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ABSTRACT

W.rd f.rmati.n is a ~.ce.s of cre~tin9 neww.rds fr •• existing

•••••• Deriyat1.n &allc:eapeundlDt are the _st c-.n prec••••• et

werd f.rm.ti.n.

:In this .twly, an atteapt is .ade t. d.scri»e sueh weN f.r •• ti.n

processes in Oromo. The aain body of the paper has two parts.

In the first part derviational pt'ocesses are described. It is shown

that different lexieal eateqori.. are derived by adding yariou.

affixes to bases belonging to different lexical categories; and that

the addition of the affixes entails different properties of phonology,

morphology, syntax and semantics.

In the second part, the process of compoundingis desCribed.

It is shownthat different lexical categories are formedby combining

two words or stems; and that such a process also entails different

phonological, aorphological. syntactic and aeaantic characteristics.

Furtheraor., the gaps to be found in the eoabinatlon of

different lexical categories in word formation of the language are

explained.
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LXS! or ABBREVIATIONS

WPR • Word formation rule p • Adpositional
N • Noun Nus • Numeral
abs • abstract Son • Sonorant
af • affix ~ • Zero morpheme.
y • verb
Res • result
Ger • gerundive
Man - Manner
Inst • Instruaent al

'"9 - agentive
c - consonant
v • vowel
Masc • masculine
fem • feminine
sg_ • singular
pl - plural
3u • 3rd person masculine singular
3fs • 3rd person feminine singular
no. • noainative
caus = causative
Do - Direct ObjecT.
XO - Indirect Obj act
NP - Noun Phrase
Stat. - Stative
cf - compare

a - b • auto - benefactive

pass - passive
trana • transitive
i~- intransitive
A "" IJd if"~t! t:S
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1. Introduction

1.1 The OromoLanguage

Oroao is one of the major languages of Ethiopi~ which belongs

to the LowlandEaat CuahiUc in the Cuahit1c aub-fudly. It i. apoken

over a vast area of the country and in Kenya, with a variety of

dialects.

1.2 Ob'ective and Significance of the Study.

This study is an attempt madeto describe the word tormation

processes in Oromo. It kies to showhowwords are forae<!by the

processes of derivation and compounding.

There are some attempts at present by the Ministry of Education

to use this language as a mediua of instruction in the elementary

SChools and also to teach it as a subject. This study mayhave some

contribution to such attempt ••

Furtheraore, the stUdy of word formation or morphologyin

general is the youngest branch of generative linguistic.. The

morphological descriptions of different languages is essential to

the development of the field. In addition, the description may

contribute to the study of other tusbitic languages.

1.3 Review of the Literature

As compared to other vernaculars in the country, a lot haa

been done on Oremo. In this section, I shall present only those

which are related to weed formationso



1.4 The Present Study

As could be observed from the survey, none of the works mentioned

above gives a detailed description of the w~d formation processes

in the language. Each haa tifferent a1IIa and -.opes _4 haa hence

touched upon the Ilorphology only in paasiD9. The present st.dy

trie. to describe the word foraation processes as exhaustiTely ••

possible. F~rmore, the phonological, aorpholog1calj.i s~tact1c

and semantic characteristics resulting fro. the processes will be

discussed becaus_, as Oehrle (1981:202) says, "It is standard in

graaaatical analysis to ••• uae that lexical ele.ents are endowed
1with syntactic, phonological, and .eaantic!~ properties of somekind".

The scope of the present study 1s lia1ted to the Mechadialect

of Orome, the variety spoken by the reaearcher. The description is

based on myidiolect and data collected from Wellega.

1.5 The Theoretical Framework

The stUdy of word foraation hu COileto th84 fore as an

independent componentof the grammarwith Chomsky's (1970) "RemarkS

on Nolll1nalization" where it was pointed out that a separate coaponent

wu needed jor the .tudy of XO leTel it.... 'fh1. marked the begiDD-

ing of the lexicalist approach to the study of derived forms.

Within this frameworktwo main approaches knownas the strong

and the weak lexicalist approaches halfe developed with regard to

inflectional .orpholoqy. For the Strong Lex1calist. inflection 1.

studied in the lexican wrereas for the weak lexicalists it is

".ate<! in the syntax (Scalise, 19841 101). Soae strong lex1calista



believe that both derivation and inflection are the sameprocesses

while others argue that they are different. Furthermore, someweak

lexicalists assume that inflectional rules are syatactic processes

while others believe that they are phonological (Scalis., 1984: 10 1) •

As stated earlier the present study alas at describing hownew

lexical it ••• are foraecl by the process •• of deriyation md cOllpowwl-

,~ing. The process of inflections is avoided for the descriptive

purposes; and for the formalation of rules the frameworkof Selkirk

(1982) is followed.

This frameworkassuaes that nat! -va speakers of a language have

intutions about the internal structure of words in their language.

Such intuitions are said to be captured by the word structure rules

of the language which are knownas contex~ree rewritinq rules. They

are IlOre or less s1a1lar to syntactic phrase structure rules. They

differ"c fro. the latter in the category types invotved and also in

the way they combinecategories. Moreover, unlike phrase or sentence

structur e rules which operate in the syntax word structure rules

operate in the lexicon.

Wordstructure rules constitute one sub-componentof the lexicon.

The other subc:oaponentsare the dictionary consisting of freely

occurring wcxds; the extended dictionary which includes the list of

affixes and other bound forms; and t.~e word structure rules.

SOlIeother notions of the I - the&t;-0fsyntax used in this model

include the specification of the type and level of categories

involved 1n word formation pcoc:esses and in feature specification
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(syntactic or morphological). A category level shows whether an

item is a Ubrd ~(Xo), stea (xn-1), or root (xn-2), etc. and the

category symbols show whether the item is A(djectives), N(ouns),

V(erbs>, etc.

The relation between mother and daughter nodes in word structures

are constrained by the following universal rewrite rule presented

in Selkirk (1982164):

where 0 ~ n ~ III

The rule shows that, unlike in syntax, a category •• y not be foraed

from constituents one of which is higher in the X- hierarchy than

the .other node.

The relations between mother and daughter nodes are governed

by the notion of head. Every complex word has a head which bears

the features of the mother noele. The mother node inherits the
0-:'>

features by a convention known~Featurepercolation stated in (2) below.

(2) Percolation

If a constitutent d is the head of a
constituent Pt~ and P are associated
with an identical set of features
(syntacUc and diacritic) (Selkirk,
1982: 21).

The fact that lexical foraative>" are headed is shownin the

manner in (3).

where X is a variable standing for a complex of

categor1.al featurd, both syntactic aDddiacritic.



This, in combination with the rule given in (1) above, can be

represented aa in (4) below for the generation of words in a

language.

xn --7 \fI x· yp \IJ

xD_'7 tP yp ra tV
where 0 // n 7/ Ill, P

It is stated that such a formulation underdetermines the .orphology

of a language unle.s particular .tateJRct. are .ad. for specific

categorie.. Selkirk (1982:9) says, n••• any given language haa a

(particular) grammarof word structure ••• , one which nonetheless

conforms to certain quite general principles governing possible word

structure. in the language". It is this last point which the present

study attempts to do; i.e. the word structure rules by which the

formation of Oromowords are governed will be presented.



2. DERIVATION

Derivation is one of the Morphological processes by which new

words are formed from other words or stems. Although, in most cases,

words are derived by an addition of overt affixes the process May

involve zero affixation, also known as zero derivation or conversion

(Jensen. 1990:5).

Oromo 1s derivationally a rich language. Baye (1986:120) says

that "To the exclusion of adpositionals all the other major categories

have derived forms in additioa to their simple forms". Mahammed Ali

(1989:166) also states that derivational procesees are productive

in the language. In this chapter, I shall describe such processes.

2.1 ~om1nalizatlon

Nominalization is a process of forming nominals from different

categories. In Oromo, there is a large stOCK of nominals derived

from adjectival, verbal and nominal bases (Gragg. 1976:181). The

formatives can be classified into ty~es or. t~e basis of their

semantic characteristics following Comrie et al (1985:349) who says

"the resulting nouns may be the name of the activity or state

designated by the verb or adjective. or may represent one of their

arguments". Such se~~ntic ctaracteristics ~!l_ be used to classify

derived nominals.

2.1.1 ~Structure of Derived Nomlnals

In this sULsection, I shall describe the different kinds of

derived nominals along with their word formation rules (~PR'S).

