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THE ASPECT OF CAUSATIVITY IN NZEMA
by

‘Isaac K. Chinebuahs

. The deavriptive term 'aspect!' is notionally defined by
Quirk, R. at al. (1972: 90) as "the manner in which the verb
action is reghyrded or experienced™ such that "the choice of
aspect is a comment on or a particulat view of the actioh".
And in many languages the term refers to a variety of notions
‘Which includes completion, duration and similar concepts.

_ A grammatical catégory such as aspect may be expressible
in notional terms as in the above quotation but ag a category
of grammar it ls established on formal, not on noticnal grounds.

In my previous paper on "The Aspect of Stativity in Nzema",
it was mentioned that of the three inter-related agpectual '
features of 1. Ingressivity, 2. sStativity and 3. Causativity
that may be set up for a description of the verb phrase, the
first is unique in being characterized by the presgnce or
absence of a specific morpheme or prefix (i.e. 1. k3 ‘to go
{in order) to...''or 'to go aud...' or 2. ba *to come (in
~order) to....' or *to come and...') in the verb word. This

paper deals with the formal characteristics of causativity
as an instance, other than stativity, of an aspectual feature
that is not exclusively expounded by a specific morpheme .

" The aspectual feature of causativity, with its two terms:
~causative/non-causative, 1ls set up to handle pairs of verb
words that may occur in related pailrs of (A) complex semi-
transitive and semi-transitive clauses, (B) ditransitive and
. transitive clauses and () transitive and intransitive clauses.
Such pairs of verb worda may be (a) verbal forms morphological-
ly and/or phonologically related, (b) identical in shape or
(¢) different lexical items. : L

(A) Complex semi-transitive and gsemi-transitive clauses

The two pairs of verbal forms 1. fola 'to make climb'/fo
- V¢to climb 'amd2.tenla 'to sit'/de 'to be sitting' illustrate
. one of the ways in which corresponding (a) comp{lex) semi-
transitive and (b) semi-transitive clauses may be related
by means of the aspect of caunsativity:
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 (1&) Akyé f&ta Xof{ ckpante ne aso {comp. ﬁemi-transitiva,"
causative, dynamic)
(Akye makea Kofi climb on to C C '
tha !uble}

(i) Kaff f;a:kponZe ne dso (semi- -transitive, noﬁ-
(Kofi ciimba on to the table) cauaative, dynamto)

(2a) Akya ggg;d Kof{ flponle ne azo (comp. semlutransitive*
’ (akyt aiﬂu Kofl on the tablc) : causativa, dynamic

(2b}) Koff &é tkponte ne dso | e (aemi tranaitivc, ‘non~
(Kofi “is. aittiug on the ‘table} causative, stative}

in the’ ahova.examples. the clauses in each pair are
syntactically  (as well as semantically) related in suck a
way that the oblect noun phrase {denoting the affected
participant) in each (a) complex semi-transttive clauvane
recuts as the subject noun phrave. (denoting the agentive
participant} in tha corresponding (b) semi tranaitive olanse.

The verbal totns in the {b) clauses, which may be Té-
garded &s the verb stems, are morphologically reiated by
suffixation to the verbal forms occurring in the correspond-
ing (a) clausenm. And in the case of (2a-b) the verkal form
in (2b) is additionally related phonologically by- ‘stem-~initial
conaon&nt mutation {i a. tfd) to the verbal form 1n (2a)

In raspect of the number of places requimtd by the verbal
form in each palr, the suffixed verbal form occurring in each
complex semi-transitive clause requires three places, whereas
the corresponding verbal form occurring in the related semi-
transitive clause is a two-place verb stem, :

It 15 further to be noted that the suffixed verbal forms
occurring in the (a) clauses are of dvnamic aspact, whereas
‘the verb stems occurring in the corresponding {b) clauses may
be either of dynamic aspect asz in (1b) or of stative aspect
as in (2b). . . _

And semantically, wea might say that there obtains a
cause-and-ef fect relationship between the (a}. clavses and
the (b} clauses such that the varb actidn of the (a) clauses
1mplies or results in the verb action of the (b) clauses.
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On these 'morphosyntactic' ag well as semantic
grounds, we account the hhree-plaou, gsuffixed verbal
forms occurring . in the (a) complex semi- transitive.
clauses as causative in contradistinction to the two-
place verbal forms occurring in the (b) semi~transi-=
tive clauses which are regarded as non-causative., .

