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Abstract 

This study attempts to examine and eXplain t he properties of 

the ease system in 'Jolayta on the basis elf the t heoretical 

frameworJ~ of Government and Binding ( GB ) . This theoretical 

framework is brieJ'ly explained in the introductory Chapte r . 

It is shovm that the la.'1.guage has only tV/o Cases - nominative 

and accusative , ~0d that Case is phonetically realized in the 

language . The Case suffixes designating nominative and accusative, 

and the syntactic relationship that the noun phrases form \'lith the 

Case assigners are described , The manner i n \vh ich both Cases are 

assigned in the lanGuage is also explained . Fi nally , structures of 

infinitival clauses , passive and raising constructions are 

considered in relati.on to the assignment of Case to noun phrases . 
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1. Introduction 

1.1. Statement of the problem and objective 

As a member of the lal1i~uages "f the world , Holayta shares some 

linguistic properties \'lith other natural l anguages, Some properties 

of Case are , i n this sense v part ')f Universal Gr amma r ( DC ), whil e 

other properties are particular to this language , 'l'he main nbjcctivc 

of this study Is to identify such genera l a nd particular pr operties cof 

the language . 

Linguistic t heories a re f or'llula ted '-'11 

observations gat:lered fr0r;J data " f natural 

the basis . of a va riety of 

lar.gUages~ :';venthough 

generative syntax has evolved to its present form mainly on the basiS 

of data :::::-0:.: :;·"g1":'811 ""d some Indo- Eur')pean languages , linguistic 

facts observed in several European , ASian , Auatralial1 , Af rican anU. 

American languages have contributed very much for i t s development. 

Descriptive \-forks on Sthiopian languages such a s ilolayta , \'I·hich have 

not yet been done a dequa tely, may a lsr contribute to the development 

of a comprehensive theory of g rammar. In tIlis sense ; ij!i1.;research :::::.:,­

affo rd i ts share of contribution to the l inguistic theOFj i n general 

and to Case tlleor y in particular. 
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Due to t:,e sCclrcity of descriptive materials 0(, t,),e Orneto cluster 

of languages , cla::;sification of Ollb tic has not yet become fully 

successful . Students of Omotic recommend descriptive "tudies in each 

language of t:lis 31"0', p inclv,ding 1;lolayta . ~l"l l' r co...!...· 'd' -1 .. , .:,) I ... I.A. ~" , it i s hoped , 

will c ontribute to the fulfilment of that requirement . 

1.3 . 

The main sources of the data are native i nfoIT.1cu-ts . Data have 

ueen elicited a;',d texts recorded , to be processed and described from 

t he point of vim; of GB- theory . Previ ous studies on :;olayta have also 

been used . ':':110 researcher ' s lm'lwledge of a rela'ced dialect of the 

language under i nvestigation has also been used for cmalysi s and 

interpretation ox t he structural devices of the language . 

1 . 4 . 

The follO\'li ll[~ list of abbreviations are used in the paper. 

ace 
CL 
fem 

1 8[; 

imp 
gen 
.i. !'iPi:' 

mas 

neg 

nOin 

pass 

a ccusat ive Case 
pronominal cli "dc 
feminine and dem:ii.J1uti ve-, 

first pe rson , plural 

first person , singular 

imperative 
genitive case 
imperfective aspect 

masculine 

negative 

nominative Case 

passive 
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pf perfect aspect 

pl plural 

Rel relative pronoun 

2 sg second pe r son , singular 

sg singular 

SL!bj subject 

3fs thi rd person, feminine , singular 

3ms third person , masculine , singular 

~pl third person , plural 

Wolayta is s poken i n \lolayta kv/raja , i n the ad.min istrative 

region of Sidamo. The A1'/raj as surroundine; it a re :Cembata and Hadiyya 

on the one hand and Haikoch and Buttaj ira on the ot:1er hand i n the 

north; Kullo- Konta in the .rest; Gamo in tl:.e south ; and Sidama and 

Gedeo i n the east. ','Che languages spoken around the area a re: Kembata , 

Hadiyya , Alaba ar~d Or omo i n the north ; Siclama and Gedeo in the eastf 

the d ialects of Garno in the south ; and the related dialects of Kullo 

in the west . The main town of the Awraja is Soddo , 1'rJ-:ich is s ituated 

395 killometers sout" of Addis Ababa on t he main road to Ga;no Gofa . 

Communication facilities are available Vii thin and outsicie the Awraja. 

Wol ayta :~s tile name of the region, the people, and the language . 

Speakers of other l anguages (particularly itu1l1aric s c eal(ers) used t') 

call them by the l~arl1e ilelamo (spelled differently by different writers ) , 

since long before 1:enelik ' s conquest of the rei;ion i n 1 894 ( Cerulli, 

1929: 10-11)} T~lis n am e, ha s a cquired a derogatory sense , a s a result 
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of which the term has ceased to be used since 1974 . 

( 

The V1 olaytn h2VC their oym l ong ~istory 1 l ar.gua;re , costtmleS , 

food , and other c-,"1 tural heritages. They had an in.1ependent kingdom 

wh ose history goes as far back as the 13th century (Logale 1965 E. C.; 

Cerulli, 1929 ; '.Csehay , 1 973; \'fuel ine!"! , 1984 ) . Tllerc are still remains 
E'~ 

of monuments and oblisks that sign ify this old history at the t0P C)f 
A 

Menel ik ;' orebta a t '~ oddo (Vudineh , 1981\) . '.['"ne peopl", are said to be , 
heterogeneous i n ori g i n , being composed of peopl e f r o;" many tribes , 

hence the name '.rolayta , wh ich means "mixed:; (Abrahai,J , 1976 ; ,samuel, 

1983) • 

i,{ olayta is a !i1ember of the Omotic family of langu<l.ges , classifiec' 

under the Ometo cluster. In some \'lorks of p r ominent Et 'r,iopicist -

linguist,,> a y;umber of these hmguages spo){en in the aclmi.:1istrative 

regions of Kefa , Garno Gofa , and Sidamo are g rouped to,; ether and a re 

coll ectively called Korth e r n Ometc ( by fleming , 1976a) , Centr al Ome to 

(by Fleming , 197Gb) , Welamo (by Bender , 1976 ; '['uclw r and Dryan , 1 956 ; 

and Bender, et. a1. 1976) , or vlolayta (by Tucke r a:ld ·," ryan , 1956; 

Adams , 1983) . Beside s one of the l anguages i " this group is als ,", 

r eferre d to as ·, [e l E\'"Jlo or ;·Jolayta . Such multi tude of llames may confuse 

readers. In thi s st\cdy , reference to the particul 3.l' language will be 

made by the name iiolayta wil i l e the cluster to "elich it belonGs is 

referred to as ;"ortLern Ometo . 

AccordinG to ? le];. inc; , t l'le re a r e about forty oOeher languages in 

t h is cluster i :'cludine; Garno , Zala , Goia , ;(ullo , Dace , ; onta , Hal f', 

Oyda , Dorze, e tc . : see Pl en.ing 1976 a ; 1976h , for details) . Accordinp' 

to the report of t he Academy of T; thiopi ar. ::' ::r:~Ct:,ages (2.9BO' L. C.), of 

the eight varieties (i . e . '.lol¥:ta , Ga mo , GOl a , ,\:ullo , ;~a/se , Basketo , 



6 

Dorze, and Oyda; on vll·.ich t rtelleg i bility te3t.s h~ld been souduc ted , 

only Ga !!lO , Gofa , ;;u:'_ l o and ')olayta are fOUlld to be r:,'_:-cc:ally 

intellegible with one an othe r . 

According to ,\dal3s (1933 : 14), \[ olayta ranks fO:lrth among -the 

major l anguages in 1~ thio~)ia , next to Oromo , Amharic , and Ti c; rinya , 

t hough the total n'.lmber of \·!olayta s p eakers is not precisely known .} 

Bender, et . a l. (ed3) , (19-(6 ) estimate t he mother ton Gue population 

of V[ C" lay-ta to be 520 , 000 and of the NorthG rn Olneto cJ_uster 908 , 000 . 

In Bender (1976) , the spea)~e rs of )" orthern Or.leto cluster are estimated 

to be nearing a million , etc . But accordi ng to the Cer;tral statistics 

Office (1985 ) , t:-,e total popul ation cf the AViraja i n 1 988-1989 could 

be estimated to be 1 , 109 , .260 . Since t~1e great IJaj ori ty of the 

populati on of t lw ilwraja a re native speaker.3 of \Iolay t a , it is possible 

to estimate t h e total speakers of t 11 is language a t a fe", t housands 

more than a I'lil lion . 

According to -~-i tba rek (1983 ), t he phonemic inv el!to r y of \i olayti'l 

c0nsists of the folloViing consonants and vowels . l 

bila 
bial 

Chart 1 

--.- _.-.--.. r -... ---
a lve 

dental olar 

, -' .-. - ' 1 ... ..... . -------: 
palato I ,. 
alve !'ala t a l I velar glottal . 
ola r I I 

+--------- _. ----- -- -_. . . _. ..- --. -- - . - - -. • -- _ .. .•• . :--- -_ •• -j . _. -

. .. -.----.- .~- .... "'-" '- ' .' j -.. : ... . l --~-~ 
n on- vI 

continuan t vd ._. ~ ---- -~ .. - - -- -. 
continuant vI 

vd 

P 
b 

t 
d 

, s 

.Z 
S I I h i 

. --. . .. "- . 'c- -- - .--- -.. --.- 'l-- ic -, ---" ---~'-l -
.ej.?..::.t~~_v-.e .... . - . . - t. ? . --.---~~ .... . _ .. _. ----.- ._-. -----. --.. . -. . ... -.-+--.-----. , 

j :~;'~~~~: - '~ ~-~-~--::: -~:-~~:::: -~~~f --= 
.1-.~<l':!.td. __ ___ _ . _ .. _. __ . _ . . __ ... _. }-...: __ . __ .2: ___ .. ___ ___ . _._, ___ :: _. __ .. '~.:' ____ ___ _ 
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Chart 2 

i u 

e o 

a 

The vowels of \\'olavta 
~ ___ ~ ___ ~ . __ . . ~._~~~~_. _:..t..~ _~ . 

Simple and geminate consonants as well as long an.d s :10rt vO'tlels 

contrast in analogous environments . 

Since tbe E:Q.'.:} conce rn of this the s is is t h e Case sys tem in 

Wol ayta , only worl~s deal ing with the syntax of the language will be 

reviewed here . 

Cerulli (1929) give s a very sketchy g ramma t ical description of 

1tl olayta . The re 11e observes that the nominative Case j.s expressed by 

the suffiX - i :: which becor.res -y afte r v owe l s); that t h e geni ti ve Case 

is expressed by t he possessor noun preceding the possessed noun with 

no use of adpositi(J;ls; and tllat the dative has the suffix - s , as in 

Western ,':; idama (lZeffi nya and Shinasha ) languages . 

N(>reno (1938) describ es tl-)e g rammatical system of the Ome to 

languages on t t.8 :node 1 of Gofa . He a g re's ',dth Cerulli 1 s viev! that the 
r, 

nominative Car:;e is expressed by the s u ffiX - i (or - y after the vowels 

a, e, and 0) . "·ust like Cerulli, he observes t hat t l:e geni ti ve Case :i.E 
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expressed by tj.::~ 1)ositio:1 of the possessed D:>Wl follo""i:1g t h e pnssesso:.."' 

noun . j:iore no '11so e;:pl ains that in Gofa t~.l.e ftnal ·'v')'::el - Cl :1.1) t~1e 

suffix - sa of l'l .1.S agent DOlJIlS , and - ta .').t ~ ~ is plur :J.l .suffix is c ut off 

when there is a consonan t cluste r as .in / aHan tal t f "cthers t, w;'l .ich 

becomes 1 awanti/; Inagiday s a l t guard or keeper t, ':i111e], becOiile s 

I nagidays .1': . ;·;o; 'e l1o a lso s ays that i n Goia and t;l.e rel.:'.\'ced diale cts 
• 

(including \i o12yta) , sometimes the absol utj,ve :fOrIJ of the personal 

pronoul1 s serves a s nom:Lnati ve . At ot !1er ti l',es the person21 pronouns 

become nom:l.na ti v e vli t L t he j'or m - ni , vlhile t hey bee o" ,e accusati ve vii th 

the form - na , as in Ital or /tan il f or the f irst pen;o" Y) ominative , 

but 1 tanal f or Gccus a.t i ve; i ne/ or/neni/ for the seco, ;d pe r son n ominati ': . 

but /nena/ for -ete accusative; etc" He pOi nts out t :12t the speaker s 

use postpositiol1 s '.lith the absol.utive form of 1101.Q1,S illid with the 

accusative f or m 01 person al pronouns t o e;cpress oth er Cases . However , 

he does not say \lDat thes~ otber Cases Vlould be , c'- i l:all.y , according 

to Moreno , in the O;"eto lar.guage s (includi ng Wnlaytfl) , t;,e re a re no 

defini te and j.ndefini te a r ticJ.es , and i ndefini t ene ss may be expressed 

by using the numeral t one t • ?nr example , 1 asa/ c an 1)8 r elJdered i n 

English as fa mar! l .or ' t he mar, '; and / is1 as8. ./ l i t . l one man ', is 

rendered as t a mar, I. '.Chii:'. v iew i s c ontrary to the vie\'! of some 

linguists (like :.dcU;lS (1983 ) , a'ld Yitbarek ~ 19i33) \'Ih o cl3.i~l what j'10ren 
p 

and Ce r ull i consider Case morph €me s , to be de;'-i:1i te Dar]cers . 

V· t b k (196'''' - C ) ' t t t h t , ',:olayta end .i.n ~ 1 a re . "- . ', . . pOl n' s ou at mo s nouns 1n 

the vowels - a, - e , or - 0, and g ives t he forms of the n O~linative , the 

accusative ac1d t: !.e dative suffixe,l . Acc ordinc; to i1j.r" , whe n they arc 

norninati ve , !lOUDS erjding i n -a suffiX - ay fOl' masC'Llline , - i ya fo r 
. . 1 t','!:$ 

felnin i ne and - ati fo r p l ural; nouns endin~ in - e te.ke the s ui'" - e y 

fo r masculine , - j.y s. for fe ',linine, and - eti for p lural; nouns eLJlC.:.·lg in 
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for plural; and ~:roller nouns take the suff i xes - i f ~, l' i. .esculine , - a 

f or feminine , a nd - n ti fo r plur a l. 1:e fClrt: 'ler state s t>at t h e 

accusati ve suffi~:e s in nouns ending in - a are - a fo r ),lasculine , -iyo 

for feminine , and - ota fo r p lura l ; i n noun s ending i n -e, the suffixes 

are -iya for mascul j.ne, -iyo for feminj.l1e , and - eta f ur plural; i n 

nouns en d ing i n - 0 t he suffixes a re - wa for masculi" e , - iyo for 

feminine , and -ota for plural; and i n p roper nouns t h ey are - a for 

masculine , - 0 for femi n ine , and - onta for plur al . : ioreover , h e shows 

the suffi xes of tj , e dative Case to be - aw or - as for ,':1asculine , - iyow 

or - iyos for fe L, ::'n i r:e , - atavi or -atas for plural if t h e nouns end in 

- a . The suffixes a re - iyaw or -iyas f or t he masculL,e , - iw or -is for 

the feminine , and ~ta· .. 'T or - itas for the nlural if ti1e l~O~y}S end in e . 

The dative is ffl{:lrl{ e d by - VIa,'i or -was in the masculine , -iw or -is in 

the fe mi nine and - ot aw or - otas in the plural if the nouns end in -0. 

F or p r oper nOU1'lS - \'lor - s are suffixed to t l' e masculin e , and -iw or -i s 

to t he femh1ine . In t h e case of plural p r ope r nou.."lS 'i;i,e~" a re f irst 

c onverted into tIle 2.cci.lsative and t h en - s or - w is a dded . (5 e e cha rt 3). 

'J ith regard to the definite a r t icle, even though '..· j.tbarek (1962 E , C 

does not say directly that it d oes not exis t i n the Im'Jguage , all h is 

examples imply it,; non-existence , putting him i n the same line with 

Noreno ( 193[; ) , amI Ohman and Hailu (197 6 ) vrho claim t Lat i t doe s not 

exist . For e xs.mr,le, a s :Lt ca n be seen below in t h e exa::-tples that he 

has provided to ShOH the nominative suffixes , his glosse G can be 

translated wit h either definite or indefinite article , Hhich implies 

that the definite or indefinite articl e doe s not exist as a 

morph ological e l emen t . Cons i der his examples (Yitbarek , J.962 E. C. 

59 ) . 2 
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wi thout Cd.se stem noun 
.---- ~ ' ..... 

udun~ udun 'C... mas, sg 

fern, sg 

UdUll 'L.ey afly/the fly 

udW1'L.iy", a ·.fly/the fly 

flies/the flL 

Ohman and La:Llu (1976) deal 1;,-i th '" brief grari]IiJatical description 

of \'Jolayta . .'\.ccording to t h em , the be.sic form of the lJOun is the 

:c Al thow;h the authors have not ,:lade an extensive accusa ti ve s ingulal" .. 

discussion o,~ tho Case system in the language , t h ey h ave tried to show 

that nouns, persOl lal prOn01.UlS aJ]d demonstratives have .different endings 

when they are jil~] t :', e Dominative and in the accusative . As in I·loren o 

--.---~- .. - --" ' - ..... __ .. - ·--.. -- ·-·-~-----·--I-----·-- ... ... .... ----t 
noun endj.ng , ge;;c'er suffix for I suffix :[')i" suffix for 

or 

nOUI] form 
nominative accusative dative 

' ..• _ . __ • •• , • • . •• _ _ •• . • •• _ _ _ ~ __ . _. _ , . . __ ___ . _ . - . _ 0.'." ~_.--.... 

-a 
mas -ay --a - awl - as I 
fem -i,' a I -iyn - iYOV1/-iyos I 

--.---- -~s .. . t-- .:~;~.--t---~:~;.-- .- -~.:.:.;:'~~.~:;;:-.. --~ I 
- e fem , - iya -iye.. - hl/ -is 

Pl -e-t :~ -eta - ita\!/ -i t 3s 

~:1as - oy -wa - 1'.'aw / -i'laS 

-0 fom - iya -iy o -ivrl .... is 

Pl -1- ' -O el - ota - otav!/ - otas 

mas -i -a 
, 

- vII - s 

-i;,rj -is proper I fe m 

nouns n 
-----t .--. 

-a 
- nti 

- 0 

- onta -onta~H/+.s 

'I i t b a rek ' s' W19S2 2 .C.) Ca s e s uff i xe s 

dis t ribution -- .- ~.--. -----
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(193 8 ) and C.erull i (1929), they have also observe d t hat in possessive 

constructi ons, t '1C p ossessor preceeds the possessed nOl.m . ,'·jor'eover , 

according to t Le i r observation , there is neither tl'w def1nite nor 

the indefinite article in Wolayta , and the numeral ' one ' may be used 

to express indefin iteness , while demonstra t ives may be used to show 

defini teness . This view puts them in the same line vii th !10reno (1938 ). 

Ferguson ( 1976~ says that in Wolayta the Case system is marked 

by suffixes and !)ostposi ti cms , but that t)-,e language does not possess 

suffixes for t he p ossessive form . Howeve r, he does not show what the 

Case suffixes are and h ow t he language sh ows possess :.on . 

Allan (1976a) deals \Vi th a grar:unatical s l;etch 0:;: ;;:ullo where he 

touches upon t he Case morphemes , classifyi ng t he personal pronouns i nto 

subject , object , 8.nd possessive pronouns . He treats t he suffi x -i as 

a definitizer , whereas I'loreno (1938) and Ohman and Hailu (1976) a r gue 

for the non-existence of t he defill i te article . I n f a c t , /iioreno (1938) 

considers the suffix - i as a nomina tive marl-:er. 

Getachew ( 1975 E. C. ), in his B. A. thes iS on the L;ender and numbe r 

morphemes of vTol ayta nouns and adjectives, observes t hat the suffixes 

- af'i,..-ia , -i o , and -ta mark masculine , feminine , and plUral , respectivel: 

His examples a r e ,'clors-a/ ' male sheep ', /dors- io/ ' fe1113le sheep ' and 

/ mizza-ta/ ' cows ' . 

Adams (1983 ) in h is \'/or k entitled (:. Tagme..!l1i~ A.n.a.lf Sj.B_ ,oJ the 

1;lolaitta Lan.1l!l.8.fo..e.I, [j ives an overview of t he phonology and syntax of the 

language . As t . e title i ndicates , the approach used i s a tagmemic one. 

