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ABSTRACT

This study dezlas with the structure &f verb comp-
lements of Ari. The attempt made here is, to present
the basic grammatical features necessary for the discu-
ssion of verb couplements, to describe the verb ccmple-
ments, snd to explain the various constituents that
compose the verb couwplenents in light of the GB frams-
wvork and Jackendoff's X- theory. In relatiom to head
and compleument the deperndency of one on ancther is

avalyzed using mainly theta and case theories.

The structure of verb complements fits the general
principles of GB theory. Ari as a language (in its
syntax) has some peculiar features which differentiates
it from eother languages. Some of them are fouund in the
relation between the tran.itive verbs angd tgeir cornle-

ments. Four of them are accounted here, others are

raised as problems for further research.
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Chapter Cne
INTRODUCTION

1.1 The Laxguage

Lri i8 uwe of the three 1angudges (Ari, Dime, and
Huame:r) which are grouped under Scuth Omotic (Fleming
-1976), Aroid (Benrder 1983) language subfamilf.

Ari, whese speakers number more than a hundred
thousand is &« collective uname given to temn dialects
(Ford, 1985:Bender, 1989) namely:Baska, Bargedda,
Biye, Gayli, Kuure, Layda, Seyki, Snangawu.., Sida and
Ubaamer,

After waking @ di.lect comparxsion, Ford (1985)
reuariked that excludimg the three dialects: Bargedda,
Gayli aud Seyki)because they are spoken at the northera
berder area of the Lsuth Cumo adninmistratvive region,

&ll the cthers have 854 6f shared vocabulary. She also
fournd out that Biyo, Shaugewz, Sida and Ubasuer arsz
ceutral dialecty ... gave ker prefercace for Sida to
represent the language.

Ari is also surrcunded by six different languagas
Basketo, Gofa, Cyda, Banna (Hamer), Kara and Dime. It
is omly im the south part that the lingua-franca
couposed of Ari amd Haumer i,e, Fara is fouma (Ay,.lew

p.c. 1950)
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1.2 rrevious Studies on Ari

The following studies on Ari wére done:

"Owotic and Cushitic Verbal lMarkers: 4 Yossivle
Isogless" (1981) by Alemayehu Haile.

In this M.A, thesis the author tried to indicate
the tense/aspect marking isogloss of Omotic and
Cushitic languages, Because of its being a South
Cuotic language, oune paradigm 'eat' was taken and
analyzed from Ari., Ilic also identified the Cushitic
trace of tense markers i.e., Vowels and also perfective
and iasperfective aspect markers,

"Ari Society and Its lLanmguage" (1903) by Bizuwork
Gonfa.

Bizuwork wrote about the geographical location,
the way of livimg, the beliefs and the values estcemned
by Ari people including their language. %

about the language she said the ancestur language
of Ari is not knowmn. ©She also mentioned that there
are twenty-seven consonant phonemes ana five veuels
with their long counteﬁ:barts. Concerning the syllable
pattern she said that there are eight basic syllable
structures in Ari.

"Ari Linguistic Survey" (1985) Ly Carolyn Ford.

She xade a preliminary inveotigation and wrote a

report tvo the Language Acadeny of Ethiopia. She
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identified the dialects und made intelligibility tests
and other sociclinguistic surveys.
Her report also described the phonology of the lanzuage.

"Mhe Fhonology of Ari (Generative Appfoach)"(1986)
by Tewmsam Ahned,

This is a senior essay presented for the B.A
degree in Llinguistics. Im this study the Liyda diszlect
is dealt with, and forty-three phonemes have been
established frow his «amalysis.

"Vaerb Morpk-luzy of Ari" (1987) by Daniel Aberra,

He tried to describe the inflections and derivationms
of Ari verbs based onlthc S...agama dialect, and also
the wmorphophonemic processes that are involved in the
analysis of verbs.

"Ari Borrowed Words from Amharic" (1988) by Naasi
Aleka.

It is a senior essay fer the 3.A degree’ in Lthiopian
languages., He mainly discussed the sources of borrowing,
the phonological adjustment of the borrowed words and
the phounology of the language.

"Comparative Aroid ( South Omotic ) Morphology"(1989)
by Lionel M., Berder.

This is one of the recent works prepared for the
Seco.l International Symposiua on Cushitic and Crotic

languages. Bender did & comparative study of the three



—4-

South Omotic (Aroid) lazrpuages, focusing on the
worphology of wominals. KEe also pointed out that
there is a lack of rescarch works on thase. South
Omotic languuges namsly Hamer‘} Dime and Ari.
"Notes on the A4ri Lauguage" (1990) by R.J. Hayward.

This is am exhaustive research work which imcludes
pi:onological, worphological, andsyntactic sunslysis of
the language.

Though tuc present researcher is heavily indebted
to Hyyward by using his article &as refeicnce materixl
and checking iestrumzent, there ._.e some differences
specially in wsciguisg some camnmatical items to their
grammatical categories.

"The Phomolugy of Ari" (1991) by Ayyalew Mitiku.

It is a thesis for M.d., in lirnpuisties., ayyalew
did & relatively couprehensive work on dcscz}biug the
sounds of Ari by supplying amplée exzaunles.

He also attached an Ari-English dictionary of
ceight hundred words at the end of his paper.

Although they are not directly related to lingui-
stic descriptive studies Ayyalew Mitiku, Denald Levine,
Eike Haberlaed, Ernesta Cerulli and Gebre Yintso have
made ethnegraphical and sociolinguistic studies on Ari
languuge ard people.

The sbove mentionmed studies sre relevant (especially
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that eof Hayward (1990) ) to this study in that they
supply the basic information about the lauguape like
phonolegy, morplclegy, syntax of tie language oz vhich

the study of verb cowmplements is based on.

1.3 The Present Study

The present study is structured as follows: first
there is a simple description of structures of verbs
and their complements. Thern, bascu oa the description
the explanativ. and the conclusion with ample evidence

is prepared and presented by using GB theory.

13,1 Aims and bSignificance

The aiw of this study is to describe the obligatory
and optional complewents of verds including their
raxiwal projections awn. supplying a basic grammatical
sketch of Ari as relevant to the analysis ofe.complements.
this study cwn be significant in three re.pects,
First, it will give information on the syntactic structure
of Ari. GSecond, it will widen ths preseat day linguistic
knowledge of the South Omotic languages. And third, it
will be an additienal testing ground of the GB model
for its universality, by applying it to owe of the

Ethiopian languagzas.
1.%.2 Ressarch Methodology

This study of the Ari language is purely linguistic

R
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80 the methods, the procedurcs and the assumptions

bhere are that ef limguistics. It is based om the data
elicited from infermants. The data are of two types.
First, from the elicited sentences possible grammatical
inforwation will be sought. Second, to fiud the natural
settings of seutences, texts of different gemres are
teed. The geures ure narrative, descriptive, ecxplana-
tory and argumentative.

The muxber of elicited sentences that are used for
explauatiou of the grammatical system of the lanzuage
are wzvocut niue huudred and the texts that are used in
this analysis are nine (each on average COwpused of
fifteen complex sentences) with diiferent themes so

that they fall te different genres,

13+ Limitatica of the Study

Du= to & luick of kuowledga of the 1&;;u3;c, &1l
the verb couplements of Ari are not dealt here. Only
sanples are taken and analyzed, hence the asaalysis is

not to be claimed &s bei:s complcie and free rio0w errors.

1.4 Theoretical Framework oy
s 4

The theoretical frawework followed in“fﬁis@%%udy
is the Government-Binding (GB) theory.
GB theory is the recent development and extension

¢f generative grammar. The generative gramcar of a
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particular language as Chomsky (1986:5) said, ... is

a theory that is concerned with the form and mearing
of expressions of this languagce". This generative
granmwar is determined by the "language facﬁlty“ » 5
& particular cowponent of the human mind. The nature
of this faculty is a subject matter of modera linguis-
tics that aims to discover the framework of principles
«nd elements common to attainable human languages;
this theory is called "universal grammar (UG)".

The ultimate aim of studying mniversal grammsr as
Todd (1987:101) phrased it,"... is the understanding
of language, of univer.«ls common to all languages and
through this an understanding of the huwman wmind".

UG can be studied from different perspectives. Of
these various peropectives thut enable one to consider
the subavstems of UG, Chousky (1981:5) mentioned two:

L4

(1) subcomporn:.ts of the rule systesn
1. lexicon
2. syntax (base)
2.1 categorial couponent
2.2 transformational component
3, PF and

4, LF components

(2) subsystems of principles
1. bounding theory

2. wovernrent theory



2. theta theory
4, binding theory
5. case theory

6. control theory and later tracc theory is added.
1.41 Subcomponents of the rule System

14411 Lexicon

The lexicon includes a list of all the words in
the languaze, togeth.s with a specificaticn of their
idiosyncratic phonological, morphological, syntactic
and semantic properties. Among the syntactic inrorm-
ation thut the lexical entry provides for a pgiven itunm
is its subcategorization frame, specifying the ru...e of
sister constituents which the item takes.

The semantic informatioa included in the lexicon
might cocmprise a specification of its sense, its
functional &nd thematic structures and the sedection
restrictions (Radford, 1981:141) associated w *h its

components.
/Io‘:';'o’]' .2 ty‘ntdx (Bhbd)

Categorial Component

The lexicon and the gategorial couwponent constitute
the base. Base rules generate D-structures through
insertion of lexical items into structurc. generated by
the categorial cowmpouent in accordance witn their

feature structure, (Chomsky, 1§84:5)
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The interaction of the lexicon and syntux can be
viewed from two sides: projecticn principle and X-bar
theory. _

The projection principlc is formulated as:
'representations at each syntactic level (i;e., LF and
D- and S- structure) are projected from the lexicon in
that they observe the subcategorization principle of
lexical items' (Chomsky, 1981:29). It is one of the
general principles in UG which has a wider intercon-
nection with th: subsystems of principles (like case,
tLeta and trace theories). It is uscd to explain the
well formedness or structures inj?%tfuage.

X~bar theory is one subsysten cf UG which is '4d
theory of phrase structure of the D-structure of the
sentence' (Cook, 1988:103). It bases itself on the
idea "head of a phrase". The notion head is important
because it exbodic¢s the insight that the head node
shares some fundamental properties with the phrasal node
containing it. (Riemsdijk and Williams (henceforth R & W)
1986:40), 4And Luv have a cross catezory generalization
it has the X'—convention. The head.of any phrase is
termed X, the phrasal category containing X is termed
X', and the phrasal category containing X' is termed
X", (X' and X" are then known as projecticns or X)

(R & W, 1986:41),

.To express a number of generalizations regarding
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1he cutegories that precede and follow the head in a
pt.rase a 'head parameter' has been develaped. The
heud parameter (R & W, 1986:41) enables us also to
predict the linear ordering of the head and other.
categories that occur with it.