And we shall term the causative relationship- bxpmpii-
fied in {1-2 (a-b)}above which ls characterized by -
the morpheoldcgical process of suffixation as morpholo-
gitaal causat*vzzatzon._ '

Other pairs of morphologiecal cauaatives capable
of occurring in complex semi~transitive and semi-
‘transitive clauses that may be related in terms of
the causative/non-causative distinction are: (1) dwuZa,
‘to make descend'/dwu 'to descend' and {2) gyinla 'to
stop'/gyt ‘'to be standing', of which both members of
the first pair are dynamic, whereas those of the se-
cond palr contrast in terms of the dynamic/stative
distinction. .

By analogy with (1.-2(a-bl)akove,. the dynamic
(i.e. kenda 'to hang up')/stative (i.e. henda 'to be .
hanging') pair of verbal forms occurring in the follow-
ing.palr of clauses between which the same syntactic
(and semantic) relationship holds may be handled in
terms of the causative/non-causative distinction:

(3a) Aky€ €henda edanlé ne nJama ne dso (cqmpb,
semi-transi~

(Akye has hung the cloth on the. tive, causative,
line) . dynamic) |
(3b) edanlé ne hénda nyemé ne dz0 : '(somintransif_,
I i : ~_tive, non=
(the cloth is hanging on the : causative,
line) ' _ stative}

; It is to be noted that the pair of verbal forms . i
are identical in morphological shape but that the non~
causative, stative verbal form in the continuative -
tense occurring in (3b} is phonologically related by
stem-inittal consonant mutation to the corresponding

b
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causative, dynamic, verbal form in the perfect tense ocur-
ring in (3a). By contrast with the cases of. merpholeogical
causativization exemplified in (1-2 (a-b)), the caugative/
non-causative relationship manifest in such. ihstances as
(3a-b) is provisionally termed as phopological ‘causativiza-
tion. And it is a characteristic feature of phonological
causativization that the perfect tense form of the.causa-
tive, dynamic verbal form implies the continuvative tense
form of the non-causative, stative verbal form and that
this relationship of Implication or cause-and-effect re-
lationship is phonologically marked by the common feature
~of stem-initial consonant mutation. =

In other. instances qf phonological causativization,

. the causative verbal form may be a verbal group (e.g. fa

fea 'to take and hide') of which the principal {or first)
member is usually the agentive verb fa lto take' and the
auxiliary {(or second) member (i.e. fea 'to hide') -is the
dynamic verbal form of the phonologically- relatad; non=-
causative, stative verbal form (i.e. vea ‘to be hidden'),as i

(4a) Aky€ ggg_edante ne gveq esumi ne ‘abo tcomp. semi-'
{Akye has hidden the cloth under the transitive,

: pillow) _ _ " gausative, d?namic?
(4b) edanlé ne vdq esumi ne dbo (semi-transitive,
(the cloth is hidden under the pillow) non-causative,_
stative).

We shall also find pairs of verbal forms, identical in -
. both morphological and phonological shape, between which
the same syntactic {(and semantic) relationship holds in.
corresponding complex seml-transitive and semi- transitive
clauses, as in the followlng paired examples involving

the verb stem tu 'to expel from/to leave' :

(Sa} Nana edu Akye ‘sud ne dzo (comp. semi-transitive,

- (the chlef has expelled causativé;_dyqamic)
Akye from the town) | _

( . _ - .

.(Sb) Aky€ :du sud ne d'zo o (semi-transitive, non-

. (Akye has left the town) causative, dynamic). .. .



_Such instancas may aleo be handled by analogy with.
such previous examples aas (1-2(a-k)}, in terms of the
causative/non-causative aspectual OPPdsition. - And

in rek#tion to the cases of morphological chusativi-
zation exemplified in (1-2(a-b)),such a causative .
verbal form as that in (5a) may be regarded as de-ﬁ
rived from the curresponding non-causative verbal

" form in - (Sb) by meahs of a morphological process of
-zero-modification and such instantes as {5a-b) are
distinguished as zero causativization. And as .in

the case of morphological causativization, the causa-
tive/non-causative verbal forms in the case of zero
causativization may be both dynamic as in {5a=-b}
above or contrast in terms of the dynamlc/stative
.distinction, as in {Ga b) below: .

(Sa) Akye cg va edanle ne ekponie ne dao {(comp. semi-
transitive;

(hkye has put the cloth on "the causative,
table) : _ : . dynamic}
(6b) edan!e ne gu ekponle he dzo - ‘(semi-transitive,
non~causative,
‘{the cloth is (lying} on the stative)
table) .

The above examples (1~ G{a-b)) illustrate the
various ways in which pairs of verbal forms, dif!ereht
or identical in shape, between which the same syrtactic
(as well as semantic) relationship holds ini correspon~-
ding complex éemi-transitive and semi-transitive. clauses,_
may be handled in terms of the appectual feature of :
causativity. :

. We shazl, however, also.attest, in corresponding . .
complex semi-transitive and semi- transitive clauses,
pairs of different verb words between which ‘the same
syntactic (and semantic) relationship obtains. The:
causative/non-causative distinction may also serve to
relate such cases, which are exemplified ing

oA : ’ ” ’ T . '
(7a) Akyc’szie kygﬁze ne ckponle ne azo (comp. semi-
ST _ : ~ transitive,
{(Axye has placed the pan on the causative,
table) o . dynamic)



(7b) Xy:nae ne. gyz ekponle ne dzo (semi-transitive, non-
‘causative, stativey

tthe pnn 1n (standing) o the : P '
tablel , ' <

Iand SR

(8a) Aky¢€ i@ﬁ.kycle ne ckponid ne dao (comp. semi-trahaiti
: (akyc has put the hat on the table causative, dynamic)

(Bh) kyttc ne id cekponle ne azo (semi-transiti&e, non-
: (the hat I—'(lyingl on the - causative, stative)
table) '

As 1in the previous examples. the causative verb stems

ate 'to place' {7a) and to 'to put/place’ (8a) occurring
in the complex semi-~transitive clauses are dynamic, where-
as the non-caugative verbal forms: gyi 'to be  (standing}.
on' (7b) and la ‘to be (lying) on' (Bb) accurting in. the
corresponding semi-transitive clauges are stative; and
such stative verbal forms may have dynamic verbal forms
(L.e. gyinla "to stand' and da ‘to lay' respectivelyl)
which may be causative in a complex semi-transitive claus#.

The dynamlie causative verh word in such cases may he
a verbal group (e.g. fa wula ‘to place in'}):

(9&} mefa aud ne mewula € 8a nd (comp. aemivtransitive,
(11T, I place the hduse in causative, dynamic)
your hands/care. I entrust .
the house to you)

{9b) auJ ne w3 ¢ ad nd_ ' {semf-transitive, non-
' - ' causative, stative) .

(1it. the house is {n
" your hands/care. The
house is ontruated to'

you)

The causative/non-causative relationship manifaat

" i{n such instances as (7-9 {a-)) is lexicalizad in the
pairs of different lexical ltems: sie/gyi {7a-b); to/la
(8a-b) and fa wula/wo (Sa-b) and, by contrast with the
other cases, is distinguishad as texteal aausatiuisatian.
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_ ' On the basis of the above analysis, four main groups
(A-D) may be set up among verbal forms which are related

in terms of causative/non-causative in corresponding com- -
plex semi-transitive and semi~transitive clauses., Group .

A consists of morphologically-related causative/nosni-
caugative verbal forms or porphological causatives.

Within Gropu A, two subesets (I-IL) are set up on ths
formal basis of whether the non~causative verbal form is .
dynasmic (A.I) or stative (AII){ this distinction correlates’

with the varfant causative suffix in the causative verbal
form, v S . o . .

