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Reflexives in Xitsonga ™

1. Introducion

Generally, *he term Xitsonga refers to a group of closely related Bantu
l;anguages spoken in Mazambigue, South Africa, Swazliana, and Zampabwe wnicn
includes Xichangana, Xwonga, and Xitswa spoken 1 Mozambigue DY
approximately three milion people.” Al the languages that comprise Xirsonga
are mutually intelhgible.

The data in this paper 1s from the Xihilengwe z.aiect as Spoken in he
Mozamhbican district of Manjacaze, Gaza province. Xinlengwels 1ne Writerl s own
dialect and, therefore, the exampies given below - UNIeSs OLNET W1S€ SpeClilec -
refiect his intuition.

As in other Bantu languages, the nouns 1 Xtsonga rali 1nte classes
distinguished by pairs of prefixes, one dencting singuar and the otner plura,
and these determine verbal agreement, modifier agreement and guanuner
agreement. The noun classes are referred te by numpers, as sSnown 1n tne
glosses, The agreement marker {(class prefix} must be present, otherwise tne
sentence will be ili-formed. Consider the examples 1n (1)

(1} a. Xi-ngove xa-mina xo-basa xi-lav- & ntsSwamoa
7 ecat 7T me 7 white 7 -want- PRS 3 milk
"My white cat wants milk"

b. Swi-ngove swa-mina swo—basa sWi-lav- a ntswamba
8 cat 8 me & white 8- want-FRS 3 mug
"My white cats want miik”

c. * Swi-ngove mina swo-basa swi-lava niswamoa

In  a discourse 1nitial sentence as in {la), the sup)ect anc thne ORJect are
eXpressec by means of noun phrases (NPs). However, glven an appropriate
contextual SItUatlon Or 1N 4 Sentence related Lo previsus dlecoul 52, e SUDJECT
or ohject syntactic funcuecns can be filled by caucs as spoWn 1N L)

{2) Swa- mina swWwo-basa SwWa-wu- jav- a
8 they me & white B- 3 CL it-want-FRE
"My white ones want it"

The choice of the chne to fGll the subject or opject argument TUNCUONS. Aas
indicated in (2). 1s determined by the class prefix oI the noun n quesLion.
Thus, one may suggest that cliticisation in Xitsonga ¢onsists ol copying the
noun class prefix of the NP to be chticised.

Zitsonga uses three strategies for forming reflexive expressions, t}amely -a-.
-ek- and -xe, as can be more clearly seen inr (3bj, {3c), (3e;, t3frand (3g9).
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{3} a. Swi-nygove Swa-mina awi-his-ile gwanyl.
8 cat g me 8 burn-°PsT 3 grass
" Wy cats have burnt the grass"

k. Swi-ngove swa-mina swi-fi- lus- ile
B rat E me B -RFL-burn-°PST
"My cats have burnt themselves"

c. N'wana a- &~ his- ile
} child 1SM-RFL-burn-°FPST
“he child has burnt himself”

d. Ndzi-Hi- won-ile H-ngwana tolo
11 9§ CL-sees-PST 9 dog yesterday
"y zaw them, the dogs yesterday"

e. Xi-pfale xa-pful-ek- a
7 door 7- cpen-RFL-PRS
“mhe door opens”

f. Swi-ngove swa-mina swi-famb-a ha swo-xe
8 cat g me & -walk~PRS by & alone
"My ¢ats walk by themselves”

g. N'wana a- famb-a ha ye-Xe
1 child 1 -walk-PRS by 1 alcne™
"Phe child walks by himself/herseif’

&s the examples in (3) show, the reflexave formauve -1~ shares the same slot
in the verbal complex as the cbject chtics In {4d, ana {2} iat umes rererred
to as object markers). However, what holds -fi- distnctly apart trom the
object clitics and makes it closely resemble verpal sufhixes such as the
applicative -gl-, the causative -13-, and passive -iw- 1s that -L2- 1S lnvariabie
for person and class. For instance, swingove Meats' in \sp) and n'wana cnud
in (3c} take the reflexive formative -ti- despite belonging to Classes B ang |1
respectively. In addition, as will be seen below, uniike tne opject cUTC, -~
gives rise to semantically different verbs, Le. 'new iexemes’. bnonologically .,
as example (3d) shows, -ti- is 1dentical to the object clhuc -ti- of class Y
which is a copy of the noun tingwana "dogs" of ciass % wilh which 1t 1s
co-referential.

