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C:3) Id .. ;} -I ' be ' as a verb ' to be ' in the affirm::tive 

( 8 ) I day - e I 
be - 33 

( 9) I ;o.a - biX 

' lIe ..; r- I 
" 

c_y - ink I 
28 - be if ' If it is as to you ' 

(48 ch.2) 
cold 

e;,;.7 i¥0nda 
big 

daye e I 
,,".i::;t - I; 

' There i s a seve r e col d ' 

( 4 ) Id.k-I 'be used as a ver b ' t o be ' i n the negative 

(1 0 ) Ibqllli 
good 

dak - a y - e I 
be - not - past 

'It i ;; nut good ' 

r.flother co pul ", iu j,ri is Imat- I ' be c ou.c ' 

( 11) jseyni si - lI._ 

z:!tone - def 
woih 
dry 

mnt - s I 
become - pf - past 

' The s t aDe became dry' 
bcCCffll:! 

Some clauses COl.E optionally occur wit!} Im. t-I/ .J.s 

modifiers. This CdD be eeell from ( 12) 

(12[ jv:ubaullier ii - k;;,y -
wubhamer - go 

ik7 {arp-i qOl.;;k,;I} cat - t - " J 
cOMPmonth two become-pf-past 

n 
'It became twv mO"ths s ince I \;"U'C to \Jub ham" r ' 

St ill copula in i s 

(13) jk"bad a rm' .. ;i l C:J.hl - del 
Kebed e cl eve r Beem - i mp f- past 

' Kebede seems/ lv0ks clever ' 

Sen t ence '( 57 of ch. 2) i s al s o one eXOI.mp l e of Ik.J.m- 1 ' Geem ' 

(57 ef ch.2) led in woni ke won d inda 
maD - pl wo r k 3pl - work - i mpf-

kam (l 

seem - impf 
e I 
past 

' I t seems tha t men bre workiDg ' 

( 14) led - iD woni 
man - pI work 3pI 

k<Jill - Ii;;. 

won 
work 

I 
.seem - i ... 1, f -

d - ill.G_ 
i mpf- C OMP 
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Unlike int r:msi ti ve verbs C OT)ul~,ti ve ve rbs ha ve 

complements ( liP s , APs a nd clauses) that are ilJ a rking 

some type of d~script i. on ctbout t he s ubject ' Ihich er" -f "Uol.J 

oblit~atorjJ~. Without t he presence- of tl lcse the se[.tence s 

are not acceptable . Copulatives as lie wi ll see (Cf. 3 . 2) 

are different from the tran s itive verbs event hough t hey 

occur Hit[· obligatory , NPs , APs and clauses . The diffE; -

rence is that with copulatives t hey fun ction as predica-

t i ve comp l emen t s , whi l e Wi ~ :l ~ra~ s itivc verbs th~y 

functi~ n as object complements . (Cf. Hudd l eston ( 1984: 

183-5) ) . 

3.1.3 Trdn!"itive Verbs 

Trans itive verbs have obj ,, -.;ts precedi nr: them. T~ese 

verbs can be subdivi ded into thre e -::-"ges : semi-t ransi. t ives , 

monotransitives and ditransitives, bns cd on the nurbar 

of noun phrases and/or clauses lIith Ilhich thay co- cccur • 
• 

'I.' he verbs in this subgroup have only certain noun 

phra8~ s ,Ihich may occur I-li th thE; v erb . :-:os t 0 f the verbs 

of this subgroup if they have an tIP as t heir object, t hi s 

NP is a cognate with the verb. 

( 15.1 ) /ke t o. 
3pl 

leqa 
game 

l ea - de - ke / 
play - i mp f 3pl 

" rhe y play game' 

(15.2) /keta leq de 
3pl play - impf 

' They played ' 

- ke / 
3pl 
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; t B 
/ ~ - s - e e 

eat - pf - 35 - P2st 

' lie ate (the ) f ood ' 

( 16.2) fi t S - s - e e/ 

• 

ea t - pf - 3s - past ' He ate ' 

~6 ob servea above t he verb may have objects 

derived from the same root morpheme /leq-/ 'play' and 

/its_/ 'eat'. 

Monotransiti'Je verbs are characterize d by comple­
O ",l t 

men t s which c " n~not be missed l/i t h0ut the res ~ltin i2: 
~ 

s tructure being incompleoe or totally i l l~ormed . ( Baye , 

1986: 108). 

SOUl e of the v e r GS categorized i~ this subclas s a r d 

/na¥-/ ' lil(e ', /ben- / ' buy/sell ' , / zit s ' _/ ' close ' ",r.d 

/uX-/ 'cook' . ,. 

- 'r <>. t".. •• _ 

( 17) /itn ari 
15 .i~ ri 

v " edin - a:n nns" - nas - d - it - e / 
men - a ce like - l ik e - i mp f - 1 s -p~:3 t 

• 
' I liLd t he 

, . 
.Il.rl 

(18) /kabadC) was 'ap -a m ¥en - ¥ - e 
Kebede book - ace sell- pf -3s 

- e / 
-past 

(1 9) /itE< 
1s 

' Kebede sold(the) book ' 

gi ini - n 
butter -def 

- am 
- ace 

'I cooked the butter ' 

v' v us s 
cook - pf 

(20) /ita ~ultan 
1 3 doo r 

zi tS - d - it / 
close - i rcpi' - is 

'I c lo sed the door' 

i t/ 
- is 

Though it is not found with a ll the examp les, with 

direct obje~ts or ~:onot ~_. 1~ ~: itiv 0 vort s ~ h~ JccuGutive 
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:aorpholol! i c .. l c~.,e m,lrl:.e r i s suffixed to the object 

co mp lement. 

~ .1. 3 .3 Ditrans i tive Verbs 

The verbS cat egori zed as ditran s i tives a re the ones 

which subcategorize 'one NP and one adpositio~al phrase , 

or a clause a 3 the cas e may be ' (Baye , 1986 :1 09) . 

The same characterization can a lso be used in Ari. 

So we c an divid e t he eli t r ansi ti Ve verbs cf t.r i in to 

two. Th6 s e t ha t are precede d by cwo NP s ~nd/or one r~ 

~nd one adp os itiona l phrase or clause are like /kez- / 

'tell' /im-/ ' give' 

( 21) /yintf?"L 
gir'l - de f 

i- ill 
l s - acc 

bal¥ iLl - s / 
illjera gi'ie - pf 

'The g i r l gavd we inje r a ' 

( 22)/ababa kab6d a - kan 
. Abebe Kebede - for 

l'ee kez - z - e - e / 
secre t tell-pf- 3s-pa st 

' ~bebe told Kebede ( t ~i)sccr~t ' 

In ( 21) the verb /im-/ ' e i ve' t ake:; d irec.;: ond i 1:.-

direc t objects . 'l'he aniwute Il('un ':i ~l i ch is t he dic-ect 

object has the overt case IDl'.rker (as in 21). If the 

direc t object i s li ke /b ol K/ 'injera ' Hhi ch i s inan i mat e 

it is not morphologically CCi.s e I!iarked. I f the/direct 
"-

object is an animate noun it needs a postposition -kan 

to ha v e accusative Cb se of p os t position. This can be 

se~n al so i n example ( 22 ) . 

Th ere are also ve r bs t ha t usual ly re qu ire fip.ite 

and non-finite clauses with or wi thout additional noun 

phras e . These are lil: e : / es-/ ' k110 ~l t, /e s~r/ ' heDr ' ~ 
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/ zig-/ ' want '. /aman/ 'believe '. /nokar-/ 'try' . / p:G,Y-I 

' s ay ' a lld /alyart-/ ' pr~wise ' . 

(23) lita 
15 

ka s a 
Ka se.,::, 

- t "oli i ¥enten 
buy- pf-Nzr 

ki - t 
- ren sheep , ~. ='1:1- c;. :... --

esar - s 
hear p f 

itl 
1 6 

'I hear d Kassa ' s buying t he sheep ' 

/esar-/ 'hear' takes a nominalized clause compl~ment 

and an NP /kitl a pronoun with gen itive case that a~ree 

in number, pe r son and case with the ~ub ject of the sub-

ordinated nominalized comple~ent. 

( 24) /yintllina 
boys 

aola 
c loth 

ke 
3pl 

zig - ar da I 
want - puou- imp f-pres 

X?i - an ice 
\'lash - COMP 3pl -

'(that) ~he children (have) to wasb clv~hen 

i s wanted ' 

/ziR-/ 'want' ds a transit i v e verb can t ake a ~l0.u.3e 

Gnd/o r a cl"use >:i ~h an J!P . E" :::,,,, there is an IlP Sf; D, 

p ronoun and thot pronoun hDS 

m 

pass i'le form of tbe roo. trix verb. 'l'hc nronouns /ld tl of 

( 23) and (kem/ of (21.;-) are b t he position of NP ~;ne re 

they do not have equiv_lent s !Iith ~he Engli sh glo ss . 

The first point about these pronouns is, they are the re-

pre s enta tion of Ka sa Grld chi ldxen. 'l'h<:y are repeated 

redundantly in comparison with their EniSlish gloss. Secondly, 

tteir ca se assiBcment / kitl ' his ' has the genitive cnse 

similar to ' l:ab<i. '. \,hi le (kiml bas the accus .. ti ve case un-

like 'children', ~hich is in the Doninative po~ition. 
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(25) /g~ ltik 
curly-on 

i i - "d 
'I s -come 

- b'v b ' I - In ~S ak ~ a - kan 

alyart - it 
prolDi ::, ,,, - pf- 15 

, 
- e / 
- past 

? - COM~ Idkele for 

' I ,Jromised for nekel <~ t r.&t I lI i ll corr.e e<:ll-ly ' 

Ht::re the ve r b / a l yart-/ 'promi se ' t akes t vlO c oople ­

ments a PP an d an aspectless cl3use \lith t he p r onoun p r efi x 

fo r lll that a g rees wi til t he ma i n c lau se s ubject. 

(26) jkasa 
Kasa 

a s t e r-ta qo l ii 
I.ster- gen s lleE:p 

!jon - t .an - om 
buy - Nzr - acc 

e13 - d - e 
kllOl-1 -impf 3s 

e / 
past 

' Kasa knew that ~ster bouCht the sbeep ' 

3.2 . V"rb Comple me nts of Ari In G:S l?):~E:work 

In this section, constituents nrc classified and con-

side red in-.../to thr <'! e groups . 'l'he oblic;a tory subcn t ec;ori z<'!d 

e~_5titueDts as V ' comp l ehlcnts , c onsti tue nts ~n a t havE: 

adverbia l f unc tion as V" covlp l erc8!'.ts ElL (] some C''!ntE:ntL. l 

adve r bs as V'" c Ol1p le:nents. Prom these threl onl.y V' 
.J 

cO!liplelne nt s lIill be exl)lo.i ned b « s c ~ on Jacktndo ff ' s (1 977) 

X-bar model and s ome modules of Go ve r nment a nd Binding 

theor:r as postulated in Chomsky's (1931 , 1986 ) works . 

La stly t he c &ap t e r will b e conclu ded by r aising some 

language specific issues. 

3.2 .1. V' Complemen t s 

Comp l ements for X' arE: 1.~_-ir. ed functional arguments. 

'rhese &1·e ~: . ~ ;PW!!\?~, phrases and/or clauses tha t hav e 

direct (obliga tory) the mat ic relations with their lexi ca l 

he~d (Baye , 1986 : 8 7) , and they are strict ly s ubcategor ized 
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by the v~rb. 

Vt:'rbg c an b~ c l assified i n to subtvpes based on 

t heir- semantic propertie s/ in t "rms of the number of nomin al,; 

with wh ich they combine in t he nucle i of G ent ~n c e s (Lyon s , 

1986:350). The clas sifica tion we used in 3 .1. c an be 

a ffirm ed: intr~n sitive s and copula tives as oue place veros , 

monotransitives as two p l ace ve rbs and ditransitives a s 

t hre e p l ace verbs . This is so bec ~u ~ e the ve r b which i s 

t he head due to its inherent semant ic prope rties S-selects 

and ass i gns different and va rious nUll; llc r s of theta roles 

to the obl i t:'1tory ",r.d opt ioD;;1 arcuments . 'I'ne tbcta rol,, ~ 

t he y pos s ess have lic en s ~d t lleir presence in B Se~t 2nc e . 

3. 2 . 1.1 IGtrBnsitive ~ 

Intr&Clsiti're Vc.'bs can be sub!'jl'ouped lO to t \i O : 

Verbs clas s i fi ed D2re arc On e p10.,::..: o r one ()'I'[UJ!lt; Lt 
• 

verb, bec,.use the y 8ssi f':n onl :r one thet ::. r ole an d tlL t 
exte r~, . .,j 

will be assi !1;ned to the subje ct by tliG/ p ro j ection princ -

i p l e tha t requirea every c l :iuse t o hnv~ n subjec t. ~he 

function of t hese ve r bs i s to descri be their subject 

(external argument) as an experiencer. 

(27) L L LOJ,:,..- L L as - ino J 
IF Nf' I' V" Ilk ? 

3sm how-tha t 

f - 8 - e - e J J J 
pf- 3s-past 

'How well did he s l eep?' 

L r ge t-] J] 
V' V 

sle ep 
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(28 ) L L pro J [C ILe - meks i - J 
IP tiP I ' V ' 

beg- beg 

'I will beg' 

• 

L -dit J _-t" J 
I 

i mpf-1s 

L he to r~coverability of the sucJcct f~om tha 

in INFL (see e.g ( 28)) the sub ject can be pro. If the 

noun is not recoverable the subject HI"' \Yi ll obligatorily 

be re alized due to extended projection principle (hence 

forth. EPP) . This is one clue tha t Ari i s a pro-drop 

(29) L L i"uk?ulan J 
IP liP 

hay-del 

L L ~apeye-:7 
I' V' 

decay 

' The hay i s decaying ' 

[-teJ J J 
I 
pf- pas t 

Tbe 8ubc at e gori~ation fr ame for intransitive I verb 

as rep r espnte d by /rnek-/ ' beg ' is 

/mek- / : V + L -J ' bet:; ' 

I nt rBnsitive II 

I~t:~nsi tive II verb 3 a re tIle copu l ~ tive ver bs . fhua c 
0'-

verbs c an subca t e~ori~e Du ill inal . adjcctiva¥ clausa l comp-

lements . Tt:~ir sJ .. Dctie function is to link thE- o.;lj ect-

ivaI. nominal ~r c lausa l c cmp lemen t with t heir external 

argulli~n t (Baye, 1986: 96). 

Copulative con s tructions have two ar~umen ts. Fo llow-

i ng t his the y will be s a i d tba t t hey are two place predi-

cates or S- selects hlo o. r gUllients . But they a re classified 

o.s intransitive verbs. 'I'c sbome (1989:75) give s t he 

f olloHing expl:,nation to this is sue, . 
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A cot"p l <'!llJen t i n a cooul ati ve cla u ;-: e <'!yp r esse s e:i.tlw r 
the ec t i t y or state of tte sub jec t . HeLce , a cop ul~­
t i ve cl~use equat es the ~~ i n the sub ject posi tion 
with th e NP in the VP or th e l~ in the VP expresses 
the state of the sub j ect . As .a r esu lt the N? comp­
l em ent which t he cop~lat ive verb ~- s el e c t ~ ~e t s i ts 
6- ro l e fro!ll i ts h,:a d . 'rice liy in the ::lubjec t r,osj.tion 
i :; 8-marked by t he V~ , s i nc e t he ~ erb bas the na ture 
of a Bsi~n i D ~ a 8-ro l e to i t s subject po si t ion compo­
sition_ lly wi t h i ts VP. 'r ha t means , t he r e are 8 
positions i n a copUla tive con s tructioR where the S­
s e l ec t ed cate gory is N". 

The proof he give s for t he abse nc e of int e r na l argument s 

o f copu l a tive ve r bs i g tha t un l ike transiti v,", verbs , they 

are de voi d o f a ss i Eui ng ac cusative ca s e to t hei r 

cOEp l eme _ t poft i t i oD i.e. the position i s not a ca s e position . 

So t hey beha ve l i ke intransitive verbs . Thi s i s exempli -

f ied by senteLce (30) and (11) i n (3 .1 .2) 

( 30) L £ k ' a h Ullia J 
IP NP c olour- def 

[ O JJY 

LLL 
I ' V ' lJ' 

z a::nni - J 
red 

' The colour is r ed ' 

(~ 1 1) L r s eylJ i s i na ] 
IF l';P stoTie- def 

L -beY J J 
I I' p f-pas t 

' The s tone became dr y ' 

£ -eJ J 
V cop _ 

LP.><lt - J J 
V 

b eCOI~e 

The verb 'seem' is the raising predicate2 according 

to GB t heo r y . The sorce i s t rue here f or /k.m- / ' se e~ ' . 

In A. ri as observed i n ( (57 ) of c l1 . 2 ) " the cO!:lplemern; 

cl ou s e subca te goriz ed by /karu-/ ' seem ' caTI b e a finite 
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clhuse if i~ has baL~ AG~ ana ~SP features . The subj .. ct 

of this clauDe i s not raised for the r ea son that there 

~~ DO matctj ll ~ of feature s between the raised subj 0c t and 

the INFL of the ma trix clouse , whi~h lic~nRes it s preSt~nce . 

In short it i s ~ he absence of AGR in the main clause . 

L ~ ~ ~ edi n woni ' ke - won (57 of ch.2) L L e J 
IF NP I ' V' CP IP men Hark 3pl- Hark -impf 

£" -indaJJ 
C c:: (WI r' 

Lkrun-JJ 
V V ' seem 

~ dee J J J 
I 

i mp ! - 5s- past 

'It seems that the men a re working ' 

The assumption about the rai sinr predicate is tha t 

it does not as sign a theta role to t he subject so the 

subjec t position at D-structure is err:pt y. Due to EF-,-" in 

so~~ l aDfuo ges there will be a pleonast ic subject. The 

subjec t of a comple~ e nt cl a use i s r 3ised ~o be the subj ect 

of the matrix claus e if the I ilFL of the main cla use i s 

1+ _."G p . This i s in l ane:uages Hith rich i..flections . 

Baye ( 1991:118) has "ta ted the reaSC::l fo r it,a s follo\ls: 

.•• i t seems that ra i sin~ i s po ssible out of only 
f i ni te o r tensed c omplements . 'i' he r eason for t h is 
seems to be connected with the f a ct that only in 
such comp l ements canthe trace of a rr,ised subjec t 
be (properl y) ~overned cr l o cally identifie d by 
AGR in lNFL. By l ocal identification we unde r stand 
t h e followilJ g : 
a8. X locally identifies Y, if X shares Z, Z a set 

of features, with y, and X and Y fall wit~in 
the !lame IF or NP as head and spec i f ier of that 
IF/NP. 

This can b e observed here from exaQ~le (14). 

It is re pea ted here for convenience. 

( : 14) L L edin- J 
.. IP}lP 1. 

me n 

L-indaJJ 
C Co t1p . 

L L ~ t_ woni 
I' V' CP 1. 

Hor~: 

ke - 'lIon dJ 

3pl- \vork - Hap I' 

Lkam-J.J 
V V' seem 

.' , 

C-dakeeJ J :J 
I impf-3pl-past 

.. ~l ' l.· _.,. '." . .... _ • .0..10 ~ 1. vi J . 
, , 

-) 
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Here ou r clue for the raising is the cha ng e of :.t. ,,;;'L from 

/-dee/ which i8 /-AGR/ to /-d:ikee/ w~<ich i s /+:"CR/, tJ 

mat c h in features with phonetically realized plur~l subjec t 

/edill/ 'men' which is r;;.i seu to t he el.:p ty buojec t po s i ti on. 

The subc a t eg~rizat i on fram e fer the intr.D ~ itive II 

verbe ilS 
v + 

'rra'Nsitive verbl'! 
Vd.ri.~Li5 

eubcate~orize/ number~ of ar[,;uments 

a8 their complemente. 

Semi-tra~sitive Verb~ 

Sc~i-tra~sicive verb~ are verbs that have viEible or 

iuvieible arguJleuto. I tl othe r Hor ds the :irgllileLt~ t hey 

bubcate~orize :i r e ~Gt a lways p ho ne ti ca lly re ali :~d . 

( ~, 2) I: [ 
IP NP 

LLL 
I' V' NP 

b ok sa J 
ditch 

' He dUb (the) ditch ' 

L b uk - J 
V di g 

itaJ 
1 3 

r L L ,, ] L }:or-] J 
I ' V' NI V 

p l::i.rl t • 

'I p l aat ' 

L - sc~ J J J 
I pf-3 s-p a ~t 

L - s i t J J J 
I 

p :-~l s 

(33) C C ki J C L r 
IP NP 3 I' V' r.l' e J L takk- J J .r: -5 J J J 

!'In V b r eak I pf 

. ' He brvk~ (it)' 

The 8ubcategorizatioRal frame for the semi-transitive 

verb "J r epi',"s en t ed by /1< 01'-/ ' p l ar,t ' i3 : 

/kor-/ V: [(NP) __ J ' plant' 

In ter~ 3 of theta role assignme nt s Amitran s itive verb~ 

are problem~ because the internal arguments are sometimes 

vi s i~ le and at othe r times they are not . R~~msd i jk n~d 

williams proposed two alternative solutiolil8. 
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two dis~inct so l ution s ha ve been p~oposed to Recoun t 
for s uch (exceptional) cases: ·ei ther it is not ncce­
ssory for every a r t';wuen t t o be syntacti cally re8I i ~ e d : 
or it is ne cessary to have two lexi ca l.entrie s as a 
one argument verb and a r e l a ted two argumen t verb. 

The preference for Ari is the first one that it is not 

necessa ry f or every argwnent to be syntactically r ealized . 

MOfic tran s itive Verb s 

l"l onotransitive verbs are tHO p lace or two a r gument 

verbs. 'I'ha t i s , t he v<;:;:,bs l13.ve two theta roL:,:, to assir::" 

a gent theta role to their external argument and the othe r 

to thei r in t ernal argulllent i . e . the: co:np l ement . 

(34) L fproJ [. f. fpdibiuci - J:e 
IP r,p 

stealinG- and 

kRwinti - kJ 
lying -and 

LnaX - ayJ J 
V like-not 

L-itteJ J J 
I pf- 1s-pBst 

'I a~n ' t like s te al i ng nn d lyin~ ' 

()5) r L ',:otaJ 
lP NP 1p l 

f¥oteJ J J 
Ipf- 1Pl - post 

L r [yintS 
- in -o.n J 

I ' v ' l!P . . , crnldren- llel - a cc 

' We washed t he chlldren' 

• 

(36) t: LproJ 
IP liP 

Lt: 
I ' V' 

Lko - mJ 
NP_ 

;Ssf-ace 
£neni¥-J J 
V love- love 

L -dit J J J 
I i~lpf-'1 s 

' I lc,ve he r' 

The subcRtegorizational frame for mon o transitive 

';: n~~ ]--J ' love ' 
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Ditransitive V~r~~ 

Ditr~nsit ivea are t hr ee place or three a~~u~ent 

verbs . Olle external o.r,;=ent and :e he rest t ... o are obli -

gatory interna l nr gurnents . In t"r!!!s 0: G - u:eory , tLcse 

verbs ha ve three e - roles to as s i gn and due to t he ta 

crite rion they need three argurnent6 to reueive these three 

theta roles. 'rhese a rgu:nents can b e filled by NPs , l'Fs 

or clause s as observed in (3.1.3. 3) . 

As in example ( 37) , and ( (69) of chap t e r two ) 

(37) L L noj 
IF NP 

jiy - add - an 
cr 

i m L zig-] L seeJ J J 
3sm 1 S-COille - CD"W 

r. Y . I f - I ' 
j~~ Y/~nt: p - )3_ pas t 

'He wanted me to come ' 

(69 of ch.2) L L abob.3J 
IP 1':P'b b ..;. e e 

LL 
I' V' 

r ,.,,-- , ~ 1- .t'. t1 U O ""':' o -

PP}:eocde -
k"n J 
for 

DUlilu k ayte gayso J L kez-JJ 
cPrlailu go-p i -past say~coNrtel l 

.c-ze JJJ 
'l pf-pas t 

' Abebe told to ~ebede th~t Hail u left ' 

~h~ subcntego r izatioual frnxe for ditrc~sitive verbs 

t~kiD1 /kez - / ' tell ' as R saup le is : 

/kez--/ : V + [pp cp -:I 'tell' 

To cOLc lude thi s secti ol' , a t V' leVel t he S-selection 

theta role ass i cnment is obligatory . As a result the 

arguments i.e., the subjects and the complements are 

licensed t o be vis i ble. 'rhis i s b2cau:e of t,_" i r::lierent 

seman ti c and synto.ctic properti es of the vp.rb. 

3.2.2. V" Comp l ements in Ari 

It is seen in (5.2.1) that the complements are obli-
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require them to appp.a!' . Mid t he verb3 are divided 

a c cord i o!,; to the numbe r and the type s of cOJ:lplements 

data t ha t are pre ,~", nt ecl , th8re arc soo;:e cor:.pl errer,ts 1I': ich 

a r e found with almost al l types of ve r bs without di sti~­

tiona Because of this)they are treated as V" ·complements . 

In GB literature chey are known as X" complements 

ilnd all ~ X" complements are optional . 'In V" thene are 

adv. Ps aud l-'Ps of manner , me&. ns , til!le , i ns trUliJcnt and 

va rious adverbi a l cl auses '( Jackendoff , 1977:72) . 

3 . 2 . 2 .1 i 'hrases with ildverbic.l function 

(38) L LnoJ 
IP NP3 

r L L tokmi - kar,J 
I' V" FP swall-for 

L L gixar-J J J 
V' V 

bec C,;;] e-aDl~ry sm 

L-deJ J J 
Iimpf- past 

'He easily became angry' 

(39) L ["pro J r L ["Xen,>}: 7 
IPNP I 'V" adv .1-'--

L L adad -:7' J J 
V' V 

[-icJ J J 
1 18 

toreorroi·j 

' I will come t OllJOrrOll ' 

Sentence (68) 'of chap t er two i s r epr oduced here as an 

additional example 

( 68 of ch.2) L L proJ 
IP NP 

L zi p;-J J J 
V 

v~c.tnt 

L L L ta J 
I ' V" adv.p 

nOH 

(.-dite] J J 
H lpf- 1 s-pas t 

'I want to ~at now ' 

/: LitS-kan J 
V ' Ct' 

eat-for 
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circliAlstantial. Some are temporal , other, "I'_tial, manner 

etc . Chell/sky (1981 : 4 0) states it as folIo',:. " ' if a 

T>.)sition is or:ly optior:ally p rE: ~> t'dt , tlccn tbe e-ma rkins 

of thi s position i s correspondingly optional, and will 

apply just to satisfy the e-criterion'. 

3.2.2.2 Clauses with Adverbia l Funct ion 

There are also clauses that hove adverbial f unction 

indica tiD~ the reason , man~er , etc . 

(40) L [ pr.o J 
l iP 

r l- / ' pro ii - bab 
I' ', " C? 

- am 

IF 

r L<l.d- J J j 
V V' V" come 

1s - fathdr - acc 

- it L '-'q 
I be - nf/1s 

- e JJ 
- pas t 

'I CD me to visit cy f athe r ' 

(55 of ch.2) LLLL ~. 
pl'O et l. -

SeC 

n - v:c1 

t a J 
inf 

r [ no J 
IF NP jsm I' V" CF Il) 

men def - acc 

de?i .. s - is J 
kill - cause - pf 

[-oJ J 
C Cp comp . 

! [ 'iarn·; l·;t'- J l J 
V' V escape 

• 
'( Bec~use) Le kill~j the Lc~, he 83caped' 

[ - seeJ]/ 
I pf-3s-p,,-st 

To summarize due to extended pro jection principle 

tl::e extern:;l arp;\Lcnts as spec ifiers of IP occupy the 

highest (maxi~a l ) position in the projection of t he sen-

tence. Because of their close relationship with the 

head, V' cornple~" n t s occupy t'ce mi!1i:::uB (initia l ) prc-

jection level i n the cl ause . Between the maximal and t he 

lIlini11l31 projection the circUlDstaIltic:l V" cOlI!plell'.ents are 
I 

found . 
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From t he literature one cen observe t ha t the re are 

diBagreements on the number of leveL; (bars) whic,! a 

lexical head can be project ec. t o . JClc}cendoff (1977:61-2) 

states that: 

V" ' compl ements ••• add no conditions to the as sert­
ion of the sentence but rat her add some sort of 
auxiliary a ssertion (one of I~ho se a r guments i s usua­
lly t he main assertion). They i nc lude sentence adv­
erbials of all sorts sentence appositives , purenthe­
tic a ls ••• and various other subordinate cl auses •••• 

There i s one sentence adverbial , that is /dopan/ 

' certainly ' in Aril 

(41) C L kabadaJ 
IP !'<P }' b d ~e e e 

Lbetakrr3 tic.nJ 
N-' _ 1 

c hurch 

L C C do~anJ L rsamintika ses ' kJ 
I ' V" ' J..dV.D . V II pp 

c e ~talnly weekly Sunday 

L LLy-JJJJ 
V' V go 

C-c-e-eJJJ 
1. - ;, ~mpl - 5 - past 

'Certi1 inly Kebede goes "Co church ev",ry Sunday ' 

(42) L L proJ 
IF !'IP 

C C Cdop an_7 Lt. LL Llnuzi - n -amJ 
I ' V"' Adv . p V" 1 V' NP 

a 1 f."3. 

kn i fe 

- k8 

-with 

.c -teeJ J J 
I pf-3s.-past 

c~rtaiIlly .bant_n a -~ef-& cc 

teX' ~;'_7 
cut 

C-oJJ 
C L 

C';MP 

'Certainly he ate the banana cutting (it) with knife' 

It has be en tried in this chapter to describe ~nd 

clarify the verbs of Ari mainly in to transitive, copula-

tive and i ntr~nsitive bused on the co[~lements with which 

they co-occur . It has also been seen that postpositional 

and cillusa l cClmp l ements occur l'/i th a lmost all verbs. And 

to differ,~n"Ciate various t yp t.c: of cO G,plements the second 
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part of this chapter discusses complements in terms of 

GB t heo r y , why ];iley are visible, why postpositional and 

clausal complements COOCcUB with all verbs . , 

Brief l y hri fits to the general frameworK of GB 

theory , so~e specific l anguage p art icula r i ssues a re di s ­

cussed b e low : 

(a) the morphologi ca l Case mar k i ng of c l au sa. l cO tllplements 

of trans i t i vp. verbs (in v iolation of the Case ~esistant 

Principle ( CRP) ) . 

(b) the absence of Case shiftir.g , the insertion of d=y 

po stp os i tion and t he assi gnment of morpho logica l Case 

f or anima te nouns. 

(c) the subjects of infinitival claus es . 

Cd) the assigl1 i nE cd' accuso.tivc ca,[-"',(! by pas~ive v-=rbs tv 

thei~ direct objects. 

A. 'rhe morphological Case ma r ki.nz 0 f clausal cOL~ple-

m~nts of t r ansitive verDs. • 

Some of the ditransit ive verbs as seen in 

subca t egorize cl ausa l c omp l ements. SOIDe of these cla u ses 

ore marked f or definitenas s and Case by tIle verb l il:e 

/es - / ' know ' ", /am.n/ ' bel i. eve ' 

(43) /k8S8 
Rasa 

aster ta ~olii 
AS];dr - g en sheep 

es - d - c - e / 
know-impf-3s-past 

I,m - t - dn - am 
buy- pf -de ! - acc 

(Kasss knew that ~ster bou~ht the s heep ' 

( 44) / kabada k i - de si ta~a 
- Kebede 3D~- happy 

mat - a q - t - am 
become- pact-pf-acc 

aman - a~~n - d - a - a / 
bel i eve-believe-imp!-3s -pres 

,~ , I 
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I n terrLs of GE , co:nplement., :[,"::.' di tl'~ :ls itive verbs 

Ilre ob1iglltory internal arguments. 'Ehey Ilre iu IlrguJJent 

positions (c~&e pusit ions) bence governed and assigned 

~e ~antic ro1e 99 Usually th~y a r e f illed (o r, occupi ed) 

ty N.Ps. Clauses fu.nctio .. ing as N1's are a1s() found at 

this position as cO!l!plement s of transitive verbs. The 

generoJ,l claim IlS P1amn ( (1986:377) quoting St ..... ell (1981)) 

stlltes 'clauses are Case reaistant bec au s e the he ads of 

constituents are case a ssie;ners tiemse1ves so they do 

~ot aeed/1l11ow Case from some wher e else '. Hence in GB 

t he ory Il principle called CRF (Case m~y not be Ilssigned to 

a cllte go ry that bears a Case - ass i i,;r.ing f e::. ture) i s form-

ul ilte d . CRP ,larks f or '::: !1;T l i sl: . ;~nd ' In Sp" nish ,, 11 

clause s C <l ll be ;n :u'ked f or casi': '. 1936 : 34-4) 

I n Ari :.l s o c l auses are assi~lled [\c .:us",tive t;,,:;rpho-

10r i ca l case by tne bead verb . 

B. 'l'he Oibsence of case _ .. iitin :~ , t he in 8."rtion vi 

01ogica1 case for animate nouns. 

ID Ari itt V sin ~: le bar l e ve l the case marked comp l e-

ments are &djacent and have to be t o ,t he left of the case 

assigner. For pragmatic reasons as in the case of (42) 

other complements can come between the two. In addition 

;:;.nimOl c), is <1 f ac tor i", &'fIsigning c as" . If the Dc.nTI i s 

i _:..n im",te it du"" s not need t v have ,.: ., overt case m~r}:: 0 r, 

and case ma rking morphemes. 
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It is i~ j ic~t~d cy position . 

Case ad~ c ency exi6t s in '._l . So tte noun th a t 

rece i ves CM~ft has to b e adjacent tb the Case ~s5 i ~ner . 

If ~Dcther consti tuent co~es bet~eell the ca·s e a ss i gner 

a nd t he c ase rec e iv~r as i n the c ase of ditrans i tive 

verbs wh e r e t hey have two NP c ompl ement s , the i nd irect 

object wi ll g et case by the dummy postpo s itlon Ikan 13 

'fo r ' , wh ich i s i n se r ted if t he NP i s anima te4 • I f t he 

N""P i s i uanimate, it does not nee d a mo r phological case 

ma r ke r. 

This obse rva t ion can be o f help or CB _ be additiona l 

evid~nce fo r t he question rai s ed by Barss and Lasn i k 

(1986:347) in relation to Encli sh V lIT', NP2 double 

0bjc~ t constructiocs . 

Ie the ;,ri situation (i . e ., tl:e insertion of - 1\:,,11 ) 

fits to Earss and lasuik (1 ~8G :351 . ii) 

VP • 

~-~ 
V NP! PP 

~, 
P lIT';? 

~ 
If t he NP2 i s ani mate F will be I - kd n/ , i f i t is 

inanima t e F wi l l be 0 

k i k., n 
3slll - for 

gini - n u s 
b utte r - def cook 

' I cooked the butter for him' 

V 
- 8 - it- el 

p f - 1 s - past 
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(46) I i ta ma s ' ap k i - ~ i m - s - e I 
'I s book 3s In-acc give-pf-p ;;Js t 

, I ga v e tim a book ' 

(47) IF'abre naresi - kan katSrni i m - s - e - e I 
Gebre NalGs i - for spear give-pf-3s -pust 

'Gebre gave Naros i a spear' 

c. The Bubjects of infinitiva l clauses 

One of the i s sues in relation to verb complements 

i s that o f infinitival subordinate clauses . In descript ­

-ive ter~ s t here are two types of infinitiva l clauses . 

'l' rlese tw o type s are identified by t he morphem e s I-tal 

and I-ani . I-tal occurs with a claus e that neithe r has 

a subject of i ts own nor subject acreaDc nt marke r with 

the verb. 

(3)and (71 ) 

(=3) I beri 
uod 

o f chapter t~o;reproduccd hA re 

"O-ill daq¥ - ta 
1p l-acc sava-int 

aad - aq - e 
CV1 . . C - 'bC - 3 s 

' God carne to save us ' 

cf c h~.pter 

fc i " cJnveGienc e . 

I 

• 

I - an! occurs with B ~ l.~u s c that h~vc a subj~c t and!or 

agreement roarker. 5 

( 71 of cb.2) I g&bre e - r 
. Gebre house-Ioc 

kay 
e;o 

an 
- inf 

'I wanted Gebr e to go home' 

zi g - s - it-el 
l-18.nt-pf-1s-past 

In ter:ns of GB theory cL,uses ar" ter::;ed i nfinit ive s 

becaUSe they l ack INFL (i.e. pers on, f,ende r, number, tense, 

and a spect markers). So if clauses are not ma rked for 

these features especially for aspect and/or agreement they 

will -not assign nominative case . If they don ' ~ ns s irn 

case t he ir subjec~are not governed and can not be realized 
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phonetically . By i:.?P ( clauses i.ave to ha ve subjec t s) 

t he i n finitival clausal cOffip l emcn t will hove an emp t y 

sub ject i.e. PRO ( abstract pronominal subj",ct). 

At the subj",ct position of infini~ival claRStS of 

Ari three types of Bubjects can occur. Thes~ are: (1) 

PRO, (2 ) Pro and (3) lexica l subjec t .. 

(1) PRO occurs in a subject position of the complement 

claus e for the reason that all clause s should hav~ sub-

ject s and the po s i tion ~Ihere 1'RO is found, i s not governed 

in (73 of ch. 

(73 of ch.2) 

2). 

L 
IP 

etG.:Ja £" r 
CD IP 

woman-de l 

F20 ba~a dib -J 

chicken st eal 

Lbox - ¥ - e - c J J 
think-pf- 3s-pas t 

-ta J 
inf 

I The WOUlan I/Bnted to ster. l the chicken I 

p~o in (~3) ge t s it s refe ren ce from the subject of the 
• 

".~ ln c l ause i . e . , i t i o obligstori ~y c02tro l led . This 

t yp e of cl au s es in Ari are marked by the morpheme /-~a/. 

Ass i gnin G ~RO to infinitival clause s as their sub-

ject is a uni versal phenomenon :md found in the rna j ori ty 

of the world languages. 

(2) In j,ri like most othe r Eth i vl,ian l unguages6 B IFL 

can a lso have /AGR/ a greement marker. '101hen eve r this 

is the ca se , the cl a use cs n h~ ve a lexic a l su~ject ' 

(Baye , 1988 :6'08). \·ih en the cl aus e is G;,CR] which lic enB<ls 

an d -as s i gns Lc:;inative case f or tr.e suuject, t he prono".lina l 

Ill' t hCit occurs a s the s ub ject can be pro which can De 
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re ~cv~r¢d from tt~ AGil thnt ~a tches witl1 tIle proLouinal 

HP ,,5 in (48 ) 

( 48) Cito. LL(p::,o). 
15 J. 

ki. 
J. 

1:;.;:;.y_7 -&.nJ z i g - d - it - e~ 

want- pf - 1s - pas t 3sm - go i nf 

'I wanted him to go ' 

(3) The presence of AGR as it is seen ab ove licen ses t he 

potential 'lexicalization of the subject'. So instead of 

pro(nominal) we can also observe a l exica l subjec t as in 

(49) . 

(49) ~etadna ~ ~et8in ba~a dib~ -anJ 
woman-def maG- de f chicken Eceal 

zig - S e 
wa.:.t - pf - 3s 

eJ 
P&'5t 

-ilJi' 

'The woman wanted the man to steal the chickec' 

To summarize in ft~i with the infinitival clauses 

both cptions Drc ub serv e-i . The i!:!finitival clause vlith-

out ovt"rt subject and .[-."Glj in H1PI, , ... il i~h is morpholo­

gica lly marl~ed by /-t .. /, "nd t!:"le infini ti va l clause \:i eil 
• 

OVert s u b~iect or pro and/or t:r.:· .. C y in Ihi~L \·Jt; ich is 

marked by /-an/. Baye ('1986 : 600) named. t he first type 

' non-finite i nfinitival', and the second ' finite in fini -

tiv .. l', 

D. 'I'he assigning of accusative morphological case 

by p"-,,s ive verbs to their direct objects. 

Ari has morpholo~ical passive constructions . The 

passi ves (Cf . 2 w2.2) are fo rm ed by tr,,, suffix e i ther /_'i)r/ 

or /-im/. In addition, the passive verbs r."ve NP comp-

leme nts tha t are marked for acc~sative c~ s e thou~ll it is 

• 
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no"C lD [.11 s itu !l tion s (so, .. :; ti l!l t':s t tlt: objects are n~oved) . 

In terms of GB theory Sobin7 ( (1985: 650 - 1) 

(quotin r; ChoILsky (1981) ) s t D.t~s th.:;.t : 

Fa s sive morphology has t he unique property that it 
"absorbs" case. 'rhus in a pas s ive '1P the passive 
head V will block case assi~nwent to an NP that it 
governs ••• since it was not assigned cas'e based on 
its earlier GF, [lil', ypJ , b ecause of the passive 
governing V, it is assic ned (nominative) case based 
on it s new GF. (after the application of moveO(). 

These tw o s t a t~ents at0ut pas s ive con s tructions 

are violat l' d in t ,., i s lunguace . 'l'he r e is an NP comple-

I:" • .,). t wh ich is assi;l1ed :;'ccllsat i ve cr·se by a passive 

verb as in ( (53) of ch.2). 

(5, o f ch.2) ~ e zobsi - n -am 
lion - daf - a ce 

d~ys - 3r - aqq~ 
kill - pass- be 

, It was killed the lion ' 

Inte restin~ly, in Ari two options a ~e ob se rvedB• These 

are : 

(1 ) Passi ve morpholo ~y Illtll move~e~t : passive verD S will 
• 

not ~s .s i gn c ase so the :.P of \.f? \·,r ill 'se :Uvved to t he 

subject po s ition a.nd acquire nominative case. 

(50 ) .eke 
3pl 

- III Lt . 
_ def l 

k ez - a r d e J J 
tell - pass - impf- past 

'They were told' 

(2) Passive n::orptolo p:y wi t h::::'out I:lO VeDer. t: In SOlDt: COLst-

ructions of passive verbs, the ve r os Hill assign ac.cusat-

ive ca s e. 
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ab l a ke - Y7i - an~ 
cloths 3pl-wash-inf 

F ;\ i g -ar da JJ 
want-pass-impf-pres 

• 

Lk<! - mJ 
NP )pl-r.cc 

'(that ) the children (have) to wash cloth~ is ' want ed ' • 
Tho ugh it is not totally clear when NP c ompl emec t s 

of the verb move and when they do n ot move, the as si f~n-

ment of morpho l ogica l accusative case Dorke r to the !Ts 

by the go vernin~ verb s r a ise a challen~e to the theoret­

ical notions9 of passive constructioc s and c ... "e as si[:-n-

rr,c::n t. 

• 

\ 
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Notes On Chapter Three 

1'l'he terUJs intransi ti ve , copula tive and transi (; i 'Ie 
are u sed instead o f type 1, type 2 and type 3 be cause 
they are f a irly kn own nnd acceIlted tro~ the "traditional 
"rammar. 

2BaYe '6 (1991) a rticle deals W1-r O raising in Amharic. 
He provided counter evidence to Riz~'s (1981) propo sa l 
that r a ising out of finite clauses is impossible, and 
argued for raising to be possible out of finite complement 
clauses by giving ample evidences from Amharic. 'l'his 
phenomenon i.e., raising of subjects from finite comple­
ment clauses is also observed in Ari. 

3/ - ka nl 'for' Thi s " le![,,,nt does not contribute to 
the se~antics o f the sentences. If it does it ~iolates 
a project i on prin~~ple i.e. insertion of a semantic~lly 
significant element at S- s tructure Ilf ,ich does not exist 
in the D-st ructure. It only \'lOrks for the syntactic 
rel a t ion of the sentence. The t wo d~~y postpositionsof 
Ari are I -tal ' of ' that is u sed for c;eni ti ve case assign­
ing and I-kanl 'for' for accti sativ~ . c aEe assi gnhlent . 

4ThoU Eh animacy is th~ fact or for the pr~sen~v of 
accusative morpholO!,:ical case an d t he insertion of dWlLwy 
post ;:> osition (CT. Comrie , '1 981 ) , i"t i s not possible f or 
the pre sent writer to deal , . .,i th it syntac tically or 
se!:'antically . 

50n~ prO blem with the subjects of infini{ivnl ciauscs 
ob serveJ i s tlJ:l t 11 hen "t he cl nu se ha c an OVArt lex ic nl 
subje ct a s in (71 ~f c b . 2) whicl! i s reproduced here . 
(71 of ch. 2) £"'pro /: L gabre e - r kay -J - anJ 

Gebre house-loc go inf 

zig - 5 - it - e -' 
. \.Jant- pf- 1 s - pa st 

'I wanted Gebre to go home' 

The INFL is r-AGRJ but the overt subjec t is there Hith 
t he i u1"ini ti ve marker I - ani I not I- tn/. 'l'h is needs fur­
t he r study. 

6Bayc (1988,) s t a te s that Oromo probably other 
Cushitic and Eth~-Semitic languases are characteri zed 
by infinitives which allow lexical subjects. 
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7Sobi n (1 985) pointed out th::l t in UkrainiuL lr,,; r'UC-'i':e 
the Llo r pholop; i c n l passive verb assi r,ns case to its 1'11' . -

8Coucernin~ differelJt opt ions of pas 5i~e~ , B~k~le 
( (1989 : 92) quot ing Chomsky ( 1981) ) sta t e s t ha t ' even 
within a s i L" l e la np;uu" e there lllay be passive morpholop;y 
wi t h mov ement, mov ement witbo~t passive morpholo~y, or 
pass i ve wi th neithe r pass ive mOI1)hol ogy nor moverr,ent '. 

9Sobi~ (1985:661) concerning this theoretical is sue 
states the followi ng : 

Gi veLl such -. rang e Cl CQ. s e nss i r:runer: t behavi or , i t 
se eJllS that prope rty I ( C trp , S J doe3 not rec e ive 
a e - ro l e) is t he only consist ent correlate of 
passive morpholo i';Y and t h e only cadid<lte fo~ beinp; 
l abeled the " core property" of p a s s i ve . Furtter , 
fro m the r ange Qf c ase as s i gnment possibilities 
discussed here , it i s not c l ea r t hat p ~operty II 
( L NP . '1P J does not rer:e i ve case wi thin 'IF , fvr 
some choice of 1,P in VP ) should in an;y direct way 
deri ved from prope r t y (I) . 

1M Sob i g '5 (19B5) , e vidence from diffe ren t l ~y~u~~e~ , 
(those th a t are Case .,arked by na s s ive verbs aDd the s e 
tha t a re not) a r e u sed t o ind~c;te ~he constant pre sence 
0 1' princi]:le (I ) ilLpassive cons t ruc tioLs . 

• 
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CONClUSICN 

To fUQmurize, this pnpe r include s t he literature 

review on Ari, the theoretical fraru e\>lork that i s used 

in the eYpl anation , the basic gramma tica l features that 

a re important for the work, the dBscription~nd explan­

at ion of verb c0illplelUBLts (with special emphasis on 

single bar level). 

As can be observed in the de scriptive and expl aua­

tory part Ari is a pro-drop l angua c;e Hith the head final 

in most phrases and cl ause s . 

There are some issues which are re.ained unsolved 

he l' e . These a r e , 

(a) The problem of t he t he ory in r elation \>Ii tb c opul at i ve 

verbs . The ir sub cn t ~~oriz a t i on f ea t ure i s t he G~me 

with transitivb verb s , but their beha viour is lik e 

i u t ransit i .u verbs . 

Cu ) In the ca se of sewi-tr:ms i tivB Ye rb s wit.h rel a t ion 

t o t hei r th e t a r ol e ossigrlment . I f th~y are two 

a rgume nt verbs they will be monotransitive v~rbs a nd 

t he;y wi ll Qavc tl-IO N.Ps, subject ",nd ob ject. But a5 

seen in the third chapter the s e verbs may not occur 

with objects. Their having of two subcate~orization 

p ote nti~l re~ain the s ace herB. 

(c) In the case of ditransitiv( ver bs they can t ake 

clau sal con~l ement(s ) with or without additi onal 

tiP coruplements. Some of t hese verbs like /esar-/ 

' b~~£ ', / z i ~-/f wan t' may huve c o refe rent i~ ~ 
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mo r phologi ca lly case marJ.:ed (Le ., i':e nit iv~ "nn/or 

accusa tive) "resumptive p ron oun " which a s it is 

compared ~~th its ~n~lidh Clo ss i s redundant and 

need fu rther study . 

(d) The existence of t he pronoun - pre fix form ( a s 

INFL) r epresenting the subject of subord inate 

clausal complements in their verbs as different 

from the suffix form in main clau se verbs is obser­

ved, but not explained. 

Some of the findings of t hi s t hesis (having in ~ind 

the as s umption that t he descriptions are correct) are: 

- 'I' '''.e tlOrpho logica lly CBse rcarl( ing of c lausal cOTq:: l emellts 

of transiti;_ verbs (in violation of the Case Resistant 

Pr i nciple (CRP) ). 

'The abG~nce of C"se shi ftin g , t he inse rt ion () f du=y 

po~tpositicn, and the assi rr.nen t of morpholo~ica l ~ase 

f o r animate nouns. 
• 

~~e sub je~ts of i nfinitival c l s~ces 

':'he <lss i g:ii ng of ac c_so. tive rnol"1-'nolo[ical c£<se by 

pa s s i ve troTIsi tive to t he i r direct object i n so.,e 

situa tions . 

Some of these, the case marking of clauses, the 

in~e rtion of dummy po stposi tion, the ,~ubj ect s of i r.fir,i ­

tival clauses and the as si~nment of accusat ive Case by 

pas5ive v€ rb s are eA~lainea in ( 3 . 2 ) . Ot hers l i ke the 

e ~i s tence of t he proD0un- pr efix f orn i n subordinate 

cl&usa l complecents bod " reswDptive pronouns " with t hei r 
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Case Edrk i u~s are so me of t h e problems w\lich require 

furt her r esea r ch . 

• 
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