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C H ~ PTE R 1 

I N T ROD U C T ION 

\ 

1.1 . THE Z.lYBSE PEOPLE _ -~nD THEIR Lll.NGU;.GE 

The ~oyss~ people, who are estimated t o be about 

21 , 000 (Bender et 0.1 (eds), 1976:15) live in Gardulla 

district , Go.Ll0 Gofo. "cdministrative Regi on. They a r e 

distributed over f our peasant associat i ons - Elgo , \-io z6.ka , 

Daruble and Zar gulla , all l ocat ed on tho western side of 

Lake Chano o.ncl the eastern side of the Gardulla mountains. 

Diffe r ent scholars writ e Zayss'e as Zaiss'e , Zai'se or Zayse, 

to r efer t o either the peopl e or their language . The 

Gidoles call the country ko : riy (sic) (Bender ( cd) , 1976:1LJ-). 

\ 

The lo.nguo.go, Zaysse, liko \iolo.yta and Garno, is an 

Omotic lanr;uago bolonging to tho Ooeto clust e rs. Though 

o.n intelligibility tost has not been co.rried out so far, 

the infor~o.t ion go.thored from the info rmants substant i a t es 

Bonder ' s clo.ir:, (Bonde r 1976 :14) tho.t Zaysse is mutually 

intelligi blo with Zargulla . 

1 . 2 . PR2;VIOUS STUDY 

Though tho study of Oootic and Cushitic languages 

started i n the ninet eenth century, it can be observed 

from the c0npo.ro.tive studi es of Cerulli (1938) , Flemi ng 

o.nd Bender (Bonder et 0.1 (eds) , 1976), Fleming (Bender 

(ed), 1976), Zo.borski (1980, 1984) and 1,1ernayehu Haile 
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(1981) th'J.t t here is still no detailed s tudy carried out on 

most of t he Onotic l a nguages . Zaborski's (1984 : 25) sta t eDent 

tha t " ••• ;Lny discussion on the Or:.et o languages is seri ousl y 

haope rod by the lack of sonetines e ven quit e bas ic dat'l. 

since a nUDber of Onotic l anguage s a nd the ir d i nl e cts a r e 

practically not described s o f a r ••• " clearly shows how 

little the Ol'lotic l anguages are known. .,s a r esult of this 1 

it is d ifficult vlhether a speech cOr.J!'1unity is usinr; a 

l :1.llguage or [l d i a l e ct of a nothe r l anguage . 

\ 

Hewever, when Zaysse is conside r ed in view of 

Zabo rski' s stateL'ent , it s eens t o b e in a bett e r posit i on, 

because t he r e a re conpar a tive studies done by peopl e like 

Cerulli, thywa r d [lnd de sciptive studies !'l.Rde by liulup;e t a 

Seyoum (1988) ane' ~Urut "Jc lde fbrinD (1988) . 

In his cCI.'petr a tive wo rk 11 LinFua ggio Dei Gia nge r o 

Ed 1.1cune Ling1}.c Sicmaa Dell' 0]1;0 (Ba sketo , Cia r a , Zaiss'e) 

(1938:189-215), Cerulli r e cognizes twe nty six consonants 

\ 

f o r Zaysse . He has not dealt wit h vowels, nor has he 

described t he d i stri butions of tho consonants he has 

r ecogni zed . 

Concerning the gr amnar, he has r.JRde so~e ge ne ral 

observa tions ab out pronouns , nouns, ve rbs, t e nse s ilnd 

'l.rt icles . 
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;,ccording to l'iuluget9. SeyouTI (1988 : 20 ) the consonant 

\ 

ph0nemcs of Z~ysso a r e shown in tho f ollowing t able . 

St op vI P t k k 

vd b d g 

;dfricate vI t S 

vel 

Fricative vI f s ¥ 

vd 
v 

z z 

Eject ive p ' s ' ~ , k ' 

Nasal L1 n 

I np l os ive 1 d 

Liquid L:lt . 1 

:!flc.p r 

Se J1' i - v o \,0 I w - y 

rn,~blo I. mh C t Ph f Z \ 
.L" T .O onsonan onenes 0 aysse 

h 

l"iulugetil hils nlsa i de ntified five phoner.:Jic v owe ls 

shown i n '!::-tblc II below. 

i 

e 
a 

u 

o 

Table II . The Vowe l Phonsnes of Zayss~ (198$.:26) 
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Conce r n i ng s up r a- segne nt a l f eature s, l e ngth a nd 

stre s s a r e found t o be p heneDi c; whe r eas p it ch is believed 

t o be p honetic (1 988 : 27-31). l~cco rcl ing t o Muluget a ' s 

a na lysis , the sylla bic structure i s C V (V) ( C) ( C) . 

The C01":1O'10 n phonolo gica l pro c e s se s tha t a r e obs e rve d 

include sp irantization , na s a liza t io n , na sa l a s s i mil atio n , 

a sp iration , epe nthe sis , vowe l de l e t ion and vowe l contra ction . 

Vowe l add ition (p r othe sis a nd par afoge ) a nd me t a the sis a r e 

a lso f ound i n bo rrowed wor ds . 
\ 

Hirut' s (1 988) "The Noun 1'1o rphol ogy of ZClysse " deal s 

wit h the i nfl e ctions and de rivations () f no uns . No uns a r e 

inflected f or nunbe r, definit e ness and cqse . Ge nde r i s 

expressec'. i n thr oe ways . The s e a r e the f ollowinp:: 

'1 ) 'li:ffcrent lcxico.l it c['!s f o r t he l"ln.s culine 'l nd 

feni n i ne ; 

b) the definit e a rtioles , a nn 

c) t he f'!odifie rs . 

RegClr clillg nunber, t he pI ura l is ind ica t ed by the 

r egula r plu r Cll Do rphene / -ir/ , a nd by the kinshi p plura l 

ma rke r /-as ' / • 

. ;cce r clin g t o Hirut, de fin ite ness i s shown by / e-/ i n 

mascul ine s i ngul o. r a nd by /i- / in fe n inine singula r; and 

by /u-/ i n p l u r o.l. Mo r eove r, demo nstra tive p r ono uns like 

/ha-/ ' t hese ' and /so- / 'tho s e ', a r e used with plura l nouns . 
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Hirut has also i de ntified tho f ollowing case 

Do rphel'1e s. 

a ) I-i I or I-YI ' nOl~inl1 t i v e ' , 

b) I- usl or I-sl ' dative ' 

c) I-unal or I-nal ' instrumental' , 

d) 1-1G3./ or I- gal 'locat ive ' , 

e) I- fal ' ablat ive ' , 

f) I-ral ' "t t " , coml a lve , ami 

g) I-usl or I-sl ' p;enitive ' , 

The following are pe rsonal pronouns in the diff e r ent 

cases . 

Sg. 

Plo 

Porson Nor.:.inative ~.cc usa t i ve Dative 

1~t to.y t a na t a re 

2nd ney nena ne re 

3rd
l'1S . esi eso. esiro 

f. is i i sa isiro 

1 st (incl . ) niy nina nero 

(excl. ) nuy nuna niro 

2J:JV wutini wutuna wuturo 

3rd usini usuna usur a 

T~bleo 
\ 

III. Pe rsonal Pronouns,--~o,-,f,--...:Z::;a","y,-,s,,-,s,,"~, 

Hirut has also r.eRlt with nouns do rived fron 

a ) adje ctives with the suffix I -itel I _ness ' 

Genitive 

to. -
ne -

e -
i -

ni -

nu -
wu -

u -

b) verbs Ivith the suff ix 1-01 o r / - 01 I e r', and 
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c) nouns with the suffix I-ute/ ' -ship, - hood '. 

In forDing compounds, Hirut has shown th.:tt nouns can 

take nouns or adjectives or vp.rbs LlS a second E(tmber to 

f orm compound nouns . 

THE PRE0ENT STUDY 

From t he r eview it is noticeable thLlt there has not 
\ 

been any study made on any aspect of the syntLlx of Zaysse . 

The comjDnr a tive Llnd descriptive stud ies of Cerulli and 

Hirut r e spectively deal with morphology. From this 

follows that the present study should focus on some aspects 

of the synt ax of the language. 
~ , 

In deQlins with the simple clauses of 6aysse , the 

writer hopes to proved syntactic information to linguists 

engaged in comparat i ve Omot ic, F\nd to thF\t extent, he also 

hopes to contribut e to (l better understanding Llno 

(re)clp..ssifico.tion of the Omotic languages . 

'I'heoretically , the analysis might Rlso contribute to 

our knowledge of the uni versals and particulars of natural 

l Llngunges . It may also have some pedagogical relevance . 

~his study is based on dntLl collected using 100 

Swadesh word-list a nd self-prepnred phrnses and sentences. 

The f ollo\'ling people h'lve acted ns info rffi:c:;tt s throughout: 

}Iul ugeta ;ir.mo , at pre sent a thirrl year Biology student in 

"'lddis ,'.bab1'. University; Sit ' ota Setto, a daily IFlbourer 
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in Arba Minch; '.;aketa iia rote and Na\·!U nat : e , hif,h school 

student s in Gidole; and 'ramiru Ut I ayle , a h i gh school 

teacher in Dahir DR.r . 

1.4. THE THEOIlliTICAL FRAl1C\JORK : THE. SYNTAC:rrC COr?mmNT 

The theoretical framework adopted in this study is 

the "Extended Standard Theory " (EST) which i s introduced 

in Chomsky (1970) and outlined in Hadford (1981) and 

Riemsdijk and ivilliams (henceforth R & W) (1986) . EST is 

an ou.t g r 01·rth of the "Standard Theory" (ST) developed in 

Aspects of th~~h~ory of Syntax (Chomsky 1965) . 

I n both ST and EST the g ramma r of a language has 

three components: the phonolop;ical, the syntact i c and the 

semantic components . As this study focuses on syntax , I 

shall consider the syntactic component only. 

1.4 . 1 TIlE BASE COriPONENT 

In EST , like in ST , the syntactic component has a 

base component and a transformat i ona l component . Wi thin 

the base component are t he lexicon and the categorial 

comp one nts (phrase structure r ules) . 



= 8 = 

1.4.1.1. THE LEXICON 

In both TIodels the l exicon contains q list of all 

l exica l it ens with t he ir i d i osyncratic phonolo~ical, 

morpholoGical , syntact ic and semantic spe cifications 

(Radford 1 981: 141). Lexical Redundancy Rules \,hich have 

positive subcateso rizations of eve rJ lexical it em a r e a lso 

inse rted . 

In ST , word-forI"l'lt ion rul e s we r e not considered a s 

p a rt of the lexicon because they were considered to be 

p a rt of t he transfo r l".ational co rr:po ne nt (Chomsky 1965:23). 

However, who n Chonsky (1970) took the l exicalist position 

in "ReMarks on 1TOiilina lization" (Hilmceforth Remarks) all 

'''lolt'd-fornn.tioE r ul es bscaJ:le part of the lexicon. 

In b oth theories , we ~~ve l exica l inse rtion rules 

constrained by selectional r e strictions showing whi ch 

word in the lexicon substitutes which t e rminal symbol in 

the tree genoraten by the phrase structure rules. 

1.4.1.2. 

The categori al component in ST specifies the Phra s e 

Structure Rules (PSRs) which " ••• were supposed to be of 

the context-free variety and limit ed to expanding a single 

node into one or more dau~ht e r nodes .•. " (Hoekstra, 1984: 23). 

This was felt t o bo " • •• t oo r estrictive in s ome sense 

and not r estrictive enouGh in 9.nothe r ••• " ( Baye 1986 :1 5) . 
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It was t o') r est rictive in the sense thA.t lexi c'll categories 

expand anc~ f c r m phr a sal cat ego ries . It doe s not al l ow 

ca t egori es smo.lle r than the phrasal and l a rge r than the 

lexica l. 

On the other hand, t he PSRs in ST were not r estrict ive 

enough i n the sense that phr asal categories could be 

expanded into any phrasal or lexical categori es as in 

(1 ) and (2) . 

( 1 ) 

(2) 

NP v - VP 

VP DET - N (Radf or d 1981:102) 

To '1voi d such p r obl ems , it was necessary to r evi se 

them by int roducing cert a i n constraints . Chomsky introduced 

the X-ba r t heory of PSRs in Remarks . This wa s developed 

in Ja ckencloff(1977). This c'c nvent i on i s schematized i n 

(3) below : 

(3) Xn ---;:.. (C1)--- (C j ) - Xn- 1_(C j 
+ 1) ••• (C

k
) 

",here 1 ~ n~3 f or a ll 6 j 
; e ithe r 

Cj is y3 f o r some lexical ca t egory 

y, or Cj i s a specified grammatical 

!'orno.tive . 

~cco rding t o Hoekstra (1984 : 24) , this conventi0n embodi e s 

t he f ollowing five claims : 

(4) i . eve r~y ca t egory i s endo centric 

ii. evey lexical cat ego ry proje cts 

throe l eve ls of supe rstructure 
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iii. the head of a phrase is a lways one 

, 
oar··level lower than the phrase node 

immedi ately domin~ting it. 

iVa only maximal projections may appear 

as specifie rs and complements, except 

for some non-head t e rms that are se l ected 

in terms of specified grammat ical form~tive s. 

v • . specifie rs will alw~y s occur pe ripheral to 

the compleme nts of the l exical head of a 

phrase . 