This work gives a ;]1or e detail ed description of t he l anguage than the 

earlier wor ks. I II t h e part on syntax , the Case s yste!'] of the language 

is given a brief t r eatment . He analyzes t he Case i n his "nominalized 
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phr&se'; (i.e.; t ;,e noun phrase heading an embedded relC'tive clause ), 

where he , identifi es four Cases consisting of t he o.bsolut i_ve , the 

n ominati ve. t ;1e vocative and the oblique . He also poi nt s out that the 

suffixes - e: , -a, - i , - ai and - oi mar], the nOli,inative; - a: , -0, and 

-a mark t he absolutive ; - a: , - a-, and - u- mark the oblique ; and - 0: 

marks the vocative. ,H t h regard to the articles , he claims that t he 

suffixes marking definiteness are complex where lflany p rocesses such as 

vowel insertion , vOI'rel addition , lowering or r a ising of vO\vels , 

lowering of pitch , shortening or lengthening of vo~re ls and other 

featu r es are used . \,'hat a re considered in t he present s tudy as Case 

morphemes are taJ.;"n for morphemes of the definite article by him. Adam,~ 

also criticizes rfJoreno (193 8), and Ohman and Hailu (1976 ) for "missing 

the definiteness in nouns due to faulty phon ologica l analysis ", 

according to which he seems to disagree with their vi C'\; that the defini ', 

a rticle is nonexistent . ( Thi s issue will be discussed in ch apter two, 

the part which deals Vii t h the ease mo rphol ogy ) . 

Yitbare], ( 1983) is mai nly concerned with t he phonological system 

of the l anguage . l: owever, in the introductory part of his thesis he 

raises arguments regarding the form of the definite article . He reject1 

Ohman and Hailu ' s (1976 ) p roposal of the non- existence of the definite 

a rticle i n the l anguage. Ac cording to him , the defi ll ite a r t icle is 

"inherent especially in t he rlomi native affix'; , wh i le its e:;;istence i n 

t he objective Case is unclear "unless in c O!1text". ~L'his view contradic 

his pos ition in Yitbarek (1962 E . C.), where he had s hown by the glosses 

that an NP of any Case may be rende red as either defin i te or indefinite 

According to his present (Yi tbarek 1983) exarilples , what he treats as 

the defin j_te articles a re what I conside r here as Cas e morphemes . A 

detailed argumen t i n support of my view will be given i n chapte r two. 
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In her B . A. thesis , Sennayit (1984 ) analyzes the di f :t'erent Case 

morphemes of tile ~) ersonal , demonstrative , and interroGative pronouns 

by identifying the base forms of the pronouns and by s!101tling their 

forms in different Cases . She points out t hat the nominative suffix is 

-i or - e in the masculine , and - a i n t he feminine , wLile the accusative 

suffix i s - a in the masculine and - 0 in the feminine . n oreover , she 

says t hat pronocills are marked for t he benef active Case by the suffix 

- ss i (or its alternants - yyo and -w) . 

f"iost of the a r ticles r eviewed thus far deal \lith t he Case 

morphology of the language . Some treat certain suffixes as mar ke rs of 

Case while others treat t hem as markers of definite articles , gender , 

or number . The sLortcomings in the analys0s of each one will be shown 

i n chapter two , where the Case morphology of t he language i s discussed. 

However , none of the revie'wed art icles has made an i n- depth study of 

the Case s ystem of the language . 

The pr esent study diffe r s from all of the above jon sever a l respec'" 

First , it tries to provide an in- depth analysis of ':;:10 Case system of 

the l anguage . Secondly , i t tries to resolve the cont r oversial state 

of the Case suffixes in the language by providing a wider pe r spective. 

Lastly , it attempts to analyze the syntactic relati onship of 

constituents in structures in the light of a h i ghly constrained 

theoretical frwClework (i. e., Government and Bi nding , or GB for short). 

1. 7 . 'ine Theoretical Fr amework - --- .--
The theoretical framework on wh:Lch this study is based is the 

Government and Bi nding (GE) theory of Choms};y (19m , 1982 , 1986). 

According to th:Ls t heory , Universal gr amlIlar (UG) is cenerally·believed 
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to have two i ntcl'actj,D;S systems . These are t he rule system of the 

grammar , wh ic':1 i .'.1clu<ies the lexicon , the categorial C0lJl}Onent , the 

transformatio112l component , the phonetic form ( PF; component and the 

log ical form (LF) COT1ponent ; and the subsystem of principles which 

i ncludes bounding t!leor y , gove r nment theor y , Q - the ory , binding theor y , 

control theory , 2nd Case t heo r y . The rule system , vlilich has been 

regar ded t o be impoverished ( Chomsky , 1982: 7) i s being reduced to the 

system of p r inciples . 

This suggests that GB - theory has a modular approach , i. e ., an 

autonomous approach , to gra!!lmar . Pri marily , it disting\lishes sentence 

granIDar from pragmat ic s - the study of discourse structure , and 

believes that each should be studied independ2ntly . Vithin the domain 

of grammar , Chomsky maintains that syntax , semantics and phonology 

should also be treated autonomously. Riemsdi~ kand '.!illiams (1986: 225 i 

expl aining the modularity of the t heory of GB point out that the 

empirica l idea t hat the transformational component of t ile grarmnar 

should b~reduced has led to the development of relatively autonomous 

modules , each of uhich is char acterized by a small nu;nber of universal 

and sometimes Dara!!lelized princi ples . From this it follows that the . " 
analysis of str uctures in GB is quite different from t:lat of classical 

generative grammar . For i nstance , in GB , the syntactic relati ons 0;: 

constituents tn a sentence are not explained in te r ms of rules that 

state the distribution of specific categories l ike ;·)10 , PP , AP or VP , 

1. e . , in terms of phrase structure rules; but by means of a set of 

general principles vrhich are organized into autonolQous subsystems or 

theories, 
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One of t ilese s ubsystems is Case theory , which s ; -, o\Vs 'I;he syntactic 

relationship of l'lPs with other categories in structures and the 

principles underlying such a relationsh ip . The t }-teory also helps to 

determine the typology of languages in respect to headedness ( L e ., 

as right - or left - headed) since Case assignment is directional. A 

Case assigner may be to the right or to the left of the Case recipient. 

Besides, Case t h eory is cruci al i n explaining the factors that 

trigge r movement of constituents in some structures . An account for 

vThen NP mover.lent i s and is not optional, obligator y or imp ossible can 

be provided by Case theory (Radford , 1981 : 338 ). For instance , passive 

structures and s-cructures vIi th raising verbs or adj ectives a re 

instances of such movement . Observe the following structures: 

(l) a . e se CT .. S C r1ary to be unhappy J 
L-e to be unhappy_7 

(2)a . e VIas broken t he window 

b . The win dow was br oken e 

The structure,s ( la) and ( 2a) are t he underlyine; representations rf 

the S - structures3 in ( lb) and (2b), respectively . '~l'l) e unde rlying 

str uctures have Lmdergone an obligatory NP movement i n orde r to derive 

the S - structures . 

The movement ir~ such structures car. be explained in terms of Case 

theory . The base structure (la) has with in it the NP ' I·lary '. This 

NP is the sub ~ ect of the infi nit ive. According to GB- t :1.eory , it i s 

assumed that the sub ject of an infinitive cannot be ass igned Case in 

situ. (See secti on 4 .1 for details). As a result , t he PI' ' Bary ' 

rema ins Caseless . I n the bas e structure (20.) , on the other hand , ther. 

is the NI' 'the w.i.nuow ', as a compl ement of the verb lIhich is a partici: 
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The verb \·:hic'l :'.13 the head of the VP OUgl1"'.; to have cWGigne d accusative 

Case to th.is [.;}' . nut the Case has not been assif,neo ";0 t:1.e fjP because 

it is absorbed by the passive suffix ; there is no 1.101'e Cas2 the verb 

can assign to trw I~P . Ther2fore , the NP is deprive cl of Case in its 

base position ( see section 4 . 2 for details) . !-lenc~ the NPs i n the 

structures (la) (l.nd ( 2a ) are caseless . 

According to the theory , there is a filter knO\'m as the Case 

F i lter , which operates on S- structures after the assj'snment of Case . 

The filter states RS follows: 

( 3 ) Ever y p~lOnetically realized NP must be assj.g;led Case . 

According to this filter , 4 an' y sentence conta.in :lYlg 0. phonetically 

non- null NF is ill- formed if that NP is Caseless . :in order to satisfy 

t his condition, :o.D overt lITl' in a Ce .. 'leless posi tiOD s:lOuld move to an 
h 

empty argument::; position , which has Case (that is, t a a positi on where 

the NP can rece:Lve Case from a Case assigner) . 

The N~S in ( l a) and ( 2a) must move to the empty Case positions , 

for the structures to be 'dell- formed . In (la) the NP I Hary I moves to 

the empty position (e) and we get the S- structure (lb) ; Similarly , in 

( 2a ) the NP I tho \'ii:Jdow I moves to the empty subject position ( e ) and 

r esults in the S- structure (2b ). The ill-formedness of t he structures 

in (4a ) and (4b) results from the violations of the Case Filter , Si nce 

the structures contain NPs wh ich are Caseless and there are no empty 

Case positions for these nouns to move to . Such examples show that 

NP movement is motivated by the Case Filter . 

(4) a . * It seems Lr-!ary to be unhappy] 

b . .::. It was broken the window 
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Case B.ss .i gmnent is closely r e l a ted to t he no t ion of government . 

In order t o get CQse . an NP has to establish a sYl1to.c t .ic relation with 

a Case assigning category . This relationshi p is k~ o\'I1; as government . 

In other \'{o ~cds . t :1C category which ass i gns Case must g overn the NP to 

wh ich the Ca se is a ss i gned . In traditional gr ammar , scholars speru< of 

preposi tions goverllingtheir complements i n preposi tiol.!etl p~ras e s 

( Radford , 1981: 313) . The same notion has been extend ed to other 

categories in GD- t h eory . As the prepositional head 1 ;1 the PP g overns 

t he complement if," , so does every lexical head its cor.lp1ement . Adapting 

Chomsky ( 1980a) , Hadford (1921: 318- 319) gives t he foll owil1g definition 

• pf government . 

(5) Gove rmClen t 

x g OVCr-llS y iff x is the mi nimal gove r n ing n ode c-

comr:1Ctndi ng (Le. , constituent which is COLL'llimdi ng) y . 

The notion of government cannot b e gr asped wi t ;lOU-C having a clear 

i dea about the l1o ti.on of c- command . Radfor d ( 1921: 31L: ) defines it as 

foll ows: 

( 6) x C- coTr1'"!1B.nds y iff the f.i.rst branching node dorn:i,nating 

x, dom.Ln&·t;es ¥, and, :lr .doe s 11.Ot dominat e . )" no r y , x . 

Let us tat e t "le structure in ( 7) and see the c - coI:i1nand relationsh'.~ 

of constituent s 'Jy means of a tree configura t i on " 

( 7) Bill s a i d that John married 11ary . 

, 
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( 8 ) 

Bill 

that 

John 

In ( 8 ) the l'lP1 ' Bill' c-commands all the othe r c onstituents . Fo r 

instance, it c- COlllnanc.s V1 ' said ', because the f i rst branching node 

domi nating NF1 ' .f~ :!.ll ', also domina tes V1 ' said ' (Le" S1 (IP1) 

domi nates both); and neither NP1 dominates V1 , nor Vi dominates NP1 , 

Similarl y, S( CP ) c-commands V1 because the f irst bran c'l ing node 
iTi ? 

dominat'" r' s(cr) also dominates V1 (L e ., VP1 dominates both ); and 
- -

neither V1 dominates S ( CP), nor S(Cp) dominates V1 • Conversely , we 

can also say that V1 c-commands c ( Cp ) for the sa!ne rectson . This means 

that V1 and S(CP) c-command each other. 

HavinG t his notion of c- command , we nOvl return to the noti on of 

government . Accordi ng t o t he definition given in ( 5: , ill the exampl e 

in ( 8) , V1 ' said ' governs S( CP ) because Vi is the miilj.mal node , and it 

c- commands S ( CP) . 

This definition of government is not without any defect . The re 

a re cOI'ditions where X may not govern Y even i f ); is the minimal node 

c-commanding Y. Por ins tance , in the example i n ( 8 ), 'v1 does not goverr 
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NP
2

• This is because of the intervening CP ~r!1ich i s bel~eved to be a 

barrier to goVeI'Y'J-.J<2n t . That i s , if an ~!? or a CP i ntervenes between 

a governor and a governee t h e gove rnment relattonsh ip bet1,;een the two 

i s bl ocked . The defini tioD of government has , therefo r e , to be 

tightened. \'Ie may apply the conditi on in ( 9) as sto.ted i n a adford 

(1981 : 323) . 

( 9 ) Barrier condition 

NP and Seep ) are absolute barrie rs to government (Le., 

one ca tegor y cann ot govern across another i ntervening 

;~1' or CP boundary) . 

Th i? conditiOll proh i bi ts V1 ' sai d ' in ( 8 ) from governing NP2 ' John J 

since there is t:,1e iDterve~1 ing CP . In the light of this , a more 

constrained definition of g overnment given by Radford (1981: 354) is as 

follows: 

(10) Government 

x governs y i ff x is t h e minimal governing node 

c- com;nandilig y and there is no CF or NP i ntervening 

bev,'leen x and y . 

Accordingly , i n the structure i n ( 8) , V1 ' said ' g overns the CP 

' that John married I:ary ' , but not the NP 2 ' J ohn ', beco.use of the 

intervening CI' ; and "2 ' married ' governs NP3 ' ;·';ar y ' because it is the 

minimal node; it is a lexical category; i t c - commands t he NP ' f-.jary '; 

and there is no barrier between them . 

Having tl:is notion of government let us see the fundamental 

princillles of Case ass i gnment . According to Chomsky (1981: 170) , the 

fundamental prinCiples of Case assignment a re t hose in (11) below • 

• 
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( ll) :':1? is nominative i f gove r ned b" '."'" . ~ i'" ~:rIFL " nn J. ... '...:; ~ \ CA . J ' .. 
, 

b . an NP is accusa tive if governed by a traYJ;3i tive verb 

c . an tlP is oblique if gove r ned. by a preposition 

d . an NI' is genitive in C-N 7 -
e . an NP is inherently Case- marll:ed as deter'il ined by 

properties of r-N 7 governor . -
Cl auses are of two types - finite (or tensed) and non - finite 

(or non- tensed) . An Nl" is nominat ive if it is the sub ject of a finite 

clause. In langua,:;es with rich morphology , an NP Sh 01'iS overt agreement 

relations with the verb, mediated t h rough inflecticnal affixes , and the 

NP is assigned nOElinati ve Case. Hence , it is said tLat nominative Case 

is assigned by agreement (AGR ) element i n inflection (INFL) ,'Ihich goverl' 

the NI' . This me CL'1S that INFL is syntact i c and is ge'nerated by the base 

rules. 

The NP ''Ihie;, is the logical object of a transi t i 'Ie verb is assigned 

accusative Case unde r the same government relation with the verb. The 

NP which is the ob ject of a preposition is aSSigned an oblique Case . 

The complement of a noun h ead receives genitive Cas e . le or j.nstance, 

in the Nl" ' John ' s f a t he r ', t h e NP ' John ' is assigned genitive Case 

realized by t h e process of ;,Jossessi ve (POSS' insertion or sometimes by 

the insertion of a dummy (semantically null) preposi tion-lill:e element 

' of ', as in ' t;le father of J ohn' (Chomsky , 1986: 19LfJ . 

The properties of Case given above. in ( lla-d) a re structural as 

opposed to the inherent Case given in (lIe). Accor dinG to Chomsky 

(1986: 193) the l:1tter is associated with e-mar !dng6 "'; ile the former 

is not . Sirpe e-tnc:.rldng takes place at D-structur e , L1h erent Case is 

also aSSigned at D- structure as opposed t o st r uctur al Case \>Th ich is 
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assigned at S-structur e . cC::.us , by wa y of generalizati on, nominative 

Case , for instance, i s assigned to the NP 'l1ary ' in t :1e example in (lb ' 

structurally at S- structure after the NP has undergone movement . 

Inherent- Case refers to the assignment of Case in structures of 

VP with double NP complements. For example , the NP ' a prize' in (12) 

below is assigned accusative Case inherently at D-structure where it :i '~ 

also Q-marked by the verb (cf. Chomsky, 1986: 193). 

(12 ) The president gave the champion a prize. 

Unde r normal circumstances, Case is assigned to an NP by a 

category that governs it. This suggests that all Case assignment can 

be handled in terms of government relationship as stated in (11). 

Theoretically, lexical categories with the features L-:N_7 and L-:V_I 
(i,e" all N, V, P, A and I NFL) are potential governors , and hence 

potential Case assigners , But in many languages including Engli sh, 

categories with only the feature L--N_7 (i.e., V, P and INFL7 ) are Ca ' 

assigners. 

In Case t heory , there is always a distinction between abstract a'" 

concrete Case . In some languages, the Case assigned to an NP may be 

overt or morphologically concrete . In such cases , the NP is said to 

possess concrete, or real (or morphological) Case . In other languageF 

the Case may not be morphologically overt. It can only be explained i o 

terms of abstract syntactic relationship an NP forms \vi th its governc:' 

In such cases, the NP is said to be identified by an abstract Case, ' 

spite of this distinction, however, abstract and concY'ete Case share 

all the main properties of Case , since bnth ~:J.l.L into the relationO'~ ' . 

of government , As Chomsky (198,,) : 74) has pointed out, it is assumed 

that both a 1P ') :'pllO.Logical Case and an abstract Case are assigned i n a 

uniform manner. 
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N ot e s 
::::.:= =-~:.=:==::= = 

1. For ease of typing the symbols selected , &1ld entered in the 

phonemic charts wiD. be used consistently throughout t h is thesis. 

2 . Yitbar ek gives h is examples with glosses i n Amharic . The 

English glosses givcn he r e are my translations . 

3 . S-structure is a level of representati on de r ived from D-

s tructure by the appl i cation of the transformati onal r ule (generali zed 

as ]vlove-oc, IX being any category ). It is distinct f roEl the level of the 

PF-representation (surface structure) . S- structure differs from surfac' 

structure because it takes D- structure as its illput , and is enriched by 

traces of moved constituents 1'1)' ile surface structure takes S- structure 

as its irtput and does away with all the traces . Besides , they result 

from the application of different sets of r ules . 

4. The Case Filter is said to be subsumed under the visibility 

condition on e - role assignment according to which an NP must be visib19 

by having a phonetic shape inorde r to be assigned a 8- role , and for an 

NP to be visi:Jle, it must be in a Case position or be linked to such a 

position . In ot:. lGr 1-lords , a lexical NP must have Case to receive a 5-

role. This mal~es the Case Filter to be derivative of the visibility 

condition. 

However, t :' is assumption is not without ob:jections . Some lingui st . 

are opposed t o it . For instance, Davis (1986 : 567) says that t o make 

8-role aSSigll!Je;lt dependent on Case results in serious problems like 

accepting s ubcategorization as a primitive allowing raising verbs and 

adj ectives to a s s i gn Case, ru1d sugges ts that 6-assignment be divorced 

from Case assign;aent and that Case F' i l tel' be re i nstated as an 
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independen t c ons traint on representation . (For lClo re c'etails , see 

Choms](y, 1986: 9Lr- 95; 19C1: 337 ; and Davis 1986 ) . 

5 . Ar guments are :liP that require e-roles (semantic roles ) . s 

( see note 6 belOlJ) . Such NPs are assigned 8- ro1es by virtue of being 

in complement positions of the heads or i n subject positions . Such 

positions r.lay s ometimes be without overt NPs ' In such. ca ses the 

positions are s aid to be eElpty argument positions usually represented 

bye . 

6 . [my cO!:1plement must be selected by a head . A cOElplement 

must appear in i-cs a;Jpropriate syntactic post tion i n order to receive 
r 

a 8-role from its head . T'"lis is called 8-Elaking . 8- r ole is the 
~ 

semantic role assigned to an NP by a head which selects it . The 

condition on t he proper assignment of 8 - roles is called the 8- criterion , 

( For details, see Chomsky 1981; 1986 ; Riemsdi j k and '.fi11iams , 1986) , 

7 . !'lote that the category I NFL is not lexic'll. It is t herefor2 

not subject to the classifica tion of categories i n terms of the featurs 

L- !N=7 or L- "lV_T. It can be classified i n terms of the fe a ture 

C :!:TNS/ASP]. 
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Case s a r e concrete in \Iolayta for they have morp:iological 

realizations . Th:L s means that an NP which i s assigned a particular 

Case shO\'1s t hat Case by some inflectional affixes . ;tence NP s are 

distinguished floOr.: one anotl1e r by the fo r m of their C2se aff ixes . 

)'ii ost of the researche rs who have written on 'Jol<lyta syntax have 

t ouched upon the Co.se mor phemes (see chapter one) . :3O[a8 have assumed 

that the e leuents con s.idered i n thi s study as Case mor "?heme s are gende l' 

or numbe r markers or definitizers . I shall argue acaillst this claim 

on the basis of em:cirical evidence. 

One such wor !: is that of Cetachew (1975 E . C: 4) V{:;o observes that 

final - a and - (i)o mark the masculine and the femi n i ne gender 

r espect i vely , in Iic;unS and adjective s. He p rovides t no followi ng. 