To conclude X-bar is a theory of phrase structure
in the subsystem of UG arnd the projection principle is
a general principle in UG. As Cook (1988:1C2-3) writes
"the route followed by X-bar theory is ifrom the syntax
to tne lexicon ....V" has a head V' which has a head
V which leads to & lexical entry' and the route of the
projection principle is in the 'reverse direction',
how the lexicon iufluences syntax '... considering how
the lexical entry for a V affects the V' and the VY,
how the entry: 'cdrive! [—NP] requires a V' with an UP
complement. The lexical entry is said to project on
to the structure of the sentence: it defines the * possible
complements within the phrase.

The two notions that are closely related to lexical
head and its projections are complements and complenen-
tizers.

Concerning complements and compnlementizers there
are different arguments in the literature of GB and
X-bar theories, (a) Aarguments that are subcaterorized
by verbs are complements, and arguments that modify
the verb optionally are adjuncts  (Huddleston 1984,

Redford 1988).
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(b) whether arguments are obligatory or optional, they
are considered a- complements at all levels of project-
tion. ( Jackendofr 1977)

For coumpi..entizers, there are also two argaents:
(a) Complementizers form independent class of their own
different from subordinating particle (Baye, 1986) or
merged with subordinating particles as belongiang to one
category and (b) Complementizers are semantically null

versus they are semantically meaniugful.

CCHMFLEMENT

The notion of complements and adjuncts which arc
nct categorial terms, represent grammaticel functions
or relations (Radford, 1988). A ccuplement has a very
tight relationshi- with the lexical head. The inkerent
properties of the head determine the occurrence of
couplements (Lasnik and Uriagereka, 1588). While
acjuncts do not have tight rslation with thé head.

There are (as stated by Huddleston (1984:178=9) )
three basic reasons for dividing complements from
adjuncts: (a) the occurrence of a complement of a given
kind depends on the presence of a verb of an appropriate
subclass, where_as there are no such restrictions on
the .ccurrence of adjuncts. (b) adjuucts are syntact-
ically omrissable, Complersnts ty contrast, may be

oblizatory.

RS e G W il
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(¢) complements are prototypically IiPs or iPs, while

adjuncts are prototypically adv.ps or FPs,.

Radford (1988) also stated about the differences
between complements and adjuncts as follows:

- While adjuncts (or attributes (page 196))cxpand N-bar
in to N=bar, complenments expand N in to N-bar (page
176) «

~ Complements and adjuncts are similar in that they are
both daughters of N-bar: but they differ in that
cuaplemencas are sisters of (i.e. modify) N, where as
adjuncts are sisters of (i.e. modify) N-bar (page

193%).

In relation to verbshe (1988:232-3) stated that
'adjuncts would be sisters and deuchters of V-bar, and
complemerts would be sister of V, and daughte.s of V-

bar!s

Contrary to Hudadleston and Radford, in X:bar theory
as proposed by Jackendoff (1977, both complements and
adjuncts are treated as being one and the same. In Y-
bar the difference between the two is accounted for by
classirying them to different bar levels. Complements
to a constituent can be classified to the three possible
levels: to X', X" and X"' (Jackendoff, 1977:57).

According to X-ber theory at the minimal (X') level
of projection, the complements of [-HJ categorics, (i.s.

verbs. and prepositions) are strictly subcategorized
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arguments. ''he omission of such arguments leads to
ill-formedness where as at the intermediate (X") and
maximal (X“*) levels the complemenfs are opticaally
subcategorized complements. 7These can be omitted
without the structure being ill formed.
Semantically there are three distinct ways in
which a complement may be integrated in to a
semantic interpretation: as a functionéf'argument,
as a restrictive modifier, as non-restrictive
modifier., We will attempt to identify these res-
pectively with X', X" and X"' complements,
(Jackendoff, Ibid)
'Functionally, complew:nts are either objects or
modifiers., Those which are objects have direct thematic
relations with the lexical k:ad by wiiich they aic
strictly subcategorized. These are specified in the
lexicon. Those which function as moditficrs (will be
taken up in the .cxt chapter) wus complements of X" or
¥tr,' (Baye, 19.0:87)
To conclude, Muddleston (1984:180) pointgd out that
the boundary between cowmplements and adjunctsis not a
sharp one...' « In this paper the preference is treat-
ing both the complement and the adjunct as complements
st different bar levels., COmplementg as obligatory at
X-bar level and adjunctsas optional complements at X-
double and treble bar levels for kespinc uniforwity
through out the projection of the lexical item. It
may also be ror this reason that this approach is
termed (by Jackendoff, 1977) 'the uniform three level

hypothesis',
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CCMFLEMLENTIZER

Hoonan (1985:44-45) dc.ines coumplementizer as

follows: 'Complement types often have associated with
them a word, a particle, clitic or affix whose funct-
ion it is to identify the entity as a complement. Such
forms are known as complewmentizers.' ©Swmith aud %wilson
(1829:272) in their definition of ccuplewentizer as
'syntactic class of words which introduce a subordinate
clause suchas that, for, whether...' imply that both
complementizers and subordinacing particles are one and
the same,

Baye (1986:252) argued in a different manner froa
that of Smith and Wilsom. He hazs stated it as follows:

The next question we need to address ourselves to
is whether complementizers belony to the class of
subordinative conjunctions or form an independent
class of their own. Jn order to answer this quect-
ion we need to see the syntax and seuwantics of
complewentizer vis-%-vis other subordinative
elements. As stated earlier, elements like /akka/
'thuan' and /kan/ occur with clauces whicnh ocius as
argument cowplements of verbals or modifying corn-
lements of nominals. In other words, they introduce
claures which occur im a strictly subcategorized
argument position. In this regard they are difre-
rent froa subordinative conjunctions since tne
latter are associated with clauses which have
adverbial functions. ©Such clauses are cowmplements
of VPs (V") and their position is outside the main
predicate structure (V').

in this paper both are treated as uLc¢ing in the sane

cla i.e., complenentizer for the szKe ol uniformity.

L41]
0

In addition compleyentizers are concidered to be

peaningful.
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T2 Subsystewms of Principles

The syntactic relations of cdnétituents in a clause
or a sentence are explained by meﬁns of a set of general
principles which are autonomous and interrelated sub-
systems or theories. From these the three tﬁat are most
relevant to this work are government, theta and case

theories.

1.4.2.1 Governnent Theory

Governumert (Cook, 1982:148) 'relates all the elenents
immediately dominated by another elerment, in effect the
head and its complements',

Some of the concepts needed for definirg goverrnent

relationship ars domsin, constituent command (C-commard),

mrerd W mrevess e Ameed S gl s
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Le¥t cutegory abeove it with tuwe bars' (Jook: 1688:149).
C—command is the relationship between an element
and those other elenents it is 'superior to' dbut does
not dominate. '“hen it is deiined in terms of maximal
projections it is also termed 'm-command' (Cook, 1988:
150).
Radford (1981:314) defines c-command as 'X c-commands
Y iff the first branching node dowinating X, dorinates

i
Y, and X does not dominate Y, nor ¥, X .

'C~cormand confipguraticn extends uﬁ:wards to a maximal

projection snd doun_wards without a bottom limit excluding
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these parts of the tree that are not wit&in its dowmain
or that it itself douinates'. (Cook, 1958:149~ﬁ51)

Government is the relationship between two elenznts
defined by mutual c-commands within a ceiling and floor
of maximal projections, provided one element' is a
governor. And it is defined as 'X governs Y iff X is
the minimal governing node c-commanding Y and there is
no CP or NP intervening between X oad Y! (Radford, 1681
3%4),

If an WP or a clause intervenes between a governor
and a governee the government relationship between the
two is blocked. That is why the definition of govern-
rent nas to include the barrier condition.

Kiemsdijk arnd wWilliams (1986:291-252) have stuted

the following about Government.

(18) governocrs

(=]

ol o

%> [l.ee V8,4,
b Ly Geusl AGR']INFL

c. NP{ where Y (the governee) = NPy
governors mﬁst therefore be defined as follows:

(19) a. governors for Binding theory and Case theory
(18a), (18b).
b. governors for RES (NIC) (or Enpty Category

Principle) (18a), (18c).

- There is a further notion of government i.e. proper

/

id



w NI

goverzment which is related to (19 (b) ) or to ECP,
'Proper povernment: X properly governs Y if and only
if X woverns Y ard X is either Ko'(i.e., V,N,A, P:

( (48a) ) or NPi, where Y = NPi ( (18c) ).

The requirements (Cook, 1988:159) which have to be
fulfilled for a category to govern another category are:
(1) It ¢-commands the other category
(2) It is a lexical category N,V,A or P or a projection

of a lexical categoxry, or INFL (I)

(2) Every waxiwal projection dominating the o¢ther cons-~
tituent also dominates the first.
The notion of government affects many aspects of syntax.

To mention the aspects bri«fly (Cock, 1988:156)¢

{1) Case, C-selection and S-selection are subject to
governuent,

(2) The agreement in number of the verb is due to it
teing geverued by the AGR feature of INFL,

(3) 4 paraweter of variation is whether INFL (AGR)
governs the subject (pro—drop languages) or does

rot (non pro-drop languaces).

To conclude 'government plays a central unifying
role througdout the system' ( (Chomsky, 1982 a, p.7)
quoted by Cook, 1988:148).
1.4.2.2 Theta Theory

Theta theory is one of the modules in GB theory

"

which is corcerned with the saemantic relatienship

i)
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between conatituents &s parts of the sentence; Sowc of
the ccnstituents of a sentence are_predicates and
arguments (1.e, subjects and compleuents (Radford, 1938:
372) . According to Riemsdijk and Williaws (1986:241)
'€ - theory is an atteupt to account for the relation
tetween verbs and their arguments'. It deteriines the
relationship in which the heads assign the semantic
properties (or © - roles) to the compleuents. we rerler
to the conditions on a proper assignment of theta roles
as the 'theta criterion' (Chomsky, 1981:93). 'Esch
argument bears one and only one theta role, and each
theta role is assigned to one and only one &argument'
(Chomsky, 1981:3%6)

Chomsky also talksd about a structural configuration
(which representsa government relationship) under which

arguments are theta marked. He (1981:3c-

28) states the
: - g wn
important structursl configuration a%/(sj -

(5) (’]:}[b/-tbtc< anauﬁ--..j

_(E)CYAQQDﬁ .ao.“.ot.‘]

Tuis configuration,jILaddition to its' other relevant
uses, also plays an important rocle in © - role assignument.
He (ibid) further states that:

given ...8 is an immediate constituent of ¥ . Then
the position occuped by 4 way be a § - position
with respect to e¢f¢. i.e., o position for which o¢
determines a ¢ = role. Whether it is or not
depends on properties of & v If it is, we will say
that & € - mar«s the position occupied by A(or a
trace ofB8) ...
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Usitg the bawsic concepts of theta theory and
applying it vo verbs and couplements, Chousky (Ibid)
states that 'a vero selects its couplements and also
selects its subject if it participates in assigning

a 8 - role to the subject'.
1.4.2.3 Case Theory

Case theory is one of the modules in GB that 'deals
with the assignment of abstract case to N¥s according
to their position in the D-structure or S-structure by
the case assigner andisalso concerned with its morpholo-
gical reulizatiou' (Chomsky, 1981:6). One of the
principles in C::= theory, w.ich provides an explanat-
ion for movements of NPs is the Case filter: "every
phonologically realized N¥ must be assigned (abstract)
Case". (Chomsky, 1986:74)

Case is a syntactic feature that can be,abstract
or concrete (realized). It is asscoiated with nominals
on a one-to-one basis and its assignment can take place
only when the Case assigner and the Nr to which it
assigns Case bear the suructural relationziip of govenment.