In addition to constraining the PSRs, the primitive 

syntactic categorie s (lexica l cat o~ories) were also defined 

in t e rms of syntact ic d istinct ive f eatures . T·he rationale 

behind this . " 18 ~oo to capture the s i milaritie s and 

differe nces bet ween r e l a t ed se t s of categori es ••• " (Radford 

1981 :112). Thore '1 r e a limited number of syntactic 

distinctive features available in Universal Grammar (UG) 

which every l anguage " ••• has to choose ••• on the b/isis 

of the degr ce of naturalnes s its syntactic rule s may gain 

whe n they oporute on or across categorie s at a particular 

bar leveL •• " (Baye 1986 :19). The distinctive f eatures 

that a re given in Remarks are ! N, + V. Thus , in English, 

major l exica l cn.tegorie s are defined as ( 5): 

+ V - V 

+ N A N 

- N V P 

In short, the inclusion of l exical derivation to 
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the lexiccn, t he introduction of the X-bar theory and tho 

introduction of syntactic dist inctive fc~tures f or defininG 

l exico. l cGto50rios a r e the mo.jor fe a tures of the base 

cc'mpo nent in EST . 

1 . 4.2. 

1,s nentionecl p r eviously, due t o the syntact i c 

derivations of l exical it ems , the Deep Structure (D-S) in 

ST ~T[l.s ver'J o.bst r a ct and powe rful. Linguist s had t o 

f ormul ate c~nstruction s?e cific rules . However, whe n 

l exica l derivations became part of the lexical transf o rmation 

rules , Gnrl t1.1e transforf.'.ational component was limited to 

syntactic derivat i ons only, its exp r ess ive power was gre.atly 

reduced , The fncus of linguistic r e s earch became not the 

formal i z~t ion ef particula r rul es , but the nature of 

transfo rmat i ons :'.nd the sea rch f o r gene ral conditions on 

how they ope r o.te. 

Two such conditions on "h-extractions a r c Chomsky ' s 

(1968) i.-uver-., Principle a nd Ross I S (1967) Isla nd 

Constraints . ";ccording to R & IV , espec i a lly, Ross ' s 

cond i tions on tro.nsf o r mations inrtuced linguists to believe 

tha t " , •• =ny properties of ind ividual transfo r oations 

a r e common t o l ::>.rce r fanilies of transf ormat i ons , so that 

it was possible to ext r a ct these p r operties and make t hem 

part of Universal Grammar., ," (n & W 1986 : 58) . This brought 
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about a chnnce in the f ocus of linguistic r e search . 

Lingui st s !JE\C~C it the ir goal t o rliscove r sinple and 

ge ne r al principl es underlyin~ al l in0ividual 

transfor Qational rules . 

Ross ' s I s l and constra int s were on Wh-movement. 

Since Wh-movenent is typically unbo unded , it r a ised the 

question of whether all tra nsfor mat i onal rules (T-Rul es) 

have the same p roperty . In add ition, Rosembaum ' s (1967) 

proposal of E~~raposition and I dentity Erasure 

transformat i ons l ed to the same question . hS a r esult, 

based on the nature of the domain of the ir applications, 

transformations \18re classified as (1) monocydlic: whose 

domain is a clause; (2 ) bicyclic: whose domain is across 

one clause boundary; and ( 3) unbounded : whose domain is 

a rbitrarily many clause boundaries (R & W 1986 : 31) . 

In s·r , every T- Rule had a structural de scription 

(CD) on which it ope rates and a lso a structural change 

(SC) which r osul ts from its application. This means, 

transfo~~t ions could change structures. In orde r to 

constrain t hi s , Emonds (1970) formul ated his Structure 

Preserving Hypothe sis (SPH). Acco r d ing to hi];!, 

transformat ions cnn only be structure p r ese rving , local 

or r oot. Hi s constraint sta t es : 

(6) "const i tuent can only be moved by a 

s ubstitution rule into anothe r category 

of the same t ype . (Radford 1981:19~) 
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As it \'ras p r act ised in BT , pass ive constructions 

we r e derived from the ir act ive counte r part s. 'l'he 

transformational r ule r equires a SD , and it s appl icat ion 

r esults i n a SC . I n v i e,r of the SPH the de rivation of 

pass ives from act ive s became controvers i al , because it 

was incompat ible with SPH . 

On the othe r hand Ha i s ing was bel i eve d to have some 

fe a tures with passivi~ation , s ince in both, there is a n 

NP moving from one NF-pos ition to another NF- position. 

Based on SPH, then , the two tra nsfo r mations came to be 

treat ed as instances of one general rule which Chomsky 

(1973) called "l'love NP". 

"Move NF " as a fene r al rul e has the property in 

(7) I"1ove a!.JY NP to subject position that 

does not r e ceive an indepe nde nt 

se l cct ional or sub categorization role 

(It t. if 1986:116) 

To avo i d ove r gene ration, Chomsky introduced the 

following two conditions on "l"iove NP lI . The first is the 

Specified Subject Condition (SSC) which stat e s that : 

(8) No rule can involve X, Y in the structure 

--- X --- [& -- z --- :-: ryV ---J --­
whore Z i s the sp8cif i ed subj e ct of 

i'l Y V in CD . (Chomsky 1977: 90) 
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This const~aint is paraphrased in Radford (1981:24-5) as 

(9). 

(9) No rule can move a nonsubject constituent 

out of a clause (S-bar) or liP with a 

Specified subject (where by nonsubject 

constituent we mean a constituent which' 

is neither subject nor part of a subject) 

The second constraint i s the Tensed - S condition 

(TSC) which states : 

(10) No rule can involve X, Y in the structure 

X --- La:; --- Z --- -w Y V --- J --­

where (a) Z is the spec ified subject of WYV 

or (b) Y is in COMP and X is not in COMP 

or (c) Y is not in COMP andOCis a tensed S. 

(Chomsky 1977 : 98) 

According to TSC 9 the rule "Move NP" cannot extract an 

NP from a tensed clause. Therefore , "l"love NP" is 

constrained by the conditions SSC and TSC . 

As mentioned earlier the A- over- A Principle and 

the Island Constraints were cond i tions on transformations-

on Wh- movement. Since the overall programme of linguistic 

theorizing i s to discover principles underlying such rules 

and conditions on rules, it became necessary to collapse 

the conditions into one single but general constraint . 

Such a constraint was introduced by Chomsky (1977 : 20) 

under the name Sub jacency. Radford (1981 :227) states 
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it as : 

(11) No constituent can be moved out of more 

than one containing NP - or S - node 

(in any single rule - appl i~ation) 

Subjacency restricts transformations to one cycle node 

(bounding). Accordi ngly, all transformations can be sai d 

to be bicyclic. But, Wh-movement is unbounded , in the 

sense that it allo~lS long distance movement of a Wh-phrase 

to COMP.To reduce i t to the same condition, the following 

was imposed on it. 

(12) COMP - to - COMP Condition 

once 

move 

a phrase is 

to a higher 

in COMP, 

COMP 

it can 

(R & W 
only 

1986:63) 

Based on this cor~ition , once a Wh-movement has moved a 

category to the COYP position of the clause where the 

Wh-~hrase has been extracted f r om, then , it moves it 

iterativelY9 To block overgene r ations , the St rict Cycle 

Condition was introduced by Chomsky (1973). 

Chomsky showed the A- over-A Pri~c ipl e and Ross ' s 

constraints were instances of Wh- movement whi ch moves a 

Wh-phrase from its base position, and adjoins it to the 

COMP position without violating Subjacency. The scope 

of Subjacency is not limited to only Wh-movement , since 
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it restricts all types of movement to only one bounding 

node in a single application of the rule. The bounding 

nodes are also taken to be NF and S for English. 

Subjacency is believed to be Universal , but the categories 

which count as bounding nodes are subject to parametric 

variations. 

In the foregoing discussion we have seen two types 

of movements and two movement rules in the transformational 

component. These are NF-and \~h-movements, and the rules 

are "r10ve NF" and "Move - Wh" rsepectively. The effect 

of Subjacency is not restricted to only the rule "Move-Wh", 

but extends to "Move NF " as well. The two rules, "Move NF" 

and "I'love - 14h" are now considered to be instances of one 

optional and general movement rule called, 

(13) "Move - c:c " 
Move any category~ anywhe r e ' (R & W 1986:127) 

This rule is "rhat the transformational component is 

all about no'>'r . Howeve r, since "Move -cc " is a 

general rule, it does not specify when it can, cannot 

and must move . This is constrained by Subjace ncy, TSC 

and SSc. So, the expressive power of the transformational 

component in ST, is reduced to just "Move -ce" in EST. 

vlhen a movement rul e moves a Wh-or an NF, it 

ext ract s the category from its base position and , , 
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moves it to another position, and (2) leaves an empty 

node in the position of extraction. The empty node left 

behind by the moved category is filled by an abst r act 

category called trace. The function of the trace is to 

satisfy the subcategorization properties and the selectional 

restrictions of lexical categories for which the moved 

category was a non-head. Furthermore, traces help to 

observe the SPH of Emonds. 

A moved category forms a syntactic relation with 

its trace. The moved category must c-command it s trace 

and form a chain. The notion of c-command i s given in 

(14): 

(14) C - command 

A C-commands B if and only if the 

first branching node dominating A 

a lso dominates B, and A does not 

itself dominate B. (R & W 1986:142) 

In othe r words, a moved category the trace(s) l eft 

behind form a s ingle but discontinuous unit. Both 

the head - lW and the trace-NP form a CHAIN, which is 

defined as (15) 

(15) Chain A chain cons i sts of an NP (called 

head of the chain) and the traces 

coindexed with that ~W . 

(R & W 1986:245) 
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Since "I"love - ex; " is a p;e ne r al rule and has no SDs 

on which i t operates, other modules had to be d iscovered 

in order to p r edict why, whe n a nd how it applies. Such 

modules include a-theory , Case Theory a nd Bindinp; 'rheory . 

These a r e ind.ependent but interacting theori es and are 

believed to be universal . 

Theta (6) Theory is introduced by Freidin (1978) 

as "Argument Uniqueness Condit ion" and was later 

developed by Chomsky supporting EPOnds' SPH. In t e rms 

of a - Theory, all complement positions of heads a r e 

Argument (1\.-) positions. That means, any NP-position 

within the domain of a l exica l head is an A-position and 

is known as the obligatory inte rnal A- position of the 

head" In order to i mplement the SPH , the subcategorization 

propert i es a nd selectiona l restrictions of lexical heads 

must be satisfied when the heads enter into grammatica l 

relations . This r estriction on l exical cat egorie s is 

known as the Projection Princip l e (Chomsky 1981 : 29) and 

is stated in (16): 

(16) The Proje ction Principle 

Lexica l r equirements should be satisf i ed 

at D - S , S - S , and LF . 

Since th8 Proje ction Principle r estricts that al l lexica l 

r equirements should be met a t every syntactic level, 
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obligatory internal A-positions are directly projected 

from the lexicon. 

In addition to its obligatory internal A-positions, 

a head can have NP-positions which are within it s maximal 

projection. These · are its optional internal A-positions. 

Any A-position that is phonetically realized is 

required to have a semantic function (a thematic (@-) 

role) which is assigned by the head (Chomsky 1986:93). 

In order to constrain the 6-role assignment (6-marking) 

there is the 6-Criterion stated in (17): 

(17) C··Criterion 

Every chain must receive one and 

only one e-role. (R & W 1986:245) 

The 6-Criterion requires a unique association of 

A-positions and @-roles . Thus, throughout the three 

l evels of syntactic representations the Projection 

Principle and the @-Criterion must be satisf i ed. 

All 6-marking t akes place at I··S';ructure. Depending 

on the semantic properties of heads and grammatical 

relations, every A-position is 6-marked either by a 

lexical head or a phrasal head (Chomsky 1986 : 93). Every 

strictly subcategorized A-position is G-marked by its 

lexical head; while every optional A- pos ition is e-marked 

compositionally by the s ister constituents and the lexical 

head of this phrasal category. Accordingly, a lexical 
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head must ft- mark its A- posdttioIl(S) ; and there must be 

(a) phonetically realized argument(s) to receive the 

6-role(s). 

In addition, for an opt i onal A- position to appear 

phonetically, a lexical head must have an optional 6-rol e 

which it can compositionally 6-mark (thi s pos ition) with 

the phrasal category, that is, the sister constituent of 

this position. Ther efore , any A-position within the 

maximal projection of a head is a 6 pos ition. 

On the other hand, lexical heads do not strictly 

subcategorize their external A-pos i tions , that is, the 

[NP, sy (Hoekstra 1984 : 33) . This is deri ved from the 

Extended Projection Principle (EPP) whi ch requires that 

clauses should have subjects (Chomsky 1986 :116) . Depending 

on the semantic property of a l exical head of a VP , the 

external A-position can be a 6-or a 6-"[losition. If a 

verb has a semant ic p rope rty of select ing an exte rnal 

argument l that i s , has a 6-role for t he ext e rnal 

A-pOSition, then, the VP obligatorily 6-marks this 

position (Chomsky 1981:40). If not, the exte rnal 

A-position remains.a 6-position. In such cases the 

external A-position will e ithe r be filled by a 

semant i cally null element - a pleonast ic pro noun , 

or be left empt y at D- S·; ructur e . If it is filled by 

a pleonastic pronoun, t his structure will be kept 

throughout and the pos ition will not serve as a landing 
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site for a moved NP . In other words when the -position 

is empty, it serves as a landing site for moved NPs. 

6-theory, then, substantiates Emonds' SPH that any 

NP-movement is from a 6-to a 6-position, thus forbidding 

movement from a 6-to a 6-position. Since the only 

A- position which is potentially a 6-position is the 

external A-position, any NP-movement is from a non-subject 

or a subject position to a subject position. Consequently, 

subject-object raising and NP-postposing and NP-preposing 

as in the traditional passive deryV"il'-~on :areall >'b~ocked 

by the Projection Principle and the 6-Criterion. 