C,' ' u ,,) examples to sup:Jor t h is observation (of Cetachew IS7" ~ ""(,; ' . ' - J , 

(13) a . dol'S - a -
sheep- mas 

1male sheep' 

b . dors - io 

sll eep- fem 

' female she ep ' 

Furthermore , he says that "'hen the mor ohemes - ta , -ia , and -io 

a re suffixed to llouns or adjectives , t:ley ident.ify the n Oill1S C'r 

adjectives as plural, masculine Singular, and fer;linine Singular, 
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respectively . lim'lever , t ' 1e corpus on whic~ this the ,s i.s is based upon 

does not support t l:. is descri::; tion " 

Nouns are fOTraed in ",:olayta by sporadic vocal ic endj.ngs , like - 0, 

- a , and - e for uasculine nouns , and - e for feminine lJ OU DS (see chart 

(4». The f",c1: tllat f er'Jinine proper nouns borr01ved from other 

l anguages like j~"'ll1aric tah:e final -e supports this ar;;ument . For 

example , Amharic ,iJroper nouns like I almazl ' Almaz ' becomes ;' ?almaazel , 

Ikaseccl ' Kasech ' becomes Ikasacce/ , I t -tg-tstl ' Tigist t becomes Itigiste, 

Ima7azal ' Neaza ' becomes Ima'iaze/ , etc. while r.Jascul J.lJe p r ope r nouns 

like I kasa/ , ;'bayyu/ , and /haylel remain the same when borrowed . 

The r efore , Getac)lew ' s exam')les for t female sheep t sl,ould have been 

I dorscl (but not ;' dorsio/), as agai nst t he I:!asculine / dorsal . 

masculine 

Chart 4 
'--"' - .- --~~ 

feminine or 

dei,1inuti ve 

, , 
g los s 

'--" -.----.~.---,--.-f__ .. ---.---...... -.' -.--
na? - a na7 - e boy I girl 

kan -a 

mass .-a f---..:o.=.- --. -..... .. .. 
kutto- o 

don - o 

" ?as - o 

bitan-e 

har-e . 

ma'ri n- e f---"==- - - .. _ ..... - .. 
?anjull - 0 

baa ss -a 

?asal -e 
~=::;;---.... -.. 

kan - e dog / bitch 

!nass - e knife 

kutt -e 

don -e potato 
v 

?as -e meat - ---.. ----=--------+-- -- --.--.-' _ .. --.---
. v • 

mlSlr -e 

har -e 

man I womar, 

donl~ey 

ma'r in -e sal t . ---. . --- .-----.-t---- ... ~ .. --.. '--~ 
bal?ann - e names of 

baatur -e persons 

ma?az -e - - - --------- ---,_ .. ---.... --"- -
:\io.r.' .; · ...... , ...... ~....J ..: ...... _ ..... .! ._ ,, _'"1 __ _ .1- _ 

-I 
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Of course , th~ distinction betvfeen the Case l:1ur:/hemes in i.!olayta 

i s based on g8ncler . '['his is not particular to iiolayta. For example , 

accordi ng to Appleyard , in I~amtanga , an Agaw (Central Cushi tic ) 

l anguage spoken i n Falla (Ethiopi a ) the Case markers show different 

forms depending on the gender of the NP they are attaclJed to 

( Appleyara, 19U'1: 258) . Eovrever, i n \"Iolayta , each norpheme does not 

mark gender but indicates ouly the Calle . ror inst£".'ce , had the 

mor pheme -a marl:ed mascul.ille gender, as Get3.chevr clatf!'s, this morpheme 

should have consistently been s\'Lffixed only to masculine NP s . But as 

the examples below show , it may sOinetimes be suffixed to feminine NP s 

and may someti::les even not appear in mascu:Line NP s at all. 

(14) a . na?iy-a zin?- aw-su 

gil'l- nom sleep- impf- ':3fs 

' ":'11e/ a girl is sleeping . 

b . 

woman-nom fall down- 3fs (pf; 

, .. ", I h f 11 ' , j_l~el a \voman _as a en o.OVTD • 

c . bitane waass- esi 

man (nom) cry - 3 ms ( impf) 

T The/ 5. r::lan is crying I. 

d . 
v 

?aso- y I::aT-is i 

meat-nom be cooked-3ms(pf) 

' (The) meat was cooked ' . 

Number is i ndicated imdependently by the plural 110rpheme - t (or 

-nt in proper no\.U1s). The following eXa'llples illustrate that -ta , whicr 
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Getachew clai.n!s t o b e the plural marker , is r·ot a s i,n.:: le morpheme , but 

(15) a , 

b , 

(c) 

?anjullc- y hare- t - a laagg-c.si 

1m~iullo-nom donkey-pl-acc dri ve,-3 ".S-: ii;::of) 

IAnjullo is driving ( the) donlceys ' , 

hare- t -i maTi n i y- a tookk-id- osor:u 

donkey- pI- nom sal t - acc carry - p jo - 3 p I 

, ('rne ) donkeys have carried (the) s2lt ', 

v 
succa-y ?oto-t-a ment-id- esi 

.stOl le- nom jar- pl-acc b r eak- pf- 3ns 

" ;};, e/ a s tone has broken (the) Jars , 

(d) '?oto-t-i puuPulle- t - a 70yk-id-osona 

;j c.r - pl- nom egg-pl- acc contain-pf - 3 pl 

, ( .,11e) j ars 112ve contained : t h e) 8ggS , 

Had -ta beeD a single morphe!:le showi,ng number as in Getachw' s 

obser vation , it oU[sht -(;0 have appeared consistently i ;) all plural NP s ' 

irrespective 01 t~·lC Case tho NP is in , But a.s the e};cu'.:; les in (15a-d) 

show, it is only - t that shoY/s number , Case being imhcated by - a in 

(15 a , b , and d; 2nd by - i in (15 b and d) , 

One addi tioP <11 piece of evidence against Getac;!8\j ' S claim is the 

following , If <111 j.;I' with a particular gender and number morpheme 

changes its .sY'1'tactic position in a sentence, the Case mor pheme change r 

t oo , corresponding to the n(~w Case position , while the gender and 

number morphel,)eS remain the same . This sl].ows that Case suffixes a re 

different from ge'iaer and number marlcers • .., 
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v \" 
a . 20SsCiDca- y dorsiy- o 

f ar.,....1e r - n o ill sheep- ace 

f ~'he/ a farmer slaughter oc1 the/ a sheep !~i'eril) f. 

b . dorsiy- a maata m - aw - su 

sheep-nom grass(aee) eat- iDpf-3fs 

" 'he/a sheep(feD) is eatinG (the) grClSS ,. 

c . dorsa- y 
v" v' 

gossanea Cadd- isi 

sheep-;lOm farmer(aee) attaek- 3ms(pf) 

' .t'he/a sheep(mas) attacked the/a farmer '. 

vv 
d . gossanea-y dorsa 

v , , 
sa:nm - ~s ~ 

r c-trrn.e r-nom sheep(aee) buy-~ms(pi) 

' The/a lar Der bought the/ a sheep(mas) '. 

Vv v 
e . 3:ossal1ca- t -i dorsa-t-a sUkk- osona 

farw~r-ul-nom sheep- pI-ace slaughter- 3pl 

I ('.[')1e) farmers a r e slaughtering (the) sheep(p~'. 

f . dors;a-t-i 
v' V 

gossanea- t-a 6aadd-id- osona 

Sheep- pI-nom farme r-pI-ace attaek-]ilL 3pl 

, ': 1':>e) sheep have attacked (the) f armers '. 

So far , I 113.ve argued agai nst Getachew ' s (1975 ;:;: . C. ) claim which 

holds the view that the suffixes -( i) a , -( i ) 0 are gende r markers an.d 

that - t a is a plural ma rking single morpheme . I have concluded with 

empiri cal evidel':'ce t;1at the elements treated by Getachew (1975 E . C. ) 

a s gender markers are actually Case morphemes ; and tr.Clt his plural 

marker consists of two mor phemes - the plural morpheme - t and the 

accusative Case 2arker - a . 



(1983) and 

Allan (1976a) , h 2'7e trea t e d the '=ase morr;h er.les of' ·!ol&T Gi! and Kullo as 

defini tizers . \dams (1983: 255- 256 ) cons i de r s tI '.e bc.se forra of the 

noun to be the ii; dei'in ite , and claims that the defiLJ i to form is de rived 

through such mor phophonemic pr ocesses as final vowel shortening , 

lengthe'ling , insertion of suffixes , change of pitch, etc . vrhat are 

considered in this study as Case mo rphemes are treated jon Adams ' as 

ma r ke rs of definiteness . Besides , he opposes Moren o ~1938) and Ohman 

and Hailu (1976 ) , who sugeest that the def i nite article (other than the 

demonstrati ve) and the indefj_ni te article (other tha:j the nume r a l ' one ' ) 

are non- existent , for "miss i ng the defini teYJess in nouns due to faulty 

phonologica l aIlalysis 11 (Adams , 1983: 40). Al t~10ugh Adams does not 

forward en ough argLmen ts for h i s cla ims, he tries to support h is view 

by giving the follovrin g examples (Adams , 1983; 4-0 ) "'ll icn seem to imply 

that -0 is the i ndefin ite a rticle and - iyo the defin ite a rticle. 

( 17) a . mi cc -0 ' a sister ' 

b . micc -iyo ' the sister ' 

On the otl:er hand , Yi t barek (1983: 15) believes that Ohman and 

Hailu ' s (1976) argument that the definite article in \!ol ayt a is 

nonexistent , is incorrect , and he suggests that the defi nite a rticle 

is Ii i nherent" in the nominative Case . He a ls"o adds that the existence 

of the defin ite article in the accusative Case is not clear unless it 

is seen in con tcc:t . In sU;J:90rt of his argurJlent h e YJ resents the 

following examples . l 

( 18) a . 

b . 

c . 

!~apoy 

l:ap i yo 

l:apoti 

' the bi r d ' (mas , sg , subj) 

' t he bird ' (fern , sg , obj ) 

1 the b i rds' 



d . h:apUVla worasi ' T kille d -,~l·le bird. I ~ , c 

e . li::api ~T o wor a si ' I ki lleo. t h e b ird I. 

f. kapo vlOrasi ' I kil led bird ' • 

Although Yitbarek has n ot segmented the morpheme s to s h ow the 

definite markers i n the given examples, comparing the IJP /lmpo/ in 

(18f) (wh ose gloss indica tes t hat it has no article) \vi t h the same noun 

elsewhere i n t ':1e examples, he seems to impl y that t h e elements - y , 

- (i)yo , -ti and - wa a re t he definite a rticle marl,ers (cf . Yi tbarek , 

1 983: 15). 

Allan (1976a : 331) also s tates t hat i n 1(ul10 , which is mutually ,-
i n tellegi b l e ,ri'c', Uolayt a (Acadel'tY of Et h i opi an Languages, 1980 E. C.), 

a single NP in subject position (and s ometi;Tl€s in ob ject position) can 

be made definite by s uffix ing -i. But h e does not give examples . 

;,{hat Adams (19<.33), Yitbarek (1983) and Allan (1976a ) agree on is 

t hat there are sc:lf ixes whic':l s h ow defin iteness i n t h i s l anguage, and 

that t hese s uffixes i n clude t h e elements t h a t I cons ider here to be 

Case markers . 'l'he arguments that foll ow "Jill sh ow t hat t heir analyses 

are incorrect. 

Tne examples forwal'ded by Adams (1983) and Yitbarel: (1983) are 

given incomplete glosses. The complete glosse s are givel, i n (19) belm-' , 

and these exar~ples wi ll prove t hat these suffixes are r ot definiti zers 

but Case markers, an d t hat there are n o defin iteness [lar k i ng suffixes 

in the language . 

( 19) a. :llicco ' sis t er ' ( generic ) • 

b . micciy-o 'the/a siBter-acc' . 

c. lWpo-y 'the/ a bird-n om ' (mas ) . 

d. kapiy-o ' the/a bird- ace ' Cf em ) . 
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e . l:a]J 0- 0 t - i ,( -t:he) b ird-pl-nom~ 

f . kapuwo-a worasi ' I killed the/a bird (mas ) I. 

g . lcapiy-o worasi ' I killed t hel a bird (fe!;]) , • 

h . lcapo worasi ' I killed bird (generic) ' • 

To illustrate these examples , let us suppose t hat two persons 

exchange the followi ng hypotheti cal discourse . Even though the discou:--

seems to lacle coherence , it could serve our purpose of s:10W'ing that a 

single form Ikapo}/ ' bird- nom(mas) ' can be both defiiJ ite and indefinite 

and that this is ~ot shown by any definiteness marking suffixes . 

(20) (i) Spealcer A: lcapo-y waass - esi. ha-ge ?iita 

bird- nom sinr;-3ms(impf) . 'l'l1is- one bad (be) . 

' This is bad ( omen); a bird is singing '. 

8peaJ.:er B: tumakka , 7issi lmpo- y waass-esi 

certainly , one bird-nom sing-3ms(impf) . 

' Certainly, a bird is singing '. 

(ii) Speaker A: 7anjullo kapo-y 7awa7 

Anjullo bird-nom wlc.ere (be) 

' iThe re is Anjullo ' s bird.? ' 

,spea]cer B: 7anjullo- y 7oyk-id-o lcapo- y-ikka waass - esi 

Anjullo- nom catch- pf- acc bird- nom-also sj '0,-

3ms(impf) • 

' The bird Anjullo caught is also Si nging', 

As the utterances demonstrate , the NP/kap o-yl ' bL'd ' is i ndefinite 

in (i), while it is definite in the sentences of speal{ers A and B in 

(ii) . The definiteness or the indefiniteness of the ;·JP is shown not by 

any definiteness or indefiniteness Darking element, but by pragmatiC 

context. 
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Yitbarel: (196~: L. C.) has noted this fact, In t ' .cis ::;tudy all his 

examples of the t:;pe Given in (19) are translated u:Lth the two 

alternative s- nari:ely , as definite or indefinite, i~r~ lying that there is 

no definiteness ElarLing sui'fix . For i nstance, in his examples quoted 

below as (21) his glosses imply that each hIP irresppctive of the 

difference in the Case suffixes may be definite or indefinite and there> 

is no any elel'lent showing this . 2 

(21 ) wit;lOut Case the sterJ l10minati ~le gloss 
" _ _ 6 - . _ _ ~. ~ . . . ____ 

.--~--~-~-~ ------~ .. ~- -.. ~ ~ 

(i) dorsa dors-
/' I 

dors-ay :mas .' the/a sheep 

dors-j,ya (fen) the/a sheep 

dors-ati I ' ,pI) ( the) sheep 

(ii) udLmTe udunT- udunT-ey (~O\ l~l Cl d .: the/a fly 

Ud"Li.nT- iya ( .p ~ r'· ) 
\ .1. t ~ .iL the/a fly 

udtmT- eti (n1) (the) flies 

( iii) kutto l:utt- kutt- oy (mas) the/a cock 

kutt- iya (,oe o ) 
'. .L ~.J the/a hen 

kutt-oti (pl) (the ) cocks/h ' 

(Yitbarek , 1962 E . C. : 58- 59) . 

Besides , :ioreno's (1933) and Ohman and HaHu ' s (1976) views 

regar ding the definite article are "forth noting. HOl'enCJ (1938: 31) , 

explaining the 111al1ner in which definiteness is expressed in Cmeto 

languages, taking the Gofa dialect which is 'nutually intellegible Ivi th 

Wolayta (Acader,lY 01 :2thiopian Languages , 1980 S.C.), says that the 

definite article is nonexistent and that indefiniteness can be expressC" 

by the numeral 'one'. He cites the example /asa/ ' :nan' and ' the man'; 

but / issi asa/ literally 'one man' to mean I a man' . Gman and Hailu 

(1976: 157) have also agreed with lvIoreno saying that t here is no 
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defini teness lJarl:er in ";iolayta other t han t~le delr.ons-crCltivcs for 

definiteness and the numera: ' one ' for indefiniteness . 

By def in i teness is lilea'lt r eference to an ;JP silmring familiarity 

of the referents to par ticipan t s of a discourse . In some languages , 

s uch old information denoted by an NP i s expr essed by using all t he 

three definiti.zer s , name ly , def i nite a r tic le , demonstratives , a nd 

singul atives , or one or two of them. In \{olayta , howeve r, as shown by 

fP,o r eno ( 1938) , 8XJd Ohman and Hailu ( 1976) definitene s,s i s exp r e s sed by 

us i ng only dem onstratives 3.IJd indefiniteness by the nuweral / 7i ssi/ 

' one ' • Other thail these , it is determined by context . Thus , NP s in 

\'{ ol ayta may be ambiguous as to their defini"cenes s or indefiniteness , i f 

they are not de-cem.ined by one of these tV/o devices . 

( 22) a . 7issi kapo- y kaara- n de7- es i 

one bird- noil] roof- in exist- 3ms ( i mpf> . 

' :. bird Ii ves in the/ a roof '. 

b . l;ana- y ?issi kapuw- a m-esi 

clog- nom one bi r d - ace eat-3ms ( imp£) • 

' The/A dog i s eating a b ird '. 

c . he kapo- y hay K-isi 

that bir d- nom die - 3ms ( pf) 

, Ttat/The b ird has died '. 

d . ~ ; :ma-y he kapuvr- a wor-i si 

dOG- nom t hat b ird-ace kill- 3ms(pf) . 

t The/A dog has k illed that bird '. 

e. zino kapuVl- a V/or- asi 

/esterday bird-ace kill-lsg(pf) . 

t I l;illed the/ a bird Yeste r dav ' . 



f . l~apo-y m- esi 

eat- 3Lls (impi') 

"lhe/ A bir d is eating t he/ a wa rw '. 

The example s s~!ow that the NP /kapo- / ' bird ' is indefinite when 

it f oll ows the qucmtif i e r /?issi/ ' one ' (as i x' (22a- b) ; defin ite when 

it follows the ll8ii]onstrati ve (as i n ( 22c- d)) ; and is ambi guous being 

ei t ile r definite or indefinite depending or. c ontext (ES i n ( 22e- f)) 

where it does not fol1ovi either. 

Furthe r more , consideration of the mechanisms the language uses 

where defLliteness in an NI' ts a r equi r ement .shows clearly that the 

language has no overt definite or indefi'l ite marl;ing affix . Let us 

observe the fo11o':.'ing examples . 

( 23) a . ta keetta- y bilatte haatta mat a 

rny llOuse-no"] Bilatte river(acc) near(be) 

' Ily home i s near the river Bilatte '. 

b . na7atetta- ni taan-i ' haatta g i ddon kaa?- a si 

childhood-in I - nom r i ver(acc) i n play-lsg (pf) 

' During ch ildhood I used to play ill a/ t he river '. 

The sense '-Ire get from the word / haatta/ 'river ' in (b) is di ffere: 

in different contexts: If the statements i n ( a ) and ( b) a re uttered 

by different s peakers at two different times , / haatta/ ' r iver' i n ( b ) 

refers to an ~~identified river by t he discussants , and the gloss will 

be 'a river '. But if the sta tements (a) and (b) a r e uttered by the 

same speaker conti;1uously , the word /haatta / ' r ive r ' r efe r s to the RiVE 

Bilatte, and the gloss re 2.ds ' the river '. But since t lle language haE "­

affixes to i ndicate definiteness or indefin iteness, t h e word is the 

same for bot h senses . Hence the statement i n ( b ) is uf'lbiguous , If the 

1 
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spe aker intendsc;o disa1'1bigu3.te it by show.~ n:; thc,t / hCtatt a / ' river' 

refers to ' the :1i"Jo r Bila tte' , the language provides ,]() other mechanism 

than using either a demonstrative like / ha/ ' this ' or /118/ ' that ', or 

the name of the r·ive r once more, as in ( 24 ) beloV! . 

(24) a . ta keetta-y bilatte haatta mata . 

my house - nom Bilatte river(acc ) nearCbo' 

Q1y home is near the river Bilatte '. 

b . nG ~tetta-ni taal1 - i (ha / he/bilatte) haettte:. 

cb.ilclhood- i n I - nom (t!1 is! ti12:t/Dilatte; 

kaa',=asl 

p lay- lsg (pf) 

' During childhood I used to play in the river '. 

g1dder. 

I n 

This sucgests then that i n this language there i;:; DO definiteness 

or indefiniteness uarking affix, 

That the ele::lei; ts considered to be definitene s s ['ar1, e ."s by Adams 

(1983 ), YHbarek ~ 1953 ) and Allan (1976 ) are not actually such morphemC' · 

can also be verif ied by examining the i ndependent pronouns . It is an 

established f act that independent personal p ronouns do not require 

defini teness marlwl"s as they are inherently definite . But i n t h is 

language , the indeyelldent personal pronouns have t.h e S2me endings that 

the se linguists cODsider to be defin i tizers i n othe r 1:.'",. The fact thp s 

such endings are cieto,r:rtined by the position the pronoun occupies in 

sentences , proves t hat t hese are Case ending s and not definiteness 

markers . Observe t :1e pronouns i n the f oll oving eX8Jilples . 