The use of -ek-, as indicated in {3e), 1s generally restricted tc sublect nouns

such as xipfalo "door" which are neither [+humani nor [+amumatej.” What ues
-ek- to the apphceative -el-, causative -is- and to the passive -lw- 15 that i
ic attached to the verbs in a sumilar fashion te these sufmxes. ln some
instances, as is the case with -ti-, -ek- creates verbs with a cifrerent

meaning.

By contrast, -xe parallels pronominal stems 1n that It ooCUurs WlLn tne NOUn
class prefix of the NP with which 1t 1s co-referential. Hence, wrnle i oIy 1t
takes the swi- of class 8, in (3g)} it selects ye of class 1. Swoxe 1n the IOrmer
indirates that swingove "cats" walk by themselves, In conirast to sometiuhg
which needs some help. In a umilar way, Yexe in Lne iatier SHOWS LNAt n'wana
1t ahild" is contrasted with somebody eise wno 1S unapie Lo Waik DY himsell.
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The main argument in this paper is that the reflexive mrmatives ~o~ and -ek-
are nothing other than verbal affixes which, like the applcative, the causative
and the passive affixes do, alter the valency of the verhs they are attached
to. With regard to ~xe, it will be argued that it is a pronomnai stem used tc
form independent reflexive pronouns whose discourse function 1s to focus or
contrast {examples {27}).

While the following analysis of the reflexive formatives will be based on the
Lexira]l Functional Grammar {LFG) as presented in Bresnan {1982}, it will
particularly draw on Grimshaw {1982).

LFG pqstulates three levels of structure, namely C{constituent) structure,
F{unction) structure, and A{rygument) structure, alsc known as Thematc
structure.

C-structure contains syntactic constituents such as NF, VP and the like,
dominated by nodes whose terminals are lexical sems, whereas F-structure
contains syntactic functions like subject and object. Apart from these
subcategorizable argument functions which are directly mapped onte the
thematic roles in the Thematic structure, LFG aiso recogmzes non-argument
discourse functicns such as Topiz, Focus and Adjunct.”

ks for Argument (thematic) structure, Bresnan & Moshi (1930:l66) pownt out
that this level is a product of recent expanswn ¢f the LFG theory and
represents a universal hierarchy of thematic roles going from agent,
beneficiary/maleficiary, goal/experiencer, Instrument, patient/theme to jocanuve.

Although related by mapping principles, these three leveis are independent,
or in Bresgnan & Kanerva's {198%9:1} terms:

“Phematicr structure, constituent structure, and functional
structure are parallel information structures of different
character. They are related not by proof-theoretic derivation, but
by local structural correspondences, as a melody 1s reiated to the
words of a song.”

The independence of the levels of structure In LFG mvoives one of the main
differences between this framework and Government and Binding {GB) theory:
namely, while the former dispenses with a Deep level (Deep-structure) and
includes discourse functions such as Topic, ancd all the operauons that alter
the syntactic functions take place in the lexicon; the latter, ob the othet nanda
postulates Deep and Surface levels of syntactic structures, and relates them
by means of transformations (Move o} which are regulated by synracug
principles, such as the Projection Principle, Theta Criterion and Case Theory.

Alteratinns to the predicate argument structure of verbs, by adding, fusmng
or suppressing theta roles are carried out Dy morpholexical operations
(Bresnan and Moshi 1990). As will be seen beiow, the affixation of the
applicative, causative, passive and refiexive morphemes to verbs exempiifies
the application of such operations.

2. Reflexjvization in Xirsonga

In this section each of the three strateqies used to derive reflexive
expressions in Yitsonga will be considered, with reference to the data in (3.
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The verb kuhisa "to burn' in {3a) 15 transitive and here selects object gwanyl
“"grass™. {4a) represents the lexical entry for the. verk kuhisa "to bure”
together with the thematic roles which form its predicate argument structure.

