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ABSTRACT 

This paper describes the word formation processes, i. e . affixation, 
compoundi ng, and reduplicatio n, in Gedeo . 1t is organized in six 
ch a pters . The first cha pter pre sents the in troductory statemen ts in 
which the background, objective, signi fi can ce, m ethodology, and 
limitation of the thesis are stated . In the second chapter , ea rlier accounts 
of works on the phonology and morphology of Gedeo, along with brief 
descript ions of th e people, the a rea, a nd the la n guage are discussed . 
Some theoretical issues of th e present study have a lso been treated 
under this chapter. The third chapter deals with affixation in Gedeo, 
where suffixation is the only process to take place . Different suffixe s wi th 
a categorical status Pf,f Vl f, and Aaf are identified in the language, and 
served to de rive nominal, verbal , and adjectiva l forms. Since suffixes are 
considered as heads of deriva tion, based on lexicalists' view, all the 
deriva tives 111 Gedeo take the feature of their suffixes by fea ture 
percola tion. The fourth_ chapter is concerned with compound fo=ation . 
About four compound classes, which include compound nouns, verbs, 
adjectives, and ad ver.b:s , are attested in the language. The fifth chapter 
discusses the possible reduplication processes in Gedeo, where both 
partial a nd complete reduplications are identified . Finally, chapter six 
presents a conclusion. 
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CHAPTER ONE 

Introductio n 

1.1 Background of the Study 

Morpho logy focuses on the study of word s tructure . According to Payne 

(1997 :20), it attests the interna l structu re of word s in which a system of 

adjustmen ts is m a de on the s hapes of word s . This adju s tmen t may be 

infl ectional or deriva tiona l. Consequently , m orphology is grouped into 

two m ajor branches: inflectional morphology and word formation (Bauer 

1983:33). 

Word fonnation, the pa rticular focus of the study, deals with the 

forma tion of new lexemes from given ba ses by adding or inserting afflxes 

[affixation], and by combining two or more potential lexernes 

[compounding] (ibid). 

As word formation is the production of complex I forms, which are 

produced by derivation and compounding, this paper describes these 

fe atures in Gedeo, one of the Highland East Cushitic (HEC) Languages 

spoken in the Southern Nations Nationalities and Peoples Region 

(SNNPR). 

Even thou gh , Gedeo is s poken by a large number of people, 626,553 

e thn ic group s peakers acco rding to the 1994 (1998 edition) Popula tion 

and Housing Census of Ethiopia , it is not, exha u s tively stud ied, as fa r a s 

my revIew of litera ture is concerned. Hence , the absence of such an 

exhaustive work motiva tes the present writer to work on the word 

formation of the language , at least, to narrow this research gap. 
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}?ur lhc rmore, Lhe researcher is also initi ated to work on this topie 

assumin g Lhat if th e derivationa l a ffixes , compound words, a n d other 

poss ibl e word fo rmation processes of the la nguage are identified, they 

wou ld be helpfu l for d ictionary makers and text book writer s. 

1.2 Obj e ctive of the Study 

The gene ral objective of the research is to investigate the morphology of 

Gedeo, par ticula rly the derivational feature . Hen ce, it will exa mine the 

possible word formation processes, a nd suggest rules tha t can capture 

su ch deriva tions . 

In gen era l, the study tries to s pecifically answer the following basic 

ques tion s : 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Wha t affixes form which lexical categorie s and sub ca tegories, a nd 

how? Are they pm ductive? 

What is the categorical s tatus, and scm a ntic / syntactic features of 

such a ffixes? 

Is it the feature of the root or the a ffix that percolates to the whole 

derived form? 

Does reduplication have any significan t role in the derivation? 

Wha t a re the possible compounding patterns, and how are they 

made? 

What rules could be proposed for the formation of each 'complex' 

form ? 

In gen era l, wha t phonological, m orphologica l, s emantic , a nd 

syn tac tic features are observed in the course of derivation? 

2 



1.3 S ignificance o f the Study 

As lhc objective of the thesis is to analyze the word forma tion processes 

that take pl ace in Gedeo la ngu age, a nd to su ggest the possible word 

format ion ru les, I believe tha t the following poin ts would be of va lue: 

1. The s tudy m ay contri bu te to th e development of th e morphologica l 

in ve stigation of the langu age by clearly identifying and presenting 

th e derivational affixes, compound cla sses, and reduplicated 

forms. 

2 . Th e outcome of this resea rch may be u sed for the preparation of 

textbooks, and other rela ted teaching m a terials , such as 

dictionaries, grammar books, in the language. 

3. The research may a lso serve as a stepping-stone for other 

re searchers who-want to make further analysis on the language . 

1.4 Scope and Limitation of the Study 

In describing the nature of CLlanguage, be it phonological, morphological, 

syntactic or semantic aspect, it is advisable to identify, first, the dialectal 

va riations, if any, and focus on the particular dialect spoken in the 

specified a r ea. According to Wedekind (1 990:44), referring Sasse (1981 b: 

198), Gedeo has two dialects: the Northern and Southern dialect. The 

present write r restricts himself to the dialect spoken in Yirgachefe and its 

surrounding area. 

Ba sed on the lexicalist approach, particula rly the weak lexicalist, (this 

will be treated well in 2.5) the present paper focuses only on word 

formation of Gedeo. It is not the aim of the thesis to treat the inf1ectiona l 

a s pects of the language. But it is not to mean that no inflectional 

3 



fealures will be discussed, whenever nccessary such features will be 

descri bed. 

1.5 Methodology of the Study 

The methodology employed in th is study is collection of data from 

pri mary sources (i. e . from n a tive speakers) th rough interview, payin g 

a tten tion to basic word lists (Swadish word li sts). The research er 

prepares word pa rad igm s that can s h ow diffe rent morphological, 

especia lly deriva tiona l, features, a nd a lso phrases or clauses as the case 

m ay be, in the language, which both th e re search er a nd the informants 

ca n unders ta n d. Then, th e informa n ts will be asked to utte r each word, 

a nd to con s truct phrases or clauses in their own la n guage. Moreover , 

th ey will be invited to produce compou nd words in their own langu age , 

ha ving enjoyed som e. compound con struc tions in the language common 

for both the research er and the informa n ts . Consequently, va rious 

a ffixes, root s / stems,_and poss ible compound and red u plicatecLfo=s will 

be identi fied. 

The researcher records on tape wh a t th e informa nts produce, side by 

s ide tran scrib ing their u ttera n ces phon emically u s ing IPA symbols . But 

fo r the ej ec tives , [p' t' k' c'] a re employed , as th ey a re the mot commonly 

u sed symbols in Ethiopian la n gu ages . In the process of tra n scription , the 

researcher listen s the recorded tape again and again carefully , whenever 

n ecessary , in order to make sure that what is transcr ibed is exac tly the 

sa me a s what is uttered. Having collec ted th e data in this way, it is tried 

to organ ize them in the m anner tha t would be helpful for a n a lysis . 

Ana lyzing the da ta on the ba sis of theories of word form a tion , lexica lis t 

hypothesis in thi s ca se, wou ld be the n ext step. As Chom s ky (1 970) fi rst 

ou tli ned in h is lexicalist position, a ll n om ina lization (derivation a nd 

4 



compou nd s) a re listed indepcndc nLly in Lhc lex icon, and will be Lreated 

,IS if Lhey we l"e fully lexicali zed (or as Baue r 's term 'simplex') lexemes . 

Since word form ation involves arrixation, compoundin g a nd reduplication, 

among others, the daLa that show each of these parts are independently 

examined . Consequently, possible wo rd formation ru les wou ld be 

formu lated for the analyzed data. 

\ 
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CHAPTER TWO 

Review of Related Literatures 

2.1 Introduction 

It has been long time since minority languages have got attention in the 

field of research in Ethiopia . Among these we can refer to Highland East 

Cushitic Languages like Gedeo, Sidama, etc. As Wedekind (1 990 : 17) 

points out th e research project of Addis Ababa University and the 

Language Academy, which formerly focused on the study of Geez and 

Amharic, later included languages such as Sidama and Gedeo, with the 

speakers from Sidamo and Gedeo areas as language workers and 

researchers. Thus, it paves the road for d ifferent researchers to turn their 

eyes towards the minoTity languages. Hence, there observed- a growing 

number of studies on various aspects of the languages, thaLis , not only 

on linguistic and socio-linguistic aspects, but a lso on other issues related 

to culture, religion, and.so on . 

Consequently, more researches appeared, to be specific to the scope of 

the study, on the linguistic aspects of Highland East Cushitic Languages, 

and to be more specific, on Gedeo Language. In the following sub­

section s, in (2.2) previous studies related to Gedeo language, in (2.3) the 

fundamental aspect of the present study, in (2.4) about th e Gedeo people 

and their language, a nd finally in (2.5) theoretical issues on word 

formation wi ll be discussed. 

2.2 Previous Studies 

In this section materials produced in relation to th e linguistic aspects of 

Gedeo are di scussed. At first, th ose that focus on the phonology of 

Gedeo, are examined and a brief summary of the phonology of the 
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language is presentcd . Thcn, the works, which focus on the morphology 

o f the la ngu age, will be treated . 

A. The works that focus on phonology 

Klaus Wedekind is the one, among others, who produced lots of 

m a terials on Gedeo phonology . In 1980 he wrote an a r t icle entitled 

"Sidama, Derasa, Burji - Phonological Differences a nd Liken esses" . In 

this work he compared the phonological s im ila rities and differences 

among these three languages. In fact, he took most of th e information for 

th e phon ological inventories of the two (Sidama and Burji), as he has 

al ready noted in th e article, from Greenberg's (1 959; 1963) and Houis' 

(1971) work. However he made the phonological inven tory of Gedeo by 

hi s own. As a result, he presented the fu ll consona n t and vowel 

inventories of the three languages as follows: 

Chart of consonant-phonemes and contrastive features 2 

Labial Alveolar Post- Velar Glottal 
alveolar 

Voiceless f s s h 

fri catives 

plosives p (B) t c k ? 

ejectives p' (SD) t' c' k' 

implosive pO (B) 

Voiced d 
implosive 

plosives b d J g 

vibrant r 
latera l I 
nasals m n 
semivowels w y 

fr icative z (B) 
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Chart of Vowels 

[<'ront Central Back 

]-J igh u 

Non-high c {/ o 

'--------------------' (Wedekind (1980 : 21) 

But in his 1990's book 'Trends in Linguistics : Studies and Monogra phs 

52' he discarded the glottal stop /? / from the lis t ; rather h e added the 

bilabia l ejective /p'/ which he formerly restricted its presence to Sidama 

on ly, to the con sonan t list of Gedeo. 

Similarly , Lulseged (1981) made a comparative work on the phonology of 

Gedeo and Amharic for his MA thesis entitled "A Contrastive Analysis of 

Phonologies of Gedeo and Amharic" . Tllis thesis is grouped into six 

cha pters: In troduction , Descrip.tion of _the Gedeo phonology, Description 

of the Amharic phonology, Error Prediction, Error Ana lysis, and 

Conclusion . 

He ide ntified twenty-eight segmerrtal phonemes in Gedeo, of which the 

twenty three a re consonants and the rest five are vowels. The phonemic 

cha rts of consonants and vowels, according to him, are as follow s: 
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A Phonemic Chart o f Ge deo Consonants 

Bil abial Labio- Dental Palatal Retro- Vela r Glottal 

Stop 

Glottal izeel 

Impl osi\·e 

Affricate 

Glotta lized 

Fricative 

Nasal 

Liquiel Trill 

Lateral 

Semivowel 

vd 

vi 

vi 

vi 

vel 

vI 

vI 

vI 

vel 

vd 

vel 

vd 

High 

Mid 

Low 

dentals fl exive 

b d g 

t k ? 

p' t ' k' 

d' 

J 
15 

15' 

f s S h 

M n 

r 

I 

W y 

A Phonemic Chart of Gedeo Vowels 

Front Central Back 

1 u 

€ :J 

a 

In the present work it is believed, based on the data collected from the 

native spea kers , that the phonemic inventory of Gedeo conson ants made 

by Lulseged is more p lausible for its inclusion of I? 13 Because, it is 

observed in the present work that this sound, I? I, is freque n tly used in 

the langu a ge as in , for exam ple, I?adel 'he took', Iha?wel 'he dran k', 

a nd h as a phonemic status. For this second notion, i.e . phonemic status, 

look at the following minima l pair: 

9 
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~ade= he Loo k 

~de=he became 

This minima l pa ir assures Lhat such consonants are phonemes as they 

result in mean ing variation. Hence, the present writer agrees with 

Lulseged's id entification of Gedeo consonants, and considers them as 

phonemic inventory of the la nguage except his categorization of [d, t, t', 

S, 1'1, I, rJ under den tal, which are considered in the present work as 

alveolar, s imila r to Wedekind (1 980:21). 

With rega rd to the vowel inventory, however , the present writer takes a 

different stand from Lulseged (1980). As is shown already, Lulseged gives 

phonemic values to 181 voiced lax unrounded~mid open front vowel, and 

I J I a voiced lax rounded mid-open back vowel, and h e considers lei 

and 101 as allophones of the respective sounds. Nevertheless, in the 

present study Gedeo is analyzed as having the followirrg.Jive_short"vowels 

with their long counterparts: 

Front Central Back Front Central Back 

High 
u 

High 
I: u: 

Mid e 0 Mid e: 0: 

Low a Low a: 

In Gedeo phonology, consonant cluster is possible in word medial 

position. Thi s can be observed from Isunk'el 'he kissed', I?ergel 'he 

sent' and 'ha?we' 'he drank', where the consonant clusters nk', £g, and 

?w are res pec tively used. According to Lulseged the maximum number of 

consonant clusters is two, but Irlor III may precede a geminated 

consonant. However, in the present study it is observed that not only Irl 

or III , but a lso I? I, Inl or Iml, as in Iba?llal 'wide', Iwo?mmal 'full ', 
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an d j ha?wcnddej 'be cl ru n k' (f] , jganenddej 'be hit' (f], and 

jwod i?imbbaj 'La the rivcr', come before ge minated consonants . 

In general , nasals, liquids a nd glottal stops a lways occu r as the first 

m ember of th e cl u s ter, wh ether the second m ember is geminated or not, 

which is a lso in harmony with Wedekind (1980) and Lul seged (1 981 ). 

With regard to the stress rule of Gedeo, both Wedekind (1 980) and 

Lulseged (1 98 1:20) discuss that: 

a) the fina l syllable of the word stem is stressed 

b) the penultimate syllable is stressed, except 111 rare cases, when 

suffixes a re attached to the stem 

c) if more th a n one suffix follows the stem, another stress is added on 

the penultimate syllable of the word. 

Wedekind (1990:53) furth er elaborates the stress rule in Gedeo that 

"stress fall s on the final marked vowel (underlyingly 'long' or 'heavy'); 

where the final vowel is unmarked, stress falls on the penultimate" . This 

can be illustrated from the fo llowing examples: 

a) j gogaj 'skin 

j gulb6 j 'knee' 

b) j goga-kej 'It is a skin' 

j gulb6-kej 'It is a knee' 

c) jdanca-te-banij 'She is not beautiful' 

j?elo-tt'e-b6.nij 'It is not good' 

On the other hand, both Wedekind (1980) and Lulseged (1981) 

presented, eight different syllable structures of Gedeo, but Lulseged adds 

one more . (In fact, as shall be discussed later, this additional syllable 

pattern is rejected by the present writer.) These syllable patterns are 

listed below: 
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Syllable system3 Example Gloss 

cv- fo-fa 'to cross' 

fGG -na 'foot step 
, 

CV\'-

fa-Ja 'pray 
, 

-cv 

k'clCl-nee-ssCl 'shame 
, 

-cvv 

-CIC]V \l'o-ill 'big' 

- c\c\vv k'i-tt' ee-sse-ll1a 'to check' 

- C\C2V ?a-nga 'ann' 

- Cj C2VV ba-rsii-sa-mma 'teacher' 

(- C,C2C2V) fu-Icce 'takeout' 

However, it does not seem to me, as long as my informants are 

concerned, that the final syllable pattern, which is added by Lulseged 

(1981), is a possible one . I would rather assume it should be segmented 

in to two, and the initial I c/ must be part of the preV'ious syllable so that 

the syllable pattern becomes C1VC2-Clclv.Consequently, a different 

syllable pattern could be proposed . Look at the following: 

Syllable~system Stem Gloss-

cvc- ?an-He-8e wash(BENF) 

ful-cce take out 

-cvc- ?e-ge?-nna wisdom 

?o-so?-lli-cca laughter 

Thus, having this in mind one can claim that there are, in addition to the 

above systems with the exception of the latter one, cvc- and -cvc­

sylla ble patterns in Gedeo. 

I n general, cvc- and -cvc- should be added to the syllable structu re of 

Gedeo presented by Wedkind (1980) and Lulseged (1 98 1) . 
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B. The works t hat focus on morphology 

Apart from hi s work s on phonology, there are some materi als produced 

by Klau s Wed ekin d on word lis ts , morphology, syntax, a nd texts of the 

Gedeo la nguage. In 1977 he prepared a Gedeo (Derasa) word book: 

Gedeo-En glish-Amha ric and English-Gedeo". In 1978 he prepared five 

volumes of Gedeo Word lis ts sorted by computer for trilingual dictionary . 

By the same yea r he wrote a n article entitled "Gedeo texts, ini tia l 

paragraphs arra nged for di scourse a nalysis". 

"Some Notes on the Verb Morphology of Gedeo" is another contribution of 

Wedekind in 1980. In this article, he pointed out about the verb stem 

forms, person a nd a spect markers, and syntactic suffixes of dependent 

and independent verb form s. For instance, with regard to verb stem 

forms he identified cv (v) .cc4 - pattern, as III say /fa:rs- / 'sing', and, 

differen t patterns of reduplication, i.e., cv.ccvc-, as in /daddar-/ 'tear 

apart', and Cyc.cvc-, as in /gurgur-/ 'sell'. He_also gi..v:es examples like 

hud:3-i-jjo-tee?e dage?eeni 'because of the work(ing) he came' for showing 

syntactic suffixes. He further noted that there would be different forms of 

suffixes depending up on the inflectional and derivational features, 

including reduplication . By derivational features he means 'causatives', 

'passives', 'benefactives', and the like . 

In 1990, he wrote a book called "Trends III Linguistics: Studies and 

Monographs 52. Generating Narratives: Interre lations of Knowledge, Text 

Variants, and Cushitic focus Strategies" . In this book, he gives few pages 

for the discussion of some features of Gedeo, Sidama, and Burji 

morphology. However, it is not the objective of the book to analyze 

morphol ogical features of the languages. As he clearly indicated in the 

book (Wedekind 1990:40), the work focu ses on "syntax a nd text 

properties, rathe r tha n lexical cognition and morphology". 
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Abcbe Mebrate (198G(S.C)) is the other person who wo rks on the 

morpho logy of Gec\eo. In 1986(E.C) he wrote his B.Ed thesis (in Amharic) 

entitled [j egedi?0l1 11a g+ss s+na m+?illadJ, which means "Morphology of 

Gedeo verbs", presented a t Kotebe College of Teach er Education . In th e 

section that treats inOectional morphemes, h e b rieOy discusses th e 

person, gen der, tense, and impera tive markers . But in the other section , 

where derivational morphemes a re treated, he s h ows how nouns are 

derived fro m verbs, and how passives, causative s , and redupl ication a re 

formed . 

A sen ior essay entitled "Noun Morphology of Gedeo" by Tadese Ha ilu 

(2005) is another con tribution. This paper descr ibes the in fl ection , 

derivation, a nd compounding of the n om ina l classes of the language . 

Heuce, Tad ese tries to iden tify inflection a l suffixes _that mar.k gender, 

manner , and_cases, a n d he shows the pa ttern of nominal derivation and 

cornpoun-d·noun~oTmation. 

Apart from the phonological and morphologica l works discussed so fa r, 

Gobena (2.00 1) m ade his B .A th esis on the Syntax of-the language, with a 

title "Relative Cla u se in Gedeo". This pa per an a lyses the position and 

types of rela tivi zation. It a lso sta tes th e rules of h ead nouns in relative 

clauses. 

The Present Study 

In th e review of previou s works in Gedeo, it is observed th a t phonological 

as we ll as m orphological a nd syn tactic is su es h a ve been ra ised by some 

wri.ters . However , th ose works, though they h a ve a grea t contr ibution, do 

n ot a ffect the undertakin g of the presen t s tudy . Th e works , pa rticularly 

those wh ich a re m ade on the morphology of Gedeo h ave a close rela tion 

to the topic under discuss ion . But, sin ce th ey are n ot exha u s tive ly done , 

as far as my review is concerned , and h ave a point of depa r ture on 
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coveragc ( for the present work also encompasses other catego ries such 

as nominal, adjectival, and compound form s), they can no t be co nsidered 

as complete and finalized by themselves, so is the present work 

undertaking. 

The pre sent study focu ses, especially, on how words a re derived from 

other lexical items, and how compound lexemes and reduplicated form s 

a re made. It exhaustively treats the word formation processes tha t ta ke 

place in the course of deriving n ew lexemes, and un cover rules which 

govern the derivational (word formation) processes . 

Since the phonological aspect is already treated by others, this paper 

benefits from those. But by m a king some necessary modifications, as is 

clearly seen in the previous section, it treats the morphological aspects. 

Thus , affixation, in which different bound morphemes are used in the 

process of nominalization, verbalization, and adjectiviza:ti.on, 

compounding, where two or,rrore lexical items aTe combjned to form a 

single word, and reduplication, in which part or whole of a worcL is 

repeated to s how continuity or frequency of a n action, have a positioR-in 

this study of the morphological description of the Gedeo language. 

2 .4 T.he Gedeo Zone, Pe"ople, and Language 

General information about the location of Gedeo zone , and issues related 

to Gedeo people and the la nguage they speak will be raised in this sub­

section. 

A. The Gedeo Zone 

Gedeo is one of the thirteen zones found in the Southern Nations, 

Nationalities , and Peoples' Region . It has a total area of 5,890 .2 square 

kilometers , of which 1/ 5 is inhabited by the Gedeo themselves, and is 

found at a bout 1300-2900 meters above sea level (Ayalew et a l. 1996: 1; 

Oda-ya'a 1997 (E.C) 1(6); 1994 Population and Hous ing Census of 

Ethiopia). 
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The zon e is located a t 365 kms south of Addi s Ababa, th e capi tal of 
Eth iopia, an d is borde red by the Sidama in the Eas t , the Alaba in the 
No rth , the Burji in th e West, ane! the Guj i in th e South (Ayalew et a l. 
199 6 : 1). It has fou r woredas in it, which a re Wonago , Bule , Yirgachefe, 
a nd Kochore . Th e capital c ity of the zone is Dilla (Ayalew et a l. 1996: 1; 
1994 Popu la tio n and Hous ing Censu s). 

Accord in g to th e Journ a l of the In forma ti on a n d Cu ltura l Bureau of the 
zone , the geographical location of the a rea is hilly, m ountainous, ridge­
like , a nd fi ve up to seven ty-five percent sloppy. It is covered , m a inly, with 
'enset' a n d coffe e trees . Beca u se th e a rea is densely populated , one 
hu ndred seventy five persons live per a square kilometer (Oda-ya'a 1997 
(S .C .), 1:1 ; a lso cf. Wedekind 1990:23). 

B. The Gede:o I'eo.ple 

Gedeo is the term given to the homogeneous ethnic groups speaking a 
la ngu age called Gedeo . Gedeo people a re considered as culturally and 
linguistically dis tin ct grou p. These people a re also termed, in some 
litera tures, a s Derasa. Nonetheless , since this name, according to 
Wedekind (1990 : f7- 18), h a s carried a negative over tone, and is given by 
outsiders, it has been ch a nged to Gedeo by the request of the people 
them selves, a lthough, la ter, some expressed their regret th at in this way 
they lost the name th a t refers to one of the seven Derasa a n cestors ealled 
"Daraso" or fC D arassho". 

The tota l popu la t ion s ize of Gedeo Zon e , a s of 1994 Popula tion a nd 
Hou s ing Census , is 841,447. Among these ethnically Gedeo a re 4 53,099 . 

Th e people base their life, es pecia lly, on "enset" a nd "coffee" production. 
Th e subs iste nce crop 'ense t' is produced mainly for h ome con sumption, 
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an d 'coffce ' is fo r tra ding purpose (Ayalcw et a l. 1996 1-2; 1994 

Popula t ion and Hous in g Cen sus of Ethiopia 1998a). 

C. The Gedeo Language 

Th e lan gu a ge of the Gedeo people is also termed as Gedeo, which is one 

of the Hi ghland East Cu shitic language groups . It is a lso known by th e 

names De resa, Derasa, Darasa, Derasnya, Da rassa (Ethnolgu e Report, 

SI L 1982). Moreover, 1 a lso aware, from my persona l communication to 

my informan ts, tha t th e language is a lso known by the name Gede'uffa . 

Th e moth er tongue speakers of the language, both inside and ou ts ide of 

the zone, is 637,082 . Specifically, the number of ethnically Gedeo is 

626,553 (1994 popula tion and Housing Census 1998a) . 

Regardin g dia lectal variations, Wedekind (1990:44), citing Sasse 

(198 1 b: 198), discusses that Gedeo can be con sidered to have Northern 

and Southern dialects with s light variations in rela tion to (i) the use of 

glottal stops (tt ' V s ??) , (ii) the choice of word final vowels, and (iii) the u se 

or avoidance of loan words. 

2.5 Theoretical Issues 

"The study of the internal structure of word s did not em erge as a distinct 

sub-branch of linguistics until the nineteenth century" (Ka tam ba 

1993 :3) . The study of word fo rmation has evolved lon g time ago from the 

t ime of Pa nini , who provided a deta iled description of Sanskri t word 

fo rm ation (Baue r 1983 :2) . However, its development, even a t present, is 

not that much advanced than what was befo re. Pa rt of the reason for 

thi s, accord in g to Bauer (1983: 2), is that many linguis ts were subjected 

to apply in g ind ependent approaches, for exa mple, eithe r completely 
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diac hro ni c, li kc Kozio l 1937, or synchron ic, like Bloomfield 1935 , in Lhe 

p rocess of word fo rma Li on . 

If Lhey were in a position Lo u se a composition of the two, it could bc 

poss ible to see a better development. In oth er words , since differen t 

lin gu ists had been following a different theoretical assumption after the 

diachronic and synchronic distinction drawn by de Saussure (1916), it 

had bee n difficult to come up with a clear view o[ word formation (Bauer 

1983:2-3) . 

