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ABSTRACT 

Word formation is a process of creatin9 new words from existing 

. _a. Derivation aDll ceape\IIIIIU.Df are tile .. at c_n precessea ef 

word formation. 

Xn this study, an atteapt is aade to des=i.e such verd foraation 

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

Xn the first part derviational processes are described. Xt is shown 

that different lexical categories are derived by adding various 

affixes to bases belonging to different lexical categories; and that 

the addition of the affixes entails different properties of phonology, 

morphology, syntax and semantics. 

In the second part, the process of compounding is desCribed. 

Xt is shown that different lexical categories are formed by combining 

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

phonological, IIOrphological, syntactic and seaantic characteristics. 

Furtheraore, the gaps to be found in the combination of 

different lexical categories in word formation of the language are 

explained. 

- i -



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

• 

First of all, I would like to thank Dr. Baye Yimam, ay 

advisor, who has devoted much of his precious time in reading and 

commenting on ~y paper. In addition to his general linguistic 

knowledge, his experience in the linguistic analysis of the different 

aspects of the language under investigation has helped me much. 

My heartfelt thanks also go to my wife, Mulunesh Getachew, 

for her encouragement and assistance while the paper was in 

progress. 

I tha nk als o W/o 'fobtaw Teferra f or carefuly ty;>ing my 

paper. 

, 

-. 



LIS~ OF ABBREVIATIONS 

WJ.PR • Word formation rule f • Adpos1t1onal 

N • Noun Nua • Numeral 

abs • abstract Son • Sonorant 

U • uf1x I' • Zero morpheme. 

y • yerb 

Res • result 

Gar • gerundive 

Man - Manner 

lnst - lnstruaental 

Ag • 8gentive 

c - consonant 

v - vowel 

MafiC • masculine 

fem - feminine 

sg. - singular 

pl - plural 

3115 - 3rd person masculine singular 

3fs • 3rd person feminine singular 

nca - nol8inati v. 

caus • causative 

Do • Direct Objec~ 

IO - Indirect Object 

NP • Noun Phrase 

Stat. - Stative 

cf - compare 

a - b - auto - benefactive 

pass • passive 

trana - trana1t1v. 

inbMs- intransitive 
.. ~·;J:.7 .. :t .. i .~e 

. .. 



TABLE OF CONTENTS 

Abstract •• .•. • ••••••••• • ..•...• .. . • ..•• •. •• 

Acknowledgements •••••••••••••••••••••••.••• 

List of Abbreviations ••••••••••••••••••• • •• 

Chapter One: Introduction •••••••••••••••••••••• 

1.1 'fhe Oroillo Language ••• •• ••• .• .. •••••••• 

1.2 

1.3 

1 .4 

1.5 

Objective and Significance of the study 

Review of the Literature •••••••••••••• 

The Present Study ••••••••••••••••••••• 

The Theoretical Framewock ••••••••••••• 

Chapter T .... o: Derivation •••••••••••.••••••.•••• 

Nominallzatlon •••••••••••.•• ••• ••••••• 

2.2.1 

2.1 . 2 

fhe Structure of Derived Nominals 

Some Characteristics of Nominalization 

Verbalization •••••••.•••••.•••••••••••• 

Adjectlvlzatlon •••••••.•.• .• .•••••.••••• 

Some cone ludir,g kemarks ••.••••.•...••••• 

2.4.1 Gaps ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

2.4.2 The Nature of Deriv ~tional Affixation 

Chapt'!r Three: Compounding •••••••••••• ••• • • •••••• 

3.1 The Structure of Oromo compounds •••••••• 

3.1.1 

3.1. 1. 1 

3.1.1.2 

3.1.1.3 

3.1.2 

The COmbinatorial ~cssibilities 

Compound Nouns ....... .. ... ... 
Compound Adjeccives .......... 
Compound Adpos1t1onala ••••••• . 

Gaps •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 0 

Different Characteri.ttc. of Oromo Compound. 

3 . 2 .1 Phono l og l c~ l •••••••.•••••••••• 

PAGE 

i 

ii 

iii 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

3 

7 

7 

7 

lS 

19 

30 

32 

32 

33 

34 

34 

34 

34 

38 

40 

41 

42 

1 ? 



3.2.2 Morphological •••••••••••••••••••••••• 44 

3.2.3 Syntactic •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 47 

3.2.4 Seaant1c ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 49 

Chapter Fours Summary and CODcl .. 1oD ••••••••••• 53 

Note • •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 54 

R JI..--+ -e.y e." c. e s 
~ : . 

• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 58 



1. Introduction 

1.1 The Oromo Language 

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

to the Lowland East Cuahitic in the Cush1tic sub-family. It is spoken 

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

dialect .. 

1.2 Ob'ective and Significance of the Study. 

This study is an attempt made to describe the word formation 

processes in Oromo. It tries to show how words are formed by the 

processes of derivation and compounding. 

There are some attempts at present by the Ministry of Education 

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

schools and also to teach it as a subject. This study may have some 

contribution to such attempts. 

Furthermore, the study of word formation or morphology in 

general is the youngest branch of generative linguistics. The 

morphological descriptions of different languages is essential to 

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

contribute to the study of other eusbitic languages. 

1.3 Review of the Literature 

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

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

which are related to weed formations. 



1.4 The Present Study 

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

above gives a detailed c1escripUon of the wot'd formation processes 

in the langua;e. Eacb has tifferent 81_ and • .opes m4 b .. bence 

touched upon the morphology only in passiIl9. The present st.4y 

trie. to de.cribe the word foraation proce •• e. as exhau.tively .. 

possible. F~rmore, the phonological, aorpbological)ti s~tact1c 

ancl semantic characteristics resulting froa the processes will be 

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

gramaatical analysis to assuae that lexical ele-ents are endowed 

1 wi th syntactic, phonol09ical, and seaantic!: properties of some kind". 

The scope of the present study is lia1ted to the Mecha c1ialect 

of Oromo, the variety spoken by the researcher. The c1escription is 

based on my idiolect and data collected from Wellega. 

1.5 The Theoretical Framework 

Tbe study of word formation has come to th~ fore as an 

independent component of the grammar with Chomsky's (1970) "Remarks 

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

w .. needed $or the study of XO l."el it.... 'fbi. marked the beginn­

ing of the lexicalis t approach to the study of derived forms. 

Within this framework two main approaches known as the s trong 

and the weak lexicalist approaches h~e developed with regard to 

inflectional aorpholoqy. For the Strong Lexicalists inflection is 

studied in the lexican whereas for the weak lexical1sts it is 

keated in the syntax <Scalise, 19841 101). Soae strong lexicalists 



believe that both derivation and inflection are the same processes 

while others argue that they are different. Furthermore, some weak 

lexicalists assume that inflectional rules are syatactic processes 

while others believe that they are phonological (Scali.e, 19841 101). 

A. stated earlier the present study aias at describing how new 

lexical items are foned by the processe. of derivation md coapoun.t­

: ing. The process of inflections is avoided for the descriptive 

purposes; and for the formalation of rules the framework of Selkirk 

(1982) is followed. 

This framellork a.sumes that native speakers of a language have 

int1l1tions about the internal structure of words in the1r language. 

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

of the language which are known as contex~ree rewriting rules. They 

are IIOre or less similar to syntactic phrase structure rules. They 

differ" frolll the latter in the category types invohed and also in 

the way they combine categories. Moreover, unlike phrase or sentence 

structur e rules which operate in the syntax word structure rules 

operate in the lexicon. 

Word structure rules constitute one sub-component of the lexicon. 

The other subcoaponents are the dictionary consisting of freely 

occurring weeds; the extended dictionary which includes the list of 

affixes and other bound forms; and the word structure rules. 

SOllIe other notions of the ! - th~of syntax uaed in this model 

include the specification of the type and level of categories 

involved in word formation pcocesses and in feature specification 
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(syntactic or morphological). A category level shows whether an 

item is a(jQrd , (Xo), steAl (Xn- 1 ), or root (xn-?j, etc. and the 

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

V(erbs), etc. 

The relation between mother and daughter nodes in word structures 

are constrained by the ~ollowing universal rewrite rule presented 

in Selkirk (1982164)1 

where 0 7,:- n::'l III 

The rule shows that, unlike in syntax, a category Alay not be formed 

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

the Alother node. 