The Case assigners share certain properties: (1)
rone are phrasal elements. (2) they are either lexical
(V and P) or tense which may not be le.:lcal in a Strict
Eense, but is not phrasal. (3) Each is the hecid of the

phrase that must immediately contain the NP that is
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assigned Case, at least if it is lepitimate to regard

tense.

Aud some of the parameters (Ccok, 1988: 143)

involved in Case assignment zre: .

(a) adjacency: some languages require Case assigners
to be adjacent to the NP that receives Case.

(b) direction: some languages require Case assigners
to be to the left, or to the right.

(¢) exceptionsl Case miiking: the lexical subject of
infinitival clauses in sowre languages liae Luglish
exceptionally has accusative Case.

Case theory is vue of the theories with principles
and parameters that explain the sri.tactic bond of NPs

with other categories in sentences.



Chapter Two
GRAMMATICAL DEuCRIPFITICII CF 4RI

In this chapter, constituents t:at have relevance
for the description of verb comnplenznts are introduced

by their baric aescription.

2.1 NOUN

Nouns in Ari are identified by the ending vowels

~i or -a. Besides nouns can be derived from verbs by

the verbal noun suiiix -mi in /wo¥~/ 'drink(v)'
Juo¥' emiy/ ! drink(n)', /it&/ 'eat(v)' /it8-wi/ 'food’
and a gerundive suffix -inti /wos'= inti/ 'to drink/
drinking' and /it®-inti/'to eat / eatingl

Nouns are inflected for case, gcnder, nurber and

article.

2.1.1. CASE

Case is morphologicelly and syntuctically marked.
Trke three morphological cese markinz suffixes are:
accusative /-u/, genitive /-t(a)/ zni vocative & /=0/.
Nominative case is marked syntactically by position.

(1) /no noo=-m pi¥ - ¥ - e - ¢ 4
3su: firc-acc create-pf-3s- pacst

he created the fire'

(2) / epi = n - ta ses'a = n /
cry -def « zen day ~del
'the day of meurning/erying!'
(3) /mora ki-t ki =m na¥% - ay -e /

neighbour %sm-gen “sm= acc like-= not - 28

. '"His neighbour didn't like him'
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2.1.2 GENDER

Cender is marked oa nouns, specifiers and adjectives.

Zz
The morpheses © of wasculine aund feminine gender are:

I —-51 -i ang-
2 -t -3 LiQ=
(4) /yint®-i/ (5) /ed - si/
child- m 'boy' g&dult - m ‘'man'
(6) /apgg - yint®/ (7) /yints -3/
n = child ‘'a boy' child =f teirl!
(8) / et = t=/ (9) /wa - yint®/
adult - f 'woman' f < ghild 'a girl!

2.1.3 NUMBER
Nouns are unu.arked for bein;- si..sular. The plural

rarker worpheme is /-a/.

(10) / ed = in =a /
adult - def -pl 'the people!

{11y £ dib -8 -~ & 7/
thief -def - pl ' the thieves'

(12) /yint® - in - a /
child - def- . ' the children'

(13) /ma - yint® -an - &/
f - child - def-pl 'the girls'

(14) / et =t -=2xu-a /
adult- f -def-pl ' the women'

2.1,4 ARTICLES
Ju Ari nouns and adjectives can be either definite
or indefinite, Indefiniterness is unmarked, and the

definite marker morpheme is /-n(a)/.
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(15) a. /buna - u/

coffee-def 'the coffee!
(15) b, J/ buna /
colfTee ‘cofree’

(16) a. / toksi - u /
T

small - de 'the small’
(16) b. / tokmi /
small ' owsll’

2.1.5 NP Structure

The Ps in Ari can range from sinple romincls
(single nouns) to nouns with spgecifiers, noun with
adjectival phrases, coiblined nouns, or noun with ¢lauses.

Simple nouns include the noun stem and some infle-

ctional and/or derivational elemen*cs.

(17) / yint® - i / (=15.,a) / buna - n/
young - i 'a boy' cofree-der 'the coffec
(18) Jfioc - m (19) /it® - mi/
3sf —«acc ‘hexr' eat -= Vn 'food!

Two noun phrases can be conjoined., The conjunct-
ion markers /-k(e)/ 'with' or /-re/ 'and' are,suffixed
to both coxjoinea noun phrases,

(20) / kasa - ke ay =-1i -k
kasa -with who = m = with 'kasa and who!

(21) / danel = re ayala - re /
Daniel = and Ayyalew-and ' Daniel and Ayyalew'

Ag it can be seen from the following data, in noun
phrase structures of Ari the head of the phrase i.e.
poun is to the left, with some excentional head to the
Tight constructions.

(22) / norti is - t (23) /da¥i wo¥ - inti /
. belly 1ob-gen rilk drink- vn

'my belly' 'drinking milk'
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(24) fyiri® -2 -n kose Jazmmak
child -1 -def that grood 'that good girl'

(25) /zargi - n kora laxmi/
wheat -def this good . 'this good wheat'

(26) / axa ga?iga rottimi/ _
wood buig long 'very long stick'

lMost adjectives and with -mli and they may have
the same article and case markers as the head noun.

(27) /yint® - i laxmi /

child - » good ' a good poy'
(28) /koti - n E'1nwi - n /
coat -def Dblack -def 'the black coat'

L noun can occur with a clause, a po%?ositional
phrase or a genitive construction as its complements.
Those clauses that occur withh a ncun beccue subvodinzate
clause by complementizers or subordinators. 3But thne
crder still reaains the saze head to the left.

(2%) /sus'a pega daey = inde - ten /
relatives far exist- that - Nzr

'the relatives who live fu.u away!

(230) / ed de?i - t - zb /
adult die -pf - relativizer

' &« person who diea'

2.2 VERB

Verbs can be distinguished from the nouns or
adjectives by their endings. Verbs frequently have
consonants at the end, and morphologically by the
presence of inflections and derivations.
(31¢1) / won~/(v) 'work' (32.1) /it%-/(v) ‘'eat’
(31.2) /woni/ (W) ‘work!® (32.2) /it3-mi/(¥) ‘'food!
(32.1) /leq- /(v) ':lzy’ (32.2) /leqa/(N) ‘play’
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Inflections of the Verd

Verts can be inflected for person, number, gender,

tense, aspect or mood.

Verbs do not Luve distinect number markers. Ferson

and gender are indicated by the pronoun prerixes in

clsuses that have overt

complenentizers, and by pronoun

*(for) hin to go!

(38) /nas =" d - ay/
like- impf= Z2s

'you(s) like'

(40) /nag - d - ek /
like=-iupf-3pl

'"they like'

(42) /dox d -a /
live - impf- pres

1 T

LY exigt.s

-

suffixees in main clause verbs.
Singular Piural
Person Suboirdinate Main Subordinate Main
1 ii- -it WO~ -ot
2 ana- /aa=- -ay ye— —-ct
Zn ki- / yi=- —c/—ak‘ ke- -2k
____3f ko - —e /-8 lre— —ek
(44) /ii ~ adin - bi¥/ (35) /fana - 2q = ink/
1s = cuwe - coHe 28 =eXist = comp
‘As I will come! I you were'
(%36) /%¥i =~ kay - an / (%9) /nad - 4 - it/
38m - gOo - CcomMP like- impf - 1s

'T like!
(29) /oa¥ - d - ot/
-like - impf- -pl
'we like'
(41) fep -~ B ~ 8 =& [/
cry-pf =-3s -past
'he cried’
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'‘'ense, aspect and wood are all categorigs that fumther
specify or characterize the basic predication, which
can be referred to as the event. 'Tense locates the
event in time, Aspect characterises the inteinal tem-
poral structure of the event' (Chung and Alan, 1985:202)

... the most striking property of tense, aspect
and mood is that all make reference to a point on
the temporal dimension. Tense characterizes the
location of an event with respect to a point in
time. Aspect characterizes the dynamicity or
closure of an event with respect to a point or
interval in time, (the event frame). ‘'he tense
locus is usually fixed at the speech moment,
while the event frame is obviously variable.
(Chung and Alan, 1985:250)

2s2+s1.1 TENSE

Tenses are divided in to two, present and past.

fresent
FPresent tense is murked by /-a/

(43) /it° = d-a - a /
eat - impf-3s -pres t(s)he eats / will esat’

-

rast tense is marxed by /-e/. 1o indicate renote
past the copulative /aq(q)/ 'exist' following the main
verb is used.

(44) /waxg - t -e ~-¢e/ :
descend- pf =38 -past 'he descended'

(45) /aq =& /
exist=3s ' he lived'

(46) /5i%i -t - aq -y /
wash -pf -exist -2pl 'vou(pl) had washed'

It can be observed from the data that are elicited
that tense markers are on the verge of disappearing, Sone-

times they are present/other times they are not marked.
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in other situations there 2re cases of tense reversa;)
To

referring/the opposite of what they have to represent.

(47) /Jard =~ 2q =8 /

enter -exist-pf *(he) entered'
(48) /xa¥i ga?iganda day - e /
cold big exist-past ‘'there is a £.vere cold'

In regard to their disappearance or b.ing replaced

5

by consonants or losing. their function 4lerayehu
(1681:56-8) states the following:

ees there are what may be interpreted as strong
traces of past -e/i, present -a ... in both
Southei.. and Northern Omotic ... ari has -a, -e
and -0 in the past, present and coaverb marking
sul'fixes respectively. In many cases they have
reversed the function, some of them have been
lost. In other cases consonants rather thon
vowels occur as teusze marking elenents.

o2 712 ASPECH

48]

Aspect like .cnse has twodivisionz: perfective
narked by /-t/ or /-s/ and imperfective marked by /-d/.