The school of th ough t at the time, the America n structuralism, had not 

been interested in word forma tion as its focus had been on morphemes, 

units smaller than words. The next development, early Transforma tional 

Generative Grammar, too, was not interested in the study of word 

formation, because its emphasis was on units larger tharrwords, i.e . the 

s tructure of phrase or clause (Bau er 1983:3; Katamba 1993:5, 10). 

However, the Chomskyan revolution in 1957, with the publication o[ 

syntactic structures (Chomsky 1957), had resulted radical changes 111 

the a pproaches that many linguists [ollow, and it was at this time word 

[ormation research found itself (Bauer 1983:4). 

Nonetheless, th e study o[ word formation became more importa nt within 

the Tra n sformational Generative Paradigm with the publication of 

"Remarks on Nominalization", Ch omsky 1970. Since this paper 

advocates the dichotomy be tween the "transformationalist" and 

"Iexicalist" approaches to lexica l insertion, it resulted a divis ion within 

the tra nsformational schoo L Despite the division, the study of word 

formatio n within the Transformationa l Generative Tradition as well as 

out of that has become more widespread, some bas ing Chomskyan 

paper, others independently of that (Chomsky 1970; Bauer 1983:5) . 
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Th e Lransformation a li s Ls did nOL con :; ider Word Formation Rule s (WFR 's) 

as th ey are Lo be fou n d in the lex icon . The only items fou n d in the 

lexicon, according Lo them, a re si mple \\·ords; but a ll compou nds and 

de riva tives a re d erived by the tra nsfor ma Lional syntactic compon ent of 

Lh e gra mm a r. In thi s approach , it is believed th a t the ru les of morphology 

a p ply to st ructures c reated by syntax (Ch omsky 1970; Bauer 1983:5) . 

On the contrary, the lexicali s t 's a pproach a dvocates tha t syntax does no t 

have access to the interna l structure of word s, a s opposed to the non ­

lexicalists ', who see syntactic structu re a s composed of morphem es . 

Thus, Ch omsky (1970) s tron gly argues th a t word s with derivational 

fea tures can not be derived syntactically fro m the d eep s tructure as they 

should be part of th a t (Ch omsky 1970; Selkirk 1982: 1). 

Moreover, he noted, "much of derivational morphology is semantically 

irregular a nd s h ould not be handled in the syntax". According_to Aronoff 

(1976:9) two hypotheses , basin g this view, have been d evelo.p.ed: Weak 

Lexicali s ts a nd Strong Lexical ists . S ince Chomsky 'S claim against the 

transformationalists' view is re:;tricted on ly to derivational morphology 

(i. e. derivationa l a11d compound words can not be derived through 

syntactic tra nsforma tion), oth ers started to claim that not only words 

with derivational features but with inflectional, too, s hould not be d erived 

through syntac tic tran s forma tion. Consequently, the former view is 

co ns idered to be th e weak lexcalist hypothesis, a nd the later the s trong 

lexicali s t (Selkirk 1982 : 1; Aronoff 1976:9). 

In th e weak Iexicalist hy pothesis it IS assumed that derivation a l 

morphology is in the lexico n, while 111 the s trong lexicalist both 

infl ection al an d derivational morphology a re in the lexicon , i. e . "th e 

strong lex icali st hy pothesis of J ackendoff (1 972) excludes all 

morpho logical issues ou t of syntax" (Aronoff 1976 :9). 
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Th e assumption m;}(ic by icxicnlis\s like Aronoff (1976), Selkirk (1982), 

Hale (1973), a n d Jackcndoff (1975), among others, who c laim that words 

with derivation a l morpho logy and compound word s a re not de r ived 

through syntactic transform a ti on, weak lexicalist hypothesi s , is followed 

in this study. Since the focus of the present work is on word fo rmation, 

i.e. lexi cal d erivation and com pou nding, it is directly related to the weak 

lexicali sts ' assumption, and so is the hypothesis followed. 

Thus, on the basis of the above hy pothesis new words can be derived by 

word formation rules of a language . In the process of deriving new words, 

affixation is made on the major lexical categories : N(oun), A(djective), 

V(erb), Adv(erb) (Aronoff 1976:9). These lexical categories are lexemes 

which m ay occur as free form or as stems, and only the lexemes are 

stored in the lexicon (Selkirk 1982:7). 

In fact , theIe are different views regarding the status oLlexemes stored in 

the lexicon. These differences d ate back to Hockett's (1 g-54) classification 

of theories of morphology into two: Item and Arrangement (henceforth 

"IA") and Item and Process (henceforth "IP"). The followers of IA like 

Lieber (1980), Disciullo and Williams (1987), and Halle and Marantz 

(1993) believe that the lexicon contains roots and affixes as both a re 

treated as morphemes (Maxwell 1998 <online». 

In contras t, followers of IP such as Aronoff (1976), Zwisky (1985) and 

Anderson (19 92), among others, advocates that since only roots or stems 

are morphemes, only a re they listed in the lexicon. Affixes are 

"morphologica l rules" or processes and are found in a separate 

component of a grammar (Maxwell 1998<online». Thus, in this regard, 

lexemes are considered to be roots or stems a nd word formation rules 

apply to them (the underived lexemes) to derive new lexemes . 
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Word for mation rules arc regular processes that form new words from 

al ready ex isting lcxemes by apply ing regular rules . Both th e existing and 

rhe newly formed words arc members of the major lexical categories 

(Aronoff 1976:2 1). 

In the process of generating n ew words, an affix, which belongs to a 

morphological category, gives syntactic, semantic and phonological 

information about th e ca tegory type (Aronoff 1976:22; Selkirk 1982:59). 

An affix IS said to assign the lexica l category and sub categorization 

features to the node dominating the lexical basis to which it attaches . 

This m eans, it specifies the name and type of the affix's sister category 

plus the category which dominates the affix a n d its sister (Selkirk 

1982:59-60). 

Adoptin g Williams' (l981a) proposal, Selkirk (1982:6 1) says that word 

structures which are ge nerated by the rewriting system of affixation a re 

headed . That is to mean that either the affix or its si s ter node has the 

same category feature to the denominating category. For instance, 

A -.N A of or A -. NafA can be possible rules for this system. If the 

category featu res of the dominating category (mother n ode) is not the 

same as that of the affix's sister , the a ffix serves as a h ead. In other 

words, the affix itself bears the category feature s imilar to the dominating 

category . Hence, affixes can be heads . 

Based on the assumption of headedness it would be possible to show the 

category type and sub-categorization feature of, for instan ce '-less' in 

'treeless'. Consequently , by assigning a categor ical status A of to-less, 

since it is used to form adjective, and a sub-categorization frame [N __ L 
mea ning it is suffixed to a noun, the structure of th e word would be 

completed, and it looks like A[N[tree]N Aa(-le ss]Aaf]A (Selkirk 1982:61). This 
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framework is adopted in the present wo rk to show the word formation 

ru le of the lan guage under di scuss ion . 

With regard to com pound s, th ere a re som e form s, which are semantically 

headed (endocen tric), and some, which are not (exocentric) . However, 

syntactically what is a h ead is the constituent that dominates th e entire 

compound words, a nd there is a general rule that helps to generate 

compound words, like N ---+ V N (Selkirk 1982:61) . 

For endocentric compounds , there is a sem antic relation b etween the 

constituents, i. e . modifier a nd modified, a nd the modified one is the head 

of the compound. While in exocentric compounds no semantic relation 

occurs. From thi s viewpoint, thus, they are considered to be headless . 

However, from syntactic view point exocentric comp-ounds are headed . 

For instance, N ---+V N, with the right most constituent N, will generate 

compounds like dare-devil and spoiled-sport (Selkirk 1982; Katamba: 

1993) . 

The oTher issue to be discussed in word formatiorr is reduplication. A 

reduplication of an e lement will have a semanTic effect of iteratively, 

intensity or frequentativeness to th ose of the unrediplicated counterpa rts 

(Maravcsik 1978 :3 19). 

Generally, affixation, compounding, and reduplication playa major role 

in the process of word formation . In the subsequent chapters, how these 

derivational processes take place in Gedeo will be d iscussed. 
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CHAPTER THREE 

SufHxation 

3.1 Introduction 

New words can be derived by the attachment of different affixes to various 

bases, roots, or words . The process by which these words a re fo rmed is 

kn own to be affixation. According to Matthews (1 991 : 191) affixation has 

been defined to ha ve two charac teris tics : (i) the derived form con sists of the 

base plu s a dditional morpheme, and (ii) the added affix would be constant, 

wherever, in such away that a similar categorical or sub categorical element 

is formed. 

The forms which result from the affixation process could either be 

inflectional or derivational. Derivationally derived forms, the focus of this 

s tudy, would posses the following features. As Katamba (1993:47fL) states, 

the new words that a re fonned by derivation may have (i) a different 

meanmg from that of the ba se without necessarily having a category 

change, (ii) a different word class of the base as well as possible change in 

meanmg, and (iii) a s hift in the grammatical sub class of a word without 

chan ging the word class. Generally speaking, in the process of derivation 

(word formation), the n ewly derived wars! m ay n ot necessarily have a . ~- -

different lexical category with a different meaning; if either is fulfilled the 

process can be considered as derivation (word formati on). 

This a ssumption goes in li ne with what Bauer (1 983 : 189) says in describ ing 

values of derivational morphology . He says that distingui shing between 

grammatical and lexical meanmgs, both a re values of derivational 

morphology, is of a great importance in word form ation. In the gra mmatical 

one, at least, a category change is expected; but a meaning change in the 
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Icx ical. In what rollows, the different sufrixes that are used to drive 

nominals, verbals, and adjectivals in Gedeo will be described . 

3 .2 Suffixes that form Nominals 

I t is possibl e to derive n ouns, in many languages, from verbs by some 

morphological process of de rivation. The derived nouns would have meaning 

re lation to th e corresponding verbs, but tha t relation can be very diverse 

a nd fa r from regular (Muysken 1994 :2811). 

Nominals can be derived not only from verba ls, as is discussed above, but 

a lso from nominal or adjectival bases . A word is said to be 'derived nominal' 

if there is (i) a base or root , and (ii) a noun forming affix . The process in 

which this kind of derivation (or change of word class) h appen s is known as 

nominalization (Bauer 1983 : 188). 

Likewise, nominals, in Gedeo, can be derived by attaching nominal suffixes 

tu nomina l, a djectival, or verbal roots" . Nominals, a part from s uffixation, 

can also be formed from two le=es as in the case of compounding (see 

section 4 .2). 

It is attempted in this section, thus , to identify Gedeo nomina l suffixes with 

their corresponding roots/ stems . Con sequently, those derived nomina ls are 

described in re lation to their roots/ stems and the features of the suffixa l 

elements . Nominals in Gedeo are found to h ave different subcategories . 

These include: abstract, subject, gerundive/ infinitival, result, a nd 

instrumental nominals. The suffixes used to drive each of th ese categories, 

identified in Gedeo, will be described below. 
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3.2.1 The suffix that forms Abstract Nominals 

J\bstract n om inals are those nominal forms that express the non-concrete 

qualitie s of noun s . Such nouns, according to . Katamba (1 993 :49), have a 

meaning of "state" or "condition" of somethin g . In Gedeo, the suffix {-ummal 6 

is attached to adjectival or nominal roots to form abstract nominals. 

Consider the followin g : 

( 1) Adjectival root 7 Gloss Derived Nominals Gloss 

danc- handsome/ danc-umma handsomeness/ 

beautiful beauty 

harum- short har_um-um1lla shortness 

k le:rr- big k)e:rr-umma bigness 

t'ill- black t'i ll-um1lla blackness 

golal- white golal-umma whiteness 

k'a?ll - thin k'a?ll-umma thinness 

ba?ll- wide ba?ll-umma v."idel1ess 

furd- fat fUTd--umm-a fatness 

d3ab- strong d3ab-umma strongness 

(2) Nominal rootS Gloss Derived Nonrina-Is Gloss 

?am- mother ?am-um1lla motherhood 

?ann- father ?ann-u1llma fatherhood 

dajj- brother / sister dajj-umma brotherhood/ 

sisterhood 

?o :s- child ?o:s-umma childhood 

k'e?l- bachelor k'e?l-umma bachelorhood 

dubalT- girl dubarr-umma girlhood 
?akka?- grand father / ?akk?-umma grand fatherh ood/ 

grand mother grand motherhood 
?adad- aunt(father's sister) ?adda-umma aunthood 

?ann- uncle(father's brother) ?ann-umma unclehood 

?abb- uncle(mother's brother) ?abb-umma unclehood 
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As is illust rated ill (1) allcl (2) above, {-umma}, glossed as thc Engli sh 

"-ness", is suffixed to adjectival a nd nomin a l roots to resu lt in abstract 

nomin a ls . For in stance, jdanc-j , in (1), is an adjcctiva l root. When the 

suffix {-ul11ma} is allached to it, the abstract nominal jdancumma/ 

'beauty j ha ndsomeness' is resulted . Likewise, j?am- j, in (2), is a nominal 

root; and the abstract nomina l /?amummaj 'motherhood' is formed by the 

suffixat io n of the same nominal su ffix {-um ma}. 

As a result, this su ffix can be considered as the head of the derivational 

process . A head, according to Katamba (1993:9), means the key element of a 

constituent that should obligatorily be found in a structure, and leads the 

derivationa l process . 

Selkirk (1982:79) states, "An affix is a h ead in all cases where the category 

of the constituent sister to the affix is different from the category of the 

parent cons tituent." And this, according to_her, is taken as the principle of 

headedness. The category of the sister constituent to the suffix {-umma}, 111 

(I) above, is adjectival, but the category of the parent constituent is 

nominal. S ince the category of the two constituents is different, following 

Selkirk (1982:79), thus, it would be plausible to consider the suffix {-umma) 

as a head, a nd assign it a categorical s tatus Nominal a ffix (hence forth Naf
). 

In (2), however, the categorical type of the s ister con s tituen t I S a noun, 

which is s imila r to the categorical feature of the suffix . Though it seems that 

it rules out the idea of headed ness, discussed above, it would not be wrong 

to consider it as a head. Because, a long with Selkirk (1982 :79), if a non­

category changing affixes have the role of changing on e semantic type to a 

different semantic type, and "act quite like a category changing affixes," they 

can be considered as heads . 
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Conseque nLly, since {-ull1mo], in (2), changes the semant.ic typc "concrcL" of 

thc nominal basc to the scmantic type "abstract" of the derived nominal 

fo rm , a nd s in ce it ac ts quite like (1), it can be taken as a head, and is 

. I " af 
ass igned a categonca sta tu s 1'. 

The issu es discussed so far can be illustrated in structures (3) a nd (4): 

(3) I , I k'err-], 
N~ A 

(4) ,[ [?am-] 
N N1 NJ" 

,fl-u mma I 
N N:1f 

The sub-categorization frame for the above suffixes would then be [~:. - ] ' 

and the WFR in (5) could be proposed. 

(5) r~ :l + Naf----.~ N 

LJ -f-ABSTj (+ABST] (+ABSTj 

The roots in the above rule have common syntactic category features, i.e., 

an A(djective) has [+N(oun), +V(erb)] and a N(oun) [+N(oun), -V(erb)]. Thus, 

[+N] is common for both Nand Nr. Consequently, the above WFR could be 

rewritten as (6) below: 

(6) X' 

r:N l 
l\BS~ 

+ Nor -----I ... N 
(+ABSTj (+ABSTj 

In general, the suffix {-umma} morphologically plays a ro le of changing 

category types from A to N, as in (1), and it semantically change~; the r-ABST1
N 

to (+ABSTjN' as in (2) above. The la ter role can be considered as a sub­

category change resulted from suffixation (cL3.1 above). 

Following the theory of percolation, which says, "If a head has a fe ature 

specification [aFi], a#u, its mother node must be specified [aFi], a nd 

viceversa" (Selkirk 1982: 76), thus, it can be concluded that it is the feature 
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of Lhe head {-umma), ie, [+N,+ABST], LhaL percolates La the moth e r node 

[x+ -ummo)], whe re 'x' can be adjec ti val or nom ina l root. 

Also from sy ntactic poinL of vi ew, the above derived nom in a ls can be heads 

of NP a nd would have s imila r grammatical relations (or syntacti c s t ructures) 

to the s imple nomina ls of the la n guage . Thi s can be illustrated from the 

contrasts in (7) - (9) below. 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(a) 

(b) 

(a) 

sipp'e-tt'i se:mlna 

S. (female's name}-POSS:FEM cloth 

'Sipl~ cloth' 

sipp'e-tt'i danc-umma 

S(0- POSS:FEM beautiful-ABST 

'Sippe's beauty' 

?ise hig-gg e dag-g9 a-ba 

she.NOM:FEM be back-3fs:PERF come-3fs: 1M PERF / FUT -NEG 

'She will not come back' 

(b) ?o:s-umma hig-ge dag-ga-ba 

(a) 

(b) 

Children-ABST be back-3fs:P..ERF come-FEM: IMPERF/FUT-NEG 

'Childhood will not come back' 

?ani fullasa-ki ?umo 

I.NOM F.(m}-POSSMAS hair 

'j like Fullasa's hair'. 

?e :jj-a-nn-o-ni 

like-IMPERF- IS-FUT-AUX 

?ani fullasa-ki k'e:rr-umma ?e:jj-a-nn-o-ni 

I.NOM F.(m}-POSS:MAS long-ABST like- IMPERF- IS-FUT-AUX 

'I like FulIasa 's tallness' 

Th e struc tures in (7) a re NP; , a nd the heads are the right hand 
" .",.-

constituents. The h ead of the NP in (7a) jsemmaj 'cloth' is a simple 

nominal, while in (7b) the derived nominal j dancummaj 'beauty' is the 

head. Likewise, in 8 (a) and (b) the simple nominal j?ise/ 'she' and the 

derived nominal /?o:ssuma/ 'childhood' respectively are SUbjects. In (9) 
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a lso the s imple n ominal j?umoj 'h a ir ' a nd the de rived nomin al 

jk 'e :ITLlIllIllClj 'tallness' a re the objects of VPs m their respec tive 

cons truc ti on . All such fa cts show that the derived nomina ls discussed so far 

take similar syntactic positions li ke th e simple ones . In other words such 

d erived nominals can be used as subj ects and objects in different 

co ns tructions . 

To sum up this sub section, abstract nominals can be derived by the 

suffixation of {-ummCl} to adjectival or nomina l roots . And it is the feature of 

this suffix that percolates up to the whole derived forms . Thus, it is the head 

of the derivation. The d erived nomina ls formed in such a way can be 

subjects a nd objects of syntactic constructions . The next subsection treats 

the suffixes that form subject nominals. 

3.2.2 Suffixes;tha:t=for.m~SubjecLNo.minals 

Nominals may show activities, actions, events etc . depending on their 

varieties . Those nominals which refer to someone who performs some 

actions are AgelJ.tive. Not far from these, experierrcer-nomirrals_r:efer.::to some 

one who is experienced -by the event or the activity that occurs. These and 

patien t nominals are regaded, by Bauer (1 983: 286), as s ubject-nominals. 

Agentive and experiencer nominals, in Gedeo, are formed by the suffixation 

of {-Clllo} to verbal roots. For illustration consider (1 Oa) and (1 Ob). 

( 10) Verbal root 10 Gloss Derived Nominals Gloss 

(a) JOww- insult joww-allo insulter 

huci3- work hud:3 -al lo worker 

?enk'- break ?enk'-allo breaker 

lij- kill lij-allo killer 

?elm- milk ?elm-allo milker 

?ot- fight ?ot-allo fighter 
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(b) ha:so·)- speak ha:so?-aJlo speaker 

nabb ab- read nabbab-aJlo reader 

geb- pl ay geb-allo player 

fa:rs- sIng fa:rs -allo SIn ger 

me??- go me??-allo traveler 

c'alc'as- li sten c'al<'as-allo listener 

ha?w- drink ha?w-allo drinker 

In 10(a) and (b), agentive and experience r nominals are derived respectively 

from ve rbal roots . The nominalizing suffix {-allo}, in a strict sense, is 

category changin g; it changes th e verbal category to nominal. Thus, it can 

be a ssigned a categorical status Nar, a nd so is the head of the derivatives . 

Look at the following structures: 

( 11) (a) 

(b) 

[ joww-] r 
y 

[ me??-]yr 

af [-allo] af] 'insulter ' 
N N N 

N
af [-allo] af ] 't!"avellor' 

N N 

In (1Ia) the agenti..ve n.ominal is formed by the suffixation of {-alio}. The 

same form derives thF- experiencer nominal in (l1b). Thus , following Bauer 

(1983: 286), it can be generalized that subject nominals, with the-exception 

of patient, are formed by suffixing {-allo} to verbal r oots. The sub­

categorization frame for this suffix would , then , be [Y~], and the following 

WFR could be formulated: 

( 12) 
[+AGE/+EXPj [ +AGE/+EXPj 

As V has [+Y, -NJ syntactic category feature, and smce agentives and 

experiencer s are categorized under subject nominals, th e above rule can be 

summarized as (13) below: 

(13) 
r af 

X + N -----.. 

r;~J I+suBl 
lPAU 

N 
r+suBl 
lPAU 
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The above derived n om in a\:; ean be heads of NP. Th e following examples 

illustra te this fact: 

(14) (a) fa:jo bukkitc-?ni 

F .(f) meeting-on 

ha:sot-tc 

speak-3f:PERF 

( 15) 

(b) 

'Fayo spoke on the m eeting' 

ha:so?-all -i 

speal<-EXP-NOM :MAS 

'(The) speaker (m) came' 

clag-e 

come-3m :PERF 

(c) ha:so?-al l-o dag-ge (from dag-te) 

speak-EXP-NOM:FEM come-3f:PERF 

(d) 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

'(The) s peaker (f) came' 

?is-i ha:so?-all-o kul -e 

h e-NOM speal<-EXP-ACC call-3m:PERF 

'He called the s peal<er' 

be lt-icc- i buff-a ge :b-e 

adolescence-DEF-NOM:MAS ball-ACC play-3m :PERF 

'The boy played (foot) ball' 

buffa ge:b-all-i 

ball play-AGE-NOM :MAS 

'(The) ball player (m) came ' 

buffa ge :b-al l-o 

ball play-AGE-NOM:FEM 

'(The) ball player (f) came' 

?an-i buffa 

I-NOM bal l 

ge:b-al l-o 

play-AGE-ACC 

'I saw (the) football player ' 

dag-e 

come-3m:PERF 

dag-ge 

come-3f:PERF 

?u:d-e-nn-e 

see-PERF-ls-ACT 

In 14 (a) and 15(a) the simple nomin a l j fa:joj and jbeltieeij are h eads of 

NPs . But in 14(b,e ) a nd 15 (b, c) the experieneer and agentive nomina is, 

j ha:so?alli j o j a nd jge :balli j oj are hea ds of their respective NPs. 
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These head s , as can be observed fro m Lhe exam ples, in flect for case and 

ge nd e r. Th e I'i nal toil in 14(b) and 15(b) refe r s to both nomin a ti ve case a nd 

ma sculine ge nder. Howeve r, ,,·hen the subject becomes feminine, it is {-oj 

tha t s hows nominative case a nd feminine gender, as is clea rly seen in 14(c) 

and 15 (c). 

The same suffix too}, on thc other ha nd, may indicate accusative case 

with a masculine/feminine gender when the NP is the direct object of VP, as 

in 14(d) a n d 15(d) above . Thus, one ca n understand fro m these that such 

derived nomin a ls can be objects of VP like other s imple nominals . There a re 

a lso other morphem es, like {-a}, toe), which can be used to refer to gender 

and ca se where the former tends to express masculine while the latter 

feminine , To treat them .h ere, however, would be beyond the=-scope of the 

study. 

If we a re talking about case and gender markers , it is observecLin the. a bove 

structures that _som e_ phonological processes have undergone, When such 

derived norrrinals become subjects of clauses, as in (14b) and (1 5b) the fin a l 

vowel of the suffix {-alia} becomes /i/ to show the nominative case and 

masculine gender. 

In general, the derived agentive and experiencer nominals can be heads of 

NPs, and objects of VPs like other simple n ominals in the language, with the 

necessary syntactic a nd / or phonological changes, besides their being heads 

of the derivation, In what follows gerundive and infinitiva l nominals will be 

di scussed, 

3.2.3 The suffix that forms Gerundive and Infinitival Nominals 

Gerundive nominals are those form s which have a distribution of nominal 

features as we ll as verbal properties (Siegel 1998: 1). Blevins (forthcoming), 
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citi ng Cu rme (1 939:215), also notes that the gerun d may have 0. full force of 

a verb , but a t the same time the function of a n ou n. Likcwise, infinitiva l 

nom in a ls a re form s that can be obtained fro m ver b s tem and have a 

mean in g relation to the verb. 

Ge rundive a nd infini tival nominlas in Gedeo a re fOfmed by the suffixa tion of 

{- a} to verbal roots . IL is not unnatura l, in world's languages, to have a single 

fo rm for both gerun d ive and infinitival n om in a ls. I Inuit, a langu age s poken 

in Ala s ka, the Eskim o-Aleut fam ily, fo r instan ce, both infini tives and 

gerundives are expressed by (- I) lu (Manning 1996: 124). The expla n a tion for 

having the same form th a t stands fOf different functions perhaps n eeds a 

diachronic study. Palmer (1994 :1 57) says that " ... there can be no real 

explanation, apart from historicai one, for the fact thac the same form h a s 

such different meanings". The fo llowing data illustrate how Gedeo 

gerundives and inilnitivals are formed. 

(16) VerllaLroot Gloss Deriv.ed Gloss 
nominals 

hir- buy hir-a buying/ to buy 

je?- call je?-a calling/ to call 

gan- hit gan-a hitting/to hit 

?it- eat ?it-a eatingj to eat 

me??- go me??-a going/to go 

gong- run gong-a nmning/to run 

oi:b- push oi:b-a pushing/ to push 

darb- throw darb-a throwing/to throw 

?uta:l- Jump ?u ta:l -a jumping/to jump 

i ij - kill i ij-a killin g/ to kill 

?enk'- breal< ?enk'-a breal<ing/ to break 

JO"'''''- in sult Joww-a in su lting/ to insult 

mo:r- steal mo:r-a steali ng/to s teal 

d ag- come dag-a coming/to come 

?uww- glVe ?uww-a givin g/to give 

hud)- work hud)- a wor\<ing/ to work 
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Based on the above dala, the Slructure~ in (17), be low, can be made . 

(17) (a) 

(c) C Cx] , where 'X' can be a ny verba l root . 

