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Abstr~cl 

In thi s thes is, the pro nomina l empty ca tego ri es of Gaillo arc dl sc lI ss" d The 

principles of thc GB Theory al 'e relied on to iden tify the distribut ion ami 

interpretation of pronominal empty categori es in the language. 

Gamo is found to bc a pro-drop lan guage as subj ec t NPs ca n be covc rt in, tensed 

clause. The covert NP subj ects, pro, can be recovered from subject NP aglcemcn t 

elements attached on verbs. It, on the other han d, is argued tha t objec t NPs are not 

all owed t o b e covert. The absence of object NP AG R clements is the ca use for 

this. Moreover, nominal features are absent in Gamo subordinate clall ses, \,1 hi ch in 

turn r estrict the presence 0 fpro in a compl ement clau se except the relal' l e and 

parti cipi al clau ses. !t is al so discussc;d that pro ca n semant ica ll y inte q)l' ~ t ccl as 

defi ni te ly or arbitrary based on the presence or abscnce of AG R elements. As th c 

discuss ion of the analv3 is revea ls Ga mo pro fills in a theta or a non- theta po:.iri on. 

The other type of pronominal empty category, PRO, occurs in the subj ect rnsiti nn 

of infinite clauses. Its content is rccovel'ed when an antecedent Ip or an Illp li c lt 

argument that is be li eved to have the sta tus of pro is considered. 
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C HA PTER 1 

INTROD UCTION 

1.1 Th e La nguage 

G'"110 IS nn Omolic language spokcn in Elhi opia. II is classi fi ed under the Ometo cluste r 

Ihal helongs 10 Ihe Omolic famil y. The Omelo cluster is further divided into North , East, 

We, [, and South sub-grouping. The clustcr conlains va rious languages that include Gal1lo , 

Go t\ Wolaila, Dawro, Za la , Zayse, Koyra, etc. Gamo along with Wolaita, Gofa, Dawro, 

Mal l. etc. lall s under the North Ometo sub-grouping (F leming 1976). The fami ly tree is 

pres ;nl ed III Figure I: 

SIH.:ko Mao Kcr<l Languages 

Kcfa-Mocha S. !'vlao Shin<lsi1a 

North 

nllHlllt" 

SOllllH.;ast 

Gllllojan 

CJ11ll1 ra 

.. , 

JanJcl ro 

East 

I 
Zays(.;-Zargulla 

,I lid \ldll"I '" 

\\ 1l1. 11 ,I. (T;\lll~ ). 

( iol"". \ 11,do, 1':<11,1 
,1 11c! OJ W I">; 

Kulto­
KunIa 

J )"dll': I ) O t"/ l' Uyd,l 

Flgu"C I: Omolic lamily tree (bascd on Fleming 1976). 

Nort heast 

0l11C10 Cl uster 

West 

l3askc to 
.II HlolhL'I S 

SOllth 

Male 



Gill' lO IS spoken by people that inhabit tcn 1V0rcdas know n as Arba Mi nch Zuria , Bonkc, 

Bor·:da. Chencha , Dara Malo, Dita , Kcmba, Kucha , M irab Abaya ancl Zala of Gamo-Gora 

Zon .' In th e Sou thern Nation s, Na tionalitlcs, and Peop les Regiona l State. Acco rding to the 

19').l ccns us, Gamo has 697,250 speakers. 

[\ 11 , s hccn s;:lid th;11 G,lI110 sh ows resemh[allce to the " Ian guagcs/ di:dccts" or the Olllclic 

el uslc r. Accord ing to a study on degrce oj' intelligib ilit y on e ight sc lec ted Omcto languages, 

Gan 0 IS l'ound to be niutua ll y intellig ibl e to Dorze and Gofa , highl y intelligible to Wolaita, 

[(u ll) and Oyda , and least intel ligible to Baskcto ( Haile Eyesl,s et a l. 1988). This obviously 

nec,;s reco nSIClc ratlo n or c la iming at Icast the mutually intel lig ihle languages as d istinct 

lang lages. 

C;,-1I110 shows sli gh t vari ation I in phon ological, grammatical and lex ical aspects in areas 

"hele It IS spoken (Hi rut 1999). 'rhe Iilnguilge hils recently been introduced in 

acill1P1isl"r(lt ive an d educalional purposes across th e \vorccias. 

I.~ ~ ta tcllIcnt of' t he Prob lem 

Pre\." O ll ~ lingU isti c work s on Gall10 are very few. The wo rk s general ly focu s on overt 

syn t, ctlC structures o r the language. None o f the m discw;ses syntactic structures that 

cont; 111 gaps. Il avlng considered thi s, the present stud y tries 10 analYLe pronomina l Empty 

Catc::ories in Gamo. Among the rour types of Empty CategoL ~s (NP-trace, variable, PRO, 

and 11'0) thilt hilve bcen identified by Chomsk y (1982, 1986), the pronom inal empty 

categories, I. C . pro and PRO, will be di scussed wi thi n the princip les and assumpt ions or 

I 1. \.111 plc~ ut" such V,11"l,1110Il S \\'111 b e IlI"lell y rL'vlL'wI.: d III Sl"Cllllll I J 

2 



Ci,)\ crllment -B ind in g Theory (GB Theory ). Tlte pro jec t is based on the data collected from 

th e Jeople that live in Bonke woreda. 

1.3 Prev ious Studi es 

Tlte previous studies on Gamo discuss SOl11e aspects of'the language as sUl11l11arized below. 

Ha l11pO (19<)0) discusses tlte sound sys tem of' Gamo. She has identified twenty-five 

con:,onants and seven vowels in the language. The If! sound is incl uded in her phonemic 

CIt,"1. However. H inlt (1999) has found out that If! is not part of the phonemes of the 

Iall!: uagc. 

II,, ) \\ard ( 1004) c laims that Gal110 lS a tone accent langLIage. Hi s article is about the 

hcl];i\ 'lour ol'pltch ln nOlllinal s. NOl11inals 111 Gamo cons ist of'two components, a root and a 

suiT xal vowel or 'terl11inal vowel' (TV). III slic h Iluminals, a higher pitch is heard on one 

sy ll: .hlc oftlte word . Consider (I) helow . 

(I) demb-a 'p lain ' 

t ~ltnl11-a 'ten ' 

Illol-e 'Ii sh ' 

(Hayward 1094 : 482) 

.,\" can he observed. the pitch fall s on either tlte root or the J'V . H ayward further asserts 

tlt"t 1I0111111<ltl\'C su rrixatlon does not bring allY cltange In the location of the high tone. (2) 

shc)','s tlte fac t ui'nol11inatlve case in Gamo. 

3 



( 2) ab solulive nominati ve gloss 

boora boorai ' ox ' 

deck dcdL'i 'goat ' 

toho tohoi ' fOO L' 

( Ibid) 

11 m t II (i')!») presents a cO l11pl etc structural description of Gal11o. The phonological, 

Illor )hologlcal and synlJct ic structures 0 I' the I anguage are described . D orze, one 0 I' t he 

Illutllally intelligible languages2
, is considered as a dialect of Gamo. Moreover, she points 

out 'hat in <1I'eas where Gal110 is spoken , one l11 ay not ice a noticeable dia lectal variat ion, 

For Instance, Gal110 of Kucha docs not have the con sonant phonel11es Itsl and Is'l which 

are ound in Gal110 of oth er places . On the other hand, KlIcha has It'l which may not be 

1(,,",,1 "' othcr 'Ircas ( 1-1 irut 199<) : 5). Let us look at her examples for a few phonological , 

v,r;II1! l11cIti cal and lex ica l variations <IS in (:1-5) hclo\.v . 

Ocho lo Dorze Boreda Kudla Gloss 

s'u ngullt s s' un gullts 

kcts kets ketsa kelta 'house' 

As coi n be observed, KlIcha replaces Itsl and Itlwith Ittl and 11'1 respect ive ly, 

Grall' l11ati eal va ri ation is the other aspect that is identified by l-Iirut. To her, such vari ation 

IIlClL.dcs markers like ciefin iteness, tense and person, C ons ider (4) fo r t he differences in 

defil ite l11arkers, 

4 
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(4 ) Do rze 

bor-cc 

JoJ-e 

Ocholo and 
Bo n ke 

bora-za 

JoJa-za 

Ka mba, Kucha 
a nd Da ra Ma lo 

bora-a 

JoJa-a 

G loss 

'the ox' 

' the snake' 

II may be noted that the de fi niteness is markeciusing different markers. 

Thc c'\" lllpl cs in (5) show Icx ical varialion . 

(5 ) Dorze a nd 
Oc holo 

hu'.'e 

aypeso 

K uelll' 

hllp'e 

sinobaga 

1.4 Object ives of the Study 

The slLid y has the following main objectives: 

Bonke 

hll yc 

sintta 

a. 10 ,clcnl tfy Pronominal Empty Categories in Gamo, 

h. 10 dct Crl llill c their dlstrihuti on III the l<lllgtl<Igc, ;1I1d 

(; thers G loss 

'head' 

Slll sse 'face' 

(Hirut 1999: 5-8) 

C \0 idcllii Cy the system of' 1l1lcrpreling sllch categor ies 0(" the language. 

1.5 ~ i g nilica n c e of th e Study 

The 11 ain lask 0 f t he s tLidy is to explain pronominal empty categori es t hat a re found III 

Gall1u based un the assumptiuns 01' GI3 Theory. Thi s theory is believed to be helpful to 

ITscal"Chers in areas such as language deve lopment, chi ld language diso rders, and adult 

ap ha i la (Leonard and Diane 1988). 

s 



TIl<" (jamo language has recent ly been employed in the pr imary ed ucat ion and in var ious 

adr'"lIstrallve purposes . It has, how cver, been said that the process of developing the 

l'IIl:(uage lo r sueh purposes is not without difficulti es (Cohen 2000). Relying on linguistic 

rcs< 'lre hes o f thi s type has invaluable s ignilic'"lcc in minimizing the d iffic ulti es . It is thus 

bcl lcl cd that the stud y provides language developers, educationa li sts , ctc. with relevant 

lbt ; . II II ill also provide them with some in sights into the nature of pronomina l empty 

categorics in the language. Moreover, thi s kind of stud y invites researchers to undertake 

furt 'ler studies on the problem at various leve ls. 

1.6 rh eo ret ica l Overview 

The study aims at exp laining pronominal empty ca tego ries in Gaillo with the principl es of 

(; 13 I·heen, . (; 13 Thcor) II as forll1ul al ed in I (J7l)_~() and publi shed In it s c omprehensive 

Jorn . in C homsky (1981 a) and in some of hi s successive works. The basic fea tures of G B 

ThclOry havc evo lved from Chomsky ' s ( 19(,5) carli cr work. 

The GB Theory is essentially a theory of language facu it y, whic h di sc usses ho w the human 

min e: represents language. Know ledge of language, according to GB Theory, can be 

char"cte rized by a fOlmal system of rules and principles of well -formed express ions . 

ChOI 'lSky J'urthe!" wri tes thai the theory must Illeet tlVO condi t i(.'tl s . 

(6) i:I. it l1lust be compatibl e with the divers ity oJ' existing and poss ible 

grammars oj' the world . 

h. it must be surficicntl y constrain cd to permit g nlmmars to deve lop on the 

baSIS of rath er limited eVidence. 

6 



The limn,li syst cm 01' rules and principles designed to mect '!lese condi tion s is refcrred to 

as In i versa I G ramm3r (UG). U G has four levels 0 I' representation and a se t 0 r subtheories 

that scrve to constrain the representations at each level. The nature of the leve ls 01' 

repr ;sent 'l tion and thc suh theories wil l he hriell y discussed below. 

1.6. 1 Th e I.en ls of Represe ntation 

UG :las l'our ullferent but related level s, Deep St ructure (D-structure), Surface Structure (S­

st ru( ture). Phonetic F0l'l11 (PF) and Logical Form (LF). 

~\. D-strueture: the deep structure is charac terized by tl·. e categorica l component and 

the lexicon. The categorical component provides the syntactic structures and the D­

structure l11ay be generated through Insertion of leXical itel11s into the syntactic 

structurcs provided by thc categorical componcnt. 

I;. S -~ truclure: S-struclurc IS the onc that is derived li'om D-structure through the 

app licltion orthe rule namedmo ve-rl (Move "Ipha). 

C. PI": the PF is the third level of reprcsentation . It provides an abstrac t 

characterization or sound. 

D. LF : the LF is the remaining representation that provid( s an abstract characterization 

or in teq)retation . 

7 



1.1l. :: Till' S uhtileorics 

Dirt :reJ1l subtheo ries are assumed to constrain the alorelllen ' ,oned rep resentations at each 

Icv e . They are : 

/; . X- theory: It provides principles Ii, r the projection of phrasal Gltegories from lexical 

ones and imposes conditions on the hicrarchical organ izat ion of categories 111 the 

lix lll 0 1' general schcma . 

F. Bounding theory: The res tri ction of movemcnt operat ions wi thin sentences is the 

CO Il u..:rll or BOllndin g. theory. 

C. C; ''' 'ernll1 cnt th cory: Deal s with the rclali on tint ex ists between syntactic 

constitucnts. Moreo ve r. the theory specilies the 'governing' nodes, and the nodes 

that the 'governing' ones can and cannot govern. The detinition of govern ing node 

entail s notions like dom inance. constituent-command (c-command) and Illinimal-

command (m-comm'll1d) (I.eon 'ml <Inti iJi'll1c II)XX). 