(otiff) Jowrans =& = & (=te) facz - d =~ a /

¢.y-pf -38 ~past live- impf—ﬁpres
'hhe cried! '3t ezists’
(49) /ay - 8 =-e -¢/ (51) /na8-d ~-a /
break- pf =3s =~pres like -impf-3s(pres)
'he broke' 'ne likes'
(50) / rat =t -a = a/ (s2) / naga6 - BAE =~ d = $f wef
sleep -pf =3s -pres like -like -impf- 1s-past
'he sleeps' 'T liked'

Concerning the perfective aspect, Bender (1989:10)
states that '... while-t is more common for remote past,

and ax usually used with 'go' and in answer to "when?"

queétion;) But 211 forms are szid to Ve interchanreabld.
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2.2.2 Derivations rrowm the Verb

Verbs have different derivational forms. These are
causative and passive. ‘here are two torms of causative
warkings: causative /-si/, doublc causative (or causative
of causative) /-zig/. In Ari a causative situation is
smarked as part of the verb(taking Comrie's (1981:160)
tern) by "morphelogicul causatives" i.e., by geminating
the lsast ccnsonant of the stem and suffixiug -3i when
there iz a direct relationm between the cause (iuvolved
in the activity as agent) snd the effect. If the cause
is not the agent or not directly involved im the activity
performed or if somebudy other th.n the agent is involved,
the morphexe -zis is suffixed.

There sre &lso tvwo pascsive forms in Ari /-er/ and
/in/. Bender (1689:11) pointed cut that, 'Ari passive
intransitive is -er. To form reciprocal/rerlexives, iri
uses ~im with plural object proncuns. This -ip may be

giwply the accusstive marker'.

(5%3) /zobei = mn =-o3m dsys =-3r - aqq /
lion - def = ace ¥ill ~pass - be
'The liom was killed'

(54) /golti garinti ki -t es =-im -t -e - e /
early leaving 38m - gen know - pasg - pf - 25 - past

'It was known (that) he left earlier®

8. 2 )
(55) /no et"i = mn -3zm de?i - si -3 =@
Jom men =def =ace kill - cause - pf -~ cowe

7axolat! -~ 8 =& - e /
excape - pf= %58 - past

‘He caused the men (to be) killed, he escaped’



o D5

(56) /ta - tak = 81 =d =-a -a /
cut- cut -cuzuse-impf-=3s-pres

Iit. 'He -caused something to be cut'

2.3 COMPLLVMINTIZERS

Under the topic of complementizers, subordinator
and corplementizer marking morphenmes are inqbﬁed because
in GB theory they are treated as the head or they occupy
the position of the head i.e. C of the CF., Tndescript-
ive terms they are also the ones that make an independent
sentence a dependent one.

The complementizers in Ari are:

(1) /-inda, -ina, =in, =-ino/ 'that’

From the data that are gatuered and a sacmple pre-

sented here the four variants dc net scem to differ in

their grammatical and semantic charzctarstics.

(57) /ed = in  woni ke = won = d - inda
man-pl-def work 3pl-viork -impIl = come
kam - d - - e / .

e
seen -iupf-3s-past
'It secits that the men are working'

(58) /sas'snka sargi — gir ad - zd - in
time-from marriage-to come =COome& = COoMP

Kan- d - e - e /
seem~impf-38 past

'It seems that he will come early to the
marriage place'

(59) / kabade sen - & - aq - ina ar - ¢« - e /
Kebede buy - pf -was - cowmp what=-%s-pres

'What is (the thing) that Kebede bought?'
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(60) /kabadd - t. ranafinti - in  liki -~ ye /
Kebede -gen defeat-wy = coMP 1right- be

It 'is right that ilebede's being defeuated!
/~inda/ 'that' is found mwostly vith tle vero 'seen'.
The verb to which it i. affixed is inflected for person

n
and aspect with some exceptions a%/(SB) and (60).

(2) /-bi¥/ t'as' or 'that'
It occurs with almost all wverbs and the verb to
which it is affixed is inflected for person and aspect,

(61) /patona - n -am ii - alp - di - bis
exam ~def- acc 15 -pass —imnf = comwe

kez = €t = it = & /
tell- pf- 1is - past

'I told that I shall pass the exam'

S ' s .
(62) /oa -~ kaya - kcy = 4 - bil esa ~ ez~-=d = it - e/
28 - go - go - impf- cormp tnow-kuow-impf-is-pzst

'I know you are going'

-

g . 8., o . . s oY .
(63) /et®in bafa ki - dib = si = bif ki - m
man  chicken 33m-steal-pf -~ (ivwe Zsme &oo

‘ée‘j-g—it-c/ 7
see -pf -1is -past

'] saw the man that he stole the chicken'

(3) /-ink/ 'if': It is the introducer of a conditional
complement clause.

(64) /udlsi - n9m ii - es - s = ink an
answer-def-acc is-know-pr -ccme 25

ke = kex -~ d ~it e /
tell-tell-impf-is-past

'It I know the answer, I will tell you'

(65) /ii - temar — k - ink e?is - inti Qal- ay - t - e/
is - learn -neg- comP Xnow — Vn can-neg -1s-past

'‘If I hadn't learned, I couldn't know'
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/=-ink/ 'if' occurs with 2 finite subordinate verb that

is inflectad for person and aspect.

(4) /xan/ 'for' :- It is a postposition by category and
as in example (67l indicactes a lexical causal relat-
jon. It is also one of the unproductive (rare) com-
plewentizer(s) found in the data. Noré:ofer it occurs
with nouns and verbs which are not inflected for

agreement and aspect markers.

(66) / 110 wol' = ken zig -5 - € - e /
3sm drink-for want-pf=3s- past

‘He wanted to drink'

(67) /no Tuli- Ba¥in - kan €p - €p -~ S -~ & = e /
%sm fear- fear - for cry- cry-pf = Zswpast

'He cried because he rfears!

(68) /ta itS - x

an 7ig = d « it-e /
novw eat = for

wignt-iopf-is-past

' I want to eat now'

(5) /~o/ subordinate marker, mostly it cccurs with
L 4

/gay-/ 'sav' as quotative form and zenerally occuis

with a finite verb inflected ror aspect ouly. The
verb to which it is attached subcategorizedan indic-
ative clause,

(69) /ababs kabada-kan hailu kay — t - e - e
Abebe Kebede-for Hailu ¢go -pf =-3s past

Y = S = 0 Kez - 2 - e - ¢ /
say =-pf -comtell -pf - 3s-past

'Abebe told Kebede that Hailu left’

(70) /oari dox - ye¢ gay — £ = o auwsn - d = it - e/
'God exist-be say -pf -comPbelieve-impf-is-past

I~ . 3 =z
I believe that God exigiz!
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(6) f-an, -a, - on/ infinitive 'to'

These three forus do not differ in their grammatical
and semantic characterization. /-an/ 'to'! occurs with
'finite -~ infipnitival' verb i.e.,, @ verv inflected for
pPerscn wurXer.

(71) /gabre e -r kay-an zig -8 ‘=it -e /
Gebre house - loc go - cow want - pf - 1s - past

'T wanted Gebre to go home'

(72) /gabre olla ii - koy ~an kez = 2 - ~ & /
Gebre well 1s - dig - co? tell- pf = %s - past

Lit, 'Gebre ordered me to dig a well'
(/) /-ta/ 'ipfinitive', unlike /-an/, /=-ta/ cccurs with
infinitive verbs which are not inflected for person
and aspect, and found with reduced clauses,

(73) /Jet - t3 -1 bala dib =-ta box = % - & - ¢ /
adult - f = def chicken steal - cowme thinlk- pi- 35 -past

'The womau wanted to steal the chicken'

(74) /xobada kat®mi - k zob doys - ta zig - 85 - e - e
Nebede spear - with lion kill - comp want - pf - es —-pastl

'Yebede wanted to kill a lion with u spear!

e difference between =ta &and -zn is that —-an occurs

m

with the complement clause whose subject is (or the direct
object of the main clause) aifferent from the watrix
subjcct7, where as -ta occurs with a reduced complement
clause whose subject (+ human) is the same as the main
clause subject.

(8) /ik/ "when/since", a subordinator occurs with a finite

verb inflected for person and aspect.
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(75) /ki =~ leqa - leq = d ~ ik ita ki - m
3sm - play - play - impf - coMP s Jem = acc

egor =t - it = e
hear -~ pf - 18 =~ pas

(Lit.) 'I heard him as he sang a song'

(76) /kobd>ds kay - d -ik Bot =t =it =-e /
Kebede ge - impf - comp see - pf - 18 - past

'I saw Kebede while was going'
To generalize, there are eight complementizers., The
subject of the complement cluuse is represeuted bty the
pronoun object prefixes (ir the subject is + human )

though it is not found with -kvn, -C and -_..

2.4 Basic Sentence Structure and Tvzology

ureenberg (1666:76-77) employed three sets of criteria
to elicit and generalize inforaation about the basic order
typologzy. These aie:
(1) the cxistence of prepositions and postpositions.
(2) the relative order of subject, verdb and object in
declarative seuteaces with pominal subject.und objiect.
(%) tbe positioen of qualifying adjectives.
Taking phrases, the frequent orders are a3 follcus:

Ari has postpasitions

(77) /kat®mi - kx /
spear - with 'with spear!

In NP the noun precsdes adjectives and other
modifiers.

(78) /ed qaston/

man two '+yo nern'
(-28) /koti ~ n L'alwi =n /
coat =~ def black -~ def 'the black coxt!

Tie genitive follows the moun

(79) /wora ¥ =t /

cedohbour Sow = .. £ i by
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The basic sentcnce typology 8 in terms of word
order in Ari is subject object verbt (30V) in transitive
sentences.

(1) / no noo = m pi% - % - e /
Zsm fire-acc create-pf-past

'He created the fire'

In the place of object we may comz across a subou-
rdinate clause, but still the order remains the same.

In subordinate complement clauses the complementi:er
which is the head occursat the final positiow. In a
complex sentence having a wain clause transitive verbd
which subeategorizes a complement clause!the following
linear ordering of the constituent is found (as illust-
rated by example (=72) and(=75) repecated here for conve-
nience).

(=72) / gabre olla ii - koy — an kez = 2 - e - e /
Gebre well 1s «~ dig - comfP tell-pf-3s-past

(Lit.) 'Gebre ordered me to dig & well'

'z order is:Subjectm objects clause verbm

-within clauseS (the subordinate clause) the ordering is:
(pronoun) -verb - (&spect) - (complementizer)
-within veer (the main verb) the ordering is:

Verb - aspect - person - (tense)

(=75) /ita ki - leqa - leq -~ d = ik ki - m
is 3sm-sing -sing -impf- comMr 3sm-acc

esar - t - it - ¢ /
hear - pf- 4s -past

(1it.) 'I heard hinm When he sang a song'
The coustitueat ordering in sentence (=75) isfiubjectm

ﬂ1auses Objectm Verb -



- 35 <

As observed in the data presented Aris' eentence
structures and typology agree with Greenbergs' ( (19G6:
79 = 84) no: (4), (5) and (13) ) universals. To conclude
it has & dowinant SOV order, posfpositionul, the genitive
construction follows the governing noun as a result the
adjective follows the noun and lastly nominal objects

precede the verb as does the subordinate clause,

e



Totes On Chapter Two

1Though most nouns end in -i or -a there are some
nound that <nd with other vowels and consonants,

(Hayward (1990), Bender(1989)). From tre data
that are elicited examples fer vocative are not found,
hence not supplied here. ’

5Tt is not possible (for tne writer of thi&s paper)
to find the allomorphic conditions of these gender markers.