N v f vI" 

By these structures, both gerundive a nd infinitival nominal s can be 

constructed I I. These nomina ls do not s how any variation in the process of 

derivation. They have similar phonological as well as syntactic properties . As 

is a lready discussed_a bove such s imila rity may be due to~historicaLfacts for 

hi s torical change, according to Pa lmer (1994: 157), often disguises or even 

removes the lin ks that existed between different uses of a _single_form. 

S ince the suffix {-a) changes the verbal category to nominal,--.it is considered 
af 

as a category changing suffix, thus, is assign ed a categorical status N . The 

N, here, may refer to either gerundive or infinitival nominal. The sub 

categoriza tion frame for this nomina l suffix is [V_ l; and the WFR that 

ge nerates th e above nominals could be given a s (18) below: 

r af 

(18) v [+ GERI + fNiJ 

The syn tactic categorical fe a ture of V is [+V,-N], and h ence , the above rule 

can be rewri tten as : 

( 19 ) 
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',1' 
IL is the i'caLUre of Lhe hcad, i. e . Lhc N {-a} , LhaL percolaLcs Lo Lhc parcnt 

categon' , gcru ndi ve or infini tival nominal in Lhi s case . 

These derived nominals, like any other simple nominals, can be heads of 

NP. Comparc the following structures: 

(20) (a) 

(b) 

(2 1) (a) 

(b) 

no?o ne:nk'-a 

\ve Iion -ACC 

'We killed a lion' 

nenk'-a 

Iion-ACC 

iij -a 

kill-GER/ INF 

Jij - 11 - e - nl1-e - ni 

ki ll - PL-PEl<l"- l s-ACTU-AUX 

?elo - tt'e - ba - ni 

good -DET:3f - NEG - AUX 

'Killing/to kill a lion is not good (is bad)'. 

?an-i hir - e - nn - e - ni 

I-NOM ox-ACC 

'I bought an ox' 

buy - PERF - Is - ACTU- AUX 

hir -a la?o ?af - fe - ni 

ox buy - GERfINF benefit get - 3fs:PERF - AUX 

'Buyin g/to buy an ox has D. benefit' 

In 20(a) the head of the NP is the sim-ple nomina l , /no?o/ 'we', a nd in 20 (b) the 

gerundive/infinitiva l nominal , /Jija/ 'killin g/ to kill', heads the NP with similar 

syntactic structure except the addition of the complement in the latter. The 

same is t rue in 2 1 (a) a nd (b) where / ?ani/ 'I' and / hira/ 'buying/ to buy ', 

respectively, are heads of NPs. 

On the other h a n d, the a bove derived nominals can be objects of ph rases as is 

illustrated in 22(a) and (b) below . 

(22) (a) ?al1-i hud.3-a gop' - e - nn - e - ni 

I-NOM work-GER/INF be \Veale - PERF - Is - ACTU - AUX 

Lit. 'I be weale working/ to work' 

(I failed working/to work) 
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(b) ?is- i sa:.1J a hi r - a h a?s-c 

h c-N OM:MAS ox sc ll - GERj lNF want .BSN-3ms:PERF 

'He wanted selling / to sell an ox' 

As can be observed from (22), the gerund ives/ infinitivals /hucl3a/ and / hira/, 

in fact / sa:ja hira/, a re objects of VP in these structu res . 

3 .2.4 Suffixes that form Result Nominals 

Result nominals refer to the out come or re sult of an ac tivity. In some 

literatures they are also known by the name "product" nominals . The fact that 

they are results of some actions (as actions are verbal features) entails their 

derivation from verbaL fo=s. In Gedeo, result nominals are fomed by the 

suffixation of {-a} or {-oj to verbal roots (cf. 23(a) and (b) below). The alternation 

may be accounted for in that the form er shows masculine gender, while the 

latter feminine. In other words, since some nouns in the language, culturally, 

have a masculine mea:n:i:ng and some a feminine, those with a -pra-gmatically 

masculine meaning take {-a}, where as those with a pragmatically feminine 

take {-oj in the course of derivation. (23), below, illustrates the derivation of 

such result nominals in Gedeo. 

(23) Verb root Gloss Derived nominal Gloss 

(a) ?uww- gIve ?uww-a gift 

JOWW- insult joW\v-a insult 

?uta:l- Jump ?u ta:l-a jumping 

(b) ?inc)- chew ?in c'-o something chewed 

boro?- sink boro?-o residue 

geb- play geb-o play 

ha?v .. 1- drink ha?w-o drink 

?od- talk ?od-o talk 

fa:r- sing (v, ) fa:r-o song 

leb- add leb- a addition 
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The nominal suffixes in 23(a) and (b) are a ttached to ve r bal rools, so lhei r sub 

calegorizalion frame would bc [v"::"]; on the basis of thi s, h ence, the Wl'R in (24) 

can be proposed : 

(24) 
r 

V + N"r --_. N 
[+ RES J [ + RES J 

This rul e ca n be ge nera lized as (25): 

(25) N r: RE~ 

For th e a pplication of this rule, consider the sample structures in (26): 

(26) (a) 

(b) 

V [borO?]; + Nafl OJ7N [! ~oro?-Jv Naf [ ~ tf IN 

V [leb - Jv-+ Na[ a J7 N[Vr[Jeb-Jv r Na[aJNJN 

In both case s V" plus Jlff derives result nominals . Below such nominals are 

use cLin clausal structures: 

(27) (a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

?is-i ha?w-o ha?w-e 

he-NOM:MAS drink-ACC drink-3ms:PERF 

'He drank a drink ' 

ha?w-i ha?w - em - e 

drink-NOM:MAS drink-PASS-3MS: PERF 

'The drink was drunk' 

?is-i boro?-o dun -e 

he-NOM:MAS res idue-ACC s pill - 3ms: PERF 

'He spilt ou t the res idue' 

boro?-i 

residue-NOM:MAS 

'The residue was spilt out' 

dun - em - e 

spill - PASS - 3ms: PERF 
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From 27(a) and (c) on e can u nders ta nd that th e de rived resu lL nomin a ls arc 

objec Ls of VI' structures . Howeve r in 27 (b) and (d) the sam e n ominal types 

function as s ubjec ts. but subj ect of an intransitive ver b in (d) . Hence. in the 

latter cases the derived nomina ls are heads of NPs . The final type of nomina l 

ident ifi ed in Gedeo is instrumental, which will be the n ext point of 

discussion. 

3 .2.5 The suffix that forms Instrumental Nominals .~ 

Nominals which refer to the in s trument of d oing something are 

instrumental. These nominals denote the means by which the action 

designated by the verb is p erform ed. In Gedeo instrumenta l nomina ls a re 

derived by the suffixation of {-aeco} to roots. Consider (28): 

(28) Verb-root Gloss Derived Glass 
Nominlas 

\vot'- cut wot'-acco something to cut with 
tik- untie tik-acco something to untie with 
Jat- split Jat-acco something to split 

with/ spliter 
geb- play geb-acco something-to-play with 
?it- eat ?it-acco so=thing_to eat with 

lij- kill lij-acco something to kill with 
fi j- sweep fij-acco something to sweep with 

huci3- make huci3-acco something to make with 

?anJ- wash ?anJ-acco something to wash with 
gob- sew gob-acco something to sew 

with / needle 
?iss- pain t ?iss-acco something to paint with /brush 

As can be observed from (28) the suffixa tion of {-acco}, clearly, forms 

instrume n tal nominals . For insta n ce, jwot'accoj l S resulted from the 

suffixation of {-acco} to the root jwot'-;' Thus, it wou ld be plausible to say 

that this suffix d erives nomina l categories from non-nominals, and hence, it 
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can be assign cd a caLegorical sLa tu s Nor As it is suffixed Lo verb rooLs. its 
r 

sub-caLcgorizaLion frame woule! bc [V - J; the WFR that ge nerales 

instrumenta l nom inals, thus, is : 

r af 
(29) (a) V + N ~ N 

[+ INST] [ +lNST] 

r \ :1 1' ~ X + N 
(b ) 'C'VJ [+ INST] [ +lNST] 

- N 

The nominal s that are derived from such a rule can be used in a simil a r 

synta ctic s tructure as a ny other simple nominals. The contras t in (30) 

revea ls thi s : 

(30) (a) 

(b ) 

?is-i 

he-NOM :MAS 

sa:JJa 

ox. ACC 

'He bought an ox ' 

?is- i ?iss-acco 

hir-e 

buy-3ms:EERF 

hir-e 

he- NOM:MAS paint-INST buy-3ms:PERF 

'He bought an in s trument to paint-with ' 

The simple nominaljsa:jjaj and the instrumental one j? issaccojcan be 

interchanged with no synta ctic distortion; the rest can also be used in a 

s imila r fastion . In each case they would act as objects of the VP structure. 

On the other hand, these nominals can be h ead s of NPs . Consider (31 ): 

(31) (a) 

(b) 

?e:bbe wode?e 

cold wa ter 

'cold water ' 

llllne fij acco 

h ouse something to sweep with 

'An ins trument to sweep floors with' (Lit. An instrument to sweep 

house with) 
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In 3 1 (a) and (b) it is /wodc')e/ and /fijocco/ that h ead thc respective NPs . 

The for me r is a sim ple nominal, wh ile de rived is the latter. The proposition 

'de rived instrumcntal nominals can be heads of NP', thus, is valid, and it 

strengthen the fact tha t these derived forms a re nomini a ls. 

'­
The followin g two structures contrast how ins trume nta l nomin a ls are 

derived from roots: 

(32 ) (a) fa:jo nlln e fil -te 

F . house sweep-3fs:PERF 

'Fayo swept the house' 

(b) fa:jo mine fij -acco hir-te 

F. hou se sweep-INST buy-3fs:PERF 

Lit. 'Fayo bought broom of a house' 

[fil-I 'sweep', in 32 (a), is a verbal root that lets the suffixation of person, 

gender, and aspect / tense markers . But in 32(b) {-acco} is suffixed to the 

same root and results the instrum ental nominal /fijacco/ 'something to 

sweep with'. Sin ce the res t can a lso be derived similarly, right it is to say 

instrumenta l nominals, as of the previously derived nominal form s, are 

d erived from verbal roots. 

In the above structure s there observed a phonological feature, assimilation. 

The root in 32(a) seems to end with the consonant /1/; however, it is 

resulted from the place assimilation of the suffixe's initial con sonant, 

/j/---' [11/- It;' For furth er illustration consider (33) below: 

(33) (a) 

Li t. 

(b) 

Lit. 

?is-i mll1e 

he-N OM:MAS house 

'He swept the house' 

? is-e mll1e 

she-NOM:FEM house 

'She swept the h ouse' 
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I (' I ?ls- i 111l11 (; lij - (lceo hir-c 

I",-NOM MAS hOll sc s\\'Ccp-li\ST bu)'-3111S: PSI<F 

Lit. 'He bought brooJll o f u hOllSC' 

(cJ ) '?is-e 1111ne [ij -acco hir-te 

she-NOM :FEM hou se sweep-INS'!' buy-3fs:PEJ<F 

Lit. 'She bou'ght broom of C! house' 

Only in (33b) / j/>/l/, wh en /j/ comes preceding an alveolar /t/, but in 

o lh c r cases, il remains con stant. 

To su m up what has been discu ssed so fa r , various nominal categories can 

be de r ived, in Gedeo, by attaching different n ominal suffixes to nomina l, 

adjecliva l, o r verbal roots. 

The s uffixes have a categorical status Naf as they derive nomina l categories; 

thence , th e resulting derived forms have features of their suffixes which 

perco late to them on the bas is of th e theory of percolation. Consequently, 

such nominal suffixes are heads in the process of derivation. This can be 

vielVed from the following schemata: 

~ 
af 

(34 ) (a) N N r + N 

(b) N ~ A r + N
af 

(e) N ~ V 1+ Naf 

When (34) is summarized, it look s (35) below: 

(35) n = word or root 

Th e headed ness of these suffixes can, diagrammatically, be expressed by 

takin g, say, / dancumma/ 'beauty': 
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/ d (Ill C L1lll 111 CI / 

/clcmc-/ 

[-A I3STj 

[+N, + AI3STj" 

- U111111CL 

[
+ AI3ST ] 
+ N 

The [+ ABSTj feature of the suffix percolates to the mother constituent, 

which lac ks in the stem . Hence, the suffix heads this process, and the 

direction of pe rcolation is from the right most constituent, so are the derived 

nomin als, in Gedeo, right headed . 

Also there are difficulties in sorting out som e suffixes used to derive some 

nominal categories such as gerundive, infinitiva l, or result, In a ll cases the 

same form (-a) is used. Although it is very controversial to have a single 

form standing for different functions, no morphological or the like reason, as 

far as this work is concerned, is found for such formal similarities. Thus, I 

assume, at least for the t ime being, that it may be related to some historical 

facts, for historical change usually has such kind of an effect, and leave the 

question open for further investigation. By this I conclude this section and 

move to the next , which treats the denvation of verbal forms. 
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3.3 Suffixes that form Verbals 

In mClI1\' caSes \'arious derived verb forms can be obtaincd from a single 

verb roOI, cit her by suffixation o r redu pl ication. These derivativcs may 

in clude: causa tives, benefatives/ refl exives, passives, statives, and 

frequentatives/intensivcs . The c lements used in th e proces s of dcrivation 

have ert'ects on changin g the sub-category features of the bascs or roots, 

fo r instance, they affect the grammati cal rc lat ion s of a rguments (see 

3 .3 .11"1'. be lo\\") 

The above d erivation a l processes, with th e exception of in tensives/ 

frequentatives, are acquired bv suffixation; whil e intens ives a re formed by 

reduplication (see Ch. 5 for intensives). Below the suffixation processes 

in volved in the derivation of verbals, in Gedeo, a re d iscussed. 

3.3.1 Causative verb forms 

In causative construction th e causer (Agent or Non-Agent), th e causee, a nd 

the resu lt have to be add ressed. Comrie (198 3: 158) says that cause a nd 

effect a re the two components that h ave to be discussed under 

ca usa tiviza tion. Hence , t h e n otion causative may mea n some one makes 

somethin g on so mething (Agent), or causes some other person/thing 

(causee) to do some thin g (effect) (cLPalmer 1994: 214) . 

Causa ti ves, acco rding to Comrie (1983:160), can be of three ty pes : 

a nalytica l, morphological, and lexical. Analytica l cau satives are expressed 

by separate pred icates ex pressi ng the notion of causa ti on a nd th e effec t , 

as in , fo r exampl e , 'I caused John to go' . In th e case of lexical causat ives, 

the causative s ituatio n is expressed by lexical fo rm s which tend to h ave no 

formal re la tion to that of the effect, as in the case of 'ki ll is the causative of 
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<ilt", \\"hik Jll()rpllul{)gi!";I! {,llIS ,lli\'t_'~; a r c oblained by ~l lnol'plllJ\/I~IJca! 

111""ns "I' sulli'c"li()n (d. COlilric 1<\,<] :1 60 1'1'.)_ So in lhis s tllci" onl\- the 

l1lorph()logicli '-:llISillivcs :l1-e: di,'clIssnl in de tail for the oLhers :Ire bc\-onci 

the SCO [Jl' of til<' "lJjective. III f:ll'l, " 'he-ne ver th c rc is ' 1 nCl'd to cOl1lxastthc 

forms, either 11ll' analytic-"I or the lex ica l may bc trcated in comparison 

wi lh th c 1110rpllllhll;ica l 011\'. 

[n the de ri \'illion of morphological causative fo rms, the appropriate 

ca usat ive rn a l- kcr ,,-il l be cllLachcd to roots o r stem s _ Th e resulL of such a 

process would be one causati ve form , or a causative of a nother causat ive 

fo rm _ Co nseq u cnLiy , 'sin gle event', 'ac tive ' (d irect), a nd 'passive ' (indirec t) 

cau sa tives can be d ist in guished _ Th c la tter two are cons idercd to be 'fu ll 

even t ' (cL Pa lme r 1994 :224 IT.). (Bu t for the pu rpose of ease of w ri tin g I u se 

th e terms 's in gle' a nd 'do u ble' causatives to con vey a s im ila r notion_) Any 

morph ologica l causat ive constru ction , acco rdin g to Pa lm er (1 994 :218), h as 

the foll ow in g featu res : (i ) t he presence of m orphological markin g, (ii) th e 

additi on of ca using subject , (iii) t he de m otion of othcr argumen ts, and 

(iv) th e p resence of cau s al mean ing_ 

[n trea t ing mo rphologica l causatives on e h a s to con s ide r th e rel ation s 

a mo ng Fo rmal Pa ram eters, Seman t ic Pa ram eters, a nd Valency c hanges of 

th e causa ti ve constru c ti on s (c L Comrie 1983:1 64 ; Pa lm er 1994 )_ Below, 

th e two types of cau satives, si n g le a nd double, in Gecleo will be di scussed 

in re lat ion to th e a bove m orpho logica l fea tures . 

3 .3 . 1.1 Single c ausatives 

I n suc h cau sative types, t h e cau sation a n d th e a c tion a re c losely 

a ssociatcd ; thus, th ey are co n sidered to be single _ Hen ce, t he ca u se r 

d il-ec Liy in volves in a parti cula r ac tio n (Palmer 1994 :224) . Thi s causative is 

like a simplc tra ns itive fo rm so th e predicate in suc h a case ta kes one 
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object argumcn t , and is refe rrcd to as a one- pl <lce predicate (AII,,·ood el al. 

197760) . This causative is somewhat re lAted to what Comrie (1983 : 164) 

calls "dil·cct" causative . 

Thc single causative marker, in Gedeo, is {-S}1 2, with its vana nts {-s, -is, 

_ir:13, and is suffixed to intra nsitive verbs to derive causaLivizcd form s . 

Th ese suffixes change in transitive verb roots to tra n siLi,·izcd form s. 

Consider thc fo ll ow in g: 

(36) Intrans itive 
Verbal root 

(a) {-is } pattern 

?UTr-

di:p' -

Jik '­

gong­

b a?ll-at-

(b) (-s) pattern 

m ado? -

m acco?­

mund a?-

(c) (-in pattern 

?e:bb­

JoJl­

le:l l­

fi Ji -

Gloss Single causative Gloss _. 

(trans it ivized) verbal stem 

stOP(VIIH) ?u:rr-is- stOPIVt) 

s leep di:p' - is- slee p(v.} 

approach (Vint) Jik'- is- approach IVt) 

run gong-is- make run 

be wide ba? ll -is- make wide 

get injured mados-s- Il1Jure 

get drunk maccos-s- mal<e drunk 

get bl eed mundas-s make bleed 

ge l hOl ?e :bb-iJ- make hot 

ease (\· lnd JoJl -iJ- ease (v.) 

be found / seen le: ll -iJ- sh ow 

s inell (\"im) fiiJ- iJ- sme Jl IV tI 

In (36) above il is observed that th e s in gle causative marke r unde rgoes 

some m orphop honemic processes depending on the phonem ic shape of the 

verb root, so a re the vari ants [-s, - is , -if}. 
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It. is ,llso obse rved lhat "si mJi,,,-" root final consonants take dillerent 

va riants of the ccilisalive marker . I-or lIl stanee, the geminated /11/, in (36a) 

<'md (36c), takes both /is/ ancl f iJI Th iS variation is due to the palatal 

consona!1l /J; or the lengthened front vowel contained in the rooL But not, 

cont ra Wcdckllld (1980), clue to the di achronic differe n ces that th e two 

sou nds undenvenl.'4 In ge neral, the rules for the above varian ts can be 

stated as: 

(37) The phonological processes that take place in (37) are : 

(i) palatalization of / s/ , i.e . / s/ becomes If] followin g 

(not necessarily imm ed ia te ly following), / f / or a IDn g 

front vowel provided th a t the root fin a l consonant is 

n on - ejective/ non -g lotallized. (Note t h a t any n u mber 

of cle m e nts may intervene be tween the s egmen ts (c L 

(36c) above), (ii ) a n al te rnation of glide f?/ with lsi , as 

in Iv? + S -7 vss, in (36b) where v= vowel ], a nd (iii) 

in ser t ion of an e pen th etic / i/ after geminated o r non 

geminated cluster s, or after a single obs tru ent 

consonant. 

Havi ng noted these phonological p rocesses , on e m ay claim that the 

suffixati on of {-s) to n on -causative (intra n sitive) roots de rives sin gle 

causative fo rm s. The sub categori zation fra me for th ese causat ives wou ld 

be I V'----;- J. Thus, the WFR in (38) can be proposed : 
Y" I~lk l 

(38) 
+ \' ~ 1'\ 

x
rls J I: I~.' TR 

[ Ci\US 

+ 
af 

V 

FCi\USl 
[ TR J 
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II "Ill' C"111Jl""'" thc lexical cl,'!llcnts ill (36), i,t' " tile illll'all~itivc root Vs 

til<' trdnsitivizcci, th e latte l' hus ;1 c\ear rnrmal differcllce rrol11 the formcr , 

,mel this is "'hat has to bc expccteel ;JS a formal pnramcter in languages 

"'ith a mo rphological causative (cf. Comric 1983: 164), Consequen tly, s in ce 

the above C~edco cdusatives sho'" formal d ilTere n ces bv mea ns of 

morphologic,,1 markings, th e\' a rc said to rit th e targt,t of form;)1 parameter, 

As Iws Ill'en noted above, in treating morphological causativcs, on c h as to 

cOl1sicier, apart from formal crlleria, th e seman tic para meters , By semantic 

parameter is to mean "th e distinction betwee n direct a nd indirect 

causation a n d the problem of th e degree of control retained 111 the 

causativc macro-situation by the causec" (Comrie 1983: 164), Let us see 

the case in Gedeo from the foll owi ng structu res, 

(39) (a ) ?ama ?ann - 0 ?ise-u'a di:p '-is-se 

moth e r child - ACC she - I'Dt : POSS sleep- cAus- 3fs: PE"F 

'The mother made her child sleep' 

(bl 'Ji S- l wode'J-e "ebb- i!-e 

he-NOM:MAS water -,\CC get hot-CAUS-3ms:PERF 

'He boi led the water ' 

Th e seman tic relation between the subject and object, in (39 (a) and (b)) 

above , is that of "direct" because (39a), fo r instance, is to m ean "the 

moth e r took her baby, embracing, and put it on a bed" , This, in fact, goes 

"'ith the point made ear li er that in a s ingle causative s ituation the 

causa ti o n a nd the action are c lo sely associated , Rega rdi ng th e degree of 

contro l, the causees in 39 (a) a nd (b) can be viewed from two perspectives: 

(il a long with Com rie (1983) , si nce the causee in the first case, in (39a) , is 

a nim ate, it can have a potential to exercise any control ove r the macro­

situation, causa tive situation, Hence, the causee , the child, may refuse to 
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Skl:P, Ilc)\\'CI'IT, ill (:i'!ll), sil1(T tilc l':tLlSCC, water, is in<1llim;lte, It docs IWI 

hal'e ~111\' l'otl'11Ii:1I to exercise:J ('untml over the e<lus<ltil'e s ituation , 

Th e point wc 8 re left \\'ith in treating morphologic81 ca usative s is v8lcncv 

cl1<lnge, \\'hi ch means the g ram m8 tica l en cod ing of the causee, V81cncv 

rders La the numbc r of arguments tha t a predicate (or head) wkes (Van 

Valin 2001 : Y2) , Thc lexical cntries for / di:p'-/ 'sleep' and jdi: p'-is-j 'make 

sleep', in (40), clurifv this : 

(40) (a) Idip'-I 'sleep' = V: INP,_I 

(b) Id ip' - is -I 'make s leep' = V: INP, NPI 

In (a) t h e argumen t NP is the subject of a one-place predicate (intran s itive 

verb), thus, the pred icate, here , needs no complement. However, in (b), 

sin ce the predicate is a two-place predicate (tran sitivized verb), it needs a 

complement, a n additional a rgument Hence, a new NP is introduced in 

the lexi cal cntry , Therefore, on e may genera lize that the single causa tives 

in Gedeo, lik e causatives of other la nguage s (ef, Comrie 1983: 167if.; l::laker 

1985:384), have on e more a rgument than the corresponding intransitive 

forms, I n relation to this, Comrie (1983: 168) says that in m orphological 

causa tives there is n orma lly on e higher valency than the non -causa tive 

cOLinte l-pans , For clarity let us recon s ider the predicates of 39(a) and (b) 

above with the ir inLran s itive counterparts in (41) an d (42) below, 

(41) (a) ?ann-j 

ehild -NOM:MAS 

'The child s lept ' 

di:p' - e 

slcep - 3ms: PEI<F 

(b) ') amQ ?aJ1l1 - 0 ?ise-tt'a di:p'-i s-sc 

mother chi ld - ACC she - FEM:POSS s leep- ci\us-3fs :PERF 

'The moth er made her child sleep' 

48 



(42) (a) 

(b) 

\\"odi ?- i 

w'-Hcr-NO :\I:1\I .'\S gel hot - 3 nls: PE!<P 

'The waler got hot , boil ed 

?i~-i 

h e-r-;o~I:~If\S \Vatcr- .\CC 

'He boiled the water' 

?e :bb-iJ -e 

ge t hot - CAUS-3 1l1s:PERF 

Ne ither 41 (a ) nor 42(a) has objccts as th ey are intransi t ive forms . Howcver, 

,,·hen th ey a re causativi zect (l ransiliv ized), the subject a rguments will bc 

demoted to objcct position, a nd a new s ubject NP is introduced . Th e 

subject NPs in 41 (a) and 42(a) a re j?ann i/ and /wodi?i/ . These subject 

NPs became objec ts, j?annoj and /wode?ej, In 41(b) and 42(b) 

re s pec tively, and new subject NPs , j? ama/ and j?isij, are introduced in 

the construction du e to the transitivizing effect of th e causative marker{-s}. 

The hierarc hy of the grammatical relation would th en be Subject> Direct 

object and the causee occupies the left most position, w hich is no t fi lled by 

any constituent. Since the subj ect position is a lready occupied by the 

causer, thc only remaining position is t he direct object, t h us, it is encoded 

there. Consequently, it would be plausible to say th a t th e suffixation of a 

single causative marker to roots c hanges the sub-categor ization frame 

V:INP, _ J __ ~ V: IN P, NPJ. 

3.3.1.2 Double c ausatives 

The predicate of the causati ve con struct ion m ay re fer to a single object 

argument, as has been seen in th e previou s sec tion, o r more object 

argumen ts, as will be treated here . These arguments d epend on the nature 

of th e predicate . If the prcdicate is inhere ntly tra nsitive, since it already 

has a n object argument, th e causa tive would be ditransitive . Bu t if th e 

pred icate IS intransitive , the firs t causation transitivizes it, single 

causative; a nd when another causation is added , it wil l be ditransitivized , 
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do ubl e ' Clu s ;ni\'c . Th c n::rorc, ill <l n y of the t\H) C~ISCS dCluhlc causat ivc 

fo rms CQ n be de ri ved. Th ese C:1us<ltive types a re al so known a s "indircc t" 

cau sative!; (Pal mer 199 4 22<1 fr.). 