2.1.1.1 Abstract Nominala

Abstract nominals a=e derived f~rm adjectival a~d no~:nal

bases by the addition of different suffixes as shown in the following

tablec
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(,)

I
,

I i Affix Derived nominal IBase
I I 9aar-ummaa

I
! gaarii 'fine' I -ummaa 'fineness' I,

I

'gamn-Wla I'wise'
,

'wisdom'I gamna , -uma I,, ,
Id11a-lna

,Id1iaaa I I
'red' -'ina 'rec1nea.' ,

If adii I vV I v~ 'whiten ••• ''white' -aenna add-eennaI ,
I 'glrl.-llood ' fdurba 'girl' -umaaa durb-UIIUIlaa
I I

vY' vV Iaiccuu 'frieDCl': -w.aaa aicc-WIIIaa 'friend.hip' I,

The rule deriving such nominal. Ilay be represented as in (2).

The rule shows that abstract noalnals maybe derived from non-

abstract nominals or adjectivals with an affix having the feature

L-+abaJ. Since the base categories share the syntactic distinctive

feature, L+N-1. the rule in (2) maybe reduced to (3).

(3) N =r
L-+ab.-1

x +

[::J
Such. foraulation supports Seal~.Ja· (~984: 13) argument that

-WPR'. could at. a1l-owed t:o opm:ate. Dot; ell .yntact.1e catttg'or1,es

(H. v , etc.) but rather on synhcUe c~'tegory feature V•.+N. +VJ$>

1.-. f VJ, etc.~·2

Owens (198Sa: 249) says that t-ina! is added to some such

derived forllla for the purpoae of eaphasia. He 91~ve.auch exaaple.

as / gaar-om-inaf '.niceness·. /bal'-in-ina/ 'blindness', etc. But

such feras are unacceptable to _ •• a native speaker of the

angu e. it may be due to the fact th t th s 'ff~ - .I ,j ..;-cI j.g
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added only to adjectival bases and not bo verbals or nominals.

The stem /gaar-om-/ is a verbal stem derived from gaarii 'nice'

by the addition of the verbal suffix~m-/ as we shall see later.

/bal'-ina/ is a nominal derived with the /-ina/ from an adjective.

Furtheraore, previous studies such as Kebbede (1981) I Gragg

(1976), Owens (1985a) show that there is also the suffix /-oma/.

But, this does not 8e•• to be true becau.. /-0 ••./ i8 a verbalizing

and not a nominalizing suffix. To it is added /-a/ to derive result

nominals as will be shown later.

The distribution of such suffixes is difficult to predict with

precision. The suffixes /-ummaa/ and/-uma/ are formally similar but

only /-ummaa/ occurs with nominal bases. In some adjectival bases

they complement each other while in others they substitute for one
another. The following are examples II

(5 )

With nominal.

mu~' -ummaaj·uma

dubart-ummaa/·uma

garb-uamaa/·uma

With adjectiva18

9amn-wnmaa/ uma
goww-umaaa/uaa

9aar-ummaa/· uma

dab-· umm aa/wna

'childness'

'womanhood'

'slavery'

'wisdom'

'foolness'

'niceness'

'cowardice'

The suffixes /-ina/ and /-eeKKa/ which appear only with adjectival

bases are also physically similar. But their distribution is

unpredic_able since they are in sOlllecases free variants and in

others in complementary distribution as shown in (6).
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(8) H ~
L-+proces.J

To predict the distribution of such suffixes is not again

aiaple. The atterfation between I-aa! and I-a! maybe accounted for

in teras of .yllable structure. in that I-aa/ 1. found wben the vowel

of the base is short3 and I-a! otherwise. The free variation between

I..:!!a/ and I~ool i. e.erved only with a few bu.a.
o4

Result nominals

Someof the suffixes in (2.1.1.2) such as I-wnsa/, I-sa!, I-(a)a!

and I-aatiil are al.o u.ed in the formation of reaul t nOllinal. froa

verbal roots. These maybe homophones. In addition to these are

others 11ke I-tee/, I-ill, l-!!uu/, 1-001 and I-suul whlch are used

to derive result nominals.

(9) , II

Base IAffix Darived nominal
I I

I

: beeJc- 'know' I -umsa beek-umsa 'knowledge I, •I
I I

!, ;>abaar- 'curs.' I -sa ?abaar-sa 'cursing' t
; i It ,
: kenn- 'give' Icenn-aa 'gift' t

I -aa , I
I I I I

1 I
1 t

J Dug- 'drlnk' : -aaUi I Dug-aaUi 'drinJc(n), I

I I i,
r -t •• •: .ur- 'cut' , aur-tH 'deci.ion- i

t I I ,
IdaDDab-

, t ,
I

'exhauAon'
I

'exhaust' • -ii I daDDabb-ii II

I 1 •
l-!!uu

I I!9amaacl- 'b~appy'
,

gJ'ad-!!uu •happiness ,, ,
1

1-00
I t

I I I
I I

l-;>arrabs- 'insult'
I I

J ~arrabs-oo 'insult(n), ,
f1 t I

: dallan- 'b •• ad' ,_uu I dallan-.uu ·.aeln••• • I

, , I•I J ,,, ,
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The follow1ng WFRcaptures the format10n of such forms.

(10) N ------~
L-+ResJ

2.1.1.4 Gerundive nollinal.

Gerundive. are der1ved from verbal .. roots by the addit:lon

5of /-uu/ aa in the following example••

I ,
I I

Baa. I Affix I Derived Noadnal
i I, I Ib1t-uuI bit- 'buy' I -uu 'buying/to buy'I I, II

! deea- 'go' t -uu I deem-uu 'going/to go'
I I
I •i Kaat- teat' -uu : Jiaat~uu 'eating/to eat'
I I

t I

: ?'-ffat-'wear' -uu i (Uffat"&u 'wearing/to wear'
I, ,,

I

The derivation can be represented as in (12)'

N
_________ ~ V + Nat

2.1.1.5 Mannernominals

These are nominals wh1chrefer to the aeans or ways of doing

soaething (Comrie et al. 1985: 354). They are derived fro. verbal

roots w1th the suff1xes /-11/, /-urnsaj and /-aat11!a\ ahown 1n

(13) •
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(13)

I I fBaae i Mfix Derived nominal
I I I j)1j aaj j-l1 standing'I fJ-j aajj- 'stand' , -11 'manner of

I II ,
i taal- 'a1t' I -uasa t taa1-u.aa 'manner of s1tting' I,
I I ,

• dr1nJc1ng'I!Dug- 'drink' I -aat11 !Dug-aat11 'Illanner of, , I,

The rule 1. as followa.

( 14) H > V + Naf

L-+man-1 L-+man-1

2.1.1.6 Instrumental nominala

These are nominals formed with I-atal and I-tuu/. They

include the following.

( 15) ~--------~----~--------------------------t,
tDerived nominal

:
Aff1x, Base,

•
: har- 'sweep' -ata,,
, MD- 'Ue' -ata,
f

: hoD- •suck' -tuu
I,,
t haam- 'harvest' -tuu
I
I

f
!

har-ata 'broom'

hoD-tuu

I

, araaaent ' :,
I

'a1lk-feeder "

b1D- .ata

hap.-tuu

The rule fce the derivation of such nominals is as follows.

( 16) If

L-·1nst-1
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Agentive nOlll1.nal•

.\gentiv. nominals are derived from verbs 6f action and have a

meaning like 'one whodoes the action of the verb' (CoMoe et &1,

1985: 351). In Oroao, such noainals are c1arived with I-aa! and

I-blu/ • file following are 8Xaaple••

( 17)

t
t
t

'kill' ?ajjees-aa 'killer'j?ajjees- -aa
t,

'teach' barsiis-aa ' teacher'Ibarsii_ -aa I
I

I I
l1eeq- 'keep' -tuu : 7~-duu 'keeper'

t
tv ti naat- 'eat' -tuu i rtaat-tuu 'eatert

t, I,

The rule maybe formulated as follows.

( 18) N ----> V +

The suffixe8 mayvary freely. However, I-tuul say also show the

fea1D1ne exClusively.

( 19) barreess-aa!-tuu 'writer < ••• c/fe.)'

?eeg-aa/-duu

duul-aa/-tuu 'campaigner (mase/fem)'

But with 80mebases only I-tuul is used as can be illustrated

belove

( 20) hat-tuu/*aa 'thief'

tWD-tuu/*aa 'bl acJcaa1th '

duug-duu/*aa 'sCrap' -ere
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Th. fact that only /-tuu/ is used in such cues aay b. accounted

for in t~s of pragmatics. Since the speech community shows contempt

to such activities, the nominal a which designate them have the
7fea1n1ne or diminutive fora. This clai. gains support from the

fact that such fce •• are possible with /-aa/ but are non-~istent.

