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Abstract 

The objcClive of the studv is to examine the nature and function of non -subject 

agreement elements in structures of RCs that contain transiti ve. intransiti ve. and 

passive verbs and show the derivation of such clauses. \Vorks of some scholars and 

other theoretical literatures related to the study have been reviewed . Data have been 

ma inl y introspective. Some data taken from ex isting literatures and from native 

in[<lrmants have also been used . These data have heen described in the ['ramc\vork of 

MP. 

Accord ing to the study. the non -subject agreement elements which were termed as 

AgrO (o r Type A agreement elements) are OMs that mark pro or NPs that arc DOs 

and DCOs in transitives and passives. but only DCOs in intransitive verbs. Thev arc 

not DMs nor FMs. This is supported by the fact that they appear preced ing OMs and 

FMs. However. they refer only to definite NPs and usually denote contrasti ve topics. 

Agrpp (or Type B agreement clement) is composed of the semantic role assigners 

(appl icatives) /- 11 -/ or / -bb-/ and OMs. / -11 -/ renders benefactive and recipie nt. 

whereas /- bb-/ licenses semant ic roles like malfactive. instrumental. locative. source. 

and manner. These elements somet imes become null. The OMs [(li lowing these 

elements mark lOs (except when used in intransiti ves) or obl ique objec ts. It is these 

OMs that show agreement. 

Res originate in the complement position o f N and always move to the spec of DP. 

DOs or DeOs are base generated in the complement pos ition of V and the verb 

renders acc case to them. lOs are in the spec of VP. /- 11 -/ and / -hb-/ head a thematic 

o r expletive projection just above :rp. The former introduces a new DP (or PP) in its 

spec. whereas the later assigns sema ntic role to lOs and trigge r movement of lOs to its 

spec. /- IJ./ and /- hb-/ alwa\'S trigger the verb to move ur and adjoin them . 1)0, PP. 

Aspf'. and vP may later mo ve to the spec of TopP or l:ocP. 

IX 



Chapter one 

Introduction 

1.1 Background of the Study 

There is '-I relationship hCI \\'cc n l OnS\ illlClllS in J senlence. This rn<.\\ " be a modificr-

modified relationship, a possessor-possessed relationship, etc. (Van Valin 2001:4). 

Agreemelll is also one of such kinds of relationships (Adger 2003 :3). Radford 

(1997:492) states thar we say t\\·o words or expressions are in agreement relation if 

they' have the same value ror certain [Cature(s). 'fhis includes gender, number, person, 

etc. Adger (200:'):24-41) considers these morphosyntactic features and c laims that they 

Illust only rerer to syntactic re lations. nOl semantic ones. However, this is rejected by 

Corbell (2006: 1-4) who claims that agreemelll is a maller or, not only sylllax, but also 

of morph()logy, sCilla n Lics, \cxic()\ogy , and prJgmat ics. I 

Agreemelll relmiolls Illay hold between words of differenL lexical categor ies. One 

such relation is between verbs and nouns. There arc two kinds of verb-noun phrase 

agreements. A verb agrees with its subject and object and may show subject 

agreelllelll elemellls (AgrS) and or object agreemenL elements (AgrO) (Chomsky 1995: 

147). 

Amharic has direct. (DO ) and indirect object (10) agreemellls or non -subject 

agreeillents (Cirma 20eB: 4). In relative cl;]uses (RCs). for instance, verbs agree in 

gl·llllt-r . I",rsoll. Clnd Ilumher \\I th the head noun (1I :"oJ) or the clause . There IS an 

ohJect suffix rronoun Oil the \crh (direct ami indirect ) (CirlllJ 1001: 101 , Ha ve 

2008:375). It is also strongly claimed by Baye (2008: 135) that such agreements exist 

between trans itive verbs and objects. Intransitive verbs do not show such affixes. This 

--------------------



is because. as Adger (2003:80) explai ns. such ve rbs have only one 8 - role (theta role). 

such as agent. lO assign. Though Ch omsky (1995:147) assumes that non -transitives 

may show object agreeme nt. he does not take the issue further and dete rmine the 

naLU re of such ,affixes. Passives. with the exception or some languages like French. do 

nO I assign accusative (acc) case to their object and they do not ha ve a thematic rol e 

I"l' subject. Insteau . the object 0[' a transit ive verb becomes subjeci and shows 

nominat ive case (;\uger 20(J:l:229 -232). Saeeu (1997:159) further savs that in a I\ 'pical 

P,-ISS1\"C constructioll "the :\gelll is demoted ["rom suhjL'Cl posilion, a non - ·\ gcn t role is 

pro moted to subject. and th e ve rb shows a distinct form which agrees with the 

promoted subject", The Amharic case is not different ; J3aye (2008:340) states that we 

know the subject 0[' a passive clause by its position (the subject pos ition) aod by its 

affix on the verb w hich comes next to the verb stem. Thus. the re is beli e f' among 

scholars that intransitive and pass ive verbs do not show object agreement. 

I lowever. Amharic shows a str iki ng f'cature that seems to contrauictthe above claims. 

Conside r the following: 

va - nabba r - u - 1 

prg - come -3p1S comp - aux:pst -3p1S - 'I 

'The childre n w ho were coming' 

(b) ya - imm' - iti3 - k 'a llid - accaw 

comp - cnt - 3fsS - joke: im pf 'I 

'The jokes that she used to joke' 

(c) Ii - Y' - heu va - nabbar - a - w 

Pros -3msS - go comp - au x: pst - :lmsS - 'I 

'The journe), he was about to go' 

. , illllll r is glossed <1 :-. "( Ill " ((() tl l l ~L' 1l1 a:-.pecl) h~ Ha ~ L' (fonlH.: lltlllng.: (1 7) 
: ,' li-/ (an also be rcad as '2msS'. 

lij 'OCC 

c hild - pi 

k'ald - OCC 

joke - pi 

mangau 

Journey 

2 



(d) y~ - ta - k'at't'al - ku - t/ nn saw 

comp - pus burn:pf - I s - ., man 

'The man \\ "htl is hurned ' 

\Vhat I- wi , I-t/ , I- nn/ , and I- accawl are referring to is not clear. I-wi resembles the 

def'inite marker (OM) and the object murker (OM) (3 msO) in rorm. Consider the 

following: 

2. yonas annassa - w - n 

J lion - de f - acc 

gadda l - a - Wi 

ki ll :pr - 3msS - 3msO 

'Jonas killed the lion (emphas is on the lion)' 

Girma (200366) 

- l!, /- 111'1/, Jnd ! -JCCaW '- Jrc lormJlly similar to the OMs :lmsO. IsO , and :lpIO , 

respectively, as the following data taken from Mullen (1986:79) illustrate'-

O -set l3 -set L-set 

Iso - ilii*6 - bb- il1n - ll -inii 

2mso - h* - bb- ih - II - ih 

2fso - J * - bb- iJ - lI -iJ 

2ho - wo (-wot) - bb- iwo - II-iwo 

:lmso V\'*: - l bn-ih - II -at 

3fso - at - nn-at - II -a t 

3ho - actaw - bn-accaw - II -accaw 

I plo n::: hh-in - 11 - i n 

2plo - 8c{:ihu - bb -a((: ihu - lI-aU'ihu 

:.lplo - ~(c::aw - bb-accd w - II-accow 

~ The phonet ic tr<1IlscriptiollS and morphemic parsing wilh pa~e numbers for some illustrative e'\<1 lllplcs 
throligholll1his pClper are mine. 

~ Object tlrti.xcs are considered as pronoill inal object clilies. 
I, The v(lwel" C/ ' ;l1ld 'j senT as connl'cting vowcl s w hen 1 he slarred (*) 0 elil ics occur aflcr <l 

consonant 

, 
J 



There is also a n assumption that some non -subj ect e lements might be focus markers 

(FMs) . This is cla imed by Girma (2001 , 2003), (see review of previous works below). 

3. ya - ta - ba r relr - ku - t 

comp - pas - fi re: pf - IsS - foc 

.. that [ was ['ired' (2001 :197) 

Th is puts the w hole object paradigm into question. Thi s study is an attempt to 

investigate the nature and functio n of Amharic non -subject agreement elements in 

transitive , i mransi tive, and passi ve clauses. 

l.2 Statement ofthe problem 

It is shown th at non-subject agreement affixes in Am haric intransitive and passIve 

clauses resemble DMs, OiVls, and Jo'iVl s. There is no linguistic work that main ly focuses 

on such object- like agreement affixes found in Amha ric intransi ti ve and pass ive 

clauses. The present research is about t he nature or non -subject agreements as a 

whole in st ructures of RCs where their rdere nce is easier to see. Though there are 

differem kinds of RCs recogni zed in the literature, this research focuses onl y on 

regular Res. 

l.3 Objectives ofthe study 

The main objective of the study is to describe the non -subject agree ments in Amharic 

RC:s . 

Specific objectives 

The specifiC objec t ives arc: 

I. 10 examine lhl' nun subject eleme nls bOlh in transili ve, intransilive, and 

passive RCs and determine their funct ions. 

7 See review orpreviolls works page 9 and chapler 3. page 57. for disc li ss ion. 
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2. To shDw rhe (icri":llions "fsuch clauses . 

1.4 Review of previous works 

There are a great num ber of li nguistic wo rks on Amharic compared to othe r 

Ethiopian languages. However, on ly those re lated to the research w ill be reviewed. 

To hegin with . non~subj ec r agreement clements have been d iscussed by di ffe rent 

scholars d ifferemly. Starling from terminology, such elements have been termed as 

"objeCl pronomina l suffi xes" (d irec t object pronominal suffi xes and preposi tional 

p rDnDminal suiIixes)" b,' Cerarchew ( 1971. 1972): "set 0, set B, and se t I," (the la Lter 

two arc ca ll ed prcpositional ohject pronouns) by Mullen (1986) as shown above; and 

" n on~subj ect agreement elements" by Girma Awgichew (2003 , 2006) who argues that 

such elements arc not restri cted to marking objects. 

Besides, Mullen (1 986) and Girma I~Ia l efom (1994) trea t them as c1i tics. Mullen (1 986) 

discusses about what she ca ll s "pronominal object c1 itics" . She lists the differences 

between agreement affi xes and ci it ics and cons ide rs only the su bject markers as 

agreement affixes. Clitics arc assigned a refe renti al index in syntactic structures and 

mJ" recei, 'c case and G - ro le. C.irm a II. (1 994) also says that affixes associated wi th 

objects are Clitics. I~l e believes that they a re base -generated in the complement 

position of V. However, Girma A. (20m, 2006) and Baye (2004) argue aga inst the 

clai m that objec t affixes are c1itics. For example, Baye (2004) says that the object 

affixes vio late some of the characteristics of c1i t ics and hence they are more of 

agreement affixes than c1i tics" 

S I foulld thi s ;lrglll1l~1l1 CUIl\ illcing <Ind. !IHJ~. fullow il in th is paper. 
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Mullen (1986) deals with the role of pronominal c1itics in Amharic Res and believes 

that their role is to create a link bet\\Ten the rclatis'izcd "lP and the llN and also to 

show the grammatical function of the HN within the clause. Set-B prepositional 

object clitics or prepositional suffix pronouns identify locati ve, instrumental, and 

111,11 1,1,1 1\ l' I ll's. \\ hile SCI I . iclcllli[\' goal ,,,"l hcnddCl ise I)]'s. Cirmd .\. (2006) savs 

Ihdl :\grO (ohjcci agreemem clement) marks both 1)0s and lOs . .'\grpp (prepositional 

phrase agreement element) is of two types: one has a preposition like element -11 -

with phi-features (e.g. II-at) and the other type takes -bb- with phi -features (e.g hh­

at)9 -11- and -hb- themselves are considered as case agreement features because it is 

the ahsenee or presence of these elements that brings about semantic differences. 

Unlike AgrO, which can also mark a dative object, Agrpp denotes a newly introduced 

applied argument. 

]las'c (200R , ['o rlhcoillillg) dlso Jedls with these i ll -ilti dnd Ibb-rltl elemems, He says 

that these elements refer to prepositional phrases, The first elements I-II-I and I-bb-I 

refer to a prepositional head, 1- 1I -1 is used only for a benefactive semantic reading, 

while I- bb-I is used for all semantic functions, except the benefactive. Elements like 1-

atl are prepositional object agreement suffixes which refer to the complement of the 

preposition head. Besides, he states that the malfactive phrase which is identified by 

the I- bb-I element is usuall y null, but if it is overt, it becomes the topic ofa clause, 

Non-subject agreement elements are optional. This fact is noted by Getatchew ( 1971 , 

1972), ]ldS'e (2004), .Inc! Cirilla .'\. (2006) Cirilla 1\. (2006) says that , except in verb-to­

have and impersonal verb constructions, ,'\grO and Agrpp are optional. 

<) Girilla used a single /- 1-1. but I believe there is gem il1<ltion . 



\\;e also find some facts about the form o f agreement affixes. '1'0 mention some, the 

third person honorific object marker is similar in form to the third person plura l 

object suffix / - aceaw / , w hile the second person honorific object marker is a di stinct 

form / -wo/ (M ullen 1986:79). In this respect, as Kapeliuk (1991 :495) states , Amharic is 

one of the modern Ethi o-semitic languages (t he on ly Semiti c languages) wh ic h 

exp ress this pragmatic effect by using linguistic means (i.e. morphology). Baye (2004) 

says that the 3msO marker / -t/ is a variant of / -u/ found in stems that end in back 

vowels. Mullen (1986) also states that 3msO becomes I- w/ after a non -round vowels 

<Jnt! /- t ' [(lliowing a round vowel'"' -t is not prese nt in possessi ve construction, but 

appears in prepositional suffix pronouns as in /-bb-at/, in vio lat ion of the above 

phonological constraints. She suggests that maybe its origin goes back to the classical 

Ethiop ic pronoun or maybe the lexicon speci fies the object cli tic to attach to a C 

(consonant) slot in case of prepositional suffix pronouns". However, Getatchew 

(197 1) simply states that /-;,t/ in /- bb-;,t/ and /- II -;,t/ is just a variant of -( i)w (3msO). 

l3aye (2004) aga in says that affi xes like [accaw1 can be split into / aI'J: ) , /- cl-/, and /- u/ , 

the h istorical nominal plural, the third person , and plural markers, respectivel y. /- u/ 

is <J number marker [elr non-first persons (it becomes I -w / after a vowel as in acc -a -u 

[accaw] (3pl)). Getatchew (197 1) further notes the confusion of differenti ating the 

direct objec t pronominal su ffi xes from the prepositional pronominal suffixes because 

of the de letion of the prepos ition (i.e. /- b'b -/ or /- 11 -1) in the verb. In the fo ll owing 

structure, /- bb-at/ is reduced to /-atl. 

4. leba - u rw] almaz - in giJn7.iJb sarrak' -a at 

thief" - def .-'\. - acc money steal:pf - 3msS - 3r.sO 

'The thief sto le money (from) Al maz' (p 1(4) 

I·' 0 ' Jtlcl II ;lrt: h{l!h h:u.:k ;llld rOlllHI \0\\ \,,'1.:; ill thl.'lan!.!u'l!.!l' . 
II See chapter three . page ~16 --t7. ror discuss ion. 
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These agreement elements, other than showing agreement between a noun phrase 

(NP) and a verb , are also believed to possess additional functions. For instance, 

Getatchew (1971 ) tries to show thal such clements (including subjec t afTixes) arc 

associated with topic '\1' or a sentence. This may mean that the subject is ,,1\\"<1l's 

topic, si nce subject affixes are always present, unlike objec t affixes which are optiona l. 

He notes this and says that the problem is solved by the word order, i.e. the non -

topical ized subj ec t gets demoted to the second or third order positions (the ir 

unmarked o rder is SU-DO-IO) and the topicalized DOs and lOs are placed berore the 

Geta tch ew ( 1971) states that any topic has to be definite and these agreement 

elemems may lead to a defi ni te reading. Mu llen (1986) also claims that the 

pronominal ciitics additionall y possess [1 deriniteJ f"cature and prohibit the oven 

rea lization of the definite article. 

On the other hand , Girma A. (2003, 2006) says that non-subject agreement elemen ts 

are sometimes encoded with focus -like features in that they are used to render object 

NPs a focus readi ng. When an object is reali zed phonetically in regula r verb 

constructions, they show the pragmatic function of comrastive focusiJ. The 

movement of· this focused object to the focus position in symax is coven, smce no 

word order difference is observed between sentences which have focused and non -

focused I\JPs. !-I owever. it is difficult to say that .'\grO and /\grpp arc contrastive focus 

markers , since this interpretat ion is absent in some construct ions li ke possessives. I-Ie 

fina ll y proposes that the object agreement elements are not realizations o f AgrOp (a 

functional projection which is responsible for structural acc case assignment of DOs) 

11 See the di scllss ion in cha pter 3. page 83 . 
P Thi s is (ll so cieRI! \\'illl ill chapter .1. pa~l' (l.:' - (l6 ilnd cll<lpl er -I. p"g~ 8~. 



and cannot be invoked for heading a focus projection. He just shows that they are 

more than simple agreement e lements. 

The occurrence 01" non-subjecl agreement markers or non -subjecl agreement -like 

e lemel1ls in intrans itive and pass ive clauses is also noted by Hailu (1972). Mullen 

(1986), ond Girma II. (200 1). ll ailu (1972) considers lhe non-subjecl elemcm I- II in 

the following imransilive clause as a J)M. 

5. [hed - eJw 

go:pf - 3plS 

yeJ - neJbbar - u - t ] lij - ace la - mallas - u 

camp - aux: pst - 3plS - def boy - pI md - return - 3plS 

'The children w ho had gone retu rned ' (p 499) 

/- t/ is aga in considered as an objecl affi x thaI refers to a de leted compl emem of a 

prepositional phrase in cleft sel1lences like the following''. 

6. ri nneJ - iss -u yo - hed - u - tl ba - faras no -eJ - w 

assn - head - 3ms comp - go:pl" - 3plS - 3msO by - horse be - :lmsS - 3msO 

' 11 is by a horse thol they went' (p 503) 

Mullen (1986) also states that these agreement markers (or clilics) lake case fealure 

from transitive ve rbs , but are not themselves "spell -outs" of a case feature . 'fhar is 

why they are found in intransiti ve verbs which have no case feature to be spe ll ed-oul. 

Gi rma A. (200 1) further speculates that the non -subject affix / -t/ in rhe fo llowing 

passive st ru clure maybe a I'M. 

7. (a) yo - la - ba rrar - ku - I ... 

comp - pas - fi re:pf" - 1 sS - foe 

· ... lha l I was fi red ... · (pI97) 

I~ See chapter 3. page 53-54. lor an al lern<ltivt: arguillen t 011 thi s. 
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Regarding the object NPs referred to by the agreement elements, Weldu (2004) argues 

that there is correlation between definiteness and object marking because it is only 

when an object is definite that an object affix appears on a verb . Similarly. l3aye 

(2004) says that the function of non~subject agreements is just to identify [., definite ] 

object arguments. Getatchew (197 1) even states that objects must be, not only 

definite, but also limited, specific, and concrete in order to take the agreement affixes. 

However, Kape lliuk (1994) defines a relative verb as a nominal form (because it takes 

the definite article. the acc marker, and the elements I~ II ~I and I~ bb ~ (or 

"prepositions" in her terminology) and argues that a relative verb with an object suFfix 

pronouns (both direct and prepositional) may be considered indefinite, unless it 

carries the acc marker I~ n/. Cirma 1\. (2006) shares this idea, since he claims that the 

defin iteness of the object and the presence of the acc case marke r I- nl (though not for 

all constructions, since it is absent in verb~to~have constructions and optiona l in 

impersonal constructions) are the necessary conditions for the appearance of AgrO". 

This correlation of OMs with acc case of objects is rejected by Baye (2006) l3aye 

(2006) says that agreement affixes do not specify the case type of an argument of a 

predicate. 

Ta lking about objects, we lind I-Iailu (1972) dealing with constructions like the 

fol lowing. 

8. leba - oce - u ya ~ mulu ~ n dabtar ~ oec k'amm - u ~ at 

th ief - pi ~ def poss - M. - acc note~book ~ pi rob:pf' - :lpiS - :lfsO 

'The thieves robbed Mulu of her note~ book" (p 115) 

Hailu calls "Mulu" a pseudo ~object and claims that the object suffix I~at! does not 

refer to it, since it is just the possessor of Idabtar - oCc/. However, I~ atl refers to some 

15 See chapter 3. page 62-63. for all argument on th is. 
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other non-direct object phrase, "Mulu", which is coreferential with the head of the 

possessive phrase "ya - mulu" but which has been deleted. The ambiguity is that 

"mulu" is both the possessor or iuiJbtilr - ocel and the one robbed by the thic\·cs. It 

seems the sen tence had the following structure before the non-direct object phrase is 

deleted. 

9. leba - oee - u mulu - n yiJ · mulu - n deJlniJr - oee k'iJmm - u - at 

thief - pi - der M. - ace poss - M. - aee note -book - pi rob:pf - 31'S - 3fsO 

'The thieves robbed Mulu of her note-book" 

v.,re also find woks on the DM. Mullen (1986) says that it takes the form I- wi for 3ms, 

/-ul for 3ms and plural, I-wa/ for 3fs (I- itul in some dialects). It is realized as I- ti after 

[+ round] vowels. Kapelliuk (1994) considers I-ul as the unmarked definite art icle. It 

changes to I-wi after non-back vowels and relative verbs, and to I-tl after relative 

verbs which have the verba l end ings I-u/ , 1-0/, or I- ilwl. l'or feminine gender, she 

Further reeogni,.es I- il"ua I. Ilayc (1996, f(Jrlheoming) says that there is the suffix I- ul 

for masculine and a following I- al for feminine. It is realized as I- tl after back vowels. 