Double causa tive forms in Gecleo can be seen from three angles . In the 

first view po int, tho se double causative forms which a re de rived from 

intransiti ve roots or tra n s itivized stems a re iden tified. Then, those 

causa tives th at are form ed from transitive roots arc discussed . An d fin a lly, 

reciproca l causatives, which h a ve not yet been introduced, are treated 

under this class of double causative s . Each will be presented b e low in 

their sequence. 

3 .3 . 1.2 .1 Causatives e ither from intrans itive o r trans itiv ize d 

predicates 

Th e double causative form 1I1 Gedeo can direc tly be de rived from 

intra ns itive roots , o r from tran si tivized stems, which themselves 

und erwe nt s ingle causation . The suffix {-s}, at fi rst, is added to intra n s itive 

ve rbs to resul t in single transit ivized cau sative stems, as has been 

d iscussed in the previous section . An addi tional {-s} would then be added 

to de r ive ditransitivized/dou ble causa tive fo rm s . The fo llowing contra st 

illu strates this. (For the altern ation of l isl a n d I ii) see (37) a bove). 

(43 ) Intrans itive Gloss 
Ve rbal root 

(a) iik' - approaeh l,,;) 

eli:p·- sleep 

?-u :rr- stop 

gong- run 

T rasi t iv ized Gloss 
Ve rba l s t e m 

iii<' -is- approach l,,\) 

eli: p' -is- make s leep 

?u :rr - is- make stop 

gong- is- Inake ru n 
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Ditrasitivized 
Verba l s t e m 

Gloss 

iik'-s-is- cause to approach 

eli:p'-is-is - cause to make sleep 

?u:rr-is- is- cause to m ake s top 

gong- Is-Is- cause to make run 



(l , I 'n II l>~ , l',lS\' foll-if- Ill:lk! ~ , I :"; \ .I" II 1 I, 'I I, t :,IU::-'C t<J 111<'lk(' eas\' 

" I I ': lJ lJ g t'l hOI ')c :b b- i,i - boiL', ' A :bh-il d- ( ';tl!SC to boil 

ti ll smell(\,: fiJl -if- ~lJld!" . fiff-i f-if- ( ',I ll se to smell 

Till e!itr;:l1lsitil'ized causat ive furms in Ill), above, a re c learly derived from 

their trClnsitil'ized counte r p arts bl' the suffixati o n of {os), w hieh is s imply 

the ll'cilipl iC< lt ion of th e in itial s uffi,': It cou ld be possible to extend this 

gL' lllTilliZ;lI iOll an e! say th ", such c;l11sa tiv(' forms are deri ved frolll 

IIlII',IIlSltll'C roots by sulli:-:ing ;-,; ,;: ' \I'lll'rc Ihe first :-s: IS both 

trdnSltlVlzlng ane! caLisatlvlI1g sul'fi:-:, \I'hil e th e second double­

t ransi lil'izing a nd double c ausa tvizing, Consider the structures below: 

(4'1 ) 

(45) 

(al 

(b) 

(c) 

be lt -icc-i 

adolcscence- DEF-NO~I:\IAS 

'The boy ran ' 

be lt-icc-i 

ado lescen ce- DEF-NO\: ' \IAS 

'The boy made h er run' 

gong-e 

run-3ms :PERF 

? ise-e?e gon g- ls-e 

slle-,ACC run-CAus-3ms:PERF 

be lt-i cc- i ? ise -c?e fullns a-?a gong- Is -ls-e 

adolcscen ce-DEF-NO~ I : \I.-\S she-ACC F,(m)- DAT run-CAuS-CAUS-3 ms: PERr 

'The boy caused her made Fulasa run' 

(a) belt -icc- i ?u :rr-e 

adolesce nce-DEI' -NOM '\I,\S 

'The boy stopped ' 

(b) b e l t -icc- i 

stop -3 ms:PE RF 

belto-o?o ?u :rr- is- e 

aclolescence-DEF-NO III :, I,-IS adolescence-ACC s top-CAuS-3ms :PERr 

"fhe boy mad e the girl / boy stop' or 'Th e boy stopped the girl /boy' 

(c) be lt - icc-i belto- o?o lll cka- ?ni ?u :rr- is- is-e 

aciolescence-DEr-NOM:\I.-\S adolescence-ACC M,(m)- by stop-CAUS-CAUS-3ms:PERF 

The boy hac! the gi rl / boy Slopped by Meka' 

These stru c tures show that the dill-a nsilivized causative fo rm s /gon gisi se/ 

'he caused 'x' to make 'y' run', and f?u:rrisise / 'he c aused 'x' b e stopped 
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1'\ ' .. II . 1'\'\(') ilnc! {-I;:Jc) rcspt'l: li\·('!.", .11"( ' fit'l"l\'( 'c i J'n)ll! !hl' illtril!lsi!ivc 

1'()()l: ... /.L!.()11g / 'I'un' and j':>u:rr / S\Up', iJ." Il ll' sullix;'ll ion or ;- s-s:, 0 [' f r Olll 

1'-;lI\~il\\'\/:l'l1 "tem s /S()llgis-/ 'm<lkc I U\l 'illd ()u :,-,-is-/ 'ma kc SLOP' by 

adding the su!'!'ix [-s) , This dcril';:lIion C<ln, thus, bc captu,-ed by the WF' I~s 

in 46(a) ane! (b) : 

(101 

V,- L 

\ 

INTR ] 
CAUS 

r: TRZ ] 
~CAUSZ 

t- -s-s I> \ [' S Il(' .. \1 sz] 
, IHIU 

-t - S S 
- ---+- \' 

[
DCAUSZ] 

• DTRZ ~enta liV~ 

No\\ let US consider th ose causative forms that are de rived fro m 

i l1 hl:renLlv lruns itive roo ls , 

3 .3 . 1.2 .2 Causatives from transitive predicates 

In the case or inheren tly tra n si t ive cau saLi ves, as opposed to tra nsitivized 

causati\'es, [-(s)-s} is direc tly attach ed to the root so that double causative 

ro rms wi ll be d e rived . Con s id e r (47) below: 

(47) Trans itive Gloss Causative Gloss 
Verbal root Verbal stem 

(a) gon - hit gan -(s )i s- cause to hit 

ban- o pcn b 011 -(s) is- cau se Lo open 

k u l- ca ll kul -(s) is- cau se to cal l 
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110) h 1I ct3- work hud3-(is)is- C .lt.1Sl' 10 \I."ork 
I I 

hoc'- CU I (for onion) h'oc'-(i~)is- cause to cul 

t LI k '- touch tuk '-( is)is- CD-USC to louch 

sunk'- kiss sunk'-(is)is- cause LO kiss 

'?cllk break ?enk'-(is)is- cause to break 

In a ll sLich Cilses the suffix :-s: o r :-s-s] is atlC1ched to transitil'c roots to 

result in double causativc forms. The variation of the forms {-s: or (-s-sl, 

i.e., the optional use of :-s:. In th is double causativc construction has 

something relntcd to semantics . That means by the first form, :-s), for 

instance, it means the causcr is 111 n ear by watching closely what is 

per form ed by the causce on the patient. (In add ition to thi s, Hudson 

(1976: 271) suggests that the use of a s ingle {-s} on transitive roots in HEe 

la nguages , in general, is associa ted to "th e special type of bene fi t" that the 

agents are involved in. Por instance, in f? iti s-j 'feed', {-s1 is added to the 

transitive root j?it- j 'eat' because such a ve rb involves a benefit to th e 

agent) .While by the later form {-s-s}, it means that the action is taken place 

with or without the physical presence of the causer. Thi s latter form, {-s-s}, 

Illay also have other semantic values. The one could be, as shall b e 

discussed soon in 3.3.1.2 .3, to show rec iproc ity of a causative situation. 

But the other is, which will be treated unde r reduplication, (see 5 .3.3 ), to 

convey an ite rative or frequ en tative mean ing. POI' now let u s consider the 

following s tructu res that con vey our initia l assum ption of the use of {-s} or 

{-s-sl, which has to be conside red under thi s particular section . 

(48) (a) 

(b) 

?is-i ficc-a 

he-NOM:MAS field-ACC 

'He ploughed the field' 

hud3-e 

work-3ms:PERF 

?is- i ?alamu -u?u fi cc-a hUd3-is-e- ni 

he-NOM:MAS A(m)-ACC fi eld -ACC work-CAUS-3ms:PERF-AUX 

'He made Alemu plough the field ' 
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«) 

(d) 

!'iCC-(I hud3-is-e-nl 

i"ielcl -t\CC work-CAUS-::;""" I ) I~RF AU;': 

-I Ie 1l<lcI till" field be ploughcd (b\" someonc) 

ficc-Cl go :ll o- ti h u d3 -is i s-c- 11 i 

he- NOM Mi\S fi cici -ACe grou p-wi th \\"ork-CAus-3m s: PERF -1\ UX 

-I Ie let I he fi eld be plou ghed in group' 

In --18(b) <Inc! (c) thc cause r , /? is i/ 'he', is in nca r by when the farming 

takes place, obscn-ing what has been going on; while in 48(d), he m ay not 

be around, but the task ean be accomplished with his absence _ 

In general, the above formal changes of su ch causative derivation can be 

captured by the rule in (49 ) below: 

(49) 

r 

V r::. TR ] l (' >\l'S 

:--~~-i.~ V ] 
+ -(s)-s c:- CAUS 

The double causative constru ct ion s, discussed so far, either from 

intransitive root (or trans it ivized stem) or from inherently transitive root , 

are said to be 'indi rect' with regard to semantic parameter, becau se the 

ac tion of the causer is not close ly associated to the effect, as opposed to 

single causatives_ For instance, the causing subject in (44c) a nd (45c), 

/ be lticc i/ 'the boy ' has no direc t access to get /fu llasa/ 'Fulasa' run 

(effect), and to get /belto / 'the girl /boy', in (4 5c), stop (effect), but can 

make it through inte rmedi a tors, /? ise / 'she' (OBJ) and / meka/ 'Meka' 

(AGE) respectively_ 

As to Comrie (1 983 :1 64 ), in causa tive constru c tion the anterior even t (or 

its agent) ha s some con trol over the effect to be realized _ To elaborate thi s 

idea let us reconside r (44c) in (50) below 

(50) belticci ?ise:?e fu II as a? Cl gonglslse 
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Thl ' t·~I\i;-';li1 ,l; :->lilJ.i('( 1. ll\'!(, /'lll' ILicci / 'the 1)u\· · hds 1110)"(' (·()I-l i!u l ()\'cr L1H' 

C,)lISCl' '-)isc :')e/ 'slie' (0 1",J) on the realizatioll or thc ellen (tIl(' running o r 

ICub",)), The C'IUSL'l', o n t h,: mher hand, h as less control, than thc subject, 

on this crrcCl, for th c sublCCl is the prime ini tiator. So this caL1SCC has a 

pOIl'e! , at Icnst, to re fuse to implement the ord e r made on it by th e causer. 

Similarh', th e effec lee, (I usc th is term to refer to 'patient' of a n ac tion for 

the sed,,' uf IXHali e li sm to the word 'causee'), / fullasCl/, th ough influenced 

by the "c lion made in the molcro s iluation, also has it potcnticd to cxercise 

a cOlllrol ,)\'e r that melc ro -situation, / fullas Ci/ 'Fu lasa', thus, may refuse to 

run against th e interest of the causer, as it is an a nima te object- If this 

object liTre inanimatc, however , there would not be raised a question of 

control. For instance, in (48c) above, the direct object /ficca/ 'fieldjland' 

has no power to react again st the ploughin g action m ade on it. In general, 

th e degree o f control fo r this causative s i tuation can be established in the 

hierarch\' Su bject > Oblique > Accusative, which exactly supports 

Comric's (1983 : 174) proposal. 

All the facts discLl ssed above show the form al a n ci semantic parametric 

relation in causative construction, Next, the syntactic parametric featu res, 

which occ ur in double causati ve situation, will be shown, 

The s\'ntactic parame ters a re subsumed under valency changes, As has 

been discussed before, (cL 3 ,3,1 ,1), there is an increment of valency in a 

causalil'e co ns truction , Th e morphological causative markers {-s} o r {-s -s}, 

in Gecko, thus, resu lt in one higher valency than the correspond ing single 

(transilil'lzed) causa live, or non-causative transitive predicate, Com pare 

the Slructu res below: 

(51) (a) 

(b) 

/ gong-is - / 

/gong-is-is - / 

'malze run' V : INP, NP) 

'cau se to 111ake ru n ' V: INP, NP, NP] 
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("_)1 (<I ) V 1'\ 1' . NI'I 

(iJ ) \ 'Hl1SC LO \Vork' V INP, NP. NPI 

A~ (5 1 a) sholl ' ~ the pred icate is tmn s itivi zed (or single causa tivizcd), th u s, 

It has t\\'o argumcnt NPs . If anothe r causation is added on this predicate, 

It II ill bc d itransitivizeci (o r double causativized), "md, parallcly, the 

arguJ1wJ1t \\'()\tlcl be raised by one as in (51 b). Likell'ise , if thc basc for su ch 

Cluscllive construction is transitive, as in 52 (a), the surfix;}tion of ~- (s) -s} 

fo rms ditransiti"e (or dou bl e causative) constructions , like (52b), wh ich in 

turn incrcases the num ber o f argu ment struc tu res . 

An JJ1cremcnt of the numbe r o f a rgumen ts in such causative struc tu res 

has a consequence of a ltering the gra m m a ti cal re lations of the terms . Look 

at the examples (53) below: 

(53) (a) 

(b) 

fu \lasa 

F. (m) 

fa :jo-o?o 

F(0 -ACC 

'Fulasa k issed Fayo' 

sall i fu ll asa 

S .(m) F.(m) 

sunk '-eo-e 

kiss-BEN-3ms: PERP 

fa :jo-o?o 

F(0 -ACC 

su nk'- isis -e-ni 

kiss-CAUS-3ms:PERP-AUX 

'Salli cau sed Fu lasa to kiss Fayo' 

(e) salli fa:jo-o?o fu ll asa-? ni su nk'-eo-is-e-ni 

S.(m) F (0-ACC F.(m)-by kiss-BEN-CAUS-3 ms .PERP-AUX 

'Sall i had Fayo be kissed by Fulasa' 

In the non -causa ti ve p redicate, (53a), the s ubj ec t of th e c lause is / fu llas a / 

Tul a sa', but if t h is predica te is cau sativized, a s in 53(b) and (c ), th e 

subject s lot lI 'o uld be fill ed by th e cau se r ; consequen t ly , th e o r igin a l 

subject (noli' the ca u see) is d e moted to o bj ect position . This causee can not 

appea r a s a direc t objec t in th e co rrespon ding ca u sative construc tion , in 

53 (b) & (c), as this s lo t is a lready occ upied by th e d irec t objec t o f th e non -
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{~lLiS"IJI,{, \·{TIJ. I kiln:. It ~il()ulc1 find ~1l1 unoccupinl positi{lll , ;11)(1 lhe on ly 

(1I1111\' position is lhe 1I1c1ir,'ct object position . Thus, it can "11J1e;1r here as 

"n incii1cct. obj{'!'!. The hierarchy of such ~r<lnlmatic;ll Icl<ltion , then, 

\\ '()ulcl I){' sublect .> cii rect o bject> indirect objcCl. 

In c<llllwnion \\'i th double causativc situation , it is al so poss1blc to treat 

rcciproC<11 caus<ltivcs . Such forms, however, sholl' some variat ions o f 

grammatical roles, as will beco me clcar soon. In what follows, these 

caUS<lllvC construclion s will bc ente r tained . 

3 .3 . 1.2,3 Re ciprocal causative forms 

The notion rec iprocal ca usative refe rs to causing two or more persons or 

a n imate th ings to d o some actions on one anoth e r. Such rec iprocal 

causative form s, 1Il Gedeo, a re deri ved m o rph ologically by lhe suffixation 

of :-5-S: , as a lrcady in di cated in the p revious sub-section. Thus, fo rm s 

with th is suffix have a pote ntial to ex press, in addition to the facts 

Il1t'ntioned before, some o ne who causes o Lilers to do somethin g fo r or 

against to each o t h e r. Look at the followin g: 

(:54) Verbal root Gloss 

(a) gan - hi t 

tu 1<'- lau ch 

sunk'- ki ss 

J0\v\V- in su ll 

ga?!11 - bi le 

(b) ')crg- sen d 

?u :W\V- gIve 

Reciprocal 
Causatives 

gan-sl s-

tuk'- is is-

sunk'- isis-

JO\\'W - l S l S-

ga?1l1-is is-

?erg- is is-

?u :\V\~'- isis-
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Gloss 

cau se to hit each oth er 

cau se to lauch each other 

cau se to ki ss each other 

cau se to in sult to eaeh other 

cau se to bile each other 

cau se to sen d to each other 

cause to give to each other 



,''\,;; C:l!l i)(' l)ilSIT\'l'd in (;)..:l) ~d)O \T, tile sl!lli:':~diull fJf ; :~ !;: 10 roots, whether to 

lr'''lsllll'l, <IS ill (,,),4<1) o r dilr'lnsilivl', as ill (:;,jil), forms rcciprOCiti callsalivcs . 

This':I" ",. illllslrdtcd in the )'ollo\\'ing SU'lIl'llll'<' by l[lking, Sil\" slInk '- 'kiss': 

[ [ SlIllk --J 
r r 

\. \ ' V 

Gis-is 
af-

'C8USC to kiss each other ' 

I"or sLlI'h m,"'pilologiea l cilLisal ivl's . lilliS, the )'olloll'ing WFR could be madc: 

(56) 
-S-5 - to-V ~ ] 

LRECAUS [l'en tativeJ 

In fa ct such rec iprocal causative s ituations can also be expressed, 

analytically, by a lexical e lement jwoli j 'each other', as 111 (57) below. 

Howeve r , as it is beyo nd the scope of the study, for it is not morphological 

causativc, the re is no need to go through il. 

Based on the semantic paramete r discussed above, (d. 3 ,3 .1,2.1 and 

3 .3 .1, 2.2), we may forward two points for such reciprocal cau sative 

situations in Gedeo: (i) the causer h as more control on the macro­

situa tion , a nd (ii) the causees have equal potential fo r the realization of 

effects on eac h other. 

The causauve situation, here, sholl'S so me differences from those 

discussed in 3 .3 . 1.2,1 and 3.3.1.2.2 above, in rel ation lO the grammatical 

roles pl avcd by the cau see. Here il is not th e case as such, 'x' causes 'y'to 

do somclhing on 'z', as opposed to 3.3 .1 .2, I a nd 3.3 . L .2 .2, rather 'y' and 

'z', both causce , would ha ve a bidircctional rel at ion and have a 

grammatical role of agent and theme simultaneously . The effect of the 

causer is , the n , on both of th em. Consider the structure s below: 
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(57) (a) 

(b) 

(c) 

"?is -i y y . ls e na .IS-O (wol i) sunk'-isis-c 

hc-NOM:MIIS she and he-IIBSOL (each other) kiss-I~ECAUs-3ms : PERF 

'H e caused lhem (h er and him) to kiss erich othe l·' 

?is-c ?in sa?ne-e?e daddabbe (woli) ?erg-isis-se 

she-NOM.FEM they-.~CC lette r (each other) send -RECAUs-3fs:PERF 

'Sh e caused them lO sen d letters to each other' 

?is -i woleo ga?111 -isis-c 

he-NOM:MIIS dogs (each other) bite-RECAUS-3ms : PE I~F 

'He caused the d ogs bite each other' 

In (57a), for instan ce , once the causer, /? isi/ 'he ', exerts hi s causll1g 

act ion on the causees, j ? ise na ? isoj 'her a nd hi m ', they would perform 

the action to eac h oth er. Thus, both of th e causee s a re agents as well as 

them es, as they k iss a nd be kissed at a time . 

Ma nning (1 996:43) d iscu sses, quoting Mohan non (1988), that causa tives 

can be 'm ono clausal' a t the level of gra mma tica l re lation, bu t 'bicla usal' a t 

the argu me n t structure . Th u s, the causees in ou r cases can be treated as 

a single object, as they bea r th e same gra mmatiCA l re lation. As a resul t, 

one may say th at , 111 a rec iprocal causa tive si tuation, h a rdly is th ere an 

Increase of vale ncy, as opposed to th e o ther double causative 

con s tructi on s discussed a bove , wh ere a causee per fo rms an a ction on a 

pat ient in a non - reciproca l si tuation. Let u s see su ch a relation, ta king the 

predicate /sun k '- is is - j 'ca u se to ki s s each oth er' , again, in (58): 

(58) (a) sunk '-
V: [ m , NP] 

I I 
A gent Theme 

V: [ NP NP] OR ~p ,G:] ] 
I I I I 

(b) su nk'- isis-

Causing agent! Causing agent/ 
A gent theme A gent them e 

S9 



III (CiS;I) Illl' prcclic;ltc is non -causalivc transitil'(' illle! (;I](CS a si n gle objec t 

NP, \\'hich has " grammalical rolc of lhem c. In (58b), however, the 

prcclinllc IS reciproca l causativc, bUl the object NPs cn.n be cons idered as 

single clue lO lhc sa me gralll malical roles each played in lhc argum ent. In 

bOlh cases, in 58 (a) an d (b), lhere is equal number of NPs . Th e cau sation , 

in (b), did not cause any ra isi n g of the a rgument structure. Therefore, w ith 

rcgard lO th is view , reciprocal causativcs and non -causative tran s itive 

constnJCl ions can be take n as having equal number of a rgument 

structures . 

So fa r, two m a in causative type s in Gedeo , 's in gle ' and 'double' have been 

treated in sepa ra te s ub-classe s. Th e la tte r is also seen from three 

persp ectives : (i) causatives from intran s itive pred icates, (ii) causatives from 

tra nsitive predicates, a nd (iii) reciprocal causa tive s , For each of the 

ca usative situation a WFR has been formulated. But at th is point it is 

importan t to gene ralize such rules , in (38) , (46), (49) a nd (56), as in (59) 

be low: 

(59) 

rls 

X[: V-NJ+ . C'A US 

:+:.. TR 

af • 
X r+ (D)CAUS] 
bD)TR X Gv -N J + (b)CA US 

+ (D)TR 

To sum u p , ca usa tivization proces s, in Gedeo, results in: 

I. form a l changes from that of intra nsitive or t ran s itive roots, 

11. semantic diffe ren ces, a nd 

111. va len cy in c re m ent a nd ch a n ge of grammatica l relations, I.e., 

add it io n of subject argumen t an d d emotion of the othe r argument. 

The n ext s ec tion treats pass ive verb formation . 
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3 .3.2 Passive verb forms 

I', ,..,;in.·s inclicilc C1 slIbjecl is a IXILicnl or ITcipicnl of <In aClion dcsignaLed 

iJ\ lile \"\.; t·b. Ilence, lile undergoe r argumel1l is presenled as a subjecl of 

p;tssi l'l' conslruclions (Faley and Van Valin 1985:299). 

III ;1 p;lssil'l' conslnJC lion, the gencralh- accepled relelS acrnss world's 

l:dl~lIC1g('S C1rc: (i) lhe oplional usc of lhe agc'lllil'c PI'Cposilioneil phrase , (ii) 

lhe IrdnsiLil'c feature of th e main verb, and (iii) the role of the main ve r b in 

lhe sense lha l it expresses an activ ity and lakes Agent subjec ls and 

Palienl objects (Keenan 1985:247). 

In d eriving passive forms there observed a morphological modification of 

verbs, or verb phrases. This modification may include tran s itive verbs 

pius . 111 some languages, auxiliaries , wh ich are specific to passive 

cons truclion . Thus, those pass ive forms th at undergo the modification of 

on I)' LranS lll ve arc 's trict m orphological' and those that u ndergo both are 

'pcriphrasllc' (ibi d : 2 05). 

In Gedeo, passives are derived in the sense of t h e fi rst , i.e., by the 

mod ification of on ly transitive form s . Even though an a uxilia ry may be 

used in a pas s ive construction, it d oes n ot h a ve a specific relation to the 

passll'e formalion . Consequently, passives in this language are said to be 

's Lricl morp hologica l', a nd a re formed by suffixin g {-em) to verbal roots. 

Co nsider (60) below : 

(60) Verbal root Gloss Derived Gloss 

Passive (MAS) 

?iei3clT- buil d ?id3 a:r - em - be buill 

?u su r - tie ?usu r-cnl- be tied 

?e :jj- love ?e :jj -em - be loved 
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I,d' gel ':'I.! t'll1 
, )j , l-',Cl \ 

" 11k lJ rv; d,: '!Cl l k (' III he broken 

~-,11! 1 k kiss Still k - t'111 be kissed 

~'1 j)" h8tC .. ib - (']1 1 

" 
be h<11Cci 

1111"--'\\"- drink h e/? \\' - ell) - be cirunk 

~'.I III - hit g(:n - L'nl - be hit 

\\"{ )\ cut \\"ot - l'111 be cut 

II (IS find h(l ~ ; - t'nl be founci 

1-11 1"- bu\' hil - elll - be bought 

: t'rg- send ?crg - elll - be sent 

'!U\\"\\' gl\'C '? 1I \\' \\' - C 111 be gl\'e n 

[n a[[ these d e rivations, th e passive marker is {-cm) . It s hows passiveness 

of a m;:)scu[ in e ge nd er . (In exp ressing fcmin ine or dim inutive, however , th e 

paSSJ"l' marker would become {-en}, which IS resulted from th e 

ass imilatio n of the feminine m a rker / t/ fo ll owing it, as in , for example, 

j?usur-e n-deJ, « /?usur-em-te/), 'she/it be tied', a nd j?uww-en-deJ, 

«j?u\\'w-em-te/ I, 'she/ it be given' I. 

[n gene ral , :-em) a nd {-en) can bc conside red as a[[o morphs of {-em}, where 

the [ir:;t occu rs e lsewhe re, and th c lalter before /t/ . Hence, th e fo[l o\Vin g 

gencra[ rule ca n be proposed [or th e derivation of passives in Gedeo. 