( 25 ) a, ?-i tama 7eet-esi 

he- nom fire (acc) make-3ms( impf) 

fEe is making fire r. 
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b . ·oal ?ann- a ?-a so?-asu 

Dnllane-noiTI he-ace hit-3fs (pf) 

IEClllane hit him . 

c . ?- a haatta duuk- a\V- su 

she-nom water(acc) bring- i I'lpf- 3fs 

' 3he is bringing \Vater I. 

d . ?an.jull o- y 7-0 Teeg- esi 

Anjullo- nom she- acc call - 3ms(impf) 

' Anjul lo is calling her '. 

As 'Ile can observe , the ending s i n the pronouns are identical to 

those in other NP:3 i n different Case posit.;.ons . ( ,see 3ennayit (1984 ) ; 

see also charts 5 and 6 below) . From thi. . JlloVls tile conclusion that 

\1' olayta has no illdependent morphemes other than t:~e cle"'onstrati ve marl~ 

to show definiteness , and no i ndependent morphere,es other t; lan the 

nume r al /7issi/ ' oDe I to sb.oVl indefiniteness . 3 

One may perhaps argue that these elements could refe r to another 

g r ammatical c ategory t han a definite marke r such as a ~lOun class mark.::· 

However , this argUf.lent could not hold true either. l)le fact that a 

single NP manifests the different endings when it appears at different 

Case positions in clauses shows that these elements are indeed Case 

markers . 

One more piece of evidence to shmv that these sufi:Lxes are indeed 

Case markers ca" be obtained from the cli tic pronouns of the language. 

These pronoluls represent the heads of NP structures o.nd possess the 

meaning ' one'. "-"ney are marked fo r Case accorc:ing to the position the: 

appear in t he sentence ana the Cases are realized by t~le same Case 
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markers in the clitics and varying according to the gellcle r of the 

clitics just like the NPs . Some examples are given below . 

(26) a . bitan iy- a- ge hayK-is i 

man- acc - CL(nom) die - 3ms ( Df) 

"me man ' s one(mas) has died '. 

b . ?an,jullo- y a i t an iy- a - g- a 7ekk-isi 

!m;jull<l- nom man- acc- CL- acc talce - 3ms(pf) 

c . 

' ;'cnjullo took away the man ' s one(mas) t. 

bitaniy- a- r - a hayK- asu 

m::CIJ-acc- CL- nom die - 3fs(pf) 

" ~'l1e l!lf:t:l ' S one(fem) has died ' . 

d . 7anjullo- y bitaniy- a - r - o ?ekk-isi 

!',njullo- nom man - acc-CL-acc take - 3ms~pf) 

I A.njullo took away the man ' s one (feln ) I • 

In the examples , we have the cli tic prOnOUJ1S - ESe (ma sculine) and 

- r (feminine) . 'lhe masculine cli t ic pronoun tal<:e s the suffix - i when 

it is marked nOElinative Case in subject position as i n (a) , where it 

makes coalescence VIi tl, t h e final vowel of the cli tic and does not show 

on surface . But t h e same masculine clitic pronoun appears heading the 

object of the verbal !lead in (b) vlhere it is marlced accusative Case . 

The Case is reali_zed as - 8. (i. e, ge+a -~~ g- a) . On t h e other hand , 

the feminine cli.tic pronoun -r appears heading the subject NP in (c) 

where it is rnarlced nominative Case realized b~' t he suffix - a; and it 

appears heading the object of t he verbal head in (c~ ) wh ere it is marked 

accusative Case realized as t r.e suffix - 0. '::"!1is iD identical to the 

case with l exical YPs i n the l anguage (see also cha,-"t 5 and 6). 
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C h a rt 5 -_ .. _"'------
"r • -~ .----..... .. .----. -_ .. _ .. "-". ------------- -.,..-- . -----_. -.-

form of the pron oun a c c usa t i v e nom i na t i v e 

mascul ine feminine 

number gloss 

._~.~~_~~~:~~J.-~~~~ ~r~~!~~~i~~' i~~~~ ·· 
ta /taan-i i .----. 

; -. -_ ... _-- --- ... _ __ . ____ .... - ~. ___ . __ ~_ -1------ · 

taan- a I 

person.:..l l3 inglllar ne /neen- i neen- a you 

pr011(1)';JS 
11U i~~~~=i-'-I---·- -.?=~~: --t nu::~a i--- ?~.O ___ +Il_e_(;;~.~ __ _ 

plural ?i nte/?inten- il I ?inten- a you 

clitic 

... -----.-~;i'i :-:-:~:~ ~-) --+ --~_-: ---·t-~(-i ~:~-!;-;a) t---.:~=: · · -1-.. _t~~~ __ 

singular I ba- y( 1. e. ba+i) I -.. - ~a( 1. e. ba+a) I - - l one 

r ro.n01J.:ns 
PJuraJ-·· - 'g·~t '_i ·---j·_ -.n.n ~·a._· ·-- ---+--;;t---=-~-_.- 1--'---' nq- o -j---'-:~';s _. _ 1 ..... _____ .__ _ ______ . __ . _ . _ _ __ .. ____ _ 

l'J ola~t_a..Jl.~.9.l".'?Y'!2.S. --,~~_tE_ .. ~l?e_~.~_s..ase s~.;f ixes 

C h art 6 _ A. ~._ . __ ... __ _ 

nom i na t i v e , 1.<;3. e e u 
sat --i. ~'!: e~ 

nne 
, 

for~l of the pronolln I nu.rnber 
--_.---' --''-- -----l--~--

- i 

~_ne femil -
- a 

-~ - a 

- a 

11lc!-'§_~ u.l_~~J.f.e_m i !!..~E~U.n!a_s~_ - .. ---.----- -.- . .. ·--- -1--- --
personal pr onouns _'-singular 

eli t ic prO-,'0l.\XJS 

-i - a 

.1 ~~"5~~='--I_-i J -X.1._L_--=_<1..._ 
lural -i - a . ______ ..... _ ..... _ . .. __ . __ .. _...-.t-""____ _ ~-__ 

Case _!?.lldi l1.S.§.....in Vi olayta...Eron9..u.P-~ 
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It has bEen shmm thus far that the ass'JUptioi, that considers the 

Case morphemes as gender, number , or defL,i teness r.:arl;"rs is incorrect. 

What exactly , thel" , are the Case morphemes? How lcoes o:-,e Case morpheme 

differ from anoti'ler? I shall now adress these questions . 

Cerul l i (1929) and r;oreno (1938: 28-29; i dentify the nominative 

Case marker to be - i or - y o They also explain that geilitive Case is 

formed when the possessor NP il!L!Jlediately precedes t ile possessed NP . 

But they do ;lOt g:Lve any examples . This implies that genitive Case is 

abstract having no phonetic realization , v:hich is contrary to my 

observation belovr (see 3. 2.3 for details) . l'loreover , Loreno (1938:31) 

states that postpositions can be suffixed to the accusative fo r m as in 

/ tana-s/ 'to me ' , /nena- n/ ' by you(sg) '. 

Ohman and EIailu (1976: 157) argue that the accusative Case is the 

base form of HPs as in Oromo and many other ;:: thiopian languages , which , 

according to my observation , is very unlikely because the nominative 

and the accusative Case suffixes are added to the noun root or follow 

the plural mar!,er , a il d one form does not derive from the other as we 

shall see in the examples below. However , Ohman alld I:ailu (1976: 155) 

point out t he phonological changes t hat take place as the Case morphemeF 

are suffixed to NFs ending in vowels. They say that \'Then two vowels 

come in succession i n morpheme boundaries, a glide is formed as in 

/ kapo- i/ ' bird- nom I becoming /kapoy / , and /kapo- a/ I bird- acc I, becoming 

/ kapowa/, etc. noreover, Ohman and Hailu (1976: 155) have also tri ed 

to show that personal, demonstrative and interrogative pronouns take 

different endinGS U'",0n they are in nominat ive or the accusative Case . 

Regarding t>e pronouns , Sennayit (1984) has identified the Case 

suffixes to be -i or -e for the maSCUline, but - a for the feminine ir 
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the nomi native; c.nd -a for the masculine and - 0 f or tLe femin i ne in 

the accusative. However, she has wrongly considered -e to be the 

nominative Case marll:er for masculine. This -e is part of the stem as 

in /hage/ ' this one ' and / hage-t- i / ' this one-pI-nom ' (see charts 5 and 

6). 

Indeed , the nominative Case morpheme is -i (which sometimes appear . . 

phonetically . as -y) in t;1e masculine and in plural l.,[ps , and -a in the 

feminine NPs. The accusative Case suffix is -a (and it alternates wit::. 

-u in the plural ) in the masculine and plural NPs ; and it is -0 in the 

feminine NPs . 

Postposittons are not Case realizations. They are suffixed to thE 

NPs with the accusative marker. as the follO\ving ezamples show (cf. 

Moreno, 1938: 31): ex. /neen-a-ra/ ' you( s g )-acc -with ', 'with you'; 

/kuttuw- a-ra/ ' cock-acc-with', 'with the cock'; /na?iy-o-ppe/ ' girl-

acc-from', ' from the girl '; etc. Had the postpositions been Case 

realizati ons , they would have been dropped when another Case marker i.e. 

attache d to the J.TP , or the other Case marker would have been dropped 

when a postposition is attached to the NP . But this is not so. 

The Case morphemes are realized without any phonological changes 

only when they appear after a consonant, and the best of such places j ' 

in plural NPs where they occur afte r the plural marker -to Otherwise, 

the Case morphemes , be i ng vocalic in most cases, lmdergo certain 

phonological changes when they occur i n the environment of other vowel : 

(see charts 7 and 8). The phonological processes in charts 7 and 8 cal 

be summerized as follows. The changes seem to depend on whether the 

stem is a common or a proper noun. 
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Common nou11s Proper 11.~~ 

- a + i ~ .. --- ni - a + i --- "-- i 
- e + i ai - e + i -.-~.~ . ~-- j. 

=Q + i oi - 0 + i ._-- -_. - c i 
-a + a a - 0 + a 0 
- e + a ia ·· 0 + a -~ -- ... - a 
-0 + a ua -e + a - -" .-.- i 
-e + 0 io - e + 0 -- . .. 

--- ~- 0 
- e + 0 -~~-- -~ - i 

The details of these nhonological r ul es , t he changes that emerge from 

such rules and the explanations as to what triggers the changes are 

beyond the scope of this thesis which must be taken up in anothe r 

research . 

Let us now see the diffe rent Case morphemes as realized in diff~· 

NPS a t different Case positions in the following exampl es . 4 

( 27) a . 

b . 

c . 

7anjullo- y di i tta kaa7-esi 

Anjullo- nom "ditta"(acc) pl ay - 3ms(impf ) 

!!mjullo i s playing the I1ditta" . 5 

na7iy-a 7an julla- a dos-aw- su 

girl- nom Anjullo- acc 10ve-impf-3fs 

' Tl w girl loves Anjullo '. 

na7iy-a 7anjullo-ppe . . If" mllssa bonk- asu 

girl-nom Anjullo( acc )-from money(acc )snatch-3fs( pf; 

' The girl snatched money from Anjullo '. 

d . bitane 7anjullo mayuw-a peer-isi 

man (nom ) Anjullo ( acc) clothes- ncc tenr-3~s(pf ) 

!The man tore Anjullo's clothes ', 

e . b i tane ba17ann- o koyy-esi 

raan(nom ) Ballane- acc look for - 3ms(impf ) 

!The man is looking for Ballane' . 
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-,.---_. _ .. __ ._ .. -._"._"- _ . __ ._--
nom i 'n ' a t :· i v e a c ~usat i ve 

8 " t e ill ---- g 1 G S S 
underlying surface underlying surf ace 

-----~------.-

na?e na7e- a na?iy- a na7e - o na ?iy.o/ na?e girl 
\ 

dorse dors~~a dorsiy- a dorse - o dorsiy.o/ dorse sheep 
:. • "J " II'; • 'oJ' .., 

masse mnsse - a mas sly- a masse - o 
.' \ 1 v v 

mass iy;o/ masse knife 

?eCere ?eCere- a ?eCeriy- a I ?eCere- o 7eCeriy.c/ 7eCere rat 
. " . . ~ . . '/ . . . . . ffilsl.re !!Jl Slre- a mlslrly- a mlSlre- o . / ' mis iriy.o misire woman 

kutte lmtte- a kuttiy- a kutte - o kuttiy.o/ kutte hen 
--.-~ .. ---~~ .. ' ~.' .. _--
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?almaazo/ 7almaazi 1 Almaz 
.- - - -_." .. - - -- -_._-_. __ .- - . - ~ . - - - - --- - - -- - - - - _. - - --

?almaaze 7almaaze- a I 7almaaz-a 7a lmaazE>-o 

:,Q1e-.Sase .. . . 3~_:Z~~'~~ in fem i nine ._~r::._d_e.E'~1!,!.l .. i .. t..i ve __ pP~ .. _~ l.U1derlying and s~rface form~ 
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f. bi t E'.ne bal ?al1r1 i-ra giya b- esi 

Dan (nom) !3all 2::ne - ':li th market go- 3ms ( i lHpf) 

' T1:e man is going to the mar ket with 3a11ane '. 

g . bitane ba17ann i na7iy- o '?ekk- isi 

mar<nor,l ) Ballane (acc) daughter-acc marry- 3ms(pf) 

' The Dan married Ballane ' s daughter '. 

(28) a. d Oi'lO- y kaT-is i 

potato-nom ripen- 3ms(pf) 

' Tne potato has ripened ' . 

b . na7iy-a donuw-a katt-asu 

girl- nom potato-acc cook-3fs(pf) 

' ,:'11e girl has cooked potato' • 

. ( 
e. misiriy- a donuw-a-ppe guTi niy- a maT-a\v-su 

Woman- 110m potato-ace-from warm-ace piell:-impf-3fs 

' The woman is p icking the warm from t b.e potato I. 

d . na?a- y donuw-a hayta duutt-isi 

bo}'- n om potato-acc leaf ( ace) detach-3ms (pf) 

' l.Tne boy detached the leaf of the potato '. 

e . kuttiy- a katta maT-aw-su 

hell - nom g r ain(aec ) piek-impf- 3fs 

' T11e h en is picking £rain '. 

na7a-y kuttiy-o 
~ 

sueca-n 
\( 

s07-is1 

boy- no!'] h e n- ace stone(aee)-v!ith hit-3ms(pf) 

" ['ne boy hi t t h e h en with s tone I • 

g . na7iy- a kuttiy-o hufiy- a KanT-asu 

girl-nom hen- ace head-ace cut off-3fs (pf ) 

' Tho g irl has cut off the hen ' s head '. 



h. na?a-y kut tiy-o-ra kaa 7-e s i 

boy-nom hen-ace-with play-3ms(impf) 

!The boy is pl ayi ng with the hen!. 

Each of the ;·IPs / 'i'anjullo/ ! Anjullo! i n sentences (27 a-d), 

/bal?anne/ !Ball8Il.e! in sentences (27 e-g), /dono/ !p otato! in sentence 

(28 a-d) and /l;:utte/ then! in sentences (28 e-h) occurin different 

Case positions (i.e. in L-NP,S], (NP,VP], C NP,PP]. and CNP,fil] ) 

in the sentences, and the Cases are realized as -i (or-y) or -a 

for the nominative, and as -a or -0 for the accusative depending on the 

gender of the NP . 

Not e s ==-======= 

1. Yitbarek! s (1983: 15) /kapowa/ and /kappyo/ are rewritten as 

/kapuwa/ and /kapi yo/ respectively, following the way informants 

pronounce them. 

2. Note tha t Yitbarek (1962: 58-59) gives the glosses in 

Amharic. The rendering into English is mine. 

3. Henceforth , glosses will be given only with either the, 

definite or the i ndefinite article freely. 

4. Note that as sh own in charts 7 and 8, the suffixation of the 

Case morphemes sometimes results in some kind of phonological changes 

with stem final vowels. The Case morphemes do not result in any 

phonological chal1.ge only when they are attached to stems with final 

consonants as it i s t he case after the plural marker -t (eg . bitane-t-
y 

i !man-pl-nom!, hi t ane-t-a !man-pl-acc!; misire-t-i !woman-pl-nom!, 

" misire-t-a !woman- pl-a cc !, etc). In t he examples, t herefore, only the 

surface f or ms are given . The reader may ref er to t he charts in case 

he wants to knmf the underlying fo r ms. 
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5 . /diitta/ i s a \'lo l ayt a wor d f or a mus i c : .l i·"s-Gl'urne nt 

i dentical VIi t ll t he /k"+rar/ in Amharic . Il};ile the " d i it-cQ/ has onl y 

five strings , "[;1'.e /)(:j:r a r/ has six . Fo r l ac), of an equiva lent Engl i sh 

word t he word is not t rans late d . 
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I n Wol ayta NPs are ass i gned di fferent Cases by virtue of the ir 

be i ng in di ffe r ent Case positions . A sentence wi ll be excl uded as ill­

formed if it vi olat es the Case Filter, t hat i s , .i.f it has NPs which a re 

t 'i. d (' I no assgne ,ase . Compare the NPs i n (29a ) and (29b-c ) . 
1\ 

( 29) a . lmna- y 

dog- nom 

.j 

?asuw- a 

meat- acc 

m-es i 

eat- 3ms(impf ) 

' ~e dog is eating meat '. 

b . .::. taan-i L- kana ?asuw- a m- ana- w_7 Teell-as i 

I - nom L-dog meat- acc eat-img -for_7 see-Isg (pf) 

.:c ' I see the dog to eat meat ' . 

C . .::. ?et- i L-na?a ?asuw-a m-ana-ssi _7 digg-osona 

t hey- nom L-boy meat- acc eat-i~~ -for_i prohibit-3pl 

.::. ' They pr ohibi t the boy to eat meat '. 

The str ucture which has sat i sf i ed the Case Filter and ha s all i ts 

NPs a ssigned Case i s (29a) . The sentences in ( 29b- c) are ill-formed 

because they violate the Case Filte r havi ng NPs ( the embedded s ubjec t s: 1 

which a r e not assigned Case. The embedded s ub j ects a r e not as s i gned 

Case because the r e is no AGH or ASP/TNS to assi gn them one . 

Eventhough Case ass i gnment has some universal pr oper t i es , it may 

a l so have particular properties in languages . The properties may 

r elate to the categories which ass i gn 

l evels at which Case assignment takes 

Case .7 which 

place , and the 

r eceive Case , 

manner it is 
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assigned. In t his section , I shall attempt t o show both the general 

and particular features of the Case system in \:lolayta . 

I n the previous section , i t has been po.i.nted out that NPs may be 

assigned either nomi native or accusati ve Case in v!olayta, and that thes 

Cases are designated by diffe rent morphemes . But I have not identified 

the categories which ass i gn and those which receive such Cases . I 

shall take up t hi s issue i n this section . Besides, in this section, I 

shall a l so sho"l the levels at which Case is ass i gned i n the language. 

Theoretically , every lexical head , i,e., ~j.l V, P , A and nWL 

(strict ly speaking I NFL is not lexical ; s ee note ., of chapter 1) is 

potentially a Case ass igner (Chomsky, 1981 : 50 ). In this language, 

however, only L ~IL , V and P are Case assigners. AGR or ASP/ TNS i n nWI 

aSBign nOllinat :Lve Case t o a subject ]lfP ; transitive verbs and -OL 

postpositions assiGn accusative Case to their complernents (see 3.1-3.2 

below fo r detai ls ). TI1e Case assigners are always on the right of the 

Case receivers . Hence Case assignment in t h is l anguG.ge is from right 

to l eft . TIl is suggests that the language i s t ypologically head-final. 

The Case r ec i pi ents i n this language are only iW.s . Clauses are, 

of course, excluded by the Case resistance princ iple (C~) . All NPs 

must satisfy the Case Fi lter by receiving a particular Case that a 

Case assign i ng category can assign. The Case is r eJ.l i zed morphologicaJ 

In an NP structure in ',,,hich the head has an AP complement, 1. e. , 

L-AP , NP_7, and is i n a Case pos i tion , the Case manifests itself on the 

NP . In some discourse situations ,,,here only the AP appears , the Case 

suffix may appear on the AP (see 30- 31 below). This does not however 

mean t hat APs are Case reCipient. The fact t hat this takes place whe' 

I 
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the NP head is !Jissing i ndicates that the Case is basically t hat of the 

NP and not of the AP , The AP shows the suffixes by taking them from 

the NPs , 

(30) a , L~7adussa na?a- y_7 hariy- a laagg- esi 

donkey- ace drive- 3ms(impf ) 

' Tne tall boy i s driving a donkey ', 

b , C ?adussa-y] 

C tall- nom ] 

hariy- a laagg- esi 

donkey- ace drive- 3ms( i mpf ) 

' T:'le tall (one) i s driving a donkey ' , 

c , .::. L-?adussa-y na ?a- y _7 hariy- a laagg- esi 

L- tall-nom boy-nom _7 donkey- ace drive- 3ms(impf) 

(31) a , 7anjul lo-y L-Ceega miizziy- o_7 bayz-isi 

Anjullo- nom L-old cow- acc _7 sell- 3ms (pf) 

' fmj ullo has sold the old cow ', 

b , ?anjullo- y C Ceeg iy- o] bayz-isi 

l'.njullo- nom L-old-acc_7 sell- 3ms(pf) 

' hlj ullo has sold the old ( onr~ ' , 

c , ·x· ?anjullo-y C Ceegiy- o miizziy- o;;.7 bayz-is i 

An j ullo- nom C old-ace cow- ace ] sell-3ms (pf) 

These examples illustrate that only NPs are Case recipi ents , Thi s 

includes derived NPs as well. Like other NPs , they are also subject 

to the Case Filter, The following examples show that such NPs receive 

Case and the Case i s realized morphologically, 

(32) v suha- y de7- esi a. masKala gallasi 

Nasqal day slaughtering-nomexis t - 3ms(impf ) 

li t, 'On t1asqal day slaughtering exists ', 

' There is slaughtering on t1asqal day ' , 
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b . mi"hriy- a ?an jul lo- ssi daro zoriy-a ?imm-~su 

woman- nom Anj ullo-to much advice-acc ,; i ve--3ms (pf) 

' The \Voman gave Anjullo much advice '. 