The problem wi th such affixes is .how to treat the.; that i8,

whether they are derivational or inflectional. L1ke derivational

affixes they are used to derive nominals from .erbal roots, but they

also show gender distinctions like inflectional affixes. The problem

is not unique to Oromo as it i8 also found in other Cushitic languages

l1ke Iraqw, a Southern Cushitic language (~. Noua, 1992: 74). In

such languages it is stated that different suffixes are used for

different genders and numbersl "-usmo for male agents, -uso'o for t.'le

female agent, and -use for the plural of agents" (Nous, 1992:74).

-t.
Some Characaristic8 of Nominalization

In this section, I shall briefly preetnt some of the phonOlogical,

aorphological, syntactic and semantic properties of derived no.tnals.

2.1.2.1 Phonology

The moat obvious change common to all of the processes is the

deletion of root final vowel before a suffix. Because of this Owens

(1985a: 240) concludes. that Oromo roots are always -c final; and

because of this he wrongly treats forms like/dee.-/ 'go', /101./

'fight', etc. as cl ••sle.s roots. Moreover, he consider. 80••

morphemes as classless. But the derivational morphemes carry some

clUB ~.ature8 as could be observed from the presentations in the

preceding section~ Forms like /oeem-/ 'gO'9 /101-/ 'fight', etc. are
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also not cl assless since the y belong to the class of verbals. They

take inflections for tense, aspect and per.on.

( 21) 'fought (he)

fight-pst

'fougbt(she)'

fight-fell-pst

Xt 1s true that verbal. root. are -c final but the probl•• 1s with

nominal. and adjectivals ending in vowels. OneIlay argue that the v

vowel. are clus for.ativ... Another approach, and a better one, is

to treat the. as part of the root and that they drop whenan affix

1. attached. SOlIe evidence in support of thi. i. the 10 •• of vord-

final vowels before vowel- initial inflectional 4£fixes.

(22) nama + ota -~·7 nam-oota 'men

IIan pl
I

nama + -ummaa ::::::? naa-UJlmaa j nJ(i 11 lterOr(

'l8an' + 'ness'

Thi. aay lead -to a possible conclusion that Oroao verbal roota are

_C final, but nominals and adjectivals maybe -c or _Vfinal.

Another phonologl(&l proce.. 1a noainalization i. the leagthening

of root vowels with bases ending in /-1/ or /_D/. This is espettally

true with agentive, result or instrumental noainals where the suffix

I-tuu/is attached to verbal roots ending in either of these sounds.

(23) L- i-dU?-'d1e'~ + -tuu~ :;::::::.)dw-tuu 'deceued'

L- L-101- 'i~.'Jv +-tuu-, ~/100-tuu 'infruder'



Morphologx

This relates to the question of whether the bases of nominal i-

aation are roots, stems, or words. As shown in the &XaJlples in

above the base. of ab.tract notinu. are words. But

in the cue of the other. the auffix.s are attacbed to either root.
9or .tems. Thus, one can say that noainalization takes roots, stems

or words as its do_ain. But the rules ve'! have foraulatecl in the

pr~eeding section do not show wuch differences. In order to capture

this one may for.ulate the rules as follows.

(24) x --~
Word ----:::> Stem, Root

This rule states that the category level •word , may include the levels

'8te.' and 'root' as pointed out in Selkirk (1982:95) who says,

"Necessarily, the grammar includes a rule (Schema) which in effect

"connectsf1 the levels".

Another point with regard to the morphology of nominalization

i. the unpre<11c:·table distribution of the affix.s. As one could

observe ion the preceding ection c. nominals are formed with

morphology U fNJ!nt' , out 1n Allerton (19791225-6) who says, "As a
result of their se tie diffuseness, derivational affixes ••• come
into competition with each other, and it i8 impossible to give

watertight rules for the selection of & particular affix".
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Syntu

Syntactically. the effect of nomlnlization is in changing the

category or the aubeategory of a fora. In the case of abstract

noainals, for example. the change is one of subeategory as . L--ebstracs]

noun is changed into a L-+abatractJnoun. In all other c..... the

proce •• is category-changing, that i•• the form class of the base changes

frea verbal to noainal.

Regarding the sUbcategorizations of bases and derived nominus in

this language, Baye (1986:123) states that those "with the ending

I-aal. I-tuul seem to be characterized by the same sub-categorization

frames that their corresponding base fora. are associated with".

That means a transitive verb does not lose its transitivity as a

result of the nominli ..zation process.

The nominalizing suffixes can be considered as the syntactic

heads of the derived nominals since it is their feature which determines

the category of the derived form. For example, if we observe the

abstract nom.1nals. the feature L-+absJ results from the suffix as

shown in the following ~.e structur ••

NI\~.J
N NafJ[-~~ [+~.J

I
nalla -ummaa

4:-Other syntactic features also prtolate to the mother node from
tbe .uffix.
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(26) N
L-+manJ

/\0£
V NI IL-+aan-1

1ijaajj- -ii

And since the affixes from which the features percolate are the

right-hand constituent. the foras can be treatecl as right-headed.

Following this a general rule may be formulated for all derived

nomnals.

N -'7 A

N

v

2.1.2.4 Semantics

It is difficult to give a general semantic characterization for

the nominalization processes since there is a lot of variation.

This may be due to the idiosyncratic nature of words as against to

syntactic phrases which are predictable. With regard to this

Selkir~ (1982&62) says, "the appropriate ••• antic functions can

simply be listed as part of the affix's lexical entry".

2.2 Verbalization

In this section, we shall present derived verbs which include

causatives, Statives, reflexives, and passives.

2.2.1 Causatives

Causatives are said to be derived frOll verbal roots by the

addition of the suffix /-(si)is-/ as can be illustrated below

(~. GraJ~. 1976; Abera, 1982; Owena, 1985b; Bay., \,1986).
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( 28)

Base Aff1x Causat1v1zed verb

I
'make cut' IImur- 'cut' -a1&s- mur-s11s-

•I raf- 'sleep' -1s- raff-1s- 'make sleep'.

b~11• 'burn' -s11a- gub-s11s- 'make: gub-

I I

But it. seeilla that there ere also other e.uaat1ves der1ved froa

noainala and adj act! vala.

( 29)

'pUS' t
, swel11ng' t

,

Aff1x Causat1ve verbNominalbase

-ess·

I lIl&1aa-s- 'd1scharge pus'

I 111t-ess- 'cause to swell'••I

aala.
I•I 111ta
•
I

-s1

JLd1ect1valbast Aff1x Causative ver"
t

'b1g' -1s- gudd-is- 'make big'i guddaa II furdaa 'fat'
,

furd-1s- 'make fat'-is- I
• I,

tt:all' I 'makeI Deeraa -e88- I Deer-ess- tall'
I I,

One lIlay argue here that the cuasat1ve. 1n (29) and (30) aay be derived

fro. verbal st ••• which are theaaelves der1vatives of naainals 8ftd

adjectivals as in (31) below:

(31) malaaJ
N

+ -.1 J +
V

ad1iJA + -at-Jy + -aJ ~
y

L-add-ess-J

Such proces&ea are possible w1th the /-a1/ and /~t/ being lost

WeD the causat1ve suffix 1s attache4,l'oae auPpoft1 'e;Y~denc:e
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that ends ln the glottal step /-1/ ls followed by a sufflx the

glottal atop la dropped and a compensatorylengthening of the vowel

in the stem takes place as shownin (32), for example.

(32) du?- 'die' + -tuu. ~ duutuu 'deceased'. Thus,

1n (31) above, the causative suffix maybe attached to the verbal ste.

/mala1-/ and the glottal stop is dropped and the vowel in the stem ls

lengthened to give /m&1&&-s-/. Fro. thia aay follow a possible conclu-

sion that causative verbs are formed only fro. verbal bases. However,

the -truncation of /-at/- does not aeemto hold ~ ln all cases as

there are at leaat two pieces of counterevidence. First, truncation

does not take place in the derivation of causatives fro. verbal roots

ending in ~:.-; similar segments as in (33) below.

6aat- 'eat' + -.i8- -~ naat-!is- 'cause to eat'

t'abat-'play' + -sis __ ~ t'abat~is- 'cause to play'

If there was "truncation taking place at all, We would expect it in

these forms as well. Secondly, with somever"ts derived froll

nominal. by the addition of /-at-/ the causative suffix is attached

without c"'ing~~on.

dubbii

'fear'JN -at-.J +-8i8- =)
v+ 8odaat-cis-

V 'frighten'

'talklJ + -at-J +-sis 0:..
dubbat~is-----7

N V

(34) sodaa

'cause to taJ.k'11

gaffil 'questionJ + -at-.J +_i8- .'_ -=I gaaf-at~ls-
N V

•cause to ask'

The fact that there is no ~uncation in auch forms suggest) that

there is no truncatlon rule in others •• well and that causati ves .ay

also be derived from adjectivals. Thus, the rule in (35) maybe

fOrlllulate<1.
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( 35) [A Vjv ----=-7
L-+eauaJ

+

The categories here maybe represented in ter.. of .,eatures "' as

in (36).