(6 1 ) 

A I[,S +V,-N] 
- TR 

As is a lready shown in above, the passive is identified by its form a l 

mal'king :-em:. Bes ides this fo rmal marking to ve rbs, syn tac tic as we ll as 

SCm<1I11IC c han ges would also occur. Th e basic function of pass ive, 

according to Palmer (1994: 117[1. 1, is the promoti o n of the patie nt (non ­

ageml a nd the d emotion o r deletion of the a gen t. S imila rly the n um be r of 

argume nts wou ld be red uced by one from th e no n - passive cou nterpart. [n 
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I,Cc: Il;1Il'S (1985 :273 ) tc rms passives undergo "deriving n -placc p red icates 

from n+l-place p red ica tcs" . Thi s can bc observed in Gecko from the 

follow ing structures: 

(62) (a) 

(b) 

(63) (a ) 

(b) 

(64) (a) 

(b) 

s alli W 0 111bw'e ?enk'-e 

S. (m) chair break-3ms :PERF 

'Salli broke a chair' 

\ ·V OITl bare (salli -?ni) ?enk'-en -de 

chair ( S.(m) -by ) break-PASS-3Cs : PERF 

'A cha ir was broken (by saJ li)' 

?is- i hir-e 

he-NOM:MAS ox-ACC sell -3ms:PERF 

'He solei an ox' 

sa:Jj- lcc-i (?ani-?ni) hir-em-e 

ox-DEF-NOM:MAS (1- by ) 

'The ox was sold (by me)' 

sell-PASS-3m s :PERF 

?011-i mat'a: -fa fa.jo -?a 

I-NOM book-ACC F.(f) -DAT 

'I gave a book to Fayo' 

?uww-e-nn-e 

give-PERF- ls-ACTU 

mat'a:f-i Ca.jo-?a (?011i-?ni) ?uww-em-e 

book-NOM:MAS F.(f)-DAT (I-by) 

'A book was given to Fayo (by me)' 

give-PASS-3ms:PERF 

In all the above s tructures, the object of the active IS promoted to the 

subject position, and the agent is dem oted to the p eriphery, or is deleted. 

And the d eletion results in a decrease of an a rgument. When the agent is 

demoted to the oblique pos ition , a morphological element {-?ni } 'by' will be 

attached to the agent to refer to its agentive role. While if the agen t is 

deleted , the structure would lack an overt agentive phrase. And this is the 

expected feature of pass ive formation, which can be noted from the 

optional use of th e age ntive prepositiona l phrase (cf. (i) above, on page 6 1). 
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For in sta n ce , ir we con s ide r the tll'o-l)]aCC pred ica te j ?enk'-j , 'break ' in 

62(a ) , it h a s two argum ents, jsalli j 'proper nam e' a nd j wombarej 'chair'; 

th e rirst is the subject NP and the la uer objec t NP . However, i[ the passive 

rorm, as in 62(b), is d erived [rom th is predicate, the patient (obj ect NP), 

j wombarej, is promoted to subj ect position, while the agent (subj ec t NP), 

j salli j, is either demoted to the periphery or is deleted. As a result, when 

th e agent is d e leted , th e a rguments o r the pa ssive wou ld be reduced to 

one, such that only the promoted NP, !wombarej, wou ld be available. 

Although the grammatical rela tions o[ th e above subject a n d object NPs 

are changed, i.e., eith e r in promotion or demotion, the gramma tical roles, 

h owever, remain the same. The promoted subject never takes an agentive 

role [or it is the patien t o[ an action. Similarly, the demoted obj ect won't 

h ave a -patientive ro le as it is the doer of an action, (see Pa lmer 1994 : 18 ff. , 

for the d iscu ssion of grammatical re lations and ro les in passive). To 

illustrate th is issue, le t us consider th e lexical entr ies for j ?enk '- j 'break' , 

in (65 ) be low ([or the complete construction of active a nd pass ive see (62) 

above ): 

(65) (a) V: [N P 
I 

NPj 
\ 

Agent-subj ect Patien t-obj ec t 
I \ 

Salli wombare 

(b) V: [NP NPj 
I \ 

Patien t-subject (Agent-object) 

I \ 

wombare (s alli) 
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Wilell lilL Agenl-Subjcct /su!ii/ , in (a ), is de m otccilO the object position, in 

(b), its ilgt.'ntive role is rct;l ined . Likew ise, when the Pat ienl-Objeet 

/"·OIlliJure/ . in (<Ij, is prom(Jleci to the su bjec t position, in (b), it s p<llicntive 

role is unchangcd . Thus, unlike g ra mm at ical re lation s, subject anel objec t , 

grammatical roles, agent "nel pa tient , in Geeleo rem a in constan t in 

passi,·i/.alion . Th is facl is also common in o the r la n guages of the ,,·orld (ef. 

Palmer 1994 : 18ff) No,,· ,,·e move to the eli scussio n of benefactive/reflexive 

fo rm s in Gecieo . 

3,3,3 Benefactive/Reflexive forms 

In any lan guage there m ay be , need not be, three reflexive types: nominal, 

verbal and possessive . In a verbal one the reflexive marker is part of the 

morphology (Lichtenberg 1994:3504). In a phrase with a verbal reflexive, 

the verb m ay indi cate th a t the su bjects perform action s upon themselves, 

or it ma~· refer th a t some ac tions are performed which require the s ubjects' 

volition. These kinds of references are usually te rmed as reflexives (cf. 

Hayward 1975:209; Palmer 1994 : 150fL). Similarly, the verb may indicate 

lhat a s ubj ect performs a n action or participates in it for his or her own 

benefit , and this is term ed as a benefactive func tion (Hayward 1975 2 09). 

These functions are expressed, in Gedeo, by the morphological m a rker {-oj 

suffixed to roots . 

(66) Verbal root 

(a) ?anJ-

sun!< '-

(b) hir-

J11 1: r-

Gloss 

wash 

kiss 

buy 

harm 

Derived 

Re flexive / Be n efactive 

?anJ-eo-

sunk '-eo-

hioo­

mi:oo-
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Gloss 

wash oneself 

kiss for own sak e 

buy for onesel f 

harm oneself 



rnO:IT-

(e) ?of-

Sll l -

(d) ban-

lUlll-

kul -

(e) lij 

(67) Ve rbal root 

fa?? -

boc'-

fi :k'-

sic;d 

" Cl b 

hide 

open 

pound 

te II 

kill 

Gloss 

to make the bed 

to chop 

to ru b 

?alf-

sult-

ba?n-

tu ?nl -

ku?l-

Ji?ww-

Persona l' S / 

Ben efa ctive 

fa??ec-

boc'ec­

fi: k 'ec-

s le;t! fo r oneself 

get ror one~cJ r 

hide fD r oneself 

open for oneself 

pou nd for one self 

tell for o\\-n benefit 

kill o:lesclf 

Gloss 

to make the bed for 

oneself 

to chop for oneself 

to rub for oneself 

It can be noted from (66) above that different changes have been made in 

th e derivabon of benefactives/ reflexives 111 Gedeo_ The basic 

benefactive / reflexive marker {-c} may be said to have the varian ts {-c, -ec, 

-I , -?}, and an instan ce o f merging to /?w I- (I consider {-c} as a basic 

benefactive/ reflexive marker con tra Wedekind (1980: 3) who rather 

assumes {-eol as basi c . I th ink that the /e/ in the suffix, as far as the 

phonology of Ged eo is concerned, IS a n epenthetic used following 

geminated or clustered con sonants, or a single glottalized consonant; 

other wise it is absent. In fact, usually the ep intheti c is /i/, but the 

Io\\'ering of l i/ to /e/ may have some historical or phonological reasons _ 

Leavin g a s ide this issue, however, / e/ should not be considered, at least 
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In this work, cIS ]Jan of lhc suffi:-;. llad il I)c(·n part of the suffi:-; , it should 

ha,·c also ex isted in the other form s too). 

The altemations, in (66) and (67) above, can be accoun ted for as in th e 

following : 

As is pointed out above, as side information, the occurrence of {-e'6} is after 

geminated or clus te red consonants, or a single glot tal ized con sonant. Th is 

is illustrated in (66a) and (67) above. (The data in (67) a re taken from 

Wedek ind (1 980 :5 ). In fact, I a lso checked fo r th eir va lidity from my 

in forman ts.) On the o th er h a nd , {'6'6} in (66 b) is a phonological form 

resu lted from ass imila tion , i.e. [r+'6--+'6'6J . Regarding the other varia nts : 

1. [I] in (66c) comes from / '6/, when / '6/ is preceded by root fin a l 

voiceless consonants , i. e . late ra liza t ion, then metathesis of the 

sounds takes place. Th is can be given as c vls + 0 --+ c vlsl --+ 

levis, which m ay be co n s idered as prelate ra lization; 

11. [?J in (6 6d) is a result of glotta lization and metathesis. Roots 

ending in sonora n ts / m, n, 1/ , a s in (66d), exh ibit an alternation 

betwee n [? m], [?n ], or [?IJ before /0/ , i. e ., [m+o --+ m? --+ ?m], 

[n+'6 --+ n ? --+ ?n], or [I + '6 -~ I?--+ ?I ], which can be taken a s 

preglotta lizati on; and 

Ill. a s (66e) shows there is an in stan ce of merging, i. e. when /j/ is 

foll owed by /0/, th ey merge to [?wJ. Wedekind (1980) a lso 

attes ted a s im ilar case . He identified th a t there a re a few ins tan ce 

of / ? / o r / j / + - e'6 m ergin g to [?wJ . His examples are: 
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(a) 

(b) foj - 'w s ep a ra te' 

11 odd a')\\, - ' to d ri ve for o11cscl [' 

fo?w- 'to separate [o r on ese lf' 

In gene ra l, a ll t he above va ri a ti ons occu rred in the de riva tion of 

be nefac tives/ re ilex ives in Gecleo can be summ a r ized as: 

(68) (i) / 0/ becomes [coj foll owin g con so na n t c lu s te rs, ge min a ted 

con sonants or a single glotlal ized consona nt , (ii) a n 

a lterna tion o f / 0/ with /?/afte r na sal or late ra l 

con sonants, or /0/ wi th / 1/ a fte r any voiceless con sona nt 

takes pla ce, (iii) a n assimilation of / r / to [li j is occurred 

when /r / come s before /0/ , (iv) meta thesis of the glottal 

stop with either n a s a ls or laterals is taking place if the 

glottal sound comes firs t, and (v) there is merging of /j/ 

and /Ii/ to [?wj . 

(Note that in th e case of con sonan t clusters , the first of th e two has to be 

sonora nt, while th e la Lle r obstruenL) 

The general WFR that generates bene factive/reflexive form s would then be 

given as (6 9) below: 

r V 31' X + ~ X 
(69) 

[ ] t BEN/+REFJ 
[+V -N ] +v, ~ N 

-BEN/-REF 
+BEN/+RH 

Th e foll owing const ruc t ions illu s tra te the use of reflexives / be n efa ctives in 

c lauses. 
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(/ UJ (;1) 

(b) 

(71) (a) 

(b) 

llH. ... ku lllut '0:[-(/ :-:;obu- ?~ I 

M . book-ACC S - DAT 

'Mc ka bou gh t a book to Saba' 

111cka 

M. 

mGt'a:f-a 

book-ACC 

(?ifi-?a) 

sel f-DAT 

'Mc ka bou ght a book fo r him self' 

Jl1 em ci3 - i cc- i 111ann-a 

aciult -DEF-NOMMAS person -ACC 

'The man kill ed a person' 

hir c 

bu \"-3m s: PER" 

hioo - e 

buy.BEN-3mS :PER F 

lij - e 

kill -3 ms:PERF 

mancl:3-icc-i (?ifi) 

adult-DEF-NOM:MAS (selD 

'The man killeci himself' 

Ii?ww - e 

kill.REF-3ms :PERF 

As eithe r (70b) or (71 b) illustrate, the benefactive/reflexive meamng IS 

co nveyed through the nominal benefactive/reflexive marker /?ifi/, which 

is a lexica l element an d is meant 'self', or through the verbal marker, i.e. 

the morphological suffix {-oJ. Althuugh /?ifi/ 'self', as opposcd to {-oJ, is 

not a morphological element, it syntactically shows , for it is lexical, the 

a na phoric relation existing between the subject and the object, which can 

a lso be expressed morphologically by the suffix {-oj. So in (71 b), fo r 

example, the p rese nce of /?ifi/ 'self' , besides the morphological suffix {-a}, 

shows as "the man killed himself, no t anybody else did the killing on him, 

nor he killed so m eon e e lse" . 

But in a language like Gedeo, with a verbal re flexive/ benefactive ma rker , 

the nominal or possess ive reflexive may be dropped with no m eaning 

distortion, so is in 70(b) and 7l(b), as its role can be played by the verbal 

s uffix. As a result , there would be a possibility of reducing one argument, 

a t least at a surface leve l. 
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In gener,\!, thl gr;)mma lieal roles pcrformed by parlicipanls in a vcrbal 

reCle:-;i",:j benddcl ivc siluatiun nrc non-distincl (cL Lich len berk 

199"1 :3505) . Thal is, on c panicipa nt may play two or more rol cs as in 

(71 b), II'herc !mcka! 'Meka' is both the agent and the patient of th e 

aCllo n. In the followi n g sec tion, Gedeo stative vcrbal forms shall be 

discussed . 

3.3.4 Stative verbal forms 

Apa rt from modification of verb roots, as discussed so far, Gedeo verbal 

forms can also be derived from adjectivals. Wedekind (1980 :2) states, 

"Ve rb forma tion from non -verbal roots, and the reverse, nominalization of 

verb roots, are both common phenomen a in Gedeo" . Most, if not all , of 

these derived forms a r e intrans itive verbs, and they express qua lity, 

process e tc. Verbs of such types are known to be "statives" or "middle 

voice" (cf. Hayward 1975; Wedekind 1990:72; Lehman 1994 :3298). 

Stative ve rba l forms , in Gedeo, are derived by the suffixation of {-oj, {-?}, or 

{-at} as s hown be low. 

(72) Adjectival base Gloss Derived stative Gloss 

(a) di:mmo red di:mm-at- be red 

ba? 11 a wide (also ba? ll -at- be wide (also 

generous) be generous) 

k 'a?ll a thin k 'a? ll -at- be thin 

d3aba strong d3ab-at- be strong 

fu rcla fat furd-at- be fat 
c'u?mln a narrow e'u ?mnl-at- be narrow 

(b) t'i1la black t'ill-eo- be bl ack 
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(c) 

k'C :ITCl 

d o :jju 

h a nlJna 

golalo 

t" II 

reel (for body 

color) 

s h ort 

white 

k 'c:rr-el)-

d a :jj -eo-

h aru ? nlIll -

go l a ?l-

be lal l 

be red 

be shorl 

be while 

As (72 ) a bove ill ust rates the d e ri ved stat ive fo rm s a re fo rm ed from their 

re specti ve a dj ec ti va l roo ls b\' the surrixati on of {-at} , {-eo}, a nd {-?) . Th ese 

su ffixes , particula rly, {-eo; a nd {-?) a rc form a lly identical to th os e u sed in 

re flexive co n struction. (I t is a lso true in other Eastern Cushitic lan gu a ges 

that such homophones form s appea r. According to Hayward (1975 :213) 

de-adjectiva l verbs in Oromo, for in s tance, are formed by suffixing {-ao}, 

wh ich has a n identical form to the suffix used in deriving reflexives or 

a uto-benefactives, to a djec tival stems). 

The suffix {-at}, as in (72a), is atta ched to adjectival bases which express 

th e s tre ngth, width, or fatne s s of som eone / something. But {-e5} or {-?), a s 

in (7 2b) and (7?r:), is suffixed to those adjectival bases, which s h ow length 

Or body color. (Note that :- e5} a nd (-?) are two rea lization of {-oj; the fi rst 

occurs after geminate o r cluster of conson a nts, while the latte r a fter a 

s ingle nasal Or late ra l consonant, but meta thesis occurs at the same time 

(a lso d. 3.3.3) ). 

Phonologically speaki n g, the a lterna tions, seen above in d eriving s tative 

verbal fo rm s, can be described in the fo llowing way . 

I n deriving sta tive verbal forms: 

(i) {-at} is sufflxed to adjectival bases that end with 

?/v: + CI C l 

[
+ sonorant l or 

+ nasall+lateralj 

71 

c 
[+ Obstruent] 



(ii) :-cG: is suITi;,;( 'd tn 'j(ljcc li val b'I''''s lhal cnd with 

(iii) 

V() 

alld 

adjectival base final C 
[+ nas111 /-f latralJ 

glotalization plus methathesis 

+ I) -.. ?C ,I.e., 
[+ nasaJl+hllcral ] 

Wede kind (19 90 :72) noted thal statil'e verbs (o r in his lerm "middle voice" 

ve r bs) in Gedco can be regarded as "derivatives from adj ectives by means 

of the derivative {-G} or {-?}, process, m idd le voice" . But h e did not mention 

{-at}, whi c h has wider occurrences, as s hown a b ove, in the derivation of 

stative fo r ms in the la n guage . Hayward (1 975:2 13ff.), too, claims that in 

Eastern Cushitic the basic stative verbalizing marker is {-t}, but in some 

la n guage s, es pecially, in HE C, we fin d {-5} due to syn ch ronic ch a n ges . It 

may, th us, be gen eralized tha t {-t}, in fact with a vowel preceding it, and 

{-5} are th e stative verbal markers in Gedeo , wh ere the proto *t retains in 

som e form s, while the latter, which is the result of synchronic change, 

used in other cases . 

The Gedeo derived stative form s which a re d iscussed so far are formed by 

an ove r t suffixa tion of a morphological m a rker . But th e re a re other stative 

verb forms whi ch may be cons idered to be derived by a covert suffixation 

process , i.e. usin g a n ull fo rm, as s h own below: 

(73) Adj ectiva l base Gloss Derive d s t a tive verbs Gloss 

Jakk 'a soft la1<1< '-¢- be soft 

k 'i:d a co ld k'i: d-¢- be cold 

?e:bba h ot ?e :bb-¢- b e h ot 

?e lo good ?el- ¢- be good 
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As can be notecl from (73) . the sullix,llion of a null morpheme (~~) to the 

adJcctival bc1scs dcri\'cs the s\<I\il'c ve rbal forms . 

Now let us illustrate th e above two cases; i. e ., derivation with overt 

s uffixation and with covert process, in the sch emata below by taking, say, 

/di :mm -/ 'red' and /Jakk'-/ 'soft' respectively : 

(74) (a) [el i: mm-] + [aQ ~ [ Gtimm-] [at] ] 
af af "f af 

A A V V V A A V V V 

!fakk '-) • [ !fakk'- ) arl-0 ) af 1 (b) + af (-0) of 

A A V V V A A V V V 

Following thi s, a general WFR for the derivation of statives can be made in 

(75) below: 

(75) 
X[ +"' .+\1 J + 

af 
\I 

[ +STAT ] 

x 

[ -N, +v ] 
+STAT 

Stative verba l forms s h ow s im ila r syntactic features, whe ther they are 

formed with overt suffixe s or null fo rm s . Compare th e structure s below: 

(76) (a) 

(b) 

?al1-i k'e:rra-tfe elu barr-icc-o ?e:jj -a-nn-o- ni 

I-NOM tal l-DET:PEM girl -DEF-ACC like-IMPERP- l s-FUT-AUX 

'I like th e tall girl ' 

elu bClJT-icc-o 

girl- DEP-NOM:PEM 

'The girl be tall. ' 

k 'e :rr-at - te 

tall -STAT -3fs:PERP 

73 



Ie) 

(77) la) 

Ib) 

Ie) 

ell! b({rr - icc-o k'C:ITo- l t 'e lwei-de 

gi d-UEF-NOM: I .'E~ I lall -O I<:1': FEM bccomc -3fs: PEI,I? 

'The girl becamc laW 

wodi'?-i ?e : bbo-ke-ni 

W<1 l cr - NO M: MAS hol-OET:MA S-AUX 

'The water is hOl' 

\\"odi'?- i ?e :bb-0-e 

lVater-NOM: MAS h ol-STAT-3ms: PE Rf 

The wate r got hot ' 

wodi ?-i ?e:bba-ke kael-e 

water-NOM:MAS hot-OE1':MAS beeome-3ms: PERf 

Th e water became hot' 

In (76a) and (77a) we h a ve the adjectival bases /k'e:rra/ 'tall' and 

j?e:bba/ 'hot'. Wh en these adjectival bases a re subjected to the derivation 

of s ta ti ves, as in (76b) an d (77b), they occupy similar syntactic positions, 

thou gh th e fi rs t is form ed with an overt suffix while the la tter with a null 

form, i.e. covertly. On the basi s of the above analysis, thus, it can be 

concluded th a t the stative verbal forms in Gedeo, whether they are derived 

overtly or covertly, can syntactically be u sed in a s imilar fashion. 

Likewise, (76c) and (77c) show tha t an indepe ndent morphological 

elem en t , /kad-/ 'become ' syntactica lly plays the same role to those of the 

morphologica lly bound elements, wh ich a re discussed in (76b) and (77b). 

Consequently , the s a m e semantic notion can be achieved by this free 

sy nlactic expression to thos e of the m orphologically bound ones. 

In ge ne ral, s tative ve rbal forms in Gedeo are formed by a process of 

su ffixation to adjectival roots, just like other verbal forms of the language 

a re derived, from their respective roots, by a similar process. 
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I () c\)llCludc , thosc c\erin'c\ vcriJal j'ortm;, d;:-;clIsscc! so hr. undergo some 

llllJrphologic;11 c h clll gcs froIl1 thcir bns(' or root clem ents, /\s a rc su lt of 

lh "lr mo rphologic,, 1 va ri,1\i ons, thllS, sOl11e sc manli c differcnccs IHC 

occu lTcd, Somc of the cicri"atives also sholl' syntac tic dcviation s from the 

non·de rivcd cou nterparts, fo r instancr, as in thc case of causatives , wh ere 

thcre is an in cre ment of th c number of a rgu ment structures, o r as in th e 

,'Cl Sl' uf 1X'\ss lve fo rm a tion, wh ere clwngl' of grammatical rc la tions 

[)cc'urreci , No\\' we move to the neX l section in whic h dcrived adjec tival 

fo rms in Geclco a re treated, 

3.4 Suffixes that form Adjectivals 

Like derived n ominals or verba ls, adjectivals can also be formed from 

di ffere nt lexical categor ies, The process by which such derivation takes 

place is kn own as adjectiviliza tion (Bau er 1983 : 184) , 

Wedekind (1990 :67) c la ims tha t the re a re very few genu in e a djectives in 

Gedeo, In som e cases , h e po in ts out that, it wou ld b e d ifficult to form a lly 

idemify a djectives from no min a ls for th ere are many co nstructions in 

which n o morphological c lue marks th em, He then concluded that noun s 

that express qualities can no t be distingui s h ed from adjectives, as the 

morpho logical differences a re incon s picuous , 

Neverthele ss, there are a few a djectival form s, which I as sume have been 

derived from nominal roots by th e su ffixat ion of {-and3o)l6 or {-cca}, Th ese 

suffixes see m to show ve ry lit tl e semantic varia tion. Th e former is mos tly 

used with [+a nimatej fea tures as in (78a) be low, a nd is li te ra lly meant "on e 

II'ho has 'x ', wh e re 'x ' stand s for th e n omina l root" , For instance , 
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/i1orL"(lIltiS()/ litl't'~dly 111("t11S "" person \\'ho l1,t:; ,t /iJurc'((! 'big Iwlly', 

\\'hich is the r"'ttu re of hUI11'll1 beings", 

While the later form is ortcn uscd with i-a11illl,1ll'i things as in (78b), in 

\\'hi ch / kinci3:ccaj, for instilncc, means "sOl11ething :/' whieh h as thc 

featurc or 'x', wherc 'x' refers to thc nominal root. 

This seman tic ciistinctio n , ho\Vevcr, may not guarantee our use of s u ch 

sufrixcs in t h e above se n ses fat' t he re are c ircumstances whe re both forl11 s 

can appea r suffix in g to a single clement, as in (78c), despite t h e e lem ent 

ha s a i+an imatej feature o r not. Th is m ay lead us to say th a t {-cca} can be 

attached to any nominal roots where this is seman t ica lly possible , The 

meanll1g o f t h ese suffixes is then to express pos s ess ing/owing or 

expe rien c ing something, The derivatio n of such adjec tives is given below: 

(78) Nominal root Gloss Derived adjectives Gloss 

( <1) godob- StOll1;-l r:h godob-and3o greedy 

borc'- large belly borc'-an d3o big-bellied 

?arr- grey hai r ?arr- and3o grey haired 

(b) kind3 - stone kind3-icca stony 

c'ar - pebble c'QJ"- icca pebbly 

t 'en- raIn t'en-icca ramy 

(c) ?aTi fJ- sun ?arifJ-icca/ -ancf3o sunny 

goror- dribbl e goror-icca/ -alld3o dribbling 

gan J- mucu s ganJ-icca/ -and3o one who does no t 

cl ean his/her nose 

oar - li e 8ar-icea/ -and3o li ar 
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As (78) illustrate some '-ooLs like (78a) and (78 b) allow the su ffixation uf 

only on e of the fo rm s , w h il e olhers, like (78c), pe rmit th e a Uach ment of 

both su ffi xcs . These va ri ation s a re on ly due to the se m a n tic accep tabili ty 

of the fo rm s; o th erwise , m orphologically or phonologically both s uffixes 

have th e potential to be a tta ched to a ll t he roots . Thus, if one attaches 

either of th e suffixes, leav in g as ide the question of semantics, to any of th e 

roots, th e d e rived forms would be we ll -formed, both morphologically a nd 

phonologically . Compa re the foll owing: 

(79) (a) ?arr-ru1d30 'grey haired' 

'k? a.rr- icca 'grey h aired' 

(b) c'ar-icca 'pebbly' 

'c'ar-ru1d30 'pebbly' 

Bo th /?arrand3o/ , */?arrieca/ 'grey haired' in (79a ), a nd jc'ariccaj, 

* /C'ru- rulIT)Oj 'pebbly' in (79b) are right both morphologically and 

phonologically . Nonetheless, the question of semantics is not a simple task 

to be escaped off; consequently, though th ese form s fit morphologica lly 

and phon ologically , those m a rked with asterisk (*) are ill -formed due to the 

semantic unacceptabili ty. So, in this language semantics plays a crucial 

role in the de riva tion of adjec tives . Those adjective-forming suffixes, then, 

can alternately be used only if the semantic acceptability is kept. 