If a noun is modified by two or more adjectives or Res, the definite art icle may 

appear more than once. This is noted by Mullen (1986) and Baye (forthcoming). Baye 

(forthcoming) asserts that it occurs with both the verbal head of the clause and the 

first non-relative modifier. However, Mullen (1986) argues that its position is 

determined by the content 0 [" the NP, no phrase structure rul e is invo lved in the 

derivation 16 

16 See chapter 4, page 72. for the derivat ion of double OM s. 
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Dikken (2006), on his pan, claims that the morphological definiteness markers are 

inflectional suffix morphemes that originate, not in 0, but on their host word and 

check their features against an abstract D-head spec ified for the feature [DEF]. 

The OM and the third person genitive possessive suffix are phonetically identical. 

This is discussed by Mu llen (1986) and Baye (1996, 20(4) . They say that we can 

identify them easily since only the DM appears on modifiers, while the possessive one 

is always attached to the HN. Baye (forthcoming) also says that the other feature of D 

is that it does not norma ll y occur with other markers of definite reference like 

demonstratives and pronouns, unless there is a modifier and the definite suffix , -ui is 

attached to il. 

The function of the definite article, Kapelliuk (1994) states, is to give a definite and 

focus reading to nominals, to let adjectives function as nouns, to help speakers add 

precision to their statements, to help a word displace easily within a sentence, and to 

give a "one ... another" interpretation. However, Baye (1996) makes a critic on her 

work in that she cons iders different morphemes as DMs just because they are 

identical, realized as I- u/. The form I- ul is not only restricted to denoting defini teness 

and possession, but also functions as pronominal (one :lms), partitive (which refers to 

one or more of the members of a definite class of entities), and FM. 

The FM I-u/ , unlike the definite, the possessive, and the partitive, does not change its 

form for agreement and can be found with pronouns, contrary to the DM. The 

pronominal I-u/ can co-occur with the DM I-u/ in headless Res and, unlike when it 

occurs in simple NPs, it shows no agreement with the I-IN as in the following . 

12 



10. [t ina nt ya . mat't' - u -t (-u) ] 

yesterday comp-come-perf -3p1S -del' (-one) 

inna- man na -a -accaw 

asso - w h o be - 3msS - 3plO 

'Who are the one(s) that came yesterday?' (pS8) 

We have alread y met a I:M / -u. abo ve. Ila ye ( 1996) and Girma /\. (2006 ) al so gi ve 

another I'M I- innl or I-n/as in 

11. (a) yih - inn - in 

this - foc - ace 

'THIS' (J3aye 1996:71) 

(b) yih - n - n 

this - acc - foc 

'This particular one (not the other one)' (Cirma A. 2006:247) 

Baye (forthcoming) further lists some I'Ms such as I-ai , I-ikko/ , I-ss/ , and I-wa/. For 

example , I-ikkol occurs with any of the lexical categories of the language. 

Furthermore, I'Ms are believed to be complementary with diminutive features and 

generally occur as the right most inf1ectional element of a head. It is important to 

note that in their recent work, C irma A. and Meyer (2007:26, 3 1) treat I-ssl as a 

contrastive topic marker, but add another contrastive I'M I-mm/. 

As far as RC is concerned , a much earlier work is I-Iailu (1972 ) who makes a number 

of claims regarding the derivation of Amharic Res. I-Ie believes that relativization is a 

kind of nominalization and rejects the idea that the particle Iya-I is a relative pronoun 

(but a relative marker (rm)) claiming that Amharic genitive phrases originate from 

RCs. I-Ie treats the "ya -clause" in subject pos ition in cleft sentences , like the 

following, as RC w ith an unspecified element as its head. 
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12. [dina ya - matt - an - aw J almaz - n na - a - w 

we camp - hit :pf - IplS - 3msO A. - acc be - 3msS -3msO 

'It is Almaz that we hit' (pS02) 

Mullen (1986) claims that the relativized verb cannot be taken as a non -,'erbal 

category and in the process of' the derivation, it moves to comp because of' the 

complementizer or relational marker /ya -I. However, this movement is not a 

requirement of pronominal clitics. 

Girma H. (1994) argues that RCs , like adjective phrases (APs) and genitive nouns, are 

base-generated in the spec of NPs. Contrary to this, Girma A. (200 1) claims that 

Amharic N-final RCs are complements of a HN which move to the functional Agr 

category (AgrdP) to check the definiteness feature. 

Ouhalla (2004) argues that Amharic RC is N-final and a OP which occupies the 

genitive posi tion of a I-IN. Correspondingly, the prefix /ya-/ is treated as a genitive 

case marker. He claims that the definite article attached to the relative verb is the 

head of the RC to its left rather than the head of' the outer OP which the RC modifies. 

Dikken (2006) criticizes this argument and says that Amharic RCs are 

complementizer phrases (CPs) which are base-generated at the right of the head NP 

(as predicates) and raise to an A -specifier position, via predicate inversion. And the 

linker /ya -/ is just the bi-product of the app lication of predicate inve rsion , not a 

genitive case marker. He argues, referring to Chomsky (1986), that a RC is not an 

argument and thus ineligible for structural case assignment. flaye (forthcoming) also 

believes that a RC is a CP and sta tes that when there is an overt I), the CP moves to 

the spec of]) 
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Apart from this argument about the derivation of RCs, Mullen (1986), Kapclliuk 

(1994), and Ouhalla (2004) agree that when a relative verb is a compound one, the 

object suffix attaches to the main verb, whereas the definite article follows the 

auxiliary. Mullen (1986), for example, says that the morpheme /-u (w)/ in the 

following sentence, is a DM, nO[ an affixal pronoun. 

13. li5 - u 

boy -def 

godl - 0 - t yo - nobbor - 0 - w 

kill:impf - 3msS - 3msO comp - aux:pst - 3msS - def 

ibab 

snake 

'The snake that the boy had killed' (p383) 

Furthermore , Kapelliuk (1994) states that in relative verbs which themselves (or the 

suffix pronouns attached to them) mark a feminine gender, the fem inine definite 

article is mostly replaced by its unmarked counterpart, i.e. /- ul. 

Let us now see works on agreement. Baye (2004) presents the facts of verbal and 

nominal agreements, the different agreement affixes, and their hierarchical order. 

Under verbal agreement, the two gerund types - verbal and nominal - are discussed. 

One of their differences is that it is only the verbal gerund that maintains overt 

agreement relation with its definite object as is shown below. 

14. (a) kasa 

k. 

(b) kasa 

k. 

me - n ma - sdab - u ta - awk' - 0 nabbar 

I - acc ing - insult - 3msgcn pas - know - 3msO aux:pst 

'Kasa's insulting of me had been/was known' 

lIle - n sodb - 0 - nn - al 

1- acc insult:impf - 3msgen - IsO - aux:prs 

'Kasa has insu lted me' (p323-324) 

Regarding the hierarchy of the functional categories, he believes that AgrOp (object 

agreement phrase) dominates AgrSp (subject agreement phrase) which is against the 
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universal claim that AgrSp is higher than AgrOp. The ordering of the different verbal 

agreement affixes also contradicts the mirror principle (which states that 

"morphological derivation reflects syntactic derivation (and vice versa)" (Damonte 

2007:337). Amharic is an S-O -\' language, but the ordering of affixes is V -S-O. And in 

the derivation , the economy principle seems to fail, since an object DP skips two spec 

positions (spec of VI' and AgrSp) while moving to the spec of AgrO [c)r feature 

checking. He then suggests that the econom y principle may not be violated if there is 

no feature to be checked from the skipped categories. Besides, DP and CP are 

different in only tense which is found in the latter. He finally urges the need to adopt 

a sp lit Agr-system to handle agreement relations and problems. Baye (forthcoming), 

Citing Shlonsky (1997) , shows how agreement sp lits into person, number, and gender 

in Semitic languages. Person, number, gender, and definiteness are categorized as core 

nominal features, whereas focus and other features are grouped under peripheral or 

secondary features. 

Baye (2006) says that since agreement is a [cHmal (not a semantic) requirement of 

verbs, it can be dispensed with from verbs, not DPs. 

We also find works specially on auxil iary verbs. Baye (2006) states that auxiliaries are 

functional elements. They show inflections for person, gender, and number (person 

being obligatory and followed by gender or number). These agreement features 

interact with aspect, tense, and modal. The auxiliary Ina-I is assumed to take an 

invariable 3msO marker I-ul which refers to a "null pleonastic" subject. 

Getatchew (1972) tries to investigate wh y this problematic auxil iary (copula) takes 

object pronominal suffixes that refer to subjects like the I-wi below. 
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15 . ISS - U na - w 

head - :Jms be - 3msO 

'It is him ' (p I40) 

The result shows that the copula is a kind of impersonal transitive verb like the 

following. 

16. barreJd - a -at 

made-cold - 3msS- 3fsO 

'She felt cold' 

Such kinds of verbs have an invariable subject referred to by I- al ':JmsS', but which is 

not morphologically reali/.ed . It is rather the object which is 'promoted' . The copula 

has the bare form In-I and becomes Inal when it is tensed (perfective). The 3msS I-al 

is affixed after this stem. Thus, the sufftx I-wi above does not refer to the subject, but 

the object. The subject NP is abstract (dummy) which has no morphological 

realization . 

Finally, Zelealem (2007) deals with dialectal variations in Amharic. He discusses the 

peculiar phonological, morphological, and lexical features. Regarding morphology, he 

says that the relative marker is realized as imm - in GM (Gojjam), GR (Gondar), and 

WO (Wollo)". The benefacti ve marker 1-11 -1 may not appear in GM and GR just as the 

malfactive marker I- bb-I is in AA (Addis Ababa) and SA (Shoa). And more 

importantly, he states that words like the fo llowing are common in GR, and 1- hul 

' IsS' and 1- eJii iil ' IsO' are double person markers ( may be because two d ifferent 

subject and object afftxes are jointly used to refer to a first person subject). 

17 Note (llso Ihal Girllla A. CWO I :~03) treats 'imm -/ and Iyamm / as variants or the rcla ti vizcr used in 
the imperfecti ve form . 

17 



17. samm - ahu - t - afifi 

liste n:pf - 1sS - 3msO - 1s0 

' I hea rd him' 

This same argument is mainta ined by Bliese (1979:138) who treats the object su ffix 

/- fifi! ' 1s0' as part of the subject suffix /- hu/ ' 1sS' together forming /- huii fi! ' 1 SS' 18 

General ly, the above works on Amharic deal wi th issues related to the present stud y. 

They consider the non-su bject agreement elements as OMs, OMs, or FMs. And so, 

detailed discussions on these marke rs have been made. Besides, we have seen the 

different kinds of analyses on the nature of Res and agreement. 

1.5 The present study 

The present study is simila r to the above works in the sense that it dea ls with the 

nature of non-subject agreement elements (or DMs, OMs, and FMs), agreement 

phenomena, Res and their ucrivation in !\mharic. But it is somewhat d ifferent in that 

it especial y deals with the non-subject agreements in in t ransitive and passive verbs of" 

Res. The derivation of the Res which show such e lements is also its concern. 

1,6 Significance of the study 

It is the researcher's hope that the result of this study will increase our understand ing 

of the non-subjec t agreements in intransi ti ve and pass ive clauses. Furthermore, it 

serves as a point of departure fclt fu tu re research on the language. 

l.7 Research methodology and procedures 

First, descriptive and theoreti cal works related to the stud y have been rev iewed in 

chapters one and two. Introspect ion has been used as a main source of data. The data 

IS See chapter 3. page 66-68 for an argument on this. 
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from exist ing literatu res and from native informants have also been used. Then the 

data have been described in light of the Minima list Program (MP) and the findings 

have been reported in chapters three and four. Chapter three discusses the nature and 

funct ion of non-subject agreement affixes in transitive , intransitive, and passive RCs, 

while chapter four deals with the derivation of such clauses. And chapte r five 

summarizes the whole study. 
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Chapter two 

Literature Review 

In this chapter, attempt is made to review some relevant theoretical literatures on the 

fundamental linguistic notions mentioned above which include agreement, Re, 

object, definiteness, and focus. For a thorough understanding of the terms, difTerem 

views of different scholars regarding each will be discussed, with subsequent 

discussions on their place and role in light of MP. It is essential to look at the basic 

assumptions of MP, first. 

2.1 Minimalism 

To begin with, there is controversy on the very nature of PM. For Radford (1997:515) 

and Van Valin (2001203), it is a theory of grammar formulated by Chomsky (1995b). 

However, Epstein and Hornstein (1999:ix) and Cook and Newson (1996:311 ) treat MP 

as a "research program" or a continuation of work staned in Chomsky's earliest work, 

i.e. Generative Grammar (GG), since its goal is investigating the nature and function 

of the human language faculty (UG). 

The basic assumption of MP is that UG is simple and general. It employs minimal set 

of representations and processes in deriving structures. So, it must be described in a 

way as much simple and economical as possible. Cook and Newson (1996:312) say 

that "if the linguistic system needs to be as econom ical as possible , in terms of hoth 

how it represents and generates structures, clearly the smallest possible set of devices 

to account for language phenomena should be used". It is from this assumption that 

MP got the term "minimalist". 
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In MP, the derivation of structures sta rts in the lexicon (a menta l dictionary). The 

lexicon lists lexical items w ith thei r phonetic, semantic , and syntactic informat ion. 

Lexical items are also listed w ith all their inflectional properties (like case and 

agreement) (Cook and Newson 1996:3 16-3 19 , Haegemol1 et al. ( 1997: 11-1 2). Here, the 

word "lexi cal '· is not used onl y to reFe r to content words, but also function wo rds 

(RadfeJrd 2006:37). This list or set of lexica l items is know n as numeration. It is from 

thi s set that the structure building process "computat ional system" gets lexica l inputs. 

The computational system uses lexical informd tion to build structures in the syntax . 

And as Radford (2006:35) Slates, structures (phrases and sentences) arc deri ved in a 

bOHom -up fas ion. A lexical item X projects [0 X' and also to X" or XP. XP consists of 

X' and X' consists of X. lexical information moves from X to XP. For instance, if the 

category is a verb, this lexical information [+v] moves from X upto XP, like the 

fol lowing. 

XP 
I 

f 
X 

VP(V") 
I 

Y' 
v 1 (Cook and Newson 1996: 164- 165) 

X is the label (head ) and XP is the projection an element can go up lhe tree (max imal 

projection). If an element cannot project, X will be both the head and the maximal 

projection. X' is an intermediate projection (Cook and Newson 1996:342-343). Other 

lexical in for mation will also have a projection. For example, a subcategorization in 

the lexical entry of an element (say d ve rb) requ ires it to have a complement and a 

specifier, these will have a position in the structure: complements are siste rs to heads 

and specifiers are sisters to head ba rs (X') (Cook and Newson 1996: 166, 17 1). I show 

thi s below w here YP is the complement and W I' is the specifier. 
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xp 

A 
\\; p x' 

A 
x yp 

Haegeman et al. (1997: 11-12) states that there are no empty positions. Positions are 

created to be filled by e lements like the complement and specifier in the above tree." 

Sim ilarly, Van Valin (LOOI :204) says that "only the nodes actuall y utilized in a 

sentence are represented in a tree". 

The computational system is composed of' two operations, i.e. merge and move . ~1erge 

is an operation which "involves building individual trees from lexical items .. and 

then combining these at some point to form a larger tree" (Cook and Newson 

1996:323). This means that trees that are formed by merge operation are also used as 

input for another merge operation. Merge bui lds structures in a binary fasion: two 

constituents at a time. This is called "binarity principle" . And the label of the 

combined set will be the label of the existing structure (Cook and Newson 1996:339-

340, Rad ford 2006:31). 

The other operation is move. Things move up in the structure. Ileac]s move to head 

positions and specs move to spec positions. Elements move smallest number of' steps 

and shortest distances as much as possible. This is known as "Shortest Movement 

Condition" (Haegeman et al. 1997 13). 

l<l Syntactic structures Ill<l y be prese nted using tree diagram s (l ike the one used above ) or by using labe led 
bracketing ([j) (Radford 2006 :3 1). 
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What is the basic motive of these two operations') It is said earlier that lexical items 

are listed in the lexicon with their inflectional features. It is an already inflected 

element that is directly inserted into its position in the syntax . It later needs to check 

grammatical features with the corresponding inf1ectional head. This is done by merge 

and move operations (Haegeillo ll el al. 1997: I ~ . Epstein and Ilornstein 1999: ix ). So, as 

Cook and Newson (1996:324) and Va n Valin (2001:204) assert, it is the morphological 

features that drive the two syntactic operations, i.e. morphology drives syntax. 

Move is a "gr'eed" operation . That is to say that an element moves only if the 

movement satisfies some of its properties. Haegemon et a!. (1997:13) also states that 

move is a "last resort". That is it only takes place for feature checking purposes. After 

the checking is done, an element does not move any further. And lastl y, there is no 

movement to 8 - postions. 0) - roles do nOl need to be checked and so trigger 

movement (I-Iaegemon et a!. 1997: 13, Epstein and Hornstein 1999: xiv). 

Language is an interface between sound and meaning. The syntactic structure f(Hmed 

by the syntactic computation operations must be interpreted both phonetically and 

conceptually. According to Radford (2006:242), syn tactic structures are built up in 

phases. There are two phases: CP (complementizer phrase) and vP (li ttle v phrase). 

Syntactic computation operations build a phase and send it to semantic and PI' 

components of the grammar which convert it into semantic representation 

(representation about its meaning) and PI' rep resentation (representation about its 

phonetic spellout), respectively. Once a phase is sent to the two representations, it 

will be inaccessihle to further structure building operations. This is known as Phase 

Impenetrability Condition (PIC). The semantic and PF representations also interlace 

with two other systems: semantic representation with thought systems and PI' 



representation with speech systems (Radf(lrd 2006: I :1). The follo\\ 'ing diagram shows 

this process. 

Semantic semanti c ~ thought 

Lexicon sy ntactic < Component - represenlation systems 
~yntax • structure 

pr pr ~ speech -Component representation systems 

Diagram I : The Minimalist framework 

No phonetic information is allowed to exist at semantic representation (LF), nor an y 

semantic information at PF. If the above cond itions are met (or if objects at PI' get a 

phonetic interpretation and objects at LF get a semantic interpretation) the derivation 

"converges". However, if they are not met, the derivation "crashes". This is known as 

"the principle of full interpretation". If there are still unchecked features, the 

derivat ion crashes at L.F. Hence, the structure becomes ungrammatical. The "hove 

derivational processes are basically the same for all languages, except lexical 

differences (Cook and Newson 1996:321 -321, I-laegeman et a!. 1997: 12, Van Val in 

2001:204, Radford 2(0613) 

2.2 Agreement 

In natural languages, there exists a process where a word takes grammatical 

information which belongs to another word . The two words engage in agrecment 

relation with regard to the grammatical feature(s). Corhett (200 I: 19 1) defines 

agreement as "the covariance or matching of feature specifications between two 

separate elements. such as subject phrase and verb". 
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Agreement touches different domains of lingu istics (Corbett 2006: 1-4, 155). It plays a 

role in syntax because the syntactic role and form of linguistic elements in volved are 

essential. Consider the following example. 

1. The committee has decided 

Sometimes meaning plays a role in agreement relations, which brings semantics into 

the picture. 

2. The committee have decided. 

These two are termed as syntactic and semantic agreements. Syntax has the upper 

hand over semantics , since it determines the domain in which semantic agreement 

takes place. Agreement must be marked on a word through affixation, suppletion, or 

any other means. Hence it is said that agreement is a matter 0[' morphology. It is also a 

matter of lexicology, since some elements are specially specified in the lexicon for 

agreement purpose (e.g . "be" is the only verbal element in English which is specified 

to show agreement in the past tense). Finaly, pragmatic elements such as "respect" or 

honorificity can influence agreement. Corbell (2006:3) gives the following Russian 

data where a maid uses plural verbs for the singular subjects (her mistress and master) 

only to show her respect. 

3. " mamen'ka pIa - ut Jepnu - I - a Dna vsled uxodiv J - ej c1cnc a 

mother cry - 3p whisper - pst - f's she after leavi ng - fsdat F.dat and 

papen'ka gnevaj - ut - sja. 

father be.angry - 3p- refl 

'Your mothcr is crying', shc wh ispcred after 1,lcn<J, who was IC<J ving, 'and vour father 

is angry' 
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Agreement has nve elements. These are controller, target, domain, feature, and 

condition. As the term indicates , controller is the one that controls or determines the 

agreement. Target is the element that changes its form in relation to the controller. 

The syntactic environment, say a clause, in which agreement takes place is the 

domain. The grammatical information (e.g. gender) that holds between the controller 

and the target and which mamtams a matching relation is called an agreement 

feature . Sometimes, other faclOrs, like word order , ma y have an effect on the 

presence/absence of or on the kind of agreement. These LlctorS arc called conditions. 

The nve elements are shown below. 

domain 

feature: 1l11ll1bel 

value: singular 

+- condition 

t 
(Corbell 2006:5) 

Diagram 2: Agreement e lements 

Regarding contro ller, Corbett (2001:191 ~2) states that it may be absent in a 

construction or present, but underspecined . There is a probability i(H a controller to 

be syntactically dependent and for its syntactic head to bear agreement morphology. 

Linguistic items that can be targets include verbs, nouns, adject ives, anicies , 

demonstratives, numerals, posseSSIves, complementizers, adpositio ns, adverbs, 

pronouns, and FMs (Somali I'M agrees with the subject). Targets may have one or 

more (four is the maximum) agreement slots/positions to agree with a single or more 

controller(s) with respect to th e same or difTcrenl fcalure (s). Ilowever, it is not 
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possible for a target to have slots for two or more controllers which have the same 

syntactic position (e.g. two subjects) in the same construction (Corbett 200 I: 199-20 1) 

There is a good discussion about agreement features in Corbetl (2006:1'3. 12'3 - 14 1). 