~
V -----1
L-+cauaJ

According to Maria - Rosa (1987) the causative lIorpheae 1A

/-a-/ _4 the /-iii>/ is an epenthetic 'Yowel. The alteraati.n

between long and short /-i-/ can be explained in terms of the vowel

lengllhening rule suggesteci before. But Marf'-Rosa(19871152) also argues

that causatives are formed from verbal stems and not adjectivals as

aasuae4 here. But 1: would still argue that the causative suffix is

/-s-/ and that the bases are adject! ves and not verbs. The change

of vowel i~ somecases from le(e)/ to /i(1)1 is due to harmany_

~en the vowel of the b.,se is non-high the epenthetic vowel is non-
10high aa shownin the following examples •

(37) gudda.& + -s- ==='7 gudd-is- 'make big'

furdaa + -5- :. ? furd-1s- 'make fat'

Deeraa + -s- '=/ Deer-es- '.ake tall'

jabaa '-. j ab-ee-e- 'make strong'+ -s- ----r~.

The S\Il'1tacticeffKi:;· of too e!(~~~·8iiJ::;1.ve'IiOrpheme1& that J.t changes

iuUans1.tl't4t1ii i:nto t1'ansJ.t.1yu .tma transitives into causative.. Baye

(1986: 128~ Gays, "'taking the trans1tivized stems as base for •• , the

corresponding causative foru, maybe derived by the same rule

proposed for causativiz1ng bas~ transitive verbs". The process also

increases the nuaber of coapl.aeats of • Yerb. Again, Baye (1986: 129)

says that "the numberof complements that a verb requires progressively

increa.s .a It chang•• froa In~1aaitiv. to transItI'Ye ancI then to

causati ve", His examples are:
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(8) a. biIaan-ni danf-e 'The water boiled'

water -nom boil-pst
v danf-is-eb. tulluu-n l'isaan

Tullu-nom water boil-caus-pst.

'Tullu boiled the water'

c. Tulluu-n fayisaa biX.an danf-is-iise

Tulllu-nom Fayisa w \tIater boil-caus-cous-pass

'Tullu caused Fayisa to boil the water'.

This is consistent with Owens (1985b:26-8) who also says that the

number of I-s-I suffixes coincides with t~2 number of absolutLve

compllements. However, he is wrong in saying that "if the causative

suf f Lx has three absolutive ~iP'swi thin its scope it has the form of

a single - is tt. But the examples below which he ci tes contain three
-5'50

inn-i isi alii mana qarsLdsLse

(He made her show Ali the house'

Another effect of causativization is in the grammatical functio~ of

the arguments of a causative verb. If we observe the examples in

(::'2, a:-:c\le Ibi~aanl which is a sub j ec t in (a) has become a direct oc j ect

(00) in (b) and an indiredt object in (c). As stated in Cwens (1985b:33)

th1s 1s a syntactic Change only, semantically the NP remains with the
s arae roles.

Stative Vel..-b"it~.
Stative verbs are defined as verSs which itdenote qualities or

attrtbut*1ts possessed by the subject of the clause in which they appear"
(r.::.::- ..•a:::~ n.d.:93). In Cromo, such verbs are derived form different
lexical categories.
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They can be derived from adjectivala and nOBinals with the suffix

/-at-/.

(40 )

Base IAffiX! Derived Stative I
d1i••• 'red' ,-.t- i diim-at- 'become red~

I
furda. 'fat' I-at- 1 furd-at- 'become fat"I
hojii 'work' -et- I hojj-et- 'to work' I,

t

Deebuu 'thirst' -ot- I Deeb-ot- 'to becoae
t
t

thirsty'

The fact that the suffix vowel changes with different words may

indicate that the auffix foraing atative verba is the /-t-/ and

that the vowels are epenthetic. Ha~ard (1975:207) argues that

the alternation of the vocalic elements is unexplainable because

the environment is not one which requires spenthesis; and that the

epenthetic vowels in the language are usually front vowels whereas

in these cases other vowels are also found and that the alternation

is in accordance with a final vowel of a nominal or adjectival

base as 1n the following examples.

a. hojed- 'worle', cf. hoji 'worle' ;

b. huba<j- 'care{v), cf. hubi care(n) ;

c. deboc1-. . become thi.raty, cf. ~ebu thirat

But, examples like (41b) and ~~e following do not fit into hi.

analysis.

hirr-at- 'become not full' L 'hirruu 'not full'
mill-at- 'glance(v)t L 'milluu' 'glance(n)'
dubb-at- 'talk(v), dubbii 'tallc(n)I
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But, this may not weaken the argument that the alternation of the

vowels as epenthesis is untenable.

Furthermore, Hayward (1975:208-9) raises the alternation between

I-at/- and I-&OD-I and suggests, on diachronic grounds, that "Relatively

early on the development of Eastern Cushi tic ••• an innovation

affected some dialects in which ~ came to replace earlier ·t in the

Idddle - voice st•• extenaiona-. But fro. synchronic point of view

one may argue, ayleast for Oromo, that /-at-/ is the stative morpheme

and I-D-/ ,- is a first and second person morpheme which appears

following verbal roots ending in /_at_/11• One may say that the

occurrence of /-0_/ is not morphological but phonological, that is,

the occurrence of/.rJ-/ is not motivated by stativ1ty but by the root
12-

final seound. The evidence for this is that /-0-/ does not )aattern

with other stative suffixes like /-a1-/ and /-om-/ as shown in (43).

(43) --tf 1r
,, , , ,

I
,,

I
t

I
I qaan1i 'shame' -al- qaan-a1- 'get ashamed' t

I I
I
I

f

I t -a1-
I

gaDe. tbad' I gaD-aa?- 'become bad' ,
I f, , ,,, fira 'relative' -om- I fir-oom- 'become relative', ,,

I I I,
I I

I g&JlU1a 'wise' -om- I gamn-ooll- 'become wise' II I I

I i I
I
I

I

This .ay 8uggest that there is no l-aDD-/ at all. I-at-I becomes

I-&OD-I in the first and second persons imperative as a result of

assimilation of ItI to 1-8/. That is why we do not have a single

/-0-1 in such environments .wen though Hayward *istakenly transcribes

it u a single /-D-/. The assiailation is analog.us to the other

similar processes as shown belowo
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(44) d Deeraa + -at- + -D- -=====-> Deer-at-D --7
Deer-aDD- 'become tall'

Deeraa + -at- + ~uu :- ~ Deer-at~uu --:.'->=-:»

vv 'to befome 1:411'Deer-accuu

Deeraa + - at- + - ne :===="/ Deer-at-ne ::=:->
Deer-ann-e 'we becoae till'

Stative verba, th_, are deriveQ with the affixes /-at-/ /-a1-/

and /-om-/ by a rule of the type in (45).

(45) v . -----~
£+statJ

(where L-+N-1 standa for adjectivals and noainal.).

There are instances where .tative ver.os are derived from bound forms

a. in (46).

(46) v 'become ripe" Cf• vbilc-aat- ·bilc-

hU~'f-at- 'become thin' c.f ehUU,i--

dull-oom- 'get cold' c;f ·dull-

dur-oom- 'get rich' Vi ·dur-

The rule in (45) may not account for these since their ca~egory

is not obvious. One may, however, use some formal criteria in

order to -categorize the. into noainals and adjectival. aiDce they take

suffixes like /-ina/ and /-uma/.

(47) vbilc - ina 'ripeness'
huuqq-ina 'thinness' •

dull-WI. 'oleiness'
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In this ca.e ine derivation of .tatives i. category -

changing in that L--NJ categories are derived from L-+NJ cateqoJ:les.

With regard to argument structure, there is no difference between

the base and the derivative.

Middle.

So•• of the formative. presented in (2.2.2) have been discussed

as aiddles and reflexives in Baye (1986:135-6). But although stative

I-at-I is homophonouswith the aiddle I-at-/ it is diffeeent. Middle

verbs are identified by their 8U~ject which "performs the action or

participates in the event denoted by the verb expressely for his ow

benefit" (Hayward, 1975: 209) Hence, they are different from the

refl~ve verbs13 only in function, i.e. whereas in the case of

stative verbs the subject of the clause in which they occur undergoes

some change of state with middles the subject participates in the

action of the verb and as a beneficla:~y from the action. Formally

the morphemeis the same /-at-/ as can be shownbelow.14

I f
:-, __ B_••_e ~-Af-f-!X-.-i!---D-~.1:~.f.~ _ •_ . ~ _ ..