Si nce {-cca} a nd {-and3o} a re adjectival forming suffixes, they can be 

assigned a categorica l status AaJ, and it is the featu re of these suffixes that 

percolate up to the wh ole derived form. Such suffixes, then, are heads of 

the derivation . This can be illustrated in (80) below by considering, 

gorori cca/ gororanIT)o 'dribbling', as an example: 
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(SO) A[ N r [gO rOl--] N r Aaf [iCCCl/ -anci3o] A elf] A 'dribbling' 

The sub-categorization frame for such suffixes would then be [N r_ ], and 

the followin g WPR could be proposed : 

(8 J) N r + A"f ~ A 

Adjectives in gene ral can be used predicatively or attributively in syntactic 

constructions . The above d e rived a djectiva l fo rms of Gedeo can then be 

u sed in a similar fashio n. Compare the foll owing: 

(82) (a) belt-i goror-icca-ke-ni 

adoleseent-NOM: MAS dribble-Aa~MAS)-DET:3m-AUX 
'A boy- is dribbling' 

(b) goror-Ice- l belt -i dag-e 

(83) (a) 

dribbJe-A af(M AS)-NOM :MAS adolescent- NOM:MAS come-3 ms:PERF 

"A dribbling boy came' 

belt- i 

aclolescent-NOM: MAS 

'A boy is liar ' 

8ar-ieea-ke-ni 

lie-Ef f (MAS) -DET:3m-AUX 

(b) ?ikk-i 8ar-iec-i (belt-i) me??-e . 

that-NOM :MAS lie-Aa1MASI-NOM :MAS (adolescent-NOM:MAS) go-3ms:PERF 

'Th a t liar (boy) went! 

Note that in e ithe r of the above cases th e oth e r adj ective forming suffix, 

{-anct:3o}, ca n be used in th e place of {-cca} s ince the lexica ) element 

/gorora/ 'd r ibbl e' allows it (cf. 78c a bove). Con sequently, (82) and (83) can 

be given respectively, as (84) and (85) below: 
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(B4) ( ;}) bell-i ,!loroJ'- and30 kc-ni 

(b) goror- (111 ci3 -j h~ll- i c.ug-e 

(85) (a) bell-i l'iar- ClJ1d30-kc-ni 

(b) ?ikk-j om- cmd3-i (bell-i) mc??-c 

As ca n be noted from the above co nstruction s, those su ffixes express 

mascul in e gender as in, for instance, /gororicca/ or /gororancJ:3o/ 'dribbling 

(m)' and joaricca/ or /oarandso / 'liar (m)' . If they are to exp ress fem ininity, 

howeve r , a som ewhat modified form {- itte} for {- icca} as in (86) below, would 

be used . For the other adjectivizin g suffix {-cmcJ:3o} no ch a nge is made, i.e. it 

can be used for both m asculine and feminine gender (compare (87a) and 

(87b) below). However , the change occurs when it inflects for case, as in (88). 

Compare the constructions below: 

(86) (a) mancJ:3-icc-o oQJ--itte- te-ni (ef. joar-icca/ 1iar (m)) 

adull-DEF-N OM:FEM li e_A"f (FEM)-DET:3F-AUX 

1'he V,lOtnan is liar' 

(b) oar -i tle mancJ:3o dag-ge 

lie- A af (FEM) adult-NOM:FEM come-3fs:PERF 

'A liar woman came' 

(87) (a) ge rcc-o ?aJT-ancJ:3 o- te-ni 
af 

old person -NO~1: FEM grey hair-A - DET:3f-AUX 

'The old woman is grey h2.ired' 

(b) ge rcc-l ?arr-an cJ:3o-l~e{n i 

(88) (a) 

old person-NOM:MAS grey hair-A - DET:3m-AUX 

'The old man is grey haired ' 

?QJr -ancJ:3-o 
af 

grey hair-A -NOMFEM 

gercc-o di:p )-p 'e 

old person -NOM :FEM s leep-3fs:PERF 

'The grey h ai red old woman s lept' 
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(b) ?o rr -ond3-i gcrcc- l di:p'-c 
ell 

grey hair-A - NOM : ~I/\S olel pcrson-NOM:MAS sicep-3ms:PEl,F 

The gr ey haired old man slept' 

As is a lready pointcd out above {-ille} in (86) ha s a fe mininity feature as 

opposed to {-icca}, \\'hi ch has a masculi ne u se . Bu t in (8 7a) and (87b) 

:-nnd3o} I S uscd for both mascul in e a nd feminine in a predica tive 

co n struction. Here the gend er is only pred ictable from the de terminers, 

kef te , and the nominative marker of the subject. But the only difference is 

observed in a ttributive construction, as in (88a) and (88b), when the 

derived adjective infl ects for nomina tive case, wh ere the nominative 

markers {- i} and {-o} are used for masculine and fem inine respectively. 

In genera l, the derived adjectives in Gedeo can be obtained by suffixing 

{- icca} and {-and3o}' which have a masculine feature, to nominal roots . 

(Note that {-itte} and {-and3o} are also u sed to express femininity). These 

su ffixes seem to have a very little semantic variatio n , where {-icca} is most 

frequently attached to those nominals that have a minus animate feature, 

where as {- and3o} to a plus a nimate. But as far as the derived forms are 

semantical ly a cceptable, {-icca} can a lso be used with plus animate things. 

All the derived adjec tives of the la nguage, wh ether they express 

masculini ty or femininity, can be used both predicatively as well as 

attributively in syntactic construction s . 

So fa r in this chapter, the de riva tion of three lexica l categories, in genera l, 

i. e ., nominal, verba l, a nd adjec tival, and subcategories of nominals and 

verbals, in particular, are discu ssed. All the derivatives of the language are 

the result of suffixa tion. In the next chapter, a di fferent type of word 

formatio n , i.e. compounding, is treated. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

Compounding 

4.1 Introduction 

Compounding is defined LO be a proce s s by which a compoun d lexeme is 

de ri vcd from two or m ore s imple lexemes (M a tthews 1991 :82 ). There will 

be a ca se, however, in lI'hich constituents may not be Iexemes . And the 

non lexem es, stems, should not involve in any pa rticul ar derivation . 

Thus, compounding is more fu lly defined as "a lexeme con taining two or 

more potenti a l stems that has not subsequently been subjected to a 

deriva tion process" (Bauer 1983:29). 

Compounds of a language can be grouped in to different classes. The 

norma l way of classifying compounds, according to (Bauer 1983:201), is 

by the fun ction they play in a sentence as nouns, verbs, adjec tives, e tc. 

As a result, we may have compound nouns, compoun d verbs, compound 

adjectives, etc . Such compound types m ay further be sub classified 

depending on oth er parameters tha t the lin guists a re interested in. As 

has been cited in Ba u er (1 983:201 -202) some linguists, like Marchand 

(1969), use the form classes of the items to classify compounds. Others 

such as Hatcher (19 60) and Wa rren (1978) prefer to use sema ntic classes 

and stil l o th ers may sub class ify compounds on the bases of the linking 

element (like Ze pic 1970) a nd th e und erlying syntactic functions (like 

Lees 1960).There are a lso oth ers who use a mixture of the above means, 

like Adams (1973) a nd J espe rsen (1942). 

Thu s, it is fo llowed in this the sis primarily the formal classification by 

which compounds in Gedeo a re treated as compound nouns, compound 

adjec tives , co mpound verbs, a nd compound adverbs. The subclasses of 
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such compounds "'ollid lil"" be lre<llc:ci both forl11ally and scmanLic<ll h . 

f<'o l mallv compounci nouns may be , for ins lance, N(oun)+N(oun) , S(lcll1) 

+ N(o u n) ClC ., "lIlei scmunliccdly, compou nd s can furlh cr bc classificd as 

en docen lr ic, exocentri c, copulativc, and apposition a l (Bauer1 983 :30ff.; 

l\.atamba 1993:305) . The features of th ese compou n d s wi ll be treatcd 

cl sewh ere, wh c n eve r neccssa rv, in the d iscuss ion . In whaL follows lhe 

a bove compoun d lypes in Gedco will be di s cu ssed . 

4.2 Compo und Nouns 

Compound nouns in Ged eo can be formed by Noun + Noun, and Nom in a l 

Root + Noun combinations, where the firs t one has m ore occurren ce s . 

These com pound s are m ore productive types in Gedeo th a n the rest. 

Below the sub classification s of such compounds will be entertained. 

4.2 . 1 Noun + Nou n COTIlpounds 

As has a lready been indicated above th e Noun + Nou n pa tte rn has a 

more frequent occurrence in Gedeo compound n oun fo rmation. Su ch 

compounds can be seen from two persp ectives: (i) t h ose forms whose 

meanin g is directly infer red from the component part(s ), end ocentric, a nd 

(ii) t h os e fo rm s that a re n o t the hyponym of th e grammatical h ead, 

exocenLric . Each may in turn be cons idered as being formed with or wi th 

out a lin k in g el e m ent. Both types are di scu ssed below. 

Compound Nouns (N+GER) 

(89) (a ) 

(b) 

la: lo hekk 'a 

la: lo 

hekk'a 

h akk 'e ban co 

h akk 'e 

banco 
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Cattle keeping 

Cattle 

Keeping 

wood ch opping 

tree stu mp /wood 

chopping/ splitting 



(e) 001-:1-::'(' hirbL's:~(I mud adj udicating 

ookk'c mud 

h i t"!)(;S~ (( adjudicating 

(d) gc:fa tUt11Cl. 'gesha' pounding 

gc:fa 'gcsho ' 

t U t11 a poundin g 

(e) bu n o t uma coffee p oundin g 

b u no coffee 

tUlna poundin g 

( ~ ?cmga c'ala hand cla p ping 

?anga h and 

c'al a cla pping 

The meanmg of all th e above compounds is predictable from the 

componen t pa rts; in other words, these compounds are the hyponym of 

the grammatical head. Bauer (1983:30) says that a compound is said to 

be a hyponym of a grammatical head when its meaning is capable of 

being inrerred from the head of that compound. If the mea ning of a 

compound word is predictabl e from the head, (i.e., the lexeme that 

carries th e basic m eanin g), such a compound word is u su a lly termed as 

endocenlric (Selkirk 1982 : 19; Bauer 1983:305). Thus, in (89) above th e 

mam mea ning of the compounds is carried by the r ight mos t 

constituents (heads). In 89(a), for instance, it is jhekk'a j 'keeping'tha t 

carries the basic m eaning, and jla:loj 'cattle' has a modifier semantic 

relation to it. As a result, such compounds are considered to be 

endocentric . The features of such compound s, hence, percolate from th e 

right most constituents , and thus fit to the right hand hea d rule (RHR) of 

Willi a ms (1981 a :248) that says the right most constituent in a compound 

is the head, and it is th e feature of this head that percolates to the whole 

compound. 

Selkirk (1982:24) says, "A non-head constituent of a compound may 

sati s fy an argument of the argument structure of the head consti tuent". 

83 



By arglllllc·,1( ,;h<; is (0 J11l':ln the thcmatic relations such as Agcnt, 

Thcme, Goal, Sou rce, lnstrumc nt, etc . 

Th us, if the non -heads (left most cons tituents) in the above compounds 

a re con s idered from this viclV point, they a rc fou nd to sati s fy an 

a rgument of thc argument structure of the heads . Since th e heads in all 

the above cases are ge rund ive nom inals (ef. 3 .2 .2 for gerund ive n om inals), 

they have verbal featu res so need to h a ve a rgu ments . He n ce, th ose non ­

hea d s wi ll satisfy th is need by be in g object argu ments to the h eads . 

Con sequently, in 89(a)-(e) the non-heads a re th emes to their respective 

head s . Por example , I la:lo l 'ca ttle ' is the theme of the head Ihekk'al 

'keepin g '. However, 111 89(0 the non-hea d /?an gal 'h a nd' is a n 

instrume nt to the head I c'alal 'clapping'. In genera l, it can be said tha t 

all the above compounds h a ve either a theme-head or an instrument­

head re la tion. 

Th e above endocentric compounds a re formed by simple collocation of 

lexem es wi th no any com bining ele ment. Th ere a re other endocentric 

compou n d s, however , wh ich can be formed by a compound ing elem ent. 

Look a t the followin g: 

Compound Nouns [N+ti +N] 

(90) (a) bar acco-ti -mine 'school' 

knowledge-CE-hou se 

Lit . 'knowledge hou se' 

(b) ?ita- ti-min e (restaurant' 

ealing-CE-hou se 

Lit. 'eating house ' 

(c) galci3e-ti -mine (bed r ODIn' 

s leeping - CE-hou se 

Lit. ' sleepin g hou se ' 
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(eI) 

(e) 

kOI.') (/11- i llil1l' 

pr~I~'l 'r - C 1.::-11 Uti St' 

Li l. 'pr'I\'C r h au sc' 

1111..1 rlc-tl -111 111<..: 

judgment - CE-hausc 

Lit. judgC111en l hou se' 

'ch"pei ' 

'court' 

All th ese co mpounds refer to the place or location where ce r tain activ itie s 

are taking place; so they may be con side red as locat ive com pound nouns . 

Th e right most constituent I mine! 'house' is the head in all the a bove 

cascs, i e., from 90(a)-(e), a nd the left hand me mbers are modifiers to this 

head. As Selkirk (1982:22) points out the non -head con sti tuents of 

compound words furthe r define the heads . Thus, the above non-head 

constituents h ave a capabi li ty to d efine the h ead noun I mine! 'house'. In 

90 (a ), for instance, !baTaccotimine! 'school' is a kind of Imine! 'house ' 

where a teaching-learning process takes place . Hence, the non-head 

! baracco! 'knowledge' de fin es the head noun I mine! 'house' by 

express ing wh a t is taking place in it , so it is the modifier of th e head . The 

semantic relation that exists between th ese compounds, thus, is 

modifier-head . Similar to the compound types in (90), these compounds, 

LOO, ha ve their heads on th e right . The fea tu res of these h ead s, then, 

percolate to the whole compound by RHR. 

I t is c lear from (90) th a t a ll those compounds are formed by the 

combinin g element {- ti-}. The presence of thi s combining element may be 

conside red to be the morphological feature of suc h modifie r-head 

co mpou nds . And all the form s are lexica l e lements rath er th a n syntac tic 

phrases . 

So metimes there will be obse rved a problem in identifyi n g and showing 

clear ly the diffe rence between Noun -Noun com pounds a nd ge nitive NPs. 

In our case, however, a ll the above compound nouns are diffe re nt from 
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g('l1itivl' I'\I'~ ill th'll til< Ie will Ix ,ill addition oi" d Iciativizer jciclC:lllliIlC[' 

mOlphcn1l' :-kc: ill the bier c"s,,~ . Compare th e i"ollo\\'ing: 

(9 1) (a) bOJ-acco- ti -lTI i 11 C 

knowlcdge-CE- hou se 

Lit. 'knowledge house ' 

(b) \)cU'acco-tj-kc 111in e 

knowledge-CC-REL hou se 

Lit 'house of knowledge' 

(e) baraeeoti min i -ke da :lIa?a 

seh ool- of fen ce 

'Fence of the school' 

(92 ) (a) ?ita -ti-min e 

eating-CE-hou se 

Lit. 'eating house' 

(b) ?ita-ti=ke mine 

eating-CE-REL house 

Lit. 'hou se for eating' 

(c) ?itatimini-ke hul a 

res taurant-of doorway 

'Doorway of the restaurant' 

As (91) and (92) ill u stra te, th e difference be tween the lexical Ns and 

sy n tac tic NPs ca n be d is tinguished; 91 (a ) a nd 92(a ) are compounds, 

whil e 91 (b) a nd 92(b) a re phrases. Also (91c) and (9 2c) further ela borate 

th a t the el ements in (9 I a ) and (92a) a re lexical th a n phrasa l. This is 

because th e ge nitive su ffix {-k e} is attached to the whole compound, not 

to th e com po ne nt parts . 

Apa rt fro m endocentric compound s discussed so fa r, there a re al s o 

exoce ntri c ty pe s that can be formed by Noun + Noun combination. 

Sema ntically these compounds are n ot headed contra the endocen tric 
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o lle;. Selkirk ( ! ' JK2 :1 'l) :Ind h:atL1mba (lY93 :31<)) say 1h:1I cxoeentrlC 
compounds do 1101 CUI1I:1in an e lement th al serves as a scm:l11lic h ead . 
ConsequenLly, thcrc will be no \Vay to have a modii'ier-head relation III 

sueh compounds. Morcover, the meanin g of exocen lri c compounds, as 
opposed to thc cndocentric ones, can not simply be inferred from the 
component pans. In othcr word s, they are n ot subjccted to 
compositio nality (l~atal1lba 1993:320). The follo\\'ing compound noun s 
sho\\' these featu res : 

(93) Comp o u nd Nouns [N+INF] Gloss 

(a) hega wulio examina tion 
hega capacity 
wu lio to see 

(b) lapp'e gana break fast 
la pp 'e ches t 
gana to hit 

(el hirbata dinner 
hirba to follow 
?ita to eat 

(d) hula bema to gu ide/to give hint 
hula doorway 
ban a to open 

(e) s ana gan a to smell 
sana n ose 
gana to h it 

(f) bale k 'ota to th ink wi ckcdness, 
to do evil 

bale p it 
k 'o ta to dig 

(g) ? ille wulio to treat with u ndue pa rtial ity 
?ille eye 
wu lJo to see 

All the compound s in (93) h a ve a Noun + Noun combina tion , and the 
second m embers a re infin itival (d. 3 .2.2 fo r the derivation of infin itival ). 
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'1'11<" ,,'Ilol,' IIw;1I1in,.~ of :<1I' i1 "J111jJounds is not preciieUbk from Ihe parts , 

I I' \y( l~lkl'. sa:,,', /hl'gO\\·ll.io! \.~xa lll i l1al i o n J or /hulabonn/ 'to give hinl', 

t he,' 'lI'C not a kinci of /'\'ll,r(O/ ' to see ' o r /\)clI1o/ 'to open'; rather thcy 

h ave l11elaph oric;li mca n ings as has already been glossed in (93 ) abovc , 

So :-,emdntica lh- such compounds a re said to be no n -composition a l. 

Bauer (1 983 :30) savs that exocentric compound s a re m ostly seen as 

h aving muap horica l mean in gs fo r their sema ntic h cad is uncxpressed , 

From seman tic ,'ie'" point , t hus, th e a bove com pound s are h eadless , 

From sy nta cti c point of ,'iew, however, a ll th e compounds in (89), (90), 

and (93) can be seen to h ave h ea d s, But the heads may or may n ot have 

sem a ntic relation to th e non-head constituents , In (89) and (90), s ince 

the compound s a re endocentri c, th e right most constituents are heads, 

and a lso they have semantic relation to the non-head constituents, 

Therefore , such compound s are headed both semantically and 

syntactica lly, Th e compou nd s in (93), however , do not have semantic 

head s for they a re exocen tric , Non etheless, syntacticallv they a re formed 

follo"'i ng the usua l Noun + Noun pattern by which the endocentric ones 

a re madc , Consequently, the right most cons tituents "'ill be taken as 

heads regard less of whether they have semantic relation s to the left hand 

mem bers an d what ever syntactic categories th ese non-heads may have, 

In below it will be shown how the compound s discussed so far are used 

in construc tion s , 

(94) (a) l a: lo hekk'a 

cattle keeping value 

'Cattle keeping has value' 

(b) ?aJ1 -i la:lo hekk'a 

I-NOM callIe keeping 

'I like cattle keeping' 
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(95) (a) 

(b) 

(96) (a) 

(b) 

boraccotimin-i gubC/t-c 

school- NOM :M.A.S burn-3ms:PEI~F 

'The school burncd' 

baraccotimine gub-c 

h C.NO MMAS schoo l bi.lrn -3m s :PERF 

'Hc burnt the school' 

hega wuJlo lo ll c- tt'e-ni 

examination be s imple-DET:FEM -AUX 

The examination was simple' 

n o?o 10l1a-ka hegawuJlo ?u:nd-e-nn-e-ni 

we simple.DET:MAS examination see .PL-PERF- ls-ACTU-AUX 

'We took an easy examination' 

As the con structions (94)- (96) illustrate the compounds served 

grammatical re lation of subject and object. In (94a) j la:lohekk'aj 'cattle 

keeping' is the subject, but it is_ the object in (94b). In (95) and (96) also 

the compounds j baraccotiminej 'school' and j hegawu!Io j 'examination' 

a re used as subjects as well as objects in their respective constructions . 

The fact that these compound word s serve such gra mmatical relations 

shows they have met one of the criteria of wordness known as positional 

mobility. Bauer (1983: 105), quoting Lyons (1968:204), writes that 

positional mobility refers to the use of words in different places where 

they can h ave various relations as subject, object etc, and this is taken 

as a criterion for word ness. 

When the compounds, serving as NPs in the above constructions, are 

moved to different positions, both parts of the phrases must move 

togeth er. If it is possible to move only part of it and insert any free 

elem ent in between, that form could not be ta ken as a word for it fails to 

meet the criterion known as uninterruptiblity (ibid: 106) . As a result, 

such forms will be considered as syntactic phrases, rather than lexical 
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ilems . Kalamba (1993 :2'J9) acl\'ocatcs Lhat thc main d ifference between 

compou nd words and syntactic phrases lies on the inaccessibi li ty of 

com pou n ds to syn tactic ru les, like Wh -m ove ment . He a lso says th a t 

co mpou nds a re con s idercd a s "indivi s ible units" by syn tac tic rules . 

I f a ll the compounds discu ssed so fa r are ch ecked a gains t 

uninterru p ta bli ty a n d movement, th ey satisfy the cri te ria . For cl a r ity le t 

u s recon s ider (94b) and (95 b) in (97) below : 

(97) (a) 

(b) 

?an-i 

I-NOM 

la:lo hekk'a 

cattle keeping 

'I like cattle keeping' 

?e:jj -a -l1n -o-ni 

like- IM PERfi'-ls-fi'UT-AUX 

?i s- i 

he-NOM:MAS 

baTaccotimine 

school 

gub-e 

burn-3ms:PERfi' 

"He burnt the school ' 

If o ne ask s Imacco ?e:jjatte] 'what do you like?' and Imacco gube] 'wh a t 

d id he bu rn ?' for 97(a ) a n d (b) re spective ly, the responses must 

accordingly take the whole collocation / Ia:lo hekk'a/ 'ca ttle keeping' and 

/ baraccotimine/ 'school' to convey the n ecessary mea ning. Otherwise , i[ 

only part of the sequence , say , / Ia :lo/ 'cattle' or /hekk'a/ 'keeping' is 

given as a response [or the first question, that would have a different 

mea ning becau se it is n e ither / Ia:lo/ n or / h ekk'a/ independently that I 

like, but the compound a s a a ll. If /Ia:lo/ IS to be given as a response, 

the meaning will tota lly be cha nged for it does not convey what is 

expected [rom the questi on. On th e othe r hand , i[ the answer would 

s imply be / h e kk 'a / 'kee ping', the id ea would be vague [or it may be any 

'x'- keepin g, whe re 'x' is a n ything to be kept including /Ia:lo / 'cattle'. In 

9 7(a ), for in s ta n ce, it is not 'sheep keeping' o r 'goal keeping ' that I like 

but 'cattle keeping'. Hence , the whole compound must be moved to the 

Wh -syntactic position. The same is true in 97(b) in that the whole 
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/ b{/!"(/cCOli mi nc / 'school' mus t be moved to fill any synlactic position . 

Such a whole movem en t , bes ides th e se m a ntic adva ntage s exempli fi ed 

a bove, has 8 morph ologica l advan tagc of keeping th e criterion of 

uninlerruptablity . It in for m s, indirec tly, th e u nacceptabi lity of in sertin g 

o ther ele m en ts in be tween th e forms . 

In add it ion to positi on a l mobil ity and un interrup tabili ty d iscussed a bove , 

'internal stabi lity' is a lso a nother criterion of word n ess . As Bau e r 

(1 983 :106 ), quoting Lyon s (1 968:204), wr ites , it refe rs to the 

im possibility of reorde rin g e lem ents with in a word wi th n o meanlllg 

c hange . If th e e lements ca n be reordered keeping the original message, 

th e in itial forms wou ld ra ther be phrases th a n words . Compare the 

foll owing: 

(98) Well-formed Ill-formed Gloss 

(a) la:lo held{'a * hekk'a la:lo 'cattle keeping' 

(b) baraccotimine * mine b araccoti 'sch ool' 

(c) hegawuJJo * wuJJo hega 'examination 1 

As (98) illus tra te s th e reo rde r in g of elemen ts with in th e forms results in 

illformed ness . Consequently , the initial forms are compound words tha t 

satis fy th e requiremen t of in ternal sta bili ty . 

In gen era l, a ll the fac ts discussed so fa r, regarding the criteria of 

word n ess , wou ld help to confirm those Noun- Noun collocations a re 

compound words . Thus, the following WFRs m ay be proposed for th e ir 

fo rm ation: 

(99) N + N --------j~~ N 
IGERJIN F] [+ COM P l 
L + GERIINj 

91 



(b) N + CE + N ---J>. N 

[ ,-LoCl r+ COMP ] 
~ t I.OC 

99(0.) a nd (b) can be sum u p as (100) be low: 

(100) N + (CE) + N 

rGERJ lNF] L+ LOC) [. +c~1P3 
+ GERJIN F 
(+LOC) 

4 .2.2 Nominal Root + Noun compounds 

Compound words are most frequently form ed from the combination of 

two or more independent elements. But there are a lso cases in which 

they may be obtained from roots. Regarding this Katamba (1993: 239) 

says the following: 

... a lthough normally tbe bases tbat are combined to 
form a compound are autonomous words, the 
possibility of occurring as an independent word is not 
a prerequisite ... , ... compounds are recognized which 
only contain bound bases_ 

Nominal Root + Noun compounds in Gedeo are formed by a combining 

element {-n -} immediately fo llowed by determiners {-kit}. (As we sball see 

later tbese inf1ectional markers are part and parcel of tbe compound .) 

Very few compounds of such a form are identified in the language; a ll of 

wh ich express ownership or control relation. Look at (101) below: 

(10 1) 

Compound forms 

min-in -k-anna 

ficc-in-k-anna 

min-in -t'-ama 

Gloss 

husband (Lit.house father) 

land owner (Lit. farm father) 

wife (Lit. house mother) 

The seman tic relation tbat exists between tbe constituen ts of sucb 

compounds, as is higblighted a bove, is tbat of modifier-bead . Tbis 
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rcl MilJll lJwy indicate one's pGrLicipGlio n or cu ntrol o n so mclhin g. Those 

forms in (J 01) havc this relation. Lct us scc the casc : /minint'ama/ 'Lit. 

Housc mothcr' is a kind of /? ama/ 'moUler' who accomplishes or 

controls al l house works . Similarly, /mininkann a/ 'Lit. House fath er' is a 

k ind of /?anna/ 'falher' who has a super control over the house in 

general. 