~ 

In (32) the derived nomi nals are / suha/ ' slaughte:::'ing ' and /zore/ 

" ' advice '. They are derived from the corresponding verbs /sukk-/ 

' slaughter ' and /zor-/ ' advice ', respecti vely. These !liPs are assi gned 

Case and the Cases are morphologically realized. The structures would 

have been ungraGLmatical had the NPs been \Vi thout Case . Compare the 

ung r ammatica l (33 ) with the grammatical (32a) . 

(33 ) masKala gallassi 
v 
suha de?-esi 

~jasqal day slaughterj_ng exist- 3ms (impf) . 

The next question to raise concerns t he l evel at wh ich Case 

assignment takes pla ce. According to Chomsky (1981: 170; 1986: 193) 

Case assignment takes place both at D - and S - structures . Inherent 

Case is assigned at D- structure and structural Case is assigned at 

S- structure. The assignment of inhe rent Case is associated with e­
marking. 1'his means that inherent Case i s assigned to an NP as part 

r:>f the subcategorization property of the head (Chomsky , 1986: 193 ). 

In \volayta , one of the internal arguments i n a VP with a verb of 

double NP complements gets accusative Case inherently at D- structure. 

Thus, such verbs have the subcategori zati on pr operty of selecting two 

internal arg~~en ts one of which is marked accusative Case inherently 

as the NP /bitaniy-a/ ' man- acc ' in (34) below.. This means that this 

i nternal argument i s base generated with an accusative Case , while the 

other /?oge/ 'way ' , in (34), is assigned ac cusat ive Case by the verb. 

( See 3 . 2 . 1 f or detai l s). 
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(34) polise bita.n iy-a ?ogiy- a 70yc-i s i 

police man (nom ) man- acc way-acc aSk- ::JmcS(pf) 

"111e poli ce man asked the man the way'. 

Following Chomsky , NPs get structural Case at oS - struc ture . In 

this case , Case assignment is dissociated from 8- marldng . For instance , 

in the language , nominati ve Case assignment to the patient noun i n a 

passive structure takes pl ace after the NP has undergone "fljove ~II 

triggered by Case , which is at the leve l of S- structure (see 4,2 below 

for details) . TI,erefore , it seems plausible to general ize that Case 

i s assigned in this language at bo th levels of D - and oS-structure . 

So far, ,Ie have tried to show the Case ass igning and Case recipi ent 

categories and also the levels at which the assignment of Case takes 

place. In the following section , I shall try to shO\v h ow the assignmen'" 

of the two Cases , nomi native and accusative, tal,es pl ace in the languat; . 

3 . 1. Nominative Case Assignm~nt 

As it has been pointed out above , in \'iolayta nominative Case is 

assigned to an llP governed by AGR C' r AoSP/ TNS in INFL. This means that 

nominative Case is assigned to a subject NP of a finite or tensed cl aus r 

and the Case assigners are both the features AGR and ;.3P/TNS in INFL. 

First let us consider the assignment of nominative Case by AGR in INFL. 

In a finite clause whose INFL contains AGR , the subject NP is 

assigned nominative Case , since only in such a clause does INFL have 

AGR to match the subject NP in the features person , number and gender. 

Consider the following examples. 

(35) a. mitta-y na7a bolla kund-id-esi 

tree- nom boy(acc) on fall down- pf- 3ms 

' TIle tree has fallen down on the boy '. 
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b. na?iy-a m-aw-su 

girl-nom eat-impf-3fs 

' The girl is eating '. 

c . garawa- t -i ?asuw- a goocc-osona 

cat- pI- nom meat- acc pull- 3pl (impf) 

' The cats have pulled the meat '. 

In the examples, AGR is 3ms in (35a), 3fs in (35b) and 3pl i n 

(35c), and I~WL governs and assigns nominative Case to the subject NPs, 

which show a matching in the features of person , nwnber and gender wi th 

AGR . The government relationshi p between the AGR and the subject NP 

in (35C\ i13 

(36) 

shovm below. 

NP 

I 

IP 

.----- ~I· 
/ ____ I 

VP I 
garmTa- t-i I AGR 

( cat- pl-.nom) V i - osona 

NP/~V (3pl) 

c I I 
?asuw-a goocc-

(meat- acc) (pull ) 

As we can see from the P- marker , strictly spealdng. the . governmer ' , 
relation is not between NP and I, but it is between ,'II' and IA 

The examples (35a - c) illustrate that there is a matching of 

features between t h e s ubject NPs and the AGR element s i n INFL. But 

there are also cases vlhere such AGR features are absent as i n (37) 

below. In such ca ses IlJFL seems to have only the feature ASP/TNS . 

(For details of 

4.1 below). 

the nature of INFL in different type.s of clause, see 

I 
\ 
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'/ V gossanca-y Vlonto y-ana 

farmer-nom tomorroVl come- impf 

' The farmer will come tomorrow '. 

In (37) , the subject NP is in the nominative Case . This may 

suggest that ASP/TNS in nWL can assign nominative Case . In other 

words, a subject NP may be governed and assigned nominative Case by 

ASP/ TNS in I NFL. There need not be an AGR element i n DJFL always for 

the subject NP to be assigned nominative Case. TI,at t he verbs are 

inflected for AC:'P/TNS and t hat there is government relationship between 

the ASP/TNS elements and the NPs in s ubj ect position is adequate for 

these NPs to be assigned nominative Case , 

The government relationsh ip between ASP/ TNS in IlJFL and the 

subject NPs i s shm'iYJ by the P-marker i n (3 8) which respresents sentence 

(37) above. 

(3 8) IP 

NP ------ ~I' 
v'v I // ~ 

gossanca- y VP I 

(farmer-nom) / ~ I 
Adv V ASP/TNS 

I 
wonto V 

I 
y~ 

(come) 

3.2. Accusative Case Assi gnment 

- ana 
( impf) 

As explained in the previous section , an NP i s ass igned accusatiT 

Case when it is governed by a postposition or a verbal head, It al.'"'' 



receives the same Case when it is t he cOr.Jplement or t1.le specifier of a 

nominal head i;1 an !'!P . 

That NPs in these pos i t i ons bear accusative Case ge ts support from 

structur es of relative clauses like the followi ng , 

girl-nom jar-in 

. ma1D- esy 

put- pf -ace beer--nol!}-" 

taste good- 3ms (impf) 

"me bea r that the girl has put i n the jar tastes good ' . 

;-r rr b, -IP'- NP'-CP'- IP e baatta- n parsuw- a wott-id-~1~7 

jar- in 

na?iy-a_7 ye ekk- aw-s1,l] 

gtrl-nom cry-impf- 3fs 

beer- acc put-pf-nom 

' 'l''.1e girl who has put the bee r in t he jar is crying ' . 

c. Lip ?anjullo-y LvpLNrLcrLlp na?iy- a baatta-n e 

Anjullo- nom 

,Tott-id- o_7 e_7 parsuw-a7 

girl- nom jar- in 

put- pf- acc beer- acc 
?uy- is i ] ] 
drink-3ms(pf) 

' Anjullo drank the beer that the girl has put i n the ja' 

d. Lip ?anjullo-y LvpLNrLcrLip e baatta- n parsuw- a 

Anjullo- nom jar- in beer- acc 

wott-i d- aJ eJ na?iy- o] yeer- isi]] 

put-pf- nom girl-acc kiss-3ms(pf) 

' Jmjullo kissed the girl \vho has put the beer in the 

jar ' • 

In these structures, the head NP is coreferential with the gap in 

the relative clause, The relativized UP drops leaving its Case featuI'( 



as a suffix (Le. AGR) in the verb of the relative clause . If the 

relativized position in the relative clause i s i n the positi on of an 

accusative Case , the AGR element in the verb of the relative clause 

becomes -0, copying this Case to licence the dropping of the NP . But 

if the relativized NP i s i n the nominative Case , the AGR element 

becomes - a , copying the Case again to licence its dropping . The AGR 

element always manifests these two Case features corresponding to the 

Case of the relativized NP , irrespective of the gender the relativized 

NP is in. 

In the structures in (39b) and (d ) the gaps in the relative 

clauses are governed by ASP/TNS of the embedded INFL , and therefore, 

the relativized NPs are in the nominative positions . Consequently, the 

AGR in the relative clause has the nominative Case feature , realized as 

-a. In (39a) and ( c) on the othe r hand, the gaps in the relative 

clauses are governed by the embedded verbs and t hus the relativized NPs 

are in accc:sative positions. As a result the AGR elements in the 

relative clauses show the accusative Case feature realized as - 0 . 

The examples show that in this language , the AGR element in the 

verbs of the relative clauses have two forms depending on the Case 

positions of the r elativized NPs in the cl auses . If the relativized 

NP is i n the nominative position , the AGR is - a, no matte r what gender 

the relativized NP is in. If i t is in the accusative positi on , the 

AGR is -0 again irrespective of the gende r of the relativized NP . 

In the examples in (39) the relativized NPs are L-NP , S_7, and 

L-NP ,Vp_7. The situation is the same when L-NP,Pp_7 and L-NP,NP_7 are 

relativized. 



(40) 
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dog-nom 

L~pL e] ?a't'mr-a bonK-id-£7!'07 

meat-acc snatch-pf-acc 

garawiy-a_7 hayK-asu_7 

she cat-nom die-3fs(pf) 

' The she cat from which the dog snatched the meat has 

died . ' 

b . 4PLNPLctLltLNP e keetta-y7 kund-id-o] e] bi tanej 

house-nom fall d01'm- pf-acc man(nom ' 

b - iSi] 

30 avray-3ms (pf ) 

, The maIl whose house has fallen down has left'. 

The relativized position in (40a ) is the PP position. In the 

relative clause, the postposition does not appear and the \"hole PP is 

empty. The AGR in the verb of the relative clause has the accusative 

form - 0 suggesting that the position of the relativized l\jP is in the 

accusative Case . This means that an object of a postposition is 

assigned accusative Case . 

In (40b ) , on the other hand, the NP /bitane/ ' man ' is relativized 

out of the NP fbi taniy-a keetta- y/ ' the man ' s house ' . i{ere also the 

relative clause has a gap i n the position of the NP /bitane/ ' man ' as 

we can see from the S-structure in (40b) . The AGR i n this str ucture 

is also -0, t he acc11sati ve form , In other words, the [,GR licences the 

relativized r..'P , which is in accusative position, at the same time 

copying the Case of the relativized NP , in t h is case, accusat ive. The 

relativized lJP is the complement of a nominal head in a possessive 
I 

construction. This suggests that the complement of nominal head rec ~" 

accusative Case, 'i.~e fact that the structure becomes ill-formed when 



the AGR is left out , or if it is the nominative form - a as in the 

ungrammatical (41a- b) below suggests that the complement of a nominal 

head in an NP is assigned accusative Case. 

(41) ',,' keetta- y kund-id-a bi tane b-isi 

house-nom fall down- pf- nom man(nom) go awaY-3ms (pf) 

b,. ,:. keetta- y kund-id bi tane b-isi 

house - nom falldown- pf man(nom) go away-3ms(pf ) 

I have tried to show that the objects of verbs and postpositions 

as well as the complements of nominal heads i n possessive construction,; 

receive accusative Case . In what follows, I shall shovi the manner in 

which such NPs receive the Case. For ease of exposition , I shall begii. 

with the manner of the assignment 0f accusat1ve Case to an object of '" 

verb , then the assignment of accusative Case to the object of a 

postposition, and finally I shall proceed to show the manner of 

accusative Case assignment to the complements and specifiers in 

possessive constructions. 

The object of a verbal head is assigned accusative Case . It is 

realized morpholoeically by the accusative slufix -a in masculine NPs, 

and -0 in feminine NPs . The assignment of this Case i n \Jolayta is 

consistent with ti1e standard assumption of GB in which it is believed 

that an NP is assigned accusative Case by a transitive verb (Chomsky, 

1981: 170, Radford, 1981: 314). In this l anguage also NPs are assignc 

the same CaBe by transitive verbs under government. Cons ider the 

following examples : 



( 42 ) a. 

c . 
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na:?iy- a 1- donuw-a doys - asuj--vp -

girl-nom I ' potato-ace cook- 3fs,pf) 

' The girl ~s cooking potato '. 

sank-i 

,shaka- nom 

L~ gar awi y- o 

she cat- ace 

' Shanlca l i kes the she cat '. 

taan-i 

I-nom 

L~ ?uddupun 

nine 

'I will take nine cows' , 

dos- esi ] 

like - 3ms(imp~ ) 

miizza- t - a ?ekk- ana_7 

cow- pI-ace take-impf 

In (42) the objects of the ve rbs Idonuw-al ' potato-ace ' in ( a ), 

I garawiy-ol ' she cat- ace ' in (b) and 1 7uddupun miizza-t-al ' nine cow,­

pI-ace ' in (e) are assigned accusative Case as their Case endi ngs 

indicate . In all the examples, the r e is a government relation between 

the Case assigning verb and the NP which receives the Case . Thi s 

relationship can be shown by the following P- marker which represents 

sentence (Lf2a) . Here the verbal head I doys-I ' cook' governs the NP 

I donol ' potato' as it is the minimal node c- commanding the NP and ther<:' 

is no barri er to block this r elati onship . 

(43 IP 

_-----~ll 
NP'-
t .- _____ ---------·-r 

na?iy- a VP 

(girl- nom) I 
v' 

/"'" 
iJP ~v 
I I 

donuw- a 

(potato- ace) 
doys ­

(cook) 

AGR 

\ 
- asu 
Ofs) 
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As pointed out in the introduction, Case is always assigned under 

government relatiorship. Besides, there is another structural conditic­

requi r ed for Case assignment . Stowell ( 1981: 113) states thi s condi t i (, 

as follows: 

(44 ) Case assignment unde r government 

In the configuration ~; p ... :7 or L- ... p~7 , 

<X Case-marks J3 . where 

(i) \X governs fl , and 

(ii).:x: is adjacent to p. and 

(iii) .'X is C - N]. 

According to Stowell , -N categories must govern their complements 

and also be adjacent to them in order to assign Case . In structures 

like the following, the structural condi tion of adjacency seems to have 

been violated. But a closer observation reveals that the adjacency 

condition is met, and the apparent v i olation is only a surface 

phenomenon. Compare the following exampl es . 

(45 ) a . 

b . 

za17anca- y L~ giya- ppe kuttuw- a 
',,, . 
samm~is i_7 

merchant- nom market- f r om cock- acc b~y-3ms(pf ) 

I The merchant bought a coel, from the market I. 

za17anca- y 

merchant-nom 

/- kuttuw-a giya- pp.e - vp 
v 
samm-isi] 

cock- ace market- from buy- 3ms (pf ) 

IThe merchant bought a cock from the market' . 

v 
In (45) the verb /samm/ 'buy' · subcategorizes the NP /kuttuw-a/ 

'cock-acc' strictly, while it optionally subcategorizes the PP / giya­

ppe/ 'market-from l • But the linear order of these tV/o constituents in 

the VP seems to be free. This does not however mean that the language 

is non-configurational having free constituent order. The language 
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distinguishes between X' and X" pr ojections in the sjntax , which 

suggests t hat there is i n general a f ixed word order. Neither does it 

mean t hat the conciition of adjacency is not met. Since t he constituent 

which is strictly subcategorized by the verb appears adjacent to it in 

the syntax, the apparent violation of the adjacency condition is a 

postsyntactic phenomenon. Thus the scrumbling of the constituents in 

(45b) , whe re the PP intervenes between the verbal head and its 

complement i s made possible postsyntact i cally because t he language has 

ril nrphological Case . This i s cornmon i n such languages. Accor di ng to 

Stowell (1981: 125), for instance , a configurational language like 

German shows a similar property . From t his it f ollows that the Case 

the object of a verbal head bears i s assigned by the governing verb 

which is structurally adjacent to it. 

Furthermore, there are clauses with verbs of double NP complement 

in the language lrhe r e one of these compl ements is assigned accusative 

Case inherently at D- s tructure. Examples of such structures are given 

below: 

(46 ) a. 

b. 

. , ..... r na7iy-o mlslriy-a -vp 

vroman-nom girl-acc 

wooss-asu_7 

beg - 3fs (pf ) 

·' The woman 

· V 
misiriy-a 

woman- nom 

begged the girl 

;- ?ooratta -vp 

nevI 

beg - 3fs (pi) 

700ratta mayU\v-a 

new dress-acc 

for a new dress ' • 

mayuw- a na 7iy- o 

dress- acc girl-acc 

' The woman begged the girl for a new dress '. 



(47 ) a. 

b . 

zal?anca- y 

merchant- nom 

' The merchant 

zal?anca- y 

me rchant- nom 

c vp na?i y-·o 

girl- acc 

invited 

/ - laaTa - vp 

the 

laaTa 
v 
sobb-is i 7 -

lun ch(acc ) invi te--3ms (pf) 

girl lunch ' • 

na?i y- o 
v 
sobb-isi] 

lunch( acc) girl-acc i nvite-3ms (pf ) 

' 1'he merchant invi ted the girl lunch '. 

Bot h compl ements of the verb in each sentence i n (46) and (47 ) 

are assigned accusative Case as we can understand from the Case ending[ _ 
v 

The verbs /V/ooss/ ' beg ' i n (46) and / sobb/ ' invite ' in (Lf?) a re verbs 

of double NP complement. Tnat means both have two inte r nal arguments. 

Each verb normally assigns accusative Case to t he adjacent NP unde r 

government structurally . But the other non- adj acent compl ement in each 

sentence i s selected by t he r espective ve r b to satisfy its subcategori;;. 

tion property as it is marked accusative Case along with the appr opria" , 

8- role at D- structure. Thus , the NPs / na7iy- o/ ' girl- acc ' i n (46a) , 

/70oratta mayuwa/ ' new dress- acc ' i n (46b ) , / na7iy- o/ ' girl-acc ' in 

(47a) and /laaTa/ ' lunch(acc )' in (Lf7b) receive accusative Case 

inherently at D- structure , whil e t he other complements of the verbs in 

each sentence r eceive accusative Case structur allY from the governing 

verb . 

3 . 2 . 2. Ac~~~~~ive Case Ass i gnment by a Pos!R~siti~~ 

As already stated , postposit i ons ass i gn accusative Case to the ir 

compl ements under government. Such NPs manifest the accusative Case 

suffix / - a/ or /-0/ . 

Various Omotic languages seem to have distinct suffixes fo r variov' 

2 Cases . But t h is is not the -::ase in \1olayta. This may suggest that 
:j.angCl2.ges ho.ve a richer Case system t hllil \'iolayta . 

other Omotic .. r~It might be the case that certain Cases have disappearE' r" 
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in Vlo l ayta today and as a result postpositions have come to assign only 

accusative Case instead of various oblique Cases, The following examp~. '7 

show that NPs which are complements of postpositions in this language 

a r e assigned accusative Case . 

( 48) a . ?anjullo- y ,L?ogiy-a-ppe7 - - s imm-is i 

An jullo-nom journey-acc- f r om r etur n- 3ms (pf ) 

1Anjullo returned from the journey ' • 

. v .. 
m~s~r~y-a 

\{oman - nom 

l-donuw- a-ra_7 budden a m- aw-su 

potato-,acc- witt bread(acc)eat-impf-, 3f. 

tThe woman is eat i ng bread with potato' . 

The examples show that the NPs I?ogel ' jo:lrney ' and Idonol ' potat ,: 

a r e governed and ass i gned accusative Case by their respective 

pos t posi ti ons I --ppel ' from ' and I -ral " th' - t' 1 w~ , respec -lve y. The Case 

is realized by the accusative markers -a or - 0 . 
3 

1fhen pronouns are governed and assigned Case by postpositions in 

this l anguage , the Case may be realized by the same accusative suffixes 

as t he follovring . 