4From the data one can see that third person singu-
lar suffix and the tense marker suffies are identical,.
Their reprecentution are complicated by two more factors.
(1) As Alemayehu (1981) states it they are on the verge
of being lost, and (2) when the data wre elicited some-
times long and most of the time short vowels are found.
£0 the data looks at some places a bit artificial, rfor
enphasis at some places two vowels are used to represent3
persen singular and tense respectively.

rcd

“Infact the whole idea of Alemavehu's (1881) thesis
is about the presence/absence of = “tecuz of tense/aspect

marking suffix vowele iu Cushitic and Umotic languages.

bProgressive occurs almost always with pre..nt tense
and imperfective aspect. Due to this phenomenoa it is
not categorized under aspect or teuse. If it is categor-
ized in either of these categories one can see two disti-
nct markers of the same category in the same yord.

7

ence.

kere are some exceptions like the following sent-

(30) / gadbre yintsi mat-a alka zig - d - e - e /
Gebre young-m be-c. apain want-inpf-3s -past
'Gebre wanted to be young again'

8Ihe basic word order is determined as (Greenberg,
1966) by examining different tvpes of phrases which are
the derivatives of it. Some of thece are: the presence
of postpositiong and/or genitives. These are the typical
feature of an S0V language.



Chapter Three

VERB COMPLLI "'TS CF ARI

In this chapter, the structure of verb couplements
will be excwined. For prescntation purpose the chconter
is divided in te two parts, Iirst the presence of
phrases and clauses as conplements of verbs is described
and the verbs are classified in to subtypes. Ard second
the treatnent of tlicse complements in GB theory is
discussed and explained. The latter part is included
to answer questions like why dces a particular type of
complement occur with a particular set of verbs? Why
do some complement types occur with nearly all types of
verbs: or Why are scme complement types permitted and
@thers ngot? How do we differentiate these complement

types from the obligatory ones? ...

3.1 Description of Verb Coxnlements

In Ari verb complements (I'Ps, 4Ps, PFs, adv. Fs,
clauses etc) which are modifiers or objects (Baye, 1986)
of the head (verb) precede th=ir lexical head.

Based on the analyzed data and the basic charact-
evistics of corplements, Ari verbs can be e¢lsssified in-
to the major classes T ar ing:}ansitives, copulatives and
transitives in relation to obligafory complements with
witich they cooccur.

411 verbs can occur with optional postpositional
phrases, adverbial phrases and with clauses o1 dverbial
functioni?%gg;gﬁgre are some verbs that occur with noun

phrasas, adjectival phrase categories or obligatory clauses.

So the latter two phrasal categories and obligatory clauses
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ars used as wmain tools for the classification of verbs.

3.1.1 Intransitive Verbs

Intcr.nsitive verbs do not have lrs or APs as their
complements. For example /Jep—/ 'cry', /aad-/ 'come',
/wo?i=/ 'stand' describe only their subject as experi-
encer of the sction, state, or event represenfed by the
verb.

(1) /yint® walaq wo?i - t
boy one stand- pf-

A boy stood'

Intransitive verbs have sis, &dv.s. and clé:yses
to indicate the situation, the time, the manner generally
the circuwstances in which the sentences occur or hLappen.

(2) /rno pcga pegl = ank aad - d - e - e /
3ms country far- Irom come -impf-Zs-past

'He came from a far country'
In exawple (2) we cap see the locative postpozit-
ional phrase while in example (1) there is only a sub-
.
ject and a verb, In example (67 of chapter 2) and (3)
there are postpositional phrase and non-finite clamse
functioning as adverbs of reason which are optionally

present.

(=67)/ no 8afi - Ba¥ - im - ken 6p = 6p =8 = 68 = @ /
>ms fear ~feaV -def?- for cry -cry -pf -3s -past

'He cried because he fzars'

(3) / beri wo-r daq¥ - ta &dd — aq - & /
God 1pl-acc save-coMr come=- be =3s

'God came to save us'



3.1.,2 Copulztive Verbs

Copulative verts Qccur with NPs, APs, or clauses,
which function as predicative couplements (Cf. Huddleston
1984:183). These c- plements denote the property which
the subject has or will have. Huddleston (1984:183%)
defines copula @s a cerm ( & 3yntactic element) reflect-
ing the idea that it serves to 'fastem or link' the rest
of the predicate (predicative complement) to the subject.

These verbs(Cf, uirk et al. 1972) are 'be',

'exist', 'become', 'seen' etc.

Verb 'to be!
The verb 'to be'in Ari is ireepgular. It has the
following realizations:
(1) /aq/ 'be' functions [@5|(a)fa recrote past tense
warker and (b) as a verb with its affirmative
past meaning.

(4) /ita ii - ax = ink/

is 1 ~ was = if "2 T was”’
(5) /ard = aq =~ s /
enter - was = p '(he) entered'

(2) /-ye/ 'be functions as a suffix parcicle in the
affirmative present and occurs with noun and
adjective phrases.

(6)/kona gabre ey - ye/
This Gebre house = be

'This is Gebr.<{s) houce'

(7)/}ints - ina rotimi - y
boy - m-def tall - b

'The boy is tall!
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(%) /day-/ 'be' us.d as a verb 'to be' in the affirmative

(8) / day = e /

be = 38 '‘He 313"
(9) /aa - bi¥ Cuy -~ ink /
2B = as Ue 1.£ 'Ir it is as to you'
(48 of ch.2) /ku’i ra?i¥onda daye - e /
cold big ¢.ist = pu-¢

'"There is a severe cold'
(4) /dak-/ 'be used as a verb 'to be' iu the negative

(10) /lagmi dak - ay - e /
good be - not - past

'It is not good'
Another copula in 4iri is /mat-/ 'beconc'

(11) /seynisi - zu woldi mat -8 =& [/
stone - def dry become -~ pf - past

'"The stone became dry'
becime
Some clauses can optiocnally occur with /mat-//as

moedifiers. This cuan be seen from (12)

(12 fwubaamer ii - kay - ik/ Arei qasker/mat - €t = ¢ /J
wubhamer 73 - go - cemtmonth two become-pf-past

T 6 = A
'It became two mq@hs gince I weot to Wubhamer'
Still snother copula in Ari is /kam-/ 'se¥n’

(1%2) /kob3da rurai kam - & - a [/
Kebede clever seem - impf- past

'Kebede seems/lucks clever!
Sentence (57 of ch.2) is also one example of /kam=/ 'seern’

(57 of ch.2) /ed - in woni ke - won - d - inda
man - pl work 3pl - work - iumpf- cewmp

kam = « -e /
gseem - impf - past

‘It seems that the mern are working'

(14) /e¢d =~ in woni ke = won =~ d - inc.
man - pl work 3pl - work - impf- comp

kaw - da -l =@
Seemw - i . f - 2, % ~ past

tme
1 e
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Unlike intrancitive verbs copulative verbs have
conmplements (lPs, APs and clauses) that are uwarking
some type of description about the subjeet which are {cuny
obligatorﬂw. Without the presence of these the sentences
are not acceptable. Copulatives as wve will see (Cf.3.2)
are different from the transitive verbs eventhough they
occur with obligatory, NPs, APs and clauses. The diffe-
rence is that with copulatives they function as predica-
tive complements, while witia dransitive verbs they
functicn as object complements. (Cf. Huddleston (1984:
183-5) ).

3.1.3 Trancsitive Verbs

Transitive verbs have objccets preceding them. These
cbjects are cate.orially lirs, W&y and clauses. Transitive
verbs can be subdivided into three trmeg: semi-transitives,
monotransitives and ditransitives, based on the nunber

of noun phrases and/or clauses with vhich theyv co-cccur.

e 131 Eemimtr...itive Verb.

A

The verbs in this subgroup have only certain noun
phrases whichk may occur with the verb. Ilost of the verbs
of this subgroup if they have an NP as their object, this
NP is a cognate with the verb.

(15.1) /keta 1leqa leq =~ de ~ ke /
35pl game play =-impf - 3pl

'They play game'

(15.2) /keta leq =~ de =~ ke /
>pl play - impf - Zpl

'They plaved'
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(1661) /itPwi it® - s -
food eat = pf -

= @ Jf
- past

N @

'le ate (the) food!

(1602) /it° = s -e¢ = e /
eat - pf - 3s - past ‘He ate'

As observea above the verb may have objects
derived from the same root morpheme /leq-/ 'play' and

/its—/ lecat! ®

3.1.%.,2 Monotransitive Verbs

Monotransitive verbs are characterized by comple-
ments which caﬁ:pot be miasedfﬁithout the resilting
structure being incomplete or totally illformed. ( Baye,
1986:108).

Some of the verus categorized in this subelass
/nat~/ Like', S¥en=/ ‘buy/sell’, /zitﬁ'—/ ‘close' and

Jui-/ 'cook' ...

. . ' 334 h! .
(17) /ita ari edin -3um nasa - nag -d - it - e /
1s Ari men - acce like = like -inpf=i1s -past
-

*I 1il:zd the 4ri peopsle’

(18) /kobado mnos'ap ~om Sen - S ~e -e& /
Kebede book - acc sell- pf =3s -past

'febede sold(the) boolk!

(19) /ita giini -n - 2m W - § - it/
18 butter -def - acc cook - pf = 1s

'T cooked the butter'

(20) /ita pulten 2it? ~d - it 7
18 door close -impf - 15

'T closed the door!

Though it is not found with all the examples, with

o

the direct objects of menotr.noitive verbs the uccusative
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morphological c&se marker is suffixed to the object

complement.

Z,1.3.3 Ditransitive Verbs

The verbscategorized as ditransitives are the ones
which subcategorize 'one NP and one adpositional phrase,
or a clause as the case may be' (Baye, 1986:109).

The same characterization can also be used in Ari.
So we can divide the ditrarnsitive verbs ¢f Ari in to
two. Thése that are preceded by two NPs and/or one 1P
=nd one adpositional phrase or clause are like /kez=/
‘tell' /im-/ ‘'give!