In the mapping of the D-Structure the external 

A-position might be 6- marked but not phonetically realized 

due to case. In order to satisfy the EPP, the Projectioll 

Principle and the 6-Criterion an abstract pronominal 

element called PRO is assumed to occupy this positiono 

The d i fference between PRO and a trace, which is also 

an abstract category, is that PRO is a base generated 

empty category 1.;hereas a trace is an empty category which 

results form "l"Iove - C:C" and hence a p r operty of S-Structure . 

PRO ' s realization is derived from 6-theory and case theory; 

whereas a trace ' s real ization is derived f r om 6- theory , 

case theory and "l"love - C:C " " 

During NP-or \~h-movement, a moved category l eaves 

11 coindexed trace in its original position and lands in a 

6-position "rithout violating Subjacency, the Projection 
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Principle and the 6-Criterion. Hence, at the three 

syntactic levels, a 6-role is associated with one 

6~position. The moved category inherits its 6-role only 

from its trace which is in its original position. That 

means, a moved category and its coindexed trace(s) act 

ad a single syntact ic unit for the 6-Criterion. 

The other module mentioned earlier is Case Theory, 

The introduction of Case Theory into grammar has enabled 

linguistic theorizing (a) to relate NP-movement to case; 

and (b) to typologi~e NPs and predict their destributions. 

Furthermore , as the transformational rule, Nove NP, does 

not require SDs in it s application, Case Theory provides 

a prinCipled account for it. 

According to Case Theory every phonetically realized 

NP must have case . If there is an NP in a sentence without 

case, the s entence is filtered out as ill-formed by the 

case filter stated in (19) : 

(19) Any sentence containing an overt 

(i.e. phonetically non-null) NP is 

ill-formed if the NP has no case-

marking (Radford 1981:323) 

In order to escape this filt e r, NPs must have case either 

inherently or by assignment from othe r categories with 

which they form structural r elations. In a structural 

case assignment, an NP must be bound to a head. This 
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relation is known as government and is defined in (20): 

(20) Government: X governs Y if Y is contained in 

the maximal X- projection of X, 

Xmax is the smallest maximal 

projection containing Y, and 

C _ commands Y. (R & W 1986 : 231 ) 

Case assigners are heads of phrases that contain NPs which 

need case. Such heads i nclude the [-N J categories of 

Verbs and Prepositions, and also Tense / AGR in INFL 

(Hoekstra 1984:47). 

According to this theory, all NPs that are 

phonetically non-null NPs, and hence must be in a 

case- marked position. On t he othe r hand, NP-traces and 

PRO behave in t he same way in that they are found in 

positions where case cannot be assigned. So, Case Theory 

group s all NPs into different subsets according to their 

being in case OI' caseless posit i ons . 

Case ass i gnment takes place after "l"iove - CB " has 

taken place, that means at S- structur e and after the 

assignment of case the filter applies . 

As we have seen so far, the theoretical framework 

of EST dif f ere from ST in a number of ways. 
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The Lexicon contains 

(1) all lexical categories with their 

idiosyncratic phonological, morphologi cal , 

syntactic a nd semantic properties, and 

(2) Lexical redundanoy or word-formation rules 

The categorial component, then, together with the 

lexicon generat es D-Structure terminal nodes. Lexica l 

insertion and selectional restriction rules relate the 

l exicon and the categorial component, and form a 

lexicalized D-Structure. Some positions may be left 

empty. After that "l"Iove -ex; " operates ensuring that 

every lexical requirement that is, the projection 

principle is satisfied. 

Then, the D-Structure is mapped onto its 

S-Structure through the transformational modul e 

"!"love - a:; " which is subject t o Subjacency, TSC and 

SSC. Ca~egories that are moved to another position 

leave coindexed traces behind in order to observe Emonds' 

SPH or Chomsky's (1981) Projection Principle. After 

all movement i s completed NPs are assigned case. Then, 

the case filter operates. 

The case -- marked S-Structures which satisfy the 

case filter become the input to the semantic and 

phonological components. 
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S-Structures are the only sole resource to structural 

meaning. The semantic interpretive rules map S- Structures 

to their semantic representation (LF). 

On the other hand, S- Structures which are case-marked 

will be available for surface filt e rs. At this stage, 

surface filters delete elements that have met or not met 

the conditions throughout. Surface filters are well­

formedness conditions . Aft e r this, filtered S-Structures 

are mapped to their surface representations through 

phonolo~ical rules, which are also interpretive. 

1.5. LIMFI'ATIONS OF THE STUDY 

This study presents the structure of ~imple . ': 

declarative clauses. The structure of e rgative, middle 

and impersonal passive clauses is not treated. Hence, 

it is limited in its scope. 



C H A P T E R 2 

" 
WORD ORDER IN ZAYSSE 

2.1. THE BASIC WORD ORDER · 

In discussing the basic word order of a language, 

we focus on the head-non-head (complement) relations 6f 

elements in syntactic categories such as VPs, NPs or SSe 

As mentioned in (1.4) the theoretical framework followed 

in this paper is EST, which assumes that the basic word 

order of a l anguage directly follows from principles of 

UG. 

As stated earlier , ·;the lexlicoD.. contains aiH l exical 

and grammatical items of a language . Lexical items are 

ente r ed with their idiosyncratic phonological, morphological, 

syntactic and semantic properties . Here , we will leave 

aside the phonological and morphological properties and 

concentrate only on the syntactic and semaht.ic properties. 

'rhe idiosyncrat ic syntactic and semantic properties 

of lexical categories given in the lexicon have the same 

lexical information. That is,if a lexical category 

obligatorily selects a complement, the complement is 

defined twice in terms of its syntactic and semantic 

functions. The complement is defined as direct object, 

indirect object --- etc based on its syntactic function. 

This i s the categorial selection (o-selection) of the 

lexical head. Again , the complement is defined in terms 
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of its semantic function which is assigned to it by the 

lexical head (Chomsky 1986: 86). In this sense the 

complement is defined as patient, goal---etc. This 

satisfies the item's semantic selection (s-selection) 

property. The specification of the item in this manner 

is believed to be redundant, since s-selection implies 

c-selection. To avoid this redundancy Chomsky (1986:86) 

suggests that the specification of the idiosyncratic 

properties of lexical items should be limit ed to 

s-selection only. This approach is followed in this 

study. 

The s-sele ction of eve ry lexical it em determines 

its lexica l structure (LS) (Safir 1987:576). This 

structure i s projected from the lexicon to map 

D-Structures. This suggests that the determining of the 

basic word order of a language begins from the lexicon. 

Adopting this view, we shall now move on to the basic word 

order of Zaysse . We shall consider the lexical structure 

of only verbs as a first step. 

An intransitive ve rb does not s-select any category 

as its complement. Buch ve rbs are ent e r ed in the l exicon 

in the manner shown in (1): 

(1) a. ga7 v, + [- - J ' roar' 

b. ~ 'o¥ v, + c- -J 'vomit' 

c. mi:~ 1 v, + 1- - .J 'laugh' 
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As the frames show intransitive verbs do not s-select 

constituents . This is because such ve rbs do not have 

obligatory 6-roles (semantic roles) to assign to such 

constituents. 

On the other hand, transitive verbs have different 

semantic properties as the specifications of the following 

verbs ishow: 

(2) a. 

b. 

c. 

WOd 

guyd 

¥ok ' 

v, 

- : v, 

v, 

+ £Nu2 -J ' kill' 

+ ['N" -J 'hit/beat' 

+ iN" -.7 ' slaughter' 

Such ve r bs have the semantic property of s-selecting a 

constituent obligatorily, because they have obligatory 

6-roles to assign to the positions of the constituents 

(complements) • 

The verbs in (2) are called two-plpde verbs (Lyons. 

1968:350) because they have an s-selected complement and 

a subj e ct. In contrast to these are three- place verbs 

which have an extra 6-role. Such ve rbs s-select two 

constituents as their specifications in (3 ) show : 

( 3) a. ing v, + iI.' ''N'' -J ' give ' 

b. ka¥ v, + [ P"N" -_7 ' tell ' 

c. gu.s :- v, + £P"N" -_7 ' put' 

The two 6-roles of such verbs get associated with the 
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two complements shown in the frames. 

Depending on such semantic properties , lexical 

items may or n~y not have internal arguments (in the 

sense of Wi lliams 1981) . Fol 10wing Ho ekst r a ' s (1984 : 35) 

assumption that "--- subcategorizat ion is restrict ed to 

X' - domai n--- " in t erms of the X- bar Convention , the LS 

of any lexi cal i tem that does not s-se l ect any category 

is like the one in (4): 

(4) X' 
I 
X 

In (4), t he unbranching node dominating X is called the 

head-domain . The lexical head X, which has the category 

features of X' directly projects into ~ ' , the mother node. 

On the other hand t wo-place and three- place ve rbs 

have the LS shown in ( 5a) and (5b) r e spectively . 

(5) a . X' b . X' 

---------Nil X P~X 

I n two- pla ce verbs, the head-domain has two positons; 

the head and the non- head . On the other hand, the 

head- doma in of three- pl a ce ve rbs contains three positions ; 

one for the head and another two for the no n- heads . 

The non-head positions are Argument positions (A- position) 
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and are filled by s-sel ected compleme nt s (Arguments). 

So far we have see n how l exical items a r e specified 

in terms of semant ic p~opert ieso A lexical item, with 

obligatory 6-role (s) must assign its 6-role(s) to its 

A- position(s) and the number of the obligatory 6- rol es 

that a l exical head has , should corr espond to the numbe r 

of it s A- positions (Hoekst ra 1984:35). If such matching 

of 6-role s and A-pos i tions is lacking , there would be a 

violation of the 6-Criterion which requires that 6-rol es 

must be associ ated with ar gume nts in a one to one manner. 

In Chomsky (1986: 157) D-Btructure is def ined as a 

pure repre sentation of 6-structure . The 6-structure that 

is r eprese nt ed here contains the head of the VP, i. e. (V), 

the obligatory 6-role(s) that V assigns to i ts internal 

A-position(s), a nd t he 6-role that t he V and it s maximal 

projection, i. e ., (VP) compositionally a ssign to the 

ext e rnal A-position. Furthe rmore , the head, that is, the 

V may contain optional 6-role (s) that may be assifned to 

optinn&l A-posit&on( s) within its maximal projection. 

Fol l owing this assumption, and adopt ing Williams ' 

(1 984 :650) assumption that all languages have VPs , let 

us see how D- structures are p r o j e ct ed from the l exicon . 

Consider intransi tive st ructures like ( 6 ) : 

( 6) a . ga r ma - y ga7 at : - e s - i n 

( a )lion -nom roar - foc - 3ms- pf 

, The lion roa r ed 



b. 

c . 

~ 

e - kart S 

the- black 

, The black 

e at S - i 

~ 

!:fato - y ~ ' o¥ - at : - es - i n 

boy - nom vomit- foc - 3ms- pf 

boy vomitt ed. ' 

mi : X' at : - es - in 

the- man -nom laugh - foc - 3ms- pf 

' The man laughed - • 
, 

Since the verbs in such sentences do not s-select a 

complement, the st ructures have only one A- position 

outside the maxi mal proje ction of the lexical head . 

'rhis position is that of / garma - y / i (a)lion _ nom' 

in (6a), for exampl e , which functions as subject (external 

argument) of the l exical head. In transitive structures 

like (7) belol'l, we have a diffe r ent situation • 

(7) a . sit'ota - y e - garma • TOd - at : 

S -nom the- lion kill - foc 

- es - in 

- 3ms- pf 

' Sit 'ota killed the lion. 
, 

b~ e la:t S - i astamo guyd ot: 

the- chief - nom A hit - foc 

- es - in 

- 3ms- pf 

' The chief hit Astamo . , 

c. e - kayso - y do ro ¥ok' at : 

-I; he- thi ef - nom (a) sheep slaughter - foc 

- e s - in 

- 3ms- pf 

'The thief slaughtered a sheep. 
, 
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In such structures, the verb has two A- positions; one for 

its internal, and another for its external arguments. 

In contrast to the verbs in the above structures, 

verbs in the structures below have three A-posit ions. 

(8) a . 

b. 

c. 

i bi¥a: - i sit Iota - s ma¥ : a 

the- girl -nom S - to (a) knife 

ing at: - is - in 

give - foc 3f - pf 

' The girl gave a kni fe to Sit Iota. I 

astamo ad:a - y e ¥ato - s i K' ilo 

A father -nom the- boy - to the- story 

ka¥ - at: - es - in 

tell - foe - 3ms - pf 

'Astamo's father told the story to the boy.' 

es - i ogora: - ga e:ri badala 

he -nom (a) sack - into some ma i ze 

gus: - at: - es - in 

put - foc - 3ms - pf 

' He put some ma i ze into a sack. I 

In such structures the three A-positions are that of the 

subject (external argument) and of the two objects 

(inte r nal arguments). 

I n the structures ( 6 ) - (8), the s- selection 

properties of the verbal heads are directly projected 

from the lexicon to the D-Structures. But in each case 

each adds one A-position, that is, the external A- pos i t i on, 
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when the heads enter into grammatical relations, such 

as subject and ob ject. 

The VPs of the structures (6a), (7a) and (8b) have 

the internal structures shown in (9a), (9b) and (9c) 

respectively. 

(9) a. V" b. 

I 
V' 

i 
V 

ga?-
roar 

c. 

p ll 

t 
P ' 

..........----. 
N" P 

/'--.... 
SPEC N ' 

, r 
e- ¥ato-s 

the boy to 

V" 
t 
V' 

N1~V 
~ 

SPEC N' 

; I 
N 

• e"- garma 

the lion 

V" 
I 
V' 

Nil 

/""---
SPEC N ' 

\ t 
i - 6' ilo 

the story 

\. 
wod-

kill 

V 

ka¥­

tell 

The above trees show the D-Structures of lexical heads 

\vithin their maximal projections. Each is different 

from the other in its idiosyncratic semantic property , 
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which determines the number of its arguments . 