( 49 ) a . taan-i neen- a-ra b- ana 

I - nom you- acc- with go- impf 

' I will go with you '. 

b . ,:- taan-i neen-i-ra b- ana 

I-nom you- nom- with go-impf 

c . -:~ taan-i ne-ra (neen-ra ) b-ana 

I-nom you-with (you-with ) go-drepf 

The following P- mar ker shows the government relationship between 

the postposition and its complement NP for the structure in (48a). 



(50) 
IP 

.---------______ 1 1 -----
NP ~I 

1 I 
7anjullo-y VP AGR 

(Anjullo- nom ) ~--- V 1 
PP - isi 

/ -------- P siml- (3ms) 
NP 

7ogiy-a 

(journey- acc) 

I 
- PPe 

(from) 

( return) 

Hence, the postposition /-ppe/ ' from l governs the HP /70ge/ 

I journey l, since it is the minimal category c- commanding the NP with 

no intervenning HP or CP to block the relationship. Besides, the 

adjacency condition is met for Case to be assigned by this head. 

3.2 . 3 Ac~s.a..tive Case Assignment t o ComJ2.1ements __ apd 

,SJ?EC.cif ie.!:.:'l._o . .:f Nominal Heads 

In WolaytCl , UPs that are complements or specifiers of nominal heac. 

are assigned accllsative Case , and the Case is realized by the same 

suffixes - a (in masculine NPs ) and - 0 (in feminine NPs) . In what 

follows , I shall t r y to show the manner of Case assignment in NP 

structur es . Tnese structures include NPs like LNP NP N_7 ,and the 

structurally ambiguous LNP NP Lti , NP NJ_Tor LiirLNpl'lP NJ NJ types, 

In terms of tree configuration such structures are as shown belowo 

(51 ) a. LNP NP N7 

NP 

NP~N 



b . or LNroLN~jP N J N] 

observe. the following examples: 

( 52 ) LNP NP N:r 
a . (i) C tohuw- a Tugunta - y] 

foot- acc nail - nom 

or 

(ii) L-tohuvr - a Tugunta_7 

foot - acc nail (acc) 

NP 

NP~N 
~N 

NP 

'the nail of the toe ' or 'toe nail'. 

b . (i) kutto-t-i] 

person- pl-acc hen-pI-nom 

or 

( ii) kutto- t - aJ 

person- pl- acc hen-pl- acc 

lit . ' the persons ' hens ' 

( . \ C . l J 

(ii) 

' Some people ' s hens ' 

L-mayuw- a 
\/ 
sametta- y_l 

clothes- acc buying - nom 

or 
\ 1 
sametta_7 

clothes-acc buying(acc) 

' the buyi ng of clothes '. 
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(53) L~p ;~p L~ , NP N]] or LNP LNP NP NJ j , 7 
a . (i) L-bitaniy-a tohuw-a Tugunta-y 7 

( .. ~ 11, 

b (i) 

(ii) 

( . \ C . 1) 

man-acc foot- acc nail - nom 

C bitaniy-a tohuw-a Tugunta] 

man-acc foot-acc nail 

'the nail of the toe of the 

'the man ' s toe nail ' • 

C v-misire-t-u kutto-t-u 

woman-pl-acc hen-pI-ace 

or 

C v mis i re-t-u kutto- t - u 

woman- pl-acc hen-pI-ace 

(acc) 

man ' or 

baalle_7 

feather(nom ) 

baalliy- a] 

feather-ace 

'the feathers of the women's hens '. 
.. 

CCpuuttuw-a sametta-y] 

cotton- acc clothes-acc buying-nom 

or 

samettaJ 

cotton-acc clothes-ace buying(acc) 

' the buying of cotton clothes '. 

All the NPs in the examples, i.e. the head , the complement and 

the specifier lWs , are assigned Case to satisfy the Case Filter. The 

head nouns, which are always in final position in t he flP structures, 

are marked either nominative or accusative Case. But the compl ement 

and the specifier NPs are always marked accusative Case. Let us first 

consider the example g iven below and its corresponding P- marker. 



(53 ) L~p ~':P LNI NP N]] or LNP LNP NP N] ::] 

a. (i) L- bitaniy- a tohuw-a Tugunta-y_' 

man-acc foot- acc nail - nom 

(ii) L-bitaniy-a t ohuw-a Tugunta_l 

b (i) 

( ii) 

( . \ c. ~) 

man- ace foot-acc nail (acc) 

I the nail of the toe of the man I or 

I the man l s toe nail I. 

C v mis i re- t - u kutto-t-u baalle_7 

woman- pl- acc hen - pl- acc feather(nom ) 

or 

C v mis i re - t-u kutto- t-u baalliy-a] 

woman-pl-acc hen-pl- acc feather-acc 

Ithe fe athers of the women ls hens l. 
.. 

C C puuttuw-a ~ametta-y] 

cotton-acc clothes-ace buying-nom 

or 

~ametta] 

cotton-ace clothes-ace buyi ng(acc) 

Ithe buying of cotton cl othes l • 

All the !'IPs in the examples , i. e . the head , the complement and 

the specifier fWs , are assigned Case to satisfy the Case Filte r. The 

head nouns , which are always in final position in t he NP structures , 

are marked either nominative or accusat i ve Case . But the compl ement 

and the specifier NPs are always marked accusative Case. Let us first 

consider the example given below and its corresponding P- marker. 
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a. taan-i L-bitaniy- a tohuVI-a Tugunta 7 KanT- asi 

I - nom man- acc foot-acc nail(acc ) cut-Isg(pf ) 

' I have cut the nail of the man ' s toe '. 

b . If 

, Ii 

~------I 
VP ---- I 
, AGR 

V' \ . 
/ '-........ - aSl 

./ ~'-... (lsg) 
NP V 

NP 

I 
taan-i 

(I-nom) 

/~ KalT-
. N' ( cut) 

NP ~ 
I NP N, 

bi taniy- a ~. 
() Tugunta man-acc .-

. _ .,' (nail (acc» 

tohuVl-a 
(foot-acc) 

HoVl could one account for the assignment of accusati ve Case to the 

complement and specifier NPs in the NP structur e? As pointed out in 

the introductory chapter , Case is alVlays assigned unde r government . 

The other structural condition that must be met for Case assignment is 

the condition of adjacency. StoVlell states this condition as (44) abo'.-, 

In the structure (54a) the complement and specifier NPs i n the NP 

structure are governed by the nominal head (Tugunta/ 'nail', Vlh ich is 

adjacent to the complement /tohuVl-a/ 'foot'. But this head is not a 

- N category. It is +N as it is a nominal . 



( 54 ) 

66 

a . taan-i L-bitaniy- a tohuw- a Tugunta 7 KanT- asi 

I - nom man- acc foot- acc nail(acc ) cut-Isg(pf ) 

' I have cut the nail of the man ' s toe '. 

b . IF 

, II 

~-----I 
VP ---- I I AGR 

V· \ , 
/ / ~ - aS1 

,/ ~ (lsg) 
NP V 

NP 

I 
taan-i 

(I-nom) 

/~ KahT-

NP ~ (cut ) 

I · "Jp/ -N 

bitani y- a 1 ~ I 
() Tugunta man-acc ." 

. _ " . ' (nail ( acc» 

tohuw-a 
(foot-acc) 

How could one account for the assignment of accusative Case t o the 

complement and specifier NPs i n the NP structur e? As pointed out in 

t he intr oductory chapter , Case i s always assigned under government, 

The ot her structural condition that must be met for Case assignment is 

the condition of adjacency. Stowell states this condition as (44) abo'.", 

In the structure ( 54a) the complement and specifier NPs in the NP 

structure are governed by the nominal head (Tugunta/ 'nail ', which i s 

adjacent to the complement /tohuw-a/ 'foot ', But this head is not a 

- N category. It is +N as it is a nominal . 
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Based on the structure (54a) or ( 54b) , one may account for the 

assignment of accusative Case to the complement and specifier NPs in 

the following seemingly correct way. According to Choms)l:Y (1986: 162) , 

if a lexical head PC and the maximal pr ojection X" c-command each otherr I 

the lexical head gove rns the maximal projection, the head of the 

maximal projection and the specifier in the maximal projection . In 

th i s sense , the NP/ bitani y- a tohuw-a Tugunta/ ' the nai l of the man ' s 

toe ' is a maximal projection , an Nil , having a mutual c-command relation­

ship with the verbal head /Ka.nT-/ ' cut ', and hence the ve r bal head 

governs the speCifier NP/bi taniy- a/ ' man ' and the head /Tugunta/ ' nail' 0 

Now the whole NP is governed and assigned accusative Case by the verb 

with adjacency condition satisfied . The feature goes to the head of 

the NP/ Tugunta/ ' nail '. Then one could conclude that this Case has 

transferred from the head noun to its complement / tohuw-a/ ' foot-acc' 

and its specifier /bitaniy- a/ ' man- acc ' (or that the complement and the 

specifier agree with the head noun in Case) , which are adjacent to it , 

as these NPs are allm requir",d. t o s atiefy the Case . Fi lter. Since both 

NPs are governed (i . e . the specifier is gove rned by the verb and the 

complement by the nominal head), they satisfy the structural condition 

for Case ass i gnment . Fr om this it fol l ows that the complement and the 

spec ifier NPs receive Case by transfe r from ( or by agreement '''ith) the 

head noun. This apparently correct explanation seems to give the 

expected result. 

But there is a counter example for t h is explanation . The explana­

tion fails to account for the assignment of accusative Case to the 

complement and specifier NPs in the NP structure , where the whol e NP is 

not under government relationship with a verbal head . Consider the 

following example. 



( 55 ) 

b. 

NP , 
bitaniy-a . 

(man-ace ) 

68 

a . L-bitaniy-a hariy- a doona-y_' s uuTT-isi 

man - ace donkey- ace mouth-nom bleed-3ms(pf) 

' The mouth of the man ' s donkey has bled ' . 

IP 

I ' NP 

V~I 
N' I 

//~ V 

I 
NP 

hariyJ a 

(don.l{e y- acc) 

N suuTT­

~ (bleed) 
doona- y 
(mouth- nom ) 

I 
AGH. 

.1 . 
-lSl 

(3ms) 

As the example shows, the whole NP/bi taniy- a hariy- a doona-y/ ' the 

mouth of the man ' s donkey ' is in a mutual c- command relati onship with 

the I'-node. This means that it is gove rned by AGR in INFL ; and is 

assigned nominative Case , The Case percolates down to the head / doona-y' 

'mouth-nom ' , In the light of the assumption of Case transfer (or 

agr eement in Case with a head) , the compl ement NP should have been in 

the same nominative Case as thehead ; but it is not; it is in the 

accusative Case . 1berefore, this explanation fails to hold . 

We a r e now required to come up with a stronger account . Two 

possible explanations can be given , I shall fi r s t fO Nvard an assumptior 

of accusative Case assignment by a +N governor, and then , an assumption 

of accusative Case assignment by default. 
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3 . 2 .3.1. Case AssiEnment by a +N Governor 

In the structures ( 54a ) and (55a) , which I shall give as (56a-b) 

below for convenience, all the NPs in t he possessive constructions, i.e. 

the head, the complement and t he specifier are assigned Case and 

satisfy the Case Filter. The head receives accusative Case as it is 

the object of the verbal head in (56a) , and i t rece i ves nominative Case 

from the AGR i n IlIFL i n ( 56b). But the complement NPs, which are 
r 

governed by t heir respective nominal heads and appea j adjacent to them 

are assigned accusative Case. Accor ding to Stowell (1981: 113), 

Chomsky (1981: 50) , Radford (1981: 314), and others, Case is assigned 

only by - N categories and -:-tense. From this i t fol l ows that the nominaj 

head in these constructions which is +N cann ot assign Case to its 

complement. 

(56 ) a. taan-i bitaniy-a tohuw-a Tugunta KanT- as i 

I - n om man-acc foot-acc nail( a cc) cut-lsg (pf) 

' I have cut the nail of the man ' s toe '. 

b . bitaniy-a hariy-a doona-y suuTT-is i 

man- acc donkey- acc mouth- nom bleed-3ms (pf) 

' The mouth of the man ' s donkey has bled '. 

Suppose , following Chomsky (1988:112 ) who , after considering a 

wi der r ange of l anguages and more compl ex constructions , s tates that 

the assumption which suggests +N categories not to be Case assigners is . 

quite incorrect, and that nouns and adjectives assign genitive Case to 

their complements; Vie assume that nominal heads in possess ive 

constructions can assign Case . Then , the complement NPs in the NP 

) - : 1 

. ,'. , , . .', 
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structures in (56a-b) satisfy the Case Filter as they are assigned 

accusattve Case by t he governing noun to which they are adjacent. Then 

we may further assume that the same Case transfer~ to the specifier NPs 

which are adjacent to the complements . This means that the nominal 

head which is adjacent to the complement governs this !ifF and assigns 

accusattve Case to it , which Case is also transfe r ed to the spec i f ier. 

So , both the complement and spec i fier NPs are marked accusat i ve Case . 

But according to Chomsky (1988: 112) nominal heads assign geniti ve 

Case and not accusative Case . If this is to be universal , then we have 

no explanation for such counter examples . 

However , if we fOlio~1 t h is line of argument as outlined above, in ,. 

this language, a nomi nal head can assign accusative Case like the 

categories of ver bs and postpositions i n other languages . This is 

outside the core case of Case assignment i n GB as it as sumes that 

complements of nomi:1al heads i n possessive c onstr uctions receive 

accusative Case r at her than gen i_tive Case from a nominal head. For 

thi s analysis to be vali d , it would be necessar y to recons i der t he 

assumption that +N categories assign genitive Case . Either this should 

be a language particular property or we should set a paramete r. At 

pr esent , however , we are short of suppor ting evi dence from other 

l anguages to pursue this line of argument . Therefore , I propose an 

alternative analysis. 

3 . 2. 3 . 2 . Case Assignment by Default 

If the assumption tha t +N categories assign geni ti ve Case to thel-­

complements i s a univers al condition of Case theory, then it follows 
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that IVolayta nouns are not Case assigners. Ii nominal heads cannot 

assign Case to their complements, how else do the complement and the 

specifier NPs in a possessive construction like those in (56a-b) r eceive 

accusative Case? 

The fact that complements and spec i fier NPs in the NP construction' 

i n ( 56a- b) have the accusative Case endings , and that the structures 

a r e well- formed \vi th these NPs suggests that these NPs have satisfi ed 

the Case Filter. Since the gove r nor , which is a nominal , is not a Case 

ass i gne r in this language , t he compl ement and specifier NPs must have 

sati sfied t he Case Filter by some othe r device provided by the langu~~' · 

English, for instance , uses the exceptional Case-marking mechanism to 

Caseless NPs in some structures . Some languages insert a vaCI' JUS 

preposition which l acks semantic content like the English ' of ', or the 

Spanish 'a ' or ' de ' , etc" to mark the Case i n the NPs. Another device 

languages use for t he NPs to escape violations of the Case Filter is to 

move such Caseless tnos t o other non-thematic positions where they coul 

receive Cas e . 

In such possessive constr uctions as (56a- b), Violayta does not 

utilize any of these devices to save t he UPs from violations of the 

Case Filter. It , does not have a device of using a dwruny postposition 

for that purpose. The NPs cannot move either, as there is no empty 

Case position for them to land in . But the grammaticality of the 

structure i ndicates that the language has employed some othe r device 

to rescue these NPs from violating the Case Filter. I assume that the 

device the language employs is the assignment of Case by default. 

Larson (1985 ) assumes t hat in English bare NP adverbs which are 

headed by a particular class of common nouns and which must bear Case 
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receive some oblique Case t hrough a special feature L- +F _7 borne by 

such NPs . Accord:Lng to him such a Case is assigned i n the absence of 

an external Case assigner . He claims that such an oblique Case 

associated to a L-+F_7 feature has the status of a "default'; Case val ue 

t hat ce r tain classes of NPs can assume in the absence of .any str uct ural 

Case assigner, which makes assignment by L-+F _7 optional. 

To explai11 the ass i gnment of accusati ve Case to complement and 

specif i er NPs in possessive constructions I shall follow basicall y 

Lar son ' s (1985) assumption with some differences . In this l anguage , 

if the complement and specifier NPs , wh i ch satisfy t he structural 

relations of e;ovemment and adjacency with the nominal heads which are 

not Case assigners , lack external Case assigners , we may assume that 

such NPs bear accusative Case by default. It should be assumed that 

this default Case value must be inherent in the NPs t homselves. Mo r eov! 

the assumption is that all NPs inherently possess the Case features 

that the language provi des in general , with one of them mar ked ( or hot )L 

What underli es the fact t hat one Case feature in the Case system 

of the l anguage is marked (or hot )? A mar ked ( or hot) Case featur e i s 

t hat feature which is more dominant in the Cas e system of the l anguage. 

Such a hot Case feature sometimes man i fests i ts dominance by suppr es s i n' 

other Case features in t he language . For inst ance, in Engli sh the 

a ccusative Case feature which used to be assigned to the objects of 

t r ansitive verbs are now also aSSigned to objects of prepositions. 

This suggests that the accusative Case feature is a more dominant Case 

feature in the English Case system and hence the marked (hot) Case 

feature i n the lar~uage . 
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When an NT' receives a str uc tural Case from an exte r nal Case assign ~ 

t his Case acts ove r the Cases already possessed inhe r ently by the NP anc 

activates i ts i dentical Case feature by which the NP will be i dentifi ed 

in that particular structure . The inherent Cas e features of the NPs 

are generally dormant in the syntax so long as there is an external 

case assigner or so long as ther e i s another structural devi ce like 

movement to save the NP from violations of the Case Filter. But in the 

absence of an ext ernal Case assigne r or another structural device , the 

inherent Case feature struggles to rescue the NP from violating the 

Case Filter . It i s the marked (hot ) Case f eature which dominates over 

the other inherent Case features in the NP and marks it accordingly i n 

the syntax. 

In the light of t his assumption, de,~aul t Case assignment in 

Wolayta will be (l,S folloVis . All NPs i n this l anguage inhe r ently possesf 

the two Case features, which are the only ones in t he Case system of 

the language . This can be shown as: 

(57 ) NP 

[
+acc ] 
- N,om 

In the language;: +accJ i s the marked (hot) Case f eat ure5 i n the 

NPs as it is the dominant Case in the language" As sh own i n section 

3.2.2 objects of postpositions a re aSS igned accusative Case as are 

objects of transitive ve rbs vlhile nomi native Case is assigned only to 

subjects of finite clauses. It means that accusative Case is a more 

dominant Case in the l anguage than the nominative. Th;Ls suggests that , 

accusative is the marl<ed (hot ) Case feature i n the Case system of the 

l anguage . 
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When an NP in ilolayta is structurally assigned a certain Case by 

an external Case assigner , the Case featur e t hat comes from the 

external Case assigner acts strongly on the inherent C8,se features and 

selects t he one that i s identical t o it so that the NP is marked t his 

Case in t he syntax . So , i f the Case ass igner is AGR!ASP in !NFL , the 

structural Case feature that acts on the inherent Case features will be 

nomi native. This feature selects the L--Nom_7 Case,feature inherent i n 

the NP and mark the NP nominative Case structurally. But if the NP wer;: 

assigned accusative Case by an external Case assigner such as a 

postposition or a verb, i t selects the L-+acc_7 Case feature inherent 

in the NP and the NP is marked accusative Case structurally. The case 

is different when the NP has no structural Case assigYl er externally . 

In such cases, when the NP takes its position i n t he syntactic 

structure the Case fe atures inherent i n the NP struggle as they are 

rather strongly threatened by the Case Filter. However, the marked 

(hot ) Case l'eature fi nds its way <Jut into the syntax and marks the NP 

the identical Case . The marked (hot) Case feature in \lolayta being 

L-+acc _7, an NP \'[hich l acks a structural Case assigner exte r nall y 

receives the accusative Case . Thus the Case feature inherent in NPs 

have a default Case value which the NPs assume in the absence of an 

external Case assigner . The language utilizes the default Case 

assignment rule \.;hen it faces a situation where an NP lacks any externa: 

Case assigner i n the syntax. This rule may be formulated as follows: 

(58) Case assignment by default 

Assign the marked (hot ) Case feature to 

an N10 when t here is no external Case assigner. 
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It no;v remains to determine at what level default Case ass i gnment 

takes place . Larson (1~85: 610-611) states that default Case assignmen': 

has the particular property of be i ng opti onal. It is assigned when 

the re is no external Case assigner , but does not apply when there is 

one . He observes that from this follows that default Case is neither 

l exical nor structur al. Chomsky (1986: 193 ) proposes , on the other 

hand, that structural Case is assigned a t S-structure while inherent 

Case i s assigned at D-structure in associ ati on wi th 17-marking . Thus i f 

default Case is neithe r structural to be assigned at S-structure, nor 

lexica l (to be assigned i n the lexicon j t hen it must be at some 

i ntermediate l evel . Thus D- structur e is the best candidate . 

This accotmt seems to be more valid than the account given in the 

previous section . I t does not contradict the GB asswnpti on wh ich stateE: 

that a +N category assigns genitive Case and - N categories assign 

accusative Case . , 

No t e s 
=========== 

1. In this lru1guage , an NP assi gned a particular Case at a Case 

position may realize the Case mor phologically. A structure becomes ill. 

formed not only because it has an NP \Vhich is not assigned Case, but 

als o because the NP is not properly marked for the Case . The r efo r e , 

for a structure to be well- formed t he NPs must also be properl y marked 

for the approp::ciate Case, ConSider the following example:;;. 

(i) boora-y ?otuw-a ment - isi 

bull-nQm ,jar- ace break - 3 ms(pf) , 

"rho bull broke the jar I. 
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(ii) 7~ boora-y ?ot o - y ment - is i 

bull-nom jar- nom break- 3ms(pf ) 

(iii) ~~. boora ?otuw-a ment- isi 

bull jar-ace break- 3ms(pf) 

(i) is well- formed because the NPs / boora/ ' bull' and /?oto/ ' jar' 

are assigned Cases by t he gove rning AGR wh i ch is 3ms , and by the verb 

/ ment/ ' breruc ', respectively . Thus the NP /boora/ ' bull ' i s nomi native 

and the Case is realized as -y, while /?oto/ ' jar ' is accusative and 

the Case is realized as - '3. . These NPs are marked by the appr opriate 

Cases. The ill-formed (ii) and (iii) have NPs which are marked the 

wr ong Cases . In (ii) the HP /?oto/ being in accusp-l;ive position has 

the nominative marlcer. In (iii) the NP /boor a/ being in nominative 

posi tion is not mariced this Case . This suggests that the assignment of 

a particular Case to an HP should be properly marked . 

2 . Data from many Omoti c language s show that the languages have 

distinct suffixes fo r various Cases such as nominative, accusative, 

geni ti ve, and oblique Cases . The suffi xes are shovm in the chart be I 0"" . 

This fac t may lend support f or the expl anation that it might be the 

Case that ~lolayta has lost t hese different Cases in the course of its 

development. 
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(Allan , 1976b; Cerulli, 1938 ; Fisseha, 1984 ; Flemi ng , 1976c o ) 
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3. Note t hat an IJP governed and assigned Case by a postpos i tion 

in this language may real ize the Case optionally. That j.s, the 

accusative suffix may optional ly become ove rt i n the complement of the 

postposi tion. T:1US, the structur es (i) and (ii) below are equally 

acceptable. 

( 11) 

" misiriy- a 

woman-nom 

C donuw- a- ppe] gujj - asu 

L-potato- acc- from_7 add - 3fs(pf ) 

' The woman added (some) from the potato ' . 

v 
C dono ppe] misiriy-a - gUjj -:asu 

woman- nom C potato - from 7 add - 3fs(pf ) -
! 'lhe woman added ( some ) from the potato '. 

4. r1arkedness (or hotness) is a notion of t he phonological 

theory of Char ms and Government as outlined by Kaye, Lowenstamm and 

Vergnaud (1985 : 305-328) c According to this t heory, the ultimate 

unit, of phonological segments is the element, which can phonetically 
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be inter pretable by phonological features . The elements may be 

represented as follows: 

- - Round tRound - CCoUl1d 

I c - Ba.£K U = +Back A = +Back 

+High +Hi gh - High_. 

- ATR - ATR - ATR 

-low - low +10\\7 

One of the features in each element has been underl ined . Thi s i s 

the bot (marked) feature , the only feature of an element ~/hose value 

i s mar ked , This feature is a defining property of the element . 

All phonological segments are either elements themselves or 

combination of elements, Combi ning the elements , technical ly called 

fus i on involves two element,,: a head and an opera·cor. In this pr oces s 

the value of t he hot feature of the operator is substituted for that 

of the correspondi ng feature of the head. Fusion is, therefor e , the 

pr ocess of the passing over of the hot feature of the operator t o the 

()the r element , which shows an ef fect of dominance on the featur es of 

the head ( cf . Kaye , Lowens ta=, and Ve r gnaUd, 1985: 306- 309). (For 

detailS see Kaye , Lowenstamm , and Vergnaud , 1985: 305-328) . 

I have adapted the notion of marked (or hot ) feature value to 

Case theory from t his phonological t heory. As the hot feature val ue 

of an element identifies the element and pl ays a dominant r ole i n 

element combination in phonology , the marked ( or hot) Case featur e i n 

an NP is also a significant Case val ue inherent in the NP and plays a 

dominant role i n default Case assignment . Vlhen there is no any 

structural Case assigller to an NP, this marked (or hot) Case feature 

suppresses the other Case va l ues a s it is the dominant feature value, 
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5 . A hot (marked ) Case feature has a plus s i gn as opposed to 

the cold Case feature which is indicat ed by mi nus . '.l'hus if an NP . has 

, t his means t hat the NP has nominative Case feature which 

is hot (or marked) but genitive and accusative Case features which 

are cOldJ as default Case values inherently . 
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CHAP'fER FOUR 
===:::::::::======:::: 

4 . CASE ASSI GNHENT IN DIFFERENT STRUCTURES 
=============== ======================== 

Clauses are of different types qepending on subcategori zation 

properties of verbs . The re are clauses formed by transitive, 

intransitive, causative , passive , raj.s i ng , e tc . verbs. In all such 

clauses Case assigmnent may sh ow slightly different properties. In 

this chapter , I shall attempt to show one such property in infinitival , 

passive and raising constr uctions¢ 

Accordi ng t o Choms](y (1981), clauses may be divided into finite 

( or tensed) and inf i nitivals (or non- tensed) ( see also Radford, 1981: 

323-324; Reuland , 1983: 105) . A finite clause has AGE in its INFL, 

which governs the subject positi on and assigns nominative Case to the 

NP in it . On the other hand , an infinitival clause does not have 

AGR in INFL, and thus , the subject pos ition is ungoverned , and hence 

not Case assigned . A lexical NP cannot appear in this position withnut 

violating the Case Pilter. Therefore, the subject of an infi n itive is 

bel ieved t o be an abstract pronoun (PRO ). This PRO is Caseless. This 

is supposed to be t he unmarked case (Chomsky , 1980b: 26) . 

The other ~roposal in line with this classification of claus es 

and related to t he ass i gnment of Case to subject NPs does not limit 

itself to observing the presence or absence of only AGR , but also 

conSi ders t he effect of t he other f eat ur e of I NPL, i . e . Tense or Aspec ·~ 
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i n the assignment of Case . One such work is that of Stm'iell. Quoted 

by Plann (1986: 336- 7) it claims that al l clauses, be it finite or nor· 

fini te contain the feature 1.-+ TNS:7 i n INFL . Thi s featu re is a Case 

assigner. Pl ann (1986: 338) f urthe r points out t hat this is attested 

by Picalo in l anguages l ike Spanish i n which indicative clauses are 

L-+TNS , +AGRJ, subjunctive clauses are L--TNS , +p.GR_7, and 

infinitivals a re (typically) L--TNS , - AGRJ , and that i n both 

subju..YJctive and indicative cl auses nominative Case i s ass i gned while 

in infinitivals i t is not . Fr om this he concludes t hat it i s the 

feature L +AGR 7 vlhich is common to both clauses which i s responsible 

for the assignme:nt of nominative Case . From these two observations it 

follows that in general , the subject of a clause may get nomi native 

Case if t he clause has , i n Stowell's term , the feature L-+TNS_7, or in 

Picalo's term, t l:e feature L-+AGR_7 i n nWL . 

In the light of this , and followi ng Reul and (1983: 130) the 

f ol lowing possible expansions of INFL can give a corresponding type 

of cl ause in English. 

(59) A. C+THS , +AGR] 

B. r+TNS , - AGRJ 

C. C-ms . , +AGRJ 

D. C-TNS , - AGR] 

Assuming that the subject of a claus e is assigned nominati ve Case 

by L-+AGR_7 or L-+TI:W_7 in nWL , then clauses A, B, and C rel-C'esent 

finite clauses and can assign nominative Case to their subjects, as 

they have the features L-+AGR_7, L-+TNSJ, or both in INFL . but D 

repre sents only infinitival clauses with neither features in INFL (cf. 

Reuland, 1983). Such clauses do not assign Case to their subjects, 
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and therefore, lexical NPs do not appear in subject positions , As 

indicated above , this is the unmarked case , 

In some l anguages, however, infinitivals can have lexical subjects 

instead of PRO . Bnglish , Portuguese , and Italian are examples . In 

English , for instance , there a r e exceptional cases where infin itivals 

may have overt NPs in subject position as in the sentence below 

( Chomsky, 1980 b , _19~~) 

( 60 ) a . John expected her to come home 

b . re r J ohn expected r,,.., he r to come home _Z_7_7 
- . 'CP-1P · -:I:. - -- -

The explanat ion given f or such structures is t hat there are only 

a small number of exceptional verbs (like the verb ' expect ') which can 

assign Case to tile sub j ect of their complement S(lP). Following 

Chomsky (1986 : 189) such verbs select S(IP)- complements rather than 

S- bar (CP) complements and can gove r n and Case - mark the subject 

positions of such complements . Therefore , in such structures , l exical 

NPs can appear a s subjects . 

In Portuguese , infinitival clauses have AGR i n IEFL. In such 

Clauses , AGR governs the subject position and assigns nominative Case 

to it (Chomsky , 1931: 52) , 

Accordi ng to Baye (forthcoming ( a )), Oromo and Amharic also behave 

in t he same way . In Oromo, for instance , infinitival clauses can be 

classified into fin ite and non- finite i nfinitives. Bot h lack the 

feature L-ASP_7 i n r:;FL. They are hence i nfin itivals (non- tensed); 

and they are distinguished from each other only by the fact that finite 

infinitivals may have AGR . Because of this, the subject position of 

such a clause is governed and Case-marked, and a lexical NP can occu~ 



8) 

as subject . Non- fin ite i nfin i tivals lack AGH , and tr:.e subject position 

i s ungove r ned and not Case-marked . As a r esult , onl y l'HO and not a 

lexi cal NP can appear in this position . Consider t he Or omo example s 

( 61a ) and (61b) , for f i ni te and non - f i ni t e i nfinitives r espec t i vely , 

both f r om Baye (forthcomi ng (a )). 

( 61) a . 

b , 

L- L- L-I Caltuu- n vp cp . p de em-uu-~~7 J L~ tulluu- n 

Tullu- nom Chal t u-nom go- to- her 

Daga?- e]J 

he ar-pf 

' Tul lu heard Chal tu ' s go ing ', 

deem- uu- nJ.1 gaar ii 

go - ing- nom good 

' Going i s good ', 

DaJ 

i s 

As r egards I t alian, Baye (for thcoming ( a )) summarizes Ri zzi ' s 

( 1982 ) acc ount t ha t a lexical subject is pos s i bl e i n i nf i nit i val 

c l auses when AlfA moves to t he COMP pos i t i on and governs the subject 

pos ition. 

I n such marj;ed cases , lexi cal NPs can appear i n s ubj e ct positions 

(')f infi.nitival claus es . The quest ion now i s: to which gr oup doe s 

Wol ayt a belong ? 

Li ke in other l anguages , cl auses in Vlolayta may be di vided int o 

f i n ite and non- finite , These c an f urther be subdivide d us i ng the 

features L-±AGR , ±ASP/ TN3_71 
of I NFL. 

(62 ) ( i ) Fini t e clauses 

Type A 

Type B 

L-+AGH , +ASP/ TNS_7 

L--AGR , +ASP/ TNS_l 
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( ii) Hon- finite clauses 

Type C (Infinitivals) C - AGR, - ASP/TNS] 

(i) Finite c l auses have the Case assigner ASP/Tl,JS or both 

AGR and ASP/ TNS in INFL. As a result , the subject pos i tion in such 

clauses i s governed and assigned nominative Case . Thus , lexical NPs 

can occur i n such positions . 

Type A olauses include finite clauses . They have both AGR and 

ASP/ TNS which govern and assign Case to the subject pos it ion of the 

clause , and a lexi cal NP is possibl e as in the examples below. 

(63 ) a . 

b . 

naa- t -i mi tta KanT - jd-esona 

child- pI-nom tree cut - pf - 3 J?l 

1 The children have cut down the tree 1 • 

LIp kana-y L~pL~~p pro 

dog- nom poison-acc eat-3ms-pf 

hayK - isi]] 

die - 3ms (pf ) 

1The dog died having taken poison 1• L 
The structure in ( 63a) is a s imple clause with H:FL having both I 

AGR and ASP/ TNS. l'hese features gove r n and assign nOlJinative Case to 

the subject NP / naa- t-i/ 1 children 1 and the Case is rea lized as -i . 

The structure ( 63b) has an embedded adverbial clause \li th the verb 

/ m-/ 1eat 1. Il'J'FL has both AGR Oms) and ASP/ TI'IS (pi) , which ass i gn 

nomi native Case to the subject (pro). 

Type B clauses are als o finite , as t hey have the feature ASP/TNS 

although they l ack AGR. This type of clause includes matrix c l auses 

wi th the verb i n the i '_mperfecti ve aspect and copular clauses. Some 

example s are gi ven below. 
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taan-i Vlonto demba goyy- ana 

I-nom tomorrow field cultivate - impf 

'I will cultivate the field tomorrow '. 

?anjullo- y 

Anjullo-nom 

~v 
gossanca 

farmer (be) 

' Anjull o is/has been a farmer '. 

v 
miizza-t-i saapa - n - a 

COVI - pl- nom river-at-be 

' The cows are/have been at the river'. 

The simple clause wi th the imperfective aspect i n (64a) has only 

ASP/TNS but no AGR in I rWL. In (64b-c) the copular structures have 

only ASP/ TNS as a verbal featur e , a lthough it is not clear whethep it 

is perfect or i mperfect, But there is no AGR in INFL. ASP/TNS governs 

and ass i gns nominative Case to a subject NP in each case like /taan-i/ 

'I-nom' in ( 64a) . 

(ii) Type C clauses are non-finite . These incl ude only 

infinitivals. Such clauses lack both AGR and ASP/TITS i n INFL , and 

therefore , their subject positions are without Case . Tnus , .lexical 

subjects are not possible without violating the Case Filte r. Therefore . 

such clauses have PRO as their subject, as stated i n Chomsky (1981, 

1980b: 26 ). 

Contrar y to this analysis, Ohman and Hailu (1976: 160) assume 

that the infinitive in this language i s formed by suffixing -w to the 

imperfective stem of the verb . I shall argue against this proposal 

here. It is not only -w, as Ohman and Hailu have observed , which is 

attached to the verb stem; it is also -ssi and - yyo. All these three 



86 

forms can also appear in NPs as we can see in (65a) below. They can 

be treated as postpositions \vith the gloss 'to' or ' fOl" '. As 

postpositions , t hey are a ttached to simple nominals as in ( 65a ) and 

c l ausal NPs which includes infinitivals ( as i n (65b) , 

( 65 ) a . bal ?ann-a L-hariy-a- w/ ssi/yyo] maata ?eh- asu 

Ballane- nom Ldonkey- acc- for _7 grass bring-3fs( pf ' 

' Ballane brought grass for the donkey ', 

b, bal?ann-a L-7as~w-a KanT-ana-w/ssi/YY27ma~~ ?eh-asu 

Ballane- nom {-meat-acc cut- ing- for_7 knife bring- 3fs 

(pi) 

' Ballane br ought knife for cutting meat ', 

J-
Of course, there is the imper fective suffix - ana , ~ntical in 

form to the infinitive mar\,er . But desp i te the i r similarity in f orm, 

the imperfective verb and the infinitive are responsible for the 

distinction between the finite Type B and the non-finite Type C clauses , 

The verb in the i ;ilperfecti ve aspect with the suffix - ana heads a finite 

clause, which allows lexical subjects as shown i n (64c) above , But 

with the suffix - an.a , the infini tive , heads a non- finite clause which 

never allows lexical subjects but only PRO as the following example 

shows, 

( 66 ) 

l'mjullo-nom 

?oosuw-a-ppe 

work-acc-from 

lunch 

simm-isi]] 

return-3ms(pf) 

.~. 

samm- ana- w/ ssi/ yyo_7_7 

buy- ing - fo r 

' Anjullo returned from work for buying lUllch', 
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To summarize, in terms of Case theory, using t he features in 

INFL, Wolayta clauses may be classified i nto types A, Band C. Types 

A and B are finite clauses . Type A clauses have the feature L-+AGR , 

+ASP/ TNS J in I NF'L, ,.rhile type B clauses have the feature L--AGR, +ASP/ 

TNS_7. I n spite of the differences in their I~WL, the subject positionf 

of type A and B clauses are governed and assi gned nominative Case by 

INFL, which makes it poss i ble for lexical subjects to occur in thi s 

pos ition. Type C clauses are non-finite . They a r e always infinitivals o 

Conforming to the unmarked case in UG , the subject of an infinitival 

clause in this language is ungoverned and not assigned Case . Lexi cal 

NPs do not appear as subjects of such clauses. The subject is always 

PRO. This means t hat in this regard, Wolayta never L1anifests any of 

the marked properties discussed above like English, Portuguese , 

Italian, Oromo , or Amharic. 



4.2. Passive Constructions 

Passive constructions have been of interest to many theore tical 

linguists . As a r esult , different methods of analysis have been used 

by different theories . 2 In this study , I shall try to show how GB -

theory attempts to analyze passive constr uctions in relation to the 

assignment of Case to NPs. 

In the theoretical framework of GB , passive constructions are not 

treated by independent transformational rules. TI1ey are treated in 

terms of subtheories or principles like Case t heory , 6-theory , the 

projection principle, etc. 

Discussing the structure of morphological passive constructi ons 

in this theory , Chomsky makes distinction between syntactic and 

lexical passives. Lexical passives are morphologically complex; are 

adjectives or monadic predicates which are formed idiosyncratically in 

the lexicon like other lexical items . They are thematically restrictp'-

to assigning the 6-role of a direct object of a corresponding verb . 

Syntactic passives , on the other hand, are morphologically not complex, 

the meaning of the passive being determined not by the lexicon but 

only by the D-and S-structures. They require no thematic relation 

between the surfctee subject and the verbal base (Chomsky, 1981: 118). 

"Ihen we have syntactic passive, then, f ollowing Chomsky (1981), 

the morphological passive verbs do not assign Case to the NPs they 

gove rn, because t he passive morphology absorbs the Case . In such 

constructi ons t he NPs governed by passive verbs are forced to move to 

positions where they can be assigned Case so as not to violate the 
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Case Filter and r esult i n an ill-formed str ucture . 'I'his means that 

in a morphological passive cons truction {--;TP , vp_7 moves from its bass 

position motivated by Case . Fr om this Chomsky has formul ated the two 

crucial properties of morphol ogi cal passive : 

( 67) a . {~NP , S_7 does not receive a 8-role . 

b. {r-fP , Vp_7 does not receive Case with in VP , for some 

cho i ce of NP in VP ( Chomsky , 1981 : 12Lf) . 

Accordingly , in Engl i sh , sentences like (69) are derived from t he 

underlying str uctures like (68 ) by t he movement of t he NP 'the bottle' 

which l acks Case in ( 68) by ( 67b ). The NP move s to t he subject 

position .,hich i s empty (by 67a ) , where it is assigned nominative Case 

by the governing AGi't i n I lI.'F Lo 

( 68) /y- was broken the bottle_7_7 '- p - -

( 69) The bottle was broken. 

There are, however, views suggesting t hat even though the Case 

absorption analysis wo rks we l l for English , it does not appl y to 

languages like Italian and Spanish (Jaeggli, 1986: 593) or Ukraini an 

(Sabi n 1985: 655) where t hey gi ve evidences that L-NP . vp_7 i n 

morphological passive constructions may be ass i gned Case i n base 

position violating the condition (67b ) of Chomsky. In light of these 

t he ore tical assLU:lpt i ons let us now cons i der the data f rom Wolayta . 

Wolayta also has mo r phol ogi cal passive constructions . The pasSive 

i s formed in this language by a product i ve process of suffixati on of 

-ett or - etett to the ve rb root , as in the f oll owi ng examples . 

(70) a. peer - ett - esi 

tear - pass - 3ms (impf ) 

'be torn '. 
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b. m - etett - esi 

eat - pass . - 3ms(impf) 

'be eaten'. 

Mos t transitive verbs passivize with the help of these 

morphological elements. There are a few verbs, however , which with 

morphological irregularity use a different lexical item 'di th the sense 

t)f passive. For instance , the active verbs /woD-/ ' kill ' and / ment-/ 

'break ' have the passive counterparts / hayK-/ ' be lcilled ' or ' die' 

and / meKK-/ ' be broken ', respectively, instead of the expected /woD­

ett-/ and / ment-ett-/. Moreover, while morphol ogi cal passive 

constructions in languages l ike English are copular, such structures 

in Wnlayta are not copular. Consider the examples that follow. 

moys - ett - isi ( 71) a. 7imat ta-y 

guest - nom see nff - pass - 3ms(pf ) 

' The guest has been seen off ', 

b , kana-y godariy- a-n m-etett-isi 

dog-nom hyena-acc-by eat - pass -
' The dog has been eaten by the hyena ', 

3ms(pf) 

The next point to consider is whether the morphologi cal pass ive 

construction in t his language is syntactic or lexical. The formulatic~ 

of passive by attaching the suffix -ett or -ete t t on the verb root i s 

not idiosyncratic; but it is a predicatable process subject to a rule 

we may refer to as the passive suffixation rule. This suggests 

that passive construction is syntactic here. 