(21) /yintZsu i-m bs1¥ 1 - 8 /
girl-def is-acc injera give-pf

'The girl gave wme injera’

(22)/ababs kabsda - kan 1ee leZ - zZ - ¢ - e /
Abebe Kebede - for secret tell-pf-3s-past

'Abebe told Kebede (thé)sccret'

In (21) the verdb /im-/ 'give' takesdirecs and irn-
direct obJjects. The aniwate ncun which is the direct
object has the overt case marker (as in 21). If the
direct object is like /balg/ 'injera' which is inanimate
it 1¢ not mofphologically case marked, it thei?irect
object is an animate noun it needs a postposition -kan
to have accusative case of postposition. This can be
seen also in example (22).

There are also verbs that usuzally require finite
and non-finite clauses with or without additional noun

phrase., Thesge are like: /fes</ 'know', /essr/ 'hear’',
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/zig-/ 'waant', /amen/ 'believe', /moker-/ 'try', /pay-/
'say' and Jalyart-/ 'prouise’.

(23) /ita kasa -t qolii Yenten i - ¢
15 Kas:2 = gen sheep. buy-pf-Nzr 2SN~ [Tl

esdr - s = it /
hear - pf - s

'T heard Kassa's buying the shesp'.
/esdr~/ 'hear' takes a nominalized clause complement
and an NP /kit/ a pronoun with genitive case that agree
in number, person and case with the _ubject of the sub-
ordinated nominalized complement,

(24) /yint®ina abla ke - 71 - an ke - m
boys cloth 3pl - wash = coMp 3pl - acoc

zig =-gr - da [/
want = pasu= impf-pres

*(that) the children (have) to wash clouthes

is wanted'
/zig=/ ‘'want' ds a transitive verbd can take a clauze
and/or a clause with an I'P., Hzre there is an HP as a
pronoun and that proroun has accustive case 1rom the
passive form of the matrix verb., The pronouns /kxit/ of
(23) and /kem/ of (24) are in the position of NP wnere
they do not have equivulents with the English gloss.
The first point about these pronouns'is, they are the re-
presentation of Kasa and children. Yhey are repeated
redundantly in comparison with their LEnzlish gloss, Secondly,
their case assignment /kit/ 'his' has the genitive case
similar to 'Kasa', while /k&@m/ has the accusative case un-

like 'children', which is in the nominative position.
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(25) /geltik  ii - ad = in - bid bsk'sls - ken
carly-on ‘s -come - 7 - com? Lekele - for
alyart - it - e /

promisec-pf- 15 - past
'I prowmised for Bekele fhat I will come early!
Here the verb /alyart-/ 'promise' takes two comple-
ments a PP and an aspectless clause wvith the.pronoun prefix
form that agrees with the main clause subject.

(26) /kasa aster-ta qolii Yon - ton -=m
Kasa #4Aster-gen sheep buy - Nzr - acc

es - d -c -/
know =impf = 3s = past

'Kasa knew that Aster bought the sheep!

2.2. Verb Complements of Ari In GB Framework

In this section, constituents are classified and con-
sidered in_to three groups. The obligatory subcateporized
¢vstituents as V' complewments, constituents that have
adverbial function as V" conmplewents and some sententiul
adverbs &s V"' coumplements. Trom these thre@)only V!
complements will be explained basc. on Jackendoff's (1977)
X-bar model and some modules of Government and Binding
theory as postulated in Chomskys (1981, 1986) works.
Lastly the chapter will be concluded by raising some

language specific issues.

3.2¢1. V' Complements

Complements for X' are i..ined Iunctional arguments.
These are Mook ? j#xud, phrases and/or clauses that have
direct (obligatory) thematic relations with their lewvical

head (Baye, 1986:87), and they are strictly subcategorized
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Verbs can be classified in to subtvpes based on
their semantic properties,in terms of the number of nominals
with which they combine in the nuclei of sentences (Lyons,
1986:350). The classification we used in 3%.1. can be
affirmed: intransitives and copulatives as oné place veros,
monotransitives as two place verbs and ditransitives as
three place verbs. This is so because the verb which is
the head due to its inherent semantic properties E-selects
ard ascigns differect and various numvers of theta roles
to the obligatory and optional arguments. The theta roles

they possess have licensed their nresence in a sentence.

2.2e1:1 Inzransitives

Intrensitive vesbs can be subgrouped in to two:

Intransitive T

Verbs clascified here are one place or one argumeut

-
vearts because they assipn only one thetz role and that
extens. 4
will be assigned to the subject by thﬁ/projection princ-
inle that requires every cluuse to have a subject. “he
function of these verbs is to descrile their subject
(external argument) as an experiencer.

(29) £ [ vol £ [as - ino / [ get-777
V

1P LR IV V" Adigs V!
Zsm how-that sleep
L8 ~0~0e777
pf-3s-past

'How well did he sleep?’
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(28) / [/ vpro7 /[ ue-meksi -_/ %ﬂ-dit 7.77
. beg-beg impf-1s
'I will beg'

Due to recoverability of the subject fiom the 40X
in INFL (see e.g (28)) the subject can be pro. If the
noun is not recoverable the subject I will obiigatorily
be realized due to extended projection principle (hence
forth, EPP)., This is one clue that Ari is a pro-drop
language.

(22)

oy

—

/[~ puk?ulan 7 [/ [/ QZapeye-7 [ ~te 7 7 7
P ' v I
hay-derl decay pi-past

'The hay is decaying'
The subcategorization frame for intransitive I verd
as represented by /mek~/ 'beg' is

/mek-/ + V + /[——7 'beg'

Intransitive II

Irti.nsitive II verbs are the corulative verbs., These
or
verbs can subcategorize nuwinal, adjcctivay’clausal comp=-
lements., Their s,..tactic function is to link the glject-
ival, nominal .or clausal conmplement with their external
arguwcot (Baye, 1986: 96).

Copulative constructions have two arzuments. Follow-
ing this they will be said that they are two place predi-
cates or S-selects two arguments. Eut they are classified
as intransitive verbs. Tcshome (15689:75) gives the

following explanation to this issue.
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A corplement in a copulative claurne expresses ither
the epntity or state of the subject. Hewce, a copula-
tive clause equates the Kr in the subject position
with the NP in the VP or the NP in the VP expresces
the state of the subject. sas a result the Nr comp-
lement which the copilative verb S-selects pets its
6-role from its head. The N in the subject position
is ©®-wmarked by the VI, since the verb has the nature
of assigning a 6-role to its subject position compo-
sitionally with its VP. That means, there are 6 -
positions in a copulative constructiomn where the S-
selected category is N",

The proof he gives for the absence of interual arguments

of copulafive verbs is that unlike transitive verbs, they
are devoid of assigning accusative case to their
coupleme.t position i.e. the position is not a case position.
20 they behave like intransitive verbs. This is exempli-
fied by senterce (30) and (11) in (3.1.2)

(30) £ £ k'slswna 7 [ L L zoymi-/ [ -7 7
10 1 irt kT 1
IP NP osiour-der + ¥ *  1ea cop.

§F9 777
'The cclour is red!
(=11) £ [ seyuisina 7 [ [ [ wod'i 7 [maet-7 7
1P NP _ , . I' V' AP i
stone=daf

L =se7 7 7
I pf-pastI

ary becone

'"The stone became dry!

The verb 'seem' is the raising predicate2 according

to GB theory. The same is true here for fkenm-/ 'seer’'.

In hri as observed in ( (57) of ch.2), the complement

clause subcategorized by /kam-/ 'seem' can be a finite
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clause il it has boia AGR ana A3ZP features. The subjuct
of this clause is not raised for the reason that the

2o no matching of features between the raised subject and
the INFL of the matrix clause, which licenses its presence,

In short it is tue absence of AGR in the main clause,

(57 of ¢ch.2) / [ e7 L [ [ /[ edin woni'ke = won - d_7
IF NP I* ¥ CF IP :
men work 3pl- work -impf

éf—lnda;7;7 [_kamf;7;7 [T dee_7 ;7 7

corr seem 1mpf - Zs-past
'It seems that the men are working'

The assumption about the raisine predicate is that
it does not assign a theta role to the subject so the
subject position at D-structure is ermpty. Due to ZFr in
some lanfuages there will be a pleonastic subject. The
subject of a complement clause is raised to be the subject
of the matrix clause if the IULFL of the main clause is
/+ aGR7, This is in languages with ricn iuflections.
Baye (1991:118) has -tated the reasca for it,as follous:

ees it seems that raising 1s possible out of conly

finite or tensed complements. “he reason for this
seemg to be connected with the fact that only in
such complements canthe trace of a raised subaect
be (pronerly) governed or locally identified by

AGR in INFL. By local identification we understand

the followiug:

28. X locally identifies Y, if X shares Z, Z a set
of features, with y, and X and Y fall within
the same IP or NP as head and specifier of that
IP/NP.

This can be observed here from examnle (14).

It is repeated here for convenience.

(=14) £ [ edin, 7 [ [ L t; woni ke - won - d7

L] i -
L men Ul work 3pl- work - ampf
[/ -inda 7 7 [ kam-_7 _7 [—-ddkee] 7
cotp ¥ seem 1mnf—3nl—0ast
Vg a See grkimg (v . w0
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Here our clue for the raising is the change of inFL from
/~dee/ which is /-AGR/ to /-dakee/ which is /+i3R/, to
match in features with phonetically realized plural subject
/edin/ 'men' which is raised to the ewpty subdject position.

The subcateporization frame feor the igtrinsitive IT
verbs is

V + ({ Eg{ )__*__
CP

Folol102 Tramsitives

vardeus
Transitive verbs subcategorizi/numbcr_ of arpguments

ag their complements.,

Semi=trausitive Verbs

Scui=trausitive verbs are verbs that have visible or
invizible arguxexts. Ju other words the arguments they
subcategorize are net always phonetically realizad.

(31) /~ [ pro 7 [ [ L boksa _J [ tvok-_7 [ =sc: 7
iR T# Tl v [ i}
IP NP LY V' NP eion J dig I st
'He dug (the) diteh!'

22 % i < /[~ Yore L wnd
('d){éé}’ 1ta]{:‘§;l{{.,]vlor_7_7,_ 8 7 7T F

13 plEtt o pi-1s
*I plant®
(3833 L £ WM T L &£ ( e/ [ takk-7 7 [ -s7 7 7
IF NP 1' ¥' KP Vv = b 5
Fan break pr

'He bruke (it)'
The subcategorizational frame for the semi-transitive
verb a. repiesented by /kor-/ 'plant' is:
Jkor~/ V: [FNP) ____:] *plant’
In terns of theta role ascignment semitransitive verbs
are problems becauce the iaternal arguments are soretimes

visible and at other times they are not. ®icmsdijk and

Williams proposed two alternative solutions.
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They (1986:243) have stuted that:
two distincet soluticns have been pro posed to account
for such (exceptioual) cases: -either it is not nece-
ssary for every argument to be syntactically realized:
or it is necessary to have two lexical .entries as a
one argument verb and a related two argument verb.
The preference for Ari is the first one that it is not

necessary for every argument to be syntactically realized.

