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In the case of Shekacho, we can assume that /-i-/ ‘CS’ has a single
set of theta marking and subcategorization frames specified in the lexicon.
It takes an agent external argument and a propositional direct
complement which states the caused event. But /-i-/ is an affix having a
morphological sub categorization frame which means that it must attach
to a host, a verb in this case. Since /-i-/ has a single set of lexical
properties, it occurs in only one D-structure configuration shown in (4):

4)  [plp aso [y [ aro ep-]]-i-ehe]]

According to the Principle of Stray Affix Filter (Baker 1988:151), the
causative affix must satisfy its sub-categorization frame at S-structure,
and similar to the ways in which raising verbs get a surface subject, there
are two logically possible ways for /-i-/ to meet this requirement: either a
verb root such as /tun - / /-darrag-/ and /tah-/ with no thematic property®
is inserted in the matrix clause to which the causative morpheme is
suffixed or the verb root of the complement clause moves to incorporate
the causative affix in the matrix clause. Hence, the causative morpheme

/-i-/ appears in two different S-structure configurations as shown in (3):

¢ Verbs such as /tun - / 'become’ , /-darrag - / 'do’ and
/tah-/ 'become’ are non-thematic in the sense that they lack
arguments at D - structure. The evidence for this is that

they do not have thematic relationships in morphological
causative structures.
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5. a)aso aro ep -is - tun - i - ehe
man he weep-COMP become-CS-3MSS
‘The man made him weep.’
b)aso aro-n - ep - i - ehe
man he- ACC weep-CS-3MSS

‘“The man made him weep.’

The derivation of the periphrastic structure from the D - structure of
(4) is not as complex as that of the morphological causative one. As it
has already been discussed, the non - thematic verb /tun-/ is inserted at

the level of S - structure for the causative morpheme /-i-/ to get attached

to. Hence, (5b) can be represented as follows:
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But in order to derive the S - structures of morphological causatives

from their D - structure counterparts, we have to follow some syntactic
principles of UG. Specifically, we shall consider some causative

structures of intransitive verbs first:
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‘The singer made the women laugh.’

Lit. The singer made the women become laugh.’
i) dubaato gana - nosi - n mic'’¢’ - i - ehe

singer woman - PL - ACC laugh - CS - 3MSS

“The singer made the women laugh.’

7b) 1) nae’ noroo $et - is tun - i- hane

girl baby fear - COMP become - CS - 3FSS

‘ The girl made the baby fear.’

i) nae noroo - n  set- i- hane
girl baby - ACC fear - CS - 3FSS

‘The girl made the baby fear.’

(7) shows agenitive in ((7ai) and (7aii)), and stative in ((7bi) and
(7bii)). In both cases, the subject of the embedded clause surfaces as a

direct object in the morphological causatives. The main claim here is that
periphrastic  structures like (7ai) are biclausal in meaning.  The
complement clauses appear as semantic arguments of the causative

predicates. There is also a distinct morphological verb for each clause.
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complement clauses appear as semantic arguments of the causative
predicates. There is also a distinct morphological verb for each clause.
Sentence (7bii) is another way of expressing (7bi). The former contains
only one verb which happens to be morphologically complex. The
similarities between the two structures is that (7bii) is a thematic
paraphrase of (7bi), the same thematic roles relate the same verb roots
to the same noun phrases in both structures. This means that (7bii) is
also biclausal in its meaning though it appears monoclausal in its form.
If the same theta relations manifest in both (7bi) and (7bii), both

structures should derive from one D-structure following UTAH. Hence (8):

7
10

/?\ |
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In order to derive the S-structure of (8), which is (7bii), the verb root
/set-/ has to move to the causative morpheme /-i-/. When it moves, it
should leave its trace to satisfy ECP. Following HMC, the causative affix
/-i-/ and the verb root /$et-/ combine to form a complex predicate. This

gives us the S-structure shown in (9) below:

(©)
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As it is shown in (9), the verb root has moved cyclically within the
complement clause and then to the position of the matrix verb. It is from

this position that the incorporated verb governs its traces.

Now, let us see how case is assigned in such structures. For the
time being, we shall consider structural case assignment in periphrastic
causatives because it helps us to understand the nature of morphological

causative case assignment:

10) a) uraa noroo tokar-is - tun - i - hane
woman baby sleep-COMP become-CS-3FSS
‘The woman made the baby sleep.’

Lit. ‘The woman made the baby become sleep.’



47

(r)

urad

noron

Okar-

t



48

In (10), the complement clause has no agreement element to
identify and license /noroo/ as subject nor is there a dummy prepositional
element to show this. We cannot assume that the subject of the
complement clause receives a kind of inherent case because such case
is generally associated with a patient thematic role. The only option we
have is to assume that the complementizer /-is/ governs and assigns case
to the causee.” In this case, IP in this language is transparent for

government by C.

But in the case of morphological causatives of intransitive verbs, the
complex verb governs and assigns accusative case to the causee in the
manner of Exceptional Case Marking (ECM) verbs (see Chomsky 1982,
1986b). Also in this case, IP becomes transparent for government by the
complex verb. Hence, the causee surfaces as a direct object of the

complex matrix verb:

The complementizer head /-is/ assigns an unmarked case to
the causee. It is difficult to decide whether the case
is nominative or accusative, at this stage. Probably,
this case may be manifested in tone since Shekacho is a
tone language.
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(I uraa noroo - n - tokar - i - hane
woman baby- ACC sleep- CS- 3FSS

“ The woman made the baby sleep.’

As it is shown in (11), the causee displays /-n/ the accusative affix.
Moreover, such NPs become subject and trigger subject agreement in

passive structures like (12) below:

12) a) noroo (urda-na) tokar-i - a - ehe
baby (woman-by) sleep-CS-PAS - 3MSS
‘ The baby has been made to sleep (by the woman).’
(Shekacho)
b) jjolee - n bar - sis-am - ani (barsisa-tin)
children-NOM know-CS-PAS-3PS (teacher-by)
‘Children have been made to know (by teacher)
(Oromo)

As it is shown in (12), if the causee surfaces as a direct object, it
must be governed and assigned case by the complex verb. Both the
causee object and the traces of the moved category, that is the verb, are
properly governed by the complex verb. This kind of government is

possible by GTC. The complex verb is at the right structural position to
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govern everything in the lower clause. CP and IP are no more barriers
because the complex verb has passed through them and incorporated

with the heads of each.

When the cuasee moves to the matrix subject position in passive
structures like (12), principle A of binding would not be violated as the
trace of the moved category is governed by the complex verb and is in
the domain of the nearest subject as required by the theory. This is

shown in (13) below:
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But the causee of a transitive verb in morphological causatives

does not surface as direct object as shown below:

(4a) i) aso nammi mawo-n may-is tun - i - ehe

man boy food-ACC eat-COMP become-CS-3MSS

‘The man made the boy eat food.’

i) aso mawo-n  nammi-na maj-i-ehe
man food- ACC boy - by eat-CS - 3MSS
* The man made the boy eat food.’

(14b) i) aso-nosi buso mas’afoo-n ta-s emm-is tun - i - hete

man-PL  boy book - ACC me-to give-COMP become-CS-3PS

“The men made the boy give the book to me.’

ii) aso-nosi mas'afoo-n ta- s buso-na emm- i- hete
man-PL book-ACC me-to boy- by give- CS-3PS
“The men made the boy give the book to me.’

(14c) i) aso addo daharoo-n wit’-is tun - i -ehe

man hunter lion-ACC kil-COMP become-CS-3MSS

“The man made the hunter Kill the lion.’
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iiy aso daharoo-n addo-na wit-i- ehe
man lion - ACC hunter-by kill-CS - 3MSS

‘ The man made the hunter kill the lion.’

As shown in 14(a-c (ii)), the subject of the complement clause

surfaces as an (oblique) object of a preposition head while the object of
the verb of the same clause remains direct object. According to Baker,
this can be accounted for in terms of "/P-to-COMP" movement in which
the intermediate structure permits the verb to land in the specifier of CP.
He says, "..the verb can land in this position if and only if it takes its
entire VP projection along with it," (P:170). In light of this, (14cii) can be

represented as (15) below:
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(15) Satisfies ECP because the traces of the moved categories are
governed cyclically. CP is not a barrier between the antecedent of the
verb root adjoined to the matrix verb and the trace in the VP because it
is selected by the matrix verb. VP is not a barrier either since its head is
not distinct from the head of the trace. .The complex verb assigns
structural case to the lower object by GTC, since it has incorporated the
embedded verb, it can govern whatever the embedded verb used to
govern while in its original position. But there is no way that the causee
can get case. The complex verb cannot govern the position of the
embedded subject because CP is a barrier by minimality. The head of
CP selects IP which is distinct from the V of IP which contains the
causee. Therefore, a dummy prepositional element must be inserted in

the manner shown in (16) to assign case to the causee /addo/
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In Shekacho, this dummy prepositional element is /-na/ and hence
the causee appears as an oblique object NP. Accordingly, it is possible
to say that the theme NP is theta marked and case assigned by the
complex verb while the causee is governed and assigned case by the
dummy preposition. In this case, it is the theme NP which becomes the

subject of the passive structures of morphological causatives of transitive

§7

verbs. Consider the following:

(17) a)

b)

a%o- no$i daharoo-n addo-na wit'-i- hete

man-PL lion- ACC hunter- by kill-CS-3PS

“ The men made the hunter kill the lion.’

daharoo addo-na (a$o-no&i-na) wit- i- a- ehe
lion hunter- by (man-PL-by) kill- CS-PAS- 3MSS
“The lion has been made killed by the hunter (by the man)
aso- nosi urda- n Gidate-na yet-i- hete
man-PL  woman-ACC Gidace-by hit- CS- 3PS

‘The men made Gidace hit the woman.’

uraa Gidate-na (aso-nosi-na) yet-i - a - hane
woman Gidace-by (man-PL-by) hit- CS - PAS - 3FSS

“The woman has been made hit by Gidace (by the men).’
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The S-structures of such clauses can be shown in a form of a tree

like (18):

(18)
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The process does not violate binding theory. The moved VP has
already taken the lower object NP out of the domain of the specified
(nearest) subject accessible to it. Since the direct object of the
embedded clause is governed by the complex verb, the governing
category of this NP is the entire matrix clause. Hence, the direct object
of the embedded clause can become the subject of the morphological
causative structure. In the passivaized structure, the trace of the moved

NP is bound to its antecedent in the position of the main clause.

To conclude, morphological causative constructions and structures
of simple verbs are similar on the surface. This similarity may lead us to
the conclusion that morphological causatives are formed in the lexicon.
But, the syntax of simple and causative verbs is not the same. On the
basis of the theory of incorporation, the Uniformity of Theta Assignment
Hypothesis (UTAH) and the Projection Principle (PrPr) require biclausal
structures for the analysis of morphological causatives. In other words,
morphological causatives have extra sentential (S) nodes that categorially
represent the inherent property of the causative affix, which is one of

having a clausal complement.
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But this difference between structures of simple verbs and complex
causatives is not clear on the surface because the complex causative
verb, like its simple counterpart, governs everything in its VP which is
possible by GTC (government transparency corollary) . Besides, the
complex causative verb can assign as many cases as its simple
counterpart. To this effect, Baker says, "..a complex verb can only
assign as many case indexes as a simple verb can (the Case Frame
Preservation Principle)," (P.173). For instance, the case frame of
Shekacho dative construction is two and that of a simple transitive verb
is one. In the case of dative constructions, one of the preverbal NPs is
assigned case by the goal preposition/-s/ ‘to’ and the other NP is
assigned accusative case by the verb. Observe (19) for further

illustration:

19) a)i) buso mas'afoo-n Ayali-s emm-ehe
boy book-ACC Ayali-to give- 3MSS
‘The boy gave the book to Ayali’
i) ard aro-n yet'-hane
she he-ACC hit- 3FSS

¢ She hit him.’
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19) b)i) a$o- nosi daharoo-n addo-na wit- i- hete
man-PL lion-ACC  hunter-by kill- CS - 3PS

“The men made the hunter kill the lion.’

i) uro mito-n wodi-i - ehe
man tree - ACC plant-CS 3MSS

‘The man planted the tree’

The morphological causative structure of transitive verbs as shown
in (19b,i) is similar to the dative structure shown in (19a,i). In both, the
verbs assign accusative cases to the bbject NPs. Besides, the causee
of (19b,i) is assigned case by the preposition /-na/ ‘by’ similar to the

dative case of (19a,i).

Moreover, morphological causative structures of intransitive verbs
like in (19a,ii) are similar to structures of simple transitive verbs like
(19b,ii) in that both the complex verb /wodi-i-ehe/ and the simple verb
/yet-hane/ assign accusative case to their object NPs. Hence, the case
frames of the simple verbs have not been violated by the syntactic rules

that incorporates the verb.
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4: CONCLUSION

The theory of incorporation claims that morphological causative
structures and their periphrastic counterparts are derived from the same
underlying structure on the basis of the Uniformity of Theta Assignment
Hypothesis (UTAH). In the process of verb incorporation, a complement
verb moves to the position of a causative morpheme of a matrix clause
to form a complex verb. In line with the Projection Principle, a moved
verb must leave a trace which has to be properly governed. In the case
of head movement, the trace is only governed by its antecedent in line
with HMC which requires that a barrier category must not exist between

a trace and its antecedent.

GF changing phenomena apparent in causative structures are
assumed to be the side effect of the process of incorporation. In line with
the theory of incorporation, the causee of an intransitive verb and the
direct object of a complement clause are governed and assigned case by
the complex verb to meet GTC while the causee of a transitive verb is

assigned case by a dummy prepositional element/-na/ in Shekacho.
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But in general, the theory of incorporation faces some problems.
First of all, there is no clear difference between the levels of D-structure
and the level of morphological causative structure in terms of abstraction
because both levels employ the same metalanguage. This means that
phrasal and lexical categories of D-structures are associated with
categories of S-structures in a one-to-one fashion. This collapses the two

levels into one hence showing no degree of abstraction between them.

Second, the integration of UTAH with PrPr fails to be significant for
the requirement of structure preservation since it destroys the recursive
devfce. According to PrPr, a moved category of a given syntactic frame
must leave its trace in order to preserveé a syntactic structure. But this
violates the recursive device since a theta position which is already
occupied by a trace or by a category of a clause cannot be free to

operate recursively.

Third, basic concepts of incorporation such as HMC and GTC are
groundless because there is not any abstract category which binds all
non-lexical, lexical and phrasal categories with one another at the level
of D-structure. In relation to the assumption that a structure must be a

projection of a single head, X-bar theory never explains what principle
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forces lexical heads and phrasal items to combine, and what principle
keeps the unity of constituents of a given syntactic structure. The
implication of this is that it obliterates the underlying structure, and
violates the recursive device since it predicts that each lexical item

projects into phrases separately.

Finally, from structures of periphrastic and morphological
causatives, we observe change of grammatical functions. The abstract
level at which a causee loses its grammatical function of subject of a
complement clause is not the same as its function at the level of D-
structure. Moreover, when it loses its function as subject, it never gets

another grammatical function such as object at another level.

This loss of grammatical function is an empirical evidence for the
existence of a higher level of abstract representation. We assume that
when a given grammatical function loses its function, it is changed
(transformed) into a higher abstract level of representation for the purpose
of recursion. Therefore, a causative structure which shows change of
grammatical function must be an imperfect reflection of a structure at a
higher abstract level. This abstract level, which has a different

metalanguage, integrates creativity with recursion. | assume, though with
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little justification at this stage, that this level does not only solve problems
of incorporation but also helps one understand principles of UG itself.
Hence, it is necessary to develop a theory of a higher level of abstract

representation of syntactic structures.
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