A piece of evidence for this can be obtained from the compari son ( , 

morphological passive with constructi ons having lexical items with the 

sense of passive. For instance, the lexical item /melm- / 'be br oken! 
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base gene r ates the direct object of the corresponding active verb 

/ment-/ 'break' at subject position as shown in ( 72) below, Note that 

the r e is no movement in such constructi ons, But the ;.lOrphological 

pass ive constructions like(73 ) require the movement of the L-NP ,VPJ 

to subject position as we can see from the D- and S- structures 

respectively i n (73a-b), 

(72 ) a . Lip 7anjullo-y 

Anjullo- nom 

mitta ment - iSiJ 

wood (acc ) break - 3ms (pf) 

' Anjullo has broken the wood '. 

b, Lip mi tta-y meKK-i siJ 

wood-nom be b r oken-3ms(pf) 

' The wood has been broken ', 

(73 ) Lip e Lyp " - isi]] a, ?as,; CaaC - ett 

meat roast - pass - 3ms(pf ) 

Lip v Lvp i SiJ] b . 7aso- yi. ti. CaaC - ett -

meat-nom roast - pass - 3ms(pf ) 

' The meat has been roasted ' , 

The passive meaning from the morphological passive construction 

in (73) i s thus determined by the p r operti es of D- and S-structures, 

unlike t he case in the lexical pass i ve in ( 72b) , where the passive 

sense is obtained f r om the lexical property of the parti cular verb 

idiosyncratically . Once the speake r has l ear ned the s emantic feature 

of the active verb , the passive sense in the syntactic passive is 

predicted from the D- and S- structures. 

So far, I have att empted to substanti ate my argument that there 

is syntactic passive construction in this language . In what fol l ows 

I shall try to show how the analysis of syntactic passive (hencefcrth, 
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passive) construction can be carried out in 1;!olayta . 

Due to the projection principle, t he D-structure of a passive 

construction has an NP i n VP . By ( 67a ), (NP , s _7 is empty, as shown 

in (73a). This empty position serves as a landing site for a moved 

constituent. 

By ( 67b), the L-WP,VP_7 does not get Case in its base position, 

~s a morphological passive verb does not assign Case to its complemen·J­

Therefore, motivated by t he requirement of Case , the L-Wp,vp_7 moves 

to the empty subject position at S- str ucture , leaving its trace behind 

so that it will not violate the projection principle. At the new Sit'?, 

the moved NP is assigned nominative Case by the governing AGR or ASP/ 
7 ·~ .) 

TNS in INFL.. (See the S-structure (~. ~ ) above). 
J; 

From t his follo\',s t hat , i n this language , the Case absorption 
,'\ 

analysis forwarded by Chomsky works as well as in English . There is 

no violation of Chomsky ' s crucial property of morphological passive 

stated in (67b), like the case in Spanish, Italian, or Ukrainian, whic' 

is pOinted out by Jaeggli (1986 ) and Sabi n (1985 ). 

Finally, I s)1all point out some cases whe re the anal ysis followed 

above may fail to hold. According to Chomsky , passive constructions 

have no unitary syntactic characteristics across l anguages or even 

within a s i ngle l anguage. For instance , s yntactic passive may involve 

some kind of rule in one language but a different one in another. EVEl. 

,:. 

wit~. a Single language there may be passive morphology with movement, 

movement without passive morphology, or passive with ne ithe r passive 

morphol ogy nor movement (Chomsky, 1981 : 121). Accordingly, some 

constructions in thi s language have been observed with morphological 
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passive verb but vrithout a moved NP in the manner shown above . Some 

exampl es are given below . 

(74 ) 

( 75) 

a . ?LI aaTa- y giig- ett-is i_7 

lunch- nom be ready- pass- 3ms (pf) 

' Lunch ha s been made r eady '. 

b . ? L-¥iVDa- y ?ut -ett- esi_7 

a . 

shi dda (seat)-nom sit-pas s- 3ms( i mpf ) 

' The shi dda (seat ) lets one to si t on ' . 

?anjullo-y bal?anni-ra s i g- ett-isi 

Anjullo- nom Ballane- with come to te r ms - pass-3ms( pf ) 

'Anjullo has come into terms with Ballane '. 

b. ?an,jullo- y liKamambari y- a- ra yoot- ett-isi 

Anjullo-nom chairman - acc - with tal k- pass-3ms 

' Anjul l o talked to the chairman ' . 

( 74a- b ) are accepted by some of the i nf ormants as grammati cal 

whi l e by others.they a r e rejected as ill-formed. The structures have 

the verbs / giig- / ' be r eady ' and / ?ut-/ ' sit ' both of which are 

intr ansitive and cannot have complement NPs . In the pass ive 

construction , they have base generated subjects assigned nomi nati ve 

Case. Ther efore , their D- and S- str uct ures are i somorphic . In the 

normal case of passive structure i n the language , one would have 

expected these verbs to undergo causativization before being passiviz'e<.:. 

which would naturally have made them transiti ve with a property 

requiring an NP complement such that in the syntax this compl ement 

would have moved to sub j ect position for Case when the structure 

becomes passive. But this has not been the case. 
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The fact t hat the structure itself is not accepted as grammatical 

by all speakers pause some doubt as to its being a native syntactic 

form. As the iruormants are Amharic speakers as a second language, it 

could be attributed to Amharic influence since we can find identical 

oases in this language, although it is difficult to come out with 

strong evidences nO"l . 

The 'structures in (75a-b) als~ have morphological passive verbs 

/sig-ett-/ ' come! into terms-pass! and /yoot-ett-/ 'talk-pass', 

respectively, Dut in (75a) the verb cannot have an internal argument 

since it is basically intransitive; and in (75b) the surface subject 

/?anjullo-y/ ' Anjullo-nom' cannot form an NP complement for the active 

counterpart of the verb /yoot-ett-/ ' talk-pass', as (76a) is 

ungrammatical. But this active verb may subcategorize a L--human_7 NP 

and PP complement as shown in (76b). 

(76) a. "/_ vv -., _ gossanca-y 

farmer-nom 

?anjullo-a 

Anjullo-acc 

yoot,:,:,isi] 

tell-3ms 

b. [j~os¥anca-y L~ ?anjullo-ssi yohuw-a yoot-isi]. _ 

farmer-nom Anjullo-for news-acc tell-3ms (pi) 

'The farmer told Anjullo the neus '. 

In light of t his, an explanation that the NP /?anjullo/ i s raiced 

to subject position out of the pp when the verb becomes passive, may 

be proposed. But this is implausible for several questions cannot be 

answered. For exrunple, what is the motivation for the movement of the 

NP? Is the -movement syntactic? If so, how could we account for the 

possible Case conflict which may result as such a movement takes place" 

If not, how could we account for the assignment of nominative Case? 

and so on. 
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Any "laY , the problem remains unanswered by this study . The study 

has gone as far as identifying the problematic structure . Accounting 

for it is left for future r esearch . 

/ 
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According to Chomsky (1981: 127 ), an analoguous condition to the 

two crucial properties of passive morphology (repeated here as (77a-b) 

also hold for r a isi.ng structures. 

(77) a. L-NP,S~7does not receive a 8 - role. 

b . L:NP ,VP _7 does not receive Case wit:'1in VP . 

Thus a :':'ai sing constr uction i n English may have an empty non-8 

subject position and an infinitival complement at D- structure . 

Because t he subject of the infinitival complement lacks Case in situ , 

there is an obligatory NP movement fo r Case, and at S-structure the NP 

movesto the matrix subject position which is.tmpty , 

assigned nominative Case by INFL . From thisjfollows 

possible out of non-finite complements. 

Here it is 

that raising is 

Based on such evidences, Rizzi (1982) advocates that raising out 

of finite complements is impossible (Baye, fo rthcoming (b)). But 

Grosu and Horvath (1984 ) predict that raising must be possible out of 

finite complements i n pro-drop l anguage t hat have empty complementizers , 

and present evidence from Rumanian . In support of Grosu and Horvath, 

Baye (for thcoming (b) ) sugges ts i n light of evidences from Am..haric , a 

pro-drop l anguage, that raising out of finite complements is possible. 

At the same time, he a ssumes that the empty subject position in a 

raising structure i n languages like Amharic is an emp~pleonastic, 

which can serve as a landing s i t e for the raised NP . Besides, he shows 

that r aising becomes possible in this language only from finite 

complements and only into a clause with empty complementizer. 
\ 
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The preceding anal yses seem to suggest that for raising to take 

place the l anguage shall sat i sfy one of the followi ng two required 

c onditions. The condition (78a) seems to be requi red for languages 

like English while the condition (78b) seem to be required for pro­

drop languages like Amharic . 

( 78 ) a. That a matrix clause with an empty subject position 

must embed a non-finite clause with a lexical subject 

a t D - structure , or; 

b. 'Ynat a matrix clause with an empty pleonastic subject 

must embed a finite clause which has an empty 

complementizer position at D - structure. 

In the light of t h is theoretical background let us consider the 

case in V[ol ayta . This language satisfies t he condition (78b) as it is 

a pro-drop l anguage . But r a i s i ng is not possible in such structure. 

What . may be translated i nto English in raising constructions have 

matrix clauses with empty pleonastic subjects . l'/i t h in the matrix 

clauses are coml?lex NPs whose finite clausal complements have empty 

complementizers • .. Consider the following examples. 

(79) a . Lip e L~IicIilP 7anjullo-y tambuw-a ?uy-iyaJJ 

Anjullo-nom tobacco- acc drink-impf­

~ba_l masat - eSi_l 

- CL (acc) seem - 3ms (impf) 

· ' Anjull o seems to smoke tobacco '. 

b . Lip e LNIicpilP mislriy-a 7asuw- a doyS-iya-_l_l 

woman-nom meat-acc drinks-impf­

-ba_l masat - eSiJ 

-cL(acc ) seem - 3ms( impf) 
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The sub ject positions of the matrix clauses i n (79a- b ) are empty 

pleonastics. The matrix verbs in each example have a c omplex NP as a 

complement . The complex NPs headed by the accusative Case marked 

indefinite pronominal clitic I-bal have clausal complewents . The 

clausal complement in each of the examples has a finite verb and both 

its arguments ( internal and external) are sati sif i ed by the two NPs . 

The subjects of these clausal complements a r e not r a i sed to the matrix 

s ubject which is occupied by the empty pl eonastic . 'rhese NPs are base 

gene r ated at the subj ect positions of the clausal complements and 

remain i n situ. The empty complementi zer pos i tions also remain so in 

the syntax. 

One may change the AGR element i n the matrix verb ill (79b ), for 

example , which is 3ms into 3fs , so tha t it matches in features with the 

subject I mitir i y- al ' vroman- nom ' and see if r a ising v/ere the case , But 

this will give a change of meaning t o t he matrix verb Imasat-I 'seem' 

which bec omes 'resemble ', followed by a change in the structure of the 

complex NP , such t hat it becomes a nominal head heading a relative 

clause, In t h is case , the NP Imi~iriy-al ' woman-nom ' i s base generated 

as the matrix s ubject and there i s no empty pl eonastic as we can see 

from the isomorphi c D - and S - structure in (SO) bel ow. 

( so ) v 
7as uw-a doys-iy- a_7 -_7 

vroman- nom meat- acc cook-impf-nom -

- ba_l masat - a1t1 - su_7 

- CL(acc) seem-i mpf - 3fs 

!The woman resembles someone who is cooking meat !, 

Therefore, this suggests that in this language , what mi ght be 

translated into ,:;;nglish in a rai s i ng structure is not actually a :-
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raising construction. But it is only a matrix clause vIi th a complex 

NP as a complement headed by a clitic pronoun. There is no other 

construction which manifests a raising of an embedded NP into its 

respective matrix clause . The fact that the language satisfies the 

condition ( 78b) but does not allow raising suggests that this condition 

cannot be taken as a universal condition for r aising to take place in 

such a language. 

Not e s ==:::===:::== 

.. 
separate features , a single binary feature L~'!:.ASP/Tl:JS_7 will be used 

in contradistinction to the other feature L-'!:.AGR_7 in INFL . 

2. Several basic differences in t he analysis of passive 

constructions persisted in one form or another from t he start of 

generative gr ammar down to the present. Traditionally in generative 

grammar passive constructions were assumed to derive f rom active 

sentences. Gradually theories emerging in syntax have given different 

analysis for the passive, 

According to Nerbonne (1986), the followers of phrase 

structure Gr"'TlL'llar like Bresnan and himself regard passi vization as 

lexical rule since i t applies to lexical i tems and not to phrases or 

sentences (Nerbonne , 1986: 915). On the othe r hand , Relational 

Grammarians like Perlmutter, Postal, Comrie, Keenan, etc . believe that 

a universal characterization of passive constructions can be arrived 

at, not in terms of word order, Case, or mo rphology, but rather in 

terms of a change in grammatical relations. Thus, passive construction 
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must be explained e i ther as mechanisms of d:Lrect object pr omotion or 

subject demotj.on; and as a result passi vi zat ion call be char acterized 

as changing the transitivity of the sentence (Shi batani , 1985: 822 ). 

Langacker in his Space Grammar framework objects to the Relational 

Grammarian ' s explanation of demotion or promotion and attempts to 

analyze the passive us ing semantic chri teria . He assumes that a 

passive structur e does not derive from an active structure and that 

the by-phrase is basically a by-phrase and not a demot ed subj ect 

(Langacker, 1982: 56 - 57) . Others have pr esented a func tional 

approach for the analys i s of the passive construction based on the 

theoretical framework of "the Functi onal Sentence Perspect ive" 

deve loped by Prague School linguists (Bubenik, 1979) . Still others 

(for i nstance , ethnolinguists ) whose research i nteres t goe s beyond the 

language structure, are interested i n pragmatic and functional 

expl anations of passive const ruct i ons ( Kr oskrity , 1985 : 306) . In 

general, the re are a number of approaches to passive construction. As 

Riemsdijk and 11illiams (1986: 128) have put it, t he i ssue remains 

complex and as yet unresolved. This study . however, does not go i nto 

the evaluation of t hese varied approaches . Here, solely t he GB -

approach to the passive is followed. 
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5. CON C L U S I ON 
=================== 

In thi s chapter , I shall gi ve the highlights of the f i ndi ngs of 

the study and i ndi cate res i dual cas es that requi re furthe r resear ch . 

1. I'lol ayta has morphologi cal ( or concrete) Cases , That i s , 

t he Cases assigned to NPs in this language are phonetically r eal i zed , 

The morphemes which represent the same Case show different phonol ogical 

for ms depending on the gender of the NPs they are suffixed to . 

2 . Nominative Case is realized by the suffix - i (wh ich may 

sometimes be phonetically realized as - y) in masculine and pl ural NPs , 

but by - a in feminine NPs . Accusative Case is realized by the suffix 

- a ( alternating with - u in plural NPs ) in mascul i ne and plur a l NPs, and 

by - 0 in feminine NPs . Hoy/ever , these suffixes are affected by some 

phonologi cal changes when they are attached to NPs ending in vowel s . 

Th i s study has not deal t with the phonologi cal rules that a r e 

respon s ibl e for the changes . These are left open fo r further r es ear ch. 

3 . The cl aim made by some schol ars that the Case suffixes are 

gender , number or definiteness mar kers is refuted by counter exampl es 

seen i n the language . 

4. The Case assigners in the language are only t he categories 

INFL , V and P. 

5. The Case recipients are only NPs , which includes deri ved 

nnminals , But clauses are not subject to the Case Filter. 
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6 . The language has only two Cases , nomina t i ve and. accusative, 

Evidences are given to substantiate this view in the study . 

7 . Nominc,tive Case is assigned by AGR or ACiP/TNS in UIFL . The 

subject of a finite clause is assigned nominative Case . Accusative 

Case is assigned to an NP by transitive verbs and postpositions . 

Besides , i n constructions with verbs of double NP complement , one of 

the compl ement NPs is assigned accusative Case inherently at D -

structure , while the other, which appears adjacent to the verb i s 

assigned accusative Case normally by the governing verb . 

8 . The complement and specifier NP s in possessive constructions 

which are headed by nom i nal heads are also assi gned accusative Case. 

~,o possible explanations are given about the assignment of this Case v 

The first states that the Case is assigned structurally by the 

governing nominal head which appears adjacent to the complement . It i w 

argued that this assumption contradicts the GB assumption which states 

that +N governors assign genitive Case . The second explanation says 

t hat accusative Case is assigned to the complement and speci fier NPs 

by default for there is no structural Case assigner . According to thi p 

explanation , nominal heads are not Case assigners and all NPs have 

Case features with default Case value inherently. This explanation 

does not contradict the GB assumption that says +N categories assign 

genitive Case and - N categories assign accusative Case . 

9 . Both nominative and accusative Cases are assigned under the 

syntactic relationship of government. The Case ass i gne r governs the 

Case recipient. 
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10. The direction of Case assignment i n t h is language is from 

right to left. Thi.s means that i n this language Case is assigned by 

a head "hich i s always in the right of the Case recipient . This makes 

the language typologically head-final . 

11. Case is assigned both at D - and S - structures in the 

l anguage . Inherent Case is assigned to one of the objects of a ve rb 

in structures wi.th verbs of double NP complement while structural Case 

is assigned unde r the structural re l ationshi p of gove rnment and 

adjacency by AGR or ASP/T!.TS i n INFL , or by transitive verbs and 

postposi tions . Default Case is assigned to compleme:lts and specifier 

NPs in possessive constructions at D - structure . 

12 . In Vlol ayta , there are mainly finite and nonfini te clauses , 

Fini te clauses have A:3P/ TNS or both ASP/ TNS and AGR in HWL. This 

gove rns the subject NP and assigns Case to it. Hence a lexical NP 

appears in subject position. Non-finite cl auses have neither AGR nor 

ASP/ TNS in INFL. The i r subject position i s ungove r ned and lexical 

subjects are not poss ible here . The subject al ways becomes PRO. 

13 . The non- finite clauses in Vlolayta are infinitivals. Tnere 

a r e no finite-inf initives in the language as in the case of Oromo or 

Amharic . Like the unmarked case in UG , also this l anguage does not 

all ow l exi cal NPs at the subject pos i t i ons of infinitives. 

14. The language has s~ntactic passive constructions . In most 

such structures L~p , vp_7 does not get Cas~ in base position. So , it 

moves to an empty non-8 subject position for Case where it is ass i gned 

nominative Case by the governing AGR or ASP/ TNS in nWL . 



104 

15. Certain passive constructions have been observed Vii th passh', 

morphology but \~i thout NP - movement . Some of these a re accepted by 

speakers marginally, vlhich seems to indicate that t hey are not native 

syntactic forms. Perhaps they are results of Amharic i nfluence, as 

all the informants are exposed very much to Amharic influence . However; 

the explanations for these and the passive constructions of this nature 

that have unanimous acceptance by informants are left for future 

research. 

16. There are no raising constructions in the language. What 

are translated in raising constructions i n I ffilguages like English are 

clauses \vi th complex tiPs as verbal complements" No [.flO is raised from 

the embedded clause to the matrix clause in such structures. Neither 

are there other structures ,,,here such a raising is possible from an 

embedded clause to a matrix clause. 

17. As far as theoretical assumptions go, it seem,' that a 

language must satisfy one of the nlo conditions to have a raising 

construction. Tnese conditions are: 

a) That a matrix clause with an empty subject position must 

embed a non-finite clause .ri th a lexical subject at D -

structure , or; 

b) That a mat rix clause with an empty pleonastic subject must 

embed a finite clause which has an empty complementizer 

position at D - structure. 

The condition in (a) i s required for a non-pro-drop language like 

Engli sh , while t he condition in (b) seem to be required for pro-cirop 

languages like iu;1l1aric . Wolayta satisfies the condition (b) as it is 

a p ro-drop l anguae e. But · raisIng is··.not possible in s uch' structurel3 



1(;5 

in this l anguage . Tnis s uggests that the condition ( ;) cannot be 

taken to be universal fo r rai s ing t o t ake place . 

1 8 . vihile most of the prope rties of \Vol ayta Case fal l 

cons i stently into t he universal pr operties , some a r e found to be 

particular to the language. These are: 

( a ) that it has onl y two Cases , nomi native and accusative, and 

no more; 

(b ) t hat an NP governed by a nominal head receives accusative 

Case r ather than genitive Case ; and , 

( c) that there is no raising construction in the language as 

it is true i n l anguages like English whe r e an embedded NP 

moves to the matrix clause mainl y for reasons of Case 

assignment . 
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