1:1 the lollowing PI' example, 

1'1 ) ( 7 ) 

~ 
I' 

I 

on 

NI' 
~ 

DET N 
I I 

Ihe t<l ble 

PP occurs higher than P and NP. PI' thus dominates thel11. The NP also dominates 

DET and N. 



The notion of c-command can be dclined as: 

(8) Node A c-commands node B ifQnd only il' 

(i) A does not dominate 13 and 13 does not dominate A; and 

( ii) the lirst branching node dOlllin;lting A ab) dominatcs B. 

Consider ing the notion of c-command, Chomsky deti.les Government as a relation 

of mutual c-colTImand. Consider (9). 

(9) A governs B if and only if 

(i) A is a governor: anel 

(ii) A c-comlllands 13 and 13 c-co llllllands A. 

The notion o f m-command can be secn in (10) below: 

(10) VI' 

--------------V NP 

I ~ 
taste N t' N 

~ I 
DET N frappe 
I I 

this boy's 

(Leonard and Diane 1988) 

As can be observed, the V node c-commands the N P containing {his boy'sjrappe. 

The V node, howe ver, Ill-com mands the lo we r N I' containing {his boy's. As the 

lower NP is dominated by the higher NP, {his boy's ji-appe government by V is 

blocked. Moreover. a node cannot govern across an inte rvening II' . NI' . VP. PI' , or 

A I' (Ibid). 

9 



Cholllsky (1986), using the not ion of Ill-colllllland , defines govern me 1t as: 

(I I) A governs B if and only if 

(i) A is a governor; and 

(i i) A Ill-collllllands B; and 

(iii) No barrier Intcrvenes between A and B. 

D. Case th eory: This theory assigns abSlraC I casc 10 NPs of senlences i 1 Illan y nalur<ll 

languages. " is ass lImeci that V , P. [NFL, elC. ass ign accLl sa l iv~ , obl ique, (Jild 

nOlll inal ive cases respect ive ly to the NPs that they govern. 

E. Binding th eory: It is a theory of coreference. In the theory, a eert< in NP Illay be 

interp reted as referring to the sallle entity or as anothe r NP in the :;entence. Non -

argulllen t NPs sllch as expletive it and existentialrhere are olltside the syslelll" 

(Horrocks 1987: 109). Three Np types are ident ified: anaphors, pr.)nol11inal s ancJ 

R( eferential) express ion . 

i. Anaphors- Anaphors are NPs that do not have independenl reference. 

T!'cy rather tak e their rcl"crence frolll sOllle other exp ession in Ihc 

sentence. Anaphors include reflex ives (eg. hilllse lf) , recip r"cal s (eg. each 

oll:er). <I swell as NP I r:1 CCS ( Horrocks 1987; L conard an I Diane 1988; 

and Radford 1981). Consider Ihe anaphors in (12) below 

10 



( 12) ll. John cut hill1se l r. 

h. Joh n and Mary like each other. 

(Radrord 198 1: 364) 

The renexive himself in (12a) refers back to John. In (12b), the rec iprocal e((ch 

olher lakes ils reICrcnce froll1 indi vi dual s denoted by John lind M lln. 

ii . Prolw l11in als- Pronoll1inal s arc NPs that lack specific lex ical content. Unlike 

anaphors , pronoll1inals ll1ay refer back 10 Il1dividual s independe ltl y or co· relCr 

to indi vidual s a lready nall1ed in a given sentence (Horrocks 1987 ; and Radrord 

198 1). In a sentence like ( 13) be low: 

(1 3) John thinks he is c lever. 

(Radford 198 1: 365 ) 

The pronominal he may refer to John or some other individual not ll1entioned 

in the sentence. 

ii i. R-express ion- R-expressions include NPs wh ich arc not e ither anaphors or 

pronoll1in als. Thus, co-re ference is excl uded he rc. L CI us 100k at thc R­

ex prc,;s ion in (14) below: 

( 14 ) Judith ll1ight burn Li z. 

(Leonard and Diane 1988: 519) 

As can be noticed , Juriilh and /.i~ denote two different indi vidu li s. 

II 



Binding theory contains the principles li sted as in (15) be low: 

( 15) <l . An anaphm is bound in it s govern ing category 

b. A pronol11inal is free in its governing category 

c. An R-express ion is free. 

Let li ' consider the illustration of the principles as in (16): 

( 16) 

COMP 

-WI-! 

s 
~ 

NP [NFL 

V 

I 

VP 

.ludith mi ght hurn 

NP 
I 

herse lf ' 
her 
Liz 

(Leonard and Diane 1988 519) 

As c, .. ] be secn. the linal NP has an 3naphor (herse lf). a pronolr inal (her). and 

an R- (-~xpression (Liz). V is the governor of this tinal NP. and S is the NP \ 

governing ca tegory. The anaphor hersellhas a c-commandingllltecedellt NP 

(Judith) ill the same S. Thus, the binding condition in (I sa) i.; met. As was 

l11entioned. the pronominal her in (ISb) , may not ob liga torily refer to the c-

commanding NP ./udilh. It l11ust rathe r be tree to refer to an indi vici ual not 

mentioned in its governing category. Li:: obviously has no antecedent N P in 

the same S Therefore, the binding eonciitions in (ISb,c) are as \Veil mel. 

12 



" , O- Ih eory- II is conccrncd wilh Ihe ;I ss ignlll cni ol' lhelllalie roles like agcnl of aclion 

and goal of action , Theta-roles Illay bc assigned to all argulllent positions in the 

subcategorization frallle of a predicate. 

C , C ontrol th eo ry- control Iheary delcrl11incs thc potential fo r the ref'crence of PRO. 

P'<' O Illay refer indepcndently or take ils refcrcncc from antcceclcnl NP. Consiclcr Ihe 

fC' llowing cxamples. 

( I 7) a. Th e presiuenl is nol sure what PRO to clo, 

h. II is nol c lear whal PRO 10 do. 

Leonard ancl Diane (1988 520). 

III (1 7a) 1'1{0 15 conlroll cd by Ihc prcsid cnl. PRO is uncontroll ed and has Ihe scnse of 

al e as in ( 17b). 

In h 5 di scuss ion of sLlbtheo ri es of Uni versal Gramllla", Chomsky (1982, 1986) 

dislin \; uis hes four Elllpty Categories in gen eraL They are pro, ~RO , NP-trace and variable. 

Thc f rSI IIV O are pronolllinal s whil e Ihe lalt er IWO are non-pronolll inais. 

Thc presence of cmpty categorics in nalural languages is clclc rmi necl by the application o f 

\·a,.,ol' s prillci pies or UG. Th e di slribulloll o f' each or Ihese Iypes is Ihe conself uence of' Ihe 

",lerad ioll of the principles ( Ibid). 

Thc p.lper Ih cll foc uscs on Ihe pronominal cmply catego\"lcs, i. e, pro and PRO, in Gamo in 

Ihc Ilghl o f the GB Theo ry. 
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CHAPT ER II 

THE AGREEMENT SYSTEM OF GAMO 

2.1 i ntrod uctio n 

This chapter first highlight s th e agreement sys tem of a few natural languages in general. It 

thcn turns to thc di sc uss ion of" agrccmcnt m"rkcrs of" G:1l110 in particular. 

/\ grec l1lcnt , " s written by i' oll"rd ill1d Sag (I ') <J7) c ited in D'." be lil (2003), is a full-nedged 

ICilil rc shar ing between s e lcetor and se lcc tcd ciltcgories. S l.ch lCaturcs are s aid to be in 

ilg rc ."ment whcn only lCaturcs of" thc sclcctor and sc lccted elelllcnts a rc cOl1lpatible. Vcrbs 

Ill"y then agree in perso n, number, and gender with subject and object NPs. 

Many natural languages havc various agreelllcnt lllarkcrs that arc overtly realized on ve rbs. 

The markers may include nOl11inal features of NPs in subject and object positions. 

Lan~ :uages like Al11haric , Ir ish, and Spanish, lor instance, possess such l11arkers (Haile 

Icyes us (I ,!'J]. 1'J')8); McCloskey and I-laic (I ,)~4) and Jacggli and Sallr (1989)). There are 

st li i SOIllC othe r la ng uages th"t ha ve neither thc s ubject nor the object NP markers to be 

,!I'lied on verbs. Haile Eyesus (2002: 1748), in hi s A spects of Oyda, clail11s "Oyda does 

not I avc ag reel11ent markers on a verb that identify the nOl11i !l1i features of a subject or an 

o bjed N P ... " Consi der the following examples li'om Haile Eyeslls (2002). 

14 



( II " 

h. 

dog-lJcUvLlse-Nolll. e,,1 (Del'. Felll) eh"se (paSt ) 

. I he dog eh "sed IhL' GIl.' 

hukkulo gawarta bay')cllc 

Bukulo ca l (DefFeIll ) chasc (past) 

'l3ukulo chascd the cal. 

II In I) he Iloted that th e clauses ill (I) lack phonetically I' eali zed s ubjecl and 0 bjcct NP 

Illalle rs 011 verbs. 

\\'l' l i \ ; I.' C()I1:->](Jcr the fo ll ow illg illuslral l\'C examples from Am haric . 

,I 1"11(' suddiirc bcd-Ilu 

1 Suden.: \\ clll-1 Sg. 

' I wellt to soderc.' 

h. Ilj-oec-u ii-w a ill1-a 11- u 

hoy-P 1- De r. Imp f- sw i Ill -Noll P-3 PI. 

'The boys are swi mming.' 

(~) kas(! zaC- u-n k'oral' t'<1 

J(~I S S;1 tree- DeL-Ace. cLll-:~Sg. M 

"I, ds:-;a cui 111L' I r eC' . ' 

15 



h. k 8 S(I zaf-lI-n k ' Or3l ' \ ' -~i-w 

Kassa tree-DeL-Ace. ClIl-JSg.i\/I -7>S g .iVl 

' I<.assa cut the tree. ' 

(11 "iic- I·.yesus I')')S : II) . 

,t· .S It Illa y be no\ed in (2 ;1 and ] (1). a clallse In Aillharic c(·nsisls of agrecrnCll\ markers 

I',)r the sublect NPs. The -hu 'I Sg ' ane! thc -u 'lPI' are such markers. (33) ane! (3b) 

111ean the same though (3b) possess the object Np marker - ,v '3Sg.M'. 

IIISII has also 1I0l11illa i Illarkers thai Illay be realized 011 verbs. McCloskey all d Halle's 

( 984) example illustrates this l'lCt. II is given inlhe paradiglll presenled in (4) below. 

( ,). ) ISg. ehurie-Inn ' I would put. ' 

2Sg. cllllrif'-Cfl 'YOll (sg. ) wOllld put.' 

,'Sg.i\/I . Chlllll~caeill 'I !L' \\llllid put. 

_' Sg.F . Clll",I~c;ldh 'SI,c ",uulel put. 

I PI churil~'IllIS 'We would put. ' 

2PI ehurir-eadh 'You (pl.) woule! put. ' 

3PI churir-eadh 'They would put. 

A3 It Illay be noted, agreement elements arc affixed on the verb. However, one fa rill , 

lo r insl:lIlcc, 'cadh' C'lIl ideli liry IIIITC dd'lCrcnt pcrsllns: 3Sg.M, 3SgT, 2PI. allli 3PI. 

Inflcetlonal richness IS also the phenolllenon that cllilracteJ'l /.cs Spanish as we ll. Let us 



n ISg. habl -o ' I spea k. 

2Sg. habl -as ' You (sg .) spea k. 
, 

3Sg. habl-a ' He/she speak. ' 

I PI habl-amos 'We speak .' 

21'1 habl-ais ' You (pl.) speak. ' 

31'1 habl-an 'They speak ' 

II' all the above examples, the subject Nps of each clause agrees in person , number, 

<\lid gender with th e verbal agreement clements. 

T'le loregoing discuss ion presented" gcncra l b<lckground to the fact that some natural 

I ~l'l gllagcs 111<1y possess nominal features 0 11 \ ' crbs. M orcu ver, it \V as Illentioned that 

th ~re are others that their verbs do not show nominal agreement clcments. In the 

cr suing section, we attempt to discuss the agreement system of Gamo. 

2.! Agreement in Ga mo 

S( Illcnccs ill Gi:11110 Jll ay h<l vC II c l' lllsal ;t grcclllclll for <\ sub;cct Np like Amharic , Irish. 

"I'd Spanish. It, however, does not posscss obJcct Np markers on verbs. I.t may furthe r 

he c 1,lillled 111<1[ olle may 11\;[ ohsCI"'"c P H)[\()!llillal ag reem ellt III ilrkcrs i ll suhordinate 

prov id c some illus trati ve examplcs to prove what has been claimed here true. The 

Sit uctures of Gamo c lausc and noun phrase will be dealt with for the presence of the 

nl' ;nti oncc\ "grecment clement in the lan guage. In our attempt of studying the 
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agreemen t system in Gamo language , we will very briefl, cons ider structu res of ve rbs 

I'd I' obJect marker, comp lex c lauses and N Ps in general. 

2.2. 1 Agree ment in a C lau sc 

22. 1.1 S ubject Agreement 

C;lmo verbs may he 1I111ectcd 1"01' sllhject N Ps ;llld tellse . T hcrL' , lrl' , however, 

d ;fTerences w hcn s imple ' and cOlllplc/ el,"lScs 'liT con sidercd. 

II , Gamo s imple clauses such as past, present and future, ve rbs arc inneeted for subject 

" Ps except future tense' type onc. Morcover. verbs in sil1lple clauses are inneeted for 

t( nse except present tense. In complex clauses like complement, re lative and 

p.lrtieipial clauses , verbs are inneeted only for ten se. NOIT:lnal agreement elements are 

al'se nt in them. 

Tle pronol1linal markers in thc Gamo lang uagc Illay bc cons idered as cither 

d scontinuou s or non-di scont inuous ( Hi rut I')'!')). Thc di scontinuous type IS sccn 111 

tl -e past tell se . wlllk the IH.Hl - di sco1ltIIlUlHI S UIlC IS see1l ill tile presc ilt tellse. COlls ider 

the following exa l11 ples: 

(() a. tall-i lll-a-d-i s 

I-Nolll. cat -p,\st-! Sg. 

' I ate. ' 

\ 1 he s ttllplc c lallscs arc discussed Itl ( 14- 18) bclo\\ . 
J 1 hl' (omplex cluLlses arc dealt \\'1111 ill (24-27) bell)\\ . 

< 'J he fUIUI"l' tense 111 C;11110 c;ln bl' c.\pressl'd 111 Ilm';I.: dll"li:n:lll 1'1)1"111 .0.;. '1'I1c d isl'lISSIOll or (;~IIIIO fUILlrL' ICIlS<': 
II I I be ;tCCl'sscd t:l lcr nn on p:lg.:s 2~-2 7 



7) zuma-i mitsi k'ans' -i-d-es 

Z UlllCJ-N om. \.v ood cUl-pa st.]SgM 

' Z U1l1i.l cut wood.' 

18 ) nun- i gamo wo(f- i-d-os 

We-Nom. lion kill -past-I PI. 

. We ki li ed a I ion .' 

I'J) izet-i dorsa-za falll-i -d-a 

They-Nom sheep-Def. Acc . buy-past-3PI. 

'They bought the sheep. ' 

III (r» , (7), (8) '"ld (<J), the d iseo li tin uolis 1l01llill,1i Ill<lrkerc; -II -is ' I Sg. ', -i -m '3Sg.', -

i- 'IS '1 1'1. ' and -i -a '3 PI. ' c lc"rl y re ler to the oven slIbje" NPs ol'e;lch clause, The 

d scontlnllOUS Ilominal markers arc ohviously observed in Gamo past tense. The past 

tense l11ark er -cl- is infi xed in them . The writin g lip of the gloss for the segments is 

ploblematic . For instance, for (6) instead of writin g lSg, tw ice as '{-Noill. eat-1Sg,-

f!as(-ISg.'. ' 1 atc ', thc mcthod, I-Noill . eII l-JllIst-ISg. , 'I "tc ' is prcfCrrcd , for s impl ici ty 

purpose on ly. Thlls, thi s method is lI sed lor all nom illal fCatures whellever Gal110 past 

tense is di scllssed in thc cnslling sec ti ons. 

i\ differcnt sc t o f subj ec t "greemcllt markers m"y be notcd in present tense fo rl11 of 

Ci JIllO verbs. V'/ e may con sider the exalllpies gi ven helow: 

( I I) [;I n-I 111-"Y'5 -' 
I-Nom . ca t- I Sg. 

' I eat '. 
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( , I) ZU!11a- l lll-ees 

Zllllla-No lll . ea t-3Sg.'· 

'Zul1la eats .' 

(12) nlln-i Illole ill-ass 

We-N aill. fi sh ea t- I PI. 

'We e' lt II sh.' 

I I J) izet- i Illol c Ill-cclles 

They-Naill. fish cat 3PI. 

'They cat IIsh.' 

As can be seen, the present tense forlll of the verb 111- 'eat ' possesses the subject NP 

markers -ayis' ISg.' , -ees '3 Sg.M ', -OSs' IPI ', and -eefles '3PJ '. 

rle following data illust rate the aforement ioned tlVO sets of agreement markers in a 

cC l11pl ctc fashion . 

( I 4) a. tan-i I11lta mcnts-a-d-is 

I- Naill . Wood break-past-I Sg . 

. I bloke \Vood.' 

h. 11 CIl - i 1111LI IllClllS-;I - t! -;I."';; 1 

You (Sg.)-Noll1. wood brC<lk-I"lst-2S g. 

'You broke wooel. ' 

c. iz-i mita l11ents-i-d-es 

He-Nom. wood break-past-3Sg.M . 

. He broke wood.' 
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d. iz-a mira l11 ents-a-d-us 

She-Naill. wood break-pasl-3Sg.F 

'S he hroke wooel .' 

C. IlLiIl-i 11111;1 IllCIH S- I-d -o~ 

We-Nolll. wood break-pasi-I I> I. 

'We broke wood.' 

r. inten - i mila lllents-i-d-eta 

You (PI.)-Nolll. wood brcak-pasl-2 1' 1. 

'You broke wood.' 

g. izer- i mila lllenls-i-d-a 

They-Nom. wood break-pasl-3P I. 

( I 5) iI. 

, ['he v hrokl..' \\'und.· 

ta n-i mila mellts-ayis 

I-Nom. wood break-I Sg. 

' I break wood. ' 

h. nCll-i mila mcnts-(l(lsa. 

You (Sg. )-Noll1. break-2Sg . 

. You bre,d, wood . ' 

c, i ~.- i mila llleJ1IS-CCS 

I-le-Nolll. wood break-3Sg.M 

' li e bre,d" wood.' 
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d. iz-a mila ments- ays u 

She-Nom. wood break-3Sg. F 

'S he breaks wood .' 

e . llun-i mila ments-oos 

We- Noll1. wood hre,d< - I P I . 

' W e bred.;. wood .' 

I. Inten-i Illl ta ments-eela 

You (Pl.) Nom. wood hrcak -2 PI. 

' You bre'lk wood . ' 

" izet-i III i ta Illcn ls- cett es b' 

They-Nom. wood break-3 PI. 

' They break wood. ' 

Vie now summa ri ze the ag reement el ements oft hc subject NP in Table!. 

I 
-_. -

Past te ll se Present tense 
, 

j'\ - - ---, - ----- _.- - - -- -

~ ulllhcr Sillgu! ;tr 1'llIr:l 1 S illgu];n' Plllr,d 

p~ Masc . F Cill. Masc.I F elll. Masc . F elll. Masc .l Felll. 

-----,-
, I , -a-Is -a -Is -I-OS -ay ls -ayls -oss 

II l.:a-asa -a-3sa -i-cta -aassa -aassa -eeta 
I' I 

III I 
-l-CS -a-us -I-a -ccs -ays u -eenes 

I -
I ,-

T -,blc I. The clausa l subj ect agreell1ent ll1arkcrs oj' Gamo 



(jamo verbs , as it may be no ted in (I S) and (16) , a rc inflcc ted fo r the s ubject N Ps. The 

(Iausal subjeci agreemenl ma rkers thai a re summa rized in Table I are fo unel Ihc same 

to HiruI ' s ( 1999) work on the Gamo language. The verbs, however, a rc not in fl ec ted 

lor tcnse in Gamo present tcnsc. The lan g uage cx hib its somcwhat a d ifferent 

r henomcnon for the ful ure Icnse . The i'ulure Icnse is cxpressed in Ihree diffe rcnllypes : 

If pes une, IWU" and Ilt ree. I_el us eunSider eael, IYi :e " ' ( 1(,), (17), allli (I ~) 

l ~s pecI ' vely . 

( 16) a. tan-i b-ana 

I-Nom. go-will 

' I w ill go .' 

e. nen-i b-ana 

You(Sg.)- om. go-will 

' You(Sg.) w ill go. ' 

e. iz-i b-ana 

l ie-NOll !. gu- \\ il l 

' He wi ll go.' 

r. ii-a b-nna 

She-Nuill. Go-will 

' She wi ll go.' 

(17) a. tan- i b-and- is 

I-Nom go-will-I Sg. 

' I \v il! go.' 

b. 

d. 

" ~. 

b. 

nun -i b-ana 

Wc-Noill. Go-wi II 

'We w ill go . ' 

intcn- i b-ana 

You( PI.)Nom. go-w ill 

' Yo u(P!. ) w ill gu.' 

izel- i b-ana 

l 'IILy-N oll!. gu-wdl 

'TI .. ;y wi ll go ' 

nun - i b-and-os 

We-No m. go-w ill - I PI. 

'We will go.' 



c. nen-i b-and-asa 

Y ou(Sg. )go-wi 11-2S g. 

' You(Sg.) will go.' 

e. iz-i b-and-es 

H e-N 0 111. go-will-J Sg. M 

' Hewillgo' 

She-Noill. go-w il!-JSg.F. 

'She will go. ' 

I 18) a. 1al1-1 Ill-ana g-ay ls 

I-Nolll. cat-will say-I Sg. 

' 1 am going to eat. ' 

c. nell-I l1l-ana g-aassa 

You(Sg.)-Nom cal-will S<ly-2Sg. 

-You(Sg.) arc going to cat.' 

c. !Z- I Ill-ana g-ccs 

Ile-Nolll. e'll-w i ll "ly-~Sg.M 

' I-Ie is go ing to caL 

f. lz-a Jll-ana g-ees 

She-Nom. eat-wi ll say -JSg. F. 

'She is going to cal ' 

2-1 

u. 

" "'. 

b. 

d. 

" "'. 

inten-i b-and-eta 

You(PI.) go-will-2 PI. 

'You(PI.) will go.' 

ize:-i b-and-eellcs 

Th 'y-Nom. go-will-3PI. 

'They will go.' 

llUIl-) Ill-ana g-oss 

We-Nolll. cat-wi ll say-I PI. 

'We are going to eat.' 

int '.'n -i Ill-ana g-eeta 

Yu'!tPI.)-NlItll. l:al-will say-2PI. 

'You(PI.) are going to eat.' 

iZC1-i lll-(\na g-eeltcs 

They-Nom. cal-wil l say-3 P. 

'They are going 10 eat.' 



},s it may hen o ted , the a nixes -(1/111 'Ill el - I/I/{/- could h :, con sid ered as future t ense 

r-larkers as in (16a-g) and (17a-g) respccti vely, Whell verbs are ani xeLi with -ana, Ihc 

sdbjeet nom inal markers are left ullexpressed as in (16a-g), Moreover, the future 

a ;rccmcl11 clements as in ( I ~a-g) ( 1-1 inrl I ~(!'!). 

III genera l, Gamo verbs are not inflected for the subject NP agreement clements for the 

[inure tcnsc type one as in (16). Gamo ve rbs, on the other hand, are inflected for 

s.\bject IPS for the fut ure tense types two and three as in (17-1 8) above, 

I" the previous sec tion , il was mcntioned Ihat G'11110 vcrb : me not inflected for objcci 

~ Ps. Lei LI S examine whether li amu 11(1S ~lll ohjec t NP a~', :'cclllcni marker III a clause 

Ii -::c man y natural langu(lgcs. II is obviolls 1ha1 mallY lan guages have such markers ill 

se lltenc es. Amh arIC, ['o r i11S I::lIH": C, Ill;l )' lI<l VC (\ II ohV':C1 ag reement III arkcr in a clause 

(il aylu 1<)72, I lail c E:ycsus I ()<)R). The ohleCi NI' ""lIker can , hu wcvc r, be Icli 011 1 as il 

" opt iona l in the lan guage, Let's illustrate thlS claim considering examples fo rm Hai le 

Eyesus (19')8) as presented below in (19-21) . 

( ; 9) Kas" "nha5,1-11 gadd iil-a 

kassa Iion-Acc. killed-3Sg, M 

'K assa killcd " lion ,' 

I: 0) kasa anhiisH-wu-¢-n gaddtil-;i-(\\') 

kassa linon-DeLMas.-Acc, l( illcd-~Sg , M-( JSg. M) 

'Kassa ki ll ed the linn ,' 



( ~ l ) * kas(I anb~i ss(Hl g~i dd ~il-ii -\\ 

kassa lion-Acc. k i lled -3Sg.I'v1-3Sg.1'v1 

'Kassa killcd the lion. ' 

(19) and (20) l11ean exac tl y the sal11e. (20) is sl igh tl y dirrerent as it has overt 

agrcel11cnt l11arker -w '3sgl'v1 '. The prcsence or the same overt object agreel11ent marker 

i l l-forl11s (21) because it is used in the contcxt or the indefi nite obj ec t N P anbassa-n ' a 

lion ' (Haile Eyesus 19<J8: 11 - 12). From this it roll ows that object N P l11arkers may be 

e'pressed phonetica l ly if the object is defin ite (Dawki ns, 1969). However, in a rew 

11 ltur-.II I ;lIl g U;l g CS, 0 hjcct N P III arkcr III ;I Y 1101 he L' xpressed 011 the verb c veil ill the 

c Jn text or definite object N Ps. Gal11o, for exal11pl e, is one such languages in w hi ch its 

o')jee t markers are not phonetical ly reali r.ed on verb. I-ii lut (1999) also confirl11 s this 

J; 'CI. Consider the cxaillples given in (12) and (23) below: 

(22) iz-i dors- io fukk-i-d-es 

H c- NOI11 . sheep-DeC F el11 . Ace. slaught er-pa st- 3Sg.1'v1 

. He slaughtered th e sheep. ' 

(23) iz-a go ldar-za woa-a-d-us 

She-Naill . hyena-D ef.1'vI as. Acc. K i II -past-3S g. F. 

'She killed the hyena. ' 

/\ s SIHJWIl ill the CXi llllp1c abu ve, verbs III li;lIl1U du Ilot lake ubject N p ll ldrkcrs i ll the 

context or delil1Jte objec t N Ps. The verh in each cla use docs not have any object 

IParkcr at all. We l11ay then co nclude tll.lt there are no evert objec t N P l11arkers on 

Vl Ths OJ'(j'lIllO /()robJeet N l' s, 
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I L'I us 1l0W C.\(111l111l' (j(111l0 eomple \ C !;tLl Sl'S alld tJOLlIl phr;'l scs. "Th e ahscnce or 

a ~ reeillent e lement in such struct ures 01' Gamo W<lS mentioned ea rli er. They do no t 

h<lve ovcrt agrccment elemen ts. Thc systcm is expressed by ze ro mo rphem e, Considcr 

thc lollowlllg exampl es or compl emcnt , relati vc anti partic ipial c lauses as in (24), (26) , 

and (27) respccti ve ly. 

Look at (24) ror complcmcnt c lausc. 

(24) a. zlIma-i [ t3 11 -i mote m-id-aysa ] ?cr-ees 

Z lIma i-Nom. fish eat -past-Comp. kllOW-JM~;g. 

'LlI llla know s lt lilt I ale fi sh.' 

b. I.uma-i I i7.ct-i molc m-ili -aysa I'ler-ces 

LUIll-Nom. they- noill. li sh c<lt-past- co l11p. kno w-3i\t1Sg. 

' Zuma knows that they ate lish ' 

e. zuma-i [ tan-i mole l11-i z-ays<\ :I 'Ier-ecs 

Zum3-Nom. lish ea t-presenl-comp. knoIV-3MSg, 

'Zum3 knows that I eat li sh, ' 

d. 1.1I111a-i I: izct-i mote Ill - iz-aysa ] '?cr-ccs 

Zum-Nom. they- nom. !ish cat -presc nt -co ll1p. Know-3i\t1 Sg. 

'Zu ll1 a knows lhal they eal fi sh. ' 

/\ ; can be obse rved rroll1 the cX <lll1plcs ahove, the complell1cnt c l<lusc docs not exhihit 

\1( 'll1l11al agreement elements. However. the verb 1// - 'eol ' in the comp lement clauses is 

in nec led ror lense . 
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I,el us consider GaJl10 re lat ive clause in Ihe examples provided below . Relallve clause 

i 1 GaJl10 does not ex hibit agreeJl1ent eleJl1ents. On the other hand , the relative clause 

rla y have tense markers . In her di sc uss ion o f the saJl1 e issue in GaJl1 o, Hirut ( 1999 : 

143) shows a sl ightl y different fac !. Look al her exampl e as in (25). 

(25) k' aJl1Jl13 hayssa n y- i-d-a ade-z-a bey-a-d-i-s 

yesterday here eome-pro-past-Rel Illall-clef-Ace sl'e-p ro-past-pro 

' I Si:IW the Illall who ca ll1 C- here YC-s lcrdtty.' 

I s seen III (25), - i- ill .\" -i-d -o 'who ("(/ /J/ (" is cOllsidered ~IS pr01l0111111<.lI lll(lrkcr. In my 

dISCLISSlon, I consi der id- in y- id-o 'wI/{) c({me ' ;:IS pa st tense !llarker?, 

Let us consider the examples as in (26) below. 

tan-i Jl1-lz-a 11l0l e-zi lo'lo-kko 

l-noJl1 . eat-p resen!. RM. fish-Def.Ace. good-is 

'The fish that I eat is good.' 

b. izeti-i m-i z-a mol e- '~i 10'IO-kko 

I-nom. eat-p resent- RM. fish- Der. Aec .good - i~, 

'The fish that they will cal is good. 

c. tan-i Ill-id-(\ mole-/',i lo'?o-kko 

l-noJl1 . eat-past -RM . good -i s 

'The li sh Ihal I ate is good . ' 

(~<lI1 11J rc bli\"C C \:I IISCS c.\I1I1)11 tense m:lI- kLT<'; III (2Clc ;IIHI d), t he rcLllivc Ci:llISC has the P<l st tense 11l:1rkcr -it/- . 
I hl' subJect jlllsiliun I S filled III by 11111 -/'/" ,lIld i:{'I-1 ',licl ' I'Iw; pnsilioll call furthe r be filled III with other NPs 

;IS III the lollowlIlg ex urnple. 

1:11 - I / IlCIl-iil/-<l / i/-i / llllll - i/ illlcll-l /r/.L'I-i / JIl-ld-:1 1ll01C -/1 lo"!o- klw 
ll i IOll (Sg.)/she/hclwc/you(PI )/ lhey]-Nom e<ll -p<lsl - I{ M. fl sh -LJcC Noln. good-is 

. f" 'lC fish [hal l/you(Sg.)/ she/hel we/you(PI.)/ lhey 15 good: 

1"1": pasr tense marker -id- is [he saille throughout. Thus. f consider 1l as ten se marker. G:lnlO rcltrti vc clause 
..; iln ll ~ [he S:IIlll" I; le[ for u[ilcr [CI1SeS : I S lVeff. (='(\a :IIHi b) shulI" s rl·i:lll\ ·l· ei:lll se III preSCIi! [CII SC. 
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d. izeti-i Ill-id-a Illolc-zi lo"o-kko 

I-nolll. cal-pasl- RM . good -is 

It Illay bc nOl ed Ihat relati ve c lause in Gal110 docs nol conta in nOl11inal reatures. 

I.e l us exa l11in c the partic ipial c lause as in (27). The participial c lause in Gal110 is 

fJ rllled in two ways. The first type is for llled by affixing the PM , -idi, to verbs as in 

(27a). Th e seeond typc is formed when the PM , -ada, is su ffi xed to verbs (as in 27b). 

(27) a. iz i/nuni/ inteni / ize ti / Illitsi k'3ns'-idi 

He/we/you( PI. )/they/ wood wood- PM 

J-Ie/we/you( PI. )/thcy having cut wood 

h. [;lI1 i/ ncni / i/.a/ llli lsi k';llls' - adil 

l/you(S g.)/shc wood eut 

l/yo u(Sg. )/she having cut wood 

.' .s II 11101), bc no ted rrol11 the exal11 pl es above, Ihe PM nwr.:er - idi is used when i2i, 'h e ' 

IW II /. 'we 'illielli, ] ;0/1 (PI')'and i~eli. 'Ih er" are subjects 01' parti cipial clause, The PM 

lllarker -ada is used in the context or other personal pronouns, 

In (28) and (29), we discuss the ge rund ive phrasc and infin it ival nOl11 inal s or Gal11o, 

(28) a, ta so 

I house 

' M Y house' 

b, 

29 

nu so 

We house 

'Our house, ' 



C. ne so 

You (Sg.) house 

' Your house' 

c. lza so 

He house 

' H is house.' 

f. 1/.1 so 

She house 

' Herhouse. ' 

d. 

" "'. 

in1" so 

YOLI (PI ) hOLise 

' Y .l ur (PI) house' 

il.cta so 

They house 

'Their hou se' 

.. sc an be secn in the c onstructions a ho ve. t hc head noun docs not have agreelllcnt 

e e11lcnts. Thc sa11le phenomenon is seen In Gamo infnitival nomina Is as shown 

b : Iow. 

la mcn lsozi h. IlU Illcntsol'.i 

My break ing (of solllethi ng) Our breaking (of so11lething) 

c. nc Illen tsozi d, inte Illentsozi 

Your brcaking (of solllethin g) YOll r (PI ) breaking (ol'something) 

c . lfa IllCnl SOI I 

His breaking (Or Solllc lhing) Thcir breaking (o f' so lllclhing) 

r. izi Illentsozi 

Her breaking (Of Solllclhin g) 
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I: may be noted that Gal110 does not exhibit overt agreement elements on the head 

roun in the ge rundi ve phrase as in (28) , and the inlinit iva l nominal as in (29). It is 

r Ither expressed by zero morpheme . 
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C H A PTER III 

pro ill (;;\ IVIO 

.1. 1 INTROD UCTION 

~011lC natural lan guages cdlo\<\I (lil Y pronominal N P clement left unex pressed 

phonClica ll y in certain syntactic positions, The pl"Onomina, elements that are left cmpty 

wc rcprescnted by pro or PI{O in an I' posi tion , In this chapter, wc Ji scuss thc nature 

of pro in Gamo, The chapter is organi zed into six sections: sec tion two discusses the 

tllcory of pro; section three exam ines the di str ibution of pro ; see tion four is about the 

IIlterpreta tl on of pro ; section [ivc dcal s with the refe rence of pro: ami section six 

h'ghli ghts the thematic value ofpl"O. 

, 2 T he T hcor)' of pro 

L:tnguages that allow' the subject NI) to be covert ill the context of a [ini te clause are 

';. Id to be pro-drop languages (Chomsky 198 1, 1986), The non-pro-drop languages, on 

tl c other hand, stri ctl y forbid the abscnce of" physic,dly rcali zcd subject NPs in 

l~,pee , I P]. Languages such as Amhari c, Orol11o. and Italian etc. are pro-drop 

leJ1guagcs. Consi<.ler the lol low lll g exa ll1p les: 

I I ) C1. I.c 1 taiin-aec 

slept -3Sg, F 

'(S he) s \cpt' 

b. [e] fi ig-n-e 

run I I' !. perl'. 

'(We) r;1I1 ,' 

Uruillo 
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c. [e 1 ha parlato 

has (3Sg) spoken Italian 

' 1-1 e\she has spoken. ' 

II can be notcd that the Ispee, II'] is coven in a tensed clausc in cach languagc. The 

s,atus 01' the null clemen t is assunled tu he pru. It can be recove red li'um the 

unde rstand the content of pro though it lS coven. Thu s. (I a) above has exactly thc 

s lmc Illeaning as in (2) below. 

(. ') ','swa tal'iii-acc 

'She slept' 

Su bject pro, however, IS not a uni ve rsal properly of all n~ltliral languages as there arc 

11 m-pro-drop langllages. 

<l. 

b. 

* [e] has spokcn. 

*[e] voyons Jean 

'( We) sec Jean .' 

* l e J habe lOin buch 

'( I) have a book .' 

Frcnch 

The ungrallllllaticality of the constructions in (3) Illay only be saved when the null 

~:[ bJ ect e lelllent is substituted with suitabl e oven NP clement 

Ii' pro-drop languages, pro may havc definite reference al-,d it can be read definitely. 

T'le delinite reading or pro is a f~I Cl in morphologically ri :h languages. For example, 



,,,hen predicates arc inneclcd for su hj eci and uhjeci NPs, one linds delinil e pro in hOlh 

~ y nl;IC{ ic pos it ions. 

(,al11o verbs, as was sa id , are inlleclcd for a subj ect NP onl y. As a result , definite pro 

i, allowed in subject posilion only. (4) shows this. 

(4) a. Iz-i gamo-za wod-i-d-es 

He-Nom. lion-Def.Ace. kill-3Sg.M-past-3Sg.M 

' He killed the lion ' 

b. [e) x ga111o-za \~od-l-cl-e s>; 

He-Nom. lion- Der.Acc . kill-3Sg.M-past-3S.!.M 

'( He) killed the lion' 

c. " iZ- 1 lei wod-I -d-es 

1-le-Nol11. lion- Der.Acc. kill-3Sg. M-pasl-3Sg. M 

The ungramma ti eali ty of (4c) impli es Ihal Ga1110 does not allow the occurrence of pro 

II ' the c0111ple111ent position of a predicate. The comple111ent position of Ga1110 verbs 

l1 ,ay be fill ed in with arbitrary pros 

Tile cross linguistic analysis of data reveal s that languages that do not exhibit overt 

agree111enl ele111ent 111ay allow the occurrence 01· pro . In such a pheno111enon, pro lacks 

de finit e reading . It has rather arbilrary inteq)retation. Chinese (Huang, 1989) and 

Inh"hur" Quechua') (Co le, 1987) do nol h'l vc physie,dl y re,diz.ed il gree 111enl ele111enl s 

, }. rbLlrary pro 111 Garno will be (hscusscd blcr on til S('l; lIon 3.5.2 
-) Inbabur;t Quccllu<I IS a language spoken ill northern Ecuador. 



t·lat may be al'fixed on their predicates. The languages, however, al low the occurrencc 

( r pro . 

1.1 gcncr,d, th e content 01' P'O nlaY he recovered in two w"ys. On one hand , the 

a~reement elcment th at governs pro is rcspo nsibl e for idcntifying it s content. To thi s 

end, Ri zz i ( 1986: 5 18) proposcs two co nditions as in (5) b~low. 

( \) r the oCClI rrence oi"pro is suh.jec\ 10 gOVC J"lllll Cll1 relation he l\:\,lccll iI head 

and null c1cment , 

II . the content of P'O is dctcrmincd from a phonet ica ll y rcalized 

cnvironment wi th in the Binding thcory. 

A.s stated in (5) , pro OCCln'S in governed posi ti on and it is interpreted consideri ng 

a ~fixed agreement elements. 

The seco nd type of th e interpretation of pro is recovcred ~ ly the application 01' Control 

tLco ry (I-luang 1984). Hc c laims that Chin cse is onc such I'lllguagc, as it docs not have 

overt agreement. Thus. pro, In Chlllcse likc languages, may onl y be identilied by 

eoindexing it wi th antecedent subject N\' . As a result, Huang proposes the lo llowing 

C, cnera li zed Control Rul e (GCR). 

(t l) coindcx an empty clement with the closcs t nominal clement. 
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I-' uang further writcs that thc nOlllinal clement is assumed to be NP or AGR. He 

d , lines the idc,1 of c loscncss 'IS I·o llows. 

1"' ) A is closcr 10 B Ihan C. if 1\ c-colllm,lIlds Fl , hul C' docs nOI c-colllllland 11 

Considering (6) and (7), one can inlcrprel the covert pronoillinal element in the 

f,"lowing Chinese example as Zhangs,,". 

(n Zhangsan , shuo [ pro, hen xihuay Lisi 1 

Zhangsan say ve ry like 1.lsi 

' Zhangsan said Iha l (hc) liked Lis i. ' 

As can be secn, pro is conindexed with the subject N P and inte rpreted as Zhangsan 

J .J Distribution of pro 

T le dlslnhull011 urpro v;lrics cruss lillglllSllCdl y. I II SOlllC llatllr;d languages. it UCClirs 

Oil y III subieci posilion ol'a clausc. Ilall<1n (Ri/.z i 1082 , 1"86) and Ch inese (I-Iuang .l. 

1" 82) are such typc of languagcs. Sti ll other langu; lges such <1S Green landic 

(\ 'voodbu ry 1977) pel"l11it pro to oecur in argument pos itions. Amharic (Haile Eyesus , 

1'.!04.1<)98) and Orol11o (Debela 2003) ,I1lol1' the occurrcncc of pro in adjunct and 

(lr ~lI mCIlI posi tions. 

iVlorcover, as \\I(1S mentioned in section (~ .2 ) , pro occu rs ill governed posit ion . I II the 

cnsulllg sections, we will di scuss the di strihution and Intcrpretation of pro in Gamo. 
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,' ,J, I pro ill a clau se 

Ciaillo allows the occurrence of pro in a sentence. The exi"lcnee of pro in a sentence is, 

I'owcver, restricted to the subject positioll onl y. The ol)Ject position of a sentence 

COlnnot be filled with pro. Moreover, S0111e cOlllplex clauses and determiner phrases in 

(;a1110 m<ly not exhibit pro in both subject and object positions. 

Let's then first examine the simple clause of Ga1l10 as presented in (9-11) be low . 

I I)) a. '1.lIl11a -i tusc ycr-i -d-cs 

ZUllla-Nolll. Tusu kiss-3Sg.M.-past -3Sg. M. 

'Zullla kissed Tusu. ' 

h. tel, tliSO yc r-i-d-es , 

Tusu kiss-3 Sg. iVl. -past-3Sg. M. 

'( He) ki ssed Tusu.' 

i 0) a. nUIl-1 gall1o-za bey-i-c1-os 

We-Nolll. lion-Def.A cc . sec-I PI.-past-I P I. 

'We saw the lion.' 

b. tel , ga1l10-za bey-i -d-os, 

t I I) <1. 

lion- Def.Acc. see-I PI.-past -I P I. 

'(We) saw the lion .' 

Ilcll-i luke '! uy-a-d-asa 

YOIi (Sg. )-Nolll. (oITcl' drink -2Sg.- I':I 'I-2Sg. 

'You drank coffee.' 
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b. [e), tuke ?uy-a-d-asa, 

cofTee drink-2Sg.-past-2Sg. 

' (You (Sg.)) drank coffee.' 

, I S can hc observcd, scnlcnccs in (911-1111) h'lvc cl11ply clements in finite clauses. Thc 

; hSCllCC or physical rc;ilil.;ltioll or the suhject N Ps dDes nut calise ill-loflllCdllcss o r lhe 

,crllcnce,. Tlrc ga p in (')) mC<lIIS ' 11e ', ill (III) ' Wc'. :tnti ill (II) 'You (Sg.)'. It is tllc 

r.rescnce of nomi nal features in the verb that permits s ub.~ct pros to till the sentential 

'UbICCI NP positions. The mari<crs'lrc -1-('.> '}Sg. iVI .', -1-0.\ '1 1'1 ' and -I-oso '2Sg'. 

(ia ll1o may not allow pro to occur in somc complex clauses. The complement, relative, 

and part icipial clauses are brieny discusscd below. Consider the complement clallse in 

( 12) 

( 12) 3. [tan-i [Ius-a k ' lImil l1l-id-aysa] ?er- ay is) 

IP I-Nom. C'P TlI slI- 0111. IlIllch e:1t-pasI.Col11p. know-I Sg. 

'1 know Ihal TlI slI <Ilc lunch .' 

11 I Ie]' r Ills-a 1<'III11a 1I1 -id-<Iys<lI')er-<Iyis'l 

II' ('P TlISll-Nol1l. lunch eat-pasI.Col11p.] knc,w- I Sg. 

'( I) know thai TlIsu ale 11IIlch.· 

c. * [ [e)' [ [e) kUl1la m-id-aysa 1 ?er- ayis') 

II' CI' lunch eat-past.Comp. knoIV-1 Sg. 

d, *( [e)' Itusa [e) l11-id-aysa )'!re-ayis' ) 

TlIsu- NOI11. ea t-past.C'ol11p. kl1ow-1 Sg. 



The ungrammaticality of sentences (Complement c lauses) in (12c-d) can on ly be 

lescued when the subj ec t and object NPs of the complement clause, Tilsil and k'lIlI/{[ 

'flinch', are morpholog ically reali zed respec ti ve ly. It then follow s that a complement 

( Iause of Galllo docs not allow to posit null NPs in subjec t and object positions. 

-,'he sallle phenomenon is ex hibited in the relative clausr · of Gall10 as well. We Illay 

I )ok at the follow ing paradigm. 

( 13) a. 

b. 

c. 

[c)tana dos-Iz-a] naya] y-a-d-us ] 

II' NP CP mc 10vc-prcscnt-Ri'vI gl rl-Dcf. Fclll. NO Ill . cOlllc-past-3Sg. F. 

'The girl who loves me came.' 

*[ [e) [e I c1os-iz-a] nayaJ y-a -c1- us ] 

IP NP CP me 10ve-prcsent- Ri'vI girl-Def. Fem. om. c0l11e-past-3Sg.F. 

*[ [c )tana dos-iz.-al lell y-a-d-u s I 

II' NP CP Ille lovc-prcscnt -Ri'vI gi rl- l)efYclll. Oill. cOlllc-past-3Sg.F. 

d. r r r tani [c) c1os-iz.-a ] na -yal y-a-d-lIsl 

I P N P C P I love-pres. WhOlll girl- I )c!', I'"C lll. !' )OIll . cOl1lc-past-3 Sg. F. 

'The girl wholl1 I love call1e.' 

e. *[ [ [r c ] [e) c1os- iz-a J na- yaJ y-a-d-lIs] 

II' NP CP I love-preswholll girl-Def.Fem. Nolll. comc-past-3Sg.F. 

f. *[ [ [tani tel c1os-i z-a I tel ] y-a-d-us] 

IP NP C P I lovc-prcs.wholll girl-Dc rFcm. Nolll . c0l11c-past-3Sg.F. 

'The gi rl whom I love came.' 



, \ S can be observed form the exaJ11ples presented ahove, there is no AGR elements in 

the verbs of the CP. Howevcr, in (13,,) and (I 3d) /10.)10. 'the girl' can be coven. It is 

I ecovercd from naya or the head NP. Othcr NPs cannot bc covcn as in (13b,c, c allli fl. 

·,'h" ,. pro or the aho ve kind is a llo wed in Ciaillo relat ive ~I'\lI sc tho"gh there IS '" no 

, IGR ekments. It is reco ve red rrolll the oven head NP clement in the NI' . 

IVe now brieny exami ne participial c lause 'o in Gamo. Consider ( 14): 

( 14) a. , Ie]' , ' zLII11a-i , k\II11<1 J11-idi ., b-i-d-cs' 1 

II' CP Zuma-Nom. lunch cat-PM go-past-3Sg. M. 

' Having eaten lunch, Zuma went. ' 

b. [ zUJ11a- ', [[e] , k'uma m-idi] b-i-c1-cs ' ] 

I P Zuma-Nom. CP lunch cat-P!\tJ go-past-3S g.M. 

' I l av ing ealen lunch, ZU1ll~1 we ill ' 

e. I lei', I Ie I, k 'u m<l Ill-idi I h-I-d-es' I 

IP cr lunch cat-PM go-past-3Sg.M . 

'I-lavi ng eaten lunch , he went.' 

d. "[ [zuJ11a-iL [ zuJ11a-i ', k' uma m-idi 1 b-i -d-es' 1 

IP ZU l1l a-NoJ11. cr Zun1<l-NoJlI. IUJleh cat- PM go-past-3Sg.M . 

{,s Can be observed, the subject pos ition of the particip ial clause can be covert as In 

( .:lh-e). O["'iously, (14,1) IS a lVell-lormed sentc nce though the spec orthc IP is covert. 

1 he null subject NP can easily be reco vered form the affixed agreement element -i-es 

· .~S,!!. _AI/. . on the verh h- 'go '. Thi s agreemellt clement i' co- rcl'crcntial to the coven 

" rh .. : p~lrIICIJH.tI CI,l11SC, as \\:IS said. IS furtlled 111\\\U \Iays The c,\amph .. :s II, (1 -1) siloll Ihe first PM oilly. F{)f' 
h nllt"!" dlSCllSSltl l1 or the scc{liid I' M type. relL'1 Sl:l'llllll 2 2. I I 
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, ublee l. iVloreover, the subject posnion III a panicipial el, 'use Illay be lilled ill with the 

lIlill ele111e11t , as in (14b) . The subject 01 ' the panl c ipi,iI .;Iause IS eorekrenti,,1 to the 

, ublec t o r th e I P. In ( 14c), the subject positions 0 I' the I I' and the CP are coven. Y ct , 

ti, e sentencc remai ns wcll-formed . The gap Ie] ol'the [spec, II' ] 

i; recovered from thc anixed agreelllent eleilleni. - l - I'S '3SgM '. The contcnt ol'thc gap 

in the participial clause is recovered aftc r the content of the IP subject is reco vered . In 

our di scuss ion 0 f the s imple c laLise of G a1110 , wc not iccd that subjec t N Ps 0 r an IP 

(o uld be oven or covel'l. However, the fact that lllay be noted in (14d) is different frol11 

tile one that was di scussed in the alorementioned analysis. When the subject position s 

( f the II' and the participial c lause have the saille 'Zun a' ( 14d), t he sentence goes 

\ rOII g. 

: .4 Interpretation of pro 

11 the previous sections, we argued that pro occurs in the subjec t position of Gaillo 

s Illple c lau sc. Such null eleillents have d e linitc ly c enain s emantic interpretations. 

Three a spect s may be cons idered in an <llIempt to semantically interpret pro. These 

Ci o; peets l11ay include: 

• the relation or pro with overt agreement element s; 

• the reference of pro: ,rnd 

• the the111<1tic v,riue urpl'll I ll ailc Lyesus I ()'):;.). 

I he en suing sections thcn analyze aspects of IIltcrpretation ai' pro In Galllo. 
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.1. 4.1 Agree ment Elements and pro 

' -he selll,"llic in tcrpreta ti on ol' pro is determincd by considering Ihe phys ically reali zed 

"grecmcn t eleillents (phi -k"tures ). The I'hi - ll:ature is usuall y dealt With in terill s or 

l'er50n , number, and gender. The null clemen t, i.c . pro , is unde rstood when such 

leatures ' liT associ ated wi th it. T he cOIl\'cntion, fO,.,llulat cd by Ri 7.I.i ( I ')S6) as ci ted in 

Ila ile [yesus ( 1998), plays invaluabl e role in thc task of associati on l'ormation. 

( ' ollsi der the co nvc nt ion in (155): 

l:i) II' x bc th e licens in g head of an occ urrence 01' pro , t., en pro has the 

grammatica l speCI fi cation of the features on X co in ,j exed with it. 

I.els us cons icie r the case in Amha ri c and Itali an. 110lh I'lllg uagcs arc pro-drops, as Ihey 

,l low pro to occ ur in the subject pos ition or finite c lause. !VIoreover, INFL is supposed 

t ) be a li censing head of subject pro. The li censi ng heacl has overt agreement elements 

tlatmay bc coi ndexed with th c missing subjcct, pro. (16) has Ri zz i's rulc. 

, It,) pro , IN FL 

/\0 R, 

Haile [ycsus' (1998) di sc ussion of this fact in Amh"ric data pro ves Rizz i's c laim to be 

t u,' ( ") Il s]( icr ( 17 ). 

I I 7) a. pro' hcd -hu ' 

wellt-I Sg. 

'( 1) went. ' 

b. pro' h cd ~· ii ' 

wenl -]Sg.l'vl . 

'( He) went ' 



.\s can he ohserved l'rol11 (17) above, thc sllbjec t pro is co-indcxcd w ilh thc agrcemcnt 

,'lcl11en ts. IN FL (AG R) is slIpposccito be thc liccnsing hcad oi'pro. Let' s now tllrn ollr 

di sc uss ion to Gal11o. 

3.-1 ,2 The S lIbj ec t Ag r ee ment E lement and pro 

" 'hc presence 01' pro III the sublect posllion 01' a linite clall se in Galllo is proved in Ollr 

llSClISSlon ln sec tion (3.4.1). The e xal11p les presented bellow i 1I11strate pro, the null 

, ublect N p, in Gal11o. 

( 18) a. pro' y-a-c1-i s' 

cO llle-past -1 Sg. 

'( I) call1e,' 

b. pro ' y-l-c1-os ' 

c0l11e-past-1 Sg, 

'(We) camc,' 

l". pro l Y-;'I- d-asa' 

come-pasl-2Sg 

'(You (Sg,)) ca ll1c. ' 

d, pro' Y- l-d-cta' 

c0l11c-past-2 PI 

'( YOll (P l.) ) ca ll1e,' 

, d ' c. pro y-a- -us 

come-past -3Sg, F, 

, (She) came,' 



I'. pro ' y-i-d-cs ' 

come-past- 3Sg. M 

'( He) came.' 

, . I ' g. pro y-I-C-a 

come-past -3 P I. 

'(They) came,' 

I ,s can be observed form ( 18), pro occurs in the subjec t position of a finite clause, The 

1'1'0 '1I1e1 th c phi i'eaturcs Ill C'lIl the 5,"n c, 'IS pro can S mcly b c coinelcxed with such 

I ;;rtmes. Thc INFL (AGR) is thus the Ilcell si ll g head ol'p I'J. 

! ,5 T he Reference of pro 

In natu ral languages that allow the occurrcnce pro , pro can bc inte rp reted e ither 

ceFi nitely or arb itran ly. pro is read as defin itel y when overt agrcement elelllent s arc 

co-indexed with it where as pro lllay ha ve 'In arbitrary inte rprctati on in the absence 01' 

e vert NP markers. 

,' .5. 1 Dclillit e pro 

III til e prev iolls di sc l1 ssion, we studi ed tll;ll (ia1l10 ve rh s arc inflected ror subject NPs. 

Thi s illlplics that pro occ urs on ly in thc spcc posi tion of an IP hcadeel by INFL. The 

subject pro then has a defi nite reading because the content of pro is recovered form the 

overt AGR featu res of IN FL Cons ider the followin g il luS((ative example. 



I 1 () I ,I 

Ku lfo go-pasl- 1 PI. 

'(Wc) \\CnIIO Kulfo ,' 

b, 
, , , 

pro 13 nayo ycr-a-a-us 

my da usghter kiss-pas1.3Sg,F, 

'( She) kissed my da ughter.' 

c, pro ' ta nayo yer- i-d-es' 

Ill y daughtcr kiss-past.3Sg,M. 

'( Hc) kissed my (bughlcr 

I ' . I ' l. pro ta llayo ycr-I-t-(j 

my daughter kiss- p~lst-JP!. 

'(They) kissed my daughtcr.' 

It may be noted th at the semantic content o[lhe subject pro in the parad igms presen ted 

"bovc is recovered from the phi-fea tures of I FL, which is the head of each IP . In 

(1<),,), fo r Instance, pro IS c oindexed with the agreemen' element -i-os ' I Pl. '. pro IS 

t:len read as ' We', Moreover, the pro in (l9a) cannot be semantically interpreted as 

(tlilcr ' shc' or 'hc'. BOlh ' she' and 'lIc' arc Ihc con lent s of thc nu ll subjec t clements, 

IC' pl() , III (I ()h) '"1<1 (I(ic) respecti vel y. 

:l .S.2 Arbilnll ' \' pro 

I'he dcllnltc scman tlc Interpretation or pro presupposes the existence of arbitrary 

11Icrpretatlon. ' Arb itra ry pro' is " nallle givcn to pro Ihat Illay no t be read defi nite ly. 

~ u c h type of pro in Ga illo is studied in the examples presented below, 
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120) a. hombe-z l pro k 'oh-ees 

wea ther-Der. om. hurt-3Sg. M. 

'The weather hun s (every (Jlle ).· 

b. III "aype-tl pro Ir)'ott-ees 

Her cye-Pl.lJef.NOIll. \\·1I1- :1Sg.M. 

' I-I er eyes WI n (everyone).' 

c. I/a gobatetsay pro Ill.Ji.Jiis-ccs 

hi s intelligence amal.e-lSg.M. 

'H is inte lligence amazes (every one).' 

, \s It lllay be notcd frolll (20), pro oecurs III the object pos ition. The arbi trary pro or 

tlis kindlllay not be interpreted considering agrecment elements. Object agrecment 

I' ather. one nwy be very dependen t on th e thelll"tic relation tha t pro has with the verb 

Thc tnterpretation or an arbitrary pro may va ry cross linguist ica ll y. The semantic 

soeetliea ti on [+human , +generi e, +pluraIJ, ror instance, is the interpretation that is 

given to arbitrary pro In Italian (Rizzi 1986). Consider the following examp le. 

( ~ I) Questta dicisione rende pro",!> Idice. 

'The rkcls lo n lllakcs (peop1c) IHlPPY.· 

1 he It,di"n cxa mplc in (21) h"s pro,,,,, It is lllarked ror r·' ,lillr,dl re"tllre. Arhitrary pro 

l as the semant ic spec ifi cation 1·.-hulllan , +gcneric. -plura ; I in Amharic (Haile Eyesus 

I')<)S) and Oromo (Debela 2003). In Gamo. arbitrary pro has the same semantic 
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,pecdicallon [+human , +generlc, -plural J. Lei us once reconsider (20a) above in (22) 

(22) a. hombe-z i ?asa k'oh-ecs 

weather-Def. om. man hUrl -3Sg.M. 

'The weathe'r hurts man,' 

h hOlllbe-/.i ?asa-ta k'oh-ees 

\l'ca ther-Def.Nom. man- PI DeL Aee. hLl rl -3Sg,M, 

"The \\'ci. Ilhcr hurl s Illell .· 

'-lie once arb itra ry pro in (20a) is subst ituted on lo r a s in '!,ular ?asa ' l11an' and a plural 

" 'IS;lI" 'tite nlen'as In (22a and b) re spectivc ly, The cons liLietion remains well- lorllled, 

t then lollows th at arbi trary pro In Gal11 0 is marked for [-plural]. In general, arbi trary 

pro In Galllo has a [+human , +gcncri c, -plur,d] feature cOlllposit ion. 

,I,{, T it elll ' lt; c Valu e of pro 

The Ihelll'lllc value or pro is the ass ign mcnl of' scmanlic rolcs 10 thc null element pro, 

,\ Iheta and non-thcta posi ti ons are thus syn tacti c positions to be fi ll ed with by NPs in 

( ll SUl1lg sectio ns. 

" J, . I The lll at ;c pro 

" 'he semanllC propcrl y of a predica le dClermines the number of argumen ts that it 

lequlres lor 'Issignin g thematic ro les 10 Ih cm . Thi s mcans that the nUlllber and types of 

Ihew rolcs may vary acco rding 10 the properl y of the predicate, The predicate has also 
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,Ollle Se lll<lntle relation ships to its arguillent s. Consi der (23) I'or the argument structure 

"I' the predle<lte kill. 

t2.~) ~ 1. iVla lgrC { killed Poirot. 

h. I,,11: verh: I 2 

N I' N I' 

Haegeman (1994 : 49) 

\ , ell' bl' noted, th e \'e rb kill has t\\·o N P arguments, M"igret and Po irol. The subjec t 

, P,S theta- Illarked lor the role agelll w hil c the object NP is ass igned the ro le theme. 

Moreover, arguments may ha vc somc other roles such as cx periencer, goa l, reei picnt, 

I_et us now examine Gamo examples to iden tify how theta ro le is assigned to pro. In so 

(.olng. we will illustra te the thematic relatio ns ol ' pro with a preciiC<ltc. 

t2-1) <I 

dog-Del'.Aee. kill-p<l"-3SgT , 

'IS he) killed the dog,' 

r iddle like-3Sg, F. 

' (She) likes riddl e. ' 

In 1 2~), the "gelll and experlencer thematiC roles arc respectivel y assigned to the pros 

"' (2 -1<1) dnd (24b). PrcLiiedtes in G'"11ll " "'Y "ot <lssign <I theme ro le as pro cannot 

"ccur in the object NP posit ion 01' 11' . 
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-'Jl.2 NO ll -T hemat ic pro 

In Ihl s sec li oll , w e look at Ihe non-the111ati e pro ill Ga111o. A non-the111at ic pro occurs 

n Ihe spcc pos llion ol'so111e c xceplional preliicales. The subjecls of such verbs, for 

nSlallCC. do nOI see111 to ha ve se111anti c con lent. l i s spec posilion is not theta marked. 

Vl orco ver, thi s position is not an argument positioll and 'aeks a theta role. The object 

)osit ion o f verbs like seem, on the other hand , is a L'eta position but not a case 

)osition (Choillsky 1')8 1) . Let us look at the exa111ple given in (25) below. 

,25) a I-Ie see111 S to understand her. 

T he 1)- strll c t11J'e of thi S SC ll tellce IS 

h Seems Il L' to lllldcrSi<lt H lllcr . 

(R ad ford 1997 175) 

I I;" Il l); rLTe l\ cd the Ihcla 1'0 1e I'ro lll thc verb IIIII!ersl{/lid. the theta- marked lie 1110ved 

1!lr(l ll~h Ihc app l lc'lll on o f M ove-u to the spec pos ition ill ord er to acquire nom inative 

( asc. 

111 Ill S di SC USS IOn of thi S same Issue in Amharic , Hailc J-: yesus ( 1998: 98) po ints ou t 

t!la t the su blect posilion of the three radi cal verb ill S ! ' see111' is fi lled by 11 0n- the111at ie 

1'1'0 Oro111o has al so the verb / akkol ' see111' (Baye 1986; Debela 2003) that does the 

I I,e lloll-thelllatlC pro occ urs 111 Ihe Sll b.l CCI poslliOIl of the same verb /1/{/S( I/ - ' see111 ' in 

( ;'" 110 . Co nsid er (2(, ). 
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(26) a. pro [zullla-i tuso dos-iza J Illasat-ccs 

ZUllla-Nolll . Tusu-Acc. love- COlllp. prese nt seelll-3Sg. M. 

' It seelllS that ZUllla lovcs Tusu . ' 

h . pro [11.- ;: 1 I .LlIll'-l dos- i/." l l11ilSIl I -Cl'S 

She-Noill . ZUllla-Acc lovc- COlllp.present seelll-3Sg.M. 

' 11 seelllS Ilwl she loves I.Utll<l . ' 

c. pro [nen-i tana clos- iza] 1113sat-ees 

You (Sg.)-Noill . Ille love- Comp.present seem-3Sg.M. 

' I t seeills that you love Ille. ' 

d. *wone!imu-i [zullla-i tliSO e!os-izaJlllasat-ees 

'vVondil11u-Nolll. Z um a- om. TlIsu-Acc. love- Comp.present seem-

3Sg. M . 

fh e ungraml11aticality of(26d) is sa vee! when the subject ~'P wond imu-i ''vVond il11u ' is 

,lIilstitliteLi by the exple tive pro . The compelling reason behi nd this is that the exte rn a l 

.Irg uillent p os ition or s uch a predicate i s a n on-theta position. I to nly a Ilows a n on­

iheilla tie pro (26a-e). 
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CHAPTER IV 

PRO in G~ 111 0 

4. 1 Introduction 

In thi s chapter, we di scuss PRO in Gamo in the li ght of the ass umptions of the 

subtheori es mentioned in thc first chapter. In so doing, we may con sldcr the 

di stribution and interpretation of PRO in Gamo. 

PRO is a syntac ti ca ll y acti vc NP that has no ovcn morpho logica l man ifestation It is 

claimed that PRO may fill the subjec t posi ti on of an infiniti val clause. rhe infinill \'al 

clause is, in tLTn, either the subject or compl emen t of a predicatc. IJloreOlTr. the 

infinitival claus·; may takc adjunct position (Chomsky 1982 , 198(1) . 

Chomsky further claims that the ICature composition [+anaphoric, +pronomi nal I 

characterizes the null element PRO. It is thus subject to principle ll A and prl nclplc B 

of the Binding theory. 

Conside ring t he fea ture composition 0 f PRO, 0 ne may argue that P 1·:0 c all be an 

anaphor or a pronomina l. Cons ider the fo llow ing examples (quoted frc III Hacgcm,ln 

1994 263 -264). 

11 For further di sc Ll ss ion of th e pr inci ples look at SCl: !I UIl 1.6 . 
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(I) a. Poi rot , is considering [eI' whcthcr l,l' PRO., to abandon the investigation]] 

b. Poirol, was gladlcl' [II ' PRO , to abandon the invest igation]] 

12) leI' ['" PRO to aba ndon the in vesti gation]] would b8 regrettable. 

' t may be noted that PRO, in ( I a, b) , is understood as Poi iot. PRO is thus an anaphor 

\Jecause it s int erpretat ion is determined by another preceding NP. PRO, on the other 

Land , can al so be pronominal as in (2). We normally inte l"pl"et it like the pronoun one, 

I'RO in the above exampl es occupi es the subject position of the infinitivals. It is 

,'bvious that infini ti val s lack INFL that can ass ign n olllinative case to subject N Ps. 

'~hus , intinitlvals cannot assign case to their subj ec t NPs. As a I"esult, such subjects 

I lay sometimes be left unexpl"essed. Con sidel" (3) below: 

<) , Richa rd seems to like seafood. 

b. *It seeills Reehal"d to like seafood. 

(Leonal"d and Diane 1988 : 519) 

" hc ungl"amll1atieality of (3b) foll ows fl"om Case theo l"Y. Richard is not case marked 

k ea use lIl
'
initivals cannot case Illark their subjects. However, in sentences like (4), fOI" 

examp le, 

(~ ) a. For Po imt to abandon the in ves ti gation wo uld be I"egrctt able. 

b. For him 10 abandon the inves liga lion wo uld be regrettable. 

The subjects of the infinitivals receive case assignment frol11 the P Jar. 

Th ere arc ve l"bs like wall / that can allow a followi ng infi nitive to have overt NP 

s:lbJecl. Consi der the construction In (5) below 
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(S ) a John wants Mary to chccr. 

b. John wants very Illuch for Mary to cheer. 

c. John wants her to cheer. 

·t may be noted that the predicate ,vo1l1 is [ollowcd by overt NP Mary. The predicate 

lak cs an obli gatory/in when an ad vc rb [ollows it. The source of the casc fo r all NPs is 

Ihe complimcnt izer jor (Leonard and Dianc 1988). 

In the (j 13 Thcory. as \V rill cn by Chomsky (198 1 a) . thc subject NPs of the infinitives is 

lIcs lgnat ed as PRO In D-structurc. PRO may not carry case but features such as person, 

\l ulllber and gender. Thus, the sentence in (6a) has the D-f; [ructure in (6b). 

( \. John wan ts to go hOlll e. 

h. John , wants PRO, to go hOlll e. 

, \s can be observed. PRO is said to be controlled by an antecedent NP fo r its 

1 '1 terprclal iOll . 

h general. a lthough IYRO 111 '1)' behave like anaphors and pronoillinals, it does not have 

,I governing category Its di stribution is al so restricted to ungoverned positions 

( ,~ ' l lO lll s k y IlJ 8 Ia). Thu s. because syntactic positions suc h as cOlllplement of a verb, 

C'bjcc t or a preposition and subject of a finite clause are governed positions, PRO is 

C\c ludcd Crom bcing positcd in thelll (Chomsky 198 1, 1982 ancl 1<)86; and Lasni k and 

l lriage rcka 1988 ). 



1.2. Distribution of PRO in Gamo 

n tillS secllon, we examine the di stri bution of PRO in Gamo. I t was di scussed, that 

'1\0 occurs III the subjec t posltioll S 01' ~Ill I~llg li s h lloll-linite clause as in ( 1-2) above . 

.'RO may not be found in thc subject NP positi ons of a tensed clause ill English. 

\mharic. for in stance, as Hail e Eyesus ( 1998) points out, elefin it ely lacks PR O in a 

lensed or a tCllselcss clause, as a tran sparen t subjec t marker is found in such a clause. 

r 'OIlSIJcr his examples. 

17) 111' k'isa [I I' IIJ-u wiilW-bel ind -i- hcdl yi -I:illi g-all () 1 

kass CP son -hi s son hi s to-homc comp-3sgM-go Jmpl~want-Nonp-3sgM 

'Kassa wants hi s son to home.' 

' S) III ' kasa [!I' lij-u ",ada-bet '''nela-hed-a] y-awk' -all- @] 

K<1ssa ep son -his to hOlllc eOlllp-go-3sgM Illlpl~know-Nonp-3sgM 

Kassa Knows that hi s son has gone home.' 

Haile Eyesus (1998: 129-130) 

--he CP In (7) is tensclcss whereas in (8) is len sed . Yet, the verbs in (7) and (8) are 

,·,fleeted lor the sub lcc t NP by the agreement elemcnt, i '3Sg.M', and a '3Sg.M' 

, ~s pcc li ve l y. Thus, the occurrence of PRO in such Amhar ic clause is impossible, as the 

(buses con l'lin traIl Sp;lrCIl ! suhject agrc~l1lcnt cle ment. PRO r;:lthcr tak es the spec 

po :"' ll lnn ul" :\lllh al"l l' 111[111111\<:11110111111,115 when an Np structure docs not contain subjec t 

, \(jl\ as 111 (9) below . 

( .J) l ~ 1' [PRO]lijt-u-wa- ll mii-w iicl iicl ] 

gril-Dcf- f' clll -i\ec. Inl'v.- Io vc 

'Loving the girl ' 
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,n G,llllO, PRO Illay fill a subject position 01' an infinitival clause, The infiniti va l 

,; Iausc in Galllo is lound in adjunct and argulll ent positions, The latte r one is a 

,;yntactic position to which theta rol e can be ass igned. The [Spee, IP] and the NP 

dOl11ln,lIcd hy V ' [NI', V' l are cX'll11pl es 01' s li ch pos itions (Haegernan 1994 ), In thi s 

~ ·ccll()ll_ \\le \Vii i study PR O in argu llle nt and adjunct infinitivnls. 

,1.2. 1 PRO in Argument Inf1nitiva ls 

tjaillo allows the occlII'rencc or PRO in the s ubject position ofargulllenl infinitival 

, lauses. Before dea li ng with the presencc or PRO in in : ~nitival clauses, it would be 

"pprOpI'IfIi C to look into how infiniti va l clauses are lllade in Galllo. 

In (J '1Il10 . "nixes such as '1I11SII, - 0 or ' Oll(f arc suffix ed to verb root in order to forlll 

111initlval c lauses. 

( 'ons"lcr thc following exall1pl es of "llinitival s. 

( I () a. so b-ullsuianai *0 

hOllle go-In rv. 

'To go hOllle' 

b. k' ullla lll-uusuianai *0 

lunch eat-Infv, 

'To eat lun ch ' 



c. k'ans '-o/ana/ *uusu 

cu t-Inrv 

' To cut' 

d. yer-o/anal *uusu 

k i ss- I n fv. 

' To kiss ' 

, \s seen in the examples above, the Infv. marker -uusu is suffixed on ly to mono-radical 

' erbs like b- 'go' and /1/- 'eal '. The other Infv, marker -0 is suffixed to other verbs, 

poly-radical verbs. The thirdlnfv. marker -al1a is free as it is affixed to all verb roots. 

J,et us now turn to our discussion or PRO in Galllo infinitival c lauses , 

( I I ) a. ZUllla,-i [PRO, so b-uusu] koy-ccs 

Zuma-Nom, [PRO home go-In!'v,] want-3Sg,M, 

'Zuma wants to go home, ' 

b. Tusa, [PRO, so b-uusu] koy-aus. 

(121 a 

T usa-Nom. [PRO go- In fv.] want-3Sg, F, 

' Tusu wants to go home,' 

[PRO] Illo l e Ill-UUSU lo' io -kko 

PRO fi sh eat- In fv. Good-is 

'(For someone) eating fish is good,' 

b. [PR O] moliso uJ- i itta-kko 

PRO al cohol drink- Infv, bad-i s, 

'(fo r someone) drinking alcohol is bad,' 
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\s can be observed from the example above, PRO is the subject 0 ft he 0 bject and 

,ublect infin itiva l clauses as in ( II) and (12). Th e occurrence of PRO in the subject 

:)ositioll of an infinite c lause seems plaus ible because su( h a c lause in Gamo does not 

·:x hibit agrecmcnt clcmcnts at all. Thc abscncc a f agr, :clllcnt c lemcnts t hcn allows 

'RO to bc in th e s ublcct pos it io n of til e infi niti va l c lause . 

Thc "i nfinitival innections," (- /IUSU , -ana or -0) "are not governors and case-markers" 

(Chomsky 1981 , 1982; Ri zzi 1982) . It lollows that PRO is case less and is protected 

:i'om government. A different fac t, ho wever, may be observed as in (133) below . 

( 13) [t a-s mole m-uusu)lo?okko 

nK-for fish cat-Infv. good-is 

' It is good for me to eat fish.' 

. ' he overt subject N P has acc usative case. It is clear that l.le inl1eetion of the infiniti va l 

l l:!lISC docs 110\ <l s\ ign C'ISC in gCllcr;lI . We ma y then poss ihly suspect the 

(olllpl illlcn t i7.cr -s ' for' t hat might b c respons ible fo r case-marking the N P t a-s ' for 

1.1C Thc samc holds [ruc in Eng li sh as we ll. Conside r thc following example: 

( 14) a. [PRO] to attack him wou ld be surpri s ing. 

b. For him to allack him would be surprising. 

c. * Hi m to attack him would bc surpri s ing. 

-'-he ungraml11atica lit y of ( 14c) is rescued when we have subject PRO as in (14a) or by 

[le insertion of' [or ' as a complimentizer ( Ibid). 
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l.2.2 PRO in Adjun ct Inlini tival s 

I'he sublect position 01' an in linitival "djunct is the other position that Illay be lilled in 

Nith PRO. Galllo allows PR O to occur in this syntact ic pos iti on. Consider the 

'ollowlng example. 

IS) I/et-I [PRO k Ull1a Ill-ana] b-i-d-a 

They-Nolll. lunch eat- Infv. go-past-3PI. 

'They wen t to cat lunch' 

, 16) iz-a tan a [PRO !enc'-ana) was-a-u- us 

She-Nolll. Ille annoy-lnfv.ye ll-pasl-3SgF. 

'S hc ye lled to annoy Illc.' 

n (IS) dllli (1(,). the Inli nitiv"ls arc in adjunct position. PRO fill s the subject position 

" I' the inliniti va l c lauses headed by the in flectional elet't ent -ana. As s tudied in the 

previous sec tion , the [-'fense, -AG RJ infl ectional e lelllent does not ease-Illark PRO . In 

I 15). I)RCl IS controlled by the linite [Spec, Ir) and it is in terpreted as izeti ' they '. In 

II(,L I)RO Illay possib ly be controll ed by the subject or object of the tensed IP. 

,1.3 I nt erpretation of PRO 

. 'he inte rpretati on or the null eleme nt PRO is determined by the Control theory. Contro l 

lheory is the theory that enab les us to give the refe rential va lue o[PRO . The issue of control, 

:.5 8resnan (J 982) cited in Haegc man ( 1994: 263) writes, is secn as: 

a re lation of referential dependency between an 

unexpressed subjec t (the cont roll ed cl',:lll en t) and an 

ex pressed or unexpressed con stituent (the con tro ller). The 

referential propert ies of the controlled elelllent are 

ci ete rlll ined by those orlile controller. 

58 



" RO 111 (I a) and ( I b( above IS control led by the subject NP Poi rol. It is an arbi trary 

I)RO in (2) ahovc. PRO thcn may h,lve eithcr specific or arbitrary interpretation. It is 

;PCC I fic when PRO has antecedent NP or controller; thus it is called an overtly-

conlroll ed PRO. Its inlerpretation, on th e other hand, becomes arbit rary in the absence 

,.)1' antecedent NP; thus, it is ca lled a covertly-contro lled PRO. The overtly and 

.:ovenl y conlrollcd PROs in Gal110 "rc the concern of thc discussion in thc ensu ing 

~CC II O Il S. 

·1. 3. 1 Overt ly Controlled PRO 

In Gamo, PRO may be controlled by the subject NPs ofn.ain clause. 

(17) zlllna-i, [ PRO, otsza ')ong-o ] kay-ces. 

ZU ll1a- Nolll. work fini sh- Inl'v. want-3Sg.M. 

'Zuma wants to fin ish the work. ' 

118) tusa, ( PRO, ga ro lJ sim-a 1 ko y-aus 

Tusu-Nom. Garo return- Jnfv. want-3Sg. F. 

"T lIS ll V,Ia nts to return to Garo. ' 

( I 'J) i/CII, [P RO, k ' III11" 111-<111" [ so h-i-d-'I 

They-Nom. (P R ° luneh c"I- ll1l'v. [ hOlllc-pasl- JSg. M. 

'They went home to eat lunch.' 

't may be noted that the sentences (17-19) above contain infini tival clauses that are 

,Iss umed to be the objects of the verbs ko),- 'want' in (18) and ( 19), and b- 'go' in 

11 8). PRO, as can be seen, is the subj ect of the infinitival nominals. [n all the 

l.(l\lk al till.; "sue III seetoll 4.1 
(Idi ,1 I" ;1 11; 11l~' Dr'l \ ilia!,!!.; around Arba iYhllt"h 1)11\\ lTS ll y 

59 



;clliC IlC CS. PRO gets It s relcrcil ce '"rolll tile subject N P ul" th e Ill"Hll clause . PRO may be 

IllclvrClcd as 71111111. 7"11.1'11, 'Illd 0'11 'Ih"y . III (17), (18), :nd ( I 'J) , respeelivcly. II lilen 

(lllo\\ s lilal PRO can be cOlllrollcd by inllnlli v<l1 nOlllin ~. : thai is pos il ed in Ihc object 

'losillon of a Illain clause. Moreover, Gamo al lows PRO to occur in the spec position 

'1 1' iI DP of comp lement cliluse. Consider (20) 

,20) [ II' ize t-i [ CI' tan -I, [ II' PRO, b-anaJ key-idaysa ] ?er-eettesJ 

Th ey- nol11 . I- No ill. go- In fv. want-paSI.Comp. know-3PI. 

'They know Ih at I wanted to go.' 

'Ne may nOlice that PRO occurs as the subjec t of the object DP of the complement 

c lausc . PR O ge lS il s relerencc I'rom Ihe subjcci NP /alii 'f'. Wc Illay thcn arguc that 

~Ps III Ispce. IIJI can conlrollhe null clemen l PRO ofGamo DP as in (20). 

'.CI us now brien y Illcnlion thc casc when PRO Illay be conlrolled by adjuncts as in 

11 1) and (22) be low . 

121) [PRO kayso t-oy J i ila-kko. 

Steal -infv bad-is 

'II IS bad (for someonc) 10 slc,II.· 

122 ) Zuma-s [PR O kayso t- oy J iilakko 

7. U 111<1 - for sleale-Infv. bad-is 

II IS had lor 7.ullla 10 steal.' 

.\ s it may be noted from (21) and (22), PRO is Ihe subject for infini li val nOlllinal s. 

PRO has an arbilrary reference in (21). In (22) , PRO geu, ils controller by the adju nci 

./,1/111/ -.1' '1'01' Zuma '. As a result , PRO Illay nOI have an arbit rary reference. 
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1.,\.2 Covert ly CO ll trol led PRO 

In the dl SCllSS IOIl we made ill the pre v Ious sec tion, we examined that PRO could be 

)Venly contro lled which in turn cnab les us understancl the reference o r PRO. Here, we 

\"III look <ltthe case orco\'enl y contro ll ed PR O. 

The covertly controlled PRO is the one that is controlled oy an implicit argument that 

nay not be morphologically rea lized (Chomsky 1986). L' ifferent linguists suggest the 

'lresence or arbitrary implicit argument that covertl y control PRO . For instance, PRO 

n Ita li an (Rizzi 1986), French (Au thi er I ()89) , and Amhar ic (Haile Eyesus 1993, 

' 998) may be cont roll ed by a phonetica lly unreali zed argument. Consider the 

lollow lll g examp les. 

I D) il bel temp invglia-a [ pro resta re ] 

·The nice whclher induces 10 stay. 

Ri zz i (1986) 

(24) [cambition am ene [eJ a [PR O committcr des crrors] 

'ambition leads (people) to make mi stakes' 

Aurthier ( 1989) 

(25) [P RO·' ma lam man ] pro·' y-as-afr-all 

Impl·. cause-sh"l11e- Nonp-3Sg. M. 

' It is shameru l (ror every one) to beg' 

!\s (;111 hc SCC II frolll tllc It,dl "". I:rcnch , '"1ei i\1ll1 ",ri c cxalnplcs as in (23), (24), and 

(25) rcspectively, PR O is conl rollcd by imp li ci t argument. The fact studied here 

I·olds true in Gamo as well. In Gamo, as we have seen in the previous sections, PRO 
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.""1 he posited in the subjec t posit ion 0[' in[illit iv,ti clauses. PR O in s uch" posi tio n "'"l 
lC controlled by an implicit NP a rgul11ent in adject ive an d pass ive predi cates. 

1.3.2. 1 PRO in Adj ectiva l Predicates 

n this sect ion , we exa l11 ine th e covertly control led PIcO in adjec t ive and passive 

lredicates. T he arb itrary inte rpretati on or PR O is a w ider phe nol11 eno n in adj ecti va l 

lredicates 01' Gal11o . [n Gal11o , the subject positions of adject iva l pred icates can be 

il[ecl in wi th infi ni tival c la use with the nu [[ c [ement PRO. Cons icie r the ro [l owing 

:ll us tra ti ve exal11 p[ es: 

126) [PRO C 'a l11 o se l-oy 1 [e 1 [o'lo-kko 

C hal110 visit - [nrv . 10111. good-is 

, To visi t Chamo is good.' 

117) [PRO fof wod -oyJ [eJ meto-kko 

snake kill -ln rv.N ol11 . d iflie ult-is 

, To kil l snake IS difficult. ' 

.-\ s can be observed from the examples above, the in finill va l c la uses take the subj ect 

[los itions o f the adject ival pred icates and PR O is pos ited in th e spec o f the infiniti val s. 

Wc Illa y in te rp ret (26) and (27) as the o ncs presented helow. 

(2 8) [P RO Cal110 s'c [-oy] ?onaska [o'lo-I<ko 

Chal110 vis it - [nvf'. everyone good-is 

' It is good to l'o r everyo ne to visit C ha mo . ' 
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'29) [PRO !o! wod-o y] ?onaska meto-kko 

snake ki ll- Infv, difli cul t- is 

' It is difficu lt for everyone to kill snake,' 

I-he Ollce [e] position s arc replaced by 'Ion ask a 'cvcryonc' in (28 ) and (29), PRO is 

~on troll ed by the replaced NP, The [e] elements in (26) and (27) are implicit 

Irgu11lcnts that co ntrol PRO (Icpstci n 1984: Ri n i 198(,) , Th e posit ion that thc 

llo rpho logically reali z,cd P IIll s wi th is govc rncd by postpositions, As a result , we 

'nay argue that the status of [e] is pro, It is this arbitrary pro that controls PRO of the 

'Illinitival clause, 

)nc may in terpret th e arb itrary pro by"", the appllcati :JI1 of structural environment" 

, RIZZI 1986) , Th e scmantic interpretation of arbi trary pro in Gamo has the semantic 

rpcc i lication [+human, +generi c, -plural], 

,/. 3.2.2 PRO in Passive I'rcdk"t cs 

rhe structure of a clause that co nta ins pass ive predi cates is our concern in thi s section, 

Dassiviza ti on of predicates is nornlally pOSS ible when the objec t of the acti ve sentence 

l)ec011les the subject of the passiv ised one, Thi s process affects th e Illorphology and 

'he argumen t st ructures of verbs in general (8aye 199 1), As a result, it is assumed that 

' he agen t of an ac tivity in pass ivc const ructions Illay not be expressed by an NP in 

argument positions (Haegeman 19(4), The adjunct position headed by PP is used 

"hen the express ion of the agent is obligatory, Look at (30) below: 
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3() a. Belgiulll was bcatcn in thc sellli-finais. 

b. Belgiulll was beaten by Ita li an in the semi-finals. 

(Ib id). 

'\ 5 can he seen , the age nt of the action is Icll unexpresscd in (30a). In (30b) , howcver, 

.hc agent ro le is ass igned to the NP Ita ly. 

·:n Gamo, the passive is constructed when the pass ive morpheme /-ett-/ il11mediately 

o llows th e root. Con sider (3 1). 

zUl11a-i gamo-za wod- i-d-es 

Zuma-Nom. lion-Dei'.Acc. kill -past-3Sg.M 

'ZUlll'l killcd th c lion .' 

b. gamo-I. i wod-ctt- i-d -cs 

[.loll - D el'.No tll kil l- P <l S\ ' . - p~I S I ':1 S g. M . 

'The lion was kill ed.' 

c. gal11o-zizul11a-n wod-ett-i-d-es 

Lion-Dc r.N olll. (Zulll a-hy) kil l- pasv.-past-3Sg.M . 

'The lion was ki llcd by ZUl11a. ' 

t ll1a y be no ted that the pass ivc 1l10rpheille / -el/-/ follows the root wod- 'kill '. 

" urthe rillorc, the argul11ent structure is reduced by one as is seen in (3 1 b). (3Ic) shows 

·he agcnt acti vity pos ltioncd in thc adjunct placc and hca(icd by - /I 'by '. 

_ct us furth cr c onsi der thc follo wi ng G alllO pass ive c onstruction for identify ing the 

;yntacti c pos ition wh erc PRO Illay fill in. 
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(32) a. [PRO "abaya giddon lilllCJ lcJ dig-ell-i-d-es 

Abnyn in sw illl-Iniv. Proh ibil-pnsv.-passl-3Sg.M. 

'To swi m in Abaya was proh ibited .' 

b. [P RO gamo-i wod -0) [e] dig-elt-i-d-es 

Lion-Nom. kill -Tnfv prohib it- p<1 SV-p<1st-~S ;M. 

'To kill <1 lion was prohihited. ' 

c. I PRO Call1o-y pi n-osJl eJ dom-cll-l-d-cs 

Chall1o-No1ll. cross- I n /'v s tart-pas v . -pasl-JSg. M. 

I ~!~O cross Chamo was started. ' 

d. [PRO gosanccca-ta mad-o) [e) dom-ett-i-d-es 

farmer-Pl u. Def. Nom . help- In fv start-pasv-past-3Sg M. 

'To help farmers was sta rted.' 

It can be observed from the examp les presen ted above that PRO occurs in the spec 

pos itio ns of the moved patient NP in each construction . Moreover, all the infinitival 

nomina Is fi ll the subject positions of the passive predicates. Bein! in the spec 

positions, each nominal, ho wever, lacks the agent role. We may aSSum., the presence 

of an implied agent, for example, 'someone prohibi ted swimming in J\baya ' . Thi s 

seems Ihe resu :t of agent ro le abso rplion by the passive morphology (.aeggli 198(,a : 

Rohert s I () ~7). II is Ihen plausible to cI'"lll Ihal PRO has no overt conlro Ier as in (:>2) . 

The implied agl-nt is rat her the controller in each case. 
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I~e t us look at the acti ve counterpart of (32d) below. 

(33) ?asa-y [PRO goancccanta mad -o) dom-i-d-es 

Man-Nom. farmer-PI. Def.Acc. help- In fv start-past-3Sg.M. 

' Man sta rted to he lp the l~lrmers.' 

In (33), the once [e), agentive, pos ition is filled by '?asa ' rqan'. The status of [e) cannot 

1 'e PRO, as it is governed by the PI' . This null element is thus pro. pro in thc adj unct 

i 'os iti on is recovered when only arbitrary assignment rulE is used. Thus, pro in Gamo 

Las a feature composition [+ human, +generic , -plural). Cons ider (34). 

·34) *JoJ-i [PRO gosancca-ta mad-o ]dom-i -d-es 

Snake-No m. farm cr-PI.Def.Acc . hc lp-Infv. start-past-3Sg.M. 

' Snake started to help the farmers.' 

The ungrammaticality of (34) is rescued as long as the [-human) feature is changed 

"lith [+ human) feature . 
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C II APTE I~ v 

SU MMARY 

In thi s s tudy, a n attempt h as been made to di scuss I he nature 0 I' pronol11lnal e mpl\ 

categor ies in Gamo, Th e first c hapter presenls the introduction pan 01 the IIieslS .. \ 

brie r review or the language, prev Iou s works all UillllO and thcOrcllciIl frame'" ()rk I)! 

GB Theory are dealt with. 

Th e second chap ter has di sc ussed thc agreemenl systelll 01' (j'II110 . " he' nalure' ,>I 

agreement elements in a rev,1 natural languages has been addressed f"1 ·S!. Theil. till' 

prcscnce of agree illent elcmenls in Gaillo const ruclions has been eX'"'," lcd . In (1 '111'0. 

ve rb arc inn cel ',d for subjec i NPs Ih<ll lake Ihe Ispce IP I ai' Slillple cLIU.;c exeepl "' " 

sentence w ith !'tllurc tell S!..: type on e. O VI.: I"\ agrccllll'lli clements 11;1\ c no! "H':L'Il \)h S L'r\ l·d 

in complex clauses such as complemen t, relative and participial c lause; , and NPs "I' 

the language. 

In the third chapter, the nature of pro in Gal110 has been ana lyzed, To 11m, encl, we h'l\c 

d iscussed the d istri bution and interpreta tion of Gal110 pro. It has been [Gund oul Ihal 

pro occurs in the subject posi ti on 01' sim ple clauses , The scmanl ic conknl or pro ca n 

be identitied taking the agreement elemenlS Ihal arc ovenl y aflixed on 'erh ,. In suell 

ci rcumstances, pro is read as definil e ly. A pan from p rovld,ng I hc d cl' nllc S ~ m'"l"C 

readi ng of pro, 've have fu rther discussed Ihat (lamo pro may be II'lel'prc cd <lrh,lrar t!\ 

The arbitrary i,. lerpretation 0 I' pro is a fact that has been nOliced III 0 ' .11' appllcallon 
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arbitrary ass ig: lmcnt ru le. Wc havc pointed o ut that arbi trary pro in Gamo has 

[+human , +generi c, -plural] feature composit ion. 

Gamo verb is permitted to occur in a theta or a non-theta position. B,:ing in a theta 

position, pro l11ay be ass igned different theta rol es like agent, exper iencer etc. pro, 

however, may not be ass igned theme ro le as no overt agreement e lement is considered 

to recover its content. The non-thematic pro occurs in the subject pos ition of the verb 

mast- 'seem '. We have a lso seen that the external argument positioll of thi s verb 

al lows the occurrencc or exp let ivc pro. 

The rourth chapter has disc ussed the second 'type or pronomi na l empty category, PRO. 

It s d istribution and interpretation has th e concern of our di scuss ion. It has been sa id 

that Gal110 allows the occurrence of PRO in subject position of an infi nitival clause 

that is fou nd in argument and adjunct positions. All these posi tio ns arc headed by [­

Tense, -AGRJ infl ectional e lement that may not govern and case mark PRO (Chomsky 

1981 ). 

In ou r attempt of seman tically interpreting PRO, we have argued th at rhe null elemen t 

PRO ma y have e ither specific or arbi trary interpretatio n. The presence or antecedent 

N P controls it .1Ild thus PRO is sa id to be an overtl y control led one. 'v\ 'e have seen a 

covertly controlled PRO, roo, in the absence of preceding controll er. Mo reover, it has 

been d iscussed that PR O is contro lled b y an implic it N P a rgument in adjective and 
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passive predic ~'eso We have pointed out th at Ihe stalus or thi s il11pllcli ,,0 ~olllllCI1I IS 1'0 '" 

and il inlurJ1 eO l1lrol s Ihe inflnlli val c lause I'RO (Epslc in 1984; Rl u l I') i :(») 
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