Group B consists of Phottologically=related causative/ _
non-cauasative verbal forms, i.e. of phoncological causatives.,

_ Groyp € congists of verbal forms of identical shape which
are related in terms of causative/non-causative, i.e. zoro
causatives; two- sub-gsets (I-II) are distinguished on the

- basis of whether the non-causative verbal form may be .
specified as dynamic or stative. L :

Group D consists of examples of lexical causatives.:

Group Ar Morphological causativization

droug A.I:

Caupative Non—caua#tivew' .. .Cagsative

_dynamic = dynamtq5.~ o - _.Buffix
1. fola/fOla fo/fO / . . Ftas
- Tto make climb’ 'to climb' L _ A
2. dwula/gyvula / | dvu/gywu / = f-la /s i

'*to make descend’ . 'to descend'

Group . A. II: _ ; TR -

3. tenla/ttnld / te /¢y / . /-nld /
tto a{t' : "to be sitting® , _ . o

4.'gy£nta/bﬁin15 : . gyt /- gyt /. o /-nla .

‘to stop, stand’  "to be standing' = - y
' Group B: Phonological ¢abisativization ’

| Causative dynamic Non-Causative'#tative. |
S. keﬂ&&:-"'_*té_héhg': ’”hhéﬂda'to be hanging .
6. kiea 'to lean againat’ hisa 'to be leaning against.




i13

Causative .thﬁCauSativé.'
dynamic Btative ' _
7. Ida o ‘to lay® '3f in'ba lying on"ﬁ
8. fa fea 'to hide! vea. 'to be . hiddan'
9. 'fh tug  'to stick in' dua ‘to be atuck 1n'_1
10. fa sia = ‘'to stick in/’ ata "to be held int
' undert A I
Group f: Zero causativization
Group €.1
Causative Non*caﬁﬁativq
dxnamic . dynamic . :
11, tu ‘to axpel’ “tu ‘to leave'
12, te 'to strike down' Pe ‘to hit érqundty ‘
13, kponle 'to strike down' ~kp0ﬂz¢_'t6 hih'ground{\
Group C.IX
_ .Caupative Nen-causative
dynamic stnbive '
14, bea 'to lay agross' - Daa 'to ha 1r£n9 aaroaq
15, butu ‘to ovarturn’ 'buﬁu 'ta-he lytng tqpe-dondf
16. gua 'to place/put on' gua -'to be lying an‘-
17. wone ‘to turn down~. wone ‘'to be turned/pointing_
ward’ downward'
Group Di Lexical causativization
: ; : Causative Non-canaativa'
. dynamic stative,;,;:ﬁﬂ
18. sie *to place on' gyt ‘to be (atanding) on®
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19. to ‘to put on' .~ la  ‘to be (lving) on'

20.. fa wula 'to place in' ©wo "to beé in’

{B} Ditrahsitive and Tfansifive clausea

_ ﬁha ¢ausative/nonmcauaative ‘éistinction is set up’
to handla such Qifferences as those between the morpholo-~
gically related paire of verbal forms occurring in the
foliowing syntactically~ (and semantically~) related
pairs of ditransitive and transitive’ clausas-

BESTYY Akyeiggg_xofi.nysfﬁhié tditransifive, cauvsative,
' - (Akys makes Kofi drink dynamic) - _
brenst milk} .
(1b) Kofi.nq nycfaan ' | transitive, non-cauaative,
-(Kofi drinks breast milk) . dynamic}.
(2a) Akye’aah Kof% kyeie (ditrdnaiti?é, causativé,
-(nhrt nnakes Kofl put on “dynamic) _
a hat) :
teb) Kof? ad kyeie (transitive, non-causativa_

.":(Kofi'TE wearing a hat) Brative )

It is tp'bé nbtéd”that in (2a«b} the non-causative, stative
. werbal form %0 7t0 be wearing {2b) ig bhoth morphologically
" related by suffixation and phonologically »elated by stem-
initial consonant mutation to the causative, dynamic verbal
form eoaq' ‘tag put on' (2a). The cauwsative/non-caunsative rela-
tieonship in* (1-2 (a~b)) above exemplifies morphological
causativization.

And also by analogy with the morphologically-and
phonologically~related paire of dynamic/stative verbal .
forms in {(2a-b}, the dynamic/atative pa‘r of phonologically-
related verbal forma, betwsen whica thg same syntattic (and
. . semantic) relationship holds in the folklowing corresponding

ditransitive and transitive clauses, may be dealt with 1n
terns bf the cauaative/non-cauaativa distinction:
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{3a) Saneba keda Akyé'edanlfi ;1ditransitiveg causative;

(Sanebd makes Akye put dynamic)
on cloth) X
(3by  Akye pelaa Eﬁhnlé - (tranﬂitive, non-cnuaative
(Akye is wearing cloth) stativej : '
{da) - Sané%a*kugiﬂkygffdié' _ (&itrqnsitive, caueative.
(Saneba makes Akye put dynamic) :
on a belt) o
(4b) Akys,ﬂgg_fale (transitiva. non-cannativa,
.  ( Akye is wearing a helt) stative) - S

Tho above 1nstancas ekemplify_phonelogicui cuusativiaauion. -

Pairs of causative?non-cauaativa verbgl fotns nccurr-'
ing in corresponding ditransitive and transitive: clluses

may,;however, be ldentical in phonolégical shape andy

therefore, exemplify zero causativization. .Tha vezhal
forma may be simple’ vd#bs {e.g. wulg 'to put on/to be -
wearinqr and gua 'to inhale'z, ag in (5«6 (q«b{} heiuwa

(5a) Akys wula Kofd bé!aie! : (dttvanlittvq, cahlltivn, :
' " {Akys makes Xofi put omn - dynaniag
. a dreéss) o
{Eb) Xsz.wuZa teladéé ttranuttive, nen-eausative,
{Xofi 1snwsa:1ng a drass) ) stative) _ _
(6a) Akyé égua Kopt dytlé . | (aiuanaitiw. emntiu. |
(Akye has made Kofi 1nha1a dynamict -
medicine) _ SR
=(6b) Kof%_ggg_-ayite - (tran&iti?’,_nqnncluantives

(Xofi has inhaled ucdicine) aynanlc)

The verbal zarms may also be aemplex verbs (n,g. lye lhone

tto starvo}to !ast'). as 1n(1a-b) beluw:_'

(7;) Akye huelg Kofi ehond ' (ttanaiti?a, non«cuunative,
i(ﬁéga'Btarved{;o?f) ‘" | dynunie) o
{7b} xbfithggig,;hgné_ {transitivo. naﬁ-causative.

(Kofl fasted) ' dynanic)
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It is to be noted that with the simple verbs, the verbal
form in the non-causative transitive clause may be dyna-
mic or stative. ‘With verbs of adoxrnment - (e.qg. wuld) it .
“is- characteristically stative as ‘in (5b), whereas with
verbs of medication (e.g. gua) it is" dynamic as in (6b).
.XIn the case of complex verbs, the vearbal. form in the

non- causative clauae is uaually dynamic ag in (7p).

13

; on the basia of tha above description, three main
‘'groups (A-C) are Adistinguisled among verbs which may be
related in terms of the causative/non-causative opposition
~in corresponding ditransitive -and transttive clauses..
Group A ccnsiata of morpholegically~related causative/non-
~ eausative verbal forms - d&.e. morphological causatives)

two sub-sets (I~IY) ame further set up within Group A on
- the basis og whether the non-caugative verbal form may
be specified as dynamlic or stative. Group B consists of
phonold?icailynrelated causative/non~causative verbal
forms - i.a) phonologlcal causatives. Group C consiata
" of ‘zero caudatives which are sub-divided according to
"whether theé non-causative verb is dynamic or stative,
. 'and are further groupad into simple and complex verbs.

Gkbub h,'gorphoiogical“oausativization

 Group A.I.
J cﬁﬁéative' | o :Non-cauaative_ir Causative
_ dynamig dynamie - _suffix
1. noa/nfd / - no /n® / /=0& /
'~ ‘to make drink' ' *to drink? -
Group A. 1T ST
3. soa / 8Gwa / sﬁ / | /=g /
‘to put on' - 'tq be wearing* - - !

roup B: Phonological causabivization (varbs bf adarhmhntia

Cdusative" ' 'Non-oausative
dznamic . N stative

3, kye; 'to puk on (beltl* Rye “to be wearing®
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4. keda 'to put on (cloth)*  heda 'to be wearing®

Group C: Zero causativization

Group C.I (Verbs of adornment)

Causative Non-causative .
dynamic stative
5. bs - ‘to tie, put on bo -'"to“bi.wgggfhgf  -
6. mo 'to tie, put on - omo L
o {loin clothl o N
7. wula ‘to put on (dress]' wula n _}P. .

Group C.II (a) Simple vexbs (of medication)'

" Gausative, dynamic?ﬁon-cauéattve5;anauic

8. bia
9. ﬁﬁa
10, gua
11, #ela

12, twi

‘to ﬁaah'
‘to insert (in anus)'

'to inhale' .

" ‘to give enema’ o

'to daub'

Group C.II {(b) Complex verbs

13. kye chdne
a. kye nvoninli
15}'55¥aﬁy£émgba_

16. bo boeea

*to starve? to fast' SR

.'to take photograph of'y to huvo

photograph taken'

‘Yto disgrace: to be dilgracca'

'to give loan, lends to take. tonn.
borrow
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17. bo take N _- 1T ¢o j_méose fiﬁe:to 'Pa.y. cou e’ .
B -_-;s‘j_;-'- Lo S o

Groqg_C.II {c) Verbs ‘of cognition

18. .kakye '_ _ "to ramind: to remember'

.

(c) Transitive and Ingrgnsitiva CIauuea

) We shall ‘atse’ find naira of morphologically-related
verbal forms Between which the caugative/non-causative
relationship holds in corresponding transitive and in-
trangitive ‘clapses. The following illustrative pairs of
¢lauses are 1n the pogitive perfect tense and involve
the verbal forms (1) nua/mu *‘to put out'!to 9o out' nnd
{2) sea/be 'to make pass/to pass'- -

:(1&) Akye Enlua snn?e ne - !tranaitiva, cau:ati#e,
(Akye" haa put out the dynamic)
fire) G, PR .
f!b) senlé ne. ‘nlu et o (intransitive, non-causative,
© (the f{fe has gone out] dynamic) ' _
(2a) Akye €zeq eyevdle ne (transitive, causative,'
{Akyet has madg the quest - dynamic) T
pass) : '
- {2b) eyevéle ne Ezc S N (1ntransit1ve, non-causative,i

‘(the stranger hasipas:ed) dynamic?

In the above examples, the cauaative verbal farns

- ocourring in the (a) transitive clauses are morphologically
.ralated by suffixation to the non~causative verbal forms
occurring in the corresponding (b} intransitive ¢lauses,

- and the causative/non-causative ralationship here exenpli-
fies morphological. causptivization. - S

Othﬁr‘aozphblqgipally-related pairs of cauuativclnon--
causative verbal forms: in Garrespandinq transitivefintran-”
sitive clauses are (3) €iahe ‘'to make return'/efa 'to
return' “and {4} benZe ‘to. make invulnarable'/ha ‘to: becomq
invulnerable®'. R

& h\’f""! L
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- The variant causative msuffixes which mark the causa=~
fﬁive verbal formg in, the varlous examples cited above may
well represent remnants of morphological processes of the
formation of causative verbal forms that were historical-
ly more or less productive. The occurrence of each suf-
fix with a particular werb stem 1s, &n general, determined

- by the sub-class of the verb stem. For example, with
directional verbs such as (1) fola/fo 'to make climb/to
elimb' it is realized as /-la/, as /-nla/with locational
verbs such as (3) gyinla/gyi 'to stand, stop/ to be gstand-
ipg" and ds /<wd@ /with verbs of medication as 1n noa/no
1't¢ make drink/to drink*,

'fwy anaa;ogy with the previous examples {i1-2'(a-b}),

o #mEy alsoc handle,; in terms of the cauzative/non-causa-
A4i%e opposition, pairs of verbal forms of identical shape
o 1eh "an ‘ocour in corresponding tranaitive/intransitive
_ ... Such verbal forms may be oither simple verbs
:(a.g,.tunwue_'to wvake up') as in:

(3a) Akyé Fdunvue syevile ne (transitive, causative,
(Akye Tas woken up the dynamic)
atranger)
{43by ryevétc he dunwue {intransitive, nen-~
'(the_atranger has woken cvausative, dynamic)
up) o

ox complek;verba {e.q. tu:ahonie 'to frighten') as in:

(4a1 Aky{ difze Xoft honle {transitive, causarlve,

. {Akye frightened Kofl)} dynamic)

{4b) Koff &honle dule. {intransitive, non-
-(Kofi became frightened] causative, dynamiz)

By contrast with the cases of morphclegical causati-
vization exemplified in (1-2{a-b}) above, the causative/
non-causative relationship in such inetances ag {3-4 {(a-b})
may be regarded as exemplifying what we have distinguished
as’ zevo causativization. The term tergative' is now
ganerally used to distinguish such verbs. And acoordlng
to one kind of transformationai analysis suggested by

" Lyons, J. {1968} 352) "the subject of an intransitive verb
' thecomes' the object of a correspending transitive verb,
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,and a new crgative aﬁbject is introduced a8 the 'agent' :
" (or 'cause) of the action referred to. This suggests -

‘ that a transitive sentence, like {3) John moved the

#tone, wmay be derived syntactically from an intran51?~_ :
tive sentence, (1) The stone movad; by me ans ot ‘an e:qa—
-tiva, ot aausatibe, transformatiun.
_ It 13 to hc notcd as a characteristic feature o! _
‘argative verbal forms ‘vccurring in corresponding tzansi-
tive/intransitive claumes, that such verbal forms are '
_dynamio tn .ithtr tranutttvity elausa—typn.”

. The abovc exampiol (1-4 (a*b)) 111usttata the c
possible ways in which pairs of verbal forms which can
ocour in corresponding tranaitivcfintranuitivo ‘alauses
may be handled in terms of ‘the causative/non-causative
agpectual dﬂstinctton, on the dasis of the adove analy-.

. sis, two main groups (A=-B) may de: distinguishod ‘amonyg -
emuch vearxbal forms, Group A constats of norpholcgicallﬁ—

‘related aauiative/non-causative verbal forms exemplifying
morphological causativization and Group B consists of
ergative veibs exomplifying zero oausativization. '

" : 'ﬂrhlated‘verba-f"“”“
{Horg;ologicnl causntivization)

Group A l

Cauaativc o "-ﬂ Lo Nonncauaativu 1L ‘causative

dznmia o : L '. - d}"n!ﬂlic. _ ouf i |
h seﬂ /’(*)Ja / .. ge /B:t/}

'“:'. )345 .  ff

| _ _jf“?tp;pdtqf ;" o -
24 azanc}b nﬁ?)/ 'Y 1 ‘j/hnC¥}/” T
- Yto uakt to. turn backl J;_ R

3. bentassEnid be /a{ / | f-nw/

'f_'to makéitntulnei Hlt‘ 'to hioome tnvulnernblu‘ R

T fﬂﬂ /

4, nua /ﬁuﬂa ,
e _’to ‘g0’ out!

“"to put dut_(riralﬂ

'_:t shoulc ha nat&d t&qt. in a taan-tttvc clnulcg ttamu
. (1-3) may take a definite animaté-object noun phrase which,
by definition, 13 pronomina&tzable Ttenm (4) is differont



121

in roquirinq an inanimate object noun phrase auﬁ belongu
to the sub-clase of transitive verbd whidh' fa#oUr prd~ -
nominalization of their definite lnanihaté iject hoiin
phrase.

Group B: Exgative verbs (zero causati?izatlop)

Group B.1 (a} S8imple verbs which take an animata object
noun phrase

.1; boda "to injure,- hurt!
2, tunwue " 'to wake ub'
3. bia  tto wash’
4, geke ‘to spotl, pamper'
5. sokoe 'to help set down load'

(b) Simple verbs which take an okject noun phrase
which 18 a genitive construction conslsting .of
an animate nominal as the poszsessor and a body-
part name as the possessed nominal

€. pe 'to cut (somebody's hand)"’
7. tu ’ 'to extract (somebody ~isa's tbbih)‘ 

(c) Complex verbs conaisting of a verb atem plus
body~part nams {(which may be an inalienable
noun as in (8-9) or an alienable noun as in
{10=11) such that in a transitive clause the
object noun phrasa is a genitive constyructien

8, tu ahonle ‘to frighton'.
2, tw bo ‘to sxhaust'
16. die enyele  'to entertain’

1.  te ebole 'to haruii. bother'