Iblt- 'buy' I -at- I bit-at- 'buy for onsioJ.f'

I qab- 'catch' ,-at- I,r, qab-at- 'catch for oo\elf' j
Iha•.••• 'shave' -at- haadd-at-' shave ~elf' !
I

::•.•_D_i_q-__ 'w_as_h__'__•_J _-.at~ j .Dl~~ ._'_W~h..~n_e_a_e_lf_'__ ,J

':he following rule maybe formulated for the formation of such

verb~'

v
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Thi. derivational rule is non-category chahging since it derives

aiddle verbs fro. other verbal base.. Regardlng their Syntactic ~. "-j

properties Baye (19861135-142) says that they "have one more complement

than their corresponding base formsw. It ls also discussed that

though the complement may not be .een at the surface it can be

constructed froa the affix aorpheae. Thi •••••• that a co.ple.ent

like 10fli 'self' which is not observed at the .urface in clauses

with • aiddle verb i. constructed froa the aorpb ••• I-at-I. At

the surface level such a complement is optional.

(50) a. tolaa-n hoola. bit-at-e

Tola-nom sheep buy-bee-pat

'Tola bDught a sheep (for h1msel~'

b. tolaa-n ofii-f hoolaa bit-at-e >~._-_,

'~ola bought a sheep for himself'

Passives

Passive verbs in th~s language are dar~ved from transitive bases
by the addition of the sufflx I-ami.

( 51)

I Base i Mfix r Derived fora r
I

t , t

t ruJcut- 'hit' t --- IruMat-- 'be hit' fI I

, gurgur-am-
, t
t , Ii gurgur- 'sell' , -am- 'be sold' I, \

I
, I f

t
JaUr- I~-ut' I -•.... : mur-Ul- 'be cut' I,, I

ft jibb- ~hate' I -aa- I jibb-8Il- 'be hated',, I • I1 •I ,
\ I,

For this one can formulated the following WFR.
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v ... _'>
L-+passJ

v +

r..:+tranil

L -pass J

It is stated in Baye (1986:184) that every passive form may

not have a transitive counterpart 1n OrOllo. Such clai. 1s .acte by

conaidering verbs like IDeekkam-1 'scold' as passives for they end

1n 1-ara-I • But the 1-aa-I in such verbs 1s par~ of the root. Such

verbs are also transitives, and like any such forms they take the

passive suffix I-u-I to becomeIDeeJckam-am-1 'be scolded' as in

the following.

(53) tolaa-n au~'aa Deeklca.a-e

Tola scolded a child'

vmuc'aa-n Deekkam-am-e

'The child was scolded'

The process of paasivization is non-category changing. The

effect is that transitives become intransitives because of which the

process is considered as intransitivization (Hayward, 1975: 204).

The pt'oces. reduces the Fguaents of the baae as shoWnin (5.>
15above •

Ou-e qimti"a.! po.i.nt ab~ dui-vea verb. in Ol:oao i. that they are

bc'nd and n~ed lnll~tlonal affix~a in or~er to be complete words.

Regard1ng thia Scali.e (1984:52) aay., "in some IMquagu, the
rY\~r.t.e..y~

outputs of someWFR'srequire overt 1nflectionalAbefore they can appear

in surface structure "implying that the level of derived verba is that

of stems just like that of the baaes from which they are derivedo
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..,
This is the process of torming adjectivals from other lexical

categories. Most adjectivala in Oromo seem to be derived as one can

see from their endings which are consistent. The problem is how

to detera1lle the category of the roots to which theae endings are

attached. Let us begin with /-aa{-tuu)/ in the following.

.•. ;-0.

( 55) diia - aa 'red{.~' dii_tuu 'red( fea)'
Q.bared-aa 'handsome' bareed-tuu 'beautiful'

~'ululuq-aa 'shiny{mase) ~'ululuq-tuu 'shiny(fem)f

In the case of /diim-aa(-tuu)/ -'red' it may be possible to regard

the root as inherently adjectival and the affixes as inflectional

designating gender, masculine and feminine respectively. This claim

gets support from the fact that the stative morpheme Jet-/ is added

to this base as in d1im- + -at- -=-- :-, d11.m-at- 'become red', gabaab-

'Short' + -at- ~ 3abaab-~t- 'become short', etc. But, on the

other hand, there are other roots which seem to be verbal since they

take verbal inflections as illustrated below.
f'

vc'ululuq-e 'became shin,'

~'ululuq-t'-e 'she became shiny'

!'ululuq-an 'they becaae shiny' etc •.•
•

Furbhermore, from stative verba like /d1im-at-J •become red' one can

derive the adjectival /di1m-at-aa <-tuu)/ 'reddened' which can be -

seen in such NP's like:

(57) bun a diim-at-aa 'reddened coffee'

not

• buna diim-aa 'red coffee'
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In 80me cases, the bue to which the affix i8 added is the statlve
16aa in (58) •

( 58) 1ulf-aat-aa 'heavy' ef. ·7ulf-aa

gabb-at-aa 'fat'

etc.

Another problea with this suffix is that it is used as derivational

affix in nominal1zationa identifying the gender of the derived nominal

at the same tiae.

Other adjectives are formed with /-ssa/ and /-ttii/ as 1n

the following.

( 59) score-ssa 'r1eh(maae) , soore-ttii 'rieh(fem)'.

ba1e.-ssa 'good (masC> ' ba1ee-tt1i 'good(fem) ,

qabee-ssa 'weal thy( mue) t q abee-ttii 'wealthy( fern),

Here again, it seems that the affixes are both derivational and _

inflectional. Such affixes are also used to derive nominals of

different genders in the same way as in (60).

(60) jaldee- ssa/tt1i 'monkty (rnase/fem),

waraabe-ssa/ttii 'hyena (mase/fem)'

Still other adjectives end in I-eel, /-uu/, /-111 and 1-00/
as shown velow.

(61) gaD-e. 'bad'

Deed-i1

gaar-11 ~,
fag-oo • far'
qat'al-ee '&!ret'
madaq-oo •strnge'

9' b-uu 'dense'
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Even though such endings show consistency of form, it is not

possible to tell to what lexical categories they are attached. The

plausible thing to do is to regard them as s1mple (non-derived)

adjectives.

In general, then, the productive adjectivization process in the

language 1s the addition of /-aa(-tuu)/ which, at the sa.e tt.e, also

marks the geDlier of the derived fora. The formation of derivecl

adjectives aay be captured by the rule in (62).

(62) A
______~ V + Aaf

2.4 So~e Concluding Remarks

2.4.1 Gaps

Selkirk (1982:82) states that the context - free rewriting

rules that show the word structure of a given language can also be

used to encode the gaps. In this subsection we shall briefly point

out the gaps which are observed in the process of derivation.

17Moat of the major lexical categories of the language are used
as

in the process; shown in the following chart.
/

(63) ,-I i

N ,
N ! +

I I
IA • +, ,

A I
I

+ Permiss~le combinations
v p

+ - impermissible combinations

+• I
, ,

• , ,
V + J + + - J:
p - I - - I - ,, , ,
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The chart shows that Adpositionals (p) are not used in the

process of derivation. This seems to be the case in other

languages also (cf - Selkirk, 1982:82). The other major lexical

cate90ries have derivational relations.

The Nature of Derivational Affixation

As we ha.e observed in the preceding presentation Oromo is an

exclusively suffixing language with regard to derivation. This

aay enable us to formulate the following general rule for its

derivational morphology.

( 64) x -------'i y

Such a rule schema, Selkirk (1982:83) argg~) helps to make

"language-particular generalizations concerning X-levels or

types, as well as the simple generalization that there is suffixation

in thi. language". Furthermore, it lDay enable one to conclude that

affixes in this language are always the head of derivationally

complex words since they share the syntactic category feature with
their .other node.

- .•.• '-!--



3. COMPOUNI)DfG

Compounding is the process of forMing new words by combining

different words which may belong to different lexical categories.

According to Bauer (1983:28) "when two (or more) elements which could

potentially be used as stems are combined to form another stem, the

form is said to be a compound". However, it is not the case thet I.~

two words (or steaa) cOllbine to fora a coapound word. Every 1anquage

follows certain rules by which it forms coapounds (Selkirk, 1982:14).

Furthermore, the foraation of compounds differ. in iaportant ways

from the formation of larger forms such as phrases, clauses or
18sentences • In this chapter, we shall describe Oromo lexical

coumpounds and the characteristics which distinguish them from higher

forms.

3.1 The Structure of Ormmo Compounds

In this section, we shall consider the types of compounds

along with the rules by which they are formed. We shall also

indicate the gaps.

3.1.1 The Combinatorial Possibiliti es.

As atated in Bauer (1983:203), ft ••• the normal way of c1asaifying

compounds is the function they play in sentences as nouns ,verbs ,

adjectives, etc.". We shall use this as a criterion for the

c1aaa1fication of Oroao compounds •

.Compound Nouns

In Oromo, compound nouns are prOductively formed by a combination

of different lexical categories.'

3.1.1.1.1 Noun Noun Compounds

Two nouns can combine to forll varioua Ic1nda of cOlllpoundnoWUl.

For example, the noun /?abbaa/ 'father' or /haaDa/ 'mother' can

""'" CUt a f.u: .-\: ~e1llbe·..n compo unds lilt'
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( 1) 1abbaa buddeena 'step father'

father food

haaDa manaa 'wife'

mother house

1abbaa kellaa 'gateman'

~ahter gate

haaDa k1ristinnaa tGodmother'

lIlother chrisdan

A noun referring to a container and another one referring to a thi.ng

contained in it combine to form a locative compound noun.

qodaa bulcoo 'dough container'

meterittldough

/ 1okkotee
pot

bllaan1i/ 'vater-conta1n1ng pot
water

/saanduqa
box

wayyaa/
clothes

'a box of clothes'

Instrumental compounds are formed by combining two nouns of which

the first member is instrumental for the realization of the thing

de81.gnated by the aecond aeaber.

( 3) /Dagaa daakuu/
stone flour

/t'uwwee marqaa/
pot ~ge

/makilnaa hoDDaa/
/Y7tJ..u.,,·ne 5Wt'llj

'millstone'

'porridge-pot'

'sewing-machine'
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Names of certain parts of the body may also be combined with other

nouns to form compounds designating names of disease ••

(4) v.mataa c'absaa
head breaker

'dugda kutaa,..
back cutting

.'garaa c •iniianae '
stomach biting

'headache'

'backache/ pain'

'stollachache'

•..Other compounds may be for~d by coabining nouns referring to

locations where activities take place &xamples are the following_

( 5) IIIana barumsaa
house learning

bakkee waraanaa
field fighting

mana sagadaa
house praying

'school'

'battlefield •

'church/mosque'

Such compounds can be treated as locatives. They also differ from

those in (2) above in that those in (2) refer to instrumental

nominals and these ones refer to locations.

Noun-Adlecti ve eoap0un48

Compound nouns can also be formed by combining noun and
t..CJ.vt~

adjectives_ The process is not pcoductive; we~examples like the

following.

(6) sanbata guddaa
sabath big
auk a gurraa~a
tree black

bokkee
is

·d round

'Sunday' •

'. kind of tree'

, & .ype of plan"" (-,'he .
head is ro ~\ e
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Adpositlon-Noun Compounds

A co~ination of an adpositicn and a noun may result in a

compound noun. In such compounds the nominal element 1s always a
19derived fo.t1l•

•
( 7) gadl

down

dura
front

irra
on

keessa
in

qabaa
huing

taa1aa
sitting

!'118i!!a
sleeping

deebii
returning

'oppress10n'

•chair. an,

'bed'

'revision'

Verb-Noun Compounds

In this pattern, nominals are formed by combining verbals

wlth other nominals.

(8) qotee bulaa 'farmer'
plough live.k~
dafqee bulaa •proletariat •
toll liv~h.~

lootee galtuu 'guerrilla'
lntrude enterer

The co.pounds observed 80 far .ay be captured by the following
WFR.

(9) ----/N
N

N
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Rule (9) states that compoundnouns can be formed by coabining a

noun with another noun or adjective; or an adposition or a verb

followed by a noun.

CompoundAdjective.

Coapoundadj ect! ves are not as product1 ve as compoundnoun••

But we have instances of them forlled by a colllbination of diffe~ent

categorie ••

Noun-NounCompounds

Compoundadjectives ean be formed by collbining two nominus

of which the first is /labbaa/ 'father' or /haaDa/ 'mother' and

the second a nominal designating some attri~utes. Baye (1981:30)

also mentions the existence of such compoundsin Oromo. The follw· i~g

ex_ples can be gi ven.

(10) ?abbaa/haaDa boo?i~aa

father mother crying

?abbaa/haaDa ~uID>ii

talk

?abbaa/haaDa hlrribaa

sleep

'crying'

'talkati ve'

'sleepy'

Another po.sible combination 1s that of two noadnals the seeond

of which is an agent nominal.

'boasting'

'aan-eating'

•careful ,
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In this type of compounding the second member is a modifier of

the first

(12) bifa badii
color useless

'ugly'

garaa qulqulluu •clean-hearted ,
stomacb clean

1ij a j aallaa
eye blind

'blind'

Other silll1lar compounds include those in which the second

constituent i. a derived adjective.

(13) humna qabeessa •strong'
power having

bife toleessa 'good-looking'
coler De-good

1ija jabeessa 'shameless'
eye strong

3.1.1.2.3 Noun-Numer al Compound.

Compound adjectives .an be formed from nouns and numerals.

( 14) 1ija &furii
eye four
qub- lamee
finger two

gur - sadee
ear three

•four-eyed '

'two-fingered '

'three-eared •

Adlective-Noun Co.pounds

XD .ucb coapouDds the ooain&! qualifie. ehe adjective by

showing degree.
-~ ~ ..• - _ .".•.u;
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(15) gurraa!!a !'ilaattii
black characoal

adii
white

1aannan
lUilk

j &baa mule a
atrong wood

'char.oal-black '

'm.11ky-wh!te'

'very strong(strong as wood)'

3.1.1.2.5 Adjective-Adjective Compounds

A combination of two adjectives can fOl'ilaa compoundadjective

in which the second qualifies the first in terms of degree.

( 16) diimaa bareedaa

red pretCy

adii qulqulluu

white ~eatt~

1ajaa1aa tortoraa
stinky rotten

'pretty-red'

'pure-white'

The compoundadjecti ves presented so far follow the rule in (17)

A A

H

According to this rule, compoundadject! ves can be formed in

d.1fferent ways with apparent problem to be raised later.

COlI pound Adpo8it.1onal.

Here we .hall conaider adverba of tu.., and direct.1oD in

relation to pre- and post-positionals. Compoundsof this type are

A()t 'Very COtlimon.'i'he follOWing ar
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a8ii gadi
here down

'towards here'
there here

1a~C"ii 011
there up

'UPWDords'

Such compounds ahow dlrection. The rule that derives them may be

shown as followas

p --:=y p

In the preceding section, the combinatOYlal possibilities

of the lexical categories are shown. Most of the categories are

combinable as shown in the following Chait.

(~l)) q ~N A V P + • where there are
, t

IN: +
,

+ combinations.•
A + + - where there are
v + no combinations.
p +

t _
+t

t•

The chart shows that there art gaps in the combination of

Nouns with verbs and adpositionals; Adjectives with veros and Adpositio~

ala; and Adposit1onals with verbs.

~nen we comp ••e the combin.t~orial possibilities and the gaps

wi th syntactic collocations we observe some parallel between the two.
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The combination is possible for the categories which co-occur

as syntactic phrases and clauses. Thus, even though we do not argue

that lexical compounds are derivatives of phrasal or clausal collo-

cations, following .calise (1984:190), it may be said that lexical

collocations are possible in the formation of compounds between

categories which also hate synt4Ctic collocations in the foraation

of phrases and/or clauses. We also observe from the chart that verbs

do not come •• second members in compounds even with tho •• caiegories

which they form Iyntactic phrases or clauses. The reason for this

may relate to the fact that Orome is • verb-final language and whenever

a verb combines with another category the result is clausal and not

lexical. This may be the reason why there are no coapound verbs in
iDOromo • Mahammed (1989: 160-63) treats as compound verbs forma which

he calls noun + ballees- 'spo1I', if1 _) 'self' + verb, preverb + verb.

But, as we shall see later (3.2.2) such forms are syntactic clauses

and not lexical compound ••

3.2 Different Characteristics Of O~o Compounds

:In this section, we shall see the phonological) morphological,

syntactic and sema~tic characteristics of compounds as lexical
itmes.

3.2.1 phonological Characterisitcs

Certain phonological modifications may take place on the

constituents of a compound. In most cases these modifications

consist of 10•• of segments. For instance, noun. ending in the

glottal stop (7) lose this sound when they are used in compounds.

ObserTe the contrast between the foras in (21) and those 1n (22).
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( 21) a. ?abba? 'father'

birr11 'birr'

hoola? 'sheep'

iJ. 1abbaa buddeenaa 'step father'

b1rr11 waraqataa 'paper aonay'

hoolaa .,11aan1i 'a kind of wild sheep'

This is also true with other categor1ea such .s adjective. enc:l1ng

in Ill.

diima? + bareeda? _ ""7.7 diillaa banteda1 'Pret;ty red'

adil ;aaannan 'milky-, whitt"1

Following the loss of III the vowel preceding it becomes long.

In some cases the vowel Ia! may be lost in stem/word final

position 1n compoundslike the jol~ow1ng:

Ijala + bultiil ~ Ijal bultiil 'eve'

Isanbata + guddaa/ ;:::e-;> Isanbat gudda/ '-'un day'

In compoundsof Noun- NUlleral type, the nwaeral changes

its final vowels.

/gurra + .ad~1/ > gur-sadee 'three ear4kl'

quba + lama _ -:'"/ qub-lamee 'two fingeled'

gaafa + torba __~~ gaaf-torboo 'seven-he~'

! ;' Such canges are also apparent in Noun- Adjecti ve compoundsas in

the following.

(25) mataa + duudaa - ....:..~ mata duudee , a kind of corn'

harka + duwwaa=) harlca duwwee 'bare-handed
...•-:> -~ ...
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In some cases the final vowel of the second member may become long.

?abbaa + seera _ -V 1abbaa seeraa 'lawyer •

qubata + t'iyyaara -='? qubata t'1yyaaraa 'airport'

In some other cases, the lenghhening of the final vowel affects the

first member of the coapounda.

(27) wali + gal tee -::=---:'/ walii galtee •agreement •
•loot. + gal tuu => lootee galtuu 'gt&erill~

qote + bulaa ~ qot.e bulaa 'farmer •-
Except the loss and change of the final vowels as 1n (21) and

(25) respectively, the other characterisitca are of phrasal combinations

too. This makes it diffidult to distinguish lexical compounds from

phrases on phonological grounds. Bloomfield (1933:228) says, "As

to the phonetic pattern, compound words are generally iceated like

phrases".

The other problem with the phonological modifications in Oromo

compounding is that they are predic ~able in no way. It is difficult,

1n most cases, to tell which m~fications take place and where.

This may be ascribed to diachronic facters, however; and it is

possible to argue that those whi.ch exhibit p"onological changes are

those coapound-w which are "strict" as opposed to those which •.e

"loose" in the sense of Scalise (1984: 24-5) quoted from Allen (1975).

According to this dichotomy "Strict" compounds are real compounds

which allow "rules of phonological amalgamation" whereas loose ones

are not regulated by such phonological character1sttcs.

3.2.2. Morphological Characteri1_tics

The first question to answer about the morphology of Oromo
ompounc;,sii

.'
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SOlle compounds are formed from simple words as can be illus-

trated below.

(28) 7abbaa manaa 'husband'

garaa vbisaanii 'water-hearted'
1ija afurii 'four-eyed'

Others may have second mem~ers which are derived forms.

mataa 'headache'

gadi qab-aa '0*e8sion'

gara laafee-ssa •tender-hearted'

Furthermore, as shown in Verb-Noun compound., the verbal conaUtuents

are inflected whereas the nominal constituents are derived.

qot-ee bul-aa 'farmer I

dafq-ee bul-aa 'proletariat'

From .uch structures we see that simple forms (28), derived

forms (29), or inflected forms (30) can be used to form compounds.

This means that compounds and their constitu.nts may belong to the

.ame level and that this level is that of a word since it includes

both inflected and derive4 forms.

But one aay follow Willi ••• (19811263) in arguing that word.

can sometimes be stems since some compounds can be i.put to deriva-

tional morphology as in the following example.

( 31) manaa J + -ummaa J ->
L-?abbaa naan-UJUlaaJ •husbandnes.'
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Another morphological property of compounds is that they

do not allow interrupting elements. For instance, a possessive

pronoun is attached to nouns but not to the first member of a compo~1d.

Thus:

(32) inn-i ofii- ••• jaallata

He-nom self-his love

'He likes himself'

·Of~-saa jaallataa cf. ofi jaallataa 'selfish'

self-his likes-er

'tabbaa manaa-Iee

husband -her

Mahammed (1989:161) des~ibes

Postpositions as lexical compounds. But since such structures.

l.ike otb",e l:J_.;-. - fostposi tion constructions, allow interrupting

elements such as possessive pronouns they are treated here as

phrases. His examples are the following:

if gubbaa' 'on on~elf'
cf

yifi-see gubbaa 'on herself'

'wal bire 'besides each othert

cf

Walii-8.ani~1ra

their
'besides one another'
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One other point about the morphology of compounding is

the appearance of inflectional elements like number morpheme which

appear on the head of a compound as in (34):

?abb-oota biyyaa 'country leaders'

Dag-oota daakuu 'miUstones'

etc.

11This sh~As that Oromo is not regulated by the IS A condtion, ~..

which states that compound is formally and semantically identical

to its right-hand constituents (Scalise, 1984: 92)22. This does

not mean, however, that inflectional elements are always attached

to the first member of the compounds. There are cases when they are

attached to the second member or to the compound as a whole.

(35) dafqee bul-oota •proletariate'

lootee galt-oota 'guerrill •• '

dura taa?-ota 'chairmen'

S*ch forms ahow that inflectional elements are attached to the

head of a compound as stated in Scalise (1984:125).

Syntactic Characteristics

Compounds exhibit a number of syntactic characteriaitca.

As shown above a compound and its constituents belong to certain

syntactic categories. Except verbs all other lexical categories can

be formed by compounding and they can also be imput to the

formation of other compounds. Fu~ermore, all compounds are

derived by word structure rules which are identical to syntactic

structure ruleso
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Another .ynt~t1c property is headedness. Even though the •...

definitions of heads are different for phrases and compounds as

Selkirk (1982:20) says, "(1) the members of compounds are of the

same level as the parent node ••• and (ii) both members of a compound

lIlaybe of the same category as the parent". When ve .xasdne headed-

ness in Oro.o compounds using category features ve see a coaplex

situation. As can be observed from the rule in (9) above the position

of the head is not predic;-t:aole since it is the first in some and

the second in others. If ve see compound adjecl:.ivesalso we s••

that the head is not strictly one on the left or right and in Noun +

Numeral compounds there are no adjectival constituents from which

the head feature percolates to the whole word. Row, then, do we

solVe such problems?

To get out of such problems we may assume that the heads of

compounds are the right-hand members and the defining crit6ria for

this are the syntactic distinctive feature and not the categorial

label alone. This is to say that in the case of compound nouns, for

instance, the right-hand members are L-+N-1 categories and it is

thi.s feature which is ~olated to the parent node to aake it

L-+N-1. This is true also of compound adjectives except those with

Numlerals which may be treated also as adjectives since they occur
231n positions where adjectives occur • They lRay hence be regarded

as having the feature L-+N-1.Thus following Galrlar et al (1981:115),

We may formulate the following Teneral rule for Oromo compounds in
24terms of syntactic headedness •

x -----::., y

This aeans that the right-hand constituent of a given compound 1s

the sJ~tactic head of that compound.
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3.204 Semantic Characterisitcs

Semantically, compounds have single reference. Regarding

this Ba~(1983:143) says that they "have to be associated with

an appropriate denotatua". In this senae, all the co.pounds

considered in this study refer to single units of reference as

can be observed from the meanings given to the examples in (3.1) above.

Another semantic characteris~s is the relation holding between
the head and the non-head members and also to the compound as a whole.

Selkirk (1982:22) says that this relation is of various,types

and hence say be difficult to give a general charact •.ization.

When we consider Oromo compounds in the light of this we find a

variety of semantic relations. For instance, combinations like

sabbata 'girdle' + waagayyo 'God' means 'rainbow'~ The relation

between the two constituents is that of possession, i.e. sebbata

is possessed by waagayyo but the meaning of neither of these

constituents is related to that of the whole compound. Such are

what Ba\l4er(1983: 20) calls "opaque compounds" whose meaning cannot

be predicl.ted from the meaning of any of their constituents. With

some compound nouns the possessive relation is pragmatically derived

from both the constituents. For example, 1abbaa 'father' + ~

'house' gives 'husband'. The speaker, here, knows pragmatically

that the compound means 'head of the household' or 'master of the
house'. Still there~e noun compounds which structur4lly show

genitive relations but their semantic relation 1s different.

Fw: 1natance, Daqaa 'stone' + daakuu 'flour' g1ves 'Ilillstone'

w~ose literal meaning isla stone used for grinding', and gubata

aettl.-ent' + t'1xyaara 'airplane' gives 'airport' which literally
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meana ' a place where a plane lands'. Thus, the former shows

a purposive relation whereas the latter shows a locative relation.

