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CHAPTER 1
ITwnTRODUCTI O N
\ .
g1 THE Z.iYSSE FEOPLE AND THEIR LaNGULGE

The Zayséb people, who are estimated to be about
21,000 (Bender ot al (eds), 1976:15) live in Gardulla
district, Gauo Gofa sdministrative Region. They are
aistributed over four peasant associations - Elgo, Wozeka,
Darmble and Zargulla, all located on the western side of
Take Chano and the eastern side of the Gardulla mountainse.
Different scholars write Zaysse Aas 7aisse, Zaise or 72y SE
to refer to either the pecple or thelr language. The
Gidoles call the country ko:riy (sic) (Bender (ed), 1976:14) o

The languogc, Zaysé%, like Wolayta and Gamo, is an
Omotic language belonging tTo the Onmeto clusters. Though
an intellipgibility test has not been carried out so far,
the information gathered from the informants substantiates
Bender's clain (Bender 1976:14) that 7avsse is mutually

intelligible with Zargulla.

gi PRZVIOUS STUDY

Though the study of Omotic and Cushitic languages
started in the nineteenth century, it can be observed
fron the comparative studies of Cerulli (193%8), Fleming
and Bender (Bender et al (eds), 1976), Fleming (Bender

(ed), 1976), Zaborski (1980, 1984) and alemayehu Haile



(1981) that there is still 1o detailed study carried out on
most of the Omotic languages. zaborski's (1984:25) statenent
that "eeo ALY 2igcussion on the Oneto languages ig seriously
havpered by the lack of sometimes even quite basic data
since a number of Onotic languages and their dialects arc
practically not described SO For s clearly shows how ‘
1ittle the Omotic languages are Knowh. .5 a result of this,
it is difficul® whether a speech community is using &
language oOr & dialect of another language.

However, when Zayséé is considered 1n view of
7aborski's staterent, it seens to be in a better position,
because there &Ic comparative studies done DY people like
Cerulli, Hayward and desciptive atudies made by Mulugeta
Seyoun (1988) ond niput Wolde lMarian (1988) .

In his ccnparative work 11 Tinpuaggio Ded Giangero

Eq Llcune Lingue gicdana Dell'COmo (Basketo, Ciara, 7aisse)

(1958:489—245), Cerulli recognlzes twenty six consonants
for Zayss%. He has not dealt with vowels, noT has he
described the distributions of the consonants he has
recognized,

Concerning the grammal, he has made sOTe general
observations aboub pronouns, nouns, verbs, tenses and

articles.



sccording to Mulugeta Seyoun (1988:20) the consonant

\ . .
phonemes of Zaysse are shown 1D the followlng table.

Stop vl P t I k
vad b d &
affricate vl £ 2
vd
Fricative vl i S b h
v 7 }
Ejective o s' IS k!
Rasal n n
Implosi%eq a
Liquid Lat. 1
Tlap T
Semi-vowel W - v

Table I. The Consonant Phonenes of Zayséé

Mulugeta has alsc identified five phonemnic vowels

shown in Table TII belowe

Table II. The Vowel Phonenes of Zavsségﬁj98§:26)




Concerning supra—segmental features, length and
stress arc found to be phonemic; whereas pitch 1is believed
to be phonctic (1988:27-31). Lecording to Mulugeta's
analysis, the syllabic structure is C V (V) (43 (6] s

The common phonblogical processes that are obwerved
include spirantization, nasalization, nasal assimilation,
aspiration, cpenthesis, vowel deletion and vowel contraction,
Vowel addition (prothesis and paragoge) apnd metathesis are
also found in borrowed words.

Hiput's (1988) "The Noun Morphology of Zayss%" deals
with the inflcctions and derivations of nouns. Nouns are
inflected for nunmber, definiteness and CaS€. Gender is
expressed in three waysSe These are the following:

a) Aiffcrent loxical items for the masculine and

feminine s

b) +the definite articles, and

c) the modifiers.

Regarding number, the plural is indicated by the
regular plural norpheme /-ir/, and by the kinship plural
marker /-as'/.

sccording to Hirut, definiteness is shown by /e=/ in
masculine singular and by /i-/ in feminine singular; and
by /u-/ in plural. MNMoreover, demonstrative pronouns like

/ha-/ 'these' and /so—/ 'those', are used with plural nounse



Hirut has also igentified the following case

morphemes.
a) /-i / or /-y/ 'pominative',
D) /-us/ or /-s/ 'dative'
c) /-una/ or /-na/ ' instrumental',
a) /=ka/ or /-ga/ 11ocative’,
e) /-fa/ tablative',
) J=ra/ ' comitative', and
g) /-us/ or /-8/ 'genitive',

The following are personal pronouns in the different

caASeS.
Person Hominative Lccusative Dative Genitive
't
(S Tag 1® tay tana tare ta -
d
g ney nena nere ne -
T ; :
% dms. sl esa 2s1r0 g =
i isi isa isiro i -
st/ ; : .
P1. 1°%(incl.) niy nina nero ni -
(excl.) nuy nuna niro nu -
2nd wutini wubuna wuture wu -
rd v
] usini usuna VSUTO u -

Table, IIl. Personal FPronouns of Zayssé

Hirut has also dealt with nouns derived fron
a) adjectives with the suffix /-ite/ '-ness'

b) verbs with the suffix /-c/ or [-0o/ 'er', and



! . 1 . * 1
¢) nouns with the suffix /-ute/ '-shlb, -hood'.

In forming compounds,.Hirut has shown that nouns can
take nouns OT adjectives OT verbs as & sccond member tO

form compound nouns.
1.5 THE PREGENT STUDY

From the review it is noticeable that there has not
been any study made on any aspect of the syntax of Zayssé,
The comparative and descriptive studies of Cerulli and
Hirut respcctively deal with morphology. From this
follows that the present study should focus on some aspects
of the syntax of the language.

In dealing with the simple clauses of Zayss%, the
writer hopes to proved syntactic information to linguists
engaged 1n comparative Omotic, and to that extent, he also
hopes to contribute to a better understanding and
(re)classification of the Omotic languages.

Theorctically, the analysis might also contribute to
our knowledge of the universals and particulars of natural
languages. L1t may also have some pedagogical relevance.

This study is based on data collected using 100
Swadesh word-list and self-prepared phrases and sentencese.
The following people have acted as informeuts throughout +
Mulugeta lano, at present a third year Biology student in

;iddis iLbaba University; Sit'ota Setto, a daily labourer



in Arba Minchj iaketa Warote and Nawu Nat:e, high school
gtudents in Gidolej and Tamiru Ut'ayle, & nigh school

teacher in Tahir Dar,

1obks THE THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK : THE SYNTACTIC COMPOMBNT

The theoretical framework adopted in this study is
the "Extended Standard Theory" (EST) which is introduced
in Chomsky (1970) and outlined in Radford (1981) and
Riemsdijk and yilliams (henceforth R & W) (1986). EGT is
an obhtgrowth of the ngtandard Theory" (ST) developed in

Aspects of the Theory of Syntax (Chomsky 1965) .

In both ST and EST the grammar of & language has
three components: the phonological, the syntactic and the
semantic components. As this study focuses On syntax, 1

shall consider the syntactic component only.

14,71 TE  BASE CONPORENT

In EST, like in ST, the syntactic component has a
base component and a transformational component . Within
the base component are the lexicon and the categorial

components (phrase structure rules).



14,11 THE LEXICON

In both models the lexicon contains a list of all
lexical itens with their idiosyncratic phonological,
morphological, syntactic and semantic specifications
(Radford 1981:141), Lexical Redundancy Rules which have
positive subcotcegorizations of every lexical item are also
inserted.

In ST, word-formation rules were not considered as
part of the lexicon because they were considered to be
part of the transformational component (Chomeky 1965:23).
However, when Chomsky (1970) took the lexicalist position
in "Remarks on Fominalization” (Henceforth Remarks) all
wopd-formntion rules became part of the lexicon.

In both theories, we have lexical insertion rules
constrained by selectional restrictions showing which
word in the lexicon substitutes which terminal symbol in

the tree generated by the phrase structure miles.,

1.4.1.2, THE C.TEGORI.LL COIMPONENT

The eabegorial component in ST specifies the Phrase
Structure Rulecs (PSRs) which "... were supposed to be of
the context-free variety and limited to expanding a single
node into one or more daughter nodesS..." (Hoekstra,1984:23).
This was felt to be-"... too restrictive in some sense

and not restrictive enough in another..." (Baye 1986:15),



restrictive in the sense that lexical categories

Tt was oo
1t does not allow

form phrasal categoriesSe

expand anc
categoried amaller than the phrasal and larger than the
lexicale

the PSRs 1n a7 were 1ot restrictlive

On the obheT hand,
se that phrasal catego
ategories a8 in

ries could be

enough in the sel

nto any phrasal oT 1exical €

emmmwdi

(1) and g

(1) Y — T - TP
(2) VP =~ ———> pET - N (Radford 4981:402)
To avoid such problems, it was necessary to revise
then by introducing certain constraints. Chomsky introduced
developed

ory of PSRs in Remarks. This was

the X~-bar the
matized in

A Jackendoff(4977). This convention is sche

(%) below:

n-"
-t 5 -6 3
X (J;j + /1)5-6(61{)

r all Gj . either
ical categoTy
tical

3y T —= (o) (Cy)
ywhere 1¢ n&? fo
€. is Y5 for some leX
¥, or Cj is & specified gramnna
fornative.

this convention embodies

Lecording o Hoekstra (4984:24),

the followlng five claims:

) 1. every cabtegoXy is endocentric
iis cvVey lexical category projects
three lcvels of superstructure



iii. The head of a phrase is always one
’
har-level loweT than the phrase node

immediately dominating 1t.

ive, only maximal projections may appear
as specifilers and complements, except
for some non-head terms that are selected

in terms of gpecified grammatical formativese

v.. specifiers will always occur peripheral to
the complements of the 1exical head of a

phrase.

In addition to constraining the PSRs, the primitive
syntactic categories (lexical categories) were also defined
in terms of syntactic distinctive features. The rationale
behind this is ", .. to capture the similarities and
differences between related sets of categorieSeee (Radford
1981:112) o There are a limited qumber of syntactic
distinctive features available in Universal Grammar (UG)
which every language ", .. has to cho0SCe.- on the basis
of the degrece of naturalness 1ts syntactic rules may gain
when they operate on or across categorics ot a particular
bar levelons" (Baye 1986:19). The distinctive featurcs
that are given in Remarks are + N, + V. Thus, in Englishy

major lexical catcgories are defined as (5):

(5) +

+ N

-V

N

< B <

P

In short, the inclusion of lexical derivation to



the lexiccn, the introduction of the X-bar theory and the
introduction of syntactio distinctive features for defining
lexical categorics are the major features of the base

component in ST,

g IR THE TRANSFORMATIONAL COMPONENT

As mentioned previously, due to the syntactic
derivations of lexical jtems, the Deep otructure (D-8) in
ST was VeIy abstract and powerful. Linguists had to
formulate construction specific rules. HoweveT, when
lexical depivotions became part of the lexical transformation
rules, and the transformatinnal component was limited tO
syntactic derivations only, its expressive power WAS greatly
reduced. The focus of linguistic research became not the
formalization cf particular rules, but the nature of
transformations and the search for general conditions on
how they operabce

Two such conditions on Wwh-extractions are Chomsky's
(1968) L-gVEI—w Principle and Ross's (1967) Island
Constraints, «ccording to R & W, especially, Ross's
conditions on tronsformations induced linguists to believe
that "eo.e RANY properties of individual transformnations
ape common to larger families of transformations, SO that
it was possiblc to extract these properties and make then

part of Universal Grapmar..." (B & W 1986:58) » This brought



about a chanfc in the focus of linguistic researche.
Linguists nade it their goal ©O Aiscover simple and
general principles underlying all individual
transformatiOﬂal rules.