In addition to their strictly s - selected categori es , 

lexical heads may optionally s-select other categories. 

These are not within their LS, but appear in grammatical 

relations. \vhen such additional optional ca t ego ries 

appear, they a re associated with the additional 

6-positions i n the 6-structure. The following are with 

optional categories. 

(10) a. 

b. 

c. 

i K'ima bi¥:a - y ip"artSa gal :aJ 

the- old 

' The old 

e at S 

the- man 

' The man 

i bi¥a: 

the- girl 

woman -nom (a)bed on 

geh at: - is - in 

sleep - foc - 3f - pf 

woman s l ept in a bed. , 

- i ip"ma¥ : a n:a 7 i 

- nom (a) knife - with the-

i s ' ot : - es - in 

cut - foc - 3ms- pf 

cut the flower with a knife. 

- i rp" i - gaya - gaJ 

-nom the market- - in 

astamo - s i - to :ra 

A - to the- spear 

i ng at : - i s - in 

give - foc -- 3f - pf 

fUd: e 

flower 

, 

'The girl gave the spear t o Astamo in the 

market. ' 
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In the above structures the PP arguments a r e not within 

the LS of the verbs and are hence optional. The ir positions 

are, however, 6-positions, s i nce they are within the maximal 

projection of the verbs. The 6- structure of the VPs in 

(10a-c) are sho\w in (11a-c) r espectively . 

(11) a . 

P" 
l 
pI 

------------N" P 
I 
N' 
I 
N 

t s 
art 0. gal:a 

(a) bed on 

b . 

P" 
I 
p I ------N" P 

I 
N' 
f 
N 
I 

ma¥:a -n: a 

( a)knife with 

V" 

V" 

V' 

V 

geh­

s leep 

V' --------N" V 
~ I SPEC N' 

1 
I 

I N 

t 
i- fUd:e i s ' -

the flower cut 
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c. V" 
~ 

~ V' P" 

p I P" N" V 

--------------
I ~ 

N" P P' SPEC N' 

~ 

1 
~ I SPEC Nt N" P 

I I 
N N' N 

I 
t I N 
j 

i- gaya -ga a stamo -s i- to:ra ing. 

the marker i n A to the spear give 

So far "Ie have tried to see the LS of verbal heads 

as expressed in the lexicon and projected into the syntax. 

The linear ordering of the complements in relation to a 

head is "--determined by setting parameters conce rning 

direction of Case assignment and 6-marking---" (Chomsky 

1986:160) and by the adjacency princ i ple of case 

assignment. 

As ment i oned previously, t he D-Structure of a 

sentence i s a pure representation of 6-st r ucture, which 

is determined by the LS of the head of i ts VP. The basic 

order of the arguments of the head can be determined by 

the head parameter of X- bar theory and the adjacency 

princmple. In l i ght of this let us obse rve the following: 

( 12) a . s it'ota - y ma"¥ :a - n : a i fUd: e 

S - nom (a)knife - with the- flower 

is ' ot : - es - in 

cut - foc - 3ms - pf 

' Sit 'ota cut tte flower with a kn&fe.' 
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b. e i - gaya - ga astamo - s 

According to 

the- man -nom the- market - in 

i ma¥ : a ing at : 

the- knife give - foc 

A to 

- es - in 

3ms- pf 

' The man gave the knife to Astamo in the market. ' 

Case theory every argument that has a 

phonetic content must have the feature case inhe rently 

or structurally. In the above two sent ences the NPs get 

their case structurally ; that means, the NP that requires 

the feature forms a gove rnment r elation with a case 

assigner in order for the NP to ge t case. The NPs 

/ ifua:e / 't he flower ' and / ima¥:a / ' the knife' get 

accusative ca se from their respective ve rbs / is'-/ 'c4t ' 

and / ing- / ' give '. This is derived from the case 

adjacency pr i nciple which requires a structural 

c-command and government relationship holding between 

the case ass i gner, the verb, and the case r ecip i ent, t he 

complement. 

On the other hand, the NPs within the PPs a r e 

ass i gned case by the postpositions which form the 

structura l configuration shown in (13) : 

):' '' 
I 
P ' 

---------N" P 

Hence , the a r gument s / ma¥:a / ' a knife ' , / igaya / 'the 



- -, 
- J 

Sf '.>y the 'pcs·;poFlitio!lS /-n:a ! "-lith', I-gal -'in' and 

/ ' to' r()s:'"·(~ c'cively. ~rhe assig=ent is from r:i,ght-to-

,- -

In adlltion, the external arguments Isit' ota/ 

• i:t;' ota' and Ie atS
/ 'the man' are assigned nominative 

G!~<3e structurally by their respective iIl!lection (1NJ'L).­

'cHowing Chonsky (1981 :161) and adopting the OP 

,;vl1.f.5,gvratior;. of clauses, the structural relation of the 

'): 'g1.-;,,'~nts ancltheir case assigning heads in (12b) is 

(']:0 ... " in (14): 

I 
Fe.J ----

ett 

c t ------------TR 

------''--
c 
I 

:!if" 
/ ............ 

I' Fe.! 
------=~ &':';C N' 

I 
I 

N S?'3C 
I 

I 

I 
I 

V" ---------pH V 

I 
P' 

-----=-t---.. 
pn 'N" V 

~ I A 

Nt 

I 

F 

I 
I 
i 
I 
I 
I 

P' 

/"" N" P 

I 
, 
I 

Jft 

N 

I 
f,aya ~g<t all'tar.,U -3 

SPEC N' 

I \ 

I \ 
I ,- N 

i-

In 1- 1; ,) the knile give 

I 

pf 
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It can be concluded that the a ssignment of case by 

the r-~7 categories and INFL in Zaysse is unidirectional , 

and from right-to-left. 

In order to st rengthen this argument , let us observe 

genitive NPs and see how case is ass i gned in them. 

(15) a. astamo - y 

A -nom barley bread 

mut: - at : - (es) - in 

eat - foc - 3ms - pf 

'Astamo ate bread of barley. ' 

b, astamo - y LN ,, !N, .rNo sakal 'N ota7]] 

A -nom clay pot 

woo - at : -( es) - i n 

kill - fo c - 3ms - pf 

' Astamo broke a clay pot . ' 

c. ast amo - y !N" iN ' LN" go s : a] iN modo 3 JlI 
A -nom wheat modo 

u¥ - at : -(e s) - in 

drink- foc - 3ms - pf 

' Astamo drank modo of wheat. ' 

nom iron 

dem at: - (es) - in 

ge t - foc - 3ms - pf 

' Sit'ota got an iron ring .' 

ring 

e. astamo - y LN,,!N, LN',t 0 ga) iNol:o]JI · 
A - nom pack horse 

¥am - at: - (es) - in 

buy - foc - 3ms - pf 

'Astamo bought a pack horse.' 
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In these s tructure s of genitive of source and purpose 

the complement NPs get their genitive cases inhe r ently 

in the orde r given , that i s , t he complement NP followed 

by the head U. Hence , genitive case t oo follows the same 

direction. 

From the structures observed so far , we can postulate 

that case assigr~ent in Zaysse is unidirectional and is 

from right-to - l eft. 'rhi s may further lead to the argument 

that 6-role ass i gnment in this language is also 

unidire ctional . Based on the direction of case and 

6-rol e assignment , we can a rrive at the conclusion that 

\ 
Zaysse i s a uniformly head-final language . That means, 

\ 
Zaysse has an SOV bas ic word order, and as far as the 

head-complement position i s det e rmined, the pos i cQon 

of the ~uantifier a nd Dete r miner i s de rivable from X-bar 

convent ion. 

2 . 2 . WORD ORDER VARIATIONS 

Befor e we begin our d iscussion on the various 

word order variations, it would be essentia l to see the 

nature and d istribution of the focus marker (foc) be cause 

it has an effe ct on the word order . 

When 1.,e discuss focus , we a r e concerned not with 

the semantic funct i ons of const ituents within a sentence 

but with t he grammat icalizat i on of their pragmat ic 

functions. In order to dea l with focus constituents i n 
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a sentence, and the mechanism used to mark them , it may 

be necessary to define the term focus. Comrie (1981:56) 

defines focus as "---The essential piece of information 

that is carried by a sentence---." Dik, quoted in Baye 

(1988:2) defines it f~om a functional point of view as 

II the pragmatic function which represents the relatively 

most important or salient information with respect to the 

pragmatic information of the speaker and the addressee---." 

Baye (1988:2) again describes it as " __ - the part which 

carries the information which the speaker believes to be 

new to his addressee---. " These three definitions have 

two points in common: (a) focus is a pragmatic function 

rather than a grammat ical one; that is, it shows the 

nature of t he information constituents carry, and (b) 

constituents that carry new information or most important 

information are focused. 

Marking a constituent as the focus of a sentence, 

then, is connected with the nature of information the 

constituent carries. 

Languages use either phonological, morphological 

or syntactic me ans to ShOyl focus. 

clefting 

devices. 

et c to show focus. 

English uses st ress, 

Other l&nguages use other 

,Jhen we come to Zayss~ , we see that it uses a 

mo rphe me to show focus in a declarative clause as in 

the following . 



a. 

= 

astamo - y 

A - nom 

42 = 

to:ra - n : a 
(a) spear-with 

WOd 

i - mura 
the- forest -

4 at : -(es) -

ga 

in 

in garma 
( a) lion kill - foc - 3ms - p f 

'Astamo killed a lion wi th a spear in the 

forest., 5 

b. astamo - y to:ra n : a i - mura - ga 

c. 

A -nom (a) spear wi th the- forest - in 

garma - t: -(es) WOd - in 

(a) lion - ~oc - 3ms kill - pf 

' Astamo killed a lion with a spea r i n the 

fo re st . ' 

ast amo - y to : ra - n:a i - mura - ga 

A -nom (a) spear - with the- forest - in 

- t: -(es) garma wod' - in 

- foc - 3ms (a) lion kill - pf 

'Astamo killed a lion with a spear in the 

forest. ' 

d. astamo - y to :ra - n:a - t: - (es) 

A - nom (a) spear - wi th - foc - 3ms 

i - mura - ga garma wod -in 

the- forest - In (a)J. ion kill-pf 
'Astamo k illed a lion with a spear in the 

fo r est. ' 

In the above structures , the semant i c function of the 

constituents does not alte r ; since the meaning of the 

clauses is the same, Nevertheles s , in terms of their 

pragmatic functions, the constituents a r e different~" 
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The constituents which have the morpheme I-at :el carry 

either ne\v or salient information. 

In order to check whether this assumption is correct 

or not, we use question and answer sequences, since these 

a r e " __ - particularly useful in illustrating focus 

distinctions---" (Comrie 1981:57) . For the sake of brevity 

we shall base our question and answe r sequences"on ' sc:iltonce 

(17a) • 

(18) a . 0: garma wod - e6 

who (a)lion kill - pf 

' Who killed a lion? I 

b . astamo - t:e 

A - foc 

' ~stamo. I 

( 19) a. astamo - y a: wod' - in 

A -nom what kill - pf 

, '\.Jhat did Astamo kill ?' 

b. garma - t: e 

(a) lion - foc 
, A lion. 

, 

(20) a . astamo - y ana garma wod' - in 

A -nom where (a) lion kill - pf 

, \-lhere did Astamo k i ll a lion ?' 

b. i - mura - ga - t: e 

the- forest - in - foc 

lIn the forest. 
, 

(21 ) a. astamo - y alma n:a garma wod' -in 

A -nom what - with (a)lion kill -pf 

' With what did Astamo kill a lion? ' 
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b. to: a - n:a - t:e 

(a) spear- with - foe 

'Inth a spear. 
, 

a . astamo - y ande garma 

A - nom when (a) lion 

'When did Ast amo 

b. zigine - t : e 

yesterday - foe 

' Yeste r day . ' 

kill a 

wOd - in 

kill - pf 

lion? ' 

In the structures above, the constituents that answer 

the Wh- questions have the morpheme /-at:e/. Since 

questioned constituents a r e focused , the responses~ to 

such questions are also focused and this is indicated 

by the morpheme I-at :e/. 

In contrast to declarative cla uses , negative , 

imperative and inte rrogative 7 cla uses do not have the 

focus marke r /-at: e /. The following structures 

illustra t e this . 

(2 3) a . e at S - i astamo - s i ma¥ :a 

the- man -nom A - to the- knife 

ing a t : -( e s) - in 

give - foe - 3ms - pf 

' The man gave the knife to Astamo. , 

b. e at S - i a stamo - s i ma¥ : a 

the- man -nom A - to the- knife 

ing ba? - e 

give - neg - pf 

'The man didn ' t give the knife to Astamo. , 
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*c . e at S i astamo - s i ma¥ : a 

the- man - nom A - to the- knife 

ing at : e bal' - e 

give foe - neg - pf 

*d . e at S i astamo - s i ma¥:a 

the- man - nom A - to the- knife 

ing bal' at : e - e 

give - neg - foe pf 

. e. 0: astamo - s i ma¥ : a ing - e 

.Tho A to the- knife give - pf 

' Who gave the knife to Astamo? ' 

*f. 0: astamo - s i ma¥:a ing - at : -es - e 

who A - to the- knife gi ve-foc- 3ms- pf 

*g. 0: astamo - s i -ma¥ : a ing - at : e - in 

'~rho A - to the- knife give-foe - pf 

h . astamo - s i -
v ing mas : a - a 

A - to the- knife give - imp 

' Give the knife to Astamo ! ' 

* . astamo s i J.. - ma¥:a ing - at :- e n - a 

A - to the- knife give - foc- 2sg -imp 

* . astamo s i J . - ma¥ :a ing - at : e - a 

A - to the- knife give- f oe -imp 

The f ocus marker / - a t :e/ is suffixed only to any maxi mal 

p ro ject i on (xp) in a declarat i ve clause . Si nce 

interr ogative , negative and i~perative clauses by nature 

have the property of focus i ng a constituent, suffixi ng 

/-at:e f r esults in t he ungrammatical structures (23c, d, f , 

gi i and j). 
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The presence of focus can also be proved by cleftingj 

because the moved constituent is the focused constituent 

of the sentence. In view of this, the following structures 

show that /-at:e/ is a focus marker. 