Gender, number, and person arc taken as main agreement features. Under "the less 

clear agreement features" category, we find case and definiteness . For example, a 

Hungarian verb agrees in defin iteness. There are other "unclear agreement features" 

which include respect (honorificity), tense, aspect, mood, and pola rity. He gives a 

verb's agreement in 'respect' in Maithili or mai (a Bihari language spoken in NE India) 

and the preposition's agreemen t in tense in Malagasy as examples. Saeed (1997: 154-

155) provides agreement re lations in theta-ro le. In La khota (a North American Siouan 

language), pronominal verba l prefixes agree in theta- role (e.g. Agent, Patient). 

The condition that is sometimes required to specify agreement involves d ifferent 

faclOrs. Corbett (2006: 194-2m) lists grammatical relations, case, top ic, defin iteness , 

specific ity. and focus as conditions. For instance. in Somali. the presence of fu ll or 

reduced agreement depends on focus. Besides. d ifferent agreement elements. li ke 

target and feature. serve as condition. Sometimes . the part of speech of a target 

determines agreement. Even under the same word class. variations exist. In some 

languages. some kinds of ve rbs show agreement. w hi le some others do not. And in 

Russian. agreement in gender appea rs only in the singular; the plu ral does not show 

agreement in gender. Here . number feature is a condition (Corbell 2006:78-79). 

Morphologica ll y, agreement is real ized most ly through inflectional affixes: infix, 

suffix. or prefix. But sometimes it is difficult to decide whether we are dea li ng with 

inflection or clitic (Corbett 200 1:196). For instance, Corbett (200675) says that in 

Skou. c litics function as obligatory agreement markers. 
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At last, it is necessary to state the place of agreement in syntactic theory. Belletti 

(200 1:49 1-502) gives a historical account about agreement projections. There used to 

be at least some three agreement projections: AgrS, AgrO, Agrpstpn (agreement of 

past participle). Besides, agreement projection is assumed to be present in DP , CP, and 

small clauses. And Agr and cl iti c pronouns were taken as "heads" for the projections. 

However, after Chomsky (1995b), this claim is no more maintained by evervone. 

Belletti (2001:502) savs: 

The phi-features coI7lained in Agr are considered /-iI7lelprelablej 

since they simply express a mOlphosyI7lactic reialion (an 

"agreement" relation). They are thus erased once the checking 

operation Wilh lhe phi-features of a DP in speclAgr is completed. 

They do not play any role in LF, unlIke the nominal phi-features, 

which are treated as (+interpretablej as they direcdy determine 

crucial a.specls ofthc interpretation of DP~. 

These [- interpretable] features do not have any syntactic position, since they 

do not have any place in Ll' . lIence no Agr projection appears in clause 

structures. 

In a recent work, Radford (2006:255-256) states that "non-phasal heads enter 

the derivation carrying only interpretable features, and that they inherit their 

uninterpretable features from the phase heads" . Bundle of' agreement and case 

features from C and little v (phase heads) "percolate" down to T(ense) and big 

V (instances of non -phasal heads), respectively. Agree takes place bet ween T 

and the subject in the spec of' TP and V and the objec t in the complement 

position of' V. Case and phi -features arc va lued and deleted - nomin~tive 

(nom) case for the subject and acc case ftlr the object. The other point is that 



uninterpretable fearures, like agreement, are not vis ible in syntax and LI', but 

in PI' where the y arc pronounced. 

2.3 Relative clause 

RC is a dependent clause that modifies a noun (Payne 1997:325, Van Valin 2001:46). 

RC may appear following or preceding the noun it modifies. Van Valin (2001: 136) 

uses the term right - branching (e .g. English ) and left - branching (e.g. Huall aga 

Quechua) for those clauses which follow and precede the noun, respective ly. Payne 

( 1997:326) uses the terms prenominal and postnominal for le ft - branching and ri ght ­

branching RCs and gives two additional classifications: internally headed and headless 

RCs. In the former case, the noun occurs inside the RC (e.g. Bambara (a Mande 

language spoken in Mali )) and in the latLer case , there exists no noun. This is possible 

provided that the referent is prelly clear. This is re lated to what Rad[ord (2006:148) 

ca lls free RCs. Free RCs contain wh-pronouns which are "antecedentless" - which 

does not refer back to any other constituent in the sentence. Consider the fo llowing. 

4. What you say is true. 

RCs have also other categorization . The follow ing arc some of the RCs recogni7.ed in 

the literature: restri ctive, non -restri ct ive (a ppositive), partic ipial , and regular RCs 

(Haegomon et al. 1997, Newson et al. 2006:264, Payne 1997327, Radford 2006:148). 

For instance, restrictive Res restrict the entity re ferred to in the sentence to a certai n 

class. The [allowing is a good example. 

5. I saw the man [(who/that) they arrested] on TV. 

Appositive RCs are used to give additional (not basic) information or "parenthetica l 

comment" to an enti ty as the following example shows. 

6. Yesterday I met my bank manager, w ho was in a filthy mood. 
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Regular relatives are finite clauses (tensed-clauses). while participial RCs are non­

finite clauses (non-tensed clauses) like "fallen" in the following sentence (Pavne 

1997327). 

7. Eser sat on a [[fall -en j log] 

The noun which is modified bv the EC is called a lI N . . '\ EC docs not have an oven 

NP in the posillon of relativi/.atioll and the I-IN ['ill, the gap 0[' the missing '-'I' (\'an 

Valin 2001:46). Payne (1997:330) says that a HN has a coreferential (NP rei) within 

the RC. The NP rei expresses what syntactic role the HN plays within the RC, because 

the role of the I-IN within the RC and in the main clause may not be identical. For 

example, in the following sentence. the I-IN "the alligator" is subject in the main 

clause, but object within the RC (the NP rei is not realized phonetically) 

8. The alligator [that I saw J ate Alice. 

Van Valin (2001:46) states that the I-IN may take the role of subject, DO, 10, 

possessor, or object of the comparative "than" within the RC. 

Most RCs contain a relativizer that shows that the clause in question is aRC (lnada 

2007:2-3). Relativizers are of two types: relative particles like the English that and 

relative pronouns like who. In Germanic and Romance languages, Relative particles 

are taken from complementizers and prepositions. That is why Payne (1997:332-333) 

says that a relativizer is often treated the same way as a complementizer. He fllrther 

states that relative pronouns take two fllnctions: as pronouns. they rder to NP rei 

(they reflect the properties of the NP rei) and as a relativizer, they mark a RC. There 

may be movement of the relative pronoun inside the RC (Andrews 2004:13-14) In 

English . it ohligatorily moves 10 the heginning. whereas it is optional in others like 

Hebrew, and even forbidden in Cerman. Adger (200:\:4 1) states that a relative 

pronoun may establish an agreement relationship with a HN (e.g. Dutch). There is 

also another possibility for a RC to be introduced without a relativizer. Languages like 
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Engli sh manifest t hese three poss ibi lities as the foll owing exa mpl es ill ustrate (Inada 

2007 2-:3). 

9. a. T h e m an [that you saw] is her uncle (by a re lative part ic le) 

b. T he m an [ who stan ds at the corn er] is her uncle (by a relat ive pro noun ) 

c. The boy [you saw ] (no re lative pronoun/ relati ve parti c le) 

The ele me nt "NP reI" . we have been d iscussing so far . is known as PRO (big 

PRO) and pro (l itt le pro) in MP. They are treated as empty (cove rt or null ) 

catego ri es: "categories w hich have no ove rt phoneti c fo rm . a nd h ence w hich 

are inaud ibl e or sil ent" (Radf(lrd 1997: 131). PRO is a nu ll e le ment w hich 

appea rs in non - fi nite clauses. It receives 0) - ro le. bu t is controll ed by the matri x 

subject (Adger 2003:304-309). O n the other hand . pro appears in fin ite clauses 

and is li censed by agreement features. It is usuall y found in languages w hich 

have ric h inflectional system (Cook and Newson 1996:55 -61 ) . 

Adger (2003:371 ) (proponent of MP) takes a similar view wi th Radford 

( 1997:307) in considering RCs as CPs. Inada (2007:6) also says that rel a ti ve 

parti cles like that are heads of a RC (Co) and re la tive pro nouns are pos iti oned 

in the spec of CP. In a recent work. Radford (2006:209-216) gi ves a more 

comprehe nsi ve account of sp li t-CP. He be lieves that re lat ive pa rti c ies li ke that 

head the top m ost hierarchica l projection . i. e. r:orce phrase (ForP). 

Rega rd ing the deri vation of RCs. Adger (2003:37 1) sta tes tha t they a re adjuncts 

which are "incorporated into a sentence. but not v ia the c heck ing o f 

se lectional featu res" (Adger 2003 111 ). This is to say Lh a t the o peraLio n 

involved is adjo in . not merge. Like an y o ther adjunct. they a re sisters of 

phrasa l nodes. i.e. they are assumed to be attac hed aL li tt le nP leve l. However. 

"adju ncti on" is onl y one alLernaLive ana lysis. Inada (2007:25. :39) d iscusses 



previous analyses (in Germanic and Romance languages) that consider RCs as 

adjuncts and complements. He provides a hybrid analysis: RCs introduced by 

that- relatives (re lative particles) are complements and RCs that are introduced 

by wh-relatives (relative pronouns) arc adjuncts. 

2.4 Object 

Radford (1997:519) defines object as a complement of transitive verbs (as in "help 

me") or transitive prepositions (as in "for me"). Newson et al. (2006:73) uses the term 

"prepositional objects" for objects that come following prepositions. RadfcJrd (1 997) 

also says that for a DP to be called an object, it must bear objective case. This 

distinguishes object complements (nominals and pronominals) from non-object 

complements such as that-clauses. If a verb has two objects, the first is called DO and 

the second 10. If it has only one object, that must be a DO. 

However, the situation is a bit complex. Collinge (1984:11-22) lists ways of 

discovering DOs one of which is coding properties. Under this, we get means of using 

a DO marker on the nominal itself (e.g. Latin), marking by adpositions (e.g. 

Jazguljami), using a special position in a clause (e.g. English (after the ve rb) ), and 

using a DO marker on the verb (e.g. Basque). 

Gil (1984:88-90) raises another important point about DOs. According lO him, a 1)0 

cannot be defined in terms of subjects. This is because languages (e.g. Mandarin) may 

have a DO, but not a subject. He even argues against treating grammatical relations as 

universal features, since there arc languages (e.g. Tagalog (an Austronesian language 

spoken in Philippine islands)) that do not dif'ferentiate between subject and object. 

'I 
1 



The case with lOs is nOl so clear. Semantically, they have the property of coding the 

recipient argument of a ditransitive verb. However, we cannot define them using 

structural or morphosyntactic properties. In some sentence constructions, li ke 111 

dative shift or in applicatives, it is difficult to distinguish between DOs and lOs. It 

seems it is because of these problems that lOs are considered irre levant in some 

linguistic theories like Lexical -Functional Grammar (LI'G) (Van Va lin 2001:67-68, 

184). 

Anderson (1 984 ::~4) t ries to give a cross-linguis tic account ahoul objec ts and sa"s Ihal 

objecthood is not itself a case relation, and no case relation can be expressed as an 

object. This is because no case re lation is uniquely expressed by an object. Van Valin 

(2001 :37,59) holds the same cla im . He deals with these grammatica l relations, i. e. DO 

and 10 (along w ith subject) and says that DOs and lOs bear ace and dative cases, 

respectively. But this correlation is not always true. They both maybe in acc case (e.g. 

Korean) o r they may have a diffe rent kind of case (e.g. Icelandic). 

Van Valin (2001: 23, 29) also states that grammatical relations should be treated 

withou t strict correlation with theta-ro le. A gram matical relati on can be associated 

with more than one theta-ro les. For instance, a 1)0 can be theme, pat ient , 

experiencer, source, etc. Payne ( 1997:5 1) gives reasons for why this is so. According 

to him , one reason why semantic or theta - roles do not corre late directl y with 

grammatica l relations is that the former are conceptual notions, while the latter are 

morphosyntactic. 

Giving a syntactic explanation [or how a DO is deri ved, Radford (2006:224-227) says 

that a transitive verb carri es abstrac t agreement properties (case and phi -featu res) or 

uni nte rp retable features (wh ich arc handed down from little v). The DO has an 



already valued phi -feature (interpretable features) and an unvalued case feature 

(uninterpretable feature). Then, the verb agrees with the phi -feature of the DO and 

assigns acc case in its c-command domain: the DO base-generates in the complement 

position of V. This structure is sho\\'n below, simplified someho\\'. 

I D. He will read the book. 

vP 

~ 
PR'l v 

he ~ 
read + v VP 

~ 

1~ DP 

the book 

There has been a long held understanding that it is only transitive verbs (or 

prepositions) that can have object arguments. However, Newson et al. (20D6: 182 -183) 

state that intransitive verbs can take objects, i.e. a cognate object (CO). "a smile" in 

the following sentence is considered a CO. 

II. Sam smiled a smile 

Pham (n .d:227-228) further says that COs are (clund in Vietnamese transitive ve rhs 

and take a direct and indirect grammatical relations. Hence, they are termed as direct 

cognate objects (DCOs) and indirect cognate objects (ICOs). 

As mentioned above and as Van \'alin (2001:2) states , a verb changes its fo rm or takes 

inflectional elements to show grammatical relations. Gossner (2004) states that the 

verb of a RC may requi re pronominal object agreement w ith the HN. In some 
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languages , this is always true (e.g Dakelh, Koyukon), wh ile in others, it is determined 

by some other factors . For example, Dogrib shows pronominal object agreement 

when the HN is external to the RC'o It is also sa id that Dakelh pronominal object 

agreement markers further denote definiteness in object NPs. 

2.5 Definiteness 

Definiteness or identifiab ility is treated as a type of "pragmatic status" by Pavne 

(1997:261 ). Pragmatic statuses arc ways that speakers usc to "adapt" their ullerances 

(or contents of their linguistic expressions) to context. 

There is , however, no clear agreement on the true nature of definiteness . It is usuall y 

considered as a special property of NPs. Some scholars associate it with "u niqueness" 

or "uniquely identifiable" (Stump 200 1:27). The term "uniqueness" is first forwarded 

by Russell (1905) and it means that we say there is definiteness w hen we observe "the 

existence of one and only one entity meeting the descriptive content o f the noun 

phrase". Note the following. 

12. I met the owner of [I Aztcco 

Declerck (1986:29) also agrees with this idea when he says that the re ferent of a 

definite description is uniquel y defined for the speaker and is uniquel y identifiable to 

the addressee through the defin ite description or the contextual/situational 

know ledge. 

A more appealing and recent argument states that (in )definiteness has got to do wi th 

"famil iarity". According to this cla im, a description so as to be definite, its referent 

must be fam iliar with the heare r (Adger 2003:248). This is not free from cri ti cism. 

~u These lall!:'-U<lgcs nrc members. ofa northern Athapaska n language (a l"iJrnily of an /\tncriran Indian 

language) spoken in Ca nada . 
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There are definite express ions that do not need to be mentioned earlier, and thus be 

familiar with the hearer. Consider the following (Abbott 2006:394) . . 

13. Mary asked the oldest student in the class to expla in ever\' thi ng. 

Proponents' of this idea reply that, in such a construction, hearers probably accept the 

definite description if they think they can discover the referent. 

A final point to rai se is Declerck's (1986:29) inclusive and exclusive interpretation. 

Inclusive (refe'rence-to-all) interpretation is for the definite NPs, while exclusive 

(reference-lO-not-a ll) interpretation is for indefinite NPs. 

14. (a) Please call in the child ren (inclusive: all children are included) 

(b) please ca ll in some children (exclusive: not all children arc included ) 

How are NPs marked for definiteness? Languages usua lly use pronouns, proper names 

(nouns), and NPs with demonstrative determiners or wi th defini te articles (Adger 

2003:248, Abbott 2006:395). Payne (1997:263) and Abbott (2006396) also state that 

NPs that are associated with possessive determiners have a definite reading. Other 

than this, some languages like Chinese and Russia use word order to signal 

definiteness (Abbott 2006:398). 

Payne (1997:262) states that there is correlation between definiteness and 

grammatical rel ations like subject and objecl. ]-Ie says "in languages that have a well­

grammaticalized subject category, subjects tend to be identifiable, given and already 

available in memory. Direct objects are either given or new in about equal 

proportions". 



Regarding the place of definiteness in syntax, Adger (2003:244-248) says that DMs 

(like the and thjs) are termed as determiners which have a D-feature. They are heads 

which take NP as their complement. 

I)P 

D NP 

Though it is bel ieved that definiteness is an inherent inflection<ll category of nouns, 

adjectives and verbs may also inflect for (in)definiteness. This is possible because of 

the agreement rel ation they have with the NP. 

There are some facts that seem to pose problems in our conception of definiteness 

(Abbott 2006394, Declerck 1986). To mention some: 

I. Definite re ferents may not be explicitly identifiable 

E.g. my uncle wrote some thing on the wal l (the question is which wall ) 

2. Some NPs require a defini te article to have a definite reading, while others do 

not. 

E.g. I heard it on the radio Vs I heard it on TV). Similarly, generic indefin ite 

NPs may function as definite, semantical ly. 

3. Definite descriptions may have an indefinite reading. 

E.g. there was this strange note on the blackboard; the re were the same 

nominees on both ballots (linguistic desc riptions that occur in a locative 

exis tential arc assumed to h<lve a definite reading)) . 

Declerck (1986:31) tries to handle this problem by positi ng two kinds of 

definiteness, i.e. fo rmal and semant ic. He states that feHmal (in)definiteness docs 

not au tomatically imply sem<lntic (in)ddiniteness. 
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2.6 Focus 

There is no straight forward definition fc)r the term "focus". It is taken as an 

increment of information in a sentence, which is claimed to be a clause internal 

pragmatic function (Taha 1990:23-24). Corbett (2006:201) ci tes I.ambrecht (1994:213) 

in defining focus as "the semantic component of a pragmaticall y structured 

proposition whereby the assert ion differs from the presupposition" We get a 

comprehensive discussion of the term in Payne (1997:267-268). lie provides three 

different definitions given by different scholars. For some scholars, focus is a term 

given to some morphosyntacti c elements whose function is vague. Others say focus is 

new or asserted information. A clause is assumed to be an answer for a question and 

focus is the part ofa clause that gives the rcquested information like the fc)llowing. 

15. A: Who Pushed johnny off the porch7 

B: Bolly pushed johnny off the porch" . 

Yet, others v iew focus as a specia l kind of pragmatic function (mostl y termed as 

"contrast") which is the property of only some clauses or their constituents. 

Perhaps the list of the fun ctions of focus given by Miller (2006:511 ) may help us 

understand the term well. It is sa id that focusing on constituents of a c1ouse/scntence 

helps 

w highlight the information they cany, 10 conlraSI one piece 

of information with another, to introduce new information, 10 

reintroduce in formation thai has already been mentioned bUI 

dropped, w shift the listener's attention to another entity or 

wpic of conversatioll, or w emphasize a piece o/'iniormatioll. 

! I Foclised clements may be indicatcd by a cap itallellcr or by tlnderscore . 



This statement seems to bring the above definitions into agreement, except the one 

which claims that focus is a morphosyntactic e lement with vague function. 

Paync ( 1997:268) dcals with I he scope of focus, i.e. pan/pans of a sentcnce lhal is are 

under the focus domain. He argues that focus may be TVF (truth value focus ) in 

which the whole sentence is in focus or CF (constituent focus ) in which an y part of a 

sentence is in focus. Sometimes focus ma y nOI be associated with an entire word. but 

with its certain components. In thc fClllowing scntcncc, the fcminine component is 

focused. 

16. Well, this Beverley is a SPINster, YES. 

How do languages mark focus? Marking focus involves phonology, morphology, and 

syntax. It maybe marked by intonation (high pitch or strong stress), cleft 

constructions, focus particles or markers, using specia l kind of word order, or by a 

combination (M iller 2006:512 -5 17). Corbett (2006:53) further says that there can be 

two FMs in the same sentence. Lavukaleve (a Papuan language of the Solomon 

Islands) is given as an example. These FMs have a specia l feaLUre of showing 

agreement. Look at the following data. 

17. ai ra la 

woman(fem) art.fs 

feo 

foc.3fs 

fo 'sa l 

fish (mas) 

na 

art.ms 

a - u - a 

3msO - eat - fs 

'THE WOMAN ate the fish' (answers: 'who ate the fish 7 ') 

heo 

echo.foc.3fs 

Focus has a place in Minimalist synta x. Radford (2006:209) statcs thatthcrc is a Focus 

phrase projection (Foc P) headcd by FMs (Foc) and focused constitucnts are cOlllained 

within this projection. Regarding the position of FocP, Radford (2006:211 ) and 

Newson et al. (2006:273) believe that it is in the lefi. peripheral region following the 

topic phrase (TopP). In the following "nglish example, "i n the room" is a topi c lhat 

precedes the focused constituent "potatoes". 
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18. I sa id that, in this roo m, POTATOES I would not sto re. 

The above theoretical di scussions, especial ly on the notions of object , 

definiteness. and focus, are esse ntial for the problem at hand . They give us 

insight on the "what" of non-subjec t agreement elements on intransitive and 

passive verbs. We now know that there may be agreement in focus and 

definiteness. Besides. intransitive verbs ca n take cognate objects. Therefore, 

we arc le ft with three alternatives: the non-subject agreement clements in 

intransitive and pass ive verbs maybe either definite, fe)Cus, or cognate object 

markers. This is the concern of the next chapter. 
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Chapter three 

Non-subject agreement elements in Amharic relative clauses 

In this chapter. I deal with the di fferent non -subject ag reement c lements in !\mharic 

RC. The objective is to show that non-subject agreement clements exist in RCs which 

ha ve transitive . il1lransitive . and passive verbs and to determine their function . I 

begin wi th RCs of transiti ve \ 'e rbs. 

3.1 Non-subject agreement elements in transitive Relative clauses 

Non-subject agreement elements are found in transi tive RCs. Since the ir function IS 

not yet uncovered. I call them type A and type B agreement clemen ts just f()I" easy 

reference. Let us first look at type A agreement elements. 

3.l.1 Type A agreement elements in transitive Relative Clauses 

Elements shown in the wble helow are e,amples of this type . 
. -... -.. . - . .. _ . 

Singular Plu ra l Honori fi c 

1 - fifi - n -

.. _-
2m - h - acci hu ~ wo 

f - f I I 
--~-- l- ··· 3m - w, - l - accaw - accaw 

r - at 
~--.~~~ ~-.-- - ----- ~-- - ---

Table 1: Type A agreement clements 

Examine the following RCs whic h show such agreement clements. 
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I .(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

II inna va . arriJd - n - iJw ] 

we comp" - slaughter:pf - I piS - :lms'! 

'The ox that we slaughtered' 

[[ inna - ba li - an - accaw ] 

comp - eat:pf - I piS - :lp17 

'The bananas thm we ate' 

II k'iddim yil - ayy - il hu - t l 

earlier comp - see:pf - IsS - 3ms7 

The house that I saw ea rli er' 

bare l 

ox 

muz - oec] 

banana - pi 

bet l 

house 

The I-IN !bare! 'ox' fun ct ions as a DO inside the RC. That is, pro in the above 

structures is a DO. And type A agreement elements identify it. They can also appear 

when pro is a subject, but do not agree w ith it. Consider the fo llowing. 

2. (a) 

(b) 

[[ a lmaz - in ya - saddab - u - at ] 

A. - acc comp - insu lt:pf - 3plS - 3fs7 

The boys who insu lted Almaz' 

I [ tinant inna - n yil - galamat' -a 

Ii} - oee J 

boy - pi 

- n J saw ] 

yesterd ay we - acc comp - glare aLp r - :lmsS - I pi'! man 

'Tbe man who glared at us yes terda y' 

12 Iya -I is an invariable relativi zer which can be ca tegorized as a rela ti ve panicle. !lot a relative pronoun 
like Engli sh who, which, etc. II may be originated from a comple l11cnti zer as G irma A. CWO I :196) argues. 
Consider the following. 

saba work ' - li -11 va- Jat't' -aCi' -iw 
S.(fcmJ gold def-dcc comp-scll :pf3I'sS ':lmsO 

' il seems thai Sa ha so ld the gold" 

yi-masl-al 
]msS seem ilux:prs 

This suggests that Dikken 'S 0006) clai m thm 'yeJ '; isjust a result o f predicate in version is nOi co rrecl. 'y iJ .j 

Il111 Y also origina te from a preposition (i t resemb les the possess ive Ill arker ':0 /). However. to be 

consiSlelll with most prt· v ious analyses. [ label it /comp/ . 



I-atl in 2(a) agrees with IAlma zl and I-nl in 2(b) with /innal 'we', w hich are both 

DOs. Thus , we ma y sa\' that these elements mark DO pros. The\' have also other 

functions in ditransitive verbs. Consider thc fnllowing. 

3 .(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

[I la - inc yci - nr?ggar - J - inn l sct l 

to - me camp - tell:pf - 2fsS - Is'l woman 

'The woman who told me' 

[[innasu - n dabtar ya - sa rrak' - a - accaw] 

they - acc exercisebook camp - steal:pf- 3msS - 3pl'l 

The student who stole them an exercise book ' 

II sinde ya - laggcis - n - accaw] 

barley camp - donate:pf- 1 piS - 3pJ7 

agar - ace I 

country - pi 

'The countries that we donated barley' 

tamari ] 

student 

In 3(a), pro is subject and is marked by I-JI '2 r.sS' , whereas , I-iii li! ' l s'l' agrees with the 

10 l inel 'me', which is a complement of the preposition / Iri -I 'to'. Similarly, the 10 

l innasu - nl 'they' in 3(b) which is marked for the acc case is referred to by l-accBwl 

'3pl?' . Recall that we have shown earlier that acc case is not only associated with 

DOs23 . In 3(c) pro is 10 and takes one of the type A agreement elements I-aaaw/ 

'3pJ7'. The refore, it seems that type A agreement e lements in transit ive verbs arc 

direct object markers (DOMs) and indirect object markers (lOMs) . The fact that 

Amharic verbs do not show both DOMs and IOMs avoids the ambiguity that ma y 

arise when an c lement occurs for 1)0 and 10"'. i.e I us observe the f()llowing examples . 

yr? - k'abb - u lw ll 4. (a) I r sala mon 

S. (mas.) comp - paint:pf - 3msS - 3ms7 

"The nice paint that Solomon has painted ' 

~.l See page 49-50 ror (111 argument on [hi s. 
24 The same is (rue in Tigrillya (Tcsfayc 2002: 113). 

min' k'ib l 

ni ce paint 



(b) [[ tae'e'awacc - u ya - matt - a - aeeaw] t'ankara 

player 

(c) [[almaz 

A (fem. ) 

- def camp - hit :pf - 3msS - 3pl'l strong 

The strong hits that the player hit ' 

la - ine 

to - me 

ya - sat't ' - ace - at ] 

camp - gift:pf - 3fsS - 3f5'1 

lit. ·The gifi. (fem) that Alma/. gifted me' 

mit - ace ] 

hit - pI 

sit'ora ] 

gift 

4(a) has a mono-transitive verb that requires two arguments: a painter and a painted 

object (l ike a window) . Iloweve r, the ~lms f(Jrm I- wi is not referring to an y of such 

e lements, but to pro which is coreferential with I min' k'ibl 'nice paint '. This is also 

true in 4(b). I-aeeawl '3pl'!' marks pro which is coreferential with It'ankara mit - oeCi 

'strong hits', not the ball which is hi t by the player. Besides, these DPs are very much 

linked semantically to the verbs. This fact forces us to accept the claim made by pham 

(n.d:227-228) that transitive verbs ma y take DCOs or ICOs. Here , the mono-transi ti ve 

verbs take DCOs. So, it seems a mono-transitive verb can have three arguments: a 

subject, a "normal" DO, and a DCO. That means we can have sentences like the 

following. 

5. salamon maskot - u - a ] wa ]- n t' iru k'ib k'abb - a - at 

S.(mas.) window - def - fem - acc nice paint paint:pf - 3msS - 3fsO 

'Solomon painted the window a nice paint' 25 

The case with 4(c) is not different. Isit 'ota/ 'gifl' is semantica ll y related to the ve rb 

Isat't' -! 'gift'. It is not a "normal" DO like "book" or "car". Sentences like 4(c) urge us 

to assume that ditransiti ve verbs can ha ve four arguments. It is possible to find a 

sentence that incl udes all of these . The following is one . 

. '5 Similar constructions are al so fOllnd in V ietn<llllcsc : 
Ii dll hit'J1 /1/111/ do/. 
Ti kid; Hi en a ki ck 

·Ti ki cked Hien" kick· (Phall1 (n(I:~)) 
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6. almaz mils' haf - u - a I wa I - n la - ine sit'ma sat't' - ace - inn 

A. (fern) book - def - [em - acc to - me gift g i ft: p [~ :)[sS - I sO 

'.l\l maz gave me a book as a gift ' lil. ' j\lma7. gifted me a book gift' 

Thus, we can finall y say that type A agreement elements in transiti\'C verbs mark pro 

wh ich is "normal" DO, DCO", and 10. Or in other words, t hey arc J)O Ms, DC:OVls 

(d irec t cognate object marke rs) and 10Ms . Nme that all are objects , which makes it 

plausible to ca ll type A agree ment elements "object markers" (OMs), at least in 

transitive Res. 

3.1.2 Type B agreement elements in transitive relative clauses 

These are of two kinds. O ne is com posed of 1- 11 -1 and object agreement elements, 

w hil e the other is composed of I- bb-I and object agreement e le ments. Their list is 

given below. 

Singular Plural Honorific 
-- - ~- ----

1 -11 - inn - II -in -
------------_._--------- - - .- - -.. _-_._- ------ .. . 

2 m - II -ih - 11- acCi hu - 11 - IWO 

f - II -if 
- _ .-. --- .. _ - ------- ---- ----~ .. ~--- - -_ .. _-- -
3 m - II -il t - 11 - acciJw - 11 - ace"w I 

! ! 
f - II -at I 

, , 

Table 2 (a) 1- 11 -1 - set agreement e lements 

1(, This Sh OViS that objects do not need 10 be conc rete in order to take the agreemcni <IfriX('s. which is 

contrary 10 what C;clatchcw ( 197 1) has sa id . 



r-------.------ --------l 
Singular Plural Honorific I 

-bb- '"' - bb- ," ' • 

i-2-m----f--- b,---b,-----i-,---h--+---:-b-:-b--a- c-c-,ih- u- ; - bb-:WO 

Table 2 (b) I- bb-I - set agreement elements 

One may wonder why the 3msO type B agreement e lement is not composed of 

I- ll -awl or I-bb-aw/. This is the kind of problem that concerned Mullen (1986) 

and Getatchew (197 1)_ In object agreement, I-ul is the unmarked 3msO marker 

and it becomes 1-t1 af-te r a rou nd vowel as in the following_ 

7_(a) sabbar - a - u [w 1 

break:pf - 3 msS - 3msO 

' I-Ie broke it ' 

(b) sabbar - u 

break:pf - 3plS - 3msO 

'They broke it' 

However, this is not the case with the type B 3msO agreement marker: It takes onl y 

1-t1, despite the fact that there is no round vowel preceding it. So, how do we explain 

this fact7 Hetzron (1969:108) states that in contrast to other Semitic languages and 

even to proto-Semitic , Eth iopian Semitic languages have developed a special "nnal -t" 

elemen t in 3m sO sunix. For example, proto-Gurage had *-wt/- nl. \Ve ma y assume the 

Amharic I-tl belongs to this special clement . 

O ne may also give a synchronic anal ys is_ The reason why I- ul changes to I- tl after 

I- ll -I and I- bb-I may be accounted for in terms of phonological process called 
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dissimilation. First, consider the distinctive features of the vowel and consona nts 

involved. 

Il/= voiced, akeolar , lateral approximant 

Ib/= voiced, bilabial , plosive 

Iu/= voiced, approximant 

It!~ voice less, alveo lar , plosive 

l ui and I II arc both voiced and approximant. But when l ui [clllows 11/, it loses these 

features. Similarl y, l ui and I bi are alike in voice. However, the variant I -tl docs not 

maintain this feature. Howeve r, th is phonological anal ysis is not reliable because it is 

possible to find the 3msO marker I-ul attached to other words that end in I bl or 11/ as 

in /ti - sdab - u [aw]1 ' let her insult him '. Thus, I-Ietzron's explanation is more 

appeal ing". 

Let us now see the functions of type 13 agreement e lements in tra nsitive verbs. 

8. (a) [[ wanbar ya - sarr - an - ill -at ] arog - it ! 

chair camp - work:pf- 1 piS - 7 -3fsO old woman - [em 

'The old woman that we made a chair (for her benefit), 

(b)[[ la - arog -it - u - a[wa ] 

to - old woman - dim - def -[em 

ya - sarr - an - ill -at I 

chair comp-work:p[· --1 p1S- 7 ':IL,() 

saw - OCC ] 

man- pi 

'The people who made a chair for the old woman (for her benefi t)' 

(c)[ [ lij - u libs - aceaw - in ya - fet't' - a - bb-aeeaw)] saw - oce I 

boy- def cloth - 3plposs - acc camp - sell:pf - 3msS - 7-3p10 man - pi 

'The people whom the boy sold their c loth (fo r their disadvantage) 

2~ Baye (p .e) believes thai '\ ' is 110\ a \ariall! or 'll. but the third persoll pre poSiliol1<l1 (lild verbal object 
aftix . 
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(d) [[ saw - oce - u - n libs- accaw - n ya - Iet't' - a - bb-accaw I Ii] ] 

man - pi - def-acc cloth-3plposs-acc comp - sell:pf - 3msS - 7 -3pI0) boy 

'The boy who sold the peoples' cloth (for their disad va ntage)' 

pro and larog- it - u - al 'the old woman' in 8(a ) and 8(b) and pro and 'sclw . DeC -

u-nl 'the peoples' in 8(c) and 8(d ) have diff"crent roles, i.e. the Cormer arc 

benelactive of the action of the verb, whi Ic the laner are mallactivc. I n other 

words, they have benefactive and malfacti vc theta -roles (semantic-roles or 

thematic-ro les). Thematic-roles are "the roles that participants play in message 

world situation" (Payne 1997:47). These roles maybe fo rce, instrument, 

experiencer, rec ipient , destination , agent, patient, proposit ion, location, direction, 

purpose, time, and manner (Newson et aJ. 2006:23, Payne 1997:47-51). The latter 

fi ve are mainly for oblique objects: optional participants or non -arguments. 

Payne (199754) also says that languages may express thematic-roles by us ing a 

special marker on the verb. So, we can say that the above benefactive and 

malfactive ro les are encoded by 1- 11 -1 and I-bb-I, respectively. This is because no 

other item in the construction can render this interpretation". I-atl '3fsO' and 

I-accawl '31'10' are there just for the agreement purpose: they mark complements 

of prepositions to which these semantic roles are associated. Let us sec more datil. 

9.(a) [[ inC'at ya - fallat' - ace - ibb -at ] mat'rabiya J 

wood comp - split :pf- 3fsS - inst -3m sO axe 

'The axe that she sp li t the wood ' 

1 )0; I ag.ree with Girm<l (1006) who correctly states that it is the absen ce or presence of ;' 11 ·/ and I bb J that 
brings aboul sC ITI<lntic differences , bUl do no t accept his cla im thilt they are "case agrccmcni fea lu l"('s" 

(see page 50-51). 
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(b) [[ ba - mat'rabiya - u [wi 

by - axe - def 

inC'at ya - rallat ' - ace -ibb - at ] 

wood comp - spl it:pf- 3fsS - inst -3msO 

'The gi rI who split the wood by the axe' 

Ii] ] 

gi rl 

(c) [[ mabat'ariya - u[w]-n s'agur- u - a [wa]-n ya -abat't 'ar - acc -ibb -at I 

comb - def - acc hair-def - fern -acc comp- comb:pf- 3fsS- inst -:lfsO 

set] 

'\vonlan 

'The woma n that com bed her ha ir with the comb' 

(d) II mist - u -n ya - gabbaz - a - bb- accaw ] hOlCI - oee I 

wile - 3msposs - ace comp - invitc:pf - :lmsS - loc-3plO 

The hotels in wh ich he invited his wife' 

hotcl - pi 

(e) ff Ia - sanayit 

to - S. (fern) 

mas 'haf 

book 

ya - mallas - a - II - at ] 

comp- return:pf - 3msS - rec -3fsO) 

tamari I 

student 

'The student who returned a book to Senait ' 

In 9(a), (b), and (c), I- atl '3msO' refers to pro, I mat'rabiya-u( 'the axc', and 

Imabat'ariya - u- n/ 'the comb' which have an instrumental semantic role. 

I-accawl '3pIO' in 9(d) refers to pro wh ich has a locative semantic role. Finally, in 

9(e ), I-at/ '3fsO' refcrs to IsiJnayitl which has a rccipient semantic role. 

Note that there is I- n/ in Imabat'ariya - u- nl 'the comb'. Baye (2008:263) 

considers it as a postposit ion (pop) used in place of prepositions li ke Ib a-I as in the 

fo llowi ng. 

10 (a) aster ba-bOir - u 

A. (fern) by - pen - del' 

dabdabe 

letter 

s'a IT - ace - ibb - iii 

write:pf - 31:';S - inst - 3msO 

'Aster wrote a letter wi th the pen ' 
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(b) aster 

A. (fem) 

bOir - u - n 

pen - def-pop 

dabdabe 

latter 

s'aff - ace - ibb - at 

write:pf - 3fsS - inst - 3msO 

'Aster w rOle a leller with the pen ' 

I rather assume / -n/ to be the acc case marker . Recall that acc case is not onl" [cl r 

DOs. The preposition / bCJ -/ 'by' may assign acc case to its complement because 

prepos itions can license id iosyncratic case (Woolford (n.d: 2)). But whe re docs the 

prepos ition go7 This is not a new phenomenon in Amharic. Case markers, like the 

genitive /ya-/ in the following sentence, can be deleted after assigning case (Baye 

p.c). 

11. (a) 

(b) 

sila ya - kasa 

about gen - K. (mas) 

guday 

matter 

'About Kassa 's matter' 

sila 0 - kasa guday 

about gen - K. (mas) malleI' 

'About Kassa's matter' 

This correlates with Van Valin's (200l:l60-162) explanation that semanti c roles 

mayor may not correspond to grammatical cases. For instance, the grammatica l 

dative case is usually associated w ith the semantic recipient role . However , in 

Lazgian language , experiencer is given a dative case. 

In the above example, / -bb-/ and 1- 11 -/ arc in agreement with the prepositions: 

/ -11-/ with / Ia -/ 'to ' or 'fc)r' and /- bb-/ w ith / ba-! ' bv', 'with' , or ' in' , e tc. l.iJoking at 

this, one may say that / - 11 -/ and /- bb-/ are prepositional agreement markers. 

However , this is not correct. Consider the following example w here the element is 

/ -bb-/ , while the preposition is / Ia -/ ' ['or' in 10 (b). 
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10 (a) la - alama 

for - purpose 

bet 

house 

sarr - an 

build:pf - I pIS 

'We built a house for purpose' 

(b) [ bet ya - sarr - an - ibb - al l 

house comp - build:pf - I pIS - purp - 3msO 

alama ] 

goal 

'The purpose for which we built house' 

Thus, we can say that type 13 ag reement elements in trans itive verhs are composed of 

two elements: / - 11 -/ or / -bb-.' and OM s. The fo rme r are semanti c ro le assigners. / -11 -/ 

renders be nefactive and recipient semanti c roles, wh ile /- bb/ marks ma lfact ive, 

instrumental , locative, and other semantic roles. OMs that come following these 

elements mark pro or NP which is 10 or oblique object complement of prepositions. 

Thus, they can be called [OMs or oblique object markers. 

To summarize, both / -11 -/, / -bb-/ , and OMs are ((lund in transitive verhs. / - 11 ·/ and 

/-bb-/ render semantic ro les. OMs identify pro which is DO, 10, and DCO, hence 

DOMs, [OMs, DCOMs. However, w hen used after / -11 -/ and /- hh-/, they refer to an 

[0 or ohl ique objec t pro. 

3,2 Non-subject agreement clements in intr'ans itive relative clauses 

So far, we have seen the nature and function of type A (OM s) and type B agreement 

elements in transiti ve verbs. These elements a lso ex ist in in trans it ive ve rbs. Thi s sec tion 

is abo ut the natu re and functi ons o f these elements. 

3.2.1 Type A agreement elements in intransitive rela tive cIa uses 

We find in the literature that the cl ass of intransiti ve pred ica tes includes all verhs that 

have one (-) - role to <lssign (Adge r 200:\80). This includes unerg<ltivc and 

unaccusative predi cates which have agent and theme argu men ts, respectively . Other 
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scholars, like Newson et a!. (2006: 182), considers "i ntransitive verb" only those ,,·hich 

takc agent or experiencer argumcnts . In this papcr , I focus on thc uncrgati,·c 

intransitive verbs. 

We have found out earlier that type A agreement elements are OMs that identify 

DOs, DCOs, and lOs. \Iv'hat roles do they play in intransitive verbs" Let us see some 

examples. 

1. (a) [[IiJ-u 

boy - def 

ya - k'allad - a - a t j assik 'ii'li'l k'ald j 

(b) 

(c) 

camp - joke:pf -3msS - 31's" funny 

'The funny joke that the boy joked' 

[[ ya - anabb - a - Jl in ba ]29 

camp - tea rpf - 3msS - 3fs'/ lear 

The tear (fem) that he teared' 

[line ya - azzan - ku - ai'i'aw ] 

I camp -mourn:pf - 1 sS -3p17 

mari r hazan - oci'] 

bitter mourn - pI 

'The bitter mourns that I mourned' 

(d) [[s'addik ' - u ya - mott - u - t] mot l 

saint - del' camp - dic:pf' - 3hS - 3ms? death 

'The death that the saint died ' 

joke 

The verh in l (a) and I (h) have agent suhjccts, while verbs in I (c) and l (d) have 

exper iencer subjects. The suhjects arc identifictl hv the agreement markers ,dlich 

immediately follow the verb stems. Type A agreement elements iden tify pro which is 

coreferentia l w ith the HNs. We expect pro to be neither DO nor 10 in the ahove 

clause, since intransitive verbs require only one argument which is a suhject. What 

are they then? 

~') Th is serHence is essentiall y pragmati c in nature . 



As we have seen in the literature revIew pan, Newson et a\. (2006: 182) state that 

intransitives can take "cognate objects". COs, unlike other "normal" objects that arc 

round in transitive verbs, have a restricted semantic relationship with their yerbs. 

Observe the following English sentences. 

2. (a) Jerr)' danced a merry dance. 

(b) Richard died a tra~ic death. 

The scholars cla im that the underlined COs are not just mea ningl ess repetitions of the 

verbs, but they are predicate elements in the sentences. Pham (n .d) and Felser and 

Wanner (2001 :29) state that unergetives are just like transitives. They take COs. COs 

are arguments (they are e - marked by the verb) and grammatically function as 

DOs30 I believe that type A agreement elements in Amharic intransitive verbs are 

OMs that refer to pro or DP which is a C031. 

Before moving to other issues, it is necessary to deal with I-lailu's ( 1972) claim 

regardi ng I- tl in intrans itive verbs. He says that I- t/, in the following construction, 

refers (underlyingly) to the abstract 3msO of a deleted complement of the preposition 

Iba/ 'by' that is to I rarasl 'horse'. 

3. ([inna-iss-u ya - hed - u - t J na - a - w] 

asso-head -3ms camp - go:pf - 3plS - 3msO by - horse be -3msS - :lmsO 

' I t is by horse that they went' 

.;0 Pylkkanen (2000:7) also argues that 1I1lergetives call indeed assign case. Consider the 
follo\\ ing. examp les: (1) I rail a mile. 

(2) 1 laughed him oul or the roOI11 . 

;1 Thi s t;\CI is not (lllesled in the ciosesl siSler language Tigrin:il . As reSI;l:"\.': (2002: Il~J Siaies. objecl 
pronominal surfixes can be attached 10 intransitive verbs. but always have malfaclive function . Consider 
the following. 

lo miJd (ni lann) Illoytu - !lna 
relative to - li S die:pf - 1 pi 

'our relative has died' 
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He pn}\'ides two arguments [,", this claim . I:irst, an intransi ti ve verb ca nnot take a 

simple object suffi x. Second , since there is no defini te NP, the e lement in question 

cannot be a OM . However , we have seen ea rlier that intransiti ve verbs take COs. I 

argue that this 3msO element refers to a CO pro as its re ference is clearl y shown in 

4(a) be low, with its paral lel transitive verb construction in 4(b). 

4.(a) [[ innasu mangad - u - n" ya - hed - u - t] ba - fa ras 

they journey - del' - ace comp - go:pf- 3pl S - 3 msCO by - horse 

na -a ow l 

be -3msS-3msO 

li t. ' It is by horse that they went the journey' 

(b) [[innasu alamu - n ya-man - u - t ] ba - du lla 

they A.(m.) - ace camp - hi t: pf - 3plS - 3msO by - stick 

n a -a owl 

be -3msS -3msO 

'It is with stick that they hi t Alemu' 

However, most speakers do not use Imangad - u - nl ' the journey' in a sentence like 

4(a), while it is neccesary to use lalamu - n/ in 4(b) (if the reference is to be clea r). I 

assume that it is because the I-INs have a tight re lation with the ve rb and speakers 

believe that hearers ca n abstract them rrom the verbs alo ne. This is also true In 

English Note that sentence 5(a) can be resta ted as 5(b) (Newson et al. 2006:182). 

5. (a) He smi led a smile. 

(b) He smiled. 

Fe lser and Wanner (2001: I I) relate this w ith the princip le or econo my. They bel ieve 

that COs do not have "substant ial " contribution to the semantics of clauses. They 

_.2 Rccalllhat the relationship between COs and the ir verbs is has i c all ~ semantic in n<lturc. not (lbli~lH or il~ 
formal . 



"usually" must be in fo rmationally rich (modified) in order to be spe lled out. Thus, any 

realization of a ta utologica l ba re noun (CO) will resu lt in an unnecessa ry repetiti on of 

in format ion, hence in vio lation o f the principle of economy, 

Genera llv, Tvpe A agreement clements are found in int ransiti ve verbs. The, ' refer to a 

DCO pro, hence DCOMs. So, it is approp riate to ca ll such elements O~'l s in 

intransitive as wel l as in tra nsitive clauses, 

3.2.2 Type B agreement elements in intransitive relative clauses 

Type B agreement elements are found in intransitive verbs, We w ill evalua te the 

functions of both /-bb-/ and /- II -/-set agreement elements, Consider the follow ing, 

6,(a) [[ lij - it - u 

girl - fe rn - def 

ya -sak'k' -acc - ill -ace"w] 

comp - laugh: pf - 3fsS - 'I -3p10 

wiJ nd - oec I 

man - pi 

The men to whom the girl laughed (f()r their advantage)' 

(b) 1I la - wand - oee - u ya - sak'k' - ace - ill -accaw I 

to - man - pi - def comp - laugh:pf' - 3fsS - 'I -3p1 0 

The girl w ho laughed for the men (for thei r adva ntage)" 

7, (a) wandimm - e ka - bet wat 't ' - a 

brother- l sposs from - house geLout:p f' - 3 msS 

'My brothe r got ou t o f'th e house' 

(b) [[wandimm - e ya - wat 't ' - a - bb - a t ] bat] 

brother- l sposs comp- get.ou t:p f' - 3msS - 'I - 3msO 

'The house th at mv brother got out 01' 

house 

lij I 

girl 

In 6(a), /-actaw/ '3pI0' re fers to pro which is core f'e rent ial w ith /wund - ocU 'men', 

This is clearly shown in 6 (b) where it is in agreement with /wand - oee - u/ 'the 

men ', which is the benefactive complement of the prepos ition / Ia -/ 'for', It is on ly the 

element /- II -/ that gives the benefactive reading to the nou n in 6(a), And in 7(a), the 
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preposition is / keJ -/ ' fro m', while the source semantic rol e is rendered by / -bb-/ . This 

confirms that /-bb-/ (and also / -11 -/ ) is not an agreement marker. /- bb-/ may also 

render other semantic ro les of prepositional complements. For instance, it marks lhe 

malfactive role in 8(a) , instrumenta l in 8(b), loca li ve in 8(c), manner in }ltd), and lime 

in 8(e). 

8.(a) Il lij - u - a [wa l ya - alak'k'as- a - bb -al l inna l l 

boy - 3sposs -fern comp - cry:pf - 3msS - ml -3fsO) mother 

The mother whose son has cried (f(lf her disad vantage )' 

(b) IlyeJ - zeJ n'an-a -bb -atl may krofo n l 

comp - sing:pf - 3msS - inst -3fsO microphone 

'The microphone lhal he sa ng with ' 

(c) [[ya - nor - u - bb -accaw] agar - ace] 

camp - live:pf - 3plS - lac -3p10 

'The countri es that they lived in' 

(d) II yil - addag - ace - ibb at I 

camp - grow:pf - 3fsS - man - 3f-SO 

'The speed that she grew' 

(e) [[ya - k'ilzzak 'k'azz - a - bb -al l 

comp - cool:pf - 3msS - lim - 3msO 

country - pi 

fit 'nat J 

speed 

'The time thal il cooled down' 

gize l 

time 

We can thus say that type B agreement elements in intransitive ve rbs are composed of 

the semantic role marke r / -bb-/ o r /- 11 -/ and an OM . Il is the OM lhal shows 

agreement. /- 11-/ renders benefacl ive role (and recipient role), while /- bb-/ is 

associaled Wi lh semantic ro les like source, instrument , and manner. The OMs lhal 

come following these elements refer to oblique objec l complements of prepositions . 



To conlude, both the elements /- ll -/ and / -bb-/ and OMs exist in intransitive verbs. 

/ - 11 -/ and /- bb-/ are semant ic role markers, whi le OMs refer to a DCO which is pro. 

However, they refer to oblique objec t complements 01' prepositions when the\' come 

following the clements /-11-: and .. -bb- . With this , we move on to look at non -subject 

agreement e lements in pass ive re la tive clauses. 

3.3 Non-subject agreement elements in passive relative clauses 

We have examined the nature and function of non -subject agreement elements In 

transitive and intransitive RCs. It is now time to see their role in passive ve rbs. 

beginning with type A agreement e lements as usua l. 

3.3.1 Type A agreement clements in passive relative clauses 

Though it may sound strange, it is a fact that type 1\ agreement elements arc lound in 

passive verbs as we ll. The question is what are they referr ing to" W e have mentioned 

earlier that Girma (2001:197) cla ims that the element /- t1 in the following passive 

verb is a focus marker. The whole sentence is given for convenience. 

1. 51 - al - ii - at 'afa ka - sira ya - ta - barrar - ku - t 

while- neg - IsS - make fau lt:pf from - job comp - pas - fire:pf -· IsS- loc'/ 

tizz. yi - al - ann - al 

remember 3msS- say:pf - 150 - aux: prs 

' I remember that 1 was fired fro m (my) job whil e making no faul t' 

The person who is making the above utterance is not an agent because the first 

pro noun in the gloss , i.e . T , has the object fo rm /- an n / ' IsO' in the structure. Then 

what is / yi-/ '3msS ' referring to7 It is the CO pro that is coreferential wi th / mabbarar/ 

' fir ing' w hich is referred to by lo ti '3msCO' in the passive verb. Thus lo ti is not a FM . 

Th is is true because the sentence gives sense when we add the li N of the RC in 2. 
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2. [[[ si - al - 7i - at'a fa ka -- sira 

while - neg - IsS - make faul t :pf fro m- job 

mabba ra r I tizz yt - al 

ya -- ta - barra r - ku -- t ) 

camp - pas - fire:pf - l sS- 3msO 

- a ii ii - al l 

firing re member 3ms S- say:p f - I sO - aux: prs 

' I remember (the firin g) that [ was fi red from (my) job for no faul t' 

Look at also the f"'lowing exa mples. 

3. (a) II maskOl - u - a Iwa l YeJ- ta -- k 'cJ bb - ace - iw l k'ib l 

w indow - def - fern camp - pas - paint:pf - 3fsS - 3msCO paint 

'The paint that the w indow painted' 

(b) If s'adik ' - u ya -- ta - ga rra f - u - accawl 

saint - def camp - pas - fl agellate: pf - 3hS - 3pICO 

'The flage llates that the saint fl agellated ' 

girli ya- 01'1' ) 

flage llate - pi 

(c) [[dingat 

sudden Iy 

ya - UI - ncJkkas - ku - at l ya - wuffa - nik kifa l 

camp - pas - bite:pf - IsS - 3 r:,(0 gen -- dog -- b itting 

'The dog bite that J got bitlen suddenl y' 

The above type A agreement elemen ts re fer to CO pros which are corefe rent ial with 

the HNs. The subjects are re fe rred to by the ir subject affi xes which appear nex t to the 

stem . 

In ditransitive passive verbs, type A agreemen t elements refer to pro w hich is e ithe r a 

"normal " DO, DCO , or [0; he nce DOMs, DCOM s, and [O Ms. This is show n below in 

4(a), 4(b), and 4(c), respecti ve ly. 

4. (a) f[ ba - diri}ji t -- u yo - ta -- sc1t't' - an - aceaw l mcJs' haf -- Dec ) 

by -- organi zation -- de l' ca mp -- pas -- give:pr:- [piS - 3pl0 

'The books that we arc gi ven by the organ ization' 

boo k -- pi 



(b) [[ beti va - ta - sa rrak '- ace - iw] mist ' irawi si rk 'ot] 

B. (fem) comp - pas - stcal:pf' - :lr:,S - :lmsCO m\'stcrious stealing 

The mysterious stealing that Beti got stolen" 

(c) [[ kompiyutar ya - ta - laggas - a - aer.:aw] 

computer comp - pas - donate:pf - 3msS - 3pl0 

'The schools that computer was donated to' 

timirt -bet - oee ] 

school - pi 

Genera ll y, type A agreement markers in passive verbs refer to pro which is a "norma l" 

DO, DCO, or 10. Thus, it is appropriate to call them OMs (DOMs, DCOMs, IOMs). 

3.3.2 Type B agreement elements in passive relative clauses 

Both / · II -/-set and /- bb-/ -set type 13 agreement clements are found in passive Res as in 

the fo llowing: 

5. (a) [[ mas 'har - u ya - ta - mallas - a - II - aecaw ] 

book - def comp - pas - return:pf - 3msS - ? - 3hO 

'The professor that the book is returned to' 

profesar I 

professor 

(b) mas'har - u la - profesar - u ta - ma llas - a - II - a<'Caw 

book - def' to - professor - del' pas - retu rn: p f~ 3msS - '1 . _ :lhO 

'The book is returned to the professor' 

6(a) wada - amerika ta - sad dad - a 

(b) 

to - Amer ica pas - immigrate: pf~ 3msS 

'He has immigrated to america' 

[[ya - ta - saddad -a - bb - at] 

comp - pas - immigrate:pf- 3msS - ? - 3msO] 

'The country he has immigrated to' 

aga r] 

country 
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/ -accaw/ '3hO' in 5(a) refers to the recipient pro which is coreferential with the HN 

/profesa r/ 'professor'. This reference is c1earlv shown in 5(b). ,- 11 -. rendcrcs a 

recipient semantic ro le to the complement of the preposition. Note that , in 6(b). the 

locative semantic ro le marker / -bb-/ is not in agreement with the preposition / wada - j 

' to '. Funher examples are listed below. 

7. (a)11 sahin u be) - almal Ii) - inal u 

(b) 

dish - def by - A. (fem) to - mother - 3sposs - fem comp - pas - give:pf- 3ms 

-II - at ] Ji}] 

bn -3fsO gi rl 

'The girl, to whose mother Almaz gave the dish ' 

(( Jibs - wo ya - ta - k'addad - a -bb-iwo] baltet 1 

dress - 2hposs comp - pas - tear:pf - 3msS -ml -3hO old woman 

'The old wo man (you) whose dress is teared apan' 

(c) [[k'ald - u yil - ta - k'allad - il - bb -at) 1 

joke - def COIllP - pas - joke:pf - 3msS - tim - 3msO 

'The time that the joke is joked' 

lime 

Earlier, we have claimed that COs in Amharic are DOs. This claim is funher 

supported by the fac t that COs take the subject place with their co rresponding subject 

affix in passive RCs3J As Pham (n.d:235) states, passivization is one feature of DCO. 

This is true for all kinds of passive verbs as in the following. 

8.(a) assik'iiiii ruc'c 'a ta - rot't ' - a 

funny ran pas - ran :pf - 3msCS (cognates subject) 

'A Funny ran was run' 

(b) t'iru k'ib ta - k 'abb - a 

nice paint pas - painl:pf - :lmsC:S 

'A nice paint was painted' 

.~ .. This is not a va lid cr it er ion. since we w ill see Ialer on page 94. thaI lO s can take thi s position 100 . 



(c) Sit'Ola ta - Sa t't' - a 

gift pas - gift:pf' - 3msCS 

'A gift was given' 

But this is not possible if there is an already "norma l" DO as in mono-transitives. 

9. (a) * min' - u - a[ wa] k'i b maskOl - 0Ci' - u - n ta - k'abb - ace - accaw 

nice - de f - fem palTIt window - pi - def -acc pas - paint:pf - 3fsCS - 3plO 

'The nice paint is painted on the w indows' 

(b) maSkOl - occ - u min' - u - alwa ! - n k'ib tcl - k'iJbb - u - at 

window - pi - def nice - del' - f'em -ace paint pas - paint:pf' - :lplS - :\I"CO 

'The w indows are pa inted the nice pa int ' 

Besides, COs are not referred to by IOMs or oblique object markers that come 

following / -11 -/ and / -bb-/. The following are ungrammatical because the COs are 

referred to by obl ique object markers. Thus, we confirm that COs in Amharic are 

DCOs, not ICOs or oblique objects"'. 

10.(a)* lI saw - Dee - u ya - ta - gadda l - u - II-accaw] ycl - gil' giddiya - occ ] 

man - pl- def comp- pas - ki ll :pf - 3plS- bn -3p10 gen - unjust killing - pi 

'The unjust killi ngs that the people kill ed for (fo r the killings 'sa ke) 

(b) *[Itamari - ulwl ya - ta - sat't' - a- bb -accclw i sit'ota ·- oeei 

studen t - def' comp - pas - gift:pf - 3msS - ml- :lplO gift - pi 

'The gifts that the student is given (for the gifts'disadvantege), 

1 ~ However. we may t~nd cases where COs some times function as ob lique obj ec ts. The follow ing is l)th.' . 

[I tarik ·u yo - ta-s'ilf ·a ·bb- accaw ] s'ihuf· oec! 
story -def comp- pas-write:pf 3msS -inst -3pIO writing-pi 

"rhe writ-ings that rhe story is wrincn' 

( Dr. GClahUIl Am arl' (p.r) ) 



Thus, type B agreement markers appear in passive RCs. It is only the OM that shows 

agreement. / -11 -/ or / -bb-/ are invariant semantic role assigners: /- 11 -/ renders recipient 

and benefactive semantic ro les and / -bb-/ licenses malfactive, instrumental, and other 

semantic cases. The OMs that come following these, mark an 10 or oblique object 

pro , not DCc) pro. 

We can finally conclude that / -11 -/ or /- bb-/ and OMs exist in passive verbs. / -11 -/ and 

/- bb-/ render different semantic roles. OMs are in agreement with pro which is DO, 

10, or DCO, but when preceded by /- 11 -/ and /-bb-/ , they only mark lOs or oblique 

object compl ements of prepositions. 

3.4 Notes on some common features 

At this level, it is essential to discuss some common features which arc observed in 

RCs with transitive, intransitive and passive ve rbs regarding OMs and compound­

tense constructions. We first discuss the claim made by scholars that OMs are 

associated w ith the pragmatic features of defin iteness and focus. Then , we deal with 

compound-tense constructions. 

3. 4.1 Marking definjre NPs 

Kapelliuk (1994) says that a rela ti ve verb with non -subject agreement e lements 

maybe considered indefinite, unless it takes the acc case marker. First of' all, I do not 

ca ll a relative verb a "noun" just because it takes the definite article, the acc case 

marker , and the semantic role assigners (wh ich she calls "prepositions"). Note that 

adjectives also take definite anicles and acc case markers. Vve ha ve also discussed I hat 

a RC is a CP , nOI a DP" . Secondly, a I-IN, to be definite , does not require a relative 

.;~ Note also that I do not follow Ouhal la"s (or I-Iailu"s) claim thn' Res arc DPs. 
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ve rb to take acc case marker. In the fo llowing sentence, the HN i makinaJ' 'car' , IS 

definite without an ove rt acc case marker I-n/ appearing on the verb , 

1. [[ ine ya - fat ' - ku - at] 

camp - sell:pf- IsS - 3fsO 

'The car that I so ld' 

ma kin a] 

car 

On the Olher hand, Mul len ( 1986) and Getatchew ( 197 1) suggest that OMs ha ve 

an additional II def] fem ure, That is to say that the y can define N l's. Ilutthis docs 

not hold true as the following examples given by Girma .II. (2006:257) citing )'abe 

(2001:4) show, 

2, (a) aste r doro - u - a [wa] - n arrad - aee - at 

A, hen - de l' - fern - acc bu tcher: pf:'" :lfsS - :lfSO 

'Aster slaughtered the hen' 

(b ) aster doro arrad - ace - (*at) 

A. hen butcher:pf - 3fsS - (*3fsO) 

'Aster slaughtered a hen ' 

Baye (2004), Weldu (2004), and Girma A, (2006) correctly state that these 

agreement ele ments mark definite objects, I-aceawl '3pIO', in the followi ng 

example , refers to the definite NP Ilama ri - oce - u - nl 'the students' , 

3, 1I tamari - occ - u - n ya - garraf - a - aceaw] 

student - pI - def - ace camp - whip:pf - 3msS - 3plO 

'The teacher w ho wh ipped the stude n ts' 

mamhir ] 

teacher 

One ma y find data like the f(lllowing where I- accawl ':lpIO' is used to refer to the 

nouns (ob lique objects) Inaggade - occl 'merchants' in 4(a) and Itamari - oeel 

'students' in 4(b) which have no DM and conclude that OMs can also refer to 

indefi ni te Nl's, Iloweve r, these NPs are not indefinite. They are indefinite onlv in 
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form , but are definite in meaning. Both NPs are known by the speaker and the 

heare r e ither because they are previousl y mentioned or are common knowlegde36 

4. (a) tne 

(b) tamari - ace 

student - pi 

la - naooadc - oce n," azzan - ku - II -accrl" 

to - mcrcha!1l - pI sorro\\':pf - 1 sS - bn -3p10 

'I have so rrowed for the merchants ' 

bar til - zilgg - a - bb - accilw 

door pas - c1ose:pf- 3msS - ml - 3plO 

'A door is closed aga inst the students' 

We have so far shown that OMs refer to definite NPs, but they do not define an NP. 

That is to say that they are not DMs. This is supported by th e fact that a DM can 

appear f() lIowing these elements. Consider the foll owiog. 

5.(a) II ine ya - silbbilr - ku - t - u l ttllik' - u tnc'Cat 

camp - break:pf- 1 sS - 3msO - def big - def stick 

The big stick that [ broke ' 

(b) [l nigus - u yil - dilnilggilt' - a - u -u l w IJ ta llak ' -u dinigga t'e J 

king - def camp - fright:pf - 3msS - 3msCO-def great -def frigh t 

'The great fright that the king got frightened ' 

(c) II yil - rot ' - ku - bb -ilt - u1 sil rfi - u [w 1 

comp - ran:pf- 1 sS - lac -3msO) - def wide - def 

'The wide field that [ ran through' 

(d» ll milskot - u - a [wa l yil - tc1 - k'abb - ace - tw 

meda1 

field 

- u - n" I 

window - def - fern comp - pas - paint:pf - 3fsS - 3msCO - def - ace 

harif - u - n k'ib J 

ni ce - def - ace paint 

'The nice paint that the window has been painted ' 

, I, Getahull Amare (p.c) states that lOs do not req uire a DM to hn ve OM . 
:7 See page 93~96 for the arg.ument that pass ive verbs ass ign ace case [0 their complements. 
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3.4.2 Additional {+contrast} feature 

Girma A. (2003, 2006) says that OMs have a contrastive focus feature. Consider the 

followi ng regular verb constructions. 