Ross's Island constraints were on Wh-movenent.
Since Wh—movenent 18 typically unbounded, 1t raised the
question of whether nill transformational rules (T—Rules)
have the sane property. 1Ip addition, Rosembaun' s (1967)
proposal of Extraposition and Identity Erasure
tpansformations led to the same question. ks & result,
based on the nature of the domain of their applications,
transformations were classified as (1) monocydlic: whaose
domain is a clause; (2) bicyeclic: whose domain is across
one clause boundary; and (3) unbounded: whose domain 1is
arbitrarily many clause poundaries (R & W 1986:31) .

In ST, every T-Rule had & structural description
(D) on which it operates and also a structural change
(SC) which results from its application. This means,
transformations could change structures. 1In order to
constrain this, Emonds (1970) formulated his Structure
Preserving Hypothesis (SPH). According to him,
transformations can only be structure preserving, local

or root. His constraint states:

(6) 4 constituent can only be moved by &
substitution rule into another category
of the same type. (Radfora 1984:190)



As it was practised in ST, passive constructions
were derived from their active counterparts. Tne
transformational rule requires a 5D, and its application
results in a 8C. In view of the SPH the derivation of
passives from actives became controversial, because it
was incompatible with SPH.,

On the other hand Rajising was believed to have some
features with passivization, since in both, there is an
NP moving from one NP-position to another NP-position.
Based on SPH, then, the two transformations came Lo be
treated as instances of one general rule which Chomsky
(1973%) called "love HE",

"Move NP" as a general rule has the property in

{7 )

(7) Tove any NP to subject position that
does not Treceive an independent
selectional or subcategorization role
(R&W 1086:116)

To avoid overgeneration, Chomsky introduced the
following two conditions on "Move NP"., The first is the

Specified Bubject Condition (88C) which states that:

(8) To rulc can involve X, Y in the structure
I, S P Q. S (—
.[oo 7 WV ——-
where 7 is the specified subject of
WY Vin . (Chomsky 1977:90)



This constaaint 18 paraphrased in Radford (1081:245) as

(9.

(9) No rule can move a nonsubject constituent
out of a clause (S-bar) or NP with a
gpecified subject (where Y nonsubject
constituent we mean & constituent which
:g neither subject nor part of a subject)

The second constraint is the Tensed - g condition
(TsC) which states:

(10) No rule can involve X, ¥ 1n the structure
B A L N
where (a) 7 is the specified subject of WYV
or (p) ¥ is in COMP and X is not in COMP
or (¢) Y is mot in COMP and(Cis a tensed S
(Chomsky 1977:98)

According to TSCe the rule "Move NP" cannot extract an
NP from a tensed clause. Therefore, 'llOve NP" is
constrained by the conditions S5C and TSC.

Ag mentioned earlier the A-over-A Principle and
the Island Constraints were conditions on tpansformations-
on Wh-movement. Since the overall programme of linguistic
theorizing is 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 i ptroduced by Chomsky (1977:20)

under the name Subjacency. Radford (1081:227) states



it as:

(11) No constituent can be moved oub of more
than one containing NP - or S - node
(in any single rule - application)

Subjacency restricts tpransformations to one cycle node
(bounding) Accordingly, all tpansformations can be said
to be picyclice But , Wh-movement is unbounded, in the
sense that it allows long distance movement of & Wh-phrase
to coMP. To reduce it to the game condition, the following

was imposed on ite

(12) COMP - to - COMP Condition
once a phrase jig in COMP, it can only
move to & higher COMP (R & W 1986:6%)

Baged on this condition, once & Wh-movement has moved &
category to the COI'P position of the clause where the
Wh-phrase has been extracted from, then, it moves it
iterativelyq To block overgeneratlons, tne Strict Cycle
Condition was sptroduced by Chomsky (197%) .

Chomsky showed the A-over—A Principle and Ross's
constraints were instances of Wh-movement which moves &
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



it restricts all types of movement to only oné bounding
node in a single application of the rule. The bounding
nodes are also taken to be NP and S for English.
cubjacency is believed to be Universal, but the categories
which count as pounding nodes are subject to parametric
variationse.

In the foregoing discussion we have seen two tyﬁes
of movements and two movement rules in the transformational
component . These are NP-and Wh-movements, and the rules
are "Move NP" and move - Wh" rsepectively. The effect
of Subjacency 1is not restricted to only the rule "Move-Wh',
but extends to "Move NP" as well. The Two rules, "love NP"
and "Move - Wh' are now considered to be instances of one

optional and general movement rule called,

(13)  "Move -0C"
Move any category @ anywhere- (R&W 1986:127)

This rule is what the tpansformational component is

all about now. However, gince "Move -c¢ " is a

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

and must move, This is constrained by Subjacency, TSC

and SSc. So, the expressive power of the transformational
component in ST, is reduced to just "Move -c¢" in EST.

When a movement rule moves & Wh-or an NP, it

extracts the category from its base position, and,



moves it to anotheT 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 abstract
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 & non-head. Furthermore, traces help to
observe the SFPH of Emonds. |

A moved category forms & syntactic relation with
its trace, The moved category must c-command its trace
and form a chaine The notion of c—command is given in

(A4) s

(14) ¢ - command
A C—commands B if and only 1if the
f£irst branching node dominating A
also dominates B, and A does not
itself dominate B. (R & W 1986:142)

In other words, a moved category the trace(s) left
behind form a single but discontinuous unit. Both
the head - ITP and the trace-NP form a CHAIN, which is

defined as (15)

(15) Chain : A chain consists of an NP (called
nead of the chain) and the traces
coindexed with that NP.

(R & W 4986:245)



gince '"tlove - g " is a general rule and has 1O SDs
opn which it operates, other modules had to be discovered
in order ToO predict why when and how it applies. Such
modules include o_theory, Case Theory and Binding TheoTye
These are ;ndependent put interacting theories and are
pbelieved to be universalo

Theta (6) Theory 18 jntroduced by Freidin (1978)
as "Argument Uniqueness Condition" and was later
developed by Chomsky gsupporting Eronds' SFH. In terms
of 6-TheoIy, all complement positions of heads are
Argument (A=) positiomns. That means, a0 NP-position
within the domain of a lexical head is an A-position and
is known as the obligatory internal A-position of the
head, In order to implement the SPH, the subcategorization
properties and selectional restrictions of lexical heads
must be satisfied when the heads enter into grammatical
relationses This restriction on lexical categories 18
known as the Projection Principle (Chomsky 4981:29) and

ig stated in (16)

(16) The Projection Principle
Lexical requirements should be gatisfied
ot D - 5, -8, and 1T,

Since the Projection Principle restricts that a1l lexical

requirements should be met at eveIy gyntactic level,



obligatory internal A-positions are directly projected
from the lexicOle
In addition to 1ts obligatory internal A-positions,
5 head can have NP-positions which are within its maximal
projectiona These are its optional internal A-positions.
Any A-position that is phonetically realized is
required to have & semantic function (a thematic (e-)
role) which is assigned by the head (Chomsky 1986:9%) .
Tn order to constrain the 6-role assignment (6-marking)

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

(17) f-Criterion
Every chain must receive one and
only one ©-role. (R & W 1986:245)

The ©-Criterion requires a unique association of
A-positions and 6-roles. Thus, throughout the three
levels of syntactic representations the Projection
Principlé and the 6-Criterion must be satisfied.

A1l A-marking takes place at I-8%ructure. Depending
on the semantic properties of heads and grammatical
relations, every A-position 1is 6-marked either by a
lexical head or a phrasal head (Chomsky 19086:93%), Every
gtrictly subcategorized A-position is @-marked by its
lexical head; while every optional A-position 1s ®-marked
compositionally by the sister constituents and the lexical

head of this phrasal category. Accordingly, & lexical



head mﬁst §-mark its A—posmtion(s); and there must be
(a) phonetically realized argument () t0 receive the
6-role(s)e

In addition, for an optional A-position to appear
phonetically, & lexical head must nave an optional o-role
which it can compositionally p-mark (this position) with
the phrasal cateBory, that is, the sister constituent of
this position. Therefore, any A-position within the
maximal projection of a head is & p position.

On the other hand, lexical heads do not strictly
subcategorize their external A-positions, that is, the
/P, 8 7 (Hockstra 19g4:%%). This 18 derived from the
Extended Projection Principle (EPP) which requires that
clauses should have subjects (Chomsky 1986:116) . Depénding
on the semantic property of a lexical head of 2 VP, the
external A-position can be a G-oT @ H-nosition. 1f a
verb has & semantic property of selecting an external
argument; that ié, has a 6-role for the external
A-position, Then, the VP obligatorily p-marks this
position (Chomsky 10981:40), If not, the external
A-position remains -a 6-position. In such cases the
external A-position will either be filled by &
semantically null element - & pleonastic pPronoun,
or be left empty at D-&-spucture. If if is filled by
a pleonastic PTONOUL, this structure will be kept

throughout and the position will not serve as & landing



site for a moved HP. In other words when the position

is empty, it serves as a landing site for moved NPs.
p-theory, then, substantiates Emonds' SPH that any
NP-movement 18 from a O-to & p-position, thus forbidding
movement from a 0-to & B-position., Since the only
A-position which is potentially a B-position is the
external A-position, any NP-movement is from & non-subject
or a subject position to a gubject position. Consequently,
subject—object raising and WP-postposing and NP-preposing
as in the traditional passive deptwhtilon are all1"blocked
by the Projection Principle and the p-Criterion.

Tn the mapping of +he D-Structure the external
A-position might be f-marked but not phonetically realized
due to case. In order to satisfy the EPP, the Projection
Principle and the p-Criterion an abstract pronominal
element called PRO is assumed to occupy this positione.

The difference between PRO and a trace, which is &lso

an abstract category, is that PRO is a base generated

empty category whereas a trace 1s an empty category which
results form "love - C " and hence a property of S-3tructure.
PRO's realization is derived from O-theory and case theory;
whereas a trace's realization 1s derived from ©-theory,

case theory and "Move - i ",

During NP-or Wh-movement, a moved category leaves
a2 coindexed trace 1in its original position and lands in a

p-position without violating Subjacency, the Projection



principle and the p-Criterion. Hence, at the three
syntactic 1evels, a B-role is associated with one
p<position. The moved category inherits its p-role only
from its trace which is in its original position. That
means, & moved category and its coindexed trace(s) act
ad a single syntactic unit for the p-Criterion.

The other module mentioned earlieT js Case TheOTIY,
The introduction of Case TheoTy jnto grammar has enabled
linguistic theorizing (a) to relate NP-movement to casej
and (b) to typologige P8 and predict their destributionse.
Furthermore, a5 the transformational rule, love NP, does
not require SDs in its application, Case Theory provides
a prinoipled account for it.

According to Case Theory every phonetically realized
NP must have Cas€e 1f there is an NP in 2 sentence withoub
case, the sentence 1s filtered out as 111-formed by the

case filter stated in (19):

(19) Any sentence containing an overt
(i.e. phonetically non-null) NP is
ij11-formed if the NP has no case-
narking (Radford 1981:%23)

In order to escape this filter, NPs must have case either
inherently or by assignment from other categories with
which they form structural relations. 1In 2 structural

case assignment, an NP must be bound to a head. This



relation is known as government and is dgefined in (20):

(20) Government: X governs Y if Y is contained in
tphe maximal X-projection of X,
y0aX i the smallest maximal

projection containing Y, and
¢ - commands Y. (R & W 1986:231)

Case assigners are heads of phrases that contain NPs which
need case. Such heads include the / -N _/ categories of
Verbs and Prepositions, and also Tense / AGR in INFL
(Hoekstra 1984:47) o

According to this theory, all NPs that are
phonetically non-null NPs, and hence must be in a
case-marked position. On the other hand, NP-traces and
PRO behave in the same way in that they are found in
positions where case cannot be assigned. So, Case Theory
groups all NPs into different subsets according to their
being in case or caseless positions.

Case assignment takes place after "Move - " has
taken place, that means at S-gtructure and after the
assignment of cgse the filter applies.

As we have seen so far, the theoretical framework

of EST differe from 8T in a number of ways.



The Lexicon contains

(1) all lexical categories with their
idiosyncratic phonological, morphological,

syntactic and semantic properties, and

(2) Lexical redundanoy or word-formation rules

The categorial component, then, together with the
lexicon generates D-Structure terminal nodes. Lexical
insertion and selectional restriction rules relate the
lexicon and the categorial component, and form a
lexicalized D-Structure. Some positions may be left
empty. After that "Move -0C " operates ensuring that
every lexical requirement that is, the projection
principle is satisfied.

Then, the D-Structure is mapped onto ifs
s_Structure through the transformational module
mMove - ¢ " which is subject to Subjacency, TSC and
s8¢, Categories That are moved to another position
leave coindexed Traces behind in order to observe Emonds'
SPH or Chomsky's (1981) Projection Principle. After
511 movement is 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.



o_gtructures 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 gurface filters. At this stage,
surface filters delete elements that have met or not met
the conditions throughout. Surface filters are well-
formedness conditions. After this, filtered S-Structures
are mapped to their surface representations through

phonological rules, which are also interpretive.

N De LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

This study presents the structure of simple
declarative clauses. The structure of ergative, middle
and impersonal passive clauses is not treated. Hence,

it is limited in its scope.



CHAPTER 2
.
WORD ORDER 1IN ZAYSSE
S THE BASIC WORD ORDER

In discussing the basic word ordeT of a language,
we focus on the head-non-head (complemen@ relations of
elements in syntactic categories such as VPs, NPs or SS.
As mentioned in (1.4) the theoretical framework followed
in this paper is EST, which assumes that the basic word
order of a language directly follows from principles of
UG.

Ag stated earlier,:the texdcon contains adl lexical
and grammatical items of a language. Texical items aTe
entered 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 énd semahtic propertiesSs

The idiosyncratic syntactic and semantic properties
of lexical categories given in the lexicon have the same
lexical information. That is,1if a lexical category
obligatorily selects a complement, the complement is
defined twice in terms of its syntactic and semantic
functions. The complement 1is defined as direct object,
indirect object -—-- etc based on its syntactic function.
This is the categorial selection (o—selection) of the

lexical head., Again, the complement is defined in terms



of its semanbic function which is assigned to it by the
1exical head (Chomsky 1986:86) - Ipn this sense the
complement is defined as patiehnt, goal---etc. This
gatisfies the stem's semantic selection (s—selection)
propertye. The specification of the item 1in this manner
ig believed to be redundant, since s-gelection implies
o—selection. To avoid this redundancy Chomsky (1986:86)
guggests that the specification of the idiosyncratic
properties of lexical items should be 1imited to
g-gelection OBlYe This approach 18 followed in this
study.

The s-selection of every lexical item,determines
its lexical structure (Ls) (Bafir 4987:576). This
structure is projected from the lexicon to map
D-StructuresSe This suggests that the determining of the
bagic word order of a language begins from the lexicon .
Adopting this view, W€ shall now move oD to the basic word
order of Zayséé. We shall consider the lexical structure
of only verbs as & first stepe.

An intransitive verb does not g-gelect any category
ag its complement, Such verbs are entered in the lexicon

in the manner shown in (1)

(1) a. ea? P Y 'roar'
v. &0k - v, + L- -7 ‘yomit'

Cu mi:s' - v, + L- - T '1laugh'



As the frames show intransitive verbs do not s-select
constituents. This is because such verbs do not have
obligatory O-roles (semantic roles) to assign to such
constituentse

On the other hand, tpansitive verbs have different

semantic properties as the specifications of the following

verbs Bhow:

(2) a. wod - 3 Ty * [fN"e — 7 'kill’
b, guyd =V, * [ —7 'hit /beat’
co ok - v, + [N S 'glaughter’

Such verbs have the semantic property of s-selecting a
constituent obligatorily, because they have obligatory
p-roles to assign to the positions of the constituents
(complements).

The verbs in (2) are called two-plage verbs (Lyons -
1968:%50) because they have an s-selected complement and
a subjecte In contrast to these are three-place verbs
which have an extra 6-role. Such verbs s-select two

constituents as their specifications in (3) show:

(3) a, ing - : Vs ¥ BNt — 7 'give'
b. kak - & v, + PN - ¥ Vhell’
Co QUSI= = 3 Vy * /PN — 7 '‘put’

The two 6-roles of such verbs get associated with the

Ty ey N Sreny vy O
A E P R Wikt 0 e



two complements shown in the framesS.

Depending on such semantlc properties, lexical
items may O L&Y not have internal arguments (in the
sense of Williams 1981), Following Hoekstra's (1984:35)
assumption that n___gubcategorization is restricted to
¥' -domain---" in terms of the X-bar Convention, the LS
of any lexical item that does not s-select any category

igs like the one in LWE

(4) X!

In (4), the 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 two-place and three-place ¥erbs

have the LS shown in (5a) and (5b) respectively.

(5) a. /5'\‘\ b. %
/T‘\
N X Bt " X

In two-place verbs, the head-domain has Two positons;

the head and the non-head. On the other hand, the
nead-domain of three-place verbs contains three positions;
one for the head and another two for the non-headsS.

The non-head positions are Argument positions (A-position)



and are filled by s-gelected complements (Arguments) .

8o far we have seen now lexical items are specified
in terms of semantic pwoperties. A lexical item, with
obligatory o-role(s) must assign its O-role(s) to 1ts
A-position(s) and +he number of the obligatory 6-roles
that a lexical head has, should correspond to the numbeTr
of its A-positions (Hoekstra 1984:35), If such matching
of 6-roles and A-positions is lacking, there would be a
violation of the §-Criterion which requires that f-roles
must be associated with arguments in a One to one manneTe

Tn Chomsky (1986:157) D-Structure is defined as &
pure representation of 6-structure. The 6-structure that
is pepresented here contains the head of the VP, i.e. (),
the obligatory 6-role(s) that V assigns To its internal
A-position(s), and the 6-role that the V and its maximal
projection, 1,60, (VP) compositionally assign to the
external A-position., Furthermore, the head, that is, the
V may contain optional 6-role(s) that may be assigned to
optianal A-position(s) within its maximal projection.

Tollowing this assumption, and adopting Williams'
(1984:650) assumption that all languages have VPs, let
us see how D-gtructures are projected from the lexicon.

Consider intransitive structures like ( 6 )¢

(6) a. garma -3y 8% - at: - es - in
(a)lion -nom roar - foc - sms- pf

' The 1lion TrToared w



be © - karts Yato - ¥ Yrod - at: - eg-- 1in
the- black boy -—nom vomit— foc -~ Zms- PI
\ Ppe Dblack DbOY yomitted .«

c.e €& -~ ats - L mi:g' — at: - €5 ~— in
the- man —now 1augh - foc - zms— pf

1The man laughed‘.’

Since the verbs in such sentences GO not g-gelect a
complement, the structures have only oneé A-position
outside the maximal projection of the lexical head.

This position i8 that of / garmd - J / "{a)lion - nom'

in (6a), for example, which functions a8 subject (external
argument) of the lexical head. 1In transitive gtructures

1ike (7) below, We nave a different situation.

(7) a. sit'otda =7 e - garma wod - abt:
g -nom the- lion kill - foc

- es - in

~ %ms— PpT

1git'ota killed the lion.'

Ve e - 1a:t® - i astamo guyd - ot: e L
the- chief —nom A hit - foc
- es - in
- %ms- PpT

1The chief hit Astamo.'

c. e = kayso =¥ doro Lok - at:
the- thief —-nom (a) sheep slaughter - foc¢
- es - in
- %ms- pf

"The thief slaughtered & sheeps '



In such structures, the verb has two A-positions; one for
its internal, and another for its external argunents.
In contrast to the verbs in the above structures,

verbs in the structures below have three A-positions.

(8) a., i - bida: - i sit'ota - 8 mad:a
the- girl -nom s - to (a)knife
ing - at: - is - in
give - foc - 2f - pf
1The girl gave a knife to Sit'ota.’

b, astamo ad:a -y € - %ato - s 1 - grilo
A father -nom the- boy - to the- story
ka% - at: - es - 1in

tell - foc - %ms - pf
tistamo's father told the story to the boy.'

Ce ©s = 1 ogore - ga e:ri Dbadala
ne -nom (a)sack - into some maize
gus: - at: - es - in
put - foc - 3ms - pf
'He put some maize into a sack.'

In such structures the three A-positions are that of the
subject (external argument) and of the two objects
(internal arguments).

In the structures (€) - (8), the s-selection
properties of the verbal heads are directly projected
from the lexicon to the D-Structures. But in each case

cach adds one A-position, that is, the external A-position,



when the heads enter into grammatical relations, such

as subject and object.

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

the internal struetures shown in (9a), (9b) and (9¢)

regpectivelye.
(9) aé VH" bo \;"
| A
/\
! " A
TT—
‘ SPEC N'
}
v § N
| 5
gaf— e garma wod-
TOaT the lion kill
Co 'V'H
|
VI
t , .
Pl 'N'IT
,/"\
N" P SPEC !
/\ T
SPEC n! N
i
} N
} < ' "
= Yato -s i- ¢c'ilo kas-

the oy to the story  tell

The above trees show the D-Btructures of lexical heads
within their maximal projections. Each is different

from the other in its idiosyncratic semantic property,



which determines the number of its arguments.

In addition to their strictly g-selected categories,
lexical heads may optionally s—-gselect other categories.
These are not within their LS, but appear in grammatical
relations, When such additional optional categories
appear, they are asgociated with the additional
f-positions in the B-structure. The following are with

optional categories.

(10) a, i - &'ima bid:a - ¥ [%"artsa gal:a/
the- old woman -nom  (a)bed on
geh - at: - is - in
sleep - foc - 3f - pf
"The old woman slept in a bed.'

Pe € =~ at® - i [%"mag:a - n:ta/ i - fud:e
the— man -nom (a)knife - with  the- flower

' — ot: - es - 1in

is
cut - foc - 3ms- pf

"The man cut the flower with a knife.'

coe i ~ bifa: - i [5"1 - gaya - ga/
the- girl -nom the - market - in
astamo - s i ~ to:ra

A - to the- spear
ing - at: - is - in
give - foc -~ 3f - pf
'"The girl gave the spear to Astamo in the
market, '



g

55 =

In the above structures the PP arguments are not within
the LS of the verbs and are hence optional. Their positions
are, howeveT, p-positions, since they are within the maximal
projection of the verbs. The @-structure of the VPs in

(10a-c¢) are shown in (11a-c) respectively.

(11) & v
’/“\\
:‘E)lt 'V!
P!
/\\
i P v
I
!
}
N :
rS i i
art-a gal:a geh-
(a)bed on sleep
'b‘ Vlt
//\‘s_
Pll “Vi
! /\\
A N“ V
I}\T" B SPEC W'
! | l
f 4
N
i ‘
ma¥:a -n:a i- rud:e ig'-

(a)knife with the flower cut



P" /‘M
Bt P N" v
N""/\P P SPEC N
SPEC N* ?" B
ot X
¢ ¥
{ | | 1
| !
i- gaya -ga astamo -S i- to:ra ing-
the markek in A to the spear give

So far we have tried to see the IS of verbal heads
as expressed in the lexicon and projected into the syntaXe
The linear ordering of the complements in relation to a
nead is "-——determined by setting parameters concerning
direction of Case assignment and f-marking-—-" (Chomsky
1986:160) and by the adjacency principle of case
assignment,

As mentioned previously, the D-Structure of a
sentence is a pure representation of @-structure, which
is determined by the LS of the head of its VP. The basic
order of the arguments of the head can be determined by
the head parameter of X-bar theory and the adjacency

principle. In light of this let us observe the following:

(12) =a, s8it'ota -y mas:a - n:a i - fud:e
S —nom (a)knife - with the- flower
is' - ot: - es - in

cut - foc - %ms - pf
1Sit'ota cut the flower with a knafe.'



be € - at® - i i - gaya - ga astamo - 8
the- man -nom the- market - in A - to
i - mas:a ing - at: - €8 -~ in

the- knife give - foc - Zms- pf
'The man gave the knife to Astamo in the market .’

According to Case theory every argument that has a
phonetic content must have the feature case inherently
or structurally. In the above two gentences the NPs get
their case stpucturally; that means, the NP that requires
the feature forms & government relation with a case
assigner in order for the NP to get case. The NPs
/ ifud:e / 'the flower' and / imaB:a / '"the knife' get
accusative case from their respective verbs / ig'-/ 'cut’
and / ineg- / 'give'. This is derived from the case
ad jacency principle which requires a structural
c—-command and government relationship holding between
the case assigner, the verb, and the case recipient, the
complement.

On the other hand, the NPs within the PPs are
assigned case Dby the postpositions which form the

structural configuration shown in (13):

(1%) P

N" P

Hence, the arguments / mag:a / ' a knife', / igaya / 'the



o' apd /astame/ "Astame’ sre sasigned objective
: e 2 - N S 2 Hd ot :
.ze Yy tho postpositions J-n:ia / 'with', f=za/ "in' and

-5/ ko' regpectively. The assignwent is from right-to-

In addition, the external arguments /sit'ota/
“lit'ota' and /Je aﬁs/ ‘the'man‘ are assigned nominati#e
case structurally by their respective inflectiom (INFL), -
"silowing Chomsky (1981:161) and adopting the CFP
noufiguration of clauses, the structural relation of the
suetrents and their case sssigning heads in (12b) is
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It can be concluded that the assignment of case Dby
the /~N/ categories and INFL in Zaysse is unidirectional,

and from right-to-left.

In order to strengthen this argument, let us observe

genitive NPs and see how case is assigned in them.

(15) a. astamo -y  {y» [ﬁ, Lyn banga/ [y bora/l/

A —-nom barley bread
mut: - at: - (es) - in
eat - foc - 32%ms - pf

'Agtamo ate bread of Dbarley.'

b. astamo -y y» [&; Iy saka/ [y otasl]
A —nom clay pot
wod ~ at: -(es) - in
kill - foc - %ms - pf
'Astamo broke a clay pot.'

c. astamo -y  [yn Ly Ilyv gos:a/ [y modoéay
A -nom wheat modo
ug - at: -{es) - in
drink- foc - %ms - pf
'"Astamo drank modo of wheat.'

d., sit'ota - ¥y 4ﬁ" [&, [ﬁnﬁénga7 Zﬁgig:QZZ]
S5 - nom iron ring
dem - at: -(es) - in
gcet - foc - %ms - pf
'Sit'ota got an iron ring.'

e. astamo - y [yuly {yntoeas [ﬁol:o]j?_
A =nom pack horse
gam - at: - (es) - in
buy - foc - 3ms - pf
'Astamo bought a pack horse.'



In these structures of genitive of source and purpose
the complement NPs get their genitive cases inherently
in the order given, that is, the complement NP followed
by the head Ne. Hence, genitive case too follows the same
direction.

Fronm the structures observed so far, we can postulate
that case assigrment in Zayss% is unidirectional and is
from right-to -left. This may further lead to the argument
that 6-role assignment in this language is also
unidirectional. Based on the direction of case and
f-role assignment, we can arrive at the conclusion that
Zayséé is a uniformly head-final language. That means,
Zaysé% has an S0V basic word order, and as far as the
nead-complement position is determined, the posicdon
of the Quantifier and Determiner is derivable from X-bar

convention.
2ol WORD ORDER VARTIATIONS

Before we begin our discussion on the various
word order variations, it would be essential to see the
nature and distribution of the focus marker (foc) because
it has an effect on the word order.

When we discuss focus, we are concerned not with
the semantic functions of constituents within a sentence
but with the grammaticalization of their pragmatic

functions. 1In order to deal with focus constituents in



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 from a functional point of view as

"_—— the pragmatic function which represents the relatively
most important or salient information with respect to the
pragmatic information of the speaker and the addressee——=o"
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 grammatical onej; that is, it shows the

nature of the 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 means to show focus. English uses stress,
clefting -—— etc to show focus. Other languages use other
devices,.

When we come to Zayssé, we see that it uses a
morpheme to show focus in a declarative clause as in

the following.



(17) a, astamo -y to:ra - n:a 1 - mura - ga
A - nom (a)spear-with the- forest - in
garmna wod - ats T ~(es) - in
(a)lion kill - foc =~ 3ms - pf
'Acstamo killed a lion with a spear in the

1 9

forest.

b astamo -y to:ira - n:a i - mura - ga
A -nom (a)spear - with the- forest - in
garma - t: =(es) wod - in
(a)lion - foc - %ms  kill - pf
'Astamo killed a lion with a spear in the
forest.'

Ce astamo - y to:ra - n:a i - mura - Za
A -nom (a)spear - with the- forest - in
- t: -(es) garma wod - in
- foc - %ms (a)lion kill - pf
'Astamo killed a lion with a spear in the

forest.'
de astamo -y to:ra - nia - t: = (es)
A -—nom (a)spear - with - foc - 3ms

i - mura - ga garma wod —in
the- forest - in (&)lion kill~-pf
'Astamo killed a lion with a spear in the

forest.,'

In the above structures, the semantic function of the
constituents does not alter; since the meaning of the
clauses is the same, Nevertheless, in terms of their

pragmatic fuactions, the constituerts are different.



The consbituents which have the morpheme /-at:e/ carTy
either new OT salient information.

In order O check whether this agsumption is correct
or not, we use€ question and answer sequences, since these
are "-—-— partioularly useful in j1lustrating focus
distinctions—-—“ (Comrie 1981:57) . For the sake of brevity
we shall hase our question and answer sequenceS”Gn'scﬁtonse
(17a) .

(18) a. OF garma wod - &
who (a)lion xill - pf
"Who Xkilled @& 1ion ?'

H, astamo - t:e

A - foc
'Astamo.'
(19) ae. astamo -y &8¢ wod - in

A -pom what xill - pf
\What aid Astamo xill 7!

b. Harma - t:e
(a)lion - foc
T A lion.'

(20) a. astamo - y ana garmna wod - in
A -nom where (a)lion kill - pf
\Where did Astamo kill a 1lion 2!

b i = mura = ga - t:e
the- forest - 1in - foc
1In the forest.'

(21) a. asbamo -7 alma — n:a  garmad wod -in
i -pom what - with (a)lion kill =BE
"With what did hAstamo kill @& lion?'



b. Lota - n:a - b€
(a)spear- with - foc
'With & spears’

(22) a. astamo - y ande garma wod - in
A - nom when (a)lion kill - pf
\When did Astamo kill & lion?'

b. zigine - LA
yesterday - foc

1Vegberday.'

In the structures above, the constituents that answerT
the Wh—questions have the morpheme fegli@ ] Since
questioned constituents are focused, the responses” bo
such questions are also focused and this 1s indicated
by the morpheme J=atse/s

Tn contrast TO declarative clauses, negative,
imperative and interrogative7 clauses do not have the
focus marker /-at:e/. The following structures

i11lustrate thise

(2%3) a. €& - at® - i gstamo - S i - mas:a
the~ man -nom A - to the- knife
ing - abt: ~(es) - in

give - foc - Hms - pf
1The man gave the knife _to Astamo.'

He B = gE® — 4 astamo - 8 1 - mag:a
the- man —-nom A < to the- knife

ing - ba? - €

give - neg - pf

1Tpe man didn't give the knife to Astamo.’



*co, €& - ats - i astamo - S i - mad:a
the- man -nom A — to the- knife
ing - at:e - bat? - e

give - foc = NEg - pf

*3, € = ats - i astamo — S i - mas:a
the- man —-nom A - to the- knife
ing - ba? - at:e - €

give - neg - foc - pf

8, O3 astamo - s i - ma%:a ing - €
who A - to the- knife give - pf
'Who gave +the knife to Astamo?’

®r, Q2 asbamo - S i - mag:a ing —at:-es - €
who A - to the- knife give~foc—5ms—pf
Yo, O3 astamo - s 1 —mag:a ing -at:e - in
who A - to the-knife give-foc - pf
. v ;
h, astamo - 8 i - mas:a ing - &

A - to the- knife give -imp
1Give +the knife to Astamo!'

*j, astamo i - mad:a ing =-at:- en - a

|
n

A - to the- knife give -foc-2sg —-imp

*j, astamo - s 1 - nad:a ing - at:e - a
A - to the- knife give- foc -imp

The focus marker /-at:e/ is suffixed only to any maximal
projection (XP) in a declarative clause. Since
interrogative, regative and imperative clauses by nature
have the property of focusing 2 constituent, suffixing
/~at:e{ pegults in the ungrammatical structures (23c, d, T,

g} i and 3.



The presence of focus can also be proved by cleftings
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, astamo - t:e [é garma wod - e - s:i’/
A — foc (a)lion kill - pf - Rel
'T+ is Astamo who killed a lion.'

be gap:ot's - t:e [;aétaﬁo -y
(a)chamelon - foc A — nom
dem - a - s:i/

look - cont - Rel
1Tt is a chamelon Astamo is looking g

c. to:ira - nia - t:e mak' - ié Z;astamo -3
(a)spear - with - foc be - pf A -nom
garma wod - ide - s:i 7
(2)lion kill - pf - Rel
‘Tt was with a spear that Astamo had killed

g Lien,'
d. guta -tie /e -Yato- y yew —ende-s:i/
tomorrow-foc the- boy-nom come-fut -Eel

1Tt is tomorrow that the boy will come.'

From the structures we have been so far, it is clear that
/-at:e/ is a focus marker.

When we see the distribution of /-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



an empbedded clause. The following structures exemplify

this point.

(25) a. [ - mag:a dem - € - s:i_/ Lato - ¥
the- knife find - pf - Rel boy -nom
garma wod - at: -(es) - in
(a)lion kill - foc - 7ms - pf
'The boy who found the knife killed a 1i6%e "

*be [;i — ma%:a dem - at: - e = g3l
the— knife find - foc - pf - Rel
Yato - y  garma wod -in

boy ~—nom (a)lion kill-pf

o gt ma¥:a - t: —-(es) dem - @€ - s:i 7
+the- knife - foc - Zpms f£ind - pf - Rel
¥Yato - y garma wod - in

voy -nom (a)lion kill - pf

‘de fg & = nad:a dem - € - s:i7 Sato - t:e
the- knife find - pf - Rel boy - foc
[, earma ol - e = 8i1LJF
(a)lion kill - pf - Rel
‘Tt is the boy who found the kxnife that
killed a lion.'

€e Z; i - maj:a dem - € - 5:1;7 Yato - ¥
the- knife find - pf - Rel boy -nom
garma - t: -(es) wod - in

(a)lion - foc - 2ms xill - pf
'The boy who found the knife killed a lion,'

Let us take the following structures as further

illustrations to se€ that //-at:e/ occurs only with an P



that is part of the matrix but not the embeded clause.

(26) a.

*B.e

*d .,

ta -y

I

=nom

[;e - Sato - ¥ doro

the- boy -nom (a)sheep
Yang - i%e - g7 er - at:-(et)-in
buyy - pf =-cl know- foc-1sg -pf

'T knew that the boy had bought a sheep.'

ta - ¥
I -—-nomnm
ta -y
I —=nom
ta - 3y
I =nom

Z;e - %ato - y doro - t:-(es)
the- boy -nom (a)sheep-foc- 3ms

fang - ife —= s .7 er - in

buy - pf - cl know - pf

[ée - Sato - ¥ doro Lan
the- boy -nom (a)sheep buy

—at:-(es) - iGe -s_J er - in

~-foc- %ms - pf =-cl %know - pf

[ge - Sate ~ e doro
the- boy - foc (a)sheep

fang - ile - s J er - in

buy - pf - cl know - pf

The ungrammatical structures in (25) and (2%) show that

an XP that is within an embedded clause cannot take

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

clause constitutes part of the presupposition.

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

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

two or more XPs.

Let us observe the following structures.



(27) a. astamo =Y to:ra - n:a - ©: -(es)
A -nom (a)spear - with — foc- 2ms
garma wod - in
(a)lion kill - Pf
thatamo killed a lion with & spear.'

*p, astamo -y  ToiTa - n:a - T -(es)
A -pom (a)spear - with - foc- ?ms

garma -~ bBF —(es) wod - in

(a)lion -foc - Zms kill - pf

*-, agbamo - Y to:Ta - n:a - ©: ~{es)

A -nom (a)spear - with - foc - 2ms
garma wod - at: -(es) - in
(a)lion kill - foc = Zms - pf

*q, astamo - ¥ to:ra - n:a garma - t:
4 -pom (a)spear - with (a)lion - foc
~(es) wod - ab:i - (es) - in
- %ms kill - foc - 5%ms - pf
*e, agbamo -y to:ra - n:a garma wod - in

A —nom (a)spear - with (g)lion kill- pf

That meansg,there 1is obligatorily one and only one XP that
carries new oT galient 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
as-in (17). Let as see if it can occur with any element

within an XP,



(28) a, astamo -7 [pne = kart® at®- us/
A -nom the— black man— to
vt - Y1ima to:ra/ ing - at:
the- old spear give - foc
- fag) = 1K
- %ms - pf
tAotamo gave the old spear to the black man.'

*pH, agbamo - 7T [pve - kart® aF = UBLS

A —nom the- black man - to
[yni - [ine'ima - b ~(es)/
the- old - foc - ms
to:rs/ ing - in

spear give ~ pf

*c, asbamo - ¥ [}n[ﬁ“e - [Eﬂkarts —at:-(es)/

A -nom the black -foc- 3ms
at® 7 - us/ [yl - Yiima to:ra/
man - to the- old spear
ing - 1n
give - pf

*q, asteamo - ¥ [%"[&ﬂe _ kart® at® - at:-(es)7/
A —nom the- black man - foc—- %ms
-us’/ [ﬁ"i _ ¥'ipa to:ra7 ing - in
g the- old spear give- pf

The ungrammatical atructures show that /-at:e/ can occur
only with an YP that branches from the proJjection line
of V.

When the focus markeT OCCUTS with V, the whole VP
is the focused XP. In quch cases /-at:e/ is preceded by
any affix that has an effect on the B-structure and case

assignment as in (29).



(29) a. asbamo = 7F gramna wod - at: -(es) - in

A -nom (a)lion kill - foc ~ >ms - pf

'potbamo killed & lion.'

b, garma - ¥ wod - ut: - ot: -(es) - in
(a)lion -nom kill - pas - foc - ms - pf
14 lion was killed.'

c, astamo - Y e - %ato geh - us - at:
A —nom the- DOy gleep - C8 — foc

-~ (es) - in

- %ms - pf

' fetamo made the boy: sleep.'

4. astamo -y U - ¥ot - ir - at: - (es)
A —nom the- boy - pl - foc - Jms

guyd - in

beat - pf

'Agtamo beat the boys.'

Tn these structures /-at:e/ is preceded by thematic
suffixes and followed by agreement and tense suffixes.
That is, The passive and gausative suffixes precede it}
while AGR and TENSE suffixes followiit.

In suffixing /-atie/ to an NP the plural marker
precedes it as in (29d). And when /-at:e/ occurs with
z PP, it a8 preceded by P which is the head of the phrasee.
If it precedes P, 1t seems that P is blocked from
governing 1ts object and the structure is ungrammatical
as in (284d) above.

INFL in Zaysse can be (% 4AGR 7 as we shall see 1n

chapter 3. If it 1is [+ hGR ./, the agreement suffix



- 52 =

obligatorily follows j-at:e/. This ig shown in (30)

(%30) a. 1 -~ vida: - 1 astamo = 8 . - mad:a
the- girl -—nom A - to the- knife
ing - at: - (is) - in

give - foec - »f - pf

1The girl gave the knife to Astamo.'

-bo i -
the-
3Thg

*CQ i -
the-

da :L m—
the-
'The

*eo i -
the-

These strmctures

biga: - i astamo - S i - mag:a
girl -—nom A - to the- knife
_t: =(is) ing - 1in

-~ foc - 3f give — pf
girl gave the knife tO Astamo.’

biga: - i astamo — S i - mag:a = 118
girl -nom A = to the- kxnife - foc
ing - {&8) - in

give - 2f - pf

v = . .

bida: - i  astamo —1S casab: #1fis)

girl - nom A - to - foc - a2t
i - mag:a ing - in

the- knife give - pf
girl gave the knife to Astamo.'

et

biga: - i astamy — &8 -~ at:e
girl -nom A - to - foc
i - mag:a ing = is - in

thes knife give - 3f - pf

clearly ghow that the subject marking

suffix must always follow /-atz:e/. AGR is attracted to

focus.



From the above discussion on focus in Zayséé, we
observed that Zayséb hag a focus morpheme /«at:e/ which
must occur with an XP within a declarative clalise.

Now, let us s€€ the possible word order variations
in Zayséé and observe the effect of the focus marker on
word order variations.

guych variations can pe grouped into two. The
first group contains variations within a VP; and the
second group consists of variations that result from
dislocations.

In Zayséé ¥Ps within a VP can change positions.

~ The following structures show such changeése.

(31) a. € - at® - i [Q"[fni - gaya - ga/
the- man -nom the- market - in
[yr [Pt — bisa: - us_/ [ﬁﬂk'amisa7
the- girl - to (a)dress

ing - at: —(es) - in //
give — foc - 3mg - pf
1The man gave & dress to the girl in the

marker.'
b, e -at® -i £ i
° a 1 [‘vu/i)nl - gaya - ga .7
the—- man -—-nom the- market - in
[ﬁ"k'amisq7 [b"i - bisa: - us/
(a)dress the- girl - to

ing - at: —(es) - in /

give - foc - sms - pf
'The man gave a dress to the girl in the
warket .’



Co € = at® - i Zvu/éni — baka: - us /

the—~ man -nom the- girl - to
Zfﬂi - gaya - ga/ [ﬁnk'amisej7
the- market - in (a)dress

ing - at: ~(es) - in 7/
give - foc - 3ms - pf
'The man gave a dress TO the girl in the

market .’

de & = at® - i [§"[§ni - big: - us/ [ﬁﬂk'amise]
the—- man -nom the- girl - to (a)dress
[pni -g8¥2 - ga/ ing _at:-(es)-in]
the-market - in  give -foc-3%ms —pf
1The man gave a dress to the girl in the
market .’

e, € | Z%nlﬁ“k’amise7 [pvi - gaya -ga/
the-nan -nom (a)dress the- markef-in
[%ni - bisa:-us/ ing —at:-(es)-in/
the- girl -to give-foc~- Zms-pf
'The man gave & dress to the girl in the
marketo'

£, e —at®- i [ye/gek'amise/ [pul —bi%a:-us/
the -man-nom (a)dress the-girl -to
[pni - gaya -ga/ ing —at:-(es)-in/
the-market-in give-foc- ms-pf
'The man gave a dress to the girl in the
narket .’

As these sbtructures jllustrate, the order of XPs within 2
VP is free. <The motivation for the different ordering of
¥Ps seems to be pragmatic. As Chomsky (1981:145) observes

and the above word order variation within a VP shows,



".__ it is common in SOV languages for PP and other

clements to intervene betwaen V and its NP-complement———o"
Even though the word order within a VP scems to be

free, it is only XPs that can change positions freely.

Part of an XP cannot remain in its base positdon when

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

move since this wouid violate the Unit Movement Constraint

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

only part of a constituent unit. Structures below

illustrate this.

(32) a. e —at®- i ['"[%"e ~kart® Sato - s/

the-man-nom the-black  boy - to
[yme:Ti badala 7 ing -at:-(es)-in/
some maize give-foc- %ms-pf

'"The man gave some maize to the black boy.'

*h, e - at™= i [yndpni -kart® badala - s/
the-man -nom the-black maize - to
[yne:Ti Yato/ ing -at:-(es)-in/
little boy give-foc- sms-pf |

6. & =ab™e i [§"/%"i - e:ri Sato- s7 [ﬁnkarts

the-man-nom the-little boy-to black
badala 7/ ing - at: -(es) - in 7/
maize give - foc - %ms - pf

* 5 —at®= j T
de € ats 1 Z{T"ZP"i -¢:ri badala - s/

the—-man-nom the-some maize -~ to
[ﬁ"karts %ato7 ing -at:-(es)-in/
(a)black boy give-foc- ?ms-pf



*c, € —at®- i Zﬁ"[£"i - e:ri kart® Yato- s 7

the-man-nom the-1little black voy- to
[ubadala/ ing ~at:-(es)-in /
maize give -foc— Zms-pf

; 55 . 8
e B —at®- i Z%"[%nl - %ato-s 7 [ﬁ”e:rl kart

the-man-nom the- boy-to some black
badala / 1ing ~at:-(es) - iny
maize give -foc- 3ms - pf

In the above structures the determiner /e—/ 'the' and
the postposition /-s/ 'to' are in their base positions,.
Changing the positions of heads and the complements of
XPs in the VP results in the ungrammatical atructure
(32b-£).

The facts we have seen regarding word order variations
suggest that Zaysse allows scrambling of XPs after all
syntactic processes have taken place (Williams 1984:649),

Any XP within a clause can be dislocated. This too

is not motivated by syntactic but by pragmatic factors.

The following structures show this,

(3%3) a. [éastamo— N [:u[%"i - gaya -ga ./

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

[ying -at:=(es) - in /777
give-foc- 2ms - pf
'Agtamo gave the knife to the girl in the
market, '



By 1 — B8 ~-gay [éastamo— v [%"[%“ ti_7

the-market—in & —nom
the-girl -to the- knife

[¢ing - at: -(es) - in /77
give- foc — Hms - pf
Vigbamo gave the knife to the girl in the

market,'

Ga & mbiga:ausi [éastamo~ v /%u[%ni - gaya ~go/

the-girl -to A-nom the—mafket-in
[:Jt/%m ti‘] [ﬁ"j" - mag:a]
the- knife

[y ing -~ at:- (es) - sp 7777
give - foc—- omsS -~ pf
' jgtbamo gave the ¥mife ©O the girl in the

marketo

do 1L wmag:a. [éastamo— v [ﬁn[%"i - gaya —g@]

%
the-knife A —nom the—market -in
Z{T‘L;P"i - bisgia - 118_7 /E\I" JG:LJ
the- girl = to

[ﬁ ing - ab: ~(es) - in /777
give - foe = M8 — Bt
'\ petamo gave Uhe ¥nife to the girl in the

market o’
*g, 1ing - spt=lag) = 1% [ astamo = ¥
give- foc— AmMS - pf A - nom
[%n[%ni - gaya -ga/ [ﬁ‘[%"i _bida:-us/
the-markeh-1in . the-girl -to

[ﬁn i - mas:a / [% ti_ZZZ]

the- knife
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dislocatiOns as in structures of
The following gbructures show such dislocationse

[vu[i:m 3, = gaya -~ g .7

(B4) @ [ esbano- ¥
A -nom ﬂﬁ%mﬂmt—ﬁﬁ
/%.[b"i _pifa:-us_/ [int _mas:ial
the-girl -to tpe-krife
[y ing at: —(es) - sn J177
- ms = 455

give - foc

gave the knife to the girl in the

t At anmo

market .’
ba [S‘tiz;\}“[ ”i Lo ga}ra “@8‘7 ‘/‘TV-. j{_‘“i —bi“éa"_ug
the-market -1n the-girl -to
[ﬁ"i _pas:a/  [yine —at:-€es ~in/777

give _foc-%ms-pt

the—knife
gstamo = Y3
pEY

L =nom

knife to the girl 1n the

1 \gpamo gave the

marketo'
fpni _pisa:-us/

c. [gastemo— ¥ [}ugfﬂti7 [y
L —-nom the-girl -to
[ﬁ"i _magia/ [y 8 T at:-(es)—in]]]]
the-knife give- foc- ms~-pi
;3 - gaya o~ g2y
- in

L lig— market
1 Agtamc gave the knife to the girl in the

market.‘



—8%7 [‘Vl [1}1113 1.7

Ao [éastamo— ¥ [%n[%ni - gaya
A-poum the-markeb -in
[yt _na¥:ay [yireé _at i~ (e8)=in/l]/
the-knife give~foc- 7ms-pf
N pida: - US3
the- girl -~ to
' \gtbamo gave the knife tO the girl in the
market.'
€a [éastamo- v [%“[%ni - gaya *%3,7
A =nom the—market«in
[%,[b"i ~ bida:r - us / [ﬁn ti—7
the- girl -~ to
[ying —at:—(es)—in]]]] i - mag:ai
give-foc- Zps-pi the- knife
to the girl in the

' pigamo gave the knife

narket o’
and there

ain XPs are dislocated;

and the dislocated
GR/ to
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(%35) a. [;astamo -y [%”Z}” i - gaya - ga /

A =nom the-market - in
. v
[%'[bni ~ bifa: -us 7/ [ﬁ"l ~mas:a/
the- girl -to the-knife

[y ing - at:-(es) - in 777/
give - foc- Zms - pf
tigtamo gave the knife to the girl in the

morket o'

b, © - gaya -ga - t:“(es)i [éastamo- N /#n[bnti7

the-market-in —foc— 5ms A —nom
Z§1/%ni ~-bifa:-us/ Ly —mas:a 7
the-girl -to the-knife
[y ing - in /77
give - pf
'istamo gave the knife to the girl in the
market.'
c. i =- bi¥a: - us -at: —(es)i [ pstamo -y
the- girl =~ to —foc - 3ms A —nom

Z{rn[éni - gaya -ga/ Z;\]!ZEDH ti 7
the-market -in

L/:\’g”i —mag:g;7 [{fing - 111_7_7_7]

the-knife give - pf
'Astamo gave the knife to the girl in the
market .’
d. i = mad:a - t: —(es)i [; astamo - y
the~ knife - foc - 7ms A -nom
Z%"Zf“i - gaya -ga/ Z%,[%"i ~bida:
the-market-in the-girl
~us/ [yuti/ [y ing - in 7117
-to give- pf

tistamo gave the knife to the girl in the
market.'



*e, [ astamo- Y Z‘nzgﬁti] [ {pni ~bifa:-us/

A —-nom the-girl -to
(i —mad:a/ /[ying - in J77
the-knife give- pf
i’ - gaya - ga - t: —(es)i

the- market - in - foc - %ms

T [;astamo— J [;\J-‘n[_{)"i - gaya —ga7 [V'[P"ti]

A —nom the-market-in
Lymi —mad:a/ [ying - in 7777
the-knife give - pf
i - bifa: - us - at:—(es)i
the- girl - to - foc- 3ms
*e. [éastamo— N /%"[i" 1 - gaya - ga J
L —-nomn the- market - in

[ [oni -Difai=1g/  [fnts/
the-girl -to
[ying - il 1= mas:a - t: =(es).

i
give- pf the- knife - foc- 2ms

Thus, the focus marker /-at:e/ has an effect on the word
order variationg since right dislocation of an XP with
this morpheme results in ungrammatical structures.

From the discussion in this chapter we can deduce
that (a) XPs can freely change positions for pragmatic
reasons; (b) the various word orders resulting from such
changes are cerived from the basic SOV order; (c) XPs
can undergo dislocations. However, if they contain the

focus marker /-at:e/ they cannot be right dislocated.
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CELPTER 3
THE STRUCIURE OF oTMPLE CLAUSES

In the proc@dingfchapter we mve seen'that,Zayséb
is a head-final 1language and that there 1g variation in
the basic word ordeTs In this chapter we shall consider
different simple clauses and observe their structures.
But before we &0 into that, we need to consider the

nature of the inflection node .
3.0 THE INFLECTION WODLE

In general, the inflection (INFL) node may have
the features of agreement (4GR) and ténse (TENSE). PBach
feature has the value ( + ) or ( - ). INFL ig believed
to be the head of ©: though it is not a lexical head
(Chomsky 1981:160=-"61). &S & nead it governs the
subiect positicn and assigns nominative case to it.

Thus, in order to determine the possible features of
INFL, we shall consider various structures.

In Zaysse, AGR contaiisr the person, number and

gender features of subjects and these are realized as

guffixes in the verb.

(1) a. e = garma —J ga? - at: - €s - in
the- lion =—nom Toar-— foc - ?ms- pf

' The 1lion roared.'



be L1 - pisio = ¥ gstamo — © 3 = masia
the- wWQuman —nom s - To the- knife
ing - at: - 18 ~ in

give = foc - 2% - i
1The woman &ave the knife to Astamo.’

Co U Lat-ir- 1 e -—kKayso guyd—ot:-us—in
tho—boy—pl—nom the-thief beat-foo«Bpl—pf
' The DOYS peat the thief.'

d. Tta -7 - watse ub _ ot: - et - in
7 -pom the- gater Arink - foc =188 -~ pf
v T drank the water.' :

The abcve gtructures show that IWFL has the feature

7AGRY o AGR is 3ms in (1a), 2f in (1p), %pl in (1¢)

and 1sg 1in (1d). A1l the structures aTe in the perfective
ftense which is morphologically shown a8 /-in/, hence

INFL is also [}TENSE_]o

since AGR 1is overt, subject NPS can be null as

in (2).
(2) & ga? - at: - es - 1n
roar - foc - 7zms - pf
(It. 'EHe roared."')
v It roared- '
b, astamo — S 1 pa%:a  ing _at:-is-in

A = tO the-knife give —foc-3f-pf
1gpe gave the knife toO hAstamo.’



c. e = kayso guyd - ot: - us - 1in
the- thief beat - foc - Z2pl - pf
'They beat the thief.'

de 1 = wat e us - ot: — et - 1in
the- water drink - foc - 1sg - pf
'T drank the water.'

This sugges 8 that Zayss% is a pro-drop language.
INFL can also /-AGR, +TENSE7. Consider the

following structures.

(3) a. & - garma - J ga? - at:e - in
the-~ lion -nom Iroar = foe - pf

1The lion Troared.'

be 1 = bidio - ¥ astamo - S i - mad:a
the- woman -nom A - to the- knife
ing - abt:e - in

give - foc - pf

1The woman gave the knife tTo Astamo.'

s U = Yot - ir - 1 e - kayso gudy-ot:e-in
the~ boy - pl -mom the- thief Dbeat-foc -pf
'The boys beat the thief,'

d bLta -y i - watSe ug - ot:e - in
T -—nom the- water drink - foc - pf
'T drank the water.'

In these structures the subject NPs are phonetically
realized, but the verb does not show the subject marker

morpheme, that is AGR suffixed to it. This suggests



that INFL can be /- AGR, + TENSE 7/ in such clauses from
which follows the prediction‘that the subject WP of such
clauses cannot be aull., This 15 borne ovL by the

following ungrammatical structuresSe.

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

roar - foc -~ pf
%, astamo - s i - nag:a  ing - at:e - in
A - to the- knife ive - foc - Pf
*o, © =— Kayso guyd - ob:e in

the - thief peat - foc -~ pf

3w - watse us _ otie - in

e
the- water arink - foc ~ pf

These structures clearly show that the gubject NP canno®
be phonetically aull if INFL is /- AGR, * TENSE/. With
these features, there is 1O AGR that licences the subjecy
NP to be droppede

In general, then, NPs in subject position'areﬁcase-
parked by INFL if st has the features [+ AGR, +TENSE/ .
In structures 1ike (1) INFL has the features fikéR,
+TENSE/, and case marking in these structures is
compositionél. On the other hand, in structures like
(2) INFL has the features [—hGR, +TCNSE/, and as 2
result case is assigned only by the feature [iTENSEy

since the feature /AGRJ is mnot available.



The third cholce for INFL is to Dbe /+AGR, —TENSE/ .
The following ungrammatical structures illustrate that

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

NP in simple clausésSe

')

(5] *he ® = BRTES - v ga¥ = ati - es
the- lion -nom roar - foc - AMS

He T o= pisio - ¥ astamo - S i - mad:a
the—- woman —nom A = E@ %The=~ knife
ing - at: - is

give - foc - 3f

tee W~ gat - ir = 1 e -—kayso guyd-ot :~us
the- boy - pl —nom the-thief beat-foc-3pl

*d, Ta - ¥ i - watse vg - ot: - et

T -nom The- water drink- foc - 188

The subject IPs in these structures are phonetically
realized and the subject morphemes are suffixed and
hence INFL is J+AGR/ Nevertheless, the structures

are tenselessj; because TNFL has the feature [+AGR,
~TENSE/. Though every lexical requirement is satisfied,
the structures are ungrammatical. The structures

would be grammatical 1f INFL had the feature /+TENSE/
as in (1), Trom this it can be assumed that it 1is the
feature /FIENSE/ that 1s 2 decisive feature in case-
marking in simple clauses rather than the feature

/+AGR/, and Ghe function of /*AGR/ is gimply to



identify and 1icence The gubject NP when it is nulle.
Fipally, Ghe fourth possible feature of INFL is
/=hGR, _JENSE7. Since there ig no feature that can

cage-mark the subject NF, structures in (6) are

ungrammatical,
(6) *a. € -~ garma ga? - at:e
the- lion poar - foc
hy, @ - big:o astamo — S i - mag:a
the=~ woman A - to The- knife

ing - at:e

give - foc

*w, & Yot - ir © -~ kayso guyd - ot:e
the- boy - Pl the- thief heat - foc

: = v
*d. ta i1 - wat e us o GTE

I the- water drink - foc

The subject liFs &Te caseless. As 2 result, they are
filtered out by the case filter as ungrammatical.
In chapter two it is pointed out that, an xP
" within a simple declarative clause obligatorily has
the focus marker J=atsefs Ipn addition, W€ observed
that /-at:e/ is preceded by any thematic affix and followed
by agreement‘affixesq This suggests that the position
of focus is INFL as Koopman (1984) puts it. The
precedence reclation of AGR, TENSE and FOC in Zayssé,

then, will be (7).



(7) INFL

I

FOC (AGR) TENSE

From the above discussion it can be concluded
that, in Zayssé, INFL asslgns nominative case if it has
the featurc /+AGR, +TENSE7 or [-AGR, +TENSE7. This
further leoads us to assume that it is only the feature

/*TENSE/ not /+AGR/ which is crucial for the assignment

of nominative casCe.
T THE STRUCTURE OF DECLARATIVE CLAUSES

As mentioned earlier, every lexical category hés a
1S. In generating the D-Btructure, the 15 is projected
from the lexicen to the syntaX. Hence, in discussing the
structure of clauses, observing the lexical requirements
of the verb 1s important. Baged on this premise, verbs
are divided into transitives and jntransitives. In the

same manner clauses can be transitives oOT intransitives.

526 THE STRUCTURE OF INTRANSITIVE CLAUSES

Intransitive verbs, in general, GO not case-mark
ipternal arguments (Chomsky 1986:74). This generalization
is derived from their semantic properties. Since we have

seen the structure of clauses with pure intransitive



verbs in chapter two, W€ will consider only the gtructure
of copulative clauses here.

In our discussion of the word order variations,
we have taken /-atie/ to be a focus markeT. Having that

in mind, let us see€ the folldwing copulative gstructures.

(8) a. astamo - J pidura - t:e
A -nom fat - foc

thagtamo 18 Pat,’

b, €© - ats a0 karts = ubise
the- man —nom plack -~ foc

1Phe man i8S plack.'

(8} 8e 4 = kana - y  kayso = e
the- dog —nom (a)thief - foc
17he dog(f) is & thief.'

be 0 e:ri $ato - ¥ ta - Sato - T:e
that 1little boy -nom Wy -~ voy - foc
VThat 1little Doy 1is M son. "

In these structures, the subject positioniisfﬁillédﬁuy
NPs; the VP contains APs (8), and NPs (9), (8a) and

(92) have the S-Structures (10a and b) respectivelye

A - nom fat - foc

be [inlﬁ"i “kana - Y_J 4vEayso - t:e//
the- dog -nom (a)thief-foc



The two D-Structures ghow that there s & VP, PRince We
have taken J-akie/ a8 & focus marker, it appears that
copulative clauses seem to have no copulative verbse.
Does this mesn that there is no copulative verb in Zaysse?
Or does that meall” that /—at:e/ igs also a copulative verb?
There are threc possible answers to the rirst question.
Based on the theoretical framework adopted, S has
two daughter constituents £hat branch from it as
q ——p NP VP, ]eaving aside the ot for the stke of
brevity. Lhe cxpansion of these two daughter constituents
is governcd DY the Endocentricity Constraint which ig

stated in Radford (1988:545) as:

(11) A1l Constituent Structure Rules are
of the form T o oo X 5w (n?im)

Aecording to this, then, «tructures (10a-b) will have

the tree disgrams in (12a-b) respectively.

(12)  a. " L
/\ A\
]: 1 I 1 NH I 1
| It il P ™
; Y 1 ~SPEC N v I
!
Iy V. \ L
| il /N
N AY v N N N
! ' |
\ Al |
! i I
b N l‘—fa_cn = 8 _AGR
astamo bidura s LfTBNEE i kana kayso 7 +TENSE

A fat the dog @thief



The two tree diagrams show that there 18 & VP which
pPresupposes the existence of V in the position of (7).
- If we take /-atsie/, without restricting its function as
foc, and follow the Endocentricity Gonstraint which is
one of the claims of the X-bar Convention (Hoekstra
1084 :24) then we take /-at:e/ as naving a copular
fynction in auch structurcs. However, this has its own
getback; because we have taken the position of J-abse/
to be INFL, Ty doing so, it will mean that /-at:e/ has
two positiong,ie€ey & head position within V" and L

The second alternative is to assume that there
is no sopulative verb in‘ZaysSén 1f this assumption
15 followed, the Endocentricilty Constraint and the
p-Criterion would be taken as having parametric variationsa
That is, to assule that there is mo copulative verb is
to claim that there ig no head V which projects to L
In addition, ©his will lead to & further argument that
P-roles are assigned without a head, and that the NPs
in copulative clauses have inherent 6-roles. This will
still mean that NPg in such clauses get oblique OT
genitive cases inherently. Nevertheless, as W€ shall
see below the Ps get nominative case structurally.

The third alternative is to agsume that there is
a head, V, at D-Btructure, but has been deleted at some
stage of the derivation at FPF. To have a clear picture

of this assumption, let us see the following structuresSe.



- 7% -

(45) s, astamo- v bidura - t3 -(es) mak' - in&
A —nOom fat =~ foc- Ams necome— P
1 fetamo Decame fabt.'
‘v
b, astamo- ¥ bidura = ©: _(cg) mek' = 1€
A —nom fat - foc- Ams pe - pf
tAgbamo Was fet
c. es =1 bidura - U s =(es) mak' - ende
he —-non far - foc- 3mMs e - fub
177e will De / become fat.'
(14) @ agtamo- ¥ astemare —t: -(es) mak' -in

4 —nom (a)beacheT -foc— 5ms Hecome-pL

' fgtamo Dbecame a teacher.'

b, asbamo- 7 astemare -U: -(eg) mak' - 1%
A -nom (a)teacher—foc— Zmg  be  ~ pf

1jabamo was & teacheTs '

c. asbamo- ¥ astemare -t -(es) mak'-ende
LA —mom (2)teacheT _foc- 3ms  Dbe - fut

Vigtamo will be / become @ teacheT.'

From these structures wWe observe that there 1s &
copulative veID Jmak' =/ 'De, vecome'. If this 18 S0,
then, we take /mak'~/ as & copulative verb in equating
structures, and agsume that it is base generated and
deleted at PF after all syntactic processes have taken
place when TEISE is present. This assumption satisfies
the Endocentricity Constraint and the ©-Criterion. In
addition, it overcomes the sotbacks of the two assumptions

mentioned abovVes Consequently, our second question is



answered in the negabave, i.&:, since there is &

copulative verp /mak'~/ 'be, become', /-at:e/ cannot serve

as a copulative verb in addifion to its pragmatic functione.
The structure of a copulative clause where /mak'-/

*be become! s—-selects A" or N" as its complement @s in

(1%a) and (14a) for instance will be (15a=b) respectively.

(15) 2. /1_"\
" I
\ /’q“\—__“‘—-‘
v T
|
W ?' v
ht
|
A
\ +AGR
astamo bidura mak' - +TENSE
A fat becone '
by oy
N." I'
/\.\
\ Vn o I
‘ \
N V! g
/\\‘ {
| ; |
] |
l 1
N - [
' ‘ +AGR
astamo astemare nak'- +TENSE

A (a)teacher hecome



Baged on the third assumption we take Jmak' -/

've, become' as a copulative verb which s-selects AW g
N" as its complement. That means, there is & posshRllity
of having two A-positions in & copulative clause when
/mak'~/ 'be, become' s-selects " ag its complement.

Tn this situation there seems to be a contradiction in
assuming that a copulative verb is an intransitive verb
and claiming that it s—gelects N" as its complement .

This is, however, & superficial contradiction.

A complement 1in a copulative clause expresses
either the entity or state of the subjecte. Hence, &
copulative clause equates the NP in the subject position
with the NP in the VP op the NP in the VP expresses the
state of the subjecte. As a result the NP complement
which the copulative verb s-selects gets its B-role
from its head. The NP in the subject positioniis
6-marked by the VP, since the verb has the nature of
compositionally with itg VP, assigning & p-role to its
subject position. That means, there are f-positions in
a cophlative construction where the gs—selected category
i H"s

Nevertheless, like any other intransitive verb
/mak'-/ 'be, become' is devoid of assigning case to
its complement position. That is, the complement
position is not a case position. Accordingly, the

complement need not have case. The external



A-position, however, is assigned nominative case
structurally py INFL.

When the feature [+IBNSE/ is ip the present, the
copulative verb 18 deleted after p-Tole and case
assignment have taken placee. Tpat means, ab PF there

is & rule like (16) in Zaysse which deletes the head

of the VP.

(16)  Delcte 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- Dus to
this the surface realization of a copulative clause

appears to heve 1O copulative verbe.
Belad s THE SURUCTURE OF TRANSITIVE CLAUSES

Previously, we have seen that transitive verbs
are those which have obligatory and optional p-roles
to assign to Their obligatory and optional a-gselected
complementse In this subsection we shall see the
structure of clauses with such verbs. For ease of
exposition, W€ shall divide clauses into three subtypes
on the basis of their s-selection and syntactic
properties. Tn light of this, structures of passive

and causative clauscs shall be dealt with, since we



have already secn the structure of active clauses in

chapter two.

3,2:0,1, THE STRUCTURE OF PASSIVE CLAUSES

In Zayssé passivization 1s both morphological and
syntactice. Morphologically, it is a word formation
process. A& passive form is derived by the morpheme
f=uti-/e The following are active and passive pairs

which show their different morphological shape.

(17) =a. e - polise -y € ~kayso ayk -ot:
the~policeman -nom the-thief arrest-foc
- (es) - in
-~ %ms - pf
"The policeman arrcsted the thief.'
b, e =kayso- ¥y ayk -ut:-ot:-(es)-in
the—thief-nom arrest-pas-foc- ?ms-pf
1The +thief was arrested.’
(18) a, ¢ - la:t® - 1 e —at® -ut:e sul: - in

the~ chief -nom the-man -feez hang - pf
1"The chief hanged the man.'

Be @ = Bt 1 sul:-ut:-ot:-(es)-in
the— man-nom hang-pas-foc- Zms-pf
'The man was hanged.'



(19) a. astamo -y € = Yato - s 1 - grilo
A —pom the- boy - to the- story
kad - ot: - (es) - in
tell- foc - 5ms - pf
'Agbamo told the story to the boy.'
Ba a4 = Stijo =~y & = gato - s
the-~ story -nom the- boy - to
kag - ut: - ot: - (is) - in
tell - pas - foc - 3f - pf
1The story was told To the boy.'
(20) a. i - pida: - i astamo - s 1 - mas:a
the- girl -nom 4 - to the- knife
ing - at: - (es) - in
give - foc - 3ms -~ pf
'The girl gave the knife to Astamo.'
b, i -madia-y astamo-s ing -ut:-ot:-(is)-in

the-knife-nom 4 -to give-pas-foc- 3f -pf
1The knife was given To Astamo.'