In all the above compounds, the right most constituents carry the basic 

m can ing, and thus are heads of the compounds . As a result, such 

compounds are considered to be endocentric; it is the features of the 

right hand members that percolate to the whole compound . The 

formation of these com pounds can be given as a rule like (102) below: 

(102) Nomina l Root + CE+DET+NOUN ----i~~ N 
(COMP] 

As can be understood from (101) above, in the formation of compounds 

the citation forms, which can be considered as nominal roots, are 

combined to noun s by a linking element {-in-}. This connectin g element, 

however, IS obligatori ly fo llowed by the inflectional markers 

(determiners) . 

Th e inflectiona l feature with in su ch compounds should be treated as 

part of the word as it is attached to the non-head constituents . In 

relation to this Selkirk (1982 :53), citing Williams (1 98 1a), writes that 

"inflectional features that have re lations to the non-h ead elements of a 

compoun d must be interpreted (or interruptible) with in the sco pe of the 

word itseIr'. Thus, the determiner in the above cases shou ld be taken as 

part of the compounds. 

Syntactically, these compounds act quite like s imple lexical items. The 

following construction s illustrate this : 
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( I 03) (a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(104) (a) 

(b) 

(e) 

c1ag-ge 

Ill\" mother come-3fs: PERF 

':\1\. 1110Lher caIne ' 

?ant 'i nlinin l'QJn a 

Illy wife 

'My wife came' 

d ag-ge 

come-3fs:PEI~F 

?ont'j Illininl 'Olna-ki ]nll1 - 1 

my lVife-POSS.NOM:MAS hou se .NOM:MAS 

'My wife's house ' was so ld. ' 

gurgur-C I11-e 

seJl -PASS-3ms : PERF 

?is- i 

he-NOM:MAS 

?ann-u\vwa ?isitt'a gal1-e 

child- PL his hit-3ms:PERF 

'He hit his children' 

?is-i minint'am-uwwa ?isitt'a tik-e 

he-NOM:MAS wife-PL his 

'He divorced his wives' 

?anke mininkanna-ki =1 
my hu sbanc1-POSS.NOM:MAS house 

'My husband's house was sold' 

divoree-3ms:PERF 

gurgur-em-e 

sell-PASS-3ms:PERF 

As can be observed from (103) and (104) the compound /minint'arna/ 

'wife' is used quite like the simple lexical items /?arna/ 'mother', in 

(103a), and /?anno/ 'child', in (104a). It also plays similar syntactic 

relations like that of simple lexical items. In (103b) the compound 

/ minint'ama/ 'wife' is the subject of the construction as the s imple 

lexical item /?ama/ 'mother' is in 103(a). But in 104(b) its plura l form 

/m'inint'amuwwa/ 'wives' serves as the object of VP with a similar 

syntactic position to the s imple lexical item /?annuwwa/ 'children' in 

1 04(a). 

From the above constructions we can also see that the inOectional 

marker is attached to the whole compound, not to the component parts. 

The plural marker {-uwwa}, glossed as the English {-es}, is suffixed to the 
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compollnd / m in int'amo/ '\\'ifc' as a \\'hole . This revcals that th is 

compound fo rm is ac tin g as a s in gle lex ical cle ment. In ad di tion to this , 

(l Oele) and (1 04c) al so show th a t, in th e gen i live N Ps , 

[ [ [ minint 'wn~ - I~ m in] and 

NP N I' N N NP NP 

the gen itive marker is attached to the whole form s /minin t'ama/ 'wife ' 

a nd / mi nikanna/ 'husband ', which have a lexical statu s , Thus, it can be 

con cluded th a t Noun-Noun collocations of such types a re really of the 

category word , 

To sum up , for the compound types discussed so far, in 4 ,2.1 and 4 .2.2, 

we m ay propose the fo llowing general WFR: 

(105) 
] + [(eEl + (DET) ] + 

In what follows we shall con s ider the formation of compound adjectives, 

4.3 Compound Adje c tives 

Compound adjectives are less productive than compound nouns. Most of 

these compou nds have a Noun + Adjective combination. But very few are 

found to have Adjective + Adjective pattern. Such forms will be a ttested 

below, 

4.3 . 1 Noun + Adjective Compounds 

Such compou nds e n co mpass both types of words that h a ve 

compositional as well as non -compositional meanings, 
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Compound Forms Gloss 

(106) (a) sorbo k'a?lla(ka) unfortunate, unlucky 

sorbo thi gh, lap 

k 'a?lla(ka) thin(MAS) 

(b) k 'aJbe du :da stout-heartcd 

k 'albe heart 

du :da blockedjopaquej closed 

(c) babba ba?lIa(t a) tolerant , forbearing 

babba you (POL.FEM) 

ba?lla(ta) wide (FEM) 

(107) (a) hunna gop'aJess a wea kling, strength lacking 

hunna knee 

gop 'aJessa weak 

(b) ?runaJa danca good natured, courteous 

?amaJa conduct, behavior 

danca beautiful 

(c) ?afo?o du:da/gania du:da deaf, dumb 

?afo?o mou th 

gru,ia ear 

du :da blockedj opaquej closed 

(Note that (ka ) and (ta) are determiners, which have a masculine and 

feminine feature re spectively .) 

The meaning of the compounds in (106) can not s imply be inferred by 

jus t looking a t each constituent. For instance, one who knows what 

Is m'bal 'thigh ' and what Ik'a? ll a(ka)1 'thin' separately mean can n ot 

work out what the compound Is arbak'a?llakal 'unlucky ' mea n s, fo r it 

has a metaphorical usage. Thus, such compounds a re not semantically 

compositional. I sarbak'a?llakal, for example , is not a kind of I sarbal or 

a person who ha s thin thigh, but the one who is unfortunate . 

The m eaning of the compounds in (107), h owever, can be inferred from 

the constituent parts. If one knows the meaning of Ihunnal 'knee' and 
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/gOI , 'uicssa/ 'weak ', and lhc semanLic rela tion lhal exis Ls bc lwcen th em, 
i. c . , mod ifi ed -m odifie r , h e woulc! not be at n lo la l loss, he m ay have at 
Ieasl a gu c ss \\'hat the wh ole compound /hunnagop'alessa/ 'weakling' 
mea ns ; lhus it is semantically compositional. 

Gen erally , the Noun + Adjec live compounds can be of the type 
sema nlica lly composi lional and/ or non-composi tional. Consequently, 
lhosc in (106), with a non-compositional meaning, will be considered as 
exoce nlric for exocentric com pounds, according to Bauer (1983 :30), are 
usu a lly seen as metaphorical and lacking modifier-head relationship; 
while those in (107) may be taken as copula tive compounds (see 
Kata mba 1993 :32 1 for th e notion of copulative), since they a re not 
semantically opaque and each of their parts characterize a separate 
aspect of the meaning of the whole compound. As each element of a 
copulative compound has equal status in contributing to the meaning of 
the whole, it is difficult to say whic h one is the head (ibid). Consequently, 
th e compound forms discussed above, both in (106) and (107) will 
semantically be considered as headless . 

Form syntactic point of view, h owever, they are headed compounds; they 
can be generated by the rule N + A --.. A. The right most category 
determines the category of the compound. 

These compound adjectives can be used in a construction s imilar to 
s imple (n on -compounded) adjectives. Compare (108) b e low: 
(108) (a) dubar- icc-o danca-te-ni 

girl-DEF'-NOM:F'EM beatiful-3f-AUX 
'The girl is beautiful ' 

(b) dubar-ice-o k'albe du:da-te-ni 
gi rl -DEF'-NOM: FEM 'stau t-hearted-3f-AUX 
'The girl is stout-hearted' 
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(a) 

(b) 

'? is-c d (mca du barr-icc-o-n i 

she-NOilJ:FEM beautiful girl-DEI'-I\CC-IIUX 

'She is the beautiful girl ' 

?is-e k 'aJbc du :clo duborr-icc-o-ni 

s h e-NOM:FEM stou l-hearted gi rl -D EF -IICC-II UX 

'She is the s tout-hearted girl' 

/\s thcse contrasts illustra te the s imple adjective jdal1caj 'beautiful' a nd 

the compound one j kalbedu :d a j 'stout-h earted', in the first pair, are 

used as predicative of th e construction . On the other h a nd, in the later 

pair, both the si mple and the compound adjectives a re used attribu tively. 

Thus it can be confirmed that su ch compound forms have a lexical 

status . In the n ext section compound adjectives with the form Adjective + 

Adjective wi ll be discu ssed. 

4.3 .2 Adjecti:ve + Adjective cornpo.unds 

Compound adjectives of the form A + A ~ A, as far as my data is 

concerned, a re very ra re. I can find thc following lists a ll of which have 

nearly similar meanings. 

(109) Compound forms Gloss 

(a) magala iaggitte good- looking 

magala dark brown (person's com plexion) 

iaggitte beautiful, good 

(b) magal a dan citte good-looking 

m agala dark brown 

dancitte beautiful 

(c) magala kurupp 'itte good-lookin g, a ttractive 

!TIagaia dark-brown 

kurupp'itte well structured (for sh ape of a body) 

I n a ll these three form s the first member is the same adjective that 

expresses person's complexion, but the second m embers vary at least in 
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form. To tell the meaning of the whole compound both members h a ve their 

O\\'n con tribution . The compound jmagola Jaggittej 'good looking', for 

instance, is the h yponym of both constituents, i. e ., a pe r son who is 

jmC/golaj 'dark brown' as well as jJaggittej 'beautiful'. Th u s , such 

compounds can be regarded as copulative (d. 4 .3 .1) . As a result, it would be 

difficult to tell which of the constituents the h ead of the compound is . 

These compound adj ect ives can be used predicatively or attributively as any 

simple adjectives . Consider the constructions in (110) be low: 

(110) (a) 

(b) 

belt-icc-o magala Jaggitte-te-ni 

adolescent-DEF-NOM:FEM good-Iooking-3f-AUX 

'The girl is good-looking' 

magala Jaggitte belt-icc-o dag-ge 

good-looking adolescent-DEF-NOM:FEM come-3f:PERF 

'The good-looking girl came' 

In (J J Oa) the co mpound adjective is used predicatively, while 111 (110b) it is 

attributively used modifying the noun j be lticcoj 'girl' . 

Generally, compound adjectives in Gedeo are formed following Noun + 

Adjective, and Adjective + Adjective pattern. This can be given as a _form of 

rule in (Ill) below: 

(Ill) [~J 
+ 

The next section treats how compound verbs are formed in the la n guage. 

4.4 Compound Verbs 

Compound verbs in Gedeo can be formed by combining s tems and 
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,1u:-<iliary \'crbs, in <l stcm + vcrb pattcrn. 

Th e auxiliary verbs mc /hiJjc/ 'lo say' and /?asse/ 'to do', which arc 

always the second membe rs of th e compound. Let us consider the 

following: 

(J J 2) Compound forms Gloss 

(a) bukasse exploded (vd 

takasse splited (aJso break) 

Wlrasse turned up side down 

foroggasse broke off (branches), detached 

k'elfasse broke off (e.g. bat/ stick) 

iu?mmasse lifted, picked up 

c'ukk'asse broke (for eggs) 

foiokkasse broke off, divided (e.g bread) 

di:bbasse cut down (a large tree) 

(b) (bd k'opp'ijje stood up (suddenly) 

c'ukk'ijje quietened 

foiokkijje be divided 

Wlnjje be up side down, rolled 

k 'irijj e was jubilant, cheered up 

Slnjje crawled 

(b2) ?arejje was angried 

goddejje was satiated 

ka:sejje planted 

?08ejje cried 

ha?wejje drank 

?ibejj e fell down 

In (112a) the compounds are formed in a stem + verb pattern. I assume, 

here, that in each case the first members of the compounds are root-like 

that are resulted from some truncation or adjustment rules; the second 

members, on the other hand, undergo deletion of the glottal stop at word 
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initi'll pos ition . This assumption can be supported if we consider th e 

reduplicated forms of such compounds, on the one hand, and when we 

utter the compounds in isolation, on the other . Consider (11 3) : 

(1 J 3) (taka) taka ::>ass~ (talza) lalzasse = splited (in to pieces) 

(wiri) \Viri :>ass~(wiri) wirasse = rolled (frequently ) 

(buku) buku :>ass~ (buku) bukasse = exploded (repeatedly) 

As ca n be observed from the above three compounds, both the 

reduplicants and non -reduplicants of the left most constituents of the 

compounds have s imilar forms a nd are / tCil<a/, /wiri / and /buku/ 

respectively, but the right most constituent is /?asse/ in all cases. 

Whether the forms are reduplicated or the component p a rts are uttered 

111 a pause, we sense the presence of a vowel at the end of the first 

constituent, and an initial glottal s top on the second. But when the 

compounds are uttered at a stretch, a phonological adjustment known as 

final vowel deletion of the stem, and deletion of an initial glottal stop of 

the auxil iary at phonet ic level, WOlJld be made . Consequently, compound 

forms of the type (11 2a) are resulted. 

The stem + verb compounds in (11 2b) have undergone a phonological 

adjustment known as syllable reduction . This phonological adjustmenhs 

made, however, not on the first constituent of the compound, but only on 

th e auxiliary ve r b . Compare the form s below: 

( 114) 

(a) 

(b) 

Compound forms 

s iri hijje ~ sirijje 

k' iri hijje ~ k 'irije 

wiri hijj e ~ wirijje 

godde hijje~ goddejje 

?ooe hijje ~ ?ooejje 

?ibe hijje ~ ?ibejje 

101 

Gloss 

crawled 

was jubilant 

rolled 

was satiated 

cried 

fell down 



/\s can be noLl'd from th ese sLnJcLureS, when Lhe compone n t parLs are 

sa id in isolaLion, Lhe aux il iary vcrbs j hijj ej 'say' is clearly seen in all 

cascs . Nonctheless , in a continuous uLleran cc of the compounds, the 

first svllable of the auxiliary is reduced. 

The phono logical processes discussed so far, i.e . vowel a nd consonant 

dele Li on and sy ll a ble red u c Li on can be given a s a rule in (115) below: 

(1 15)(a) In a [sLem + ?asse) compound, the stem final vowel and the initial 

glottal of the auxilia ry will be deleted, and 

(b) In a [stem + hijj e) compound, the fir st syllable of the auxiliary , i. e . 

jhij, will be reduced. 

In genera l the following WFR that generates such compound words can 

be proposed: 

(116) S(tem) + AUX ---. V(erb) 
[+COM Pj 

In the above compounds, it is also observed that the inflectional features, 

aspect and ge nder j diminutive markers, are incorpora ted with in the 

compounds. As Williams (1981a), cited in Selkirk (1982:53), suggests 

inflectional features have to be interpreted as parts of compounds if they 

have relations to the non -heads, thus the above cases are . 

The infl ectional features in the above compounds refer to perfective 

aspect and masculine gender due to the a uxiliary verbs j?assej 'do' and 

j hijj ej 'say ', But if they are to express fe minine or diminutive, I t I will be 

introduced in the a uxilia ry as in, for instan ce, Ik'elfetej 'be broken down ' 

(from k'elfc hite) an d Ik'elfClss itej '(she) broke down' , 

Compound verbs, like others discussed so far, are morphologically 
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1IllillLC ITuptiblc. As has been noted before Llilinterruptablity will be ruled 

out if an c1emcnt is insertcd more or l e~s freely betwccn the constituents 

(cL Bauer 1983:106) . Thus, in thc prescnt case, co mpound verbs, no free 

clemc n t is allowed to intervenc bctwccn the constituents; if it is to 

happen the result would be ill forms. Consider thc foll owi ng: 

(117) (a) 

(b) 

sikk'-icc-o 

stick-DEF-FEM 

?adda 

well 

k'clfcte (from k'elfc hitc) 

be broken down 

The stick was broken down wcll' 

*sikk'-icc-o k'elfc adda hite 

s ti ck-DEF-FEM break well say (FEM) 

Li t. 'The stick was b roken well down' 

The insertion of j?addaj 'well' between the compound parts 111 (117b) 

results in ill formedness . 

Besides thc criterion of uninterruptabilty, such compounds are interna lly 

stable; reordering them distorts the meamng, or results 111 

unaccepta bili ty. Hence, thc components in the above compounds ca n not 

be reordered keeping their meaning; for instance, [k'elfe hite l would n ot 

be reordered as [hite k'elfe I. 

Such compound verbs, as any other simple verbs, can syntactically play 

an a rgument taking ro les . Either the in transitive compounds, made with 

jh ijjcj 'say' or the tra n s itivc ones, m ade with j?assej 'do', m ay take the 

appropria te a rguments. Look at the foll owin g structures : 

(118) (a) barza: fe 

tree 

?orake- ? ni di:bbite «di:bbi hite ) 

road-on felldown 

'A tree fell down on a road' 

(b ) ?is-i k'upp'e iu?mmasse 

h e-NOM:MAS egg broke 

'He broke an egg' 
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In (lISa) since the compound vcrb Idi :bbitcl 'fell clown' is intransitive, it 

obligatorily takes one argumcnt, the subject NP Ibar6a:fel '[r ee' , But in 

(II Sb) as the verb is transitivc, it takes two argument NPs, the subject 

NPj?isi l 'he' a nd the obj ec t NP/k'upp'el 'egg ', Thu s, syntactically 

compou nd verbs can be said to be predicates as any other simple verbs, 

NO\\' \\'e move to the discussion of compound adverbs , 

4.5 Compound Adverbs 

In Gedeo we can find a few numbers of compound adverbs that can be 

formed by Root + Verb, and Root + Noun combination with an epenthetic 

Iii in between, The word class of the initial root, in a Root + verb 

pattern, can be eith er nominal, as in (ll9a), or verbal, as in (11 9b) , But 

the category of the second root, in a Root + Nominal pattern, is adjectival 

as in (120), Thu s, these patterns may be given respectively as W Ivr + 

Verb, and N + Noun, Look at the following: 

Compound Forms Gloss 

(119) (a) so:dimaro early (mornin g) 

so:d- morning 

m ara go (iMPERr) 

(b) ?u:rrimaro quickly 

?u:rr- stand 

maro go (IMPERF) 

(120) (a ) ?ediwodda early days 

?ed· front/before 
wodda time 

(b) clucciwodda always 

ducc- all 

wodda time 

In (119a), /so :dimarol'early' IS formed by combining the nominal root 
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js():d-j 'mo rni ng' and thc verb jnwroj 'go(IMI'I':I<P)' . Likcwisc, 

j?u :rrim aroj 'quickly', in (119b), is made by th e vcrbal root jhl:lT- j 

'stand' plus the verb j maroj 'go (1~IPERF)' . In (120) a lso the compounds 

arc formed by combining the adjectival roots j?ed- j 'before', or j ducc- j 

'all' to the noun jwoddaj 'tim e' . In al l cases , there is an epen thetic 

bctween the component parts. 

With rcga rd to the semantics of these compounds, one may not simply 

te ll what (119a) and (11 9b) mean by just looking at the compon ent parts. 

If we take (119b), for instance, the meaning of j ?u:rrimaroj 'quickly' can 

not s imply be inferred from j?un--j 'stand' and jmaroj 'go' as separate 

parts, but their combination results that meaning. In the case of (120a), 

however, if one knows what j?edaj 'before' and jwoddaj 'time' 

independently m ean , he can work out what th e meaning of the whole 

compound j?ediwoddaj 'early days' would be. Con sequently, compound 

types like (119) and (120) can be seen as exocentric and endocentric 

re spectively . 

Such compound adverbs can be used in syntactic constructions as 

shown below. 

(121) (a) so:dimaro 

early (morning) 

D1e??-a-nn-o-ni 

go-IMPERF-1s-FUT-AUX 

'I will go early in the morning' 

(b) ?u:rrimaro me??-e 

quickly go-3ms:PERF 

'He went quickly' 

As can be observed from 33(a) and (b), the adverbs modify the verbs; and 

this modification is that of temporal and manner respectively. 
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On the basis of the pattern thal lhe compound adverbs discussed so far 

show, the follow ing WFI~s mOl\' be proposcd : 

(122) (a) 

(b) 

[~: ] + [v] 

[ A' ] + [N] 

To SLl m up , so fa r in this cha pte r four com pou nd types ll1 Ged eo, i. e . 

compoun d nouns, compou nd adjectives , compound verbs , and 

compound adverbs, are identified. Amon g the se types, compound nouns 

a re the most productive, while compound adverbs the least. The 

compounds are attested from two perspectives: (i) formally, that is, what 

compon ent parts with wha t lexical category a re combined, and (ii) 

semantically, whether or not meaning of the whole compound is inferred 

from the component parts . Regarding the fi rst perspective Gedeo 

compounds are found to h ave th e pa ttern : [N+NJ or [W +NJ, for compound 

nou ns, IN + A] or [A + AJ, for compound adj ectives, [S(tem) + AUXJ, for 

compound verbs , and [W /V' + V] or [Ar + NJ, for compound adverbs . With 

regard to the semantic di s tinction, some of the compounds in the 

language h a ve a meaning that can be inferred from the component parts, 

while others are not inferable , i.e. they a re m etaph orical. Consequently, 

compounds with the first sense are termed a s 'endocentric', headed, 

while those with the latte r sense as 'exocentric', non-headed. The 

compounds of the language have a lso been treated from syntactic view 

point . By this a ll but compound adverbs a re said to be h eaded for the ir 

right mos t category carries the syntactic class of the wh ole compound. 

Now we shall move to the next chapter that treats how reduplication 

lakes place in Gedeo. 
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CHAPTER FIVE 

Reduplication 

5.1 Introduction 

"MallY la ngu agcs mark a certain mcaning by copying, all or part of, the 

SLem, a phenomena known as redupli cation" (Archa ngeli and 

Lan gendoe n 1997 : 107) . Th is phenomenon is clearly m orpho logical as 

part or whol e of a base is taken and uscd a s an a ffix or pa rt of an a ffix in 

a word formati on process (Aronoff 1985:64). Thus, meaning modification 

can be obtained by partial or complete reduplication of the base . Both 

such reduplication types, par tial and complete, are observed in Gedeo 

though the partia l ones have much more occurrences . In what fo llows 

these reduplica tion-types will be discussed . 

5.2 Partial Reduplication 

A red uplication process is considered to be partial if it involves repetition 

of only part of a base or co n stitue n t wi th a relative modification of 

m ean ing (Ma ravcsik 1978:304; Matthews 199 1: 134). 

The partial reduplication in Gedeo is at ini tial position; when the initial 

sylla ble is repeated the first con sonant of th e base will be geminated, and 

serves to separate th e adjacency rela tion between the reduplicant and 

the base . Thi s coin cides with what Maravc s ik (1978: 3 14) says in that in 

partia l redupli cation if th e copies a re not a djacent, in case, they may be 

separated from each other either by (i) part of the stem or (ii) a ll of the 

stem, or (iii) by a n additional form that wou ld not be found in the origina l 
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st(·Ill. III OLII ' ca:;c, lhus, ru le (i) is applicable. This can be obscrved from 

til<' following li sts : 

(123) Verbal root 

boc'-

k 'oc'-

tu k'­

tu f­

dar­

go!-

Gloss 

split 

pickup 

cut 

tou ch 

spit 

tier 

uproot 

PRF Gloss 

bobboc'- split in to pieces 

k'okk'oc'- pickup frequen tly (or 

from here and therel 

WO\\ "\Vot'- cu t in to pieces 

tu ttu k '- touch repeatedly 

tu ttuf- spit repea tedly 

dC/ddar- tie r apart into pieces 

goggof- uproot many things 

What is gom g on m (123) is the initial syllable reduplication of the verbal 

roots, but at the same time the initial consonant of the syllable in the base 

is doub led and the first sound Iw I serves to separate the adjacency relation 

be tween the reduplicant Iwol and the base Iwat'e/ . 

The Partial Reduplica ted Forms (PRF) in (123) have the meaning of the 

un reduplicated parts plus iterativity lintensity or freque ntativeness. For 

instance, IwoWV>,Tot'- I means "cut something in to pieces", which has a n 

iterative value in addition to the meaning of the base Iwot'- I 'cut'. On the 

other h a nd, Ituttuk'- I 'touch slo or sl t repeatedly' has a frequ entative 

meanlllg . Su ch a reduplication process, thus, can schematically be given 

a s (1 24). 

(124) CivC - --+ C1V.C1C1V.CL 

(Note that the period (.) marks the syllabic boundary .) 

As (1 24) s h ows there is an add ition a l sylla ble pattern as a result of the 

partial reduplication . This process can be captured by the following WFR: 
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I 

(125) X tf'· +\u ·[ ' [(1: 0 

. [TER 

., REl)UPLlClf'T -----~ 

Such partial redupli cated forms, in Gedeo , have clear formal differences 

from the un redupli cated counter par ts, with some sema ntic variations . 

Syntac tically, however, hardly h ave they a ny diffe ren ces . Compare the 

structures below : 

(126) (a) 

(b) 

?is- i hakk'-icc-o \:vot'-e 

he-NOM:M AS \\"ood-DEF·ACC cut-3ms:PERF 

'He cut the wood' 

?is-i h akk'-icc-uW\lo,la wowwot'-e 

he-NOM:MAS wood-DEF·PL.ACC cut (intensive)-3ms:PERF 

'He cut the woods in to pieces' 

The predicates in (125a) and (12 5b) are two place that both h ave equal 

num ber of a rgument s tructures and similar grammatical rel8.tions, 

though semantically the firs t expresses non -intensive meaning while the 

later repeated (or intensive) action. Hence , neith er increased-decreased 

valency nor change of grammatical relation would occur by the 

introduction of the reduplicants. (cL causatives (3 .3 .1) for va lency 

change .) The only d ifferences are formal, i.e. [Base vis-a.-vis Base + 

Redupl icant], a n d seman tic, i.e. [non-in tensive vis-a.-vis non-intensive + 

intensive]. In below, forms that show complete reduplication will be 

discussed . 

5.3 Complete Reduplication 

If the elemen ts in a constituent a re totally taken and added to the base, 

the process can be considered as complete reduplication . Maravcsik 

(1978 :304) and Matthews (1991: 134) point out that reduplication is 

109 



cOllsicicred lO be lolal or comple te if it invol\·cs repc titi on of the whole 

eonsliLUe nt \\·ith a corresponding mcaning modification . 

Comple te ITduplication, in Gedeo , is less prod uctive than the pa rtia l one; 

though les s prod ucti ve, it can be vi ewcd from three perspectivcs: 

5 .301 Whole Root Reduplication(WRR) 

Th e whole roots may be reduplicated to result in frequenta tive or 

"di stri bu tive" 17 meaning. The foll owing forms illustrate this : 

(127) Verbal root Gloss WRRF Gloss 

(a) gan- hit gangan- knock 

(b) gur- pick! collect gurgur- sell 

(c) bulbul- mixed (s!t with liquid) 

(d) k'ark'ar- help 

(e) gargar- help 

As can be observed from (127), (127a) con veys a frequenta t ive mea ning. 

It is h ittin g the door repeatedly that results in a knocking ac tion. In 

(l27b), h oweve r, it is no t repetition of a n action but a distribution of 

meaning. The un reduplicated form, h ere , involves a collection or picking 

up action of something; bu t in th e reduplica ted one it is giving away, 

di s tributin g or selling those collected th ings . The case in (127c) is m ore 

or less sim il a r to (127a) in tha t it s h ows continuity of an action (in 

mixi n g th e 'nour ' with water) instead of the repeating action (hitting the 

door frequent ly). Howeve r, what is odd , in (127c) and be low it, is that the 

un-reduplica ted forms are not used to con vey related concepts for they 

a re not semantically acceptable in the language . Nevertheless, the re are 

homomorphous forms that have different m eanings . Fo r ins tance, / gare / 

means "the field / land became full of fo rest", but /gruogar-/ is meant 
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'hel p '. Un Lhc oLi1cr i1cme!, / !; 'n:TI IllC:\llS 'the blade of ,', knifc', but 

I k'ark 'ar- / mca ns 'help' . 

Such redupli cated forms can bc given in schemata like (128) below: 

And the rul e in (l 29) may caplLl re the forma tion of these redu plica tcd 

forms : 

(129) Xr r s + X -----. X, where 'X' h as [+V, -N) feature, 

5.3.2 Whole Word Reduplication (WWR) 

In such reduplicated forms the whole nominals are repeated to play an 

adverbial role of time. Look at (130) below: 

(130) Nominals Gloss WWRF Gloss 

gorsa mornmg gorsagorsa every mornmg 

barra day barrabOlTa at every day time 

halJa evenmg halJa hafJa every evenmg 

woraJ<ka n ight woraJ<ka woraJ<a every night 

As all the red uplicated forms in (130) are adverbial nouns, they can play 

the ro le of adverbs . This role can be illustra ted by the followin g 

s tructures: 

(131) (a) ?an-i ducciwodda gorsagorsa Inini-?a me??-a-nn-o-ni 

I-NOM always every mornmg house-LOC go-IMPERF-1s-FUT-AUX 

'I always go home in th e m ornin g' 

(b) ?is-e worakka worakka fa:ro fars-it-a-ni 

she-NOM:FEM every night 

'She s in gs a song every night ' 
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lI s 13 1 (2\) a nd (b) il lustr;1il' the advcrbictl l1oll1 ina ls / go r s ogors (I / 'c've ry 

Ill uming' ;:lIld /\\'or(l]';k (I\\'orokko/ 'eve ])! ni ght' modify, respective lv, the 

ve r bs /me')?-/ 'go' and / I"ms-/ 'sing', Thc fo rmation of such reduplicated 

forms can be captured by the foll owin g rule : 

( 132) 

Thc final type o f total redupli cation, in Gedeo, IS occurred on affixes , 

which will be treated n ex t . 

5,3,3 Suffixal Reduplication(SR) 

As has been pointed out under causativization , reduplicating a sin gle 

causative suffix {-s}, may express intensity or frequency of causation, Let 

us consider the following constructions : 

(133) (a) 

(b) 

(134) (a) 

(b) 

?is-i ?ise-e?e burc'ukk'o ?enk'-is-e 

he-NOM:MAS she-ACC glass 

'He caused her break a glass' 

break -CAUS-3ms:PERF 

?is-i ?ise-e?e burc'ukk'o ?enk '-isis-e 

he-NOM:MAS she-ACC glass break-CAUS(INTENSI-3ms :PERF' 

'He caused her break a glass in to pieces' 

?is-e ?ise-e?e funku rte hoc'-is-se 

she -NOM:FEM she-ACC ol11on 

'She made her cut an onion' 

?is-e ?ise-e?e junkurte 

cut-CAUS-3fs :PERF 

hoc'- isis-se 

she-NOM:I'EM she-ACC onion cut-CAUS(INTENS)-3fs:PERF 

'She made her cu t an onion in to pieces' 

In 133(b) and 134(b) the reduplication of the cau sative m a rker shows 

intensity of an action, which lack in 133(a) and 134 (a), This sem antic 
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role of the redupllGlllUn of lill' ldLlsalivc s uffi x is an addilion lo those 

discussed unclc r callsaliviz<tliol1 . (Recall from section 3 .3 .1 that thc 

reduplication o f lhc causa li\ 'C suffix was used to show rcciprocity of a 

causative act ion and causation of some one to do something by nearly 

observing th e action to take place in a dou ble causative s iluation .) This 

suffixal reduplication can be gilen in a pattern a s in (13 5) below . 

Thus far, in this chapter lll'O mai n reduplication types in Gedeo, partial 

and complete, are identified . It is discussed how such forms are made 

and what changes they re sult in in the language. Finally, rules that can 

captu re the process are formulated . 

Consequently, the partial reduplication takes place following the pattern 

C l v.C2 - -----+ C I V .C I C IV . C2 _, where as the complete reduplication IS 

viewed from three angles; those with a pattern 

(il CI.C~- ---+ ClvC2 C' vC2 (Wt<t<) 

(ii) x ---+ XI+X I , where 'x'= word (WWR), and 

(iii) - v.c- ---+ V1CIVI.C L (SR) . All of the reduplicated forms have 

a n iterative/ intensive or frequentative meamng from their non­

reduplicated counterparts. 

Generally, this thesis investigates th e morph ological aspects, particularly 

word formation, of Gedeo language . In the derivation of new forms, the 

morphological process known as su ffixation, compounding, or 

reduplication a re involved. Each of the processes results in the formation 

of new lexical elements. The following ch apter concludes the overa ll 

discussion of the study. 
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CHAPTER SIX 

Conclusion 

So fa r , it has been treated, in gene ral te rms, how Gedeo morphology 

operaLes . In chapter two, besides reviewing the phonological inform a tion 

abou L Gecleo, som e comments, especially 011 the possible consonant 

clusters, vowe l in ventory, and syllable paLte rns, have been made . 

ConsequenLly , it is found out that three consonant sequences are 

poss ible provided the first members of the clusters are nasals, liquid or 

glottal stop, [n, m, I, r,?], and the latter geminated consonants. With 

regard to the vowel inventory, five short vowels [i, e, a, u, 0]' with their 

long counterparts, [i:, e :, a : , U :, 0 :]' are identified. On the other hand , 

there is also a n addition m ade on the syllable system of the language; the 

cvc- and -cvc- syllable patterns , in addition to the eight already identified 

systems by Wedekind (1980) and Lulseged (1981), are added . But a t the 

same time the syllable pattern identified by Lulseged (1981 ), -c
t 

c 2 c 2 v, 

is take n out or ignored for it does n ot seem to appear in the system . 

In chapters three, four, and five the possible word formation processes, 

i.e . affixation, compounding and reduplication, have been discussed. 

Affixation, particularly suffixation, is the most productive process in 

Gedeo. Through such a process nominals, verbals, and adjectivals can be 

de rived. 

About five nominal classes, derived by suffixation, are attested in the 

language. Three of them, abstract, subject (agentive and experien cer), 

and instrumental, take exclusively different suffixes , {-umma), {-alia), and 

{-acco} respectively; while , the rest, gerundive/ infinitival, and result, 

114 



have 110, 1110rc (li- k·ss , clear-cut rOrIlll.1i differences; i:.dl Lake {-ClJ as their 

suffix, but till' resull ones t<l k,,:-o) in ad dition. Though they h:1Vc similar 

morpho logic<t1 ma rki ngs, lheir role can be dislingu ished from their 

syntaclic sl rue ture . All such suffi xes are considered as nominal form ing 

elemcnts; thus , it is lheir fealu re, bascd on the principle of percolation , 

that sprcads up to the wh ole de rivcd n omin a l. 

Verbals a re the o thcr categories lhat can be derived by thc process of 

sufrixaLion . SlJCh derived verbs include causatives, paSSIves, 

benefacLives/ reflex ives, and sLatives . 

Ca usatives are fo rmed by the suffixa tion of {-(s)-s) to verba l roots. As 

they ca n be viewed from two perspectives, single causatives and double 

causatives , the former ones, which express the causation and the action 

a re closely associated, are d erived by s uffixing {-s} to intransitive roots; 

as a result of th is causation such intra nsitive roots will be tran s itivized . 

Nevertheless, the la ter ones, double cau satives , are formed by direct 

suffixation of {-s -s} to intrans itive verb roots, or {-s} to transitivized stems, 

or {-(s)-s} to mherent transitive forms . (The optional use of -(s), in {-(s)-s), 

is related to seman tics in that wh en it is absent, it m eans the causer is 

in near by c losely watching the ac tion to take place; while its presence 

may show the action can take-place with or without the physical 

presence of the cau ser. ) Ali the a bove suffixes, except in the case of 

reciprocal cau satives, have the effec t of increased valency and change of 

subcategory features such as intra nsitives becomes transitivized, o r n on­

causatives becomes cau sativized. 

Passives , on the other h a nd, a re derived by the su ffixation of {-em} to 

verbal roots. Thi s pass ive form m ay undergo some phonological changes 

in expressin g feminine or dim inu tive ac tion . It becom es {-e n}, (note the 

allomorphic use of { } h ere), as in [?enk'-em -eJ -. [?enk'-en-deJ 'be 
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iJroke n ' ro r m ,lsnliillc "!lei rcmi nillc/d im inu livc res pectivcly . Similarly , 

bc ncracl ivc s / n:Jk:-: i\'cs me derivcd by su rfixin g {-oj to verbal roots . Thi:; 

be nefactive/ reri c.',ivc surfix may ulld crgo some ph on ological ch a nges 

de pe ndin g on the na tulT of the root fi nal con sona n ts . Thus, it may 

bcco me [cli ], [M ], [')CI< n"sal/'I,,'nall ]' o r [IC I,)sJi . Sta tive ve rbal forms a re a lso 

fo rmed by th e su ffixation uf :-?), {-oj, o r {-at} to intransitive roOlS. It IS 

attcs led that I?) IS a reali zalion of /0/ a fte r nasal/ late ra l conson a nts . It 

is a lso gen e ral ized th a t [ii) is a synch ronic result of 't, whi ch is th e 

co mmon slative marker, a lso the proto form , in mos t Cu s hi tic, or East 

Cu shitic la nguages (c f. 3 .3 .3). Thi s de riva tion, like single causa tives, h as 

a tra nsi t ivizing effect. 

A similar suffixation process can also derive adjectival forms. The 

suffixes that form adjectiva ls are {-cca}, and {-and:3o}, where the first one 

is mostly used with [-a nima te things], while the latter with [+a nimate). 

Noneth eless , there a re case s in which {-cca} may be suffixed to eithe r 

anima te o r inanimate th ings provided the cle rivahves are seman tically 

acceptab le to th e spea kers. 

The fourth chapter on deriva tion is about the process of compounding. In 

thi s chapter Gedeo compou nd nouns, compound adjectives , compound 

ve rbs, a nd com pound adverbs are treated 

Th e compound noun s a re found to be formed from Noun + Noun, and 

Nominal root + Noun com bin a tion. Th e Noun + Noun combination may, 

in turn , be s een a s endocen tric and exocentric . The endocentric ones are 

form ed by Noun + Gerund, or Noun + combining element + Noun 

combinat ions. The meanin g o f all s uch compounds ca n be inferred from 

the heads; and the non-hea ds h ave a theme-head, instrume ntal-head, or 

modifier-head semantic rel a tion s to the heads. The exocentric ones, on 
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the other h:lllcl, <1I"C fOrllll'd by a Noun -I- Infinili\'al combincltioll. The 

meilnll1g of these compounds is no t predictable from the component 

pans for they have mcwphorical mean in gs. The Nominal root + Noun 

compound nouns are formeci by a combining e lement {-n-} immediate ly 

followed by determiners {-k/t} . Such compound words usually express 

olVnership or control relations ; the semantic re lation that exists between 

such compounds, thus, is modi fi er- head. 

Th e oth e r categorical elemen ts that are resulted from compounding are 

adj ec tives, Compound adjec tives in Gedeo are form ed by a Nou n + 

Adjective, and Adjective + Adjective combination. 

The Noun -I- Adjective forms are more productive than the later. The 

meaning of these, Noun -I- Adjective, compounds can be either 

compositional or non-compositionaL Those forms- that have, more or less 

compositiona l meanlllgs are considered as copulative, In 

/ hunnagop 'alessa/ 'weakling, strength lacking', for instance, anyone 

who knows IVhat the component parts, /hunna/ 'knee' and /gop'alessa/ 

'weak', mean, though the compound is headless as both components 

have equal status, would have, at least, a guess what the whole 

compound may mean; thus, such forms are semantically compositionaL 

But those forms, with a non -compositional meaning, are exocentric . In 

/ sarbak'a?lla/ 'unfortunate', for example, a person who knows the 

mea ning of the component parts, /sarba/ 'thigh' a nd /k'a? l1a/ 'thin ', can 

not simply understand what the whole compound word mean for it has a 

metaphorical meaning. 

Th ese Noun + Adjective com pounds, though semantically headless they 

are, are syntactically headed for they a re formed by N + A --.A, where 

the right most category serves as the head of the compound, 
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Ihc /\djcc til 'C + Adjective c()mpouncis, on the othcr han d, al'e rare. Thc 

mcaning o r slich CUI11P"Ullcis is thc hypunym o[ the component parts. 

The compound adjcClive j mogCllaiaggittej 'good-looking', for instance, IS 

the hyponym of both constituents for it is to mean a pcrson who I S 

j magalCl j 'dark brown ' as "'c ll as jfaggittej 'beau tiful '. 

The othcr compound types . a ttested in compoundin g, a rc compound 

verbs. Thesc compound tvpes are formed by the combin ation of stems 

and auxiliary verbs. The auxil iary verbs are j hijj -j 'say' and j?ass-j 'do', 

which are always the second membe rs of the compound. In the process 

of such com pounds formati on some phonological adju s tmen ts would be 

made. For those compound verbs that are formed with j?ass-j 'do', both 

the stems a nd the auxiliary would, respectively, undergo a phonologica l 

process known as deletion of the final vowel and an ini tial glottal stop, 

as in, for instance , [buku ?asseJ-+- [bukasseJ '(he) exploded'. Those forms 

that are formed with jhijj-j 'to say', however, undergo a phonological 

adjustment known as first syllable reduction of the auxiliary as in, [or 

example, [?ibe hijjeJ -+- [?ibejj eJ '(he) fe ll down'. 

The final compound type is compound adverb, which is formed by Nr jvr 

+ Verb, or At" + Noun combination with an epenthetic jij between th e 

component pa rts. Those forms that have the form er pattern are 

exocentric for their meaning could not easily be inferred form the parts , 

as in j?u:rrimaro j 'quickly', where the component parts j?u :rr-j 'stand' 

and j maroj 'go' could not predict the meaning of the compound . While 

the forms with the lattcr pattern are endocentric, as in j?ediwoddaj 

'early days' in which j?ed aj means 'frontjbefore' and jwoddaj 'time', 

whe re the m ean ing of the whole compound can be worked out from the 

com ponen t pa rts. 

Apart from suffixation and compounding, some reduplication processes 

are also identified in Gedeo . The reduplicated form s a re grouped as 

pa rtial a nd complete. 
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[n LllL' pil"ti;iI ,'rduplica lion, when :'epctitioll of the first syllabic of lhe 

verbal root lakes place, gemination of the root initial consonant results. 

This can be gil'en as a patLern c'v ,d- -. c' v, c l c' v .2--, and resulted 

to have an iLeJ'Cltivc o r freq ucntative mean,ng, as in /dar-/ 'Lier'_ 

/dClclclClr-/ 't ier apart in to pieces' . 

[n thl' casc or completc redup lication, however , t hree sub-parts, (i) Who le 

Root I~edupl i cation (WR R), (i i) Wh ole Word I'(edu plication (WWR), and (ii i) 

Suffixal Redu pl ication (S R) can be considered , In each case , as th e ir 

na me ind icates, th e whole root, the whole word, or th e suffix is 

redupl icated so th a t th e reduplicated forms h a ve a n ite ra tive, intensive, 

or frequentative mea ning similar to the partial one , These three pattern s 

ca n be presented, respectively, as: 

gan - 'hit' -.. gangan- 'knock' 

gorsCi 'moTning'-" gorsa gorsa 'every morning' 

?enk'-is- 'cause to brea k'-" ?enk'-isi s- 'cause to break in to pieces' 

To sum up, thus far in this thesis, th e process of affixation , 

compounding, and reduplication in Gedeo are discussed, a nd the 

necessary WF'Rs have been proposed, Some syntactic and semantic 

fea tures of the derivatives resulted from such processes have a lso been 

id entified. Consequently, it is believed that the findings of thi s research 

would be of value Lo anyone who may be interested in carry ing out 

furth e r s tudy in the same area. By any means, this work would not be a 

compl e te one by itself, as it is limited to the derivational morphology of 

th e la ngu age . Therefore , further studies are welcome. 
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Endnotes 

1. Some scholGrs like MallhcIVs 1974 :40 use th e term 'comp!cx' to mcan 

pl'Oduced bv dc:r ivation. However, others like Bauer (1983:30) usc it to 

mcan a form produced by derivation Gnd compounding; and thc tcrm 

they give to the form produced by derivation is 'dcr ivative'. The 

present IITi ter also adopts the second notion. 

2 . The abb reviati ons in brace bdore the sounds mean those sounds a re 

on ly found in the respec tive language, 13= Burj i, SD= Sidama. 

3 . One important point could be made with regard to the glottal s top in 

Gedeo. Obviously there are many words in the language that begin 

with a glottal stop. Bu t th is sound wi ll be lost, phonetically, at word 

in itial posit ion. Th is is clearer when the words are u tte red in isolation. 

Regarding thi s glo tta l sound Wedekind (1980: 163) follows a treatment 

in wh ich he postulates a phon emic I ? I (at word in itia l position ) and 

deletes it by a rule . I also s ha re hi s treatment and take a position in 

that the glottal stop in Gedeo is de leted at word initial position a nd 

before unstressed Ii/. Such feature is a lso seen in the very closely 

related langu age known as Sid a mo (ef. Abebe 1986:1 0). 

4 . c refe rs to consonan t, cc consonant gemina tion, v vowel, vv vowel 

lengthening, the brace mean s optiona l, hyphen shows the presence of 

an obligatory suffix attached to th e stem, and th e dot is used to 

se pa ra te differen t sylla bl e pa tterns. 

5. The notion roo t is used in this thesi s to express th e sa me notion as in 

Bau e r (1 983 :20) and Ka tamba (1993 :41) , wh ere it stand s for a form 

that is not further analyzable , i. e . the irredu cible core of a word, either 

de riva tiona lly or innectiona lly . Likewi se, the term 'stem' is u sed in this 

work to mean a form of a word in wh ich all innec tiona l a ffixes have 

been removed. A 'base' is a lso used in th e sen se th a t a ny form to 

which affixes of a ny kind ca n be added. 

120 



6 . Till' LIse uf I his bracket in this pape r is restricted to sho\\' m orphemic 

trc\llseription . Unless c:>:p rcs sed, it does not encompass all omorph ic 

\"ariations . 

7 . These roots are con side red as adjectival because it is only the 

adjec tive endings / a/ or /0/ that are lost . When th ese "citation 

\'llwels" (I a dopted the term from Wedekin d (1980)) a re added to such 

roo ts, the resulting forms are adjectivals, like /danca/ 

'beautiful /handsome', / haruma/ 'short', etc ., but not n on imals o r 

verbals. If one wants to make verbal stems, he has to a dd other 

derivation al s uffixes, such as {-at}, {-e6}, etc . to such roots . For 

example, th e ve rb stem / ba?lIat-/ will be formed when {-at} is suffixed 

to the adjectival root /ba?ll- / 'wide'. 

8 . Here also only the roots, without the vowels, are taken a s citation 

forms . The vowels are considered as nominal endings. When any 

su ffix is added to the base, i.e . the -form with the vowel, each vowel 

will be dropped. This shows that the vowels are not inherently part of 

roO I. That is why the fo rms without vowels are considered as cita tion 

fo rms. Moreove r, due to the question of 'economy' it seems preferable 

to take such roots as citation and get them ready to accept suffixes, 

rather than taking the forms with vowels a nd let them to undergo two 

steps, del e tion of final vowels and then suffixation . 

9. The second / g/ in hig-ge and dag-ga-ba comes from /t/ by 

ass imila tion of the root final consonant / g/ . In th is language suffix 

initial /t/ wou ld be ass im ilated to root or stem final obstruents. This 

holds true in the very related language Sidamo (ef. Abebe 1986). 

10. One impor tant question may be raised with regard to the nature of 

these roots "Should the roo t be regarded, originally, as a verb , a 

noun, or ne utral?" To answe r this m ay be difficu lt, for the time being, 

and, perhaps, needs a diachronic analys is of the forms. Most 

researchers who worked on the Highland East Cushitic (H EC) 
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"'llPLla~!,r'" :-:;1" Ih:ll the ciillieull v or this lies on icicnlifvini-\ the exaet 
--.... .. - . '. 

origin or the root. Wedekind am ong th em, in tre,ding the de ri vation of 

infin itives says tha l: 

In m~lI1\' cases, there is the question \\' hether th e root 

should be regarded originally bein g a verb, or a 

nOU ll . Leav ing this ques tion aside, hO\\Tver, it should 

be noted th at the infinitive in [- a) can be formcd of 

cve ry "crb root (1980:8) . 

Following him, I also adopt thi s fact and confirm that thc roots under 

discussion are verbals as they would se rve as bases for th e dcrivation 

of such nominals. The most frequent structure of Gedeo verbal roots, 

according to Wedekind (1980:2), is cVC-, but the general phonological 

form can be represented as cv(v).(c)c- (also ef. section 2 .2), which is 

also true in one of the sister la nguages of Gedeo known as Sidamo (ef. 

Abebe 1985:65) . 

Moreover, these roots inflect for tense, person and so on, thus are 

verbals . For instance, /ioww-e/ means 'he insulted'. The suffix {-e) 

refers to third person, masculine, and perfective aspect. On the other 

hand /ioww-a/ may mean different things; as a verb the {-a} refers to 

imperfective aspect/future tense and it means 'he will insult'. Apart 

from this, however, from this same root nominals may also be derived. 

/ioww-a/, as a nominal is also meant to be 'to insult', 'insulting', or 

'insult (n)' (cf. 3 .2.3 -3 .2 .5). As all th ese derived nominals have verbal 

features, the assumption made above, i. e . which claims that th e roots 

are verbal, seems right, for product nomin als, for instance, can not 

be derived from other nominals since they a re the result of some 

process or a ctions, wh ich a re the features of verbals. 

II. It seems that the same form also expresses manner nominals that 

gerundives or infinitivals a re derived. In other words, there is no a 

dear-cut for mal difference between such forms. The only thing that 
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the slw<lkers can llnclcrswnd whethcr the [~ I\"; ll form sho\\'s lll'lilner, 

or gcrLlllclive/illri nili\'~1 aC Li on is the contexL in "'hich the cons t ruction 

IS maciC' . Let us see the case: assu m c that "it is raining heavily and 

Lile speaker is fri ghte ned by the manner of raining (i.e . clue to the 

Lhunde r an d lightening that accompany it) . On the basis of th is 

context the speake r of the language will say : 

(<:1) t'e :na-ll'-i gcul-a ?elo- tt'e-ba-n i 

rain-POSS:FEM-NOM manner of raining good-DET:3f: -NEG-AUX 

Lit . "rhe rain's ll1anner of raining is not good' 

The meaning of the a bove could be interpreted as neither (i) "the rain 

is not good" nor (ii) "it to ra in is no t good" due to the stated context. 

Nevertheless, if the context is changed, i.e. if it is "It does no t rain yet. 

But if it rains, the speaker fears that it will des troy the harvest for it is 

unseasoned". To convey such an idea the speaker also uses the sam e 

construction as (a) above, but it has an infinitival func tion, no t 

manner, to express a different context . Compare (b) b~low : 

(bl t 'e:na-tt'-i gm1-a ?elo-tt'e-ba-ni 

rain-POSS :FEM-NOM to rain good-DET:3f-NEG-AUX 

'It to rain is not good' 

Thus, since only the context d iffe rs the meanin g of the above 

constructions, it would be plausible to say that manner nominaIs do 

not have clear-cut formal differences from infini tival/ gerundive. 

Hence, manner nomina ls will not be treated in thi s work. 

12. Wedekind (1980:3) h as suggested that, though the historical and 

comparative considerations seem to lead to take {-s} as a bas ic form, 

on the basis of the most frequent phonological form, however , {-is} can 

be considered as basic. But contra to him I confirm that {-s} is the 
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iX1Sic c(lu '-' ~ !li\T 111C1r kcr. and l i/ is insel Lcd following gCI11 iJ1:-1lC, o r 

non-gcmin ,w ' clusters , or a single obstrucnt consonan t. 

13. The notation: :, here, is uscd LO refe r to allomorphi e transcription, so 

the sound s e nclosed in it arc allomorphs . 

14. Wedekind (1980) suggests that identical phoncmes could undergo 

differellL lhnnge s . This is probably for rhey m ay h ave diffcrem 

hisLOries. Then, he identifi ed th em by label in g different supe rscripts, 

/ 11/ and /llj. But I claim th a t the different allomorphic use of {-is} and 

{- iJ} after / 1/ is not the effect of the root final consonant /1/, but the 

palatal /.1'/ or the long front vowel Ii) contained in the root. Thus, at 

least at this point I do not believe that there would be a need to 

categorize a single I II in to IJI I and /J2j. 

15. Wedekind (1980) uses 'per sonal'to refer to 'reflexive ' 

16. {-and3o} is regarded by oth er linguists, Wedekind (1990) a nd Hu d son 

(1976:273) among others, as agen tive marker. But throughout my 

data the agen tive marker in Gedeo is {-aHo}, where as {-and3o} is found 

as an adject ival forming suffix, perhaps synchronir.8l1y some sort of 

phonological changes might have been made. 

17. Wedekind (1980 :3) suggests that most of the reduplicated forms in 

Ged eo have a n ite ra tive or distributive mean ing. I took the term 

'distributive' from him, a n d I use it to express actions of givin g away 

or distributing somethi n g. 
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