{3a) Kuhisa "to burn® {{(SUBJ), OBJ}

<agent theme>

When the reflexive affix -H- is attacned te tne verb kuhisa "to burn', the
object is bound to the subject (agent) swingove "cats", and we .get the
reflexive verlb kutihisa "to burn oneseiffitself”. as shown 1n (3k). In other
words, the theta role associated with the aopject 1= suppressed and,
eonseguently, the number of the arguments of the verb kutusa “to burn® is
reduced by one. Hence the predicate argument structure of the refiexve
verb kutihisa "to burn oneself/itself” .can. be represented as foliows:

{4b) Ruthisa "to burn oneself" ({SUBJ),{OBJ})

|

<agent &>

Talang inte account this fact, Gramshaw (1582:106) suggests that reflexivizaton
should be regarded as a morpholexical operation which applies a refiexive
lexiral rule to a predicate argument structure, and whose effect 1s to bind one
argument to ancther. Here, the generalization is tnat, given a transitive two-
place predicate, a reflexive predicate can be derived from it by binding its
object to the subject.

Another way of looking at reflexivization is to take it as a process which
transforms a transitive wverb inte an intransmtive one. Foliowing EBresnal
[1982:166-169,387), and Lev: {l1982:629-63i;, let us rall such a process
ntransitivization., Given this, onhe lnterim prediction 1S Lhal reliexXlvi2ation
cannot apply to an wtranstive verb. Thus, refiexive predicates cannot pe
derived from verbs such as kufa "die"” which lack opbjects, as 1s shown 1 (5.

{53 * Munhu a-9- file
1 person 1-RFL-dae

As mentioned earlier, another fact which distinguwshes -4- from pronomunal
object clitics and makes it resemble derivational affixes 1s that -H- tenas to
give rise to semantically different verbs. The meanuing of such verbs gradually
fossilizes, and eventually they enter the lexiron as independent items. The
existence of many lexicalbized nfinitive reflexive verbs shows that reflexive
verbs can be freely denived from non-reflegive fransifive werbs, Le. pase
verbs. Consider, for example, the verbs 1n (6} taken Irom Ntsanwisi {(1968:51,.

(6) Kuga " to eat" -» kutiga "to eat aneself” -> “w be snobbish, proud”.

Kukhoma "to catch” -> kutikhoma "to hold oneself" -> "to ke
well-behaved”.

RKutiva "to know™ -> kutidva "to know oneself" -> "to be
conceited".
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The claim that the lexicalization of reflexive verHs 1s a gradaual process is
supported by the fact that while verhs such as Kuuga Lo b snobbish' and
kutitiva "to be conceited’ are no longer used in a reflesive context, kutikhoma

can be used in reflexive and non-reflexive contexts. For wnstance, compare | /a)
to {Tb).

(7} a. Mamana =a-ti-khom~ 1ile
1 mcther 1-RFL-catch-FET
"The mother touched herself”

k. Teolo mamana & a - kwat- ile kambe a-ti-khom- iie
Yesterday 1 mother IMP 1 -angry-PST but 1 RFL-catch-PST
"although the mother was angry yesterday, she controled
herself"

In {7a} the reflexive verb kutikhoma "to catch, toc touch oneself’ Lc
semantically still related to the non-refiexive vero kukhoma '"to catcn, tw
touch” in (§). By contrast, the reflexive verb kutikhoma "to be well-behaved,
to control oneself” in {7b) has lost such a relation.

The reflexive affix -ti~ can be used together With the apphicative -ei- ana Lne
causative -1z-, as shown in (B}

(8) a. Va-na va-swek-a mai-narmbpu
2 ehild 2- cook-FRS 3 sweet potato
"rhe children are cooking the sweet poratoes’

L. Va-na va-swek-el- 2 mi-hambu Kok wan:
7 child 2-cook-APPL-PRS 3 sweet potato | Jranc-mother
"“mhe children are cooking the sweet potate for

grand-mother"

¢. Va-na va-ti-swek-el- a m-hambu
» phild 2-RFL-cook~-APPL-PRS 3 sweet-potatc
nrhe children are cooking sweet-potato for tnemselves’

Bs (8b) indicates, the applicative suffix ncreases tne VAalency of the verrp
kusweka "'to cook” by one argument which bears the benenciary thematic rote.
Let us call such an argument object (OBJZ) as the verp pecomes diiransiuve.
To make this point clear. compare (9a) and (9b) which represent the preaicate
argument of the verb kusweka "'to cook™ anc kuswekela "to cook ror in 1%a;
and {8h) respectvely.

(9) a. Kusweka 'to cook" ((SUBJ)., (0OBJ}

<Agent theme>
b. Ruswekela "to cock for' ((SUBZ), (OBJLl), \OBJiy)
l i
I
<hAgent theme benenclary.

When the reflexivization applies, the bengtl.cmr Y (OBJ2) 1= bound 1o the
subject and, as a result, the reflexive applicative verp kuDswekela "to cook
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for oneself" in (Bc) is derived. {10} is the representation of the predicate
argument structure of this verb.

(10) Kutiswekela “to cook for oneself” ((S8UBJ). (OB31), (ORJIZ}

|
<Ag/ben theme d

%s indicated by the glosses in (8c}, semanucally a relfiexive applicative verp
derived from a transitive verb indicates the action 1t expresses 18 Tor L
benefit of the subject (agent). However, when a refiexive applucallve verp 15
derived from an intransitive verhb, 1t denotes, among other wungs, tnat the
action takes place by itself. Consider, for instance, the sentences In {li),

{11) a. N'wana a-tsham-a.
1 child 1-maxt- PRS
"The child sits"

b. N'wana a-ti-tsham-el- a
1l chid 1-RFL-sit-AFPL-FPRE
“"The child site by himself"”

]

. Mu-sotchwa a-f- 1ile
1 s=oldier l-dy=-PST
"The soldier has died"”

d. Mu-sotchwa a-ti -f- el- ile
1 soldier 1-RFL-die-APPL-PST
"The soldier has died a natural death'

While the intransitive base verb kutshama "to sit™ 1 {l11la) simpty means that
vne child i= sitting down, 1 {1lb! the derived refiexive appucatlve verb
kutitshamela "'to sit for oneself” denotes that the chu€ s1T5 DY (amselt; nerse.f,
1e. tne child is sitting down on his own.” In a Simuar wWay, as Snown DY Tne
glosses, the reflexive applicatave verb kutifela "to die by oneself 1n .ii¢:
indirates that the soldier died a2 natural qeatn wheareas xKuta to die  car
either mear that the saoldier has bean Kildeo of Ttnat he AQles hatutraly.
depending on the contex:. Here, 1t shoulz pe notea tnat retiexive AR pLUCATIVE
verbs are alsc used when the speaker mnrends to show Sympathv Tdl SoMmeone
whe has had a msfortune. Thnus, the sentence 1n illol can be Laken wo
indirate the speaker's atutude towards the death of the soidlel ., Thal 1S LG
svmpathy for the soldier's death.

As 15 the case witnh the refiexave verps i .o, appucauvs ans lellexive
applcative verps tend to lexuwralize and graaually acquire a Dew meaning Wnich

1= unrelated 1o the meaning of the base verbps. Consiger the [DUOWING exampies
based on Ntsanwis: (1568:51;.

(12) Kukhoma “to caten, to touch” -» Kutlkhema -» "to toucr oneseiu’ -» Lo
control oneself” -» kulkhomela "to cateh for' -> "to forgive" -3
kutikhomela "to hold for oneself” -» "to pe careful win oneseif'.

Kutiula "te jumg™ -» kutitlula "to exclude oneseif trom a group’ -- "to
omit oneself from & Lst” -> kutluiela "to jumg for' -: “Yeo assaull, o
attack™ -» "o cross a border illegally” -» to emugrate” -> kunulela

henhla ™o Jump skywards" - > "to deny vehementiv' =-» rutitiuieta ''tc
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get oneself safe, to put oneself ocut of aanger'.

Kuwona "to see” -> kutiwona "to see oneseif’” -» xubiwonela
™10 see for oneself" -» "to detend oneself”

Reflexive applicative verbs such as the ones 1n {12} can be freely formea rrom
base verbs. While many such verbs are already sten 10 the lexicon ol The
language, that is, they have lexicalized completely, otners such as kutiwaonela
have not yet fossilized completely. Thus, some can be used both in their
literal and non-literal meanings, as can be more clearly seen in the examples
{13) recorded from a conversation between two women in a market.

(13} A: Mundzuku ndzi-ta—famb-a kaya ndz-ya-ti-won—ei- a
Tomarrow 1 I-FUT-walk-PRS 5 home 1 I-go-RFL-see-APPL-FRE

tukulu Wwa mina
1 grandchild of 1 me
"fomorrow 1 will go home to see my grandchild for myseif”

B: Mawaku' Kambe ioko unga phundzui- 1
If only but 1f NEG wake up very early NEG

- ta- H-won- el- a  hikusa swibomba swa-tai- a

1 you-FUT-RFL-see-APPL-FRS because & Dus B - tuli-Fk3

“If only I could (] wish 1 were YOouj. BUT 1T You QON'l wake up very
early, you will see yourself in troubie because puses are ILull .

The speaker &, after learning that her daughter nad nal a bapy at thelr nome
village, tells her friend B that she wants Lo See ner granucnua "Dy herseir”
and, therefore, she is planning to go home the IOLOWLNREG GaY. ohe uses Lhe
reflexive applicative verb kutiwenela which Jiterally means IO See 0Y oneseir’
In response to the speaker's statement, the listener (B) warns ne: Lnat puses
are full and, as such, the speaker should wake up eariy so as to aliow encugh
time te catch a bus, otherwise there will be problems witn her Journey. 1n
order to warn (A}, {B)} uses the same verb (phonologlcally 1dentical), put WiLh
2 totaly different meaning.

The examples 1 {11b} and {(l1d} show that the reflexmve athiy -fi- can be useuw
with intransitive base verbs provaded that tne apphcative suffix -el- 15 aiso
used: for nstance, compare (1ld) ta (5). This means tpat. in ordel rat -t~ to
QCCUr )L an intransinive base wverD, -el- must be present to WMiroduce Lhe
argument {object) which is bound to the supject whern reliexivizalion appues.
This lends further weight to the argument that refievive applicative verops Can
be treely derived from base verbs whether Iransitive o WMNUransiiave. nAense
the restriction on its use with intransitive verbs referrec to 1N Yeiatlen Lo

example {5) should be relazed.

After dealing with the use of the reflexive affix -gi- in assoclaton Wil ilne
applicative suffix -el-, its occurrence With the causative SUIDX -—15- Wil oe
discussed. First, consider the examples in (l14).

{14) a. Maria a-khwev-a cayi

1 Mary l-sip- PRS 3 tea
"Mary is sipping tea"
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k. Maria a-khwev-15- a cayl n'wana
I Mary l-mip- CAUS-PRS 3 tea 1l cnla
" Mary 15 making the chiid sip tea”

c. Maria a-g- khwev-1s- a  cay:
1 Mary 1-RFL-s1p- CAUS-FRS & tea
" Mary is making herself =ip tea"

The verb kukhweva '"to sip™ in (133} is transitive and, as a result, sejects an
ohiect (theme) such as CE]F:L “"raa'. When the causative sufr.i.:-: 1S attached to r.ne
verb kukhweva "tn sip", the causative verb kukhuevma 'to cause to SIp L
{13b} is derived and a secand ablect,e.c. n'wana '"¢hild” 1= introducea. It 1s
this object that is suppressed when the refiewive athix -i- appues o the
reflexive verb kukhwevisa "to make 21p” and the reflexive causative Vero
kutikhwevisa "to make oneself sip” is derived. {l4a), (14D} anc |14¢) represent
the predicate argument structure of L.23;. (133 and Vlac,; respectivery.

(157 a. Kukhweva "to sip” ((8UEJ), (ubdy

|
|

<agent theme>

k. Kukhwevisa "to cause to sip'’ ((BUBJ . LUBY b e ey
I | ]
! ! !

Lagent ineme SXperlellssl -+

. Futikhwevisa "to cause oneself to sip" (WSUBJ), 10pe,twesdd)

I ] !
! t |

Lagent theme @2

Apart from transitive verbs such as kukhweva "to sip" in (13)tne repexive
affix -ti- and causative suffix -is- are also used WILhL MCransitlve Vers Dases,
35 shown 1n the examples 1n (15,

(1£! a. Tate a-vetlel-a
1 elder sister i-sleep- PRE
"My elder sister 13 sieeping’

L. Tate a-yetiel- 10- a T Wana
1 eider sister l-sieep- CARULS-PhE 1 cnud
"My eider sister s making the baby sieep”

. Tate a-ti-yetiel -15- =
1 elder sister 1-KF.L-sieep-CAUS- PhRo
"My elder sister 1= mMaKINg hersell Sieep’

The sentence {16bh} shows that the causallve SUILL 18- INCl&45c2h Lhe Valenoy
of the verbh kuyetlela "teo sleep' (lba) by wMlroaucing an objedl, nere n wana
"child™ which 15 bound to the subject when refiexivization apples, glving rise
te a refieyave causative verb 1n (16C;.

As was the case with the examples discusseg earlier, causallVe ana relieXive

rausative verhs often acguire a new meanng tNXoOuUgn a gradua. Iexlsallzatiorn.
process. For instance, depending on the context, kuyeueusa 'to cause 1o
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sleep™ may be used in its predictable sense, as 1n {16p}, as well as wo mean
that "my elder sister i= wicking the child”. Likewise, {l6c} may eltner be
taken literally (as in the glosses) or to indicate that "my eider sister is
deceiving herself about something™. ln addition to the examples in 116,
consider the following:

{17) Kufa "to die" -> kufisa "tc want something padiy’ -» gutinsa "t teign
death".

Kuga "to eat" -> kugisa —> "to cause to eat” -> 'to polson tnrougn rood
or drink"” -» kutigisz "to cause cnesell to €al ' -» Lo De abie LO Support
cneself"

All the examples given so far show that retiexivization apples to verbs wrnach
have not only a direct object but aiso an externa: argument, 1.e. a SuDJecCt
{agent). Given the fact that passivization sSuppresses tius syntactlc TURCLON
together with its theta role, the prediction is that the reflexive alilx -Q- anc
the passive suffix -iw- wili never coexist. Thus, the generalzation is tnat
reflexivization is subject to what one may term "the externa: argument
requirement’: it can only apply te verbs which select an external argument,
This requurement would rule out sentences sucn Li¥).

(18) * Xi-ngove x-ti-his- 1iw- Ue
7 cat T-RFL-burn-fpASS-FPST

Taking intc account the examples (13} and (14}, the causauive ano he
applicative suffizxes can be said to have an ldentical eIIect on Lhe prealcate
argument structures of the verbs to which they are attacnhec in Lnat tney
both increase the valency of such verps by one argument. I'ne remiexive arhx
~ti- and the passive suffix -iw- have the opposite eITecl, lLe. tNey requce tne
valency of the verbs they are attached to by one argument. oenerauy, the
addition of the suffix modifies the argument SLIUCTUre 0L THEe L& Jery,
deriving z new one.

Turning to the second way of Iorming reflexives, TOele are sSeveral VIiewWw:s o
the suffix -ek- . For instance, whie I[Or BauUmMDACL LL¥g/iun-us. 17 LF A
neutro-stative suffix, Cuenod {19679 terms 1t a Neuter eilenswon ol SUThX.
Whereas "neuter” 1s normaily used to describe NOUNS WMCH NeLher QlSp.a
masculine nor ferunine genders, Corbett (1931:idw, 203-2i8) apa Urysta
{1987:93}, "extenswon'’, as seen earllet, 1S generaly useq 1p santud Studles Lo
describe affixes such a= the causative and the appicauve, wmen 'extenc’ or
Increase the valency of the base verb. Witn regara o ''stanve | 1L Qenotes a
state 1 which an entity may be found and, as such, ILS usSe 1N CoLRDECUGH
Wwith -ek- appears toimply that the actwons expressed DY the VErDS LIS SUITX
is attached to, 1indicate the state of the NP supject munwea Thus., one may
argue that, although wldel}r user 1n Bantu studies, the terms "neutro-stative’
and "neutro-extension” seem to be confusing and mMiSleading rather than
capturing the fact tnat when -gk- 1s attached to a DASE VEID, 1L SUPPIRSSEL
the agent. In other words, -ek- alters the predicate argument SLYUCture or tne
basic verb, deriving a new cne. e.g. kupfuieka 1, i13e).” Tris ract ties Lhe
suffivx -ek- to the passmive suffix -iw-. To make LS pont ciear Lake uhe
Sentences in (19).

(19} a. Mu-yiv1 a-ptui-e x-piale tolo

1 thief l-open-FST 7 Qoo¥ yesteraay
"Phe thuef openec Lhe door yesterday’
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h. Xi-pfale xi-pful-iw- 1ile tolo
7 door 7 open-PASS5-PST yesteraay
"The door was openec yesterday’

c. Xi-pfalo m-pfui-ek- ile toio
7 door 7 ppen -RFL-PET yesterday
“rhe door opened yesterday’

While i1 {192} there 15 an overt agent, muyivi 'the tmef'. wne pertorms the
actinn expressed by the verd kupfula "to open”. in (190) ana {ivc) the agent
i suppressed, and the verps kupfuliwa anc kuptulega are derivea
respectively. Thus, the suffixