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CHAPTER ONE
1. Introduction

1.1. The Girirra people and their language

Girirra is a newly discovered language assumed to be one of the Lowland East
Cushitic Languages of Ethiopia. It is found in the Sarar District of the Bale Administrative
Region. It is spoken by people who call themselves Garirro and their language "af Garirro'
(which means the Girirra language). Outsiders usually refer to the language zs Girirra,

Abdurahim (1993).

The exact number of the speakers is not known, however, and according to some of
my informants, their number is estimated to be over 100,000. Although they are
surrounded by Somali and Oromo speaking people, they have still maintained their

language.

They all follow the Islamic religion. Their staple food is porridge, which is

prepared from barley or comn, and they drink milk, coffee and tea.

The main activities of the people are cattle raising and farming. They produce
maize, barley, sorghum and have domestic animals like cow, oxen. camels, goats, mules,

and sheep.

They use wooden utensils made by themselves. They have for instance, cups,

spoons and different kinds of containers made from wood.

They have a tribal chief who has power over matters of tribal conflicts and
disputes. In times of crisis, he calls a general assembly of the people to discuss the

problem and pass resolutions.

They also have foretellers who warn the tribal leader about imminent dangers. The
leader calls the assembly and informs the people of the situation. They have two meeting
places, one for worship, and another one for other social problems. These are called
"Obowu-sanbur and baddana" respectively. Every five years, there is a general meeting of
all the Girirras at Obowu-sanbur for the initiation ceremony of the young to various

responsibilities.



Modern education is very recent, only one elementary and one junior secondary

schools have been established since 1974 E.C.

1.2. Previous studies

As mentioned above, since Girirra is a newly discovered language the only
linguistic work available is Abdurahim'’s thesis of 1993 which is a description of its sound

system. According to him, the phonemic inventory has the following consonants and

vowels.
£
Bilabial | Libiodental | Alveolar | Alveopalatal | Palatal| Velar | Glottal
Vd b d g
stops
Vi t k. ?
Eiective k'
IMPLOSIVE do;
Fricatives f s 5] h
MNasals m n p{ﬁ)
Liquids Flap r
Lat. |
semi-vawels
W y
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Vowel

Font Back
High 1 U
Mid e

& o

Low

Length of vowels and consonants is phonemic as shown in the following examples:

(cf. Abdurahim 1993)

vowel length:

(1) /un/'eat (2) /del/ ‘pot!
funy ‘smoke ide:l/ ‘play

consonant length or gemination:

(1) /eri/ 'sun’ (2) /ilis/ 'skimmed milk'
Jer:y/ 'soil’ /il:1s/ 'heavy'

As pointed out by Abdurahim (1993) the core syllable structure of this language is
(C) V(VXC).

1.3. The present study

As stated above the only work done on Girirra is its phonology. Thus, the main
purpose of this study is to investigate its morphology. The following are the specific

objectives:
1.3.1. To show: a) the word formation processes

b) the effect of morphological processes on argument

structures of derived forms.

=d



¢) the syntactic similarities and/or differences between derived

and simple forms.

1.4. Significance of the study

The study will provide:

a) basic linguistic information for further studies on the Cushitic

languages in general and,

b) for developing literacy materials.

1.5. Research Methodology

The study follows standard procedures of linguistic reseafch.

1.5.1. Collecting data from primary sources that 1s, native speakers.

1.5.2. Transcribing data phonemically following the Standard IPA Symbols.
1.5.3. Analyzing data and formulating rules of word formations.

1.5.4. Checking rules against further data.

1.6 The Theoretical Framework

Prior to 1970, there were two types of hypothesis on the treatment of word
formation within the framework of Generative Grammar. One was the Transformationalist

Hypothesis, and the other, the Lexicalist Hypothesis.

Transformationalists such as Chomsky (1957), Lees (1960), Katz and fodor (1964),
and others did not consider word formation rules as an autonomous system located in the
lexicon. These were considered to be part of the transformational component. The only
items in the lexicon were simple words, i.e., those that are neither compounds nor derived

forms. Regarding the formation of complex words at that time, Scalise (1984:8) says, "The

=8
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only place where they could be constructed was the transformational component, the only

device capable at that time of expressing relations.”

However, such a transformationalist treatment of words showed a number of
inadequacies: the entire operation was extremely complicated because the rules were
unconstrained. Furthermore, syntactic transformations which are regular processes, could

not account for the idiosyncrasies found in the derivation of complex lexical items.

Then, in 1970, when Chomsky took the lexicalist position in "Remarks on
Nominalization," all word formation processes became part of the lexicon. It was argued
that much of derivational morphology was semantically irregular and should not be
handled by syntactic rules which are regular. According to Scalise, (1984:90) "Remarks
created the theoretical space for autonomous morphological component, a possibility that
was explicitly excluded in the earliest works on transformational generative grammar."
Out of this developed two hypotheses: one which argues that inflection should operate
entirely within the lexical component, known as the Strong Lexicalist Hypothesis (SLH).
Advocates of this are people like Halle (1973), Lapointe (1978), McCarthy (1979) and
Kiparsky (1982). The other one, known as the Weak Lexicalist Hypothesis (WLH), treats
inflection in the syntax. There are different views among followers of both theories.
Some strong lexicalists argue that both derivations and inflections are the same processes
while others believe that they are different processes. Furthermore, some weak lexicalists
believe that inflectional rules are syntactic processes while others say they are

phonological (cf. Scalise, 1984:101).

Arguing about the differences between inflection and derivation 1s beyond the
scope of this study. As already stated, the present study aims at simply describing how
new lexical items are formed by the processes of affixation and compeunding. For this,
the theoretical framework followed is the Lexicalist Hypothesis outlined in Halle (1973),
Jackendoff (1975), Siegel (1974), Aronoff (1976) and Allen (1978), which stipulates that
words with derivational morphology and compounding are not formed by syntactic

transformations.
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In addition to this, since the study is limited to the process of derivation and
compounding, I shall follow the views of the Weak Lexicalist Hypothesis, which excludes
inflections from the morphological component of grammar. For the formation of rules, the

framework developed by Selkrirk (1982) is followed.

According to this model, any language has a particular grammar of word structures
(Just as 1t has a particular grammar of phrase structures) which conforms to certain general
principles, governing possible word structures in the language (cf Selkirk, 1982:9).
However, a grammar of word structure differs from the other in the category type involved
and also in the way the categories are combined. In addition, while phrase structure rules

operate in the syntax, word structure rules operate in the lexicon.

A word structure rule s not the only component in the lexicon. Selkirk (1982:10)

states the component as follows:

First it contains a list of freely occurring lexical
items ... the dictionary. ... second, it contains a
list of the bound morphemes of the language. This,
together with the dictionary proper ... call the
extended dictionary. Third, ... it includes the set of
rules characterizing the possible morphological
structures of a language ... . The word structure
rules .... together with the extended dictionary, they
form the core of the word structure of the lexicon.

The set of rules which characterize the possible morphological structure of a
language specify the set of words on which they operate. This set is called the "base". In
other words, since word formation rules apply to a base and generate an output, they are
sensitive to the syntactic and subcategorization features of the base. It also specifies the
syntactic category and features of the output with their semantic information (cf. Scalise,

1984:42).



Furthermore, every new word formed by a word formation rule must be a member
of a major lexical category. The assignment of such syntactic category features may
provide information about the relation between mother and daughter nodes in word
structures. In turn, the relation between mother and daughter nodes is related to the head
theory of Williams (1981a), Selkirk (1982), among others, who say that every complex
word has a head which bears the features of the mother node. This means, among the
constituents, the element which has the same category feature as the mother node is
considered as the head of the word. In light of this, affixes (in most cases) have the same
category features as their dominating nodes, and thus, can be heads. Regarding
compounds, the constituent with the same syntactic category features as the whole
compound is considered as the head. Furthermore, it is also possible to specify the head of
a compound from its basic (central) meaning. Regarding this, Selkirk (1982:22) says, "The

notion head is crucial in characterizing the semantics of compounds.”

The theory of word formation also provides the mechanism, by which the category
features of a head are carried over to the whole word. As Scalise (1984:96) puts it, " The
head assigns to the entire word its category by means of a mechanism referred to as

percolation. " Such a mechanism is described by Selkirk (1982:21) as follows:

"If a constituent = 1s the head of a constituent B, = and B are associated with an

identical set of features (syntactic and diacritic)."

As can be understood from the above statement, the theory also helps to predict
that any feature, syntactic or diacritic, found with the head constituent should be found n
the mother node. Generally, as Selkirk (1982:9) says, "Any given language has a particular
grammar of word structure. ... one which nevertheless conforms to certain quite general

principles governing possible word structure in the language“‘

The aim of this study is to identify the regular rules of word formations in Girirra

in light of the theory outlined above.
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CHAPTER TWO

2. Derivational Affixes

Derivational affixation is the process of forming new words by attaching affixes to
existing words, stems or roots. In this section, we shall describe the formation of such new
words by means of such a process. In Girirra, different kinds of affixes can be attached to

verbal, nominal and adjectival bases to form new nominals, verbals and adjectivals.

2.1. Nominalization

A word is assumed to be a derived nominal if it consists of a base and a
derivational nominal affix. Such a process is known as nominalization (cf. Smith 1981:64
and Williams 1981a:246). In Girirra, it is possible to derive new nominals by attaching
nominal affixes to adjectival, nominal and verbal roots. In addition, combining two roots

or words may also result in new nominals.

In this section, we shall attempt to see the type of forms that can be bases to
denived forms and the kinds of nouns that result from the derivation. The derivational

affixes are also classified on the basis of their semantic characteristics.

2.1.1. Abstract Nominals

Abstract nouns refer to " the quality of being N" (Givon 1970: 79 - 80). These are
formed by attaching the abstract nominal suffixes: /-us/ and /-nima:n/ to adjectival and

nominal bases as indicated below:




Adjectival root Gloss Nominals Gloss
dogon 'foolish’' dogon-us 'foolishness'
gab 'short' ga:b-us 'shortness'
k'awi:n 'thick/tall' k'awi:n-us 'thick/tallness'
la:f 'weak' la:f-us 'weakness'
mallan ‘beauty’ mallan-us 'beautiness'
k'anyar 'thin' k'anyar-us 'thinness'
der long' de:r-us 'longness’
baha:n ‘ugly' baha:n-us ‘ugliness’
mudow ‘black’ mudow-us ‘blackness'
ad 'white' add-us 'whiteness'
dasa:n lazy' dasa-n-us 'laziness'

Table - 1 Abstract Nominals derived from Adjectival base.

Nominal root/stem | Gloss Nominals Gloss
hififia:g 'child’ hififia:g-nima:n 'childhood'
aye ‘'mother’ aye-nima:n 'motherhood'
walal ‘brother’ walal-nima:n ‘brotherhood'
wala:lt 'sister’ wala:lt-nima:n 'sisterhood'
awu 'father' a:wu-nima:n 'fatherhood'
bila:n 'woman' bila:n-nima:n ‘womanhood'
ibo:d ‘man’ libo:d-nima:n 'manhood'
ma:lk'aben ‘rich’ ma:lk'aben-nima:n | 'richness'

Table- 2 Abstract Nominals derived from Nominal base




From the examples given in tables (1) and (2), a word formation rule of the type

shown below can be formed:

(1 {f}*Ngml‘*N[m}

Since the base categories share the syntactic distinctive feature [+N], it 1s possible
to say that the above suffixes are attached to forms of a [+N] syntactic category. In other
words, it may be possible to modify rule (1) as in (2):

f
(2) X|: +-\"} 2 [+abs} o N+[abs]

~abs

This is consistent with Scalise (1984:13) who says, "WFR's could be allowed to
operate not on syntactic categories (N, V. etc.) but rather on syntactic category features ( [+
N, +V], [+N, -V], etc.)." The effect of suffixes like /-us/ and /-nima:n/ is not on changing

the lexical category but the syntactic category features of the forms.

The distribution of /-nima:n/ is difficult to predict since it occurs in some cases 1n

free variation and in others in complementary distribution with /-us/as in the following:

wid-nima:n/us ' thinness'
mudow-nima:n/us 'blackness'
dogon-nima:n/us 'foolishness'

. - :
k'awin-nima:n/us thickness

. :
de:r-nima‘n/us 'longness
On the other hand, /-us/ occurs only with adjectival roots.

Both /-us/ and /-nima:n/ serve as heads, because they bear the same syntactic
category features as the dominating category. Regarding head of words, Selkirk (1982:61)
says "the rewriting system of affixation generates structures in which one of the daughters,
either the affix or its sister bears the same syntactic category feature as the dominating

category."”
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2.1.2 Agentive Nominals

Agentive nominals denote the doer of an action. They establish "a relation between
a verb and one who (verb)s” (cf. Anderson et al [1985:6). In Girrira, the suffix /-a:w/ and /-
toy/ are used to form such nominals when attached to transitive verbal bases. Consider the

examples in table (3) below:

Verbal Root Gldss Agentive Gloss

Nonimals
d/ig ‘wash' dl/'g-a:w ‘'one who washes'
gad 'sell/buy’ gad-a:w ‘'one who sells/buys'
akir 'read akir-a:w ‘one who reads'
yiga:s kll’ yiga:ssoy killer
ila:l keep' ila:l-toy 'keeper’
K'ibis ‘break’ k'ibis-soy 'breaker’
k'od ‘farm’ k'ot-toy 'farmer’
ma:l 'milk'(V) ma:l-toy 'milker’

Table 3. Agentive Nominals

These same suffixes are used to derive experiencer nominals from intransitive roots

as shown in the following examples:

Verbal roots Gloss Experiencer Gloss
Nominals
he:s 'sing’ he:s-soy 'singer’
de:l ‘play’ del-aw 'player’
het 'steal’ het-toy 'one who steals'
ro:r ‘run’ ro:r-toy 'Tunner’
ko:d 'talk’ ko:d-a:w 'talkative'
maga:| ‘hear’ maga:l-a:w 'hearer’
dererr 'travel' dere:r-toy 'traveller' B
yammud 'die' yammud-a:w ‘one who died'

1



Table 4. Experiencer Nominals

The derivational rule is as follows:

(3) X [+‘.}+N‘E’- I’H;g'i'_>N ifﬂm,}
—N

Lvew] rew)
Such affixes are category changing as the category of the derived nominals and that

of the base are different. The base form are [j” whereas their derivatives are [ij]

This {;;} feature comes from the affixes.

The process distinguishes gender as the suffix /-a-w/ derives masculine whereas /-
toy/ derives feminine nominals. It is difficult to know whether the process is derivational
or inflectional, because like derivational affixes, the morpheme deri®es nominals from
verbal roots; and like inflections, they make gender distinctions. This is also the case in

Oromo (cf. Temesgen, 1993, and Mous, 1992).

It is the most natural thing for nominals to occur as subject or object of a sentence
or as object of prepositions (cf Aronoff, 1976). Thus, the derived experiencer and
agentive nominals can occur as subject or object in a sentence. Consider the following

structures with the verb /ro:r/ 'run’ and its derivative /ro:rtoy/ 'runner;
(4) (1) Al rorr-ey
Ali run-pf. 'Ali ran'

(1) rorr-toy  ko:y-ey

runner come-pf ' The runner came '
(IT) Al ro:r-toy-ki tum-ey
Ali runner-df-m  hit-pf ' Ali hit the runner’

As can be seen from the examples, sentence (4i) shows the occurrence of the base
/ro:r/ 'run’ as a verb. Sentence (4ii) shows the occurrence of the experiencer nominal as a

subject of a sentence and (4iii) shows its occurrence as an object.




2.1.3. Result Nominals

Result nominals refer to results of actions. In this language, such nominals are

derived by suffixing /-tin/ and /-in/ to verbal roots as can be seen from the following table:

Verbal Roots | Gloss Result Nominals | Gloss

turug 'stab’ turuk'-tin 'sharp pain'
he:g 'sweep' he:g-in 'rubbish’

te:g ‘pour’ te:g-in 'sewage’
fa:rrah ‘happy' farra:y-tin 'pleasure’
eh 'insult'(v) e:y-tin 'insult'(N)
oy ‘cry’ o:y-tin 'lamentation’
k'e:g 'tear’ k'e:g-in 'rent’

dig ‘wash(V) | dig-in 'wash'(N)

Table 5. Result Nominals

Such nominals occur in sentences like the following:

(5)

Ali-foc. brother-df-m-his know-pf

(i) Ali-we

wala:l-ki-kes garad-ey

' Ali knew his brother.!

(i1) garat-tin-¢

knowledge-foc

malan-ya

good-be

"knowledge is good '

There are also some result nominals derived from verbal bases with no overt affix,

.

that is, by zero affixation. Compare the following examples:
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(6) (a)Anani-ki o:ff-ey
boy-df-m tire-pf
" The boy is tired '
(b) o:ffo in - badad-ey
exhaustion part - feel-pf
' felt too much exhaustion '
(c) ge:di-ki angig-ey
wood-df-m dry-pf
' The wood dried.’
(d) angig abar-o $a-yen
draught famine will - bring
' Drought will bring famine. '
The word formation rule of result nominals look like (7).

(7) V+ Naf[+Res] - N[+Res}

2.1.4. Gerundive Nominals

In Girirra, gerundive nominals are derived from verbal roots by the addition of /-ni/

and /-a8u/ to roots as shown in the following table below:

\



Verbal root | Gloss | gerundive nominals | Gloss

un ‘eat’ un-ni 'eating’
tab 'go’ te;b-ni 'going'
tum ‘hit' tum-ni ‘hitting'
k'o:d il k'o:d-ni 'tilling'
gid ‘pull’ | gi:d-ni 'pulling’
gan ‘throw' | gan-ni ‘throwing'
het 'steal' | hed-ni 'stealing’
nu:g 'suck' | nu:g-ni 'sucking'
ha:l? 'need' | ha:b-asu ‘needing’
baris 'fly' baris-au 'flying’
ror 'run’' ror-asu 'Tunning'
ri:.d 'shoot' | r:d-asu 'shooting'
dar ‘swear' | da:r-adu 'swearing'

Table 6. Gerundive Nominals

The categorial status of /-ni/ and /-asw/ is Naf (that is nominal affix) and their
subcategorization frame is; -ni, -adu: N, [+V | The rule which generates such

nominals is the following:

8) X [, 4NT SN
[’\} [+Ger] [+Ger)

Compare the occurrence of the base verb /un/ 'eat’ and its derivative from the

following structures:

9) i) a:nan-ti da:bo un-t-ey
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girl-df-f  bread eat-f-pf

" The girl ate bread. '
i1) un-ni ma-sakar-o
eating not  know-imp

'He does not know eating.'
iti) un-ni mallan-ta
eating good-(f) be

' Eating 1s good. '

2.1.5 Process/Action Nominals

Comrie et al (1985:350) define action nominals as " the fact, the act, the quality or
occurrence of " the base from which such nominals are derived. They are formed by
attaching to the verbal base the action/process nominal suffix/-ni/, which is also similar in

form to the gerundives suffix.

Verbal Process/Action

Root Gloss Nominal Gloss

fur 'divorce’ | fur-ni 'way of divorcing'
hir 'tie' hir-ni 'way of tying'

bo:d jump’ bo:d-ni 'way of jumping'
be:k 'measure’ | be:k-ni 'way of measuring'
gan 'throw' gan-ni ‘'way of throwing'
he:s ‘play’ he:s-ni ‘'way of playing
ng 'load' ri:g-ni 'way of loading’
k'a:d ‘carry’' k'a:d-m 'way of carrying’

Table 7. Action Nominals
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