(24) a . 

b. 

c. 

astamo - t:e Ls garma wod' - e - s:i J 
A - foe (a)lion kill - pf - Rel 

'It is Astamo who killed a lion. , 

gap:otS - t:e [s I'i st i.J.ifio - y 

(a)chamelon - foe A - nom 

dem a - s: i..7 

look - cant - Rel 

'It is a chamelon Astamo is looking at" 
, 

to:ra - n:a - t: e mak ' - iK lsastamo - y 

(a) spear - with - foe be - pf A -nom 

garma WOd - iKe - s:iJ 
(a)lion kill - pf - Rel 

'It was with a spear that Astamo had k illed 

a lion.' 

d. gut a -t: e L;e -Mato- y yew - ende-s:17 
tomorrow-foe the- boy- nom come-fut - Eel 
'It i s tomorrow that the boy will come.' 

From the structures we have been so far, it is clear that 

/-at:e/ is a focus marker. 

vlhen \Ve see the distribution of I-at :e/ , we find 

it only 'in declarative clauses, as we have observed in 

structures (23a-j) above . 

In a declarative clause /-at:e/ is suffixed only 

to the head of any XP within a VP, but not to an XP in 
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an e~bedded clause . The following structures exempl i fy 

this point. 

(25) a . L;i - ma¥ : a dem - e - s :i7 ¥ato - y 

the- knife find - pf - ReI boy - nom 

garma wad' - at: - (es) - in 

(a) lion k i ll - foc - 3ms - pf 

' The boy who found the knife killed a lion. 

*b. Lsi - ma¥ : a dem - at : - e - s : iJ 

the- knife find - foc - pf - ReI 

¥ato - y garma wo~ - in 

boy -nom (a)lion kill- pf 

*c. 

<d . 

e. 

rsi :.. ma¥:a - t: -(es) dem - e - s:iJ 

the- knif e - foc - 3ms ;f i nd - pf - Re I 

¥ato - y gar ma wad' - i n 

boy -nom (a)lion kill - pf 

L~ i - ma¥:a dem - e - s: ~J ¥ato - t:e 

the- knif e find - pf - ReI boy - foc 

[s ga r ma wort - e - s :i J 

(a)l i on kill - pf - ReI 

' It i s the boy who found the knife that 

k illed a lion. 1 

La 1 - ma¥ : a dem - e - s · i 7 . .. ¥ato 

the- knife find - pf - ReI boy 

garma - t : - (es) wa d' 

(a)l ion - foc - 3ms kill 

' The boy who found the knife killed a 

- y 

-nom 

- i n 

- pf 

l i on . 

, 

1 

Let us take the f ollowing structures as furthe r , 

illustrations to see that / i -at :e/ occurs only with a n XP 
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that is part of the matrix but not the embeded clause. 

(26) a . ta - y [e - ¥ato - y doro 
s 

I -nom the- bo;¥ -nom (a) sheep 

¥ang - iKe - sJ er - at: -(et)- in 

buy - pf -cl know- foc-1sg -pf 

'I knew that the boy had bought a sheep. , 

*b. ta - "JT I:se - ¥ato - y doro - t:-(es) 

I -nom the- boy - nom (a)sheep-foc- 3ms 

¥ang .v - ~ce - s J er - in 

buy - pf - cl know - pf 

*c. ta - y Lse - ¥ato - y dora ¥am 

I -nom the- boy -nom (a) sheep buy 

- at:-(es) 
.v - ~ce -sJ e r - in 

-foc- 3ms - pf - cl know - pf 

*d. ta - y [se - ¥ato - t:e doro 

I -nom the- boy - foc (a) sheep 

¥ang - .v 
~ce - s J er - in 

buy - pf - cl know - pf 

The ungrammatical structures in (25) and (26) show that 

an XP that is \,lithin an embedded clause cannot take 

/-at:e/ and be focused, since any XP within an embedded 

clause constitutes part of the presuppos ition. 

The focus marker /-at:e/ is obligatorily suffixed 

to ably one XP within a clause. It cannot occur with 

two or more XPs. Let us observe the f ollowing structures . 
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(27) a. astamo - y to:ra - n:a - t: -(es) 

A -nom (a) spear - with - foc- 3ms 

garma wod' - in 

(a)lion kill - pf 

IAstamo killed lion with a spear. I 

a 

*b. astamo - y to:ra - n:a - t: - (es) 

A -nom (a) spear - with - foc- 3ms 

garma - t: -( es) wod - in 

(a)lion -foc - 3ms kill - pf 

*c. astamo - y to :ra - n 0 ~ oQ - t: -(es) 

A -nom (a) spear - with - foc - 3ms 

garma wod - at: -(es) - in 

(a)lion kill - foc - 3ms - pf 

*d. astamo - y to:ra - n:a garma - t: 

A -nom (a) spear - with (a) lion - foc 

- (es) wod - at: - (es) - ln 

- 3ms kill - foc - 3ms - pf 

*e. astamo - y to:ra - n:a garma wod' -
A -nom (a) spear - with (a) lion kill-

Thatmea~,there is obligatorily one and only one XP that 

carries new or sal ient information in a clause in which 

/-at:e/ is suffixed to. 

The focus marker is added to the head of any XP 

depending on the pragmatic function of the constituents 

ast iR (17). Let as see if it can occur with any element 

within an xp. 

in 

pf 
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*b. 

*c . 
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astamo - y [p "e - kart
S at

S
_ us} 

A -nom the- black man- to 

LN"i - ~.I_ ima to: rv ing a t: 

the- old spear give - f oc 

(es) - in 

3ms - pf 

' Astamo gave the old spear to the black man.· 

astamo - y 

A -nom 

s LP"e - kart at
S "'7 - us_ 

the- black man - to 

LN"i -
the-

to:rsJ 

LA" ~ ' ima - t: - (e s L7 
old - ioc - 3ms 

ing - in 

spear g i ve - pf 

astamo - y Lp"Lrf " e 

A -nom the 

a t s ] - us] 

man - to 

ing - in 

give - pf 

s 
- LA"kart 

black 

LN"i - ~ I i ma 

the- old 

-at :- (es)] 

-foc- 3ms 

to :ra] 

spear 

*d . astamo - y Lp"LN"e - kart
S at

S 
- a t :-(es)J 

A - nom the- black man - foc- 3ms 

-us) LN"i - ~'ima to: r aJ ing - in 

to the - old spear gfuve- p f 

The ungrammat ical structures Sh01,! that I - at : el can occur 

only wit h an XP that branches from the projection line 

of V. 

,Jhen the focus mar ker occurs with V, the who l e VP 

i s the focused XP o In such cases I - at:el i s preceded by 

any affix that ha s an effect on the 6-structure a nd case 

assignment as in (29). 
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~ at : -(es) in 
(29) a. astamo - y grama wad - -

A -nom (a ) lion kill - foc - 3ms - pf 

'Astamo killed a lion. 1 

b. garma - y wad - ut : - at : - (es) - in 

(a)l i on - nom kill - pas - foc - 3ms - pf 

' A lion was killed. 1 

c. astamo - y e - ¥ato geh - us - at : 

A -nom the- boy sleep - cs - foc 

(es) - in 

3ms - pf 

' Astamo made the boy sleep . 1 

d. astamo -y u ¥at - ir - at : (es) 

A -nom the- boy - pl - foc - 3ms 

guyd - in 

beat - pf 

' Astamo beat the boys. 1 

In these structures /-at:e/ is preceded by themat i c 

suff i xes and followed by agreement and tense suff i xes . 

That i s , t he passive and aausative suf f i xes precede i t; 

while AGR and TENSE suffixes follow:_it . 

I n suffixing /-at :e/ to an NP the plural mar ker 

pre cedes it as in (29d). And when / - at :e/ occurs with 

a PP , it is pre ceded by P which is the head of the phrase . 

If it precedes P , i t seems that P is blocked f r om 

governing its object and the structure is ungr ammat i cal 

as in (28d) above. 

INFL i n Zays se can be [ + AGR7 as we shall see in 

chapt er 3. I f it is ~+ AGR-7, the agreement suffix 
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obligatorily follows /-at:e/. Thi s is shown in (30) 

(30) a . i b ·v l sa : - i astamo - s i ma¥:a 

the- girl -nom A - to the- knife 

ing at: (is) - in 

give - foc 3f pf 

'The girl gave the knife to Astamo. 
, 

b. i bi¥a: - i astamo - s i ma¥ :a 

the- girl -nom A - to the- knife 

- t: -(is) ing - in 

foc - 3f give - pf 

'The girl gave the knife to Astamo. , 

·c. i bi¥a: - i astamo - s i ma¥:a t:e 

the- girl -nom A - to the- knife -

ing (is) - in 

give - 3f - pf 

d. i bi¥a: - i astamo - is -&. ;at: .4' (is) 

the- girl - nom A - tfl - foc - 3f 

i ma¥ : a ing - in 

the- knife give - pf 

' The girl gave the knife to Astamo. 
, 

*e. 1 bi¥a: - i astam..> - s - at :e 

the- girl -nom A - to - foc 

i ma¥:a lng ., is - in 

the., knife give - 3f pf 

These stnnctures clearly show that the subject marking 

suffix must a l ways follow / - at : e/. AGR is attracted to 

focus. 

foc 
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Fro~ the above discussion on focus in Zayss~ , we 

observed that Zayss'e has a focus mo rpheme I - at :el ,~hich 

must occur with an XP within a declarative clanse. 

No,v , let us see the possible word order variations 

\ 
in Zaysse and observe the effect of the focus marker on 

wo rd order variations . 

Such variations can be grouped into two. The 

first group contains vari ations within a VP; and the 

second group consi sts of variations that result from 

dislocati ons . 

In Zaysse XPs within a VP can change posit ions. 

The following structures sho1rl such changes . 

(31) a. eatS - i Lv"ip"i - gaya - gaJ 

the- man - nom the- ma rket - in 

Lv , ip" i - bi¥a : - usJ LN"k ' amise7 

the- girl - to (a)dress 

ing - at : - (es) - in JJ 

give - foc - 3ms - pf 

' The man gave a dress to the girl i n the 

market'. ' 

b . e Lv"Lp"i - gaya - ga J 

the- man - nom the- market - in 

ijIJ"k ' ami seJ £p"i - bi¥a : - T.J:.FrJ 

(a)dress the- girl - ta> 

ing - at : - (es) - inJ 

gi ve - foc - 3ms - pf 

' The man gave a dress to the ~irl in t~e 

r!1£trket 0 ' 
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e at S - i Lv" [p" i - M¥a: - us J 

t he- man - nom the - girl - to 

LP"i - gaya - gal Ltp,K ' ami s e .7 

the- market - in (a)dress 

ing a t : - ( es) - inJ 

give - foc 3ms - pf 

' The man gav e a dres s to the girl in the 

market. ' 

d. eatS - i ['l " !p,,i - bi¥ : - us) LN"k' amise] 

e . 

the- man -nom the- girl - tJ (a)dress 

e 

lp lli - gaya gal ing -at :-(es)-iri] 

the-ma rket - in g ive - foc- 3ms - pf 

"J:he man gav e a dress to the g irl i n the 

market. ' 

the- Tolan - nom 

Lv"iNnk' amiseJ 

(a)dress 

LPn i - gaya -gaJ 

the- market'-in 

- at :-(es) -inJ [pni 

the -

bi¥a: - usJ 

girl - t o 

ing 

give-foc- 3ms- pf 

' The man gave a dress to the girl in the 

market . ' 

f . e _at S_ i iV"[N' ,k ' amise] !pni - bi¥a :-usJ 

t he -man-no m (a)dre ss the-g irl -to 

ipni - gaya - gaJ ing - a t:-( e s)-inJ 

the- market-in g ive-foc- 3ms- pf 

' The man gave a dress to the girl in the 

market. ' 

As these st r u ctures i llustrat e, the orde r of XPs within a 

VP i s free . The mot i vation for the different orde ring of 

XPs see ms to be pragmat ic. As Chomsky (1981 : 145) ob s e rve s 

a nd the abov e word order variation within a VP s hows, 
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" it is commo n in SOY languages for PP a nd othe r 

elements to int (o rvene betw3e n V and i ts NP- complement---." 

Even though the word order wi thin a VP seems to be 

free , it i s only XPs that can change positions free ly. 

Part of an XP cannot r emain in it s base positmon when 

the head moves or it cannot move if the head dues not 

move since thi s .. rould viola t e the Unit f10vement Constra int 

of Radford (1981:249) which states that no movement involves 

only pa r t of a constituent unit. St ructures below 

illustrate this . 

( 32 ) a . 

*b. 

*c. 

*d . 

e t s . 
- a - l ¥ato - s J Lv"Lp"e _ka rt

S 

the- black 

badalaJ 
the- man-nom 

LN"e :ri 

boy - to 

ing - at:-( e s)-i~ 

give-foc- 3ms-pf 

the black boy.' 
some ma i ze 

' The man gave some maize t o 

e t s . 
- a - l 

the-ma n -nom 
Lv"LP"i - kart

S 

the-bla ck 

¥atoJ ing 

badal a - s J 
ma ize - to 

- at:-(E:!6!) -in7 Li"e :ri 
little boy give-foc- 3ms-pf • 

e _a t
S

_ i rv"LP"i - e :ri ¥ato- sJ LN"ka rt S 

the- man-nom the-little boy-to black 

badalaJ ing - at: -( es ) - inJ 

maize give - foc - 3ms - pf 

e .LS . 
- ac - l Lv" Lp"i - e :ri 

tho- man-nom the-some 

¥atoJ 

badala - s J 
maize - to 

Li"kart
S 

(a)black boy 
ing -at : -( es) -i~ 

give-foc- 3ms- pf 
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*e . e _a t S_ i LV" Lp"i - e :ri kart
S 

¥ato - s 7 

the .-man-nom the-little black boy- to 

Lr-T',badalaL ing -at :- (es) -in J 

J:lai ze g ive -foc- 3ms- pf 

*f. 
s i Lv"!P" i ¥ato - s J LN"e : r i kart S 

e - at - -
the-man-nom the- boy- to some black 

badala J ing - at :- (es) in] 

maize give -fo c- 3ms pf 

In the above st ructures the dete r miner /e- / ' the' and 

the postposition /--s/ ' to ' are in their base pOSitions . 

Changing the positions of hends and thp complements of 

XPs in the VP results in the ungrammatical structure 

(32b- f) • 

The f a cts we hav e seen regarding word order variations 

suggest that Z"ysse a llows scrambling of XPs nfte r al l 

sJolntnctic processes have taken p l ace (\Villiams 1984 : 649) . 

Any XP 1;lithin a clause can be d islocated . Thi s too 

is not motivated by syntactic but by p r agmatic factors . 

The followi ng structures show this. 

(33) a. f;,astamo- y Lv"ip"i - gay a - ga J 
A -no m the - market - In 

Lv ' Lp"i - bi¥a :-usJ LN" i - mp.¥ : a 

the - girl - to the - kni fe 

tying - at :- (es) - inJ1JJ 
give-foc- 3ms - pf 

I Astamo gav e the knife to the girl in the 

mn.rlwt. ' 



b . 

e . 

1 
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- gaya - ga o 
1 

= 

L: astamo- y 
s 

t he- market - in A - nom 

lv , Lp" i - bi¥a :-us] 

the- girl - to 

LVing - a t : - ( e s) -

iU" i - ma¥ : a ] 

thc - knife 

in]]}] 

g ive- foe - 3ms - pf 

' Astamo gave the kni f e to t he gir l i n the 

market . I 

1 - b i¥a : - us . 
1 

[sasta mo- y [V" LP"i - gay a - gaY 

the- girl - to A- nom the - market -in 

fV ,!P" t . J LN"i - ma¥ : a J 
1 

the - knife 

Lv ing - at: - ( es ) - i n ]j}] 

g i v e - foe- 3ms pf 

' Astamo gav e the Kni f e to the girl in the 

ma.rket . I 

do i -=~: ai [ sastamo- y LV "LP"i - gaya - gal 

the- knife A - nom the- market -in 

LV I Lp"i - b i ¥ : a - us J IN" ti J 

the - g i rl - to 

Iv ing - a t : - ( e s) - in J} J} 

gi v e - f oe - 3ms - p f 

' Astamo gave the kni f e to the gi rl i n the 

lTk'lrket 0 ' 

*e o ing - at : - {e s) - ini 
Ls a st a mo - y 

~ive- foe- 3ms - pf A - nom 

IV"Lp"i - gaya - gal /V ' Lp"i - b i ¥a :-us] 

the- market'-in the- girl - t o 

/N" i ma¥ :aJ IV t i ]..7JJ 

the- knife 
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As (33e) shows the verb alone cannot be dislocated, thus , 

proving t~~t the XPs of a head, but not the head, can move. 

In ad.dition to left dislocation , Zayss~ allows r i ght 

d i slocations as in structures of after thought topics. 

The following structures show such d i slocations . 

(34) a. Lsastamo- y [V"rp" i - gaya - ga J 

b. 

c . 

A - nom the- market - in 

{v ' [p" i - bi¥a :-usJ IN" i - ma¥ : aJ 

the-girl - to the-k~ife
 

Iv ing - at: - (es) - in JJJJ 

give - foe - 3ms - pf 

' Astamo gave the knife to the ~irl in the 

market. ' 

lstilv"LP"i - gaya -gaJ 

the-market -in 

r r' b' v ~7 

_V'l? ff1 - lsa : -u~ 

the-girl -to 

-at :-es -inJJJJ 

ii," i - ma¥: a] IVing 

the-knife 

astamo - y, 
l 

A -nom 

~ive - foc-3ms-pf 

' J. stamo gave the knife to the girl in the 

market . ' 

f:astamo- y 
-s 

A -nom 

IN" i - ma¥ :aJ 

the- knife 

i gaya 

lv'lP" i - b i¥a :-usJ 

the - gi rl - to 

Iv ing - at : - (es) - inJJJJ 

give- foc- 3ms- pf 

- ga , 
l 

the- market - ln 

'Astamc. gave the knife to the girl in the 

market . ' 
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d . Lsastamo- y iV" tp"i - gaya -g~7 LV' tp"t iJ 

A~~Qm the- market -in 

LN"i - ma¥:a] [,j-ing -at :-(es) -inlJJJ 

the-knife give- foc- 3ms-pf 

i bi¥a : - us . 
l 

the- girl - to 

' Astamo gave the knife to the girl in the 

market. ' 

e . Lsastamo- y IV" lp" i - gaya - ga J 

A -nom the- market-in 

iN" t. J 
l 

Lv ' Lp"i - bi¥a : - usJ 

the- girl - to 

LVing - at :-( es) -inllJJ 

give-foc- 3ms- pf 

'Astamo gave the knife to the 

market . ' 

i ma¥ :a. 
l 

the- knife 

girl in the 

In these structures again XPs arc dislocated; and there 

is a pause beteleen the clause and the dislocated 

constituent. In such cases INFL must be L+AGRJ to 

right dislocate the subject lIP" otherwise the f eature 

L+AGE] i s optional . 

A constituent with the focus marker can be l e ft 

dislocated as in (33b-d). But it cannot be right 

d i slocated as in (35e- g) . 
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(35 ) a . ~astamo - y 4"4,, i - gay a - gR. ] 

e. 

do 

A - nom the-ma. rket - in 

Lv, lP"i - bi¥a : -us ] fN"i -ma ¥: a] 

t he- girl -to t he-knife 

lv ing - at : - ( e s) - in :JJJl 
give - foe- 3ms - pf 

' .;'stamo gave the knife to the girl in the 

m2..rket 0 ' 

the-m~rket-in -foe- 3ms 

lv ' £p" i -bi¥a :-u q] 

the-gi r l -to 

IV ing - in ]]]] 

give - pf 

A -nom 

LN"i - ma¥: a J 
the - k nife 

' Astamo gave t he kn ife to the girl in the 

market 0' 

i b i¥a : - us - at : - (es) . 
l 

t he- girl - to -foe - 3ms 

Ls .9.st amo - y 

it -nom 

Lv "ip"i - gay a - gaJ Lv, Fp" t i ] 

the- market - in 

LrJ"i - ma¥: a] !\ring - inJ.1..1] 

the - knife give - pf 

'Asta mo gav e the knife to the girl in the 

mar ket. I 

i ma¥: a - t : -( es) . 
l ~ a s tamo - y 

t he- knife - foe - 3ms A - nom 

LV" Lp "i - gaya -g~.7 Lv , ip"i - bi¥a: 

the- ma rket-in the-girl 

- us] LN"tiJ Lv ing - in]]]] 

-to give - pf 

' Astamo gave the kn ife t o t he girl in the 

mar ket 0 I 



*e . 

*f . 

*g. 
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[.: n.stamo- y 
s 

Lv,,'(p,tJ [V'LP"i -bi¥a :-usJ 

A -nom the-girl -to 

!N"i - ma¥:al 
the-knife 

LVing - in lJ]J 
give- pf 

i' - gaya - ga - t: -(es) . 
~ 

the- market - in - foc 3ms 

isC'.stamo- y LV"ip"i - gaya - gaJ [V ' [plltJ 

A -nom the-market-in 

LNlli - ma¥ :aJ LVing - in JJ.JJ 
the-knife give - pf 

i bi¥a: - us - at :-(es ). 
~ 

the- girl - to - foc- 3ms 

[: Qstamo- y 
s 

... 1. -Dom 

IV"LpIl i - gay a - ga J 
the-- market - in 

1- r . 
V' LP"~ -bi¥a ;-':\0' .!i~"tJ 

the-· girl 

LVing - inlJJ] 
give- pf 

-to 
i - ma¥:a 

the- knife 

t: -(es). 
~ 

foc- 3ms 

Thus, the focus marker /-at:e/ has an eff0ct on the word 

order variation~ since right dislocation of a n XP wj t~ 

this morpheme results in ungrammatical structures . 

From tho discussion in this chapt e r we can deduce 

that (a) XPs can freely change positions for pragmatic 

r easons ; (b) the various word orders r esulting from such 

changes nre c~_erived from the basic SOV order; (c) XPs 

ca n undergo dislocat i ons . However, if they contain the 

focus marker /-at :e / they cannot be right dislocated. 
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That means , t he focus marke r has a n effect on the word 

order ch8.nges , for instance SVO , SO·V 10 --- etc ca nnot 

be poss i ble vari:ctions. 



C HAP T E R 3 

THE STRUCTURE OF SHlPLE CLi;'USES 

In t he prccedin~ cbapt-er we' fIT:>:ve seen -that . Zays.s'e 

is a head-final l anguage and that there is variation' in 

the basic word order. In this chapter we shall conside r 

different simple clauses and observe their structures. 

But before "[8 go into that , we need to consider the 

nature of the infle ction node. 

3.1. THE H!"FLECTION NODE 

In general, the inflection (INFL) node may have 

the features of agreement (AGR) and t~nse (TENSE). Each 

feature has the value ( + ) or ( -). INFL is believed 

to be the head of 8; though it is not a l exical head 

(Chomsky 1981:160-"61). As a head it governs the 

subject positbn and a ssigns nominative case to it. 

Thus, in order to determine the possible features of 

I NFL , we shall consider va rious structure s. 

In Zaysse, AGR contaill.lF the person, number and 

gender features of subjects and these are realized as 

suffixes in the verb. 

(1 ) a . e - garma - y ga? - at: - es - in 

the- lion -nom f'oar- foc - 3ms- pf 

I The lion roared. I 
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, . V 
D~S:O - y astaJllo .. s i ma¥ : a 

the- wQman - nom A - to the- kni fe 

ing at : - is - in 

give - foc 3f pf 

"I'he ,'Toman gave the kn i fe to Astamo. ' 

c. u - ¥at-ir- i e - kayso guyd- ot :-us-in 

the-boy-pl- nom the-thief beat-foc-3pl-pf 

' The boys beat the thief. ' 

d, ta - y 

I -nom 

i "TatSe 

the- water 

u¥ ot: - et - in 

drink - foc -1sg - pf 

'I drank the wate r.' 

The abC've structures show that INFL has the feature 

£+AGRJ. AGR i s 3ms in (1a), 3f in (1b ), 3pl in (1c) 

and 1sg in (1d). All the structures are in the pe rfective 

t ense which is morpholog i cally shown as I-in/, hence 

INFL i s also [+TENSEJ. 

Since AGR i s overt, subject NPs can be nul l as 

in (2). 

(2) a . ga? - at : - es - in 

roa r - foc - 3ms - pf 

(Lt . 'He roared.' ) 

, It roared, , 

b. astamo - 8 i .ma ¥ :a ing - at :-is-in 

A to the-knife give - foc- 3f- pf 

' She gave the knife to Astamo. 
, 

I 
, I 
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c. e - kayso guyd - ot: - us - in 

the- thi ef beat - foc - 3pl - pf 

' They beat the th i ef. I 

i 
s u¥ ot: et in d. wat e - - -

t he- wate r drink - foc - 1sg - pf 

'I drank the water. I 

, 
This sugge ~ s that Zaysse is a p ro-drop language. 

I NFL can also f-AGR , +TENSEJ. Consider the 

following structures . 

(3) a. e - garma - y ga? - at:e - in 

the- lion - nom roar - foc - pf 

' The lion r oared. , 

b. i b i¥: o - y astamo - s i ma¥ :a 

the- Noman -nom A - to the- knife 

ing at : e in 

gi ve - foc pf 

'The woman gave t he knife to Astamo. , 

c. u Kat - ir - i e - kayso gudy~ot: e-in 

the- boy - pI -!lorn the- thief beat-foc - pf 

' The boys beat the thief. I 

d. ta - y l watSe u¥ ot: e - in 

I - nom the- wat e r drink - foc - pf 

'I dr ank the water. I 

In these structures the subject NPs a r e phonetically 

r eali zed, but the ve rb does not show the subject marker 

morpheme , that is AGR suffixed to it. This suggest s 
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that INFL can be t= AGR, + TENSEJ in such clauses from 

which follows the prediction that the subject NP of such 

clauses cannot be null. This is borne out by the 

following ungrammatical structures. 

(4) *a. ga? - at :e - in 

roar - foc - pf 

'b. astamo - s i ma¥:a ing at:e - in 

A to the- knife give - foc pf 

*c. e - kayso guyd - ot:e - in 

the - thief beat - foc - pf 

u¥ - ot:e - in 

the- water drink - foc - pf 

These structures clearly show that the subje ct NP cannot 

be phonetically null if INFL is r- AGR, + TENSJV'. With 

these features , there is no AGR that licences the sub.j~ct 

~~ to be dropped . 

In general , then, 1~s in subj ect position are ~Case­

marked by INFL if it has the features [+ AGR , +TENSEJ. 

In structures like (1) INFL has the features !~AGR , 

+TENSEJ, and case marking in these structures is 

compositionaj,. On the other hand, in structures like 

(2) INFL has the f eatures £-AGR , +TENSE~, and as a 

result case is assigned only by the feature {i-TENSJP} 

since the feature [AGR] is not available. 
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The third choice for INFL is to be L+AGR, -TENSE~. 

The following ungrammatical structures illustrate that 

these features do not enable INFL to case-mark the subject 

NP in simple clauses. 

( 5) *a. e garma - y ga? - at : - es 

the- lion -nom roar - foc - 3ms 

*b. i bi¥:o - y astamo - s i ma¥:a 

the- \'lo man -nom A - to the- knife 

ing at: - lS 

give - foc 3f 

*c. u ¥at - ir - i e -kayso guyd-ot:-us 

the- boy - pl -nom the- t h ief beat-foc-3pl 

*d. ta i 
s u¥ ot: et 

- y wat e 

I -nom the- water drink- foc - 1sg 

The subject UPs in these structures are phonetically 

realized and the subject morphemes are suffixed and 

hence INFL is L+AGRJ. Nevertheless, the structures 

are tenseless; because INFL has the feature [i-AGR , 

-TENSEJ. 'l'hough every lexical requirement is satisfied , 

the structures are ungrammatical. The structures 

would be grammatical if INFL had the feature L+TENSEJ 

as in (1) 0 From this it can be assumed that it is the 

feature [i-TENSEJ that lS a decisive feature in case­

marking :i.n simple clauses rather than tho feature 

[+AG~, and the function of /+AGRJ is simply to 
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identify ar~ licence the subject ~~ when it is null. 

Finall y , the fourth poss i bl e f eature of INFL is 

~AGR, - TENSEJ . Since there i s no feature that can 

case-mark the sub ject NF , structures in ( 6 ) a r e 

ungrammatical. 

(6) *a. e - garma ga? - at : e 

the- lion roar - f oc 

*b o i b i¥:o astamo - s i ma¥ : a 

the- "mman A - to the- knife 

ing at : e 

give - foc 

·c. u ¥at - ir e kayso guyd ot : e 

the- boy - pl the- t hief beat - foc 

*d. ta i 
s 

wat e u¥ ot: e 

I the- \vater drink - foc 

'rhe subject NI~s a r e case l css . As a r esult , they are 

filt e r ed out by t he case filt e r as ungrammatical. 

In chapt er two it is pointed out that, an XP 

within a s i mpl e declarat ive clause obl i gatorily has 

t he f ocus mar ker /-at: e /. In addition, we observed 

t hat /-at: c/ is p r e ceded by any thematic affix and follo wed 

by agreement aff ixe s, Thi s sugge sts that the position 

of fo cus is IHFL as Koopman (1984) puts it. The 
\ 

pre cedence relation of AGR , TENSE and FOe in Zaysse, 

then , will bc (7) . 
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(7) I NFL 

FOC (AGR) TENSE 

From the above discussion it can be concluded 

, 
that, in Zaysse, INFL assigns nominat ive case if it has 

the feature [tAGR, +TENSEJ or ["::AGR, +TENSEJ. This 

further l eads us to assume that it is only the feature 

j+TENSEJ not [i-AG:g} which is crucial for the assignment 

of nominative case . 

3.2. THE STRUCTURE OF DECLARATIVE CLAUSES 

As mentioned earlier, every l exical category has a 

LS. In gene rating the D-Btructure, the LS is projected 

from the lexicen to the syntax. Hence , in discussing the 

structure of clauses, observing the lexical requirements 

of the verb is important. Based on this premise , verbs 

are divided into transitives and intransitives. In the 

same manner clauses can be transitives or intransitives. 

3.2.1 . THE STRUCTURE OF INTRANSITIVE CLAUSES 

Intransitive verbS, in gene ral, do not case-mark 

internal arguments (Chomsky 1986:74). This generalization 

is derived from their semant ic properties. Since we have 

seen the structure of clauses with pure intransitive 
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v e rbs in. chapter tvlO, cfe will cons i de r only the st ructure 

of copulative clauses here. 

In our discussion of the word order variations, 

we have taken /-at:e/ t o be a focus marker. Having that 

in mind, l et us s ee the following copulative structures . 

(8) a. astamo - y b i dura t : e 

A -nom fat - foc 

'Astamo i s fat . 
, 

b . c at S - l kart S ut : e 

the- man - nom black - foc 

' The man is black. 
, 

(9) a. i - kana - y kayso - t: e 

the - dog -nom (a)thi e f - foc 

' T'he dog(f) is a thief. 
, 

b. s o e :ri ¥ato - y ta - ¥ato - t:e 

that littl e boy -nom my- boy - foc 

, 'I'hat little boy is my son. 
, 

In these structures, the subject positio'n ;i :s .I ·]'.illed')Jr.y 

NPs; the V? contains APs (8), a nd NPs ( 9 ). ( 8a ) and 

(9a) ha ve the S-Structures (10a and b) respe ctively. 

a . Lr"LN"a stamo - y J 
J.. - nom 

Lr"LN"i -kana - y J 
the- do g - nom 

LV"bidura - t: e JJ 

fat - foc 

i[r,l\.ayso - t : v J 

(a)thief-foc 



The two D-Btructures show that the r e is a VP, Since we 

have taken /-at:e/ as a focus marker, it appears that 

copulative clauses seem to have no copulative ve rbs. 

Does this noOOIl that there is no copulative verb in Zaysse? 

Or does that mean ' that /-at:e/ is also a copulative verb? 

There are three possible answers to the first question. 

Based on the theoretical framework adopted, S has 

two daughter con.st ituents that branch from it as 

S --"). HP VP, leaving aside the C" for the sake of .. 

brevity. 'rhe expansion of these two daughter constituents 

is governed by the Endocentric ity Constraint which is 

stated in Radford (1988:545) as: 

(11) All Constituent Structure Rules are 

of the form Xn___ Xm ( ) 
-"7 ••• • •• n~m 

According to this, then , structures (10a-b) will have 

the tree diagrams in (12a-b) r e spectively. 

(12) a. I" I" ------H" I' ----------Nil I I 

~ 
V" I 

/"-..- ~ 
SPEC N' V" I 

I 

N' 

I 
N 

I 
I 

astamo 

A' 
I 

1;. , 
bidura 

f a t 

I 

N 

mana 
dog 

V' 
~. 

Nil V 
I 
N' 
I 
N 
I 

kayso ? 
~)}thief 

f-AGR -r 
.!TENS~ 
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The two tree di agrams show that there is a VP which 

p r e suppose s the cxistence of V in t he position of (?). 

If we take I-at : e /, \vithout restricting i ts f unction as 

foc, and follow the Endocentricity 80nstraint which is 

one of the claims of the X-bar Convention (Hoekstra 

1984: 24) , then vTC t ake I-at :e/ as having a copular 

function in such structures. ROvleve r, this has its own 

setback; be cause we have t aken the position of /-at:e/ 

to be I~~L. In doing so, it will mean that /-at:e/ has 

two positiion9,i.e., a head position within V" a nd I". 

The second alt e rnat i ve is t o a ssume that t he re 

, 

is no ~opulo.tivc ve rb in" Zay.sse. If this assumption 

is followed, the Endocentricity Constra int and the 

6-Criterion \.,ould be t aken as having parametric variations. 

That is, to assume that the re is no copulat ive verb i s 

to claim that the r e is no head V \.;hich projects to V" . 

In addition, thi;:; \vill lead to a furthc r a r gume nt that 

6-roles are c.ss i gned without a hcad, and that the NPs 

in copulat ive clauses have inhe rent 6-roles . This will 

still mean that !'.'Ps in such clauses get oblique or 

genitive cases inher ently. Neverthe l ess , as lore shall 

see below the NPs get nominative case structurally. 

The third alte rnative is to assume that the r e is 

a head, V, at D- Structure, but has been deleted at some 

stage of t he de rivation at PF. To have a clear p icture 

of this assumpt ion, l et us see the following structures. 
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(13) a. (lstamo- y 

A - nom 
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bidura - t: -( e s) mak ' - inS 

fat - foc- 3ms bccome- p f 

' Astamo b e came fat .' 

b . astamo- y bidura ~ t: -(es) mak' - i~ 

A -nom fat - foc- 3ms be - pf 

' Astamo .,as fat.' 

c. es - i 

he -nom 

bidura t : -( es) mak ' ende 

fut 
far - foc- 3ms b e 

' He will b e / b e come fat. ' 

(14) ei. .. e.stamo- y astemare -t: -( es) mak' -in 

A -nom (a)t eacher -foc- 3ms become-pf 

'Astamo b e came a t eacher.' 

b. astamo- y ast e mare -t: -(es) mak' - i~ 

A -nom (a)t eache r - foc- 3ms be - pf 

'Astamo was a teache r. ' 

c. astamo- y astemare - t: -( e s) mak'-ende 

A -nom (a)t eache r -foc- 3ms be - fut 

' Astamo will be / b e come a teacher.' 

From these structures we observe that there is a 

copulative v e rb !mak'-/ ' be , become'. If this is so , 

then, we take /mak '- / as a copulative verb in equating 

structures , and a ssume that it is base ge ne r ated and 

de l e t e d at PF a ft e r all syntactic proce sses have taken 

place when TEITSE is pre s ent. This assumption satisfies 

the Endocentricity Constraint and the 6-Crite rion. In 

addition, it overcomes the setbacks of the two assumptions 

mentioned above . Consequently, our s e cond question is 
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answe r ed in tne negativCl , i. ~. " since there is <1 

copulat ive verb /mak '-/ 'be, become ', / - at : e / cannot se rve 

as a copulative verb in addition to its pragmatic funct ion. 

The s tructure of a copulative clause wher e /mak'-/ 

'be, become I s-select sA" or N" as it s complement as in 

(13a) and (14a) for instance will be (15a-b) r e spe ctivelyo 

b. 

I" ----------------11' '' I ' 

I V~ I 

astamo 
A 

A' 
I 

A 

I 
bidura 

fat 

I 

I" 

mak'­

become 

r +AGR l 
~TENSEJ 

11'" -------- I' 

V'~I 
I 

N' V' 

I ----------N" V 
I 
N' N 

I 
I 

_ i 

astaltlo astemare 

(a)teacher 

mak'-
I +AGR J L +TENSE 

A hecome 
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Based on the third assumption we take /mak '- / 

' be, become' as a copulative verb which s-selects A" or 

Nil as its complement. That means, there : is a posm1li.mllity 

of having tylO A-positions in a copulative clause when 

/mak ' -/ ' be, become' s-selects Nil as its complement. 

In this situat i on there seems to be a contradiction in 

assuming t hat a copulat ive verb is an intransitive verb 

and claiming that it s- selects Nil as it s complement. 

This is, b.0l·.reve r, a superf icial contradict ion. 

A complement in a copulative clause expresses 

either the ent i t y or state of the subje ct. Hence, a 

copulative clause equates the NP in the subject position 

with the NP in t he VP or the NP in the VP expresses the 

state of the sub ject. As a r e sult the NP complement 

which the copulative verb s-sel e cts gets it s 6-role 

from its head. The NP in the subject pos;tiDni is 

6-marked by t he vT , since the verb has the nature of 

compositionally with i ts VP, aSSigning a 6-role to i ts 

subject POSition. That means , there are 6- positions in 

a cop~lative construct ion where the s - selected category 

is N" 0 

Nevertheless , like any other intransitive verb 

/mak'-/ ' be , become ' is devoid of assigning case to 

its complereent position. That is, the complement 

pos ition i s not a case position. Accordingly, the 

compl ement need not have case. The ext e rnal 
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A-position, hOVlever , is assigned no minative case ' 

structurally by INFL. 

When the f eature L+TENS~7 is in the present, the 

copulative verb is deleted after 6-role and case 

assignment have taken place. That means, at PF there 

is a rule like (16) in Zayss~ which deletes the head 

of the VP . 

(16) Delete the head of VP in copulative 

clauses if TENSE is in the present 

Therefore, the rule deletes the copulative verb at PF 

after all syntactic processes have taken place. Due to 

this the surface realization of a copulative clause 

appears to have no copulative ve rb. 

3.2.2. THE S'l'lmCTURE OF TRANSITIVE CLAUSES 

Previously, we have seen that transitive verbs 

are those I'ihich have obligatory and optional 6-roles 

to assign to their obligatory and optional s - selected 

complements. I n this subsection we shall see the 

structure of clauses with such verbs. For ease of 

expos ition, we shall divide clauses into three subtypes 

on the basis of their s - selection and syntactic 

properties. In light of this , structures of passive 

and causative clauses shall be dealt with, s ince we 
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have already seen the structure of active clause s in 

chapter hlO. 

3.2.2 . 1. THE STRUCTURE OF PASSIVE CLAUSES 

In Zayssc passivization is both morphological and 

syntactic. Morphologically, it is a word formation 

process . A passive form i s derived by the morpheme 

/ - ut: - /. The following are active and passive pairs 

which show their different morphological shape. 

( 17) a . 

b. 