_122_

‘@roup B. IT: (a) Simple vnrbs whioh !avour the prono—f .
' minalization of their definite inani-;
mate obyject noun phrase

1. 'b§ ' “tto bregk'
2. bu ‘ta-b;Qa# d6wﬁ,-deﬁbiisﬁﬁl
_'3.'.b§ndb' - "to:dcntf
 4; fﬁ;u :' ..._fﬁofloqgcﬁ, ﬁntié (pércel)‘ 
5. kbté--'_- to melt’ |
e}f°éqké_ o ‘to spoil, destroy'
| 7...%e';._' tho tear' |
.8;_}aﬁd I o "to tear"
9~_ﬂ§¢1¢:: f£0-bu;nf_ _
10;: aoé_ - 'to aqak%l
M. kpuke ko purst'
_1§.fffi#¢_1' .fto,ﬂola; mﬁke:a hélé in'

13. tenda 'to nake tanglad (threadl"'

4. esolo  'to tadn cloth}*
15. minlt . ‘to lose'
16. 'gyinﬂa' o tto stohf”

Verbal ndjectives with dynamic usa

.17; =tcnrc 'to straighten, to become straiﬁht'~
18._.kyéa : 'to bend. 1nc11ne. to hecome bent'_

19, kpe ‘to bend, to hscoma.pent! -
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Group B, II: (b) Simple verbs which do not fdvéui'the“.
pronominalization of their definite
inanimate object moun phrasb. =

20, 8o’ *to light'

2t.  tu ‘to untie (loin cloth)*®

22, buke ‘'to open {(door)’

23. tukue 'to open (box, door)'’

24, sianyi 'fo untie (belt, load)'

“Group B. Ir: {c) Complex verbs consisting of a verb

' stem plus an inalienable noun, such
that in a tranditive clause the nomi-

nal ‘object is realized as a genitive
construction - : o :

25. to nuhua  ‘to close, shut' | .
26. tu () bo ‘to exhaust'

In condlusion. we may gummarize the charactériatiq'
features of the aspect of causativity as fallows:

I. pairs of verb words which are relatable in terms of
the causative/non-causative ‘aspectual distinction
can only occur in corresponding pairs of clauses of
‘different transitivity types which are restricted
to (A) complex semi-~transitive and. semi-transitive
clanses, (B) ditransitive and trangsitive clauses,
and (C) transitive and intransitive clauses, and
such palrs of verbs words may be: '

ta) verbal forms which are morphologically and/
or.phonologically'related, (b} identical in
shape, and (c) different lexical items only
in the case of cdqrgspondingacomplex_semi-
.transitive and'seqi-transitive clausess
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II.. of the pair of causative/non~causzative verb
C Iworde the ceueetive member requires 7, places,
wheveae the cther aon-causative member requires
Ve mevd plaeeu

III. the cuueative elquna involving the p*—plnce verh
word and the corresponding non-causative clause
'1nvolving the n-l-place verb word are syntac-
tively related in such a way that the object of
the causative clause recurs as the subject of.
the non-causative clause (or the subject of
the non~causative clause becomes the object of
the causative clause in which » new subject
occurs as the causer of the verb action);

- IV: the causative clause and the non«causative clause
which is correspondent to it are also semantically
.. related such that a cause-and-effect relationship
-holde bhetween them: that 18, the verb action
referred to in the causative clause implies or
results in the verh action of . the non- causative
clause; :

‘¥t the espectual feature of causativiey chardcteris-

: tically combines with the aspectual feature of
stativity such that the causative verb word
characteristically occurs with dynamic aspect,
whereas the non-causative verb word may be of
eithor 'dynam:l'.c or stative aspect; '

VI four eub-typee of ceueetivizetion are dietin-
- guished namely, -
1. uorphological,
2, phenologicaluy
3. '2ero, and ' B ' . :
Iexicel caueetivization; and.correeponding-

“a. oomplex eemi-traneitive and seni-~ traneitive
o elaueee exhibit all four sub-types,

b, ditraneitive and treneitive clausem exhibit a11
"~ but lexical ceusetiv&uation, whereas

.e. treneitive and 1ntreneitive cleusee exhibit only
morphological and zero causativization.
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