Monctransitive Verbs

Monotransitive verbs are two place or two argument
verbs. That isy the verbs have two theta roles to assipgu,
agzent theta role to their external argument and the other
to their internal arguuent i.e. the coxzplement.

(24) [ [ pro7 5: &£ ﬁ%dibiuci - ke kawinti - k7

IP KNP v
stealing-and 1lying —and
[ na3 - ay 7 7 gf—lttu;7 7z
like-~not pf ~1e=past

'T don't like stealing and lying
(35) £ [ wota_/ [[Zykrt - in —~au_7[ {i-77

&F e ipl w Ychildren~-del-ace b wasii

[ bote 7 7 7
Ipr-ﬂpl—paat

'Yle washed the children'

(36) £ L pro 7 [ L [X¥o -m7 [ neni%-7 7

- 1 [

I HE ItV ‘PJsf-acc ¥ love-love
fw=d3t 7 T 7

I impf-s

'T love her'
The subcategorizational frame for monotransitive

verb is: /hug—/ Vi “gbf ] ‘love'



Ditransitive Verrs

Ditrunsitives are three place or three argument
veros. One external argucent and the rest two are obli-

gatory internal srguments. In term

iy

of © - tneory, these
verbs have three 6 - roles to assign and due to theta
criterion they need three arguments to reveive these three
theta roles. These arguments can be filled by Nis, FPs

or clauses as observed in (3.1.3.3).

As in example (37), and ( (69) of chapter two)

B7) £ {07 L33 - add—an dn [aie-] [ee] 77
A liPﬁsm 1s=-come - cop?® “5acl want Ipf-ES- past

'He wanted me to come'

(69 of ch.2) £ [ avdvd 7 [ [ [ k3b%i3d - kan 7
IP BPyy e I' V' pp

/hailu kayte gayso / Yez= 7/ L -ze 777
®Piailu go-pIl-past say-ccmp tell pf-past

'Abebe told to rKebede thzt Hailu left!

The subcategorizatioual fraze for ditragpsitive verbs
taking /kez-/ 'tell' as & sauple is:

/kez~/ :+ ¥V +[pp cp - _J 'tell!

To conclude this section, at V' level the E-seleetion
si:d theta role assipnment is obligatory. As a result the
arguments i.e., the subjects and the complements are
licensed to be visible. This is bscauze of t.e irnlierent

semantic and eyntactic properties of the verb.

3.2.2. V" Complements in Ari

It is seen in (5.2.1) that the complements are obli-

catory i.e. the inherart lexical preserties of the verb
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require them to appear. And the vervs are divided
according to the number and the types of complements
they subcategorize end L-select, ILioucver frc. the sample
data that are presented, there are sone complements which
are found with almost all types of verbs without distipc-
tion. Because of this,they are treated as V" ‘complements.
In GB literature they are known as X" complements
and all ke« X" complements are optional. 'In V" there are
adv., Ps and rPs of manner, means, time, instruuwcnt and
various adverbial clauses'(Jackendoff, 1977:72).
3.2.2.1 rhrases with idverbial function

(%8) £ [ no7 [ [ [tokmi - ka7 [ [ gixar- 7.7 7
IP NP i+ ¥ PP . v . N
3sm swall=for beccrue-angry

[-de 7 T 7
I,
impf-past

'He easily became angry'

IP NP I1' V'adv.t v
tomorrow COLO=CO0®
L =it 7 T T
18

'T will come tomorrow!'
Sentence (68) -of chapter two is reproduced here as an

additional example

(68 of ¢ch.2) L L pro7 L L [ ta 7 [ [ it®-xan 7

IP NP I' V" adv.p vy ¢cp

now eat-for
[ 2ig-/ 7 7 {r-dite:/’ T 7
" want impf-1s=-past

8 'T want to <at now!
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iy 2 = —~ i & 2 o A - = rn
The e-roles that are assirned to V

complezents are
circusstantial., Come are temporal, other..patial, manner
etc. Chouwsky (1581:40) states it as follow., 'if a
Fosition is only optiorally preceut, then the €-marking

of this position is correspondingly optional, and will

apply Jjust to satisfy the ©-criterion'.

3.2.2.2 Clauses with Adverbial Munction

There are also claucses that have adverbial function
indicating the reason, manrer, etc.

(40) [ L peo 7 {T L éé pro ii - bab -sm  Yosi - ta _J

1s ~father -acc csee =~ inf

1P P
[ [ad- 7 7 ] [ wa - it -e 7 7
T ouyn r
* come L - be - nf/1s -past

'I come to visit uy father!

(55 of ch.2) /~ /w07 [ L [ [/ pro et®i - n -anm
IR NP . A ¥ g IP
48m men - def - acc

de?i - w8 ~i8 7 L~ F 7 i [ lanelest'- F F T [ —aee ]/
& -
b

kill - cause - pf ccom escape pf=3s-past
"(Becsause) ke killed the wmen, he escaped!
To summarize due to extended projecticn principle

the externzl arguzents as specifiers of IP cccupy the

highest (maximal) position in the projection of the sen-

tence, Because of their close reaationship with the

head, V' compleweats occupy the minimum (initial) pro-

Jjection level in the clause. Between the waximal and the

winimal projecticn the circumstantial’V“ complements are

found.
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From the literature one can observe that there are
disagreements on the number of levels (bars) which a
lexical head can be projected to. dackendoff (1977:61-2)
states that:

V"' complements... add no conditions to the assert-

ion of the sentence but rather add scme sort of

auxiliary assertion (one of whose arguments is usua-
1lly the main assertion). They include sentence adv-

erbials of a3ll sorts sentence appositives, parenthe-
ticals ... and various other subordinate clauses... .

There is one sentence adverbial, that is /dopan/
‘certainly' in Ariq

(#41) £ [/ kevada 7 [ [ [ dopan7 [ [ samintika ses'k 7

=

I L ; I ] Vn ] ’ "i . . *Vrll l P

P 3F Fevede S tainly weekly  Sundav
L betdkrstien/ [ [kuy- 7777 [~-cd-e-e 777
172 1] g
e church LA o Iimpf - 35 -past

'Certainly Kebede goes to church every Sunday'

(«2) [ L pro7 [ [ [dopanT [t [ L [ wuzi-n -3un7
i

IP NP V"' Adv.p VLI

certainly e banzna-def-acc
L [ pro alga - ke ted ¥ 7 L -7 7 LitPe 77 7T
b knife -with cut Y ocomp L v eat

L ~tee7 7 7
= pf-3s-past

"Certainly he ate the banana cutting (it) with knife'

It has been tried in this chapter to describe znd
clarify the verbs of Ari mainly in to transitive, copula-
tive and intransitive based on the conplements with which
they co-occur. It has also been see¢un that postpositional
and clsusal complements occur with almost all verbs. And

to differentiate various types oI cowplements the second
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part of this chapter discusses complements in terms of

GB theory, why they are visible, why postpositional and

clausal complements cooé@s witnh all verbs.

Briefly ari fits to the general framework of GB
theory, sone specific language particular issues are dis-
cussed below: .

(a) the morphological Case marking of clausal couwplements
of transitive verbs (in violation of the Case Resistant
Principle (CRP) ).

(b) the absence of Case shifting, the inserticn of duaay
postposition and the assignment of morphological Case
for anirate nouns.

(¢) the subjects of infinitival clauzes.

(d) the assigning of accusative case by pascsive verbs to

their direct objects.

A. Thne morphological Case marking of clausal comple-
ments of transitive verts, .

Some of the ditransitive verbs a3 seen in (3%.1.5.3)
subcategorize clausal complements, Some of these clauses
are marked for definiteness and Case bv the verb like
/es-/ 'know', /aman/ 'believe' ...

(43) /kasa aster - ta qolii ¥an - t -3n -3n
Kasa Aster - gen sheep buy- pf =der - ace

s = d = ¢ - e /
know-impf-3s=past

'Kassa knew that Aster boupght the sheep'

(44) /kab3ds ki - desitafa mat - aq = t -am
- Kebede Ziu- happy become-past-pf-acc

amadn - antn - d =-a = a /
believe~believe-impf-3s-pres

'T_ehede bels, Pl = cie gy Anr el
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In terms of GB, complement. Tfur ditr«asitive verbs
are obligatory imternal arguments. They are im argument
positions (case pusitions) hence governed and assizned
sexantic rolesg Usually they are filled (or. eccupied)
by NPs., Clauses fuanctiocwuing as NPs are alse found at
this positioa as complements of transitive verbs. The
general claim as Plamm ( (1986:377) quoting Stuwell (1981))
states 'clauses are Case re3istant because the heads of
constituents are case assipners themselves so they do
cot need/allow Case from some where else'., Hence in GB
theory a principle called CRF (Case may not be assipgned to
a category that bears a Case-assigning feature) is form-
ulated. CRP works for &nglisn. 4and '"In Spanish all
clauses can be marked for case', (Flann, 1986:344)

In Ari also clauses are assigned accusative norpho-

logical case bty tne head verb,
B. The absence of case ..iftinz, the imnsgrtion of
dvmuy postrositiun and the assicnment of morph-

ological case for animate nouns.

In Ari at V single bar level the case marked comple-
ments are adj;cent and have to be to the left of the case
assigner. For pragmatic reasons as in the case of (42)
other complements can come between the two. In addition
animacy ie a factor i. awsigning casc. If the noun is
i_animate it does not need to have z:. overt case marker,

and case marking morphemes,
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It is iuuicated Ly position.
Case adacency exists in -~.i, So the roun thsat

receives Cu=e has to be adjacent to the Case assipner.

[47]

If ancther constituent comes betwesn the case assipgner
and the case receiver as in the case of ditransitive
verbs where they have two NP complements, thé.indirect
object will get case by the dummy postposition /kon /5
‘for', which is inserved if the IF is animateq. If the
NP is iuanimate, it does not need a morphological case
marker.

This cobservation can be of help or ca. be additional
evidence ror the question raised by Barss and Lasnik
(1S86:347) in relation to English V NPq NP, double
object constructions.

Iz the Ari situation (i.e., the insertion of -ksn )

fits to Barss and Llasrik (1686G:351. ii)

VP .
T
| \

If the NF, is animate P will De /=¥en/, if it is
inanimate P will be ¢

(45) /ita ki -ksn gini =-n wus =5 ~it - e /
18 3%sm - for butter - def cook - pf - 1s - past

'T cooked the butter for hin'
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(46) / ita mos'ap ki -2 im - s - e /
18 book 3sm=-acc give-pf-past

'l pave hiw a book'

(47) /rabre namsi - kan kat®ni im - s - e - e /
Gebre Namsi - for spear give-pl-gs -past

'Gebre gave lNamsi a spear'
g o)

C. The subjects of infinitival clauses

Cne of the issues in relation to verb complements
is that of infinitival subordinate clauses. In descript-
-1ive terms there are two types of infinitival clauses.
Tnese two types are identified by the morphemes /-ta/
and /-an/. /-ta/ occurs with a clzuse that neither has
a subject of its own nor subject agreement marker with
the verb. This is illustrated by example (3) of chapter
(3J)and (71) of chapter two:reproduccd here fou convenience.

(=3) / beri wo-n daqg - ta aad - aq - e /
God Ipl-aecc save-inl couwe=-DHe = 35
'God came to save us' .

/=~an/ occurs with a clauce that have a subject and/or

agreement marker.5
(71 of ch.2) /gabre e - T kay - an zig - s - it-e/
* Cebre house-loc go = inf want-pr-is-past

'I wanted Gebre to go ﬁome'

In terms of GB theory cl.uses are termed inrinitives
because they lack INFL (i.e. person, gender, number, tense,
and aspect markers). ©So if clauses are not marked for
these features especially for aspect and/or agreement they
will not acsign nominative cace. If they don't assirm

case their subjects are not governed and can not be realized
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phonetically. 3By :FP (clauses Lave to have subjects)
the infinitival clausal complement will have an empty
subject i.e. PRO (abstract pronominal subject).

At the subject positicn of infinitival claases of
Ari three types of subjects can occur. These are: (1)
PRO, (2) Pro and (3) lexical subject,
(1) PRO occurs in a subject position of the complement
clsuse for the reason that all clauses should have sub=-
Jjects and the position where rRC is found, is not governed
by INFL, that does not have the AGH or 4P elements as
in (73 of ch. 2).

(73 of ch.2) / ets.aa [ [ FRO ba¥a dib -7 -ta 7

-\L TT .
1P woman-de%‘ P chicken steal 1nf

Fhokx -— 8 —8=~e 7]

think-pr-3s-past

'The woman wanted to steal the chicken'
FRO in (/3) gets its reference from the subject of the

o
waln clauzse 1.€.4, it ia coligatorigy controlled. This
type ©f clauses in Ari are warked by the morpheme /-ta/.
Assigning PRO to infinitival clauses as their sub-

ject is & universal phenomenonand found in the majority
of the world languages.

& nFL

(2) In Ari like most other Ethicyian languages
can also have /AGR/ agreement marker. 'When ever this

is the case, the clause can hove a lexical suuvject'

(Baye, 1988:608)., \hen the clause is [}AGﬁ] which licenses

and -assigns ncuminative case for the suuject, the promnominal

¥ that occurs as the subject can be pro which can oe



s B -

reccvered from the AGR that matches withh the prounominal

NP as in (48)

(48) [ita Zfzr(pra)i I kay_/ ;an;7 zig = d - it - e/
T 3sm = 2O inf want- pf - 1s -past

'I wanted him to go'

(3) The presence of AGR zs it is seen above licenses the

potential 'lexicalization of the subject'. So instead of

pro(nominal) we can also observe a lexical subject as in

(49) .

(49) /[ etesna [ [/ et®in  bala dib 7 =an_7

wolan-=def man-def chicken steal ~ing
z2ig =5 = e = e/
wait = pf - 3s = past

'The woman wanted the man to steal the chicken'
To summarize in «~.i with the infinitival clauses
both cptions arc observed., The infinitival clause with-
out overt subject and /=iaGR/ in INFL which is morpholo-
gically marked by /-ta/, and the infinitival clause with
g
overt subject or pro and/or /+ACx/ in IKrL Wnich is
marked by /-an/. Baye (19856:6C3) named the first type
‘non~-finite infinitival', and the second 'finite infini-

tival'.

D, 'he assigning of accusative morphological case
by pessive verbs to their direct objects.
Ari has morphological passive constructions. The
passives (Cf. 2,2.2) are formed by the suffix either /-or/
or /-im/. In addition, the passive verbs hLave NP comp-

lements that are nmarked for accusative case thoush it is
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not in all situations (socwsztimes the objects are moved).
In terms of GB theory Sobin? ( (1985: 650 - 1)

(quoting Chomsky (1981) ) states that:
Fassive morphology has the unique property that it
"absorbs" case. Thus in a passive VP the passive
head V will block case assipgnuwent to an NP that it
governs... since it was not assigned case based on
its earlier GF, | NP, VP] , because of the passive

governing V, it is assigned (nominative) case based
on its new GF. (after the application of move(X ),

These two statments about passive constructions
are violated in thris languasme. There is an NP comple-
rent which is assizned accusative cacse by a passive
verb as in ( (53) of ch.2).

5% of ch.2) / e 2obsi - n -anm doys ~ 3r = aqq_/
lion - def - acc kill- pass- be

t 4t was killed the lion'

X ; &
Interestingly, in Ari two options are observed~ . Thess
are:

(1) Passive morpholozy with movement: passive verps will
-

not assign case so the P of VP will be zmcoved to the

subject position and acquire nominative case,

L ['ti ez =317 = d e /7 /

(50) [Lke - 1
ef tell - pass - impf- past

pl - d
'They were told'

(2) Passive morphology withlout movenent: In some const-

ructions of passive verbs, the verbs will assign accusat-

ive case.
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/e [ yint®ina abla ke - §?i - an 7 [ ke - n_7

12 CF N

children cloths 3pl-wash-inf Pzn1-ace

[ zig =ar - da 77

want~pass-impf-pres
'(that) the children (have) to wash clotﬁ% is 'wanted®
Though it is not totally clear when NP complements
of the verb move and when they do not move, the assirn-
ment of morphological accusative case nmarker to the I'Ps
by the governing verbs raise a challense to the theoret-
icel notions9 of passive constructions and case assign-

H:Cnt -



Notes On Chapter Three

rhe terus intransitive, copulative and transitive
are used instead of type 1, type 2 and type 3 because
they are fairly known and accepted trom the traditional
grammar.,

2Baye's (1991) article deals with raising in Amharic.
He provided counter evidence to Rizzi's (1981) proposal
that raising out of finite clauses is impossible, and
argued for raising to be possible out of finite complement
clauses by giving ample evidences from Amharic. This
phenomenon i.e., raising of subjects from finite comple-
ment clauses is also observed in Ari,

5/--kan/ 'for' This «<lewmcnt does not contribute to
the semantics of the sentences. If it does it Violates
a projectiocn princ.ple i.e, insertion of a semantically
signiricant element at S-gstructure which does not exist
in the D-structure. It only works for the syntactic
relation of the sentence. The two dummy postpositionsof
Ari are /-ta/ 'of' that is used for genitive case assign-
ing and /-~kon/ 'for' for accucsative.cace assignuent,

qfhough animacy is the factor for the presence of
accusative morphological case and the insertion of dummy
postposition (C#. Comrie, 1981), it is not possible for
the present writer to deal with it syntactically or
serantically.

5One problem with the subjects of infinifival chkauses
observed is that when the clause hac an cvert lexical
subject as in (71 of ch.2) which is reproduced here.
(71 of ¢che2) L pro L [ gabre e = r kay -/ - an 7/
Gebre house-loc go inf
23 - 8§ - it -~ & J
.want- pf- 1s -past

'I wanted Gebre to go homne'

The INFL is / -AGR_7 but the overt subject is there with
the infinitive marker /-an/, not /-ta/. This needs fur-
ther study.

6Ba)'c (1988) states that Cromo probably other
Cushitic and Etho-Semitic languages are characterized
by infinitives which allow lexical subjects.
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780bin (198%5) pointed out that in Ukrairnian lanruagce
the uorphological passive verb assirns case to its NF,

8uouCeru1np different options of passives, Bekale
( (1989:92) quoting Chomsky (1981) ) states that 'even
within & single language there may be passive morphology
with movement, movement without passive morphology, or
passive with neither passive morphology nor movement',

ISebin (1985:661) concerning this theoretical issue
states the following:

Gives such a range c¢f case assignment behavior, it
seems that property I ( /NP, S _7 does rot receive
a & - role) is the only consistent correlate of
rassive morphology and the only cadidate for being
labeled the "core property" of passive, Further,
from the range of case assignment possibilities
discussed here, it is not clear that pioperty II

( L NP, VP_7 does not regeive case within VP, fur
some ch01ce of NP in VP ) should in ary direct way
derived from property (I).

In Sobin's (1985), evidence from different luauguages,
(those that are bane marred by passive verbs anc *ho,e
that are not) are used to 1ndlcate the constant precence
of principle (I) in passive constructious.
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To summarize, this paper includes the literature
review on Ari, the theoretical frémework that is used
in the explanation, the basic grammatical festures that
are important for the work, the description and explan-
ation of verb couuwplements (with special emphasis on
single bar lLevel).

A3 can be observed in the descriptive and explaua-
tory part Ari is a pro-drop language with the head final
in most phrases and clauses,

There are some issues which are repained unsolved
here., These are:

(a) The problem of the theory in relation with copulative
verbs. Their subcategorization feature is the same
with transitive verbs, but their behaviour is like
intransitive verbs.

() In the case of semi-transitive verbs witai relaticn
to their theta role assignuent., If they are two
argument verbs they will be monotransitive verbs and
they will have twe NPs, subject and object. But as
seen in the third chapter these verbs may not occur
with objects. Their having of two subcategorization
potential rexain the same here.

(¢) In the case of ditransitive verbs they can take
clausal conplement(s) with or without additional
NP complements. bSome of these verbs like /esar-/

' . L . N
heur', /zig=/"'want' may have coreferenti.’

’
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morphologically case marked (i.e., renitive and/or
accusative) "resumptive pronoun which as it is
compared with its &nglish gloss is redundant and
need further study.

(d) The existence of the pronoun - prefix form (as

INFL) representing the subject of subordinate

clausal complements in their verbs as different

from the suffix form in main clause verbs is obser-

ved, but not explained.

Some of the findings of this thesis (having in wind
the assumption that the descriptionsare correct) are:

-~ The morphologically case warking of clausal complemeuts
of transiti.. verbs (in violation of the Case Resistant
Principle (CRP) ).

— The absence of Case shifting, the insertion of dummy

postpositicn, and the assirnment of morphological case

= The subjeets of infinitival clauses

The assigning of accusative morphological case by
rassive transitive to their direct object in scue
situations.

Some of these, the case marking of clauses, the
insertion of dummy postposition, the subjects of infini-
tival clauses and the assignment of accusative Case by
passive verbs zre explained in (3.2). Others like the
existence of the proncun-prefix form in subordinate

clausal complements and "resumptive pronouns" with their
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Case markings are some cf the problemes which require

further research.
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