6. (a) It lij - u adkami guzo - oce - u - n ta - g"az -a 

boy - def tireso me journey - pi - def -acc md -journey:pf - 3msS 

'The boy journeyed the tiresome journeys' 

(b) II lij - u adkami gum - oee - u - n til - g"a ~ . il - aceil,,· 

boy - def ti resome journey - pi -def - acc md -journey:pf - 3msS -3pICO 

'The boy journeyed the tiresome journeys' 

7. (a) samay - at la - anci ta - kaffilt - u 

sky - pi to - you (fern) pas - open:pf -3p1S 

'Skies opened for you ' 

(b) silmay - at 

sky - pi 

la - anci ta - kil ffat - u - II - iJ 

to - you (fern ) pas - open:pf -3p1S - bn-2fsO 

'Sk ies opened for you ' 

There is a clear semant ic difference between 6(a) and (b) and 7(a) and (b) because of 

the absence and presence of the OMs I-wi '3msO' and l iJI '3f.~O' , respectively. For 

example, in 6(a) there is no additional pragmati c feature rendered to ladkami guzo­

occ-u-n/ 'the tiresome journeys'. However, in 6(b), there is a contrastive 

interpretation . Contrast, as Neeleman et al (n.d: 3) states, involves selection from a 

set. He Further says that both focus and topic can be interpreted contrastively. 6(b) 

has an interpretation that can be restated as "the boy journeved those tiresome 

journeys and not other ones". Girma A. (20D:l , 2006) argues this belongs to focus. We 

will raise thi s issue late r on in the derivation part. 
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But now, I want to emphasize that OMs may have the add itional contrast ive fea ture 

of focus or topic. but they are not themse lves contrasti ve focus (o r topic) markers. 

This is because, as Ci rma .'\. (2006) puts it, the contrastive interpretation is absent in 

verb-to -have and in impersonal verb constructions, and in cases where there is no 

oven NP to be referred to by [he markers. Besides , true I'Ms come following these 

O Ms. Let us conside r thi s using the I'Ms I-ikkol and I- mml gi ven by Ha ve 

(fo rthcom ing) and Girma A. and Meyer (2007 ), se lling aside the controversial / -ss/ . 

8(a) l[ salamon ya - k'abb - a - u - u [w ] - n -imm ] 

S. (m. ) camp - paint:pf - 3msS - 3msCO - def - ace - foc 

min ' k'ib] 

nice paint 

'The ni ce paint that Solomon PAINTI':!)' 

(b)) [[ dabbo ya - g(h" . - aJ - ill -at - ikko I tinn iJ - u lU I 

Bread camp -buy:pf - 2fsS - bn -3msO - foe little - def boy 

'The little kid that you BOUGHT him bread (for hi s advantage), 

(c) l[ Iij - u ya - alak 'k'as - a - II -at - in - imm I set I 

boy - del' comp - cry:pf - 3msS - bn -3fsO - ace - foe woman 

'The woman that the boy CRIED for (for her advantage), 

(d) [[filiia ya - ta - sa t't ' - an - accau - u[ w] -n - illll11 ] mas 'haf - oee ] 

we camp - pas - give:pf - 3plS - 31'10 -def - ace - foe book - 1'1 

'The books that we are G IVEN' 

(e) lI ine ya - [(J - sabbar - ku - bb -a t - In - ikko l asfdrri bota l 

camp - pas - break:pf - IsS - lac -3msO - acc - foe terrifying place 

T he terrifying place that I got INJURED' 

In connection to thi s, I wou ld like to discuss the element I- fi N. Formall y, thi s 

element is identica l to ' I sO'. As we have seen ea rlier, Zelealem (2007) attaches it with 

the ' IsS' marker I- kul (or I-hu/ ) and treats the combina tion as double person marker; 

I-ku - fiNT. Bl iese (1979:138) also takes 1- fi N ' IsO' as part of the first person subject 



suffix /- hu! or / -ku!. However, thi s element IS not only related to first person. 

Consider the fo llowing. 

9 .(a) 

(b) 

II ya - ball - aJ - at - iIin J 

comp - eat:pf -2fsS - 3fsO - 7 

Iii: 

gi rl 

'The girl (you) w ho ate it (f'cm. )' 

II )'" - ba II u . I 

comp - ea t:p f - 3plS - 3msO - 'I 

'The boys who ate it ' 

lij . oee : 

boy - p i 

We now know that this element is invariable across all persons. This stops us from 

accepting the claim that it is a double pe rson marker for first person si ngular. 

Furthermore , it has a [+ focus ] feature as shown in the following RC and c1efi. 

structures. 

10.(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

Ir ya - sabbar - ku - l j 

comp - break :pf - 1 sS - 3m sO 

'The glass that I broke' 

([ ya - sabbar - ku - t - inn ] 

comp - break:p f - IsS - 3msO - foc 

The glass that I BROKE' 

[[[ ya - ball - u - t ] 

comp - eat:pf - 3plS - 3msO 

' It is they w ho ate it ' 

rllYrJ - bali - u - t - inn l 

comp - eat: pf - 3plS - 3msO - foc 

innassu] 

they 

birc'ik'o j 

glass 

birC'ik'o ] 

glass 

na - a - ai'Caw ] 

be - 3msS - 3plO 

inniJssu I nJ - iJ - acciJw I 

they be - 3msS - 3plO 

'It is they who ATE it' 

The above constructions prove that / -(i)n i'l! is not a double person marker , bUI J I'M 

that is used to render verbs a focus reading. However , except in constructions thaI 
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involve IsS, lhis I'M is nOl rreque ntl y heard in slandard Am ha ric. Il is lypica l of' GM 

and GR. Besides, as il is shown be low , thi s element can co-occur wilh Olher ]"o'I\·ls. In 

this case, we say lWO FMs are allowed in one construction to give a much stronger 

focus reading to the ve rb38 . 

11. (a) [I ya - mOl - ku - 1 - iflJi j asazzann mOl ! 

comp - di e: pf - IsS - 3msCO - I(K di sappointing dealh 

'The disappointing death thal I DIED' 

(b) [[ ya - sabbar - ku - 1 - iiiii - ikko j hire'ik'oj 

comp - hreakpl~ IsS - :lm sO- I(KI - roc glass 

'The glass l hal I IIROKE' 

3.4.3 Compound-tense constructions 

So fa r, we have not dealt w ith com pound-tense constructions thal involve auxil iary 

verbs. In such constructions, OM s are found on the main verh relerring to pro or lO 

other NPs which are DOs, DCOs, lOs (except in intransitives) or oblique ohjects. The 

OM appears on the auxiliary39 . Only FMs are allowed to occur ei ther on the ma in or 

on the auxiliary ve rh depending o n the rocused conslituent. This is true Ic)r all verb 

types as shown helow. 

12(a) II wanbar iyya - sat't ' - ahu - accaw ya - nahbar - u - t - in - ikko j 

chair prg - give:pf - IsS - 3hO comp - aux: pst - 3hS-dcf~ ace - I(K 

abat ] 

fathe r 

'The fa the r tha l I WAS giving chair to' 

.,8 This is sim ilar to La vlIkaleve case di sc lissed earlier in the lit erature revie\v part. 

." NOle Ihal lhis is also nOled by Mu lle n ( 1986). Kapelli uk (1994 ). and Ouha lla (2004) as di scussed in 
literalUre review part . 



(b) [[ billay Iii - u - n Ii -vi - mat - a - bb - ilt - ikko 

B, (mas) child-:lmsposs-acc pros-3 - hil:impf - l sS- inst -3msO-foc 

ya - al -il -u [w J-nJ dulla J 

comp-aux:prs -3msS-def -acc stick 

The stick with which Belay is /\1l0UTTO 111'1' his child' 

(c) ) II almaz ti - dilnnis - ace ilw - ikko yil - nilbbilr - u - 1 - In 

A, (fern) 3 - dance:pf - 3plCO - foe comp- aux:pst -3pIS-def-acc 

min' dans - oce ] 

mce dance - pI 

'The nice dances that Almaz had DANCED' 

(d) ) [[ wufJ a - w Ii - yi - c 'ah - ibb - accaw 

dog - del' pros - 3msS - bark:pf - ml - 3pl0 comp - aux:pst 

- u - t - in -Illlll i his'an - at l 

child - pi - 3plS - clef - acc - file 

'The ch ildren the dog WAS about to bark at' 

(e)) [[ t'iru ya - Einat makina iyya - ta - sat't' - ace - accaw - ikko 

good gen - freight car prog - pas - give:pf - 3fsS - 3pl0 - filC 

ya - al - u - t ] saw - ace] 

camp - awe prs - 3plS - def man - pI 

'The people , a good freight car is BEING GIVEN to ' 

(f) )rl mobayil - u - al" ,'a] til - nil t 'k' - 0 - bb - at vil- nilbbilr-ilcc -iw -n - il11111 1 

mobile - 3sposs-fem pas- snatch: pf:"'3msS- ml -:lfsO com p- aux:pst- 3f:sS- def:"'acc -fclC 

set ] 

woman 

'The woman whose mobile HAD been snatched' 



We have had discussions on non -subject agreement elements in transiti\"(~, 

intransiti ve, and pass ive RCs. Type A agreement elements are OMs. In transitive and 

passive ve rbs, they refer to pro which is DO, DCO , o r 10, but only DCOs in 

intransitive verbs. Thus, they are DOMs, DCOMs, and 10Ms. Type 13 agreement 

elements are composed of the two elements: 1-11 -1 or :-bb-I and the OMs. The ['lrmer 

in var iabl y render different semantic roles: /- 11-1 renders a bcne["cti ve and recipient 

role and I-bb-/ licenses malfactive , instrumental, locative, and other semantic roles. 

On the other hand, the OMs are in agreement with an 10 (except in intransitives) or 

in ohlique object pro, not with any Den 

OMs appear preceding the OMs and FMs. They do not define NPs, but render 

contrastive semamics to NPs. However, they cannot be called FMs (topic markers). In 

compound-tense constructions, they are found in main verbs. Except the I'M, the ])M 

is found only on the auxiliary. Then, the next task is looking into the derivation of 

RCs which show these agreement elements in their verbs. 
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Chapter four 

Derivation ofrelative clauses that have verbs which show non­

subject agreement elements 

In chapter three, we have discussed the nat ure and fun ction of non -subject agreement 

markers in transi tive , intransiti ve, and passive RCs . In this chap ter, I will try to show 

the derivation of RCs which have the above type of verbs, beginning with transitive 

clauses. For this purpose, I make use of some data selected from the previous 

di scuss ions. 

4.1 Derivation of transitive relative clauses with non-subject agreement 

elements. 

In what fo llows, I first deal wit h the derivation of RCs which have transiti ve verbs 

that show DOMs, DCOMs, and IOMs. Observe the foll owing. 

1. [[ ine yil - silbbilr - ku - t - u 1 tillik' - u inC'e' rJt 

comp - break :pf - IsS - 3msO - def big - del' stick 

'The big stick that I broke' 

In the above construction , the re are two eleme nts that modify the HN 

linC'e'iltl 's tick'. These arc the He line yrJ - silbbiJr - ku - 1 - u/ 'that I broke ' 

and the adjective phrase Itillik ' - u/ . We have seen earlie r that Inada (2007:25, 

39) considers Res introduced by re lative panicles (that - re latives) as 

complements and Res that are introduced by relative pronouns (wh -relatives) 

as adjuncts. Consequentl y, I assume the Amharic Hes are CPs that take the 

complement position of N, si nce they are introduced by a complementizer. 

This is in accordance with the claim made by Dikke n (2006), Girma A. (2001 ), 

and Baye (f(Jrlh coming). I do not get an y relevant analysis that supports 
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Ouhalla's (2004) and Girma l-Ialefom's (1994) argument lhat RCs generale In 

the spec of NP. 

There is no agreement on the derivalion of allribulive adjeclives. Th el· have been 

considered as adjuncls , specifiers, reduced RCs, and as combinalion of some 0[" lhese·\U 

(Pysz (n.d), Radford 2004:369-7 1, Cinque and Rizzi 2008:47). Each analysis has ils 

own slreng!h and weakness. In lhis paper, I follow the assumplion lhal allribu!ive 

adjeclives are specifie rs·". This analysis divides adnominal adjeclil"Cs inlO lWO: 

modifying and lhematic (lhemalically related lO nouns) adjeclives (Pysz (n.d):62-64, 

Radford 2006: 109- 110). Modifying adjectives occupy the spec of a certa in functional 

projection (FP) between DP and NP, whereas thematic adjectives are in the spec of 

NP (e.g. Ital ian invasion of Albania). Since the adjectives used lhroughoul lhis paper 

are modifying ones, they are believed to be generaled in the spec of Fl'. 

Note that there are two OMs attached to each modifier . Following Newson el a!. 

(2006:147), I assume lhere lO be mulliple determiners heading lheir own projeclions·I '. 

The pre-determiner determiner (lhe first D) has an nl' complement Wilh an emply N. 

The RC and the AP move to the spec ofthe top and lower DP, respectively"-

.1{1 For instance. Pysz (n .d:78) follows a mixed ana lys is considering adnominal adjectives as both adjullcts 
(prcnominal s) and reduced relatives (postno11l inCll s). Cinque and Rizzi (2008:47) strongly believe that the 
functional status of adjectives is a universa l properly. but whether they arc heads or specs is a language 
particular fact. 

~ l Thi s is because it specia ly favoures the principles orUG. It is compatible to Cinque 's (1999) analysis or 
adverbs. Kayne' s ( 1994) amisY1l11lletric theory. and Chomsky's ( 199:') checking theory. The agreemen t 
relation between adjec tives and nominal heads is easi ly accounted for b~ thi s type ()ranal~;'i i s (pY'iZ 

( ll .d):69-70). 

-t~ Dikken's t~006) aCCOUJlt oro ver! DM s as inflectional surf'ix morphemes 1hilt originale on their hosl 

word and check their features against an <lh~,araCl I) hC<ld specified for Ihe f"c<Jlure : DEF ] ma y he 

plausihlc provided that definiteness is a fCature for nouns. However. he does not show how this 

takes place. especia ll y in double definite marking. Besides, how are we going to ac<;oUnl for t h(' RC 

movement to the frolll position? 
-to' This is in accordance with Girma Awgiche\y's CWO 1 ) clailllihal RCs move Lip 10 check their delinill'llcsS 
feature. The difference is that in the analysis I follow. the target ofmovelllent is spec UP. not spec Of:-'OI1K' 

AgrdP pr~iectiol1 . 



Let us now look at the internal structure of the RC in ( I). It has a mono-transiti ve 

verb isilbb,hr' 'broke' \\'hich needs a subject and an object. The subject /ine! 'J' moves 

from the spec of li ttle ''j) lO '1'1' to check and erase the uninterpretable Nom case with 

T or to satisfy the EPP (extended projection princip le) feature on 'I' \Vhich requires a 

clause lO have a subject. On the other hand, pro, which is a DO, is in the complement 

position of the verb (Radford 2006:224-227, Felser and Wanner 2001:15, Woolford 

(n.d ) :6)"'. It is, thus, assigned acc case by the verb. According to Radford (2006 :225), 

lillie v is a strong affix and allracts big V. The agreement elements / -ku/ 'IsS' and / -t/ 

'3msO' do not have any projection , since they are un interpretable features of the 

verb. They are deleted after the checking is done, but are visible at PF. 

Radford (2006:209-2 16) discusses about a "split CI' hypothesis" in which the former 

CP is split inlO four different projections, namely: force Phrase (ForP), Topic Phrase 

(TopP), focus Pharse (FocP), and Finite Phrase (finP). He further states that 

complementizers like /ya-/ are force markers that head a forP projection. This force 

feature maybe considered as the one that introduces a RC. This is in accordance with 

Adger's (2003:371) statement that the C head of the RC has an interpretable [Rei ] 

feature . just like wh-questions have [Q] feature. 

However, note that in the above construction, the subject precedes the 

complementizer l yrJ -/. We don't expect the subject to occupy the spec of ForP, but 

Topl'. Besides, I don 't see any reason for the subject to move to the spec of ForP. This 

is because, as Radford (2006:142- 146) explains, the spec of ForP is reserved [(lr 

relative pronouns (like w ho and whose) which are moved up to this spec by the edge 

feature of force. The word order problem is best analysed if we assume / yrJ -/ as 

~~ St:e Adger (~003:~ I 1· 1~~) for <111 nlt c.:: rnm ivc <lila lys is which puts DOs in the spt:c or big Vll, It g.l'l ~ ace 
case li'om lill k \ . l.ook <ll also Radlbrd (~O()4 :3 6 .'i) for an ilr~lIl1ll:nt Ihal it is an indepellden t (ransiti\ l' 
rhrasc (TraP ) (11m li sc nct's ace G ISt.: to DOs. 
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head ing FinP. That means it also marks a clause as finite or infinite . This dual 

function of complementizers (fo rce and (in) finiteness marker) is also anested in other 

languages like English. Radford (2006:8) ca ll s that a finite declarativc 

complementizer , if a finite interrogative comp lementizcr, and for an infinit iva l 

irrealis complementizer. Citing Ri zzi (1997), he later argues (p214) lhat for occupies 

the head I-'in position , whereas that heads a I-'orl' projection. This makes it plausihle to 

consider /ya-/ as a finite relative co mplement ize r w hich heads a I:inl' project ion'''. 

We expect the structure to be li ke in ( I ). 

~ ~ \ve have seen in the re vie\\ of pre vious \""orks that Mullen ( 1986) claims Ihal the verb moves to the comp 
head Iya -I . As Georgala er al. (2008 : 184) citing Kayne (1994) and Baker (1996) srares. he,d adjunction is 

to the left. If this anal ys is is correct. we expect the verb to be positioned ill fronl or yiJ/ . which is 
contrary to t he fact. So. i\·1ullen·s ( 1986) analys is cannot account for the word order probkm. 

74 



1. OP 

/"- 0' 

~pP f"'- DP 
/'----

OP 

L 
Top' o AI' 

u ~ 
me Top FinP 

/"-1" . 'In 

tillik' 

e 

Fin 

ya 

v 

sabbar e 

N 

vp 

r v' 

rprOi 

Let us also see the derivation of the following structure with a CO. 

2. [[ sil lilmon ya - k 'abb - a - u -u [w l- n -mml mtn' k'ib l 

S.(m.) comp - paint:pl' - :lmsS - :lmsCO - def' - acc - Ic)c nice paint 

'The nice paint that Solomon PAINTED' 

-1(\Adger (2003 :134) calls <TopP> and <AP>, which arc enclosed in angle brackets. "ghosts" of the 

moved elements TopP and AP. They are usually called traces. Radford (1997:219-220) "ys that they 

are empty categories which differ from (he moved elements (an tecedents) in that they arc phonetically 

null. They possess the same grammatical fearures as their 3lltcccdents, but arc governed (bound ) by the 

antecedents. The two clcmcllIs (links) form a movement chain in which the <l11ll'<.:cd('111 is "h ead " and 

the trace is "foot". 
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This structure has a CO pro which is coreferential with the HN. The subject 

/salamon/ moves from spec vI' to spec TP and '1'01'1'. The ve rb / k'abb/ 'pa inted' moves 

to lillie v. \Ve find a fM -mm '. So, we expect a I:ocl'. This Foc I' is for the ,·erb. 

However, it is the whole Finl' that moves to the spec of' Foci) I assume this is because 

of Pied -Piping. Pied -Piping is ":\ process by which a moved constitLleI1l drags one or 

more other constituents along with it when it moves" (Radf(lrd 2006:299 ). So. the 

verb moves to Foc P along with /ya-/ in order to ensure convergence. Nom and acc 

case features are un interpretable (Adger 2003:53). So, the ace case marker / -0/ can not 

head a projection; it is just the spell -oLit at the interface level of Pf. The clause has the 

following struc ture . 

salamon Top FocI' mirt' I' 

/'Foc' e e 
~ 

FinP Foe <finP > 

ir--mm 
Fin TP 
~ 

T' 

Tf" vI' 
~ 

k'ib, 

v ' 

~ 
~ 

V v 

VP 

;---. V ' 

/" pro, 
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Let us observe the following example that involves an auxiliary verb. 

3. [[ wan bar iyyil - sa t't ' -ahu - accilw ya - nilbbilr - u - t - in - ikko I 

chair prg - give:pf - IsS - 3hO comp - aux:pst - 3hS - def- acc - foc 

abat] 

father 

'The father that I WAS giving chair to ' 

In this construction, there exists one modifier RC. It moves to the spec of DP. The 

verb is ditransitive that needs a subject /lsS/ , a DO Iwilnbilrl 'chair', and an IO /prol 

wh ich is coreferncial w ith the I-IN labatl 'father'. I,'ollowing Adger (20o:l: 174) , 

Radford (2006:217-219), and Cinque and Ri zzi (2008:53), I assume l iyyil-I heads an 

aspect phrase (AspP), just below TP. The past tense auxil iary Inilbbar/ , which is under 

focus, heads 1'1'. 

Note that both the DO Iwanbilrl 'chair' and the aspect phrase liyya-siJ t ' t' -iJhu- aceiJwl 

'1 was giving him (honorific), are positioned above it. What position do they take? 

Radford (2006:212), Cinque and Rizzi (2008:52), Hartmann and I.im mermann 

(200S:8), and Collins and I':ssizewa (2007:200) tell us that there is onlv one I()cus 

phrase projection in natural languages. Thus, the DO and AspP cannot be in the spec 

of other FocI's, maybe in their respective TopP because multiple TopP is possible. 

This coincides with Girma A. and Meyer's (2007:25 , :)S) statement that in Amharic , 

topic -hood is expressed via fronting (with a topic marker or not) and tha t there could 

be more than one TopP in the Idt periphery of a sentence. So, first the DO moves to 

the spec of TopP and then the AspP follows'''' Later on, Iyill is pied -piped along with 

T to the spec of roc p. Radlord (2006:224-227) states that PPs (which include lOs) arc 

~~ Girm<1 A. (200S:23~) states Ih<11 a 00 in Am haric lll(l V('S 10 tile spec or little (Ii!:,-hl ) \ P. Ilo\\\.' vel". I \\ il l 
not fa II 0\\ this al1al~ s i s becallse llrlhc follo\\ing IwO reasons. Fir>; !. I lake big V . 1101 little \' . as Iht' OIlL' 
responsible for the checking orace cast' ora DO and so there is no \\<1 y the DO moves 10 thL' spec of vP. 
Second. i1 is 11 0\ clear 10 Ill t' how a DO movt's 10 a position which is b,Is ically for an age nt subject. 
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generaled in the spec of big \ 'P w hen lhere is a DO, but in the complement posilion 

w hen lhere is no DO or when the verb is intransilive:" Consequentl y, the 10 pro is in 

the spec of big VI' because lhere is DO /wan bar/ 'chair', The Slructure looks lhe 

following, 

3. J) I' 

/"" D' 

TopP, f"--N P 
~ 

DP Top ' D ("-- N' 

II u I 

wanbar Top 'IJR( N 

e Aspp 
~ 

Asp ' 

Top ' 
~ 

abali 

~ 
Asp vI' 

iyya e~ v' 
/~ 

Top 

e 

v vp 

I,'ocl' 

~ 
FinP I~ 

/"" Fin ' Foc 
~, 

Fin TP ikko 

ya ~T' 

<FinP> 

v~ PP~v' 
~ 

sat't' e 6 <v > <DP> 

prOi 

T ~AspP > 
nabbar 

Ilcre, I want lO queslion the relalive orde r of Topl' and Foci) So r ~H , we ha ve seen 

lhat TopP is positioned higher than FocI'. Howeve r, we ma y come across wit h data 

like the following, where the topics /wanbar/ 'chair ' and /iyya-sat't' -ahu- accaw/ ' I 

was givi ng him (honorific )' are positioned below 1'0cP, 

~ s I follow thi s on ly for the time be ing. For an alternative ana lys is. see the next example which in volves 
the semantic role assigners. 



4. [[ ine- ikko wilnbar iyya - silt't' - ahu - accaw yil - nabbar - u - t - n I abat ] 

1 - foc c hair prg - give:pr - IsS - 3hO comp - aux:pst - 3hS - def - acc father 

The father that I was giving chair to ' 

VIle can say that there is no stric l ordering between FocP and '1'01'1' in Amharic. 

Support ror such account comes rrom C:inque and Ril.l.i (2008 :5:1) who stale that 

"there is no general scope propeny en[cncing a panicu lar order". They provide 

evidence from languages like Ilungarian and Ita li an which ha ve a topic > [ClCUS and a 

focus > topic order ing, respective ly. More importantl y, Neeleman et al. (n.d:25 ) states 

that topic and focus positions are free in Dutch. 

We now see the derivation of RCs w hich have transiti ve verbs that have /- 11-/ and 

/ -bb-/ (type B agreement elements) which assign semantic role to [0 and ohlique 

objects, beginning with the [c)lIowing data. 

5. [[ dabbo ya - gazz - aJ - ill -a t - ikko J tinniJ - u lij J 

bread comp -buy:pf - 2fsS - bn -3msO - foc little - def boy 

'The little kid that yo u BOUGHT him hread ( I'or his ad va ntage), 

There are two modifiers, RC and AI' . The AI' moves rrom spec of FI' to the spec or the 

lower DP. It is clear to see that the RC moves from the complement position of N to a 

higher level and positioned above the AI' , though there is no overt D. [ believe the 

He maves to the spec of the higher DP. So, J) alwa ys attracts a HC whether it is overt 

or covert. This is in con tradiction w ith the statement made by Baye (forthcoming). 

Looking at the Re itse lf, it is headed hy the ditransitive ve rb /gazz/ 'hought ' which is 

under focus. It requires a subject /2ms/ , a DO /dahbo/ 'bread', and an oblique object 

/ pro/ which refers to the benciJct ive /Iii! ·boy ·. Th e subjec t is in the spec or little vI' 

and the DO is in the compl e men t position of V. / yil -/, /gilzz/ 'bought ', and /- ikko/ 

head FinP , VI', and FocP projections , respective ly. !-low is the semantic role assigner 
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/ - 11 -/ derived? DamonLe (2007 ::14 I -:156) discusses about 'T hematic [-'unctio nal 

Projcctions Hvpothesis". In shon , the idea is that thcta - roles (scma nLic cases) are 

represenLed in syntax. Elemems like /- 11 -/ are ca lled "Verbal Extensions" (because 

they extend or change the lexica l meaning o r the ve rb). They head the relcvam 

thematic projection such as benefactive phrasc (BnI' ) and instrumenLal phrase (Instl') 

above VP. Benefactive or instrumenLal DPs (or PPs) are base-generated in the spec or 

the thematic projections. Thus, I assume pro is base gene rated in the spec or Bn P 

headed by / -11 -/49 The object moves to the spec or TopP. The verb adjoins Bn and 

lillie v. It picks up the semamic role assigner /- 11 -/ on its way up . Foc I' is just below 

TopI' and FinP moves to its spec as shown below. 

'" As we have seen earlier. Radford (2006 :224··227) sta tes that PPs are generated in the spec of big VI' 

when there is a DO, but in the complement posirion when (here is no DO or when the verb. is 

intransitive. This parl icula r analysis is minimal in generating PI' in a single position. However. as we 
will sec later on page 98. it does nO( take Tec and 01 her lOs in fO cons idera tion .which are arguments 

of ditransitivc verbs. 
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4. DP 

/"-- D' 

To P ~DP 
~ /"---... 

DP Top' 

L~ 
dabbo Top 

c FinP 

Dd 
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FocI' 

/"-- Foc' 

D' 
~ 

J) 
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/"-- Fin ' ~:'inP> 

e~v' 

vi"BnP 

c 

V ~ /"---...13 ' v proi n 

NI' 

gazz- II - e i"VP 

li.1, 

<V-Bn > i" \I' 

6. [[ mabat'ariya - u[w ] -n s'agur- u - a [wa]-n ya -abat 't 'ar -ace -ibb-at I 

comb - def' - acc hair- def' - rem - acc comp-comh:p{~:lIsS-inst-3{sO 

set ] 

woman 

'The woman who combed her hair with the comb' 

In this construction, there is no overt I.lM on the RC: , hut the RC: is in the spec of' 1)1'. 

The RC involves a subject 13f'sl (pro), a DO Is'agurl ' hair ', and an instrumenta l oblique 

object Imahat 'a riya- u[ w]-nl 'the comb'. I-bb-I heads the InstP. The [heme argument 
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is marked b\' the acc case marker ion . The instrumental NP is a lso inflected [(lr the 

acc case. As we have discussed earlier, it is the preposition /ba -/ 'by' which assigned 

this case to the noun and de leted afterwards. I assume that the reason for this is to 

give the oblique object (the third party in the message world ) a morc partic ipator\' 

role by rendering an acc case to it , which is usuall y a case for DOs. 

The verb adjoins to I nst and v step by step. The DO gets acc case in situ from the mai n 

verb and the instrument NP is in the spec of InstP. pro is in the spec of the little v I' , 

an agent position. 'rhe oblique object and DO later move to the spec of the ir 

respective TopP as in the following. 

5. DJ' 

/"'-- D' 

TopP , I"--- NP 

~op' D /' /'--

mabat'ariya ~ e N <TopP>, 

- u[wJ Top 

c 

TopP 
~ 

DF I Top' 

seti 

/10inP 

s'r1gur- u - a r wa 1 Top 

e 

/,Fin' 
/"----. 

Fin TP 

yr1 /' 'I" 

'r~vp 

e <prof'" ~ 
v I nstP 

~ ~ 
V v <DP >h ;t:st ' 

abr1t't'r1r -bb e Ind ~ 

~ ,, \' > < J)P >I 

<V-II> 
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There is one point we haven't discussed yet. It is noted earlier that OMs give 

additional contrastive feature to NPs. Nee leman et al (n.d:25) argues that there is no 

contrast projection. hut contrast co-projects either w ith focus or topic. Girma (2003, 

2006) claims that it is a contrastive f(leuS and movement of a contrasti\Th· [()cused 

element is coven. i.e. in situ. Iloweve r. the ," P /mab,)t',)ri va-u: 'the comb' which is 

referred to by the OM /-at ' has ovenly moved up and positions itself ahove ,,[,P. 

Where does it move to? It cannot he to the spec of FocF because we still find 

movement of this element evcnthough there is a true focused constituent (recall that 

there can only' be one focus phrase projection per clause in natural languages). This is 

shown below. 

7. tinant -ikko sanayit mabat'a riya - u[ w ] - n s'agur- u - a [wa ]-n 

yesterday-foc S. (fern ) comb - del' - ace hair- del' - fern -ace 

iyya -abat't'ar -ace -thb -at nabbar 

prg-comb:pf'--3fsS- inst -3[sO aux:pst 

'YESTERDA Y, Almaz was combing her hair with the comb' 

Data like the above one rather support Hailu's (197 1) claim that these agreement 

elements mark topics of sentences. But they cannot be ca lled "con trastive top ic 

markers" . This is because, if a FM is attached to an NP which is referred to by OMs, 

the NP in question occupies spec of FocF, not Topl'. Taking "additional " pragmat ic 

featu res seems to be a special character of OMs (i()r example, we ha ve seen earlier 

that , in Dogrib, OMs further de note definite ness in object NPs ). 

\.et us now look at the deri vation of the f()llowing structure which in volves an 

auxiliary ve rb. 
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8. [I billay lij - u -n Ii -y i - milt - a - bb - at - ikko 

B. (mas) ch ild- 3msposs-acc pros-3 - hit:impf - l sS- inst -3msO-foc 

yil - al -il - u [w ]- n] dulla] 

comp-aux:prs-3msS-def -acc stick 

'The stick with which Belay is ABOUT TO HIT his child' 

The RC has two auxiliaries lall and IIil which head a tense and aspect projections, 

respectively . Girma A. (2005:220-227) convincingly argues that TP is not the only 

projectinn that checks nom case . AspP can also perf(Jrm this function .. '\nd "if both 

temporal projections exist in a clause, it is always the case that uNom case of' SU is 

checked in the lower temporal projection, but not in the higher temporal projection" 

(ibid ). Thus , in the above construction, first the subject lbillayl moves to the spec of 

Asp!' and then to Top!'. This is followed by the object I lij-u-n I 'his son' moving to 

the spec of the lower Topl'. pro is in the spec of Inst!'. The FM I- ikkol is for the Asp!'. 

The verb adjoins to Inst and little v and moves to the spec of Foc!' along with AspP. 

The der ivation looks like this . 
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r <DP >, 

<V> 

So far, we have attempted to see the derivation of RCs headed by transitive verbs that 

show non -subject agreement clements in simple as well as in compound-tense 

constructi ons. We ha\'e main Iv applied a "m uliiple 1)1' hvpothesis" which states that 

there can be multiple projections. CPs originate in the complement position of \ and 

always move to the spec of the higher DP , w hile APs base-generate in the spec of FP 

and move to the spec of the lower DP when there is one. DOs are complements of Vs 

and get acc case from the transiti ve ve rb . Subjects get nom case either from '1'1' or 

AspP, depending on the co-occurence of these projections. PPs base-genera te in the 
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spec of a thematic functional projection like InstP and BnP. This is known as 

"thematic functional projections hypothesis". There can also be multiple TopP in the 

left peripheral region and DOs, PPs, or AspP (AspP always comes preceding Tl' ) move 

to the spec of their respective Topp. Besides, it is shown that there is no strict order in 

the position of FocI' and TopP. The OMs usually denote a contrastive topic NT'. The 

complemeillizer /yd -/ is assumed to take the head FinP position. i.et us now move on 

to the derivation or Res that are headed bv intransitive verbs . 

4.2 Derivation of intransitive relative clauses with non-subject agreement 

elements , 

I first deal with the derivation of RCs which have intransitive verbs that show 

DCOMs, beginning with the following data. 

1. [[ nlgus - u ya - danaggat' - a - u -u[wlJ tallak'-u diniggat'e l 

king - del' comp - fright:pf - 3msS - :lmsCO -del' great -del' fright 

'The great fear that the king got frightened' 

The RC and the AP arc marked for definiteness . So, like the previous anal ysis, I 

assume the RC moves to the spec of the higher DT' and the AP to the lower one. 

Newson et al. (2006:182) says that intransitive verbs have one argument, but unlike 

unaccusatives their argument is an agent or experiencer DP in the specifier position of 

a light verb. '0/e have discussed ea rlier that unergetives take a CO. COs are illlernal 

arguments which get a theme (patielll) theta -role from the verb and gramatically 

function as DOs. 'Thus, the experiencer subject /nigus-u/ 'the king' takes the spec of 

little vP, while the DCO pro wh ich is corefererntial wi th the HN /diniggat'e/ ' fright ' is 

generated in the complemelll position of V. The subject moves to the spec or TP for 

nom case and then to Top!' . The verb also adjoins little v , resulting in the correct 

word order. 
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1. 01' 

r--- J) ' 

Tol'l' ~ 1)(' 
~ r----

01' Top 0 AI' 
~ 

nigus-u ~ u ~ 
Top Finl' talla k' 
~ 

c Fin ' u 

i"" TI' 

Fin 

ya 

e 

F 

F' 
~ 

NI' 

e i""N' 
~ 

N <Topl' > 

di niggat 'c, 

pro, 

Let us also see the derivation of the following structure. 

2. II ya - mot - ku - t - iJiii I aS3zzarll; mot l 

com I' - die:pf - IsS - 3 msCO - foe disappointing death 

'The disappointing death that I DIED' 

Thc RC moves to thc spec of the higher J)I' , but the .'\1' / aS3 Z1.ani'l! 'd isappoin ting' 

stays in situ - in the spec of Fl' . The "erb Imot/ 'd ic' has no overt agent. \\le just know 

from the agreement marker I- ku/ that it is ' I sS'. The DCO pro is in the complement 

pos ition of V. The foc used verb adj oins to litt le v and the comp lyJ-1 is pied-piped 

along with the ve rb towards the spec of FocI' wh ich is headed by I- inn!. 
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2. Dr 

/'" I). 

~ I FI~ 
Fin!' A ~ ~ r/,-
/" Fi n ' Foe "Z asazzann F 

Fin ~I 'J' inn <h np ' e 

ya 
~ 
e 'I " 

T~v!' 
/'---.... 

e 

V~v 

mot e 

~'\ 
",/"< I:oc I' > 

mOli 

We finall y observe the derivation of the fo llowi ng RC that has a compound -tense 

3. [[ almaz ti - deJnnis - acceJw - ikko yeJ - neJbbeJr - u - t - in J 

A. (fem) 3 - dance:pf - 3plCO - foc comp - aux: pst-3pIS-def-acc J 

min' dans - 01'1' J 

mce dance - pi 

The nice dances that Almaz had DANCED' 

The HN Idansl 'dance' is modilied by the RC and the AI' Imirt'/ 'n ice'. The RC: moves 

from the complement posi tion of N to the spec of DI' as shown by the encliticization 

of the OM I-tl to the auxiliary verb. There is the plural marker l-oU:'/' Radford 

(2004 :37 1) states that there is a number phrase (N umP) projection posit ioned between 

IW and Fl' . Thus, /-oeC is the head of this project ion . /\nd Num has a strong feature 

(o r an edge feature) that triggers movement of the w hole FP towards its spec as it is 

ev idenced by the I-lN positioned before it. The verb needs two arguments an agent 
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subject /almaz l and a DCO pro. The subjec t moves f'rom spec of' vP to '1'1' and '1'01' 1', 

whereas pro is in the complement position of' Y. The focused ve rb adjoins to litlie v 

and lhen lO Foe. 

3. 

DP 

~ 
almaz 

OP 

~ D' 

Num' 

Num ~< FI' > 

TopP j----- Num P 

~rop ' 0 ~ 
F' 
~ 

~ ult] AI' 
A 

Top Foc I' min 

/"-- Foe' 

NP oec 

e c 

r FinP rN~'l" P 
< op > 

Foe 
~ 

V Foe 

dannis ikko 

r Fin ' dans, 

ITP 
Fin <OPf" T' 

ya T ~vP 

nabbar <DP>r v' 

/'-
<\I -v > VP r v, 

r pro, 

We now move on to the de ri valion of' Res which have intransili ve ve rbs lhal show 

the elements / -11 -/ and / -bb-/ with a following OM. 

4. rf ya- rot' - ku - bb -at - uJ saffl - u [w J meda I 

com p - ran:pr- IsS - loc -3msO - def' wide - def' fie ld 

'The wide fie ld lhat I ran lhrough ' 
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The RC and the AP /saffi! 'w ide' show the definiteness feature wh ich confirms lhat 

they have moved to the spec of the higher and the lower OP, respect ive ly. The verb 

requires a ' IsS' subject reali zed as /- ku/, but lhis is optional. There is nOl also any 

argu ment to fill the comp lement position of V, a position for DOs or ncos. pro is 

co rcf'crential wilh the loc<lti\'e mcda: ' Ii cld'. So, pro is in the spec 01' I.ocl' which is 

headed by the Loc /- bb-I. The verb adjoins lO L.oc <lnd lillie v slep by slep as il is 

illustrated be low . 

4. 0 1' 

~ D' 
FinP i"--op 
~ ~ 

Fin 

ya 

Fin' o A P 

u~ 
1'1' 

c~T' 

T~vl' 
~ 

e e 

~ 
v 

~ 
V v 

rOl' -bb- e 

LocP 
~ 

pro; 

e 

Loc ' 

i"" vp 

meda; 

<V- I..oc> /",V' 

I.ct us also see the 1()lIowing derivation. 

5. ll lij - u - 11 - <Jl . in - illlill I 

boy - def camp - cry:pf - 3msS - bn -3fsO - ace - foe 

'The woman for whom the boy CRIED' 

set l 

woman 
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The RC w hi ch is in the complement position of' '.J moves LO the spec of 1)1' . The 

subject / Iij- u/ 'the boy' moves first to the spec of TP and then to TopP. The verb 

adjoins to I3n /- 11 -1 and little v. And final y, /ya-I is pied-piped along with the verb 

towa rds the spec of FocI' which is headed by /-111 111/. This is shown below. 

5. 

DP 

~ 
lij - u 

0 1' 

/"'- 0 ' 

TopP ~NP 
~TOP ' D r N' 

Top Foc P 
~ 

N 

e FinP 
~ 

Fin ' n p 
Foc' seti 

f"< FinP > 

Foe 
~ 

Fin <01'> T' 111111 

~ 
ya T vI' 

e < I~v' 
\. filnP 

~ 
V v 

alak'k' c!s -11 -

~ 13 ' proi n 

f"v P e 

<V-Bn > 

6.11 wufJa - w Ii - yi - c'oh - ibb - aCi'ow yo - nobbc!r 

dog - def pros - 3msS - bark:pf - ml - 31'1 0 co mp - aux:pst 

- u - t - in - illllll i his'an - at l 

- :lpiS - cl ef - acc - foc chi ld - pi 

'The child ren the dog WAS about to bark ,j[ ' 
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This is a compound -tense const ruction . The RC moves to the spec of DI'. There is also 

a Numl' just below OP headed bv I-atl. I assume NP moves to the spec of Numl' to 

check its number feature. \Vhen we examine the internal structure of the Re:, we find 

that it possesses a Topl'. The subject .\ vuJ J a-\Y, 'the Jog ' moves h'om spec vI' to .-\ spl' 

anJ later to Topl'. The main verb adjoins to ml and lillie v. The Aspl' heaJed by ili/ 

'pros' moves to the spec of a lower Topl'. FinP is pied-piped along with the focused 

tense auxiliary /niJbbiJrl 'pst ' to the spec of FocP, creating the following complex 

structure. 

6. OP 

~ 0' 

TopP, 
/"-

r------ NumP 
~ 

~ Top' D NP 

wuJJa-w~ t[ uJ 

Top ~ 

/ T' his'an i 

e Aspp Top r FocP 
~ ~ 

<OP> Asp' e FinP Foe' 

~ ~ 

Num' 
~ 

Num <NP > 

at 

Asp vI' Foe <FinP > 

Ii < Ol~v' 
/"-

v Ml 

V~v ~MI' 

c'oh-bb e 

<V-Mal> VI' 

Fin' 
~ 

Fin 

III III 

TP 

yil ~T' 

T ~ <Aspl' > 
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We have just seen the derivation of RCs which have intransitive ve rbs. Especia ll y, we 

note that the OCO pro is generated in the complement position of V and gets acc case 

from the verb. Elements like /- bb-/ and /- 11 -1 head thematic projections like MIP and 

BnP and oblique objens generute in the spec of the releva nt thematic projection. \\'e 

have also seen that the head Num has a strong feature that attracts FP or N P to its 

spec. Let us now move on to th e derivation of RCs with passive verhs. 

4.3 Derivation of passIVe relative clauses that show non-subject 

agreement elements. 

Passive RCs may show OMs (OCOM, OOM, 10M) or semantic role assigners with 

OMs (IOMs or obl ique object markers). As usual , we first see the derivation of those 

that show OMs only, beginning with the following example. 

1. [[ maskot - u - a [wa] ya - ta - k'abb - ace - tw - u - n,oJ 

window -def - fern comp - pas - paint:pf - 3f.sS - 3msCO - def acc 

harif - u - n k 'ib J 

nice - def - acc paint 

The nice paint that the window is painted' 

The RC involves a pass ive verb. This is shown by the passive marker Ita-/ prefixed to 

the verb. Adger (2003:229-232) considers a passive marker as an auxiliary (a 

functional head ) that projects its own passive phrase that takes lillie vP as its 

complement. In English , this head moves to T and checks its tense . Il owever , having 

an extra projection won't be minimal, si nce we have a distinct passive light verb 

projection. Newson et al. (2006: 175) states that a passive light verb "does not assign a 

:,U ThL' nce caSt' mark..:!" · 11 belollgs 10 11lL' I-IN k'ihl !Jilin!. II appc<Jrs Oil 1 he verh IWGI HSl' 01 "percolation" 

or "case allrae! ion" (Baye (p,c)). 
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G - role to its subject, it wi ll not be able to ass ign case to the theme ... and hence this 

argument [the theme] will have to move to subject position". 

However, in the above example . the CO pro has a non -nom case, most probabl y an 

acc case. This is clearly shown hy the 3msCO marker /-+w/ on the verb (recall that 

COs in Amharic are OCOs). The claim that there exists acc case in passives is further 

supported by the fact that in some languages, li ke Finnish, the ohject can (optional Iv ) 

remain accusat ive in impersonal passives. More importantly, pass ive counterparts of 

Engli sh double object constructions provide good evidence (Sim 2006:518, 527-528). 

Observe the following. 

2. (a) Yoda gave us a hook 

(b) We were given a book. (American English) 

(c) A hook was given us. (British English) 

In 2(b), the 10 is in the subject position, w hereas the DO w hich has an acc case is in 

situ. In 2(c), the DO is in the subject position, whereas the ]0 which has an acc case is 

in situ. This shows that Subjects of passives may not always base-genarate in the 

complement position of V as Radford (2006:166, 234) would like to argue. Sim 

(2006:527) provides the IClllowing structure in order to account Ic)1' the presence of aee 

case in passives 51 . 

~I Here. I on ly like 10 show the mec hani sm Sim (~006) used to account for the presenc!.: orace case in 
passives. but will 110\ discuss it in detail (e.g. the nature of111is HI\ vr:: r projection). Th e reader is advised to 
go to the original work. See the nex! example. though. for the derivation of lOs in dit ransilive verbs. 
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Voice phrase (=vP) 

Age nt \ ·oice' 

Voice (=v) 

VI' 

/" H A V r-:P 

10 I IA VI-:' 

/" DO 

HAVE 

Citi ng Chomsky (2001:8-9), Sim (2006:52 1-528) states that if little v is cJ) -complcte (an 

active voice head), it selects V which is <Ii -complete (a ve rh that contains the 

uninterpretahle person, numher, and gender features of its complement). This V 

agrees wi th and assigns ace case to the 10 and HAVE assigns ace case to the DO, as in 

2(a) above. However, iflittle v is <Ii -incomplete (a no n -active voice head , i.e. passive), 

it on ly selects a defective or <lj - incomplete V (except in impersona l passives). V 

cannot ass ign case and the 10 moves up and gets nom case, whereas the 1)0 IS 

ass igned ace case insitu by HAVE as in 2(b). And if head movement takes place before 

case ass ignme nt , HAVE moves and ad joi ns V and the complex head (HA VI,: , V) 

assigns ace case to the [0 and the DO moves up to satisfy the "case fi lter" as in 2(c). 

Ilowever, the above Amharic sentence has a passive verb w hi ch is <D -complete (- iw 

':lmsCO'), though it is not an impersona l pass ive. So, lillie v must be <[) -complete. This 

makes it plausible to take the passive ve rb as the one that ass igns case to its interna l 

argume nt. Thus, si m 's (2006) ana lysis cannot account for the Amharic data ei ther. 
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It is clear that there is a passive light verb which "handovers" a case feature to V to 

help it assign acc case to its object, but wh ich does not introduce an agent argument 

in its spec. It would be good if \\'c assume passi ve suhjects (lOs or J)Os ) to move to the 

spec of this ligh t vP, perhaps because of the EPP fea ture of v. Thus , in thc above 

Amharic data (l), / ta -/ is the head of this passive light v projection. The 3msCO pro is 

in the comp lement position of V. And the passive subject, i.e. the normal DC) 

/ maskot-u-a lwa] 'the window' moves up to the spec of vI', 'rp (to satisfy the 1':PP 

feature of T), and later to Topp 52. 

The passive marker Ita -/ has also another feature, i. e. it does not trigger a passive vcrb 

to move up and take a position infront of it. The derivation looks like the following. 

I. DI' 

~D' 
TopP ~ 
~ 

DP 
/'---

~ Top D AI' 

mas Ol-U -~ u L 
Top FinP harif 

~Fin' e 

e 

D' 

I'f' 
D <A > 

u 

v 

F' 
~ 

F NP 

I'N' 
~ 
N <'1'01'1' > 

k 'jhi 

v/' VI' 

ta I'v' 
I' pro, 

k'ahb 

-'.~ I believe {helt both the DO /masko\ - u-a[wa l 'the window' ilnd the DeO pro are bCl se-gellcrated belo,\ 

V p, but will olll~ show Ihe DCO pro as t<lking the compicment position of V. PIHlIll (1l.d:228) st.<ltCS tha t 

such kind or construct ions involve cOll1plicated operations and leaves it lor further re sea rch. [ will 110\ go 
into the syntactic SIaIllS of these two DPs either. 



Acc case is an instance of structural case (Girma A. 2005:208). And as Woolfo rd 

(n.d: 7-8) states , arguments may change their structural case in case of A-movement 

(passi ve, rasing). This is wha t is observed above whe re t he DO changes its acc case LO 

nom case (note that it lacks the acc case marker I-n/ ). 

[.et us also see the deri"ation or the following passive struClure with locus . 

3. [[i nna yiJ - tiJ - sat't ' - an - aci'au - u I w I -in - illllll i mas'har - oce] 

we comp - pas - give:pf - 3plS - 3pl0 - de f - acc - foc 

The books that we are G [VEN' 

book - pI 

The HN Im as'haU 'book' is plura l and so I assume NP moves to the spec of Num l' 

w hich is headed by Num I-oce/. The RC moves from the complement position of N LO 

the spec of DP. The RC it se lf has a passive verb. The DO pro is in the complement 

position o f V. T he passivized DP linnal 'we' is the recip ie nt argument of the verb 

Isat 't'l 'gave'. W he re does it ge t thi s inte rpre tatio n if there is no semant ic role 

assigner? Th e fact is best explained if we follo w Getatchew (197 1) in assuming a null 

1- 11 -1 or I-bb-I element. As d iscussed in literature review part, Getatc hew ( 1971: I 04) 

states that I- bb-at! in the follo wi ng structure is reduced to I-at/ . 

4. leba - u[w] almaz - in - a - at 

thie f - del' A. (fern) - acc money steal:pf - 3msS - 3fsO 

'The thie f stole money (from) Almaz' 

So, this prediCls that there is a covert semant ic ro le ass igne r that co mes preced ing all 

type A (o r AgrO) IO Ms in tra nsitive and passive ve rbs. The recip ient role assigner in 3 

above is /- 11 -1 as shown in the 1()llowing structure. 
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5. [[ mils 'haf" - u vil - ta - miJ li ils -a - II - accilw I profcsilr [ 

book - def· comp - pas - return:pf" - 3msS - rcc - :lhO professor 

'The professor that the book is returned to' 

Note that linnal 'we' is an 10. It is participant in the event de noted by the verb IsiJt\'1 

'gave'. That means the covert semantic role assigner is not adding an argument here. 

This issue is not di scussed by I' vlkkanen (2000)53 and J)amonte (2007). Georgala et al. 

(2008) divides elements like 1- 11 - and I- bb-I (applicatives) into two as thematic and 

expletive. The former introduces an add itional benef'active, malf'active, locative, or 

instrumental argument , whereas the latter introduce no additional argument , but 

assign recipient or other roles to the 10 '·'. These two heads arc positioned above VI' . 

Argu ments like the benefactive are base generated in the spec of" the re levant 

thematic projection. lOs are base generated in the spec of VI' w here they get the 

primary goal ro le and later move up to the spec of the expletive projection by the [ PI' 

feature of the expletive head" . Thus, linnal 'wc ' is gencrated in the spec of VP and 

moves to the spec of Recl' . It later moves to the spec of vI' (to satisfy the EPI' feature 

of the passive little v), TI' , and Topl'. The derivation looks like thisS6 

5_, Pylkkanen (2000) slales thai applical i\e affixes (or "verbal exten sions" in Damonle ( ~00 7 ) terminology ) 

add an argument to the verb. She div ides appl icat ives in to two: high and low. High applicatives relate an 
event and an individual. whereas low applicat ives relate two individuals. High applicatives take a position 
above VP . Low app licatives are below VP. I will no! pursue 011 thi s. 
5.t Georgala c[ al. (2008:188) fun her considers the expletive head as (he one that licenses th e DO. 
Howe ver. in the ana lys is we follow so far. il is big V that licenses the DO. 
~5 Gcorgala cl al. (2008: 188) makes distinction bct ween prim<lry and secondary roles. l.inde r prim ary 

roles. goal and thcm c arc included. whereas secondary roles include rolL'S like recipicJ1I (c.g. recipient 

goal) and expe rien cer. 
"n To account data like 2(a) above. l assu me there to be <I null prepos ition Ihal gi ves acc case to the 10. 



2. OP 

/--
'1'01' 1' 
~ 

01' Top' 0 

inna Top FocP 
~ 

0 ' r---- "iu mP 
~ 

' I' 

I'N' 
,f'" < Topi' > 

e FinP 

~fin' 

Fin ~P 

Foe' mas' haC 

! <finp > 

111111 

ya < Dl~T 
~ 

T vI' <op0 
v Reel' 
~ 

ta <f)P> Rec ' 

~ 
Rec VI' 

Num ' 
~ 

Num <NP> 

nee 

~ 
V Rec <OP~V' 

~ 
sat't' e pro, 

Let us further see the following structure . 

3. [[ t'iru ya - t inat makina iyyri - ta - sat't' - ace - aeeaw - ikko 

good gen - frcight car prog - pas - give:pf - 3L,S - 3plO - f()c 

ya - al - u - t I saw - oee l 

comp - aux: prs - 3plS - del' ma n - pi 

'Thc people, a good freight car is BEI NG GIVI,N to ' 

The RC moves to the spec o f' DP and the Np to the spec of NumP . /t 'iru ya-C'ina t 

makina/ 'a good freight car ' is a subjec t which moves from the complement position 

of V to the spec of vI' , AspP and later to TopP. The [0 pro, which is the rec ipient, is 
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in the spec of a Rec P. The ve rb 'sat't'/ 'give' adjoins the nul l Rec affix. The whole 

Aspl' which is headed by liyyai moves up to the spec of FocP. The structure looks like 

this. 

3. DI' 

~D' 
Top P ;------
~ 

"'umP 

------------

makina Top I:ocl' 

I'N' 
N i":TOPP > 

~ Top' 

t'iru ya-c 'ina~ t[ul 

o NP 

~ 
e Aspp Foe ' sa W i 

< DP> ~Asp' 

Asp~P 
~ 

/'FinP 

Foe I' Fin' 
/"-. 

Fin TP 

Nu m' 
/"-. 

Num <NP> 

Dec 

iyya <DP> v'ikko 

v ~RecP 
/"-. 

ta Pro;/\ Rec' 

~ 
Rec VP 

V ~Rec /"V' 

ya 

sa t't' e <pro > I' 

T' 

TI' <AspP> 

al 

With th is, we move on to see the derivation of Res which have passi ve verbs that 

show the semantic role assigners 1- 11 -1 and I- bb-I with OMs, Beginning with the 

fo llowi ng simple-tense construction. 

4. rfine ya - La - sabbar - ku - bb -at - in - ikko I 

I camp - pas - break:pf - IsS - loc -:lmsO - ace - IlK 

'The terrih'ing place that I got BROKEN' 

asfari bota I 
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The HN is modified by tbe RC and the AP l asfaril 'terrifying'. The RC moves to tbe 

spec of 01', whi le the AI' stays in situ in the spec of Fl' . The passivized subject /inc! 'J' 

moves from the complement position of V to spec v!', TI' , and Topp. The loca ti ve pro 

is in the spec of LocI' headed bv /- bb-l. The verb adjoins /- bb-! and the FinP is pied-

piped along with th e verb towards the spec of' J.'ocl' as it is shown below. 

4. Dp 

/------ 0' 

1'01'1' I" Fp 

OJ> ~'oJ>' 0 AI' ~ ~ 
2/",e2 F 

e 

NJ' 

/'N' me Top 

e 

FocP asfari 
~ 

FinP Foc' /' <'1'01'1' > 

~I " , . IJ1 

~ 

A 
I:oc <J-'in l' > 

fin TP ikko 
~ 

ya <op> T' 

T~vP 
~ 

<01'> v' 

~ 
v LocI' 

a ~L' t pro; oc 

Loc 

~ v I.oc 

~Vp 

~ 

bota , 

V' 

scibbclr bb /" < \)1' > 

5. [[ sahin - u ba - almaz la - inal - u -al wa J ya - til - sil t't ' - a 

dish - def by - A. (fem) to - mother - 3sposs - fern comp- pas - give:pf - :lmsS 

-II - at] Ii]] 

bn -3fsO girl 

'The girl , to whose mother Almaz gave the dish ' 
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The RC moves from the complement position of '\ to the spec of OP. The complexity 

of the structure becomes clea r when we examine its internal structure. Isahin- ul ' the 

dish' is a passivized subject that starts its li fe in complement position of V and later 

moves to the spec of vP and TP and res ides in spec ofTopP . There are also two J)l's 

:almazi and /inal -u-a. 'her mother' that appear as a complement to the prepositions 

Iba·1 'by' and I la-1 'to'. lin at- u- al ' her mother' is a recipient and pro is a benefactive. 

So, it means we have two theta - role projections: Recl' and Bnl'. How arc these 

ordered in the syntax? 

We may not get a straight forward answer from the above data because Amharic 

shows onl y one verba l extension (applicative) attached to the verb . However, a 

possible explanation comes from languages like Pular (Oamonte 2007::350-35 I ). In 

pular, the head of the BnP takes the last position in relation to other verbal 

extensions. Cinque and Rizzi (2008:46) say that the relative order of morphemes that 

appear to the ri ght of acertain lexica l category is usua ll y t he mirror image of the 

syntax: the ri ght most cl ement in the verb is the one tha t takes the top hierarchical 

level in the syntax. The lexica l category is positioned in fro nt of t he verbal extensions 

because of movement operations. So, BnP is higher in the hierarchy in Pular. Cinque 

and Ri zzi (2008:45) furthe r state that "if some language provides evidence for the 

existence of a particular functional head (a nd projection) , then that head (and 

projection) must be present in eve ry other language, whether the la nguage offers 

overt evidence for it or not". Thus, I assume the BnP is higher in Am hari c too. 

l Ja-inat- u- alwa ]/ ' to her mother' moves from spec VP to RecP and later to spec of a 

lower Topl'. There is also a bv· phrase I bcJ - almaz ' 'by Alma?'. Sim (2006516), citing 

Chomsky (1981 ), and WooIJ(lrd (n.d:S) state that the doer of the action (the external 

argum ent of a ve rb) in passive structure is an adjunc t. Thus, I assu me !be) - al maz.! 'by 

Almaz' is an adjunct inserted between the two TopPs. We can draw the tree like thi s. 
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s. DP 

r D, 

TopP , /'" 1\1' 

Dp;'l'OP' D /'- N' 
/"=--" f'-.-.... 
sahin- u A e I <Topp>, 

Top TopP 

e I'~TOPP 
N 

~ ~ 
ba-a )m~Ph ~ 

la-i nat- u- a Top I:i n I' 
~ 

e Fin' 

F i l~TI' 
ya d) ),{' ~ 

T vI' 

e <D0v' 
~ 

v Bnl' 

ta pro,~ lln ' 

Bn~Recl' 
< 1'1'~~cc ' 

II <V-Rec/""VI' 

We finall y see what the derivation of' the following RC that in volves a compound-

tense construction looks like. 
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6, [[ mobayil - u - al wa ) ta - natY - 0 - bb - at ya - nabbar-acc -iw - n- il11l11) 

mobile - 3sposs-fem pas -snatch:pf- 3msS- m l-3fsO comp-aux:pst- 3fsS- def- acc-foc 

setl 

woman 

'The wo man whose mobile HAD been snatched' 

The passiv il.cd subject or the above structure which is referred to by 1-01 ':lmsS' is 

Imobayil- u- al 'her mobi le', It moves out or the com plement position 0[\ ' to spec vI' , 

Tp and Topp, pro has a malractive semant ic role and originates in the spec 01' MI l' , 

FinP is pied-piped along with the focused 'I' Inabbarl 'past' towards the spec of FocI' 

headed by Foe /- 111111/ , Note that vI' is positioned above FinP, It must be in the spec of 

a lower Topp, The structure looks like this, 

6, 1)1' 

~ I) ' 

~Np API' , 

DP Top' J) 

m~-a ~ u 

Top 

e 

<1)1'> v' 

Topp 

/"- Top' 
~ 

Top 

e 
/"-.. 

N 

seti 

FocP 

v MIl' FinP 

Foc' 
~ 
Foe <FinP > 

o /"-.. MI' ~ I" , tu pro, / . 'In 111111 

~ 
~ Fin TP 

~ yo < 1)1' > T 

.[,!- I' <v > 

........1MI 

v Mal 

VI' 

f'", 

nat'k' bb i'--<DP> nabbar 
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So far , we have seen the derivation of RCs which have passive verbs that show OMs 

and the semantic role assigners -11 -/ and / -bb-/ . Scmantic role assigners (applicati\'cs) 

are divided into two: exp let ive and thematic. The former is for lOs, whereas thc lallcr 

introduce new arguments lOs originate in spec VP and move ro the spec of this 

ex pletive projection. Oblique objects are base generated in the spec of the thematic 

projections. IOMs in type A agree ment clemcnts are bclievcd to posscss a null 

semant ic rolc assigncr. Passivc vcrbs arc believcd to projcct a distinct v l'- I.illie \' Icts 

the passive verb assign acc case to DCOs or DOs, but does not trigger the verb to 

adjoin it. And passivizcd subjects always move to thc spec of vI'. This vI' may go up to 

the spec of TopP or FocP. l3y-phrases (which are thc themati c agcnts) are adjuncts. 

We have also seen that there cou ld be more than one theta - ro le projection . W ith this, 

we move on to the last chapter that summarizes the main points raised in the previous 

chapters. 
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Chapter five 

Summary 

The basic motive for conducting this research was the occurence of non ~ subject 

agreement elements in intransitive and passive verbs, which were supposed to appear 

onl y in transitive verhs. The nature and funct ion of these clements in the ahove three 

verb types was one objective of the study. I chose to study this in stmClures 01' RCs 

where their reference is easier to see. The second ohjective is to show the deri vation 

of such clauses. 

Works of some scholars and other theoretical literatures related to the studv have 

been reviewed. They suggest that the non ~ subject agreement elements could be 

either object, definite, or focus markers. Data have been main ly introspective. Some 

data taken from existing literatures and from native informants have also been used. 

The data have been described in light of the MP and the fc)\Iowing findings have heen 

recorded. 

The non-subject agreement elements which were termed as AgrO (or Type A 

agreement elements) are OMs. They mark pro or NPs that are DOs and DCOs, but 

only DCOs in intransitive verbs. The assumption that COs are DeOs is supported by 

the fact that they can be subject of passive clauses, and more importantly, they cannot 

be complements of prepositions. Agrpp (or Type B agreement element) is composed of 

the invariable semantic role assigners /~ \I ~ ' or /· bb-/ plus OMs. ' II · renelers 

benefactive and recipient, where as !~bb~1 licenses other semantic roles like 

malfactive, instmmenta l, locative, source, and manner. These elements sometimes 

become coven. The OMs following these elements mark lOs (except in intransitives) 

or oblique objects. It is these OMs that change their furm fClr agreement. 
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OMs are not definite or focus markers. This is supported by the fact that they appear 

preceding OMs and FMs. However, they mark only definite (formall y or 

semanti ca ll y) NPs (o r pro). Ilcsides, they also rerer to contras ti ve topics. In 

compound-tense const ruction , :-1I -/ or /-bb-/ and OMs appear on the main verb, 

w hi le OMs attach to the tense auxiliary. FMs can optionally appear on the main or 

auxiliary ve rb , depending on the focused element. 

Regarding the derivation of RCs, it is known that they originate in the complement 

posi t ion of N. Ad jecti ves are in the spec of Fl'. There arc multiple DPs and the RC 

moves to the spec of a higher 01' (whether J) is oven or null), while AI' takes the spec 

of a lower OP. Num has a strong feature which attrac ts NP or FP towards its spec. 

DOs or DCOs are base generated in the complement position of V and get assigned 

acc case by the verb. This is also true fo r intransitive and pass ive verbs. However , in 

structures where they both appear, it is nOl clear how they arc derived. / -11 -/ and 

/- bb-/ head a semantic ro le projection like BnP, ManP, LocI' , etc. They are divided 

into thematic and expletive semantic role assigners (applicatives). Thematic heads 

in troduce new DPs (o r PI's) in their spec, whereas expletives license semantic roles to 

lOs and ha ve I': I'P leature thar triggers movement of IDs from spec VI' to the spec of 

the relevant expletive projection. These semantic role assigners always trigger the 

ve rb to adjoin them. In passive verbs, there is a spec ial little vI' headed by Ita-/ . This 

litt le v does nOl introduce an agent; the agent is an adjunct. Besides , it docs not trigger 

verb movement. It has a strong EPI' feature and triggers movement of passivi/.ed 

subjects to its spec. Note also that there could be more than one semantic role 

projection. There could also be more than one Top P in the left periphery, but only 

one FocI' . There is no str ict rule in their ordering. DOs, PI's , Aspl', and vPs mo ve to 

the spec of these projections. hna"y, the comp 'ye! ' is assumed ttl head a hnl' 

projection. 
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Declaration 

I'hi, Ihesi s is 111" original \\()r~ ~nd al l sou rc,' orl11a\eri~ls usedl')r the Ihesis h'I\,' heell 

duh ach,lHl\\ kdged. 

\ a Ill" -- _J)C<l.L~'l-'l'L j ~ D J 

s i !...:n~ltllrc-~~~J_--
I )'~lc ____ Lf!l.U_{.2..&D"'I 

Thi s thesis has beell subl11itted for e~alllillalion \\ ilh our proposa l as ulli , 'crsi l' ad, isms, 

!. Na llll..' >- - ---- -- ---- -- ---- - -- - -- - ----- - ----

S i g 11(1 t II rL' : - - - - - - -- - - -_. - - - --
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