The relations between mother and daughter nodes are governed 

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

the features of the mother node. The mother node inherits the 
(1 S. 

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

(2) Percolation 

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

The fact that lexical formatiVe> , are headed is shown in the 

Blanner in (3). 

where X is a variable standing for a complex of 

cat.gori.al features, both syntactic and diacritic. 



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

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

language. 

(4) xn --7 If! x· yp 'fi 
xn -7 lP yp X- Ijl 

where 0 "?/ n 7/ m. p 

It is stated that such a formulation underdetermines the .orphology 

of a language unless particular statements are aade for specific 

categori.s. Selkirk (1982:9) says, " ••• any given language has a 

(particular) grammar of word structure •••• one which nonethelesl 

conforms to certain quite general principles governing possible word 

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

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

formation of Oromo words are governed will be presented. 



2. DERIV ATION 

Derivation is one of the morphological processes by which new 

words are formed from other words or stems. Although, in mos t c a s e s, 

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

involve zero affixation, also known as zer o derivati on or c onversi on 

(Jensen. 199015). 

Oromo is derivationally a rtch language. Baye (1986:120) says 

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

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

(1989:166) also states that derivational procesees are prod uct ive 

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

2.1 Nominalization 

Nominalization is a process of forming nominals from different 

categories. In Oromo, there is a large s t ock of nominals derived 

from adjectival. verbal and nomin a l bases ( Gragg, 1976:181) . The 

~ormat i ves can be c las sified into ty~es C~ tc.e basis cf t~eir 

semantic characteristics follo~ing Comrie et al (1985:349) who says 

"the resulti ng nouns ma y be the name of the activity or s t a te 

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

ar gunLen:.s" . Such se,T,.J.nt .ic characteristi c s ·,..,i 11. te used to cla3s1fy 

derived nominal s. 

2.1 . 1 The Structure of Derived Nominals 

In this sut-section, I shal l describe the dJ.fferent kinds of 

derived nominals along ~ith their word formation rules ("FR' s ). 

2.1.1. 1 Abstract Ncminals 

Abstrac t ncmlnals a~e derived f~=n. ad~~ct!val a~~ nor ~n a l 

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



- 8 -

( 1 ) 

I I Derived nominal 
Sase Affix 

, I 9 aar-UIlUQaa 'fineness' I gurii 'fine' -umma. 

I gamna 'wise' -WIIa I gamn-WDa 'wisdom' , 
I di1a-ina I diiaaa 'red' -iina 'rednea.' 

'adii 'white' 
...... I v~ 'whitenes.' -eenna add-eenn. 

I I 'girl....hood ' durb. 'girl' -\18111 •• durb-WIUIlaa 

v V I 'vV' 
aiccuu 'friend': -w.aa aicc-UIIUIaa 'friendship' , 

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

( 2) N--T/[NA~+ 
[+absJ j 

The rule shows that abstract noainals may be derived from non-

abstract nominals or adj ecti vals wi th an affix having the feature 

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

feature, L+NJ, the rule in (2) may be reduced to (3). 

(3) N --7> 
[+ab.J 

x + 

[::J 
,.£ 
[+abs.J 

Such. formulation supports Seal~.~o · (~984 : ~3) argument that 

-WPR's could 1M .11 __ to operata 110t; an _Yl.tllCtie eattl9or1_ 

(N. V. etc.) but rather on ayntectic <::ategory feat1.u:es(L+N, +v.J . 
L-.K. -VJ, etc.~ .. 2 

Owens ( 1985.: 249) says that X-ina! is added to some such 

derived forms for the purpose of eaphas1s. He gtves such examples 

as /gaar-om-ina! ' .n1cenesa', /bal'-in-ina! 'blindness', etc. Sut 

such fcclII8 are unacceptable to me sa • nath'e speaker of the 

language. I t mal( b e due to the f ac t th at th ... IJIl""f',, /.-J.:-'-,' j,!\ 
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added only to adjectival bases and not bo verbals or nominal.o 

The stem Igaar-om-I is a verbal stem derived from gaarii 'nice' 

by the addition of the verbal suffix}em-I as we shall Bee later. 

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

Furthermore, previous studies such as Kebbcde (1981) ,Gragg 

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

But, this does not seem to be true because I-om-I is a verbalizing 

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

nomin.ls as will be shown latero 

The distribution of such suffixes is di f ficult to predict with 

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

only I - ummaa/ occurs wi th nominal b as es. In s ome adjecti val b ases 

they c omplement each ot her while in others they substitute for one 

another. The following are ex~ples . 

( 4 ) With nominal. 

mu~' -ummaa/·uma 

dubart-ummaa/ ·urna 

garb-ummaa/°uma 

(5) With adjectivala 

gamn-ummaa!uma 

goww-umm.a!ua. 

gaar-ummaa!°uma 

dab-°ummaa/uma 

'childness' 

' womanhood' 

'slavery' 

'wisdom' 

'foolness' 

'niceness' 

'cowardice' 

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

bases are also physically similar. But their distri bution 1s 

unpredic.able since th e y are in some cases free variants and in 

others 1n compl ementary distribution as shown in ( 6 ) . 
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( 8) N ;;. 
L-+procesa.J 

v + Naf 
L-+process.J 

To predict the distribution of such lIuffixes is not again 

ai.ple. The attetfation between I -aa! and I-a! may be accounted for 

in terlU of 

of the base 

.yllable structure. in that I-u./ i. found when the vowel 

3 is short and I-a! otherwise. The free variation between 

I-'!!a/ and I-'!!ool 111 c.erved only with a f_ bue •• 
4 

Result nominals 

Some of the suffixes in (2.1.1.2) such as I-umsa/, I-sal, I-(a)a! 

and l-aati11 are also used in the formation of result nOllinals fro-. 

verbal roots. These may be homophones. In addition t o these are 

others like I-tee/t l-i1/, I~U/, 1-001 and I -suul which are used 

to derive result nominals. 

(9) 

Base 

: beek-
I , 
:, ;>abaar­
I , 
: kenn-, , I Dug-
, 
, .ur-, 
! daDDab­
I 
I gammad-, 
• 

'know' 

'curse' 

'give' 

'drink' 

'cut' 

'exhaust' 

'b1nappy' 

!.p>arrabS- 'insult' 

• • dallan- 'be sad' • 

i , 
I Affix 
I 
I -umsa 
, 
, -sa 
I , 
, -aa 

, 
: -aatl1 I , , 
I.t _ 
I 
1 
• -11 , 

I~u 

1-00 , 
l - sUU 

Deri ved nominal 

beek-umsa 'knowledge 

j1abaar-sa 'cursing' 

kenn-aa 'gift' 

Dug-aatii 'drink(n), 

aur-t ... 'decision ' , 
'exhauAon' 

, , 
daDDabb-11 I 

gur.d~u 'happiness' I , 
• , 
• 

'insult(n), 
, 

rarrabs-oo , 
I 

dallan-suu 'sadn.s. ' I , , , 
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The following WFR captures the formation of such forms. 

( 10) 
N _______ ~ 

[+Res.J 

2.1.1.4 Gerundi ve nominals 

Gerundives ere derived frolll verbal. roots by the addition 

5 of /-uu/ as in the following examples. 

( 11) 
, I I , 

Bue I Affix I Derived No!l!inal 
I I , , 

I bit-uu , bit- 'buy' , -uu 'buying/ to buy' , 
I , 

I , 
! deea- 'go' I -uu I deem-uu 'going/to go' , , 
~aat- teat t -uu llaat~uu 'eating/to eat' 

, .; 
(Uffat-' wear , -uu I ?uffat-cuu 'wearing/to wear' 

I 

The derivation can be represented as in (12) ' 

( 12) N 
_________ ~ V + Nat 

2.1.1.5 Manner nominals 

These are nominals which refer to the means or ways of doing 

soaething (Comrie et al. 19851 354). They ere derived frca verbal 

roots with the suffixes /-ii/, /-umsal and /-aatii~\ shown in 

(13) • 
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( 13) 

Base Affix I Derived nominal 

i ! j'ijaajj-11 : fl!.jaajj- 'stand' -11 t manner of standing' 
, , , , 

'sit' , taa?-umsa 'manner of sitting' , I taa1- -UIlS. • 
I I , , 

drinkUlg' I ! Dug- 'drink' -aatii ! Dug-aatii 'manner of 
I I , 

I 

The rule is as follows. 

( 14) H ______ > V + Nat 

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

2.1.1.6 Instrumental nominals 

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

include the followinge 

( 15) 

Bue Affix Derived nominal 

har- 'sweep' -ata har-ata 'broom' 

i hiD- 'tie' -ata hiD- .ata 'armament' , 
I 

hoD- t suck' -tuu hoD-tuu 'ailk-feeder " 

haam- 'harvest' -tuu ha...-tuu 'harvesting 

machine' 

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

( 16) N ---7'-
L-+instJ 
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2.10 1.7 Agentive nOlllinala 

Agentive nominals are derived froID verbs 6f action and have a 

lIeaning like 'one who doea the action of the verb' (Co'll1e at al, 

1985:351). In Oro.o, such nOlllinals are 4arived with I-aal and 

I-tuu/. The following are exaaple .. 

, , , 
i~ajjeea- 'kill' -aa 'i'ajjees-aa 'killer' 
, , 

'teach' 'teacher' I barsUa- -aa I barsiia-aa 
I 

I I I 1eeg- 'keep' -tuu : 7 kg-duu 'keeper' , , , , , v 
'eat' -tuu; rtaat-tuu 'eater' naat- , 

I , 

The rule may be formulated as follows. 

( 18) N ----> V + 

[+AgJ [+AgJ 

The suffixes may vary freely. However, I-tuul lIay also show the 

faain1ne exclusively. 

( 19) barreess-aal-tuu 'writer (aaac/fe.)' 

?eeg-aa/-duu 'k.eper (aasc:/fea)' 

duul- aal-tuu • c Sllpa1gner (mas./fem)' 

But with some bases only I-tuul is used as can be illustrated 

below. 

( 20) hat-tuu/Oaa 'thief' 

tum-tuu/°aa 'bl aclcaa1 th ' 

duug-duu/oaa 'sCrap' 'er' 
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The fact that only I-tuul is used in such cues aay be accounted 

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

to such activities, the nominala which deSignate them have the 

7 feminine or diminutive fOrla. This claia gains support from the 

fact that such fcc .. are possible with I-aat but are non-~istent. 

The problem with such affixes is .how to ieeat thea; that i., 

whether they are derivational or inflectional. LlIte derivational 

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

alao show gender distinctions 11lee inflectional affixes. The problam 

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

like Iraqw, a Sout hern Cushitic language (Cf. Nous, 1992z74). In 

such languages it is stated that different suffixes are used for 

different genders and numbers I "-usmo for male agents, -uso'o for tl'le 

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

-t. Some Characaristics of Nominalization 

In this section, I shall briefly pre.tnt some of the phonological, 

morphological, syntactic and semantic properties of derived noainals. 

2.1.2.1 Phonology 

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

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

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

because of this he wrongly treats forms lllte/dee~-1 'go', 1101.1 

'fight', etc. u clas.les. roots. ~eover, he conSiders .oae 

morphemes as classless. But the derivational morphemes carry some 

clus features u could be observed from the presentations in the 

preceding section. FO!':!'!l1 like /deem-/ '';0' , 1101.-1 ':fight.', etc. a.r:e 
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also not classless since they belong to the class of verbals. They 

talce inflections for tense, aspect and per.on. 

( 21) /Of-e 'fought (he) 

fight-pst 

'fought (she)' 

fight- f __ pst 

:It is true that verbal_ root. are -c final but the probl_ 1s with 

nolllinals and adjectivals ending in vowels. One lIIay argue that the ,­

vowel s are clus foraativ.a. Another approach, and a better one, is 

to treat thea as part of the root and that they drop when an affix 

is attached . SOlIe evidence in support of this i. the loa. of word­

final vowels before vowel- initial inflectional 4£fixes. 

( 22) nama + ota - ---7 nalll-oota 'men 

man pl 
i 

nua + -ummaa ::::f naa-UJQI1laa I ,Wi 11 Acr-,d 

'.an · + 'ness' 

Thi. aay lead to a po.aible conclusion that Oroao verbal roota are 

_C final, but nominals and adjectivals may be -c or _V final. 

Another Pbonol09i~al proce.. in noainalization ia the lengtbening 

of root vowels with bases ending in / -?/ or /_0/ . This is espetlally 

true with agentive, result or instrumental noainals where the suf fix 

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

(23) L- i-du?-'dJ.e'~ + -tuu~ --::=:::-> dw-tuu 'deceasad' 

L- L-10?- 'i~.'JV +-tuu~ ~/100-tuu 'i+uder' 



Morpholoqx 

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

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

(1) . above the baaes of abstract nounels are words. But 

in the cue of the other. the suffixes are attached to either root. 

9 or stems. Thus, one can say that no.inalization takes roots, stems 

or wards a. it. do.Un. But the rule. ve': have for.ulated in the 

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

this one may for.ulate the rules u follow •• 

x --~ 
Word ------:::;:.. Stem, Root 

This rule states that the category level 'word' may include the levels 

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

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

"connects" the levels" . 

Another point with regard to the morphology of nominalization 

i. the unpredic:·table distribut:1on of the affixe.. As one could 

observe ~r\ ~ne preceding se·ction some nominals are formed with 

Onlt could say t bri t hi. 1.4 fnde.ed. th<ee clt.aract.erist1c:s of ded :raUonal 

1It<.rphology 4£ painted out: 1n Allerton (19791225- 6) .... ho says, "As a 

result of their semantic: diffuseness, derivational affixes ••• come 

into competition with each other, and it is impossible to give 

watertight rules for the selection of a particular affix". 
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2.1.2.3 Syntax 

Syntactically, the effect of nom1nlization is in changing the 

category or the .ubeategory of a forll. In the case of abstract 

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

noun is changed into a L-+ebstractJnou:n.. In all other cu •• , the 

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

froa verbal to noainal. 

Regarding the subcategorizations of bases and derived nominals in 

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

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

frames that their corresponding base for.s are associated with". 

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

result of the nominli . . zation process. 

The nom1nalizing suffixes can be considered as the syntactic 

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

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

abstract nominals, the feature L-+absJ results from the suffix as 

shown in the following ~.e structure. 

(2S) 

nallla -ummaa 

4-Other syntactic features also pr'olate to the mother node from 

tbe .uffix. 
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II 
[+manJ 

/\d 
V N I IL-+manJ 

?ijaajj- -11 

And since the dfixes from which the features percolate are the 

right-hand constituenta the for .. can be treated as right-headed. 

Following this a general rule may be formulated for all derived 

nominals. 

N 

N 
A 

v 

Semantics 

It is difficult to give a general semantic characterization for 

the nominalization processes since there is a lot of variation. 

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

syntactic phrases which are predic table. With regard to this 

Selkir~ (198 2:62 ) says, "the appropriate s .. antic functions can 

simply be listed a5 part of the dfix's lexical entry". 

2.2 Verbalization 

In this section, we shall present derived verbs which include 

causatives, Statives, reflexivea, and passives. 

2.2.1 Causatives 

Causatives are said to be derived frOll! verbal roots by the 

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

(Ct. Gra.!" 1976; Abua, 1982; Owens, 1985b; Baye, '. 1986). 
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( 28) 

Base Affix Causativized verb 

mur- 'cut' -81&a- mur-s1is- 'make cut' I , I raf- 'sleep' -is- raff-is- 'make sleep', 

b~ ' 1 gub- 'burn' -81is- gub-sHs- 'make 

I 

But ii. &_s that there are also other Cllusatives derived froa 

noainals and adjectivals. 

OO} 

Nominal base 

aalaa 
I 
I 

I 1Hta , 
I 

'pus' 

'swelling' 

1141ectival bas~ 

I i guddaa 'big' 

I furdaa 'fat' 
, , 
I Deeraa ttall' 
I 

Affix 

-81 

Affix 

-is-

-is-
I , 

-eS8- ; , , 

Causative verb 

I I malaa-s- 'diacharge pus' 

I 1iit- ess- 'cause to swell' 
I 
I 

I 

Causative ver)J 

gudd-1s- 'make big' 

furd- i s- 'make fat' 

Deer-ess- ' make tall' 

One may argue here that the cuasatives in (29) and (30) a ay be derived 

fro. verbal at ... which are theaselves derivat1ves of noainals and 

adjectivals as 1n (31) below I 

(31) malaa.J 
N 

adH.JA 

+ -a1.J + 
V 

L-mal aa-s-.J 

Such proces&ea are possible with t he l - a11 an d I~tl be i ng lost 

when the causative suff1x 1& attached.loae suppoft1tij' e=VAdenc:e 

COll>eS from the phonology ci tr.< __ : .. : .. ( 
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that ends in the glottal step /-1/ is followed by a suffix the 

glottal stop is dropped and a compensatory lengthening of the vowel 

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

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

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

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

lengthened to give /malaa-s-/. Fro. this aay follow a possible conclu-

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

the truncation of /-at/- does not seem to hold ~~in all cases as 

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

does not take place in the derivation of causatives froa verbal roots 

ending in ~:.: dmilar segments as in (33) below. 

(33) l'i'aat- 'eat' + -sis- ~ ~aat~is- 'cause to eat' 

t'abat-'play' + -sis . ~ 
v t'abat-cis- 'cause to play' 

I f t here was trunc ation taking place at all, We would expect it in 

these forma as well. Secondly, with seae verlts derived from 

nominals by the addition of /-at-/ the causative suffix is attached 

without c"'ing~~ion. 

'fear'J
N -at-.J +-sill- ,--=) v + sodast-cis-

V 'frighten' 

(34) sodaa 

dubbl1 'talk'.J + -at-J +-8is S dubbat~is-""-7 
N V 

'cause to toUk" i 

gaffl1 'question.J + -at-.J +-.i8- .0-/ gaaf-at~is-
N V 

'cause to ask' 

The fact that there is no ~uncation in such forms sugge8~ that 

there i. no truncation rule in others .. well and th at c: aua aU ves lIay 

also be derived f rom adjectivals. Thus, the rule in ( 35) may be 

f" orJIul a ted • 
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( 35) + 

The categories here may be represented in terms of ieatures ., as 

in (36). 

( 36) 
, 

V -------7 
[+cau • .J 

According to Maria - Rosa (1987) the causative morpheae ~ 

1 -s-I cd the 1 -H.i) 1 is an epenthetie yowel. The al teraati.n 

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

lengbhening rule suggested before. But Mar~-Ro.a (1987'152) also argues 

that causative. are formed from verbal stems and not adjectivals as 

alIS\lJlled here. But I would still argue that the causative suffix is 

I-s-I and that the bases are adjectives and not verbs. The change 

of vowel i~ some cases from le(e)1 to li(i)1 is due to hermany. 

When the vowel of the b~se is non-high the epenthet1c vowel is non-

10 
high all shown 1n the following examples • 

( 37 ) gudd •• + -s- ===7 gudd-is- 'malee b1g' 

furdaa + -s- . 7 furd-is- 'make fat' 

Deeraa + -s- ' =-7 Deer-es- '.aIee tall' 

jabaa + -s- ---'-,:, j i!Ib-e" .. - 'make strong' 

The syntactic e f f ect of !;~~. c1If.\:Is .. tbell!Orpheme 1.8 that it ChAnges 

intrMs1th •• i nto transj.tJ:n. and t.ranaiUves into causative.. Baye 

(1986:128) says , "lak1ng ttt~ transi tivized stems as base foras, the 

corresponding c ausative f ors may be derived by the same rule 

proposed for causetivizing basiC transitive verbs". The process also 

increasea the nUlliber of coapl.aents of • Yerb. Again, Baye (1986:1.29) 

says that "the number of complements that a verb requires progressively 

iner.u •• a. it chang •• froa ln~1I8itiv. to transitiYe and then to 

('!!IUS ati ve". His examples erel 
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<3S ) a . biXaan-n i danf-e 'The wat er boiled ' 

wate r -nom bo il-ps t 

b . tull uu-n 
v 

loisaan danf-is -e 

Tull u-nom water boil-c aus - ps t . 

'Tullu boiled the water' 

c. Tulluu-n fayisaa b iX.an danf- is-Use 

Tulibu-nom Fayis8 w water boil-caus-cous-pass 

'Tullu c aused Fa yis a t o boil the water'. 

This is c on s istent with Owens (198 5b: 26- S) who also says that the 

numbe r of / -s-/ suff ixes c oincid e s wi th U, ,, number of alosolut i 'le 

compibements. However, he is wrong in say ing that "If the causative 

suf=ix has thre e a!:>so l utive :JP's wj thin its s cope i t h a s the form of 

a s i ngle - is " . But the e x amples below which h e ci t e s conta in t hr e e 

- 5' S o 

inn-1 isi alii mana gars i isi se 

One made he r show Al i t he hou se' 

Another e f f ect of caus a t iv izat i o n i s in t h e gramma tical f uncti o :1 of 

t he arg u ments of a causative verb. If we observe the examples in 

(:;2, a i;: c 'le IbiXaan/ which is a slCbje:::t 1n (a) :,as become a d i rect o:ojec t 

(DO ) in ( b) and an indlredt object in (c). As st a ted in Owens (1985b:3 3 ) 

this is a syntactic change only, seman ticall y the NP remains with the 

S a.'U e r oles . 

2.2.2 Stativ e V<u-b" 

Stativ e verbs ar e d e fined as ver b s which "d e note qu a l ities or 

attribute s . p ossessed by the subject of the clause in whi ch they appear" 

(r. ::' : -I'fa.::' . n.d.:93). In \"... r omo , Euch verbs are derived form di fferen t 

l exical categories. 
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They can be derived from adjectival. and nominals with the suffix 

I-st-I. 

(40) 

Base Affix ! Derived Stat1ve I I 
diiaaa 'red' -at- , di1m-at- 'become red~ 

I J 
furdaa 'fat' -at- I furd-at- 'become fat" 

J 

'work' I hojj -et- 'to work' 
I 

hoji1 -et- , , 
Deebuu 'thirst' -ot- , Deeb-ot- 'to become 

, 
thirsty' 

The fact that the suffix vowel changes with different words may 

indicate that the suffix forming stative verbs is the I-t-I end 

that the vowels are epenthetic. Hay.ard (1975:20 7) argues that 

the alternation of the vocalic elements is unexplainable because 

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

epenthetic vowels in the language are usually front vowels whereas 

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

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

base as in the followi ng example&. 

(41) a. hoj ed- 'work' , cf. hoj i 'work' ; 

b. huba9- 'care(v), cf. hubi care( n) ; 

c. debod- become thirsty, cf. debu thir.t 

But, examples l ike ( 41b) and the following do not fit into his 

analysis. 

(42 ) hirr-at- 'become not full' L 'hirruu 'not full' 

mill-at- 'glance(v), L 'milluu' 'gl ance (n)' 

dubb-at- 'talk(v), L dubbii 'talk(n), 
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But, this may not weaken the argument that the alternation of the 

vowels as epenthesis is untenable. 

Furthermore, Hayward (1975:208-9) raises the al t ernation between 

/-at/- and / -aDD-/ and suggests, on diachronic grounds, that "Rel atively 

early on the development of Eastern Cushitic ••• an innovation 

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

Riddle - voice stem extension.-. But fro. synchronic point of view 

one may argue, 

and /-D-/ . -
a~east for Oromo, that I-at-/ is the stative morpheme 

is a first and second person morpheme which appears 

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

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

the occurrence of/.D-/ is not motivated by stativity but by the root 
If. 

final s&ound. The evidence for this is that /-D_/ does not pattern 

with other stative suffixes like /-a7-/ and I-om-/ as shown in (43). 

( 43) 
---1 I 1 I , 

j 
, . 

I I , , 
I I , qaanU 'shame' -a7- qaan-a7- 'get ashamed ' I I , , 
I I , gaDe. 'bad' -a,1- gaD-aa7- 'become bad' I , , , 

fira ' rel a tive' -om- fi r -oom- ' become relative' 

I I 
gamna 'wise' -om- g amn-oom- 'become wise' I 

I , 

I 
, , , 

This may suggest that there is no /-aDD-/ at all. /-at-/ becomes 

/-aDD-/ in the first and second persons imperative as a result of 

assimilation of /t/ to /-a/. That is why we do not have a single 

/_D_/ in such environments ewen though Hayward *istakenly transcribes 

it aa a single / -D-/ . The assiRilation is analog.us to the other 

Si mi lar proces ses as s hown below. 
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(44) d Deeraa + -at- + -0_ = > Deer-at-D - / 

Deer-aDD- 'become tall' 

Deeraa + -at- + ~uu - - :v Deer-at~uu -0 -, 
vv 

Deer-accuu 'to befome 1:411 ' 

Deerae + - at- + - n. :=-/ Deer-at-ne :=> 
Deer-ann-e 'we become till' 

Stative verDs, theft, are derived with the affixes /-at-/ /-0.1-/ 

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

( 45) v . -----~ 
L+statJ 

yCf 
[+statJ 

(where L-+HJ stands for adjectivals and noainals). 

There are instances where stative veros are derived from bound forll\S 

as in (46). 

(46) v 
Dilc-aat- 'Decome ripe' Cf • ·bU~-

hu~~-at- 'become t hin' c..f ·huuVi-

dull-oom- 'get cold' Cif ·dull-

dur-oom- 'get rich' (,£ ·dur-

The rule in (45) may not account for these since their category 

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

=der to ·categorize th_ into noainala and adjectivala aince they talce 

suffixes like / - lna/ and /-uma/. 

(47) 
v 

DUC - ina 'ripeness' 

huuqq-ina 'thinness' • 

dull-uaa 'oldnesa' 
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In this case ine derivation of statives is category -

changing in that L--N-1 categories are derived from L-+N-1 categottes. 

With regard to argu~ent structure, there is no difference between 

the base and the derivative. 

Middl •• 

So •• of the format1v •• presented 1n (2.2.2) have been discussed 

as alddles and reflexives in Baye (19861135-6). But although atative 

I-at-I 1s hoaophonous with the alddle /-at-/ it 1s d1ffeeent. Middle 

verbs are identified by the1r au~ject which "performs the action or 

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

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

13 
refl~ve verbs only 1n function, i.e. whereas in the case of 

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

some change of state with middles the subject participates in the 

action of the verb and as a beneficia:Y-y from t he action. Formally 

14 the morpheme is the same /-at-I as can be shown below. 

(48) 

Sue I Affix Derived fora I _ 0 • • _ •• ~ _ __ _ • _ • 0-. _ . • 

i bit- 'buy' I -at- bit-at- 'buy for onsitlf' 

I qab- 'catch' -at- qab-at- 'catch for on~elf' 

, ha .... 'shave' 
, 

-at- haadd-at-' shave delt" 
I , 
, 

'wash' 1 -at- i I Diq- Dlq-at- 'wash oneself' I , , 
~ ___ 1 

-~ - . - _. __ . . .. 

The following rule may be formulated for the formation of such 

verba~ ' 

v ---> 

I 
J 
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Thia derivational rule is non-category changing since it derives 
middle verbs from other verbal basea. Regarding their Syntactic ~. .' j 

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

than their corresponding base forms·. It is also discussed that 

though the complement may not be seen at the surface it can be 

constructed froa the lIIffix aorpbe_. Thia _--a that a complement 

like /Ofi/ 'self' which is not observed at the aurface in clauses 

with. aiddle verb ia constructed froa the aorph_e /-at-/. At 

the surface level such a complement is optional. 

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

Tola-nom sheep buy-bea-pat 

'Tola bDught a sheep (for himsel~' 

b. tolaa-n ofii-f hoolaa bit-at-e __ ._-_ ' 

'.ola bought a sheep for himself' 

Passives 

Passive verbs in ~h1s language are dar~ved from transitive bases 
by the addition of the suffix I-ami. 

( 51) 

I 
Base i Affix Derived fora , 

I I rulcut- 'hit' , --- ~t-_ 'be hit' I I gurgur-am-
• • • gurgur- 'sell' -am- 'be sold' I 
I 

I mur- I (''''"\It , --- mur-am- 'be cut' 

! jibb- 'hate' -lUll- j ibb-IIIII- 'be hated' 
I 

For this one can formulated the following WFR. 
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( 52) 
v ____ ':> v + 

[+pass.J [~+tranli1 

-pass J 

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

not have a transitive counterpart 1n Oromo. Such clai. 1s lIIade by 

conaidering verbs like / Deekkam-/ ' scold ' as passives for they end 

1n /-ara-/. But the /-aa-/ in such verbs 1s pare of the root. Such 

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

paasive suffix /-am-/ to become /Oeeltklllll-am-/ 'be scolded' as in 

the following. 

(53) tolaa-n au!'aa Deeltk..-. 

Tola scolded a child' 

( 54) v 
muc' aa-n Deekkam-am-e 

'The child was scolded' 

The process of paasivization is non-category changing. The 

effect is that transitives become intransitives because of which the 

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

The pt"ocess reduces the !E'gumenta of the baae as shQl'n in (54) 

15 
above • 

bound and need lntledtlonal affixes in order to be complete words. 

Reg ard1ng this Scal1ae (1984:52) s aya, w1n some languages, t he 
mQ.y-J:.~"'S: 

outputs of some WFR' s require overt inflectionalAb.fore they can appear 

1n surface structure "implying that the level of derived verbs is that: 

of stems just like that of the bases from which t hey are derived. 
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2.3 Adjectivization 

~ 

This is the process of .orming adjectivals from other lexical 

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

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

to detera111e the category of the roots to which these endings are 

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

( 55) d11. - aa 

baled-aa 'handsome' bareed-tuu 'beautiful' 

~'ululuq-aa 'shiny(masQ) ~'ululuq-tuu ' shiny(fem)' 

In t he case of /d11m-aa(-tuu)/ "red' it lIIay be possible to regard 

the root as inherently adjectival and the affixes as inflectional 

designating gender, masculine and feminine respectively. This claim 

gets support Erom the fact that the stative morpheme fat-/ is added 

to this base as in diim- + - at- ~ diim-at- 'becollle red', gabaaD-

'short' + - at- ~ ~abaab-at- 'become short', etc. But, on the 

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

take verbal inflections as illustrated below. 

( 56 ) v c'ululuq-e 'became shin,' 

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

/' 

~'ululuq-an 'they bacuae ahiny' etc ... 

Furbberlllore, from stative verbs like /diim-at-J 'become red' one can 

derive the adjectival /diim-at-aa ( -tuu)/ 'reddened' which can be ' 

seen in such NP's like: 

( 57) buna diim-at-aa 'reddened coffee' 

not 

• bun a diim-aa ' red coffee ' 
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In SOMe cases, the baae to which the affix is added is the stative 

aa in (58) 16. 

( 58) 7ulf-aat-aa 

gabb-at-aa 

etc. 

, heavy' 

'fat' 

cf •• 7ulf-aa 

cf •• gabb-aa 

Another probl811 with this suffix is that it is used as derivational 

affix in nominal1zationa identifying the gender of the derived nominal 

at the SaMe tiae. 

Other adjectives ari formed with I-ssal and /-ttiil as in 

the following. 

(59) aoore-ssa 

ba7ee-ssa 

qabee-ssa 

'rich(maac) , 

'good( masc) , 

soore-ttii 

ba?ee-ttii 

'wealthy(masc), qabee-ttii 

'rich(fem)'. 

'good ( fern) , 

'wealthy( fern) , 

Here again, it seems that the affixes ar e both derivational and 

inflectional. Such affixes are also used to derive nominals of 

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

( 60) j aldee- ssa/tt11 

waraabe-ssa/ttii 

'monkty (masc/fem), 

'hyena (masc/fem), 

Still other adjectives end in I-eel, I -uu/, I-iii and 1-001 

as shown velow. 

( 61) gaD-ee '!Jad' 

Deed-ii 'r~._ ' 

gaar-ii ~, 

fag-co • far ' 

qat'al-ee 'alret' 

madaq-co 'str-nge' 

g<ob-uu 'dense' 
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Even though such ending8 show consistency of fora, it i8 not 

possible to tell to what l exical categories they are attached. The 

plausible thing to do 1s to regard them as simple (non--derived) 

ad j ectives. 

In general, then, the productive adjectivization process in the 

language 1s the addition of /-aa(-tuu) / which, at the 8 ... time, a180 

marks the geMer of the derived fora. The formation of derived 

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

A 
_____ ~~ V + Aaf 

2.4 Some Concluding Remarks 

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

rules that show the word structure of 8 given language can also be 

u8ed to encode the gaps. In this subsection we shall briefly point 

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

Most of the major lexical categories17 of the language are used 
as 

in the process; shown i n the following chart. 
/ 

(63) 

I A 
• • • 

V 

p 

I 

N 

+ 

+ 
• • .. I 
• 

- I 
I 
1 

A I 
I - . 
i 

.. 
-

+ Permissible combinations 

v p 

.. - impermissible combinations 

.. 
• I 

.. - I - I - , 
I I 

- . 
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The chart shows that Adpositionals (p) are not used in the 

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

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

categories have derivational relations. 

The Nature of Derivational Affixation 

As we haye observed in the preceding presentation Oromo is an 

exclusively suffixing language with regard to derivation. This 

may enable us to formulate the following general rule for its 

derivational morphology. 

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

Such a rul e schema, Selkirk (1982 :8 3 ) argg~) helps to make 

" language-particular generalizations concerning X-levels or 

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

in this language". Furthermore, it may enable one to conclude that 

affixe s in t his langu age are al ways the head of derivationally 

complex words since they share the ayntactic category feature with 

their .other node. 



Compounding is the process of forming new words by combining 

different words which may belong to different lexical categories. 

According t o Bauer ( 1983: 28 ) "when t wo ( or more) el ements which could 

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

form is said to be a compound" . However , it is not the case that ' . lI1F/ 

two worda (or at ... ) combine to fora a cOilpound word. Every language 

follows certain rules by whi ch it forms coapounds (Selkirk , 1982114) . 

Furthermore, the formation of compounds differ. in i mportant ways 

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

coumpounds and the characteristics which distinguish them from higher 

forms . 

3.1 The Structure of Orm.o Compounds 

In this section, we shall consider the types of compounds 

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

indicate the gaps. 

3.1.1 The Combinatorial Possibilities. 

As stated in Bauer ( 1983 1203), " ••• the normal way of classifying 
compound s is the f unction t hey play in sentences as nouns,verbs, 

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

cl ... 1fication of Oroao compounds. 

Compound Nouns 

I n Oromo, c ompound nouns are productively formed by a combination 
o f different lexiCal categories . · 

3.1.1.1 . 1 Noun Noun Compounds 

Two nouns c an combine to forD verioua kinds of c Olllpound noUDII . 
For example, the noun /7abbaa/ ' father ' or /haaDa/ ' mother' can 

~ . .... IS f u.· ., ~e,A/;)e ··. t n compounds lil­t 
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( 1) 1abbaa buddeena 'step father' 

father food 

haaDa manaa 'wife' 

mother house 

1abbaa kellaa 'gateman' 

~ahter gate 

haaDa kiristinnaa 'Godmother' 

mother chris1:ian 

A noun referring to a container and another one referring to a thing 

contained in it combine to form a locative compound noun. 

( 2) qodaa bukoo 

Ileterilildough 

/ 1okkotee 

pot 

/saanduqa 

box 

'dough container' 

biXaanH/ 

water 

wayyaa/ 

clothes 

'water-conta1ning pot ' 

'a box of clothes' 

Instrumental compounds are formed by combining two nouns of which 

the first member is instrumental for the realization of the thing 

desi.gnated by the second • .-ber. 

(3) /Dagaa daakuu/ 'millstone' 

stone flour 

/t'uwwee marqaa/ 'porridge-pot' 

pot p~ge 

/makiinaa hoDDaa/ 'sewing-machine' 
ff1a u..,'n €. SUU I "'j 

--~ 
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Names of certain parts of the body ma y also be combined with other 

nouns to form compounds designating names of diseases. 

(4) . mataa v c'absaa 'headache' 
head breaker 

'dugda kutaa.. 'backache/pain' 
back cutting 

. ·garaa c 'in1illllae ' 'stomachache' 
stomach biting 

, 
Other compounds may be formed by combining nouns referring to 

locations where activities take place. axamples are the following. 

(5) mana b arums aa 'school' 
house learning 

bakkee waraanaa 'battlefield' 
field fighting 

mana sagadaa 'church/mosque' 
house praying 

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

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

nominals and these ones refer to locations. 

Noun-'dtective eoapounds 

Compound nouns can also be forllled by combining noun and 

adjectives. t..tt v,'. The process is not productive; weAexamples like the 

following. 

(6) sanbata <Juddaa 
s wath bi g 

IIUka 

tree 

gurraa!!a 

black 

bokkee 
round 

'Sunday' 

'a kind of tree' 

a .ype of plan" (. 'h~' 

h e" is r o n1"'\rP '! 

• 
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3.1.1.1.3 Adpositlon-Noun Compounds 

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

compound noun. In such compounds the nominal element is always a 

19 
derived forti • 

• 
( 7) gadi 

down 

dura 

front 

irra 

on 

keessa 

in 

qabaa 

haring 

taa?aa 

sittill9 

~'iisi~a 

sleeping 

deebU 

returning 

'oppres8ion' 

'cha1.rman ' 

'bed' 

'revision' 

Verb-Noun Compounds 

In this pattern, nominals are formed by combining verbals 

wi th other nominals. 

(8) qotee bulaa 'farmer ' 

plough 11v_k~ 

daiqae bulaa 'proletari at' 

toil 11 v _/.I.. w-k 

lootee galtuu 'guerrilla' 

intrude enterer 

The compounds observed so far may be captured by the following 

WFR. 
N 

(9) N ------';7 

N 
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Rule (9) states that compound nouns can be formed by combining a 

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

followed by a noun. 

Compound Adjectives 

Co. pound adjectives are not as productive as compound nouns. 

But we have instances of t he m formed by a combina t i on of diff eaent 

c ategories. 

Noun-Noun Compounds 

Compound adjectives .an be formed by combining two nominals 

of which the first is /7abbaa/ 'father' or /haaDa/ 'mother' and 

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

also mentions the existence of such c ompounds in Oromo. The follw· i~g 

ex_ples can be gi ven. 

( 10) labbaa/haaDa boo1i~aa 'crying' 

father mother crying 

7 abbaa/haaDa .iullllH 'talkati ve' 

talk 

?abbaa/haaDa hirribaa 'sleepy ' 

sleep 

Another pos sible combination i s tha t of t wo nominals the seOond 

of which is an agen t nominal . 

( 11) 'of tuulaa 'boasting' 

self piler 

n .. a traataa ' .an-eating' 

man e ater 

of ?eega. ' careful' 

self keep er 

~. 

: 
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In this type of compounding the second member is a modifier of 

the first 

( 12) bita badii 'ugly' 

color useless 

garaa qulqulluu 'clean-hearted ' 

stollach clean 

?ija jaDaa 'blind' 

eye blind 

Other similar compounds include those in which the second 

constituent ia a derived adjective. 

( 13) humna qabeessa ' strong' 

power having 

bifs toleessa 'good-looking' 

coler De-good 

11ja jabeessa 'shameless' 

eye strong 

3.1.1.2.3 Noun-Numeral Coml2ounds 

Compound adjectives _an be formed from nouns and numerals. 

( 14) ?ija &furii 'four-eyed ' 

eye four 

qub- lamee 'two-fingered ' 

finger two 

gur - sadee • three-eared ' 

ear three 

3.1.1.2.4 Adjective-Noun Co.pounds 

I.n such COilpounds the nollinal qualifies ehe adjective by 

showir. g degree. 

-~ -:.., - -.. 
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(15) gurraa!!a !'llaatt11 'charcoal-black ' 

black characoal 

adii 1 a ann an 'milky-white' 

white milk 

jabaa muka 'very strong(strong as wood)' 

strong wood 

Adlective-Adjective Compounds 

A coml:>ination of two adjectives can f01)m a c ompound adj ect! ve 

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

( 16) diimaa bareedaa 'pretty- red' 

red pretf;y 

ad11 qulqulluu 'pure-whi te' 

white ~ean, 

1ajaa7 aa tortoraa 

stinky rotten 

The compound adjectives presented so far follow the rule in (17) 

( 17) N 

A A 

According to this rule, compound adjectives can be formed in 

different ways with apparent problem to be raised later. 

3.1.1.3 COIIIpound AdpoB1tiona1. 

Here we .hall c;onaider adverbs of t1ae. and direction in 

rel ation to pre- and post-positionals. Compounds of this type are 

not very c o_ on . l'he f ol lowi ng .~ 



(18) adi gadi 

here down 

1a~11 ad 

there hera 

?al:~11 011 

there up 
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'towards here' 

'up~ds' 

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

shown as follows I 

(19 ) p --~ p p 

3.1.2 

In the preceding section, the combinatOYlal possibilities 

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

combinable as shown in the following chart. 

(~{)) 
I I 

N A V P ~ + • where there are 
, 

N: + : + combinations. 

A + -- where there ere 

v 
, 

no combinations. + , -, 
p + + 

The chart shows that there ari gaps in the combination of 

Nouns with verbs and adpositionalsj Adjectives with verbs and Adposi ti or. 

als; and Adpositionals with verbs. 

· ... hen we compue the combinat ... orial possibill ties and the gaps 

with syntactic collocations we observe some parallel between the two. 



42 -

The combination is possible for the categories which co-occur 

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

that lexical compounds are derivatives of phrasal or clausal collo-

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

collocations are possible in the formation of compounds between 

categories which also ha.e synt~tic collocations in the formation 

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

do not come .. second members in compounds even with those categories 

which they form 'yntactic phrases or clauses. The reason for this 

may relate to the fact that Oromo is a verb-final language and whenever 

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

lexical. This may be the reason why there are no cOllpound verbs in 
;tg 

Oromo • Mahammed (1989:160-63) treats as compound verbs forms which 

he calls noun + ballees- 'spoil', ifi . ' • self' + verb, preverb + verb. 

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

and not lexical compounds. 

3.2 Different Characteristics Of O!mo Compounds 

1:n this section, we shall see the phonological) morphological, 

syntactic and semantic characteristics of compounds as lexical 

itmes. 

phonological Characterisitcs 

Certain phonological modifications may take place on the 

consti~uents of a compound. In most cases these modifications 

consist of loss of segments. For instance, nouns ending in the 

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

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

birri? 'birr' 

hoola? 'sheep' 

I). ?abbaa buddeenaa ' step father' 

blrrU waraqataa 'paper eoney' 

hoolaa liJilaanii 'a kind of wild sheep' 

This is also true with other categories such as adjectives ending 

in /1/. 

( 22) dUma? + bareeda1 _ ~ dl1maa bar.eda? 

adi? + 1aannan ~ adl1 paannan 

'Pre1:ty red' 

'mllkJ'-, >:hi t. .. ' 

Following the loss of /1/ the vowel preceding it becomes long. 

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

position in compounds like the .ol~owing: 

( 23) (ja1& + bu1tH/ => /ja1 bultl1/ 'eve' 

(sanbata + guddaa! _ > (sanbat gudda( '.sun day' 

In compounds of Noun - NUIIleral type, the nUJaeral changes 

its final vowels. 

( 24) (guru + .ad~l( > gur-sade. 

quba + lama ::> qub-1 amee 

'three ear*S' 

'two finge1ed' 

gaafa + torba _ => gaaf-torboo' seven-helUled' 

I ,. Such canges are also apparent in Noun - Adjective compounds as in 

the following_ 

(25) mataa + duudaa ~ Illata duudee , a kind of corn ' 

harka + duwwaa - ) harka duwwee 'bare-handed 

-? -J '~I 
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In some cases the final vowel of the second member may become long. 

( 26) ?abbaa + seera ~ ?abbaa seeraa , lawyer ' 

qubata + t'iyyaara _ -=) qubata t'iyyaaraa ' airport' 

In some other cases , the l enghhening of the final vowel affects the 

first member of the cOlllpounda. 

( 27) wali + galtee ~ walii gal tee , agreement' 

loota + galtuu » lootee galtuu , gl&erillll • 

qote + bulaa • f armer , 

Except the loss and change of the final vowels as i n (26 ) and 

( 25) r espectively , the other characteris itca are of phrasal c ollll:>inations 

too. This makes i t difficult to distinguish lexical compounds from 

phrases on phonological grounds. Bloomfield (1933:22B) says, "As 

to the phonetic pattern, c ompound words are general l y tceat ed l ike 

phrases". 

The ot her problem with the phonolog i cal modificati ons i n Oromo 

compounding is that t he y are pr edi c ,table in no way. It is di ff i cult, 

in most cases, to tell which modifications take place and where. 

This may be ascribed to diachr onic fac ters, however; and it is 

possible to argue that those which exhibit pkonological changes are 

those co.pound~ which are "strict" as opposed to those which are 

"loose" i n the sense of Sc alise (1984: 24-5) quoted from Allen (1975 ). 

According to this dichotomy "Strict" compounds are real compounds 

which allow "rules of phonological amalgamation" whereas l oose ones 

are not regulated by such phonol ogical characteri s iJ;cs . 

3. 2 . 2 . Morphological Characterii _ti c s 

The f irst question to answer about the morphol ogy of Oromo 

ompounc.:s i( '" v I- " of the .;.;. ~JS\ ,.l \:uer . ' . Tha t is to s ~ 
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Some compounds are formed from simple words as can be illus-

trated below. 

( 28) 7abbaa manaa ' husband' 

garaa 
v 

bisaan1i 'water-hearted' 

1ija afur11 'four-eyed ' 

Others may have second mem ... .:Jers which are derived forms. 

( 29) lIlataa 'headache' 

gadi qab-aa 'o~ession' 

gara laafee-ssa 'tender-hearted' 

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

are inflected whereas the nominal constituents are derived. 

( 30) qot-ee bul-aa 'farmer t 

dafq-ee bul-aa 'proletariat' 

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

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

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

same level and that this level is that of a word since it includes 

both inflected and derive. forms. 

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

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

tional morphology as in the following example. 

( 31) manaa J + -ummaa J -> 
L-1abbaa lIlan-umaaaJ 'husbandness' 
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Another morphological property of compounds is that they 

do not al low interrupting elements . For instance , a possessive 

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

Thus: 

( 32) inn-1 of11-••• jaallata 

He-nom self-his l ove 

'He lik •• hiaaelf' 

°efl.-saa j aallataa cf. ofi jaallataa 'selt1sh' 

self- his l ikes-er 

7abbaa 
v 

'her husband' ct· "* (11-1:0[;=- S'1 e r. l ana..a 

husband - her 

Mahammed ( 1989:161) des4ribes 

Postpositions as lexical compounds. But since such structurec, 

l H ce ot Lpr- 1: ' ''c .. '. - fostposi t ion c onstructions, al l ow interrupting 

elements such as possessive pronouns they are treated here as 

phrases. H,s exampl es are the following: 

(33) if gubbaa ' 'on on'Self' 

cf 
y 

ifi-see gubbaa ' on herself' 

'wal birll ' besides each other' 

cf 

Walii-S.an1~ira 

their 

'bes ides one another' 
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One other point about the morphology of compounding is 

the appearance of inflectional elements like number morpheme which 

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

(34) 7abb-oota biyyaa 'country leaders' 

Dag-oota daalcuu 'millstones' 

etc. 

J1 
This shows that Oromo is not regulated by the IS A condtion, : 

which states that compound is formally and semantically identical 

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

not mean, however, that inflectional elements are always attached 

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

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

( 35) dafqee bul-oota • proletariat .. ' 

lootee galt-oota 'guerrillas' 

dura taa7-ota • chairmen , 

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

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

Syntactic Characteristics 

Compounds exhibit a number of syntactic characterisitcs. 

As shown above a compound and its constituents belong to certain 

s yntactic categories. Except verbs all other lexical categories can 

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

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

derived by word structure rules which are identical to syntactic 

structure ruleso 
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Another syntICt1c property 1s headedness. Even though the ~ 

definitions of heads are different for phrases and compounds as 

Se l kirk (1982:20) says, "(i) the members of compounds are of the 

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

lIIay be of the same category as the parent". lihen we wx8lll1ne headed-

ness in Oro.a compounds us1ng category features we see a complex 

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

of the head is not predic;· ~aDle since it is the fUat in some and 

the second in others . If we see compound adjec~ive. also we aee 

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

Numeral compounds there are no adjectival constituents from which 

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

sol~e such problems? 

To get out of such problems we ~ay assume that the heads of 

compounds are t:he right-hand members and the defining crit6ria for 

this are the syntactic distinctive feature and not the categoriel 

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

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

this feature which 1s JlCI!Colated to the parent node to aalee it 

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

Numlerals which may be treated also as adjectives since they occur 

in po.ition. where adjectives occur23 • They may hence be r egarded 

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

We may formulate the following1eneral rule for Oromo compounds in 

24 terms of syntactic he adedness • 

(35 ) x ----::, y H 
[+x-1 

This means that the right-hand cons~ituent of a given compound i. 

t he s}~tactic head of that compound . 
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Semantic Characterisitcs 

Semantically, compounds have single reference. Regarding 

this Ba~(19831143) says that they "have to be associsted with 

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

considered in this study refer to sincJle units of reference as 

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

Another semantic characteris~s is the relation holding between 

the head and the non-head members and also to the compound as a whole. 

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

and hence ~ay be difficult to give a general charactecization. 

When we consider Oromo compounds in the ligh t of this we find a 

variety of semantic relations. For instance, combinations like 

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

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

is possessed by waagayyo but the me~1ing of neither of these 

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

what Ba\l4er (1983120) calls "opaque compounds" whose meaning cannot 

be prediCI, ted from the Jneaning of any of their constituents. With 

some compound nouns the possessive relation is pragmatically derived 

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

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

that the compound means 'head of the housebold' or 'master of the 

house'. Still there~e noun compounds which structur4l1y show 

genitive relations but their semantic relation is different. 

For instance, Daqaa 'stone' + daakuu 'flour' gives'aillstone' 

~~ose literal meaning is'a stone used for gr i nding' , and gubata 

.ettl_nt' + t'ivvaara 'airplane' gives 'airport' which literally 
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means' a place where a plane lands'. Thus, the former shows 

a purposive relation whereas the latter shows a locative relation. 

The fact that we have such a variety of semantic relations, even, 

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

of generalizing the semantic relations holding between the constitu-

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

this as futile since it does not aim towards generalization. 

One predie table aemantic relation between the constituents 

of a c ompound i s in Nouns + Ad~ect'ves ¥td Ad!)ectmvea + Adj ecti ves 

compunds. In such compounds, the non-head constituent# is used to 

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

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

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

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

modified aelation. A 1uestion "0 be raised here relates ~o the 

way one distinguishes between phrasal and lexical compounds of the type 

where the adjectives modify t he nouns, for example. In such cases 

meaning may be used as a criterion. For lonstance, muka gurraa~a 

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

to its reference. 

a. 

b. 

muka vv gurreacca 

muka gurraa~a 

'a kind of tree' 

'. blacJc tree' 

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

a compound and when it aefers to any tree which has a blAcJc colour 

(36b) it is a noun phrase. Furht ermore, in forms wt,ere a noun follows 
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an adjective as in (16) above the noun qualifies the adjective . 

ThUS, in ~ 'white' + 7aannan 'milk' 7aannan shows the degree of 

whiteness. 

When we treat synthetic compounds, that is i n cases where one 

of the conatituents 1s a derived noun or an adjective, the semantic 

relation between the constituents is like dhat which holds between a 

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

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

configurations, the same relation holds in compounds. 

(37) s. mana har-ti ' She cleans a house' 

house clean-3fs 

b. mana har-tuu 'house cleaner' 

house clean-er (3fs) 

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

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

given constituent to be considered a. head of a compound, it "should '-

display the syntactic and semantic characteristics that are expected 

25 of heads " (Selkirk, 1982, 13) • Oroao compounds do not satisfy 

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

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

on the left-hand side. Por instance, Daga, daaltuu 'ailstone' refers 

to Dagaa 'stone' whereas daakuu Dagaa r efers to daakuu 'flour' 

which shows that the s emantic heads are the left-hand members. 

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

compounds like sabbata waaqayyoo 'rainbow', etc., right-headed 

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

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

Scalise (1984:93) suggests that the formatives which are not subject 

26 to generalizations "are stored directly in the dictionary" since 

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

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

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

best criterion for distinguishing lexical compounds from phrasal 

colloc ati ons. 



4. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

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

of word - formation processes. Different types of nominals, 

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

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

The derived forms can be categorized according to the semantic 

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

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

The distributions of such nominalizing suffixes are not predic,:able. 

The derivation of verbals is also complex. Causatives, 

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

determining the bases from which they are derived is difficult. 

Most adjectives of the language are basic and the few derived 

ones are formed in the analogy of these basic ones. A detailed 

investigation is essential, howe.ve.r • 

Compounding i. another word-formation process treated. Nominals, 

adjectivals and adpositionals are formed by this proce ••• 

The process has phonological, Morphological, syntactic and 

semantic characteristics. Deteraining the head of compounds in 

general is difficult; it needs more thorough investigation. 
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NOTES 

1 See Aronoff (1976146-7). 

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

3This phenomenon is common in the language. 

4With regard to the I-if before I~a I and I-sa! it is possible 

to say that it is an epenthetic vowel. It is inserted when a base 

ends in a non-sonorant consonant and the suffix begins in a consonant. 

This epenthetic vowels becomes long following tha rule that len~ens 

t he suffixal vowel whi l e t h e vowel of the base is short . Such a rule 

may be formulated as follows: 

( i ) vowel insertion rule , 

~ ------~ VIC ----- + C 
L:so~ ( where + C • morpheme boundaryJ 

[[qot-.] + -sa'] _ > [qot + -isa.] 

(i i ) vowel lengbh e ning rule' 

V --- -'/ VV/(c) V (c) + 

["ot + !sa.] '> [ q ot11sa.] 

SWote t hat t h is morphe me is I-~uul whenever there i s a root-

final I-at/. ~ut I found the following exceptions to this. 

6 

v 
goD-cuu 

v 
beqot -cuu 

jeD~uu 

ftf· 
gotot - uu 

hoD-uu 

hiD-uu 

'to aake' 

'to r est ' 

'to say' 

' to pull' 

'to 8uck' 

' to t ie' 

Note that, once again, I - umaa/ and I-aatiil are homophones 

with result and action nominals. 
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'In thia language suffixes that are used for aar1c1119 felll1n1ne 

are used also as diminuti~iz1ng suffixes ( for the detail see 

Gragg, 1976:180). 

8 ... detailed investigation of.a large body of dlllla is needed, 

to 
and across categorie.,~deal with this problem. 

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

10The causative /-s-/ has a variant /~-/ when the last 

consonant of the b ase is an alveolar. Obaerve the following examples. 

gal-~-s- ~> 
v 

gal-c- 'cause to enter I 

gam/llad-+-s ::-> gammlld-cis- I~auae to be happy' 

naat- + -s =) naat-~is- 'cause to !!Oat I 

One may go deeper than this phonetically but this would suffice 

for the pres.nt. 

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

lsg and with the imperative sg and pl. 

12 
Much word-final /-at-/ can ei ther be a morpheme or part of 

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

phoneme (/_0_/) comes in the first and second persons but it comes 

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

naat- 'to eat' :::=? t'faat-D-e 'I ate I 

naat-D-u 'you(sg ) eat' 

laat- 'to give' -~ laat-O;;oe 'I gave' 

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

etc. 

13Where the subject of the clause in which they occur 

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

' .; performed I his v ... ition and ,,-o~ 
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14Hayward (1975:211) suggests that sin~ the forms with the auto­

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

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

in this paper. 

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

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

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

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

ill-formed. 

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

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

in Oromo. 

18 There are some approaches in the lexicalist tradition which 

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

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

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

19 
These may be good examples of synthetic compounds in the 

language since they are parallel to Adposition + verb syntactic 

collocationa. 

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

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

onoma~opoeic nature we cannot categorize them into any of the 

lexial categories of the language. Thua, they are left out from 

the present discussion. The following are some examples. 



!'al jeD­

lip'goD­

kaX jeD-
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'keep silent' 

'off a light' 

'break ' 

gagam goD- 'sna tch' 

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

(Italian for example) which "do not confora to the "'S An condition, 

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

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

English which show that inflections may appear compound-internally 

contr.to Allen (1978), as quoted in Scalise (1984: 122), who argues 

that inflectioni do not appear compound - internally. 

22The problem related to headedness in Oromo compounds will 

be raised later in the discussion of syntax and semantics of 

compounds. 

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

have the same characteriitics. 

24 This conclusion matches with headedness in derived wordso 

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

next section (3.2.4). 

25Note that the ISlA condition also requires the fulfillment 

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

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

needs a much thorough investigation. 
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