the antecedent. 

He argues that LInder thE MCH 'apposIt ive (NRRC) have no 

properties" hence the third 1 Evel of the bar notation 

propOSEd by Jackendoff is unneCEssary (1979:242), For 

Emonds, non-restr ictive relatives are not distinctly 

different in their properties from restrictives. The comma 

intonation break which is claimed to be one criterion may 

sLIggest that the two types of relative clauses cannot be 

studied from a purely 
0; 

syntactic Doint view. . . Accordingly, the 

two ki nds of relative clauses are treated as branching from 

the same level by adjunction. 

r e p rESEntEd as in (4). 

(4 ) 

f/ 

N~ 

Hence the structure in (2) is 

5 5 

The people who, went to MIT whOa Bill saw 

(RRC) (NRRC) 



44 

As represented in (4) , Emonds ' s analysis allows 

recursive projections. This is a deviation from Jackendoff's 

system in which cannot immediately dominate ' itself 

(Stuurman, 1983: 737) . Because of this the structure in (4) 

cannot be interpreted b y Emonds's (1979:220) Hypothesis of 

appos i ti ve Wh- In t e~ pretation rule s tated in (5): 

(5) [PRO,WHJ is anaphoric to H" in 

HI' [~comp [ w . .. z]] 

Where s is not a sister to a head 

(H=N,V,P,A) 

This ~ule may work in languages where there are Wh-

relative pronouns. But Gumu2 relative clauses have no such 

pronouns .. So it is not possible to fully apply it here. 

If we apply Emonds' (1979) analysis of appositive, we 

may have the representation in (6). 

I' 
(6) N 

" N2 

~ 
Nl S 

""'~'L 
i nt-a-kode pro bi.fa 
~ 

int-a- t@-pro yaya-ma 

(RRCl (NRRC) 

' The man who bought O X ., WhOSE sheep is lost' 

,I 

I 
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There are no Wh-NP's in the relative claLlses in(6). The 

head NP Ibagal man is far away from the relativi~ed NP 

positions .. This maJ(ES it difficult to accept that 
.. 

the N., 

and N"2 in (6) arE contiguous antecedents of the relativized 

NP's. 

Relative clauses are treated in terms of phrase 

structure rules in the systems developed by Jackendoff (1977) 

and Emonds (1979). In GB, they are treated as non-argument 

clausal complem,mts of nouns at maximal level. Stowell (1981> 

quoted in Alemayehu (1992:25) says I'all modifiers (including 

relatives> must project from a ma>:imal level (>: II 1 evel ) II. 

Moreover, according to Safir (1986), there is a level derived 

from LF called LF'. He argues that the reference of 

restrictivE depends on the modifying clause and this can be 

determined at LF; while the ,-eferential relation between head 

NP's and their non-restricti ve relative claUSE complements 

can be determined at LF' • A non - restrictive head has 

independent modifiers and the ref erent i al relations may be 

indicated by coindexat ion at both levels~ i.e. LF and LF ' . 

\.olE see onE formal difference 

between restrictiVE and non-r-est,,-ictive relative clauses in 

GLtrTILlZ. There is, for e >:ampl e,. intonation break following 

restrictive relative claLlses. Another difference concerns 

the relations they have with the relative head NP 's . Since 

the head is already restricted by the fir s t relative clause, 
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the second one h as no restrictive effect on the head noun 

man in (3) repeated hEre in (7) for convenience. 

man-nom comp-3S-bought ox comp-3S-last sheep-pass 

'The man whD bought 0>: , vJhose sheep is lost· 

The head noun is r estricted by the relative clause which 

immedi~tely follows it. Because of this, the non-restrictive 

relative clause simply gives e >: tra information about the head 

noun .. This may force us to assume that the relational 

reference b et .... een the h ead noun Ibagal 'man' and the non-

rest..-ictive relati v e in (7) may be d e termined at LF', .... hereas 

the relation between the head noun and its restrictive 

r-elative c::lau!::.e is determi ned at LF as proposed in Safir. 

( 8) and ( 9) sho w the Fep,-esentation at both levels. 

( 8) At LF 

goat comp-3S-boLight woman 

' A goat wh ic h 

ye£.t er-d ay , 

a woman 

At LF ' , the head noun 

bot h relative clauses but 

following e x amp les. 

comp-PASS slaughte..-ed yesterday 

bought, which was slaughtered 

Ime ? a l ' goat ' is coindE): ed with 

with different indic eS as in th e 
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( 9) At LF' 

[Npme?a .. .1 .J [CPA i nt -ii-kode . ingi fa E .. J [cP.J i nt -i -~i p~ e.J namage~ i JJ ] 

goat comp-3S-bought woman comp-PASS-slaughtered yesterday 

A question may be ra ised here in connection with the 

presence of LF ' . 

level in \o>lhich 

As it is argued in Saf i r (1986), LF ' is a 

I'extra'i arguments Dr constituents may be 

attached to grammatical sentences. The indiceS at this 

1 eve 1 have to be i ntt-oduced into the 6-structure of the 

sentence in a way that captures the perception that such 

elements are I'extra l •. This e x plains the fact that "non-

r estrict iv~s tend to be similar in their distribution to 

parenthetical phrases" (Safir, 1986,672), a notion introduced 

by Emonds (1979). 

If the head noun /me?a/ ' goat ' and e in (9) do not share 

an index at LF, then th e relative clause will be e xc luded by 

both the O-cr i terion and the Full Intet-pretation (FIl 

(Chomsky, 1986a l for otherwise the clause will be neither 

prEdicated nor selected by anything in the sentence (Safir, 

1986,677) . 

In Gumuz~ only non - restrict ivE' s can be used to qualif y 

proper nauns .. Observe the following s t ructure in (10), 

Bakee comp-3S-came yesterday died 

'Ba ~( eE, who came yesterday died ' 
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The r-efer-enti al ~Elation between the non-~estrictive 

r-elative clau se and the head NP in (10) can be deter-mined by 

indicies at LF ' as in ( 11) .. 

(11 ) 

Since the proper noun does not need any restrictive 

complement., the clausal complement in (11 ) is not 

3.1 .. 2 Headless Relatiyes 

In the relative clauses we have seen abOVE., both 

rest rictive and non-restrictive relatives are headed. Gumuz, 

like in some cases of English, has also headless relati v e 

clauses . Obser-ve the following r-elative claus es in (121. 

comp-lp-ate-lp he PAST-3S-know 

'He knew what WE ate' 

b. (NP (cpint-i-hits - al J rah d-a-Sin J ) 

comp-lp-hate-1p he PAST-3S-lovE 

'He loved wh om we hate' 

In the: above e x amples, the head positions ar-e empty. 

Like i n headed r-elatives'l we e >:pect \i-movement· ( 13) is 

i llustr-ati v e of this. 
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camp lP ate he PAST-3S know 

' He knew what we ate' 

camp lP hate he PAST-3S love 

'He loved whom .,e hate ' 

In the above D-st..-ucture representations, the e in the 

IP is the subject 

phonetically real. 

of the relative clause which is not 

The position is empty because Gumuz can 

The e in the object position is a result d..-op its subject. 

of re lativization. In both e><amples, the object IS 

relati vi zed and as a result the position is empty (=proJ. 

Like in headed relative clauses the subject of the 

headless relatives may appear phonetically as in the examples 

bel 0"" 

comp-3S-at e he PAST-3S-1S know 

'I know what he ate ' 

Comp-3P-loved they he PAST-3S-love 

' He loved whom they loved' 
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Such examples show headless relative clauses in which 

objects are relativized. Such clauses are also possible with 

F'Elativized subjects as in (15): 

b. 

comp -3S-kill lion PAST-3S-come 

' One who killed a lion has come' 

baab-eJ 

comp-3S came yesterday father-pass 

, One who came yesterday is my father' 

These E >:amples are the same as those we have seen in 

(12) and (13) above except that the object of the relative 

clauses here are phonetically real. 

To conclude., we get only one basic difference between 

h eaded and nc,n-headed (headless) relative clauses in Gumuz, 

that is, the absence or presence of a head noun_ 

3.2 The ElemEnt lintl in GUffiU2 Be's 

In the relative clauses presented in the preceding 

sectiDns~ the element lint! is found prefixed to relative 

But its status and base position has not been 

discussed. 

We h a ve SEeD the mo v ement of verbs from within the VP to 
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the head of IP and then to C of CPo In all cases the 

mo;-- phemE- lintl is attached to verb. Consider the e}(amples 

in (6): 

boy-nom PAST-3S-c limb to -tree 

' The boy climb up a tree ' 

b . (N~dua-(we) [cpjnt-~-toko ki - yaJJ 

Boy-nom comp-3S-climb to-tree 

' The boy who climbed up a tree' 

In (a), there is no lint/; instead, we find Id-al which 

are tense and AGR morphemes .. In (b), the morpheme lintl is 

prefi xed to the relative verb. Its absence leads to i11-

formedness as { 17} demonstrates .. 

boy-nom 3S-climb to -tree 

When WE return to thE status of lint/, it does not show 

any nomi nal featu~e, like gender, person, number or case .. 

Thus, y.Je cannot treat it as a pronoun. In English, for 

instance , th e "'lh-;--elative pronouns show formal differences 

between nominative accusative and genitive cases. But in 

GumU2, lint! has no s uch variations. 
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According to Radfor d (1988), typical NP's have genitive 

case forms and the same is true of pronominal NP's~ The ~jh-

NP's 'who ' and 'wh ich' for instance, ha ve the genitive form 

'whose', whereas like the complementizer 'that' in English, 

/jntl does not have a genitive form. 

Furthermore, relative pronouns tend to carry specific 

syntactic properties marked fm- gender or animacy. 'who' ,. 

for instance~ indicates [+HumanJ whereas 'what' indicates [-

Huma.n] .. Again like 'that' in English, lintl does not carry 

any such features. It is semantically neutral ~nd has no 

lexical meaning. Thus, as indicated in the labelling in the 

e x amples, lintl is treated as a complementizer. 

As a complementizer, its base position is within the CP 

as shown in the representations in (18). 

(Iala. [NP ingifa-(we [ep int-~-de-kode e me?a-Cyal]J 

b. 

woman -acc comp-3S-FUT-buy goat - acc 

' Th e woman who will buy the goat' 

NP 
~ 

NP CP 
\ ~ 

ingifa(we) e 
, 

c 

/'----
c 

/ 

int 

IP 

NP~ , 
I 

I 
e I~P 

/ ~ 
a,de V NP 

/ I 
kode me?a (ya.) 

The woman Who will buy The goat 
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As we have s een in the preceding s ections, relative 

clauses follow their heads. Simi larly, in (18), the position 

of lintl is clause initial in comp .. Following Radford 

( 1988 ) , since the embedded claUSE with over t or null 

complementi z er constitute a CP, the relative clause in (18) 

has the s tatus of a CP with an o vert h ead C, /int/. 

Alt h ough the verb and the complementizer occur together 

as a single word at the surface, it is known that they 

originate i n different positions. The question is how lintl 

gets attached to the verb. One may say that either lint/ has 

moved down to the verb Qt- the v e.-b has moved up to its I eft 

to camp .. Since downward mov ement is not acceptable in GB, 

the late..- seems plausable. Thus, we a ssume that the ve..-b 4 

moves up to camp after collecti ng inflectional features from 

I of IP and i s prefi x ed to C in CP at S-structure .. This 

movement is as in (19 ): 

( 19) NP 

~ 
NP CF' 

I ~, 
ingifa(we} e c 

~ 
c IF' 

i nt::id ~k ode NP~ I' 

I~ 
~ I VP 

\ ~ i 
I - movemen t <"-t V NF' 

I I 
~ t '.../-movt me'/a (ya) 

i 

The wom~n who will buy fhe rjoa t 
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The mov ement of th e ver b is not particular to Gumuz 

relati v e c lauses~. It is obI igatory and must be an instance 

of Move A!pha, in t h e mapping of D-structure onto S-structuFe 

0'1L111 en 'J 1986: 372) • 

L. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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Notes 

1 Uniform Three-Level Hypothesis is the theory which 
requires any category to have three levels of X for i.e. X', 
)('~ )( .. ~ 

:2 l i . .. .. ·al l 
person pl ura l. 
clause. 

is a discontinuous morpheme indicating first 
It al s o I ndicates the subject of the relati v e 

3 Th e prepo~it~on /~~ i - I giVES different prepositional 
me anings. FOr- e :::amp le, it conveys the meanings 'to ' , ' for ' , 
'by', ' \I'Ji th' , 'on ' , and up ' . The equivalent pr-eposition 
/ge/ also gives these meanings. The diffe~ence is that /ge/ 
occurs when the object of preposition is relativized while 
I ki-I occurs elsewhere .. 

it moves· 
If the~e is a preposition / ge / in relative clauses, 
to V and together (V+P) move to I and then to C. 

~ The movement of the verb to C is also shown in 
Amha~i c, Chaha and ~:unama Marda as observed by Mull en (1986) 
and Alemayehu (1990, 1992) ~espectively. 



4. CONCLUSION 

The study set out to accomplish one maj o r task~ i.e. to 

analyze relative clauses in Gumuz in the light of the 

Government and Bind ing Theo~y . This model is a dopted and 

presented in the fi ,-st chapter of the study. It was shown 

that the concept of gov ernment plays a central unifying role 

throughout the systems of 

var iet y of wa y s. 

principles which interact in a 

In light of this, the relativi2ed 

strateg ies of relativization were e xamined. 

positions and 

It was found out 

that GLlmu2 relative clauses use the strategy called gapping. 

Accordi ng to th i s strategy, relativized NP positions are not 

fill ed by phonetically real NP ·s . A relativi zed position is 

simply empty. Since it is governed and &-marked the EC in 

th i s positi on is pro. On the other hand, Gumu z i nter r ogati v e 

relatives employ the movemen t strateg y .. The Wh-NP's mo ve 

fr om their ba sE positions to t he spec o f CP. In this case, 

the relativized position is also emp t ")" because of move ment 

a nd the e is not a base generated pro, it is a Wh-tr dce 

(=vat- iab le ) which is coinde" ed with t h e moved .Jh-NP . 

In Gumuz relative clauses, there are head-to-head 

movements . Fi rst, there is V-movement in all relative 

cl i3Llses . The relati ve verb moves to I to collect agreement 



57 

and ten se features. After collecting these fea t ures from I, 

it moves to C in CPo The sEcond mov ement, i . e, the movement 

of the infl ected verb (Vi), known as I-movement , is attracted 

by the complementizer lintl which cannot stand alone. Since 

it does not sa ti s f y any of the characteristics of relative 

pr onoun, lint/ is argued to be a complementizer base 

gen erated in C of CPo Another head mov ement is the movement 

of P to '.J. This happens when the object of a preposition is 

rel ati vized .. A relati viz ed object of a preposition is also 

empty (=pro). Thus, the prepositional head which cannot 

stand alone moves to V in search of a bearer", In other 

wot-ds, prepc,si ti ans ca:nnot be s tranded in Gumuz. These 

movements lead to change in the basic word order of the 

1 anguag ... 

vJh-movement is not common in other Ethiopian languages, 

SLICh as:- Amharic, Oromo Chaha etc. Unlike these languages, 

Gumuz interr-ogativE re lat ive clauses employ Wh - movement. 

Passi · ... ·e re lative c l auses ha\'e also been described. As 

passive ver b s have no externa l argument and the r Elati vi zed 

pasi t:i ons in GUffiU2 at-eo empty, we may find passive verbs 

without e xt ernal and internal arguments. When a - direct 

object is relativized, for eo ;'! ampl e, the object position is 

left empty because of relativization and the subject position 

is also empty as passives do not have overt subjec t. 
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In relation to types of re lative clauses , Gumu2 has both 

res tr ictive and non-restri cti v e and headed and headless~ A 

restrictive r-elative clause has res trictive effect on the 

he ad NP and a non-restrictivE one plays an apposi ti v e role .. 

Howe'/er, b oth are modifying clausal compl eme nt s of their 

heads .. There is no syntactic di fference betv-Jeen the two 

types of relati v e clauses. Their differences lies on the 

rest~ictive and non-restrictive effects they have on the head 

NP's. Safir (1986) treat s such difference at two levels of 

repres entation .. Fir-st, the reference of restrictive depends 

on the modifying clause and this can be determined at LF; 

while the referential relation between head NP ' s and their 

non-restrictivE rel ati ve clause are complements determined at 

LF' a l eve l later than LF. Because non-restrictive relative 

cl auses have no semantic effect on their r-eferential NP's and 

hence h ave to be t reated outsi de of LF, the 1 evel of 

representation for semantically relevant elements. 

Mor eover~ relati\/€ c lauses could be headed or headless. 

In Gumuz suc h clauses have no internal structural difference. 

The head is in initial posi ti on 1 

head initial langua ge. 

characterizing Gumuz 
< 

~? 
~ 
::l ... 
~ 1\ 

Finally, in Gumuz independent c lauses /d/ IS a past 

marke,..- .. 
it . 

In rela t ive clauses~ls missing and there is no overt 

past tense marker. This needs phonological or mor phological 

i nVEst igation. 
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