(18) a . 

b . 

e polise - y e -kayso ayk -ot: 

thG-policeman -nom the-thief arrest-foc 

- (es) - in 

3ms - pf 

'The policeman arre st ed the thief . , 

e -kay so- y ayk - ut:-ot:-(es)-in 

the-thief-nom arrest - pas- foc- 3ms- pf 

' 'I.'he thief was arrested . , 

0 I a :t S - i e _at S - ut:e suI: - in 

the- chief - nom the- man - f oo l<': hang - pf 

t The chief hanged the nan.' 

e . t S . - a - J. 

tho- man- nom 
sUI :-ut:-ot:-(es)-in 

hang-pas- foc- 3ms- pf 

' Tho man was han~ed .' 
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(19) a . astamo - y e ¥ato - s i -g'ilo 

(20) 

A -nom the- boy - to the- story 

ka¥ - ot: - ( es) - in 

t ell - foc - 3ms - pf 

I Astamo told the story to the boy. ' 

b. i e ¥ato - s 

Cl. . 

the- story -nom the- boy 

ka¥ - ut: - ot : -

tell - pas - foc -

I The story >las told to 

l bi¥a: - i astamo - s 

- to 

(is) 

3f 

the 

i 

- in 

- pf 

bOJl:. ' 

v 
- mas :a 

the- girl -nom A - to the- knife 

ing - at: - (es) - in 

give - foc 3ms - pf 

'The g irl gave the knife to Astamo. ' 

b. i - ma¥:a- y astamo-s ing -ut:-ot:-(is)-in 

the-knife-nom h -to give- pas-foc- 3f -pf 

' The knife was given to Astamo. ' 

In these structures we observe that I-ut :-1 is the 

passive morPheme. 

According to Chomsky (1981 : 124) a p a ssive verb 

has two properties which i ts a ctive counte rpart l Rcks: 

(a) its VP docs not 6-mark the exte rna l A-position, a nd 

(b) the verb does not case- mark its int e rnal A-position, 

since passive morphology i s bel i ev ed to Rbsorb case. 

\ 

Does this apply to Zaysse ? In order to answer this 

question , we h'J.ve to see the LS of a passive ve rb a nd 

the syntactic structur e of passive clauses . 
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The LG of a passive v e rb is identica l to its active 

counterpart. Let us co mp a r e the following. 

(21 ) a. suI: v, + iN" -J 'hang' 
" .' 

b. suI: - ut :- v, ¥ iN" -J 'be hanged ' 

(22) a . ka¥ v, + LP" Nil -J 'te ll' 

b. 
v ut: + jp" N" -J ' be told' ko.s - v, 

From these irQmcs we observe tha t the LS of a passive 

verb is the same as its a ctive form. 

The st ructure of p!J.ssivG clause s show that 

\ 

passivization is synta ctic in Zaysse. Let us cons ide r 

the following s tructures . 

(23) a . i -ma¥ : :l- y kayst-ut:-ot:-(is)-in 

the-knife-nom steal-pas-foc- 3f -pf 

' The knife was stole n.' 

b. e - doro- y ¥ok ' -ut:-ot:-( e s)-in 

the- sheep-nom slaughter -pas-foc- 3ms-pf 

'The sheep was slaughtered. ' 

c. i - bora- y miy-ut:-ot:-(is)-in 

the-bread-nom eat-pa s-foc- 3f -pf 

' The bread was eaten. ' 

d. u -¥at- ir- i 

the- boy-pl-nom 

' The boys were 

guyd-ut:-ot:-(us)-in 

beat-pas-foc- 3pl-pf 

beaten . ' 
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The NPs in the above structures ~re in the subject 

positions . The agreement facts a nd the I'-cminCttive case 

morpheme sho,v tho.t they are surf:'lce subjects, although 

they were in complement jobje ct positions in the 

D-structure representation of the clauses. The 

D-Structurc r epresentation of (23a) for instance will 

be (24) 

I" 
(24) ------------:Nil 

N 

I 
[ e J 

I' --------V" "I I 

V' 

----------Nil V 

~ 
SPEC H ' 

1-

I 
N 
I 

ma¥:a 
[ 

-
+AGR 

kayst-ut:- +TEI'SEJ 

the knife be stolen 

Since , as stated above, a passive verb ca=ot 6-mark 

its external A-position, this posit i on is empty at 

D-Structure. In addit i on, due to the fact that passive 

morphology absorbs case, the ~~ in object position is 

caseless. In order to escape the case filter, the object 

NP obligatorily moves to the exterruD. A-position which 

is empty anc gets nominative case. The S- Structu:::,.; of 

(24) is (25) below . 
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LV kayst - ut: -_7JJ Li+AGR, +TENSE~l] 

steal - pas 

Though passivization in Zaysse involves 110ve - CC ,as i in 

English, its structure is not a copul9.r one~ It is 

similar to Amharic in this f eature. 

In this subsection we h9.ve seen the derivat ion of 

passive clauses~ Now, we shall see the structure of 

causat:"ves. 

'l'HE dTRUCTURE OF CAUSATIVE CLAUSES 

In Zaysse there are two types of causatives. The 

firsc; type uses lmah- I ' make, cause ' which s-select s Nil 

and C" as its complements . Such causatives are not 

treated in t hi s study, since they are not simple clauses" 

The second type is morphological and is product ive . 

The suffix is I- usl 'cause , make ' and is suffixed to 

verbs , both transitive and intransit i ve. Let us see tho 

following paradigm. 

(26) a . he.di¥ -' sneeze ' hadi¥ - us ' cause to dn00ZC I 

b o ge h -' sleep' geh - us ' cause -eo sleep ' 

Co ha¥ - ' melt ' ha¥ - us ' cause to melt ' 

(27) a o u¥ -'drink' 
v ' cause to drink' 

us us 

b. sul:-'hang' suI: us ' cause to hang ' 

c. \'lOd -'kill' wod us 'cause to kill ' 



(28) a. ing ' give ' ing - us ' cause to give ' 

b. dap:- 'se nd' dap :- us ' cause to s e nd' 

v 't ell' ka¥ us 'cause to tell' 
c .• kas - -

\.Jhen compared to the non-causative verbs, causativized 

verbs have more s-selected categories . This suggests that 

the causative morpheme I-usl increase s the s-selection 

potential of verbs. Compare the following. 

(29) a. e;eh v, + £- - J 'sleep ' 

b. g8 h - us- v, + iN"_ J ' cause to sleep' 

(30) a . u¥ v, + iN"~ 'dl1ink' 

b. u¥ us- v, + LN"N"-J ' i'ause to drink' 

(31 ) a. ing - v , + Lk'"N"- J ' give ' 

b. ing us- v, + [N"P"N"-:7 ' cause to give ' 

As the frame s (29) - (31) show ve rbs in (b) have 

additionally s-sele ct ed A-positions than verbs in (a). 

Since the process is a morpholoF,ical one the verb s In 

(b) acquire a new semantic property of s-sele cting a 

category through causativization. As Baye (1986:129) 

puts it " __ - the number of complements that a verb requires 

progre ssively increases as it changes from intrans itive 

to transitive a nd then to causative---". Base d on tbi s 

premise , then, the LS of causativized ve rbs in (29b), , 

(30b) and ( 31b) will be (32a-c ) r espectively . 



(32) a . V' 
---~ . 

Nil V 

83 

V 
~,-

Nil Nil V 

c. V' 
~. 

pll N" N" V 

The following clauses show the structure of causative 

clauses. 

(33) a . 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e 
s 

- at - i e - ¥ato ge h -us-at: - (e ~.j~in 

the- man-nom the-boy sleep-cs-foc- 3ms-pf 

, ]'he man made the boy sleep . 
, 

&stamo- y ta- na modo - t : - (es) u¥ 

A -nom I - , cc modo-foc- 3ms dri nk 

- us - in 

- cs - pf 

' Astamo made me drink !"lodo . I 

i b i¥:o 
v t : (is) 

- y e - sato -

the- woman - nom the- boy - foe - 3f 

garma 

(a)lion 

"lOa' - us - in 

kill - cs - pf 

'The woman made the boy kill a lion.' 

u ¥ato - ir - i 

the - boy - pl - nom 

astamo- s 

A - to 

sit ' ota- t: ~(us) 

S - foc- 3pl 

i - ma¥ : a ing - us-in 

the - knife give- cs- pf 

' The boys made sit'ot~ give the knife to 

Astamo. I 
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vlhen we s ee the D-Structure of ( 33d), for ins t a nce , will 

be (34) belov o 

(34) li"!iT,,u-¥at 0 -ir- yJ !r,L;"L\r,Lp"Lp,/N"a stamoJ 

the-boy -pl-nom 
A 

IF -s JJI LN"sit ' ota J iN"i -ma¥:aJ 

to S the-knife 

L\ring -us J.if [i+AGR , +TENSEJJJ 

give-cs 

In the above D-Structure , we obse rve that the 

causativized verb has three int e rna l A-positions that 

it must 6-m8.r k . I n addition, since it has a property 

of compositionally assigning a 6-role, the external 

A-position gets agent 6-role. 

In regard to case assignment, the NP in the external 

A-position, i. e ., /u-¥at - ir/ 'the boys' gets its 

nominative case from INFL. The other three NPs get their 

cases from P a nd V. That means, the liP /astamo-/ ' Astamo ' 

gets it s cas e from p. Through causativization , the verb 

has acquired a new property. Accordingly, it assigns 

obje ctive cas e to the two NPs, /sit 'ota/ ' sit ' ota ' and 

/i- ma¥ : a/ 'the knife .' 

In 
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In thi s chapter we have observed that (a) Zaysse 

is optionally a subject- pro-drop language, (b) /mak '-/ 

' be, become ' is an equative copulative verb which is 

deleted when L +TEKSE_7 is in the present, (c) paasivization 

is morphological and syntactic , and (d) causat ivizat ion 

i s a productive word-formation rule which adds new 

seffiantic properties to both intransitive and transitive 

verbs. 



CO N C L U ~ I ON 

Zayss~ , which is one of the Ometo languages, is 

not studied well . The only works that present a detail ed 

study on its phonology and noun morphology are that of 

~lulugeta Seyoum and Hirut \lold e Vlariam . Other wo rks are 

\ 

comparative in nature and hence Zaysse data are used only 

for comparative purpose s. As to the knowledge of the 

researcher , t here i s no detailed study presented on i ts 

syntactic aspect . Therefore, the present study has 

r e l evance in suppl y ing syntactic information for those 

who a r e interest ed in the language in particular and in 

Omotic languages in general. However , the study is 

limited in its scope, since it presents only the 

structure of simpl e declarative clauses. 

As it is necessary to have a guideline , this 

study has adopted EST as it s theoretical framework 

which i s presented in chapter one . 

In cha~ter two, the basic word order of the language 

is dete rmine . In do ing so , i t is shown that case and 

6-role assigTh~ent in this language is uni formly. 

unidirectional , that is, from right-to-left . As a 

result, tho language is taken to be a head-final one. 

, 

In addition, it is a r gued that Zaysse has pragmatically 

mot ivat ed word or der changes that occur within a VP 

and within a clause . In the discussion it i s presented 

that Zayss~ has a base gene r ated focus marker /-at :e/ 

which occurs with an XP. The focus marker blocks right 
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dislocations and affects wo rd order changes, since an 

XP that contains '/-at: e / cannot be r i ght dislocated. 

The third chapte r presents the structure of simple 

c l auses. Firstly , the features of I }WL in simpl e clauses 

is analyzed. From this it i s found out that (a) Zaysse 

is optionally a subject pro-drop l anguage, and (b) 

[+ TENSE7 i s a crucial feature of I NFL for nominative 

case assignment. 

The re st of thi s chapter p r esents the structure of 

simple clauses o The analysis of copulative clauses 

indicates that an equative clause has a copulative verb 

underlyingly , \'ihich i s deleted at some stage in the 

derivation if the f eature ~+TENSEJ is in the present . 

The s tructure of passive clauses show that 

passivization in th i s language i s morpho logical as wel l 

as syntactic. llo r phologically; it i s a r esult of the 

word derivation rul e which passivize~ active ve rbs in 

suffixing / -ut :/. Syntactically it involves Move - OC, 

since passive mo rph0logy absv~bs case a nd the verb does 

not compositionally with its VP 6-ma rk it s A- position. 

The di scussion on the structure of causat ive 

clauses makes it clear that causativi ~ati0n is a productive 

word format ion rul e which adds the s-selection prope rty 

of both transitive a nd intrans itive ve rbs. In addition, 

it i s shovm tho.t the V with its VP can 6-ma rk i ts 

ext e rna l A-position. 



NOT E S 

1 In his phonetic and phonemic analysis, Mulugeta 

presents only one alveolar implosive, /d/. However, my 

Eiata for this study show a bilabial i rlplosive /b/ occuring 

In words like /¥ebo/ ' ~rocodile ' and /ubil:e/' 'egg ' . 

2 Following Chollsky (1986:160), I have adopted X" 

instead of X"', as the maximal projection of a lexical 

category X. 

3 i"Iodo is a local drink. 

4 The realization of the morpheme /-at:e/ is 

phonologically determined . It has L:at:-~, L=t:=7, 

~ut:~, L=ut:~, L=ot:~7, L~ot:~ as its allomorphs. 

5 An lU"derlined constituent is a ~ocused constituent. 

However, when the whole VP is focused it is not underlined 

for clarity sake . 

6 The perfect tense marker has ~i~ and [=c-1 as 

its allomorphs. L~~ occurs in interrogat ive (when the 

subject 1~ is questioned) , r e l ative , a nd nega tive clauses . 

On the othe r h"nd/ L=i~ Occurs in declarative and 

interrogative (.Then the que stionedNP is within VP) clauses. 

7 Wh-question clause s • 

. ~. 
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8 / mrrk I _ / 'be , b e come ' 1 ike 'lny othe r ve rb can 

be follo wed. by the: focus m!3.rke r / - '1.t : e / and .i<GR suffixes . 

The follo wing nr e i n stance s which illustrate this . 

a. [(stamo - y b i dur a mak ' - at: - ( e s) - in 

"- - nom fat become- foe - 3ms p f 

1 ~l. stJ.mo became fat . 
, 

b. o.stm,lo y bidura mo.k ' at: -( e s) 
.v 

- - - lC 

"< - nom f a t be - foe - 3ms - pf 

I _'csto.mo was fat. 
, 
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