The fact that we have such a variety of se~antic relations, even,

within the same one type of compounds indicates that there is no May

of generalizing the semantic relations holding between the constitu-

ent. of • co.pound. In order to account for such ~.1atU5"'<·Gpe-·_y

try to list the possible relations but Selkirk (1982:23) criticizes

this as futile since it does not ai_ towards generalizationo

One predic table semantic relation between the constituents

of a compound is in Nouns + AdJectives ~d Ad~ectmves + Adjectives

compunds. In such compounds, the non-head constituenti i5 used to

modify the head. This is not unique to Oromo compounds; Botha

(1984:139-40) states, quoting Allen (1978:255), that English Adjective

+ Ad~ective compounds such as grey - green, bitter - sweat; and I-edl

compounds such as tight-fisted, one-handed, etc. have a modfier-

modified aelation. A 1uestion ~o be raised here relates to the

way one distinguishes between phrasal and lexical compounds of the type
where the adjectives modify the nouns, for example. In such cases

meaning may be used as a criterion. vvFor 1nstance, muka gurraacca

'black tree' can be a lexical compound or a noun phrase according

to its reference.

(36) a. muka vvgurraacca 'a kind of treet

muka gurraa~a '. black tree'

'.I.'hus,when it refers to a certain type of tree (as in (36a) it is

a compound and when it sefers to any tree which has a blp colour

(36b) it is a noun phrase. Furhtermore, in forms where a noun follows
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an adjective as in (16) above the noun qualifies the adjective.

Thus t in.!£ll t whi te' + 7 aannan 'mlle t '1aannan shows the degree of

whiteness.

When we treat synthetic compounds, that is in cases where one

of the conaUtuent. is a derived noun or an acljective, the semantic:

relation between the constituents i. like that which holds between a

verb and its arguments in syntactic structure.. Thus, if the sister

constituent of a deverbal noun, for instance, i8 theme in syntactic

configurations, the same relation holds in compounds.

a. mana har-ti 'She cleans a house'

house clean-3fs

b. mana har-tuu 'house cleaner'

house clean-er (3fs)

But there is one problem here which is that of accounting for

the semantic headedness of a compound. That is to say that for a

given constituent to be considered as head of a compound, it "should\-

display the syntactic and semantic characteristics that are expected
25of head. " (Selkirk, 1982: 13) • OrODe compounds do not satisfy

this because although heads are the right-hand members of compounds

from the point of syntax, in some cases the semantic heads are those

on the aeft-hand side. Por instance, Oaga, daakuu 'ailstone' refers

to Dagaa 'stone' whereas daakuu Dagaa refers to daakuu 'flour'

which shows that the semantic heads are the left-hand members.

If we extend this notion of samantic headedness, we have headless

compounds Uke sabbata waag-ayyoo 'rainbow', etc., right-headed

compounds lilee nama naataa 'man-eating', etc. The existence of
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such left-headed compounds contradict. our earlier conclusion that , -

Oromo compounds are right-headed. In oreer to solve such problems

Scalise (1984:93) suggests that the formatives which are not subject
26to generalizations "are stored directly in the dictionary" since

they are lexicalized, i.e. they have developed idiosyncraCy.

In general, since all the compounds we have seen refer to

single units of reference, we may suggest that semantics is the

best criterion for distinguishing lexical compounds fro. phrasal

collocationso



4. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

Oromo is a morpho~g~cally rich language. It ha. a wide range

of word - formation processes. Different types of nominals,

verbals, and adjectivals are formed by the process of derivation.

There are a variety of affixes which are used to derive nominals.

The derived forms can be categorized according to the semantic

features. In some cases, we observe homophonous suffixes in the

formation of nominals like action, result, manner, etc., for example.

The distributions of such nominalizdng suffixes are not predic~~able.

The derivation of verbals is also complex. Causatives,

statives, reflexives and passives are derived. In some cases,

determining the bases from which they are derived is difficult.

Most adjectives of the language are basic and the few derived

ones are formed in the analogy of these basic ones. A detailed
investigation is essential, how€'ve..y •

Compounding is another word-formation process treated. Nominals,

adjectivals and adpositionals are formed by this proce •••

The process has phonological, morphological, syntactic and

semantic Characteristics. Detera1n1ng the head of compounds in

general is difficult; it needs more thorough investigation.
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NOTES

1 See Aronoff (1976:46-7).

2See also ielkirk (1982:bO) for a similar argument.

3This phenomenon is common in the language.

4W1th regard to the 1-1~ before /-l!a I and I-sa! it is possible
to say that 1t 1s an epenthetic vowel. It is 1nserte<l when a base
ends in a non-sonorant consonant and the suffix begins in a consonant.
This epenthetic vowels becomes long following the rule that len~ens
the suffixal vowel while the vowel of the base is short. Such a rule
may be formulated as follows:

(i) vowel insertion rule.
¢ ------~ VIC ----- + CL=sosV (where + C • morpheme boundaryl

(i1) vowel lengbhening rule'

v ---> VV/(e> V (c) + -

L-,ot + ise.J => L-qotiisaJ

SNote chat this morpheme is I-~uu/ whenever there is a root-

final /-at/. ~ut I found the following exceptions to this.
vgoD-c:uu

vbeqot-cuu
'to lIake'
'to rest'

jeD-!uu 'to say'

pt.
gotot - uu to pull'
hoD-uu 'to suck'

hiD-uu 'to tie'
6Note that, once again, I-umaa/ and I-e.atiil are homophones

with result and action nominals.

~ct~ c ts >
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'In this language suffixes th at are used for aarkinq felldnine

are used alao as diminuti~izing suffixes (for the detail see

Gragg, 1976:180).

8A detailed investigation of.a large body of d••a is needed,
-toand across categori •• ,~deal with this problem.

9For the defintion of roots and steas see Bauer (1983:20).

10The causative /-s-/ has a variant /-'t-/ when the last

consonant of the base is an alveolar. Observe the following examples.

gal-.-5- ==-.> v 'cause to enter'gal-c-

gamraad-+-s ===) 9ammad-cis- '~ause to be happy'

naat- + -s -:::::=:) naat-~is- 'cause to ~at'

One may go deeper than this phonetically but this would suffice

for the presento

l~ayward (1975:208) discusses that this phoneme comes with

lsg and wi th the imper ative sg and pl.

12iuch word-final /-at-/ can either be a morpheme or part of

the root. That 1s, it is not only with a stative /-at-/ that this

phoneme (/-0-/> comes in the first and second persons but it comes

whenever the root verb ends in /-at-/.

laat-

'to eat' ;::::::=? rt'aat-D-e 'I ate'

naat-D-u 'you(sg) eat'
'to give' -~laat-O •• 'I gave'

laat-O-u 'you(sg) give'

naat-

etc.

13lJ1.._ th j"~~r. e sub ect of the clause in which they occur

participates in the action such that he acts upon himself or ~~e

.' i s performed, his v litlon and 1.""O~
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!,al jeD-

lip'goD-

kaX jeD-

'keep silent'

'off a ligh t'

'break'

gagam goD- 'snatch'

21Scalise (1984:124) also discusses that there are languages

(Italian for example) which "do not confor. to the "'S An condit1on,

but rather have a large number of compounds in which the head is

left-most element". Selkirk (1982:52) as well gives examples from

English which show that inflections may appear compound-internally

contrar;rto Allen (1978), as quoted in Scalise (1984: 122), who argues

that inflectioni do not appear compound - internally.

22The problem related to headedness in Oromo compounds will

be raised later in the discussion of syntax and semantics of

compounds.

23Phonologically also we have seen above (3.2.1) that they

have the same characteriitics.

24This conclusion matches with headedness in derived words.

But it is not without a problem of its own as we will see in the

next section (3.2.4).

25Note that the ISlA condition also requires the fulfillment

of these two characteristics (see Scalise, 1984: 92).

26ThiS, however, is a tentative solution; and the matter

needs a much thorough investigation.
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14Hayward (1975:211) suggests that sin~ the forms with the auto-

benefactive (a-b) sense are more productive than the reflexives,

the autobenefactive label is better given. This way will be followed

in this paper.

15See also Baye (1986: 134-5).

16Note that Owens (1985a : 242-3) mistakenly gives /gabb-aa/

'fat' as a well -formed word. Furhtermore, a well-formed /gudd-at-aa/

'growing' derived from /gudd-at-/ 'get big' is given in this work as

ill-formed.

17Baye (1986) identifiea four major (Nouns, Adjectives, verbs,

Adpositions) and two minor (~pecifiers and Numerals) lexical categories

in Oromo.

18There are some approaches in ~,e lexicalist tradition which

argue for the interaction of lexical and syntactic components in ~~e

formation of compound words (see Pullelblank (1988) and Kageyama

(1982). But we do not go into the detail of such arguments.

19These may be good examples of synthetic compounds in the

language since they are parallel to Adposition + verb syntactic

collocations.

20 One may regard as compounds forms with /jeD-/ 'say' and /goO-/

'make'. But since the first members of such forms are words of

onoma--topoeic nature we cannot categorize them into any of the

lexial cat~ories of the language. Thus, they are left out from

the present discussion. The following are some exampleso
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