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Unlike intrancitive verbs copulative verbs have
conmplements (lPs, APs and clauses) that are uwarking
some type of description about the subjeet which are {cuny
obligatorﬂw. Without the presence of these the sentences
are not acceptable. Copulatives as wve will see (Cf.3.2)
are different from the transitive verbs eventhough they
occur with obligatory, NPs, APs and clauses. The diffe-
rence is that with copulatives they function as predica-
tive complements, while witia dransitive verbs they
functicn as object complements. (Cf. Huddleston (1984:
183-5) ).

3.1.3 Trancsitive Verbs

Transitive verbs have objccets preceding them. These
cbjects are cate.orially lirs, W&y and clauses. Transitive
verbs can be subdivided into three trmeg: semi-transitives,
monotransitives and ditransitives, based on the nunber

of noun phrases and/or clauses with vhich theyv co-cccur.

e 131 Eemimtr...itive Verb.

A

The verbs in this subgroup have only certain noun
phrases whichk may occur with the verb. Ilost of the verbs
of this subgroup if they have an NP as their object, this
NP is a cognate with the verb.

(15.1) /keta 1leqa leq =~ de ~ ke /
35pl game play =-impf - 3pl

'They play game'

(15.2) /keta leq =~ de =~ ke /
>pl play - impf - Zpl

'They plaved'
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(1661) /itPwi it® - s -
food eat = pf -

= @ Jf
- past

N @

'le ate (the) food!

(1602) /it° = s -e¢ = e /
eat - pf - 3s - past ‘He ate'

As observea above the verb may have objects
derived from the same root morpheme /leq-/ 'play' and

/its—/ lecat! ®

3.1.%.,2 Monotransitive Verbs

Monotransitive verbs are characterized by comple-
ments which caﬁ:pot be miasedfﬁithout the resilting
structure being incomplete or totally illformed. ( Baye,
1986:108).

Some of the verus categorized in this subelass
/nat~/ Like', S¥en=/ ‘buy/sell’, /zitﬁ'—/ ‘close' and

Jui-/ 'cook' ...

. . ' 334 h! .
(17) /ita ari edin -3um nasa - nag -d - it - e /
1s Ari men - acce like = like -inpf=i1s -past
-

*I 1il:zd the 4ri peopsle’

(18) /kobado mnos'ap ~om Sen - S ~e -e& /
Kebede book - acc sell- pf =3s -past

'febede sold(the) boolk!

(19) /ita giini -n - 2m W - § - it/
18 butter -def - acc cook - pf = 1s

'T cooked the butter'

(20) /ita pulten 2it? ~d - it 7
18 door close -impf - 15

'T closed the door!

Though it is not found with all the examples, with

o

the direct objects of menotr.noitive verbs the uccusative



- 43 -

morphological c&se marker is suffixed to the object

complement.

Z,1.3.3 Ditransitive Verbs

The verbscategorized as ditransitives are the ones
which subcategorize 'one NP and one adpositional phrase,
or a clause as the case may be' (Baye, 1986:109).

The same characterization can also be used in Ari.
So we can divide the ditrarnsitive verbs ¢f Ari in to
two. Thése that are preceded by two NPs and/or one 1P
=nd one adpositional phrase or clause are like /kez=/
‘tell' /im-/ ‘'give!

(21) /yintZsu i-m bs1¥ 1 - 8 /
girl-def is-acc injera give-pf

'The girl gave wme injera’

(22)/ababs kabsda - kan 1ee leZ - zZ - ¢ - e /
Abebe Kebede - for secret tell-pf-3s-past

'Abebe told Kebede (thé)sccret'

In (21) the verdb /im-/ 'give' takesdirecs and irn-
direct obJjects. The aniwate ncun which is the direct
object has the overt case marker (as in 21). If the
direct object is like /balg/ 'injera' which is inanimate
it 1¢ not mofphologically case marked, it thei?irect
object is an animate noun it needs a postposition -kan
to have accusative case of postposition. This can be
seen also in example (22).

There are also verbs that usuzally require finite
and non-finite clauses with or without additional noun

phrase., Thesge are like: /fes</ 'know', /essr/ 'hear’',
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/zig-/ 'waant', /amen/ 'believe', /moker-/ 'try', /pay-/
'say' and Jalyart-/ 'prouise’.

(23) /ita kasa -t qolii Yenten i - ¢
15 Kas:2 = gen sheep. buy-pf-Nzr 2SN~ [Tl

esdr - s = it /
hear - pf - s

'T heard Kassa's buying the shesp'.
/esdr~/ 'hear' takes a nominalized clause complement
and an NP /kit/ a pronoun with genitive case that agree
in number, person and case with the _ubject of the sub-
ordinated nominalized complement,

(24) /yint®ina abla ke - 71 - an ke - m
boys cloth 3pl - wash = coMp 3pl - acoc

zig =-gr - da [/
want = pasu= impf-pres

*(that) the children (have) to wash clouthes

is wanted'
/zig=/ ‘'want' ds a transitive verbd can take a clauze
and/or a clause with an I'P., Hzre there is an HP as a
pronoun and that proroun has accustive case 1rom the
passive form of the matrix verb., The pronouns /kxit/ of
(23) and /kem/ of (24) are in the position of NP wnere
they do not have equivulents with the English gloss.
The first point about these pronouns'is, they are the re-
presentation of Kasa and children. Yhey are repeated
redundantly in comparison with their LEnzlish gloss, Secondly,
their case assignment /kit/ 'his' has the genitive case
similar to 'Kasa', while /k&@m/ has the accusative case un-

like 'children', which is in the nominative position.



o U5

(25) /geltik  ii - ad = in - bid bsk'sls - ken
carly-on ‘s -come - 7 - com? Lekele - for
alyart - it - e /

promisec-pf- 15 - past
'I prowmised for Bekele fhat I will come early!
Here the verb /alyart-/ 'promise' takes two comple-
ments a PP and an aspectless clause wvith the.pronoun prefix
form that agrees with the main clause subject.

(26) /kasa aster-ta qolii Yon - ton -=m
Kasa #4Aster-gen sheep buy - Nzr - acc

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

'Kasa knew that Aster bought the sheep!

2.2. Verb Complements of Ari In GB Framework

In this section, constituents are classified and con-
sidered in_to three groups. The obligatory subcateporized
¢vstituents as V' complewments, constituents that have
adverbial function as V" conmplewents and some sententiul
adverbs &s V"' coumplements. Trom these thre@)only V!
complements will be explained basc. on Jackendoff's (1977)
X-bar model and some modules of Government and Binding
theory as postulated in Chomskys (1981, 1986) works.
Lastly the chapter will be concluded by raising some

language specific issues.

3.2¢1. V' Complements

Complements for X' are i..ined Iunctional arguments.
These are Mook ? j#xud, phrases and/or clauses that have
direct (obligatory) thematic relations with their lewvical

head (Baye, 1986:87), and they are strictly subcategorized



by the verb,

Verbs can be classified in to subtvpes based on
their semantic properties,in terms of the number of nominals
with which they combine in the nuclei of sentences (Lyons,
1986:350). The classification we used in 3%.1. can be
affirmed: intransitives and copulatives as oné place veros,
monotransitives as two place verbs and ditransitives as
three place verbs. This is so because the verb which is
the head due to its inherent semantic properties E-selects
ard ascigns differect and various numvers of theta roles
to the obligatory and optional arguments. The theta roles

they possess have licensed their nresence in a sentence.

2.2e1:1 Inzransitives

Intrensitive vesbs can be subgrouped in to two:

Intransitive T

Verbs clascified here are one place or one argumeut

-
vearts because they assipn only one thetz role and that
extens. 4
will be assigned to the subject by thﬁ/projection princ-
inle that requires every cluuse to have a subject. “he
function of these verbs is to descrile their subject
(external argument) as an experiencer.

(29) £ [ vol £ [as - ino / [ get-777
V

1P LR IV V" Adigs V!
Zsm how-that sleep
L8 ~0~0e777
pf-3s-past

'How well did he sleep?’
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(28) / [/ vpro7 /[ ue-meksi -_/ %ﬂ-dit 7.77
. beg-beg impf-1s
'I will beg'

Due to recoverability of the subject fiom the 40X
in INFL (see e.g (28)) the subject can be pro. If the
noun is not recoverable the subject I will obiigatorily
be realized due to extended projection principle (hence
forth, EPP)., This is one clue that Ari is a pro-drop
language.

(22)

oy

—

/[~ puk?ulan 7 [/ [/ QZapeye-7 [ ~te 7 7 7
P ' v I
hay-derl decay pi-past

'The hay is decaying'
The subcategorization frame for intransitive I verd
as represented by /mek~/ 'beg' is

/mek-/ + V + /[——7 'beg'

Intransitive II

Irti.nsitive II verbs are the corulative verbs., These
or
verbs can subcategorize nuwinal, adjcctivay’clausal comp=-
lements., Their s,..tactic function is to link the glject-
ival, nominal .or clausal conmplement with their external
arguwcot (Baye, 1986: 96).

Copulative constructions have two arzuments. Follow-
ing this they will be said that they are two place predi-
cates or S-selects two arguments. Eut they are classified
as intransitive verbs. Tcshome (15689:75) gives the

following explanation to this issue.
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A corplement in a copulative claurne expresses ither
the epntity or state of the subject. Hewce, a copula-
tive clause equates the Kr in the subject position
with the NP in the VP or the NP in the VP expresces
the state of the subject. sas a result the Nr comp-
lement which the copilative verb S-selects pets its
6-role from its head. The N in the subject position
is ©®-wmarked by the VI, since the verb has the nature
of assigning a 6-role to its subject position compo-
sitionally with its VP. That means, there are 6 -
positions in a copulative constructiomn where the S-
selected category is N",

The proof he gives for the absence of interual arguments

of copulafive verbs is that unlike transitive verbs, they
are devoid of assigning accusative case to their
coupleme.t position i.e. the position is not a case position.
20 they behave like intransitive verbs. This is exempli-
fied by senterce (30) and (11) in (3.1.2)

(30) £ £ k'slswna 7 [ L L zoymi-/ [ -7 7
10 1 irt kT 1
IP NP osiour-der + ¥ *  1ea cop.

§F9 777
'The cclour is red!
(=11) £ [ seyuisina 7 [ [ [ wod'i 7 [maet-7 7
1P NP _ , . I' V' AP i
stone=daf

L =se7 7 7
I pf-pastI

ary becone

'"The stone became dry!

The verb 'seem' is the raising predicate2 according

to GB theory. The same is true here for fkenm-/ 'seer’'.

In hri as observed in ( (57) of ch.2), the complement

clause subcategorized by /kam-/ 'seem' can be a finite
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clause il it has boia AGR ana A3ZP features. The subjuct
of this clause is not raised for the reason that the

2o no matching of features between the raised subject and
the INFL of the matrix clause, which licenses its presence,

In short it is tue absence of AGR in the main clause,

(57 of ¢ch.2) / [ e7 L [ [ /[ edin woni'ke = won - d_7
IF NP I* ¥ CF IP :
men work 3pl- work -impf

éf—lnda;7;7 [_kamf;7;7 [T dee_7 ;7 7

corr seem 1mpf - Zs-past
'It seems that the men are working'

The assumption about the raisine predicate is that
it does not assign a theta role to the subject so the
subject position at D-structure is ermpty. Due to ZFr in
some lanfuages there will be a pleonastic subject. The
subject of a complement clause is raised to be the subject
of the matrix clause if the IULFL of the main clause is
/+ aGR7, This is in languages with ricn iuflections.
Baye (1991:118) has -tated the reasca for it,as follous:

ees it seems that raising 1s possible out of conly

finite or tensed complements. “he reason for this
seemg to be connected with the fact that only in
such complements canthe trace of a raised subaect
be (pronerly) governed or locally identified by

AGR in INFL. By local identification we understand

the followiug:

28. X locally identifies Y, if X shares Z, Z a set
of features, with y, and X and Y fall within
the same IP or NP as head and specifier of that
IP/NP.

This can be observed here from examnle (14).

It is repeated here for convenience.

(=14) £ [ edin, 7 [ [ L t; woni ke - won - d7

L] i -
L men Ul work 3pl- work - ampf
[/ -inda 7 7 [ kam-_7 _7 [—-ddkee] 7
cotp ¥ seem 1mnf—3nl—0ast
Vg a See grkimg (v . w0
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Here our clue for the raising is the change of inFL from
/~dee/ which is /-AGR/ to /-dakee/ which is /+i3R/, to
match in features with phonetically realized plural subject
/edin/ 'men' which is raised to the ewpty subdject position.

The subcateporization frame feor the igtrinsitive IT
verbs is

V + ({ Eg{ )__*__
CP

Folol102 Tramsitives

vardeus
Transitive verbs subcategorizi/numbcr_ of arpguments

ag their complements.,

Semi=trausitive Verbs

Scui=trausitive verbs are verbs that have visible or
invizible arguxexts. Ju other words the arguments they
subcategorize are net always phonetically realizad.

(31) /~ [ pro 7 [ [ L boksa _J [ tvok-_7 [ =sc: 7
iR T# Tl v [ i}
IP NP LY V' NP eion J dig I st
'He dug (the) diteh!'

22 % i < /[~ Yore L wnd
('d){éé}’ 1ta]{:‘§;l{{.,]vlor_7_7,_ 8 7 7T F

13 plEtt o pi-1s
*I plant®
(3833 L £ WM T L &£ ( e/ [ takk-7 7 [ -s7 7 7
IF NP 1' ¥' KP Vv = b 5
Fan break pr

'He bruke (it)'
The subcategorizational frame for the semi-transitive
verb a. repiesented by /kor-/ 'plant' is:
Jkor~/ V: [FNP) ____:] *plant’
In terns of theta role ascignment semitransitive verbs
are problems becauce the iaternal arguments are soretimes

visible and at other times they are not. ®icmsdijk and

Williams proposed two alternative solutions.
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They (1986:243) have stuted that:
two distincet soluticns have been pro posed to account
for such (exceptioual) cases: -either it is not nece-
ssary for every argument to be syntactically realized:
or it is necessary to have two lexical .entries as a
one argument verb and a related two argument verb.
The preference for Ari is the first one that it is not

necessary for every argument to be syntactically realized.

Monctransitive Verbs

Monotransitive verbs are two place or two argument
verbs. That isy the verbs have two theta roles to assipgu,
agzent theta role to their external argument and the other
to their internal arguuent i.e. the coxzplement.

(24) [ [ pro7 5: &£ ﬁ%dibiuci - ke kawinti - k7

IP KNP v
stealing-and 1lying —and
[ na3 - ay 7 7 gf—lttu;7 7z
like-~not pf ~1e=past

'T don't like stealing and lying
(35) £ [ wota_/ [[Zykrt - in —~au_7[ {i-77

&F e ipl w Ychildren~-del-ace b wasii

[ bote 7 7 7
Ipr-ﬂpl—paat

'Yle washed the children'

(36) £ L pro 7 [ L [X¥o -m7 [ neni%-7 7

- 1 [

I HE ItV ‘PJsf-acc ¥ love-love
fw=d3t 7 T 7

I impf-s

'T love her'
The subcategorizational frame for monotransitive

verb is: /hug—/ Vi “gbf ] ‘love'



Ditransitive Verrs

Ditrunsitives are three place or three argument
veros. One external argucent and the rest two are obli-

gatory internal srguments. In term

iy

of © - tneory, these
verbs have three 6 - roles to assign and due to theta
criterion they need three arguments to reveive these three
theta roles. These arguments can be filled by Nis, FPs

or clauses as observed in (3.1.3.3).

As in example (37), and ( (69) of chapter two)

B7) £ {07 L33 - add—an dn [aie-] [ee] 77
A liPﬁsm 1s=-come - cop?® “5acl want Ipf-ES- past

'He wanted me to come'

(69 of ch.2) £ [ avdvd 7 [ [ [ k3b%i3d - kan 7
IP BPyy e I' V' pp

/hailu kayte gayso / Yez= 7/ L -ze 777
®Piailu go-pIl-past say-ccmp tell pf-past

'Abebe told to rKebede thzt Hailu left!

The subcategorizatioual fraze for ditragpsitive verbs
taking /kez-/ 'tell' as & sauple is:

/kez~/ :+ ¥V +[pp cp - _J 'tell!

To conclude this section, at V' level the E-seleetion
si:d theta role assipnment is obligatory. As a result the
arguments i.e., the subjects and the complements are
licensed to be visible. This is bscauze of t.e irnlierent

semantic and eyntactic properties of the verb.

3.2.2. V" Complements in Ari

It is seen in (5.2.1) that the complements are obli-

catory i.e. the inherart lexical preserties of the verb
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require them to appear. And the vervs are divided
according to the number and the types of complements
they subcategorize end L-select, ILioucver frc. the sample
data that are presented, there are sone complements which
are found with almost all types of verbs without distipc-
tion. Because of this,they are treated as V" ‘complements.
In GB literature they are known as X" complements
and all ke« X" complements are optional. 'In V" there are
adv., Ps and rPs of manner, means, time, instruuwcnt and
various adverbial clauses'(Jackendoff, 1977:72).
3.2.2.1 rhrases with idverbial function

(%8) £ [ no7 [ [ [tokmi - ka7 [ [ gixar- 7.7 7
IP NP i+ ¥ PP . v . N
3sm swall=for beccrue-angry

[-de 7 T 7
I,
impf-past

'He easily became angry'

IP NP I1' V'adv.t v
tomorrow COLO=CO0®
L =it 7 T T
18

'T will come tomorrow!'
Sentence (68) -of chapter two is reproduced here as an

additional example

(68 of ¢ch.2) L L pro7 L L [ ta 7 [ [ it®-xan 7

IP NP I' V" adv.p vy ¢cp

now eat-for
[ 2ig-/ 7 7 {r-dite:/’ T 7
" want impf-1s=-past

8 'T want to <at now!
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iy 2 = —~ i & 2 o A - = rn
The e-roles that are assirned to V

complezents are
circusstantial., Come are temporal, other..patial, manner
etc. Chouwsky (1581:40) states it as follow., 'if a
Fosition is only optiorally preceut, then the €-marking

of this position is correspondingly optional, and will

apply Jjust to satisfy the ©-criterion'.

3.2.2.2 Clauses with Adverbial Munction

There are also claucses that have adverbial function
indicating the reason, manrer, etc.

(40) [ L peo 7 {T L éé pro ii - bab -sm  Yosi - ta _J

1s ~father -acc csee =~ inf

1P P
[ [ad- 7 7 ] [ wa - it -e 7 7
T ouyn r
* come L - be - nf/1s -past

'I come to visit uy father!

(55 of ch.2) /~ /w07 [ L [ [/ pro et®i - n -anm
IR NP . A ¥ g IP
48m men - def - acc

de?i - w8 ~i8 7 L~ F 7 i [ lanelest'- F F T [ —aee ]/
& -
b

kill - cause - pf ccom escape pf=3s-past
"(Becsause) ke killed the wmen, he escaped!
To summarize due to extended projecticn principle

the externzl arguzents as specifiers of IP cccupy the

highest (maximal) position in the projection of the sen-

tence, Because of their close reaationship with the

head, V' compleweats occupy the minimum (initial) pro-

Jjection level in the clause. Between the waximal and the

winimal projecticn the circumstantial’V“ complements are

found.
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From the literature one can observe that there are
disagreements on the number of levels (bars) which a
lexical head can be projected to. dackendoff (1977:61-2)
states that:

V"' complements... add no conditions to the assert-

ion of the sentence but rather add scme sort of

auxiliary assertion (one of whose arguments is usua-
1lly the main assertion). They include sentence adv-

erbials of a3ll sorts sentence appositives, parenthe-
ticals ... and various other subordinate clauses... .

There is one sentence adverbial, that is /dopan/
‘certainly' in Ariq

(#41) £ [/ kevada 7 [ [ [ dopan7 [ [ samintika ses'k 7

=

I L ; I ] Vn ] ’ "i . . *Vrll l P

P 3F Fevede S tainly weekly  Sundav
L betdkrstien/ [ [kuy- 7777 [~-cd-e-e 777
172 1] g
e church LA o Iimpf - 35 -past

'Certainly Kebede goes to church every Sunday'

(«2) [ L pro7 [ [ [dopanT [t [ L [ wuzi-n -3un7
i

IP NP V"' Adv.p VLI

certainly e banzna-def-acc
L [ pro alga - ke ted ¥ 7 L -7 7 LitPe 77 7T
b knife -with cut Y ocomp L v eat

L ~tee7 7 7
= pf-3s-past

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

It has been tried in this chapter to describe znd
clarify the verbs of Ari mainly in to transitive, copula-
tive and intransitive based on the conplements with which
they co-occur. It has also been see¢un that postpositional
and clsusal complements occur with almost all verbs. And

to differentiate various types oI cowplements the second
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part of this chapter discusses complements in terms of

GB theory, why they are visible, why postpositional and

clausal complements cooé@s witnh all verbs.

Briefly ari fits to the general framework of GB
theory, sone specific language particular issues are dis-
cussed below: .

(a) the morphological Case marking of clausal couwplements
of transitive verbs (in violation of the Case Resistant
Principle (CRP) ).

(b) the absence of Case shifting, the inserticn of duaay
postposition and the assignment of morphological Case
for anirate nouns.

(¢) the subjects of infinitival clauzes.

(d) the assigning of accusative case by pascsive verbs to

their direct objects.

A. Thne morphological Case marking of clausal comple-
ments of transitive verts, .

Some of the ditransitive verbs a3 seen in (3%.1.5.3)
subcategorize clausal complements, Some of these clauses
are marked for definiteness and Case bv the verb like
/es-/ 'know', /aman/ 'believe' ...

(43) /kasa aster - ta qolii ¥an - t -3n -3n
Kasa Aster - gen sheep buy- pf =der - ace

s = d = ¢ - e /
know-impf-3s=past

'Kassa knew that Aster boupght the sheep'

(44) /kab3ds ki - desitafa mat - aq = t -am
- Kebede Ziu- happy become-past-pf-acc

amadn - antn - d =-a = a /
believe~believe-impf-3s-pres

'T_ehede bels, Pl = cie gy Anr el
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~

In terms of GB, complement. Tfur ditr«asitive verbs
are obligatory imternal arguments. They are im argument
positions (case pusitions) hence governed and assizned
sexantic rolesg Usually they are filled (or. eccupied)
by NPs., Clauses fuanctiocwuing as NPs are alse found at
this positioa as complements of transitive verbs. The
general claim as Plamm ( (1986:377) quoting Stuwell (1981))
states 'clauses are Case re3istant because the heads of
constituents are case assipners themselves so they do
cot need/allow Case from some where else'., Hence in GB
theory a principle called CRF (Case may not be assipgned to
a category that bears a Case-assigning feature) is form-
ulated. CRP works for &nglisn. 4and '"In Spanish all
clauses can be marked for case', (Flann, 1986:344)

In Ari also clauses are assigned accusative norpho-

logical case bty tne head verb,
B. The absence of case ..iftinz, the imnsgrtion of
dvmuy postrositiun and the assicnment of morph-

ological case for animate nouns.

In Ari at V single bar level the case marked comple-
ments are adj;cent and have to be to the left of the case
assigner. For pragmatic reasons as in the case of (42)
other complements can come between the two. In addition
animacy ie a factor i. awsigning casc. If the noun is
i_animate it does not need to have z:. overt case marker,

and case marking morphemes,
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It is iuuicated Ly position.
Case adacency exists in -~.i, So the roun thsat

receives Cu=e has to be adjacent to the Case assipner.

[47]

If ancther constituent comes betwesn the case assipgner
and the case receiver as in the case of ditransitive
verbs where they have two NP complements, thé.indirect
object will get case by the dummy postposition /kon /5
‘for', which is inserved if the IF is animateq. If the
NP is iuanimate, it does not need a morphological case
marker.

This cobservation can be of help or ca. be additional
evidence ror the question raised by Barss and Lasnik
(1S86:347) in relation to English V NPq NP, double
object constructions.

Iz the Ari situation (i.e., the insertion of -ksn )

fits to Barss and Llasrik (1686G:351. ii)

VP .
T
| \

If the NF, is animate P will De /=¥en/, if it is
inanimate P will be ¢

(45) /ita ki -ksn gini =-n wus =5 ~it - e /
18 3%sm - for butter - def cook - pf - 1s - past

'T cooked the butter for hin'
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(46) / ita mos'ap ki -2 im - s - e /
18 book 3sm=-acc give-pf-past

'l pave hiw a book'

(47) /rabre namsi - kan kat®ni im - s - e - e /
Gebre Namsi - for spear give-pl-gs -past

'Gebre gave lNamsi a spear'
g o)

C. The subjects of infinitival clauses

Cne of the issues in relation to verb complements
is that of infinitival subordinate clauses. In descript-
-1ive terms there are two types of infinitival clauses.
Tnese two types are identified by the morphemes /-ta/
and /-an/. /-ta/ occurs with a clzuse that neither has
a subject of its own nor subject agreement marker with
the verb. This is illustrated by example (3) of chapter
(3J)and (71) of chapter two:reproduccd here fou convenience.

(=3) / beri wo-n daqg - ta aad - aq - e /
God Ipl-aecc save-inl couwe=-DHe = 35
'God came to save us' .

/=~an/ occurs with a clauce that have a subject and/or

agreement marker.5
(71 of ch.2) /gabre e - T kay - an zig - s - it-e/
* Cebre house-loc go = inf want-pr-is-past

'I wanted Gebre to go ﬁome'

In terms of GB theory cl.uses are termed inrinitives
because they lack INFL (i.e. person, gender, number, tense,
and aspect markers). ©So if clauses are not marked for
these features especially for aspect and/or agreement they
will not acsign nominative cace. If they don't assirm

case their subjects are not governed and can not be realized



o GO

phonetically. 3By :FP (clauses Lave to have subjects)
the infinitival clausal complement will have an empty
subject i.e. PRO (abstract pronominal subject).

At the subject positicn of infinitival claases of
Ari three types of subjects can occur. These are: (1)
PRO, (2) Pro and (3) lexical subject,
(1) PRO occurs in a subject position of the complement
clsuse for the reason that all clauses should have sub=-
Jjects and the position where rRC is found, is not governed
by INFL, that does not have the AGH or 4P elements as
in (73 of ch. 2).

(73 of ch.2) / ets.aa [ [ FRO ba¥a dib -7 -ta 7

-\L TT .
1P woman-de%‘ P chicken steal 1nf

Fhokx -— 8 —8=~e 7]

think-pr-3s-past

'The woman wanted to steal the chicken'
FRO in (/3) gets its reference from the subject of the

o
waln clauzse 1.€.4, it ia coligatorigy controlled. This
type ©f clauses in Ari are warked by the morpheme /-ta/.
Assigning PRO to infinitival clauses as their sub-

ject is & universal phenomenonand found in the majority
of the world languages.

& nFL

(2) In Ari like most other Ethicyian languages
can also have /AGR/ agreement marker. 'When ever this

is the case, the clause can hove a lexical suuvject'

(Baye, 1988:608)., \hen the clause is [}AGﬁ] which licenses

and -assigns ncuminative case for the suuject, the promnominal

¥ that occurs as the subject can be pro which can oe
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reccvered from the AGR that matches withh the prounominal

NP as in (48)

(48) [ita Zfzr(pra)i I kay_/ ;an;7 zig = d - it - e/
T 3sm = 2O inf want- pf - 1s -past

'I wanted him to go'

(3) The presence of AGR zs it is seen above licenses the

potential 'lexicalization of the subject'. So instead of

pro(nominal) we can also observe a lexical subject as in

(49) .

(49) /[ etesna [ [/ et®in  bala dib 7 =an_7

wolan-=def man-def chicken steal ~ing
z2ig =5 = e = e/
wait = pf - 3s = past

'The woman wanted the man to steal the chicken'
To summarize in «~.i with the infinitival clauses
both cptions arc observed., The infinitival clause with-
out overt subject and /=iaGR/ in INFL which is morpholo-
gically marked by /-ta/, and the infinitival clause with
g
overt subject or pro and/or /+ACx/ in IKrL Wnich is
marked by /-an/. Baye (19856:6C3) named the first type
‘non~-finite infinitival', and the second 'finite infini-

tival'.

D, 'he assigning of accusative morphological case
by pessive verbs to their direct objects.
Ari has morphological passive constructions. The
passives (Cf. 2,2.2) are formed by the suffix either /-or/
or /-im/. In addition, the passive verbs hLave NP comp-

lements that are nmarked for accusative case thoush it is
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not in all situations (socwsztimes the objects are moved).
In terms of GB theory Sobin? ( (1985: 650 - 1)

(quoting Chomsky (1981) ) states that:
Fassive morphology has the unique property that it
"absorbs" case. Thus in a passive VP the passive
head V will block case assipgnuwent to an NP that it
governs... since it was not assigned case based on
its earlier GF, | NP, VP] , because of the passive

governing V, it is assigned (nominative) case based
on its new GF. (after the application of move(X ),

These two statments about passive constructions
are violated in thris languasme. There is an NP comple-
rent which is assizned accusative cacse by a passive
verb as in ( (53) of ch.2).

5% of ch.2) / e 2obsi - n -anm doys ~ 3r = aqq_/
lion - def - acc kill- pass- be

t 4t was killed the lion'

X ; &
Interestingly, in Ari two options are observed~ . Thess
are:

(1) Passive morpholozy with movement: passive verps will
-

not assign case so the P of VP will be zmcoved to the

subject position and acquire nominative case,

L ['ti ez =317 = d e /7 /

(50) [Lke - 1
ef tell - pass - impf- past

pl - d
'They were told'

(2) Passive morphology withlout movenent: In some const-

ructions of passive verbs, the verbs will assign accusat-

ive case.
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/e [ yint®ina abla ke - §?i - an 7 [ ke - n_7

12 CF N

children cloths 3pl-wash-inf Pzn1-ace

[ zig =ar - da 77

want~pass-impf-pres
'(that) the children (have) to wash clotﬁ% is 'wanted®
Though it is not totally clear when NP complements
of the verb move and when they do not move, the assirn-
ment of morphological accusative case nmarker to the I'Ps
by the governing verbs raise a challense to the theoret-
icel notions9 of passive constructions and case assign-

H:Cnt -



Notes On Chapter Three

rhe terus intransitive, copulative and transitive
are used instead of type 1, type 2 and type 3 because
they are fairly known and accepted trom the traditional
grammar.,

2Baye's (1991) article deals with raising in Amharic.
He provided counter evidence to Rizzi's (1981) proposal
that raising out of finite clauses is impossible, and
argued for raising to be possible out of finite complement
clauses by giving ample evidences from Amharic. This
phenomenon i.e., raising of subjects from finite comple-
ment clauses is also observed in Ari,

5/--kan/ 'for' This «<lewmcnt does not contribute to
the semantics of the sentences. If it does it Violates
a projectiocn princ.ple i.e, insertion of a semantically
signiricant element at S-gstructure which does not exist
in the D-structure. It only works for the syntactic
relation of the sentence. The two dummy postpositionsof
Ari are /-ta/ 'of' that is used for genitive case assign-
ing and /-~kon/ 'for' for accucsative.cace assignuent,

qfhough animacy is the factor for the presence of
accusative morphological case and the insertion of dummy
postposition (C#. Comrie, 1981), it is not possible for
the present writer to deal with it syntactically or
serantically.

5One problem with the subjects of infinifival chkauses
observed is that when the clause hac an cvert lexical
subject as in (71 of ch.2) which is reproduced here.
(71 of ¢che2) L pro L [ gabre e = r kay -/ - an 7/
Gebre house-loc go inf
23 - 8§ - it -~ & J
.want- pf- 1s -past

'I wanted Gebre to go homne'

The INFL is / -AGR_7 but the overt subject is there with
the infinitive marker /-an/, not /-ta/. This needs fur-
ther study.

6Ba)'c (1988) states that Cromo probably other
Cushitic and Etho-Semitic languages are characterized
by infinitives which allow lexical subjects.
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780bin (198%5) pointed out that in Ukrairnian lanruagce
the uorphological passive verb assirns case to its NF,

8uouCeru1np different options of passives, Bekale
( (1989:92) quoting Chomsky (1981) ) states that 'even
within & single language there may be passive morphology
with movement, movement without passive morphology, or
passive with neither passive morphology nor movement',

ISebin (1985:661) concerning this theoretical issue
states the following:

Gives such a range c¢f case assignment behavior, it
seems that property I ( /NP, S _7 does rot receive
a & - role) is the only consistent correlate of
rassive morphology and the only cadidate for being
labeled the "core property" of passive, Further,
from the range of case assignment possibilities
discussed here, it is not clear that pioperty II

( L NP, VP_7 does not regeive case within VP, fur
some ch01ce of NP in VP ) should in ary direct way
derived from property (I).

In Sobin's (1985), evidence from different luauguages,
(those that are bane marred by passive verbs anc *ho,e
that are not) are used to 1ndlcate the constant precence
of principle (I) in passive constructious.
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To summarize, this paper includes the literature
review on Ari, the theoretical frémework that is used
in the explanation, the basic grammatical festures that
are important for the work, the description and explan-
ation of verb couuwplements (with special emphasis on
single bar lLevel).

A3 can be observed in the descriptive and explaua-
tory part Ari is a pro-drop language with the head final
in most phrases and clauses,

There are some issues which are repained unsolved
here., These are:

(a) The problem of the theory in relation with copulative
verbs. Their subcategorization feature is the same
with transitive verbs, but their behaviour is like
intransitive verbs.

() In the case of semi-transitive verbs witai relaticn
to their theta role assignuent., If they are two
argument verbs they will be monotransitive verbs and
they will have twe NPs, subject and object. But as
seen in the third chapter these verbs may not occur
with objects. Their having of two subcategorization
potential rexain the same here.

(¢) In the case of ditransitive verbs they can take
clausal conplement(s) with or without additional
NP complements. bSome of these verbs like /esar-/

' . L . N
heur', /zig=/"'want' may have coreferenti.’

’
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morphologically case marked (i.e., renitive and/or
accusative) "resumptive pronoun which as it is
compared with its &nglish gloss is redundant and
need further study.

(d) The existence of the pronoun - prefix form (as

INFL) representing the subject of subordinate

clausal complements in their verbs as different

from the suffix form in main clause verbs is obser-

ved, but not explained.

Some of the findings of this thesis (having in wind
the assumption that the descriptionsare correct) are:

-~ The morphologically case warking of clausal complemeuts
of transiti.. verbs (in violation of the Case Resistant
Principle (CRP) ).

— The absence of Case shifting, the insertion of dummy

postpositicn, and the assirnment of morphological case

= The subjeets of infinitival clauses

The assigning of accusative morphological case by
rassive transitive to their direct object in scue
situations.

Some of these, the case marking of clauses, the
insertion of dummy postposition, the subjects of infini-
tival clauses and the assignment of accusative Case by
passive verbs zre explained in (3.2). Others like the
existence of the proncun-prefix form in subordinate

clausal complements and "resumptive pronouns" with their
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Case markings are some cf the problemes which require

further research.
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