In these structurcs we observe that /-ut:-/ is the
passive morphcmes

Aecording to Chomsky (1981:124) a passive verb
has two properbtics which its active counterpart lacks:
(a) its VP does not 6-mark the external A-position, and
(b) the verb does not case-mark its internal A-position,
since passivc morphology is believed to absorb case.
Does this apply to Zayssé? In order to answer this
question, we have to see the LS of a passive verb and &:

the syntactic structure of passive clauses.



counterpart.
(21) a.
b.
{(22) a.
De

The I3 of a passive verb 1is identical to its active

Let us compare the following.
sul: = : v, + /N —J 'hang'
sul: — ubi- 3 v, # AN —_7 'be hanged'
kol — . v, + [P" W' — 7 'tell'
wold - ut: - : v, + /P"N" —_7 'be told'

From these framcs we observe that the IS of a passive

verb is thc some as its active form.

The structure of passive clauses show that

- 3 - . - - \ .
passivization 18 syntactic in zaysse. Let us consider

the following structures.

(23)

i -madia- y kayst-ut:-ot:-(is)-in
the-knife-nom stecal-pas-foc- 2f -pf
'The knife was stolen.'

¢ - doro- y  Sok' —ut:-ot:-(es)-in
the-sheep-nom slaughter -pas-foc- 5ms-pf
'The sheep was slaughtered.’

i - bora~ y miy-ut:-ot:-(is)-in
the-bread-nom eat-pas-foc- 3f -pf
'The bread was caten.'

v -Sat-ir- i guyd-ut:-ot:-(us)-in
the-boy-pl-nom beat-pas-foc- 3pl-pf
'The boys were beaten.'



The NPs in the above structures are in the subject
positionse The agreement facts and the réminative case
morpheme show that they are gurface subjects, although
they were in complement Jobject positions in the
D-structure representation.of the claus€se The

D-Structure reyrcsentationAof (p%a) for instance will

be (24)
(24) "
/m—.
1\.{‘( /’/I_L\‘
& g T
n? o
/\
‘ N? v
T T——
il SPEC N
|
N
‘ +AGR
[e.]' i- mad:a kayst-ut:- +TEXESE ¢

the kxnife be stolen

Since, a8 stbated above, & passive verb cannob p-mark

its external A-position, thig position is empty ab
p-Structure. Tp addition, duve to the fact that passive
morphology absorbs Ca5€, the NP in object position 18
caseless. 1n order to €scapeé the case filter, the object
NP obligatorily moves to the exierniiﬁrposition which

is empty and gets nominative case. The S-Structuzs of

(o4) is (25) below.



(25) [—'_l'.”[i—i"i —még:a. - Y 7 &![Vii[vt[}'}n t':\_"—/

4 P
tba-kpife —-no1m

[y kayst - e [i+AGR, LTENSE///

gteal - pas

Though passivization in Zayssé involves Move _asiin
English, ite structure is not & copular On€s 1t is
gimilar tO jmharic in this feature.

In this subsection we have sesh the jerivation of
passive clausesa Now, Wwe shall s€e the structure of

causatives.

5,29205, THE STRUCTURE oF CAUSATIVE CLAUSES

TIn Zayese there are two Lypes of causatives. The
fipes type 1ses Jmah-/ ' TAEE, cause' which s—selects "
and C" as its complementsg Such causatives aye not
treated 1D shis study, since they &aTe not simpleé clausesSoe

The sccond UyPe 18 morphological and is productiveo
The suffix 18 /-us/ ! cause, make' and 1S suffiXed to
verbs, bhoth transitive and intransitive. Tet us see the

following paradigma

(26) & hadig _igneeze' hadig _ us cause to snecze’
De geh ~'gleep’ gen = U8 ' caude to sleep’
Co na ~'melt’ nad - us 'caus® to melt'

(27) @2 ug‘—‘drink‘ g - us 1 cause tO drink’

o gul:-'hang' qul: = US ' cause tO hang'

Ca wod S ieildt wod . us 'cause to kill'



(28) 2. ing - 'eive' ing - us 'cause to give'
be dap - 'send' dap:i— us 'cause toO send’
G kog - ‘'tell’ kag - us | cause to tell'

When compared GO the non-causative verbs, causativized
verbs havc more gs—selected categoriese This suggests that
the causative morphenme /-us/ increases the gs—selection

potential of verbs, Compare the followinge

(29) a. geh - T v, t /- & _7 ‘gleep'

b, geh = us=  Vy ¥ JEN— ] ' cause to sleep'
(30) a. ug - .t v, t JN— 'drink’

be us — us= 3 V, * [N"N”-37 15ause bo drink'
(31) a. ing - : v, [P"N"-—‘7 ‘give'

b. ing - us= V., 7 JRUPHNt—/ ' cause to give'

Ae the frames (29) - (31) show verbs in (b) have
additionally s-selected A-positions than verbs in ().
Since the process is a morphological one the verbs in

(p) acquire a new semantic property of g-selecting 2
category through causativization. A4S Baye (1986:129)

pube if - the number of complements thata verd requires
progressively increases as it changes from intransitive

to transitive and then to causabive—-—=". Based on this
premise, then, the 1S of causativized verbs in (29b),

(%0b) and (1) will be (32a-c) respectively.
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The following clauses show the structure of causative

clausesSe.

(33) a. € _at®- 1 e _%ato geh _us-at:-(egr*in
the-man—-nom the-boy sleep-cs—-foc- 3ms-pl

17he man mede the boy sleep.'

b. eosgtamo— y  ta- 1a mnodo-t: =(es) ud
A -pom I —Acc modo-foc— 3ms drink
- us - 1in
- ¢cs - pf

\fatamo made TME drink Modo.'

Go 1 = bidio -y € -~ Yato - t: - (is)
the~ woman —nom the- boy - foc - Of
garma wod' - us = in

(a)lipon EiIll = €& - of
1The woman made the DOY kill a lion.'

de u = ¥oto - ir - 1 sit'ota- t: ~(us)
the- boy = pl —-nom g - foc- 2pl
astamo- s 1 _mas:a ing ~us-1in
4 -to the-knife give-cs—pf
1The boys made sit'ota give the kxnife to

Astamo.'



When we see the p-structure of (3%d), for inatance, will

be (34) belowe

(54) [-j-_ i [l-ﬁnu""‘gatp“ir" ‘.Y___/ [-:[| Z%“[i}" [Pu [PI [N1|5~Stam0_7
the~boy —-pl-nom A
/% -s /77 [ﬁ"sit‘ota_7' /ﬁﬂi —mas:a/

to S} the-knife
[ine _us J7] [7ACGR, +TENSE///
give-cs

In the zbove D-Structure, We observe that the
causativized verb has three internal A-positions that
it must p-maTrk. 10 addition, since it has & property
of compositionally assigning & 6-role, the external
A-position gets agent f-role.

In regard to case assignment, the NP in the external
A-position, 148 oy /u-gat - ir/ 'the boys' gets its
nominative case from INFL. The other three NPs geb theilr
cases from P and V. That means, the NP /astamo-/ 'Astamo’
gets its case€ from P, Through causativization, the verb
has acquired & new propertye. Accordingly, it asgighs
objective case to the two NPs, /sit'ota/ 'git'ota' and
/i—mag:a/ tthe knife.'

In



Tn this chapter We nave observed that (a) Zayssé

ig optionally 2 sub ject-pro—-droP 1anguage , (b) Jmak'=/

'be pecome' 1is all equative ¢O ulative verb which is
9

deleted when [f+TEKSE;7 is in the present, (c) paasivization

is morphological and syntactic, and (d) causativization

ig a productive word~formation rule which adds new

serantic properties to both intransitive and transitive

verbs.



Zaysse, which is one of the Ometo 1anguages: is .
not gtudied well. The only works that present a detailed |
study on its phonolo&y and noun morpholO&Y are that of
Mulugeta SHeyounm and Hirub \olde Mariam. Other works are
comparative in nature and hence Zaysee data are used only
e comparative purposese As to the knowledge of the
researchel, there is 1O detailed study presented on 1its
syntactic aspecte Therefore, the present study has
relevance in supplying syntactic ipformation for those

who are intercsted in the 1anguage i particular and 1n
Omotic languages in general. However, the study 1is
1imited in its SCOPEs since it presents only the

styuoture of simple declarative clausesSe

Ag it is necessary To have & guideline, this
study has adopted EST as its theoretical framewoTK
which is presented in chapter OnC.

In chapter TWO, the basic word ordeT of the language
is determine. In doing SO, it is shown that case and
p-role agsignment in this language is aniformly.
unidirectional, that is, from rightfte~leftg As a
result, the 1anguage 18 taken to be & head-final Onee
In addition, it is argued that Zaysse has pragmatically E
motivated word. ordeT changes that Gocur within & ¥E
and within & clauses 1N the discussion it is presented
that Zaysse has a base generated focus marker J=atre/

which occurs with an XFP. The focus marker blocks right



dislocations and affects word order changes, since an
XP that contains'/ﬂat:e/ cannot be right dislocated.

The third chapter presents the structure of stmple
clausese Fipstly, the features of INFL in simple clauses
is analyzedo Prom this it is found out that (a) Zayssé
is optionally & subject pro-drop language, and (b)

/[ TENSE / is a crucial feature of TNFL for nominative
case assignment.

The rest of this chapter presents the structure of
simple clauses. The analysis of copulative clauses
indicates that an equative clause has & copulative verb
underlyingly, which is deleted at some stage in the
derivation if the feature g"+TENSEb7 ig in the present.

The structure of passive clauses show that
passivization in this language is rorphological as well
as syntactice 1orphologically, it is a result of the
word derivation rule which passivizeé active verbs 1in .
cuffixing /-u5:/e syntactically 1t jpnvolves Move = OC»
since passive norphtlogy absowbs case and the verb does
not compositionally with its VP ©-mark its A-positiomn.

The discussion on the structure of causative
clauses makes it clear that oausativizati@nfis a productive
word formation +yle which adds the s-gelection property
of both transitive and intransitive verbs. In addition,
it is shown that The V with its VP can p-mark its

external A-position.



NOTES®D

L In his phonetic and phonemilc analysis, Mulugeta
presents only one alveolar implosive, /d/. However, My
data for this study show & bilabial implosive /5/ occuring

in words like /geﬁo/ ' spocodile' and /ubilze/"egg',

2 Following Chonsky (1986:460), 1 have adopted )
instead of X", as the maximal projection of a lexical

category Xe
5 Modo is & local drinke.

4 ppe vealization of the morpheme /-atie/ 18
phonologically determined. 1t nas /-at:=7/, /267

atsels [=ub =7, /~ot:e/, /=ot:=/ as 1S allomorphsSe

5 hn underlined constituent is 2 focused constituento.
However, when Uhe whole VP 1s focused it 18 not underlined

for clarity sake.

6 7ne perfect tense marker has /-in/ and /-¢/ as
its allomorphsSe /=e] occurs in interrogative (when the
subject NP is questioned), relative, and negative clausesSe
On the other hand, /~in/ occurs in declarative and

interrogative (when the questioned NP 18 within VP) clauses.

7 Wh—question clauses.



8 /mok' — / ‘oe, become' 1like 30¥ other verb can
be followed DY +he focus markel /—at:e/ and AGR guffixXese
The following are instanccs which illustrate this.

g, astamo =Y bidura mak' - ot: -(es) = in

4 =—nom fa; Tbecome- foc - 5ms - pf

1 gbamo became fat.'

vy, astamo =¥ bidura mak' - ob: -(es) - 18
A =nom fat ve - foc - Zms - PE

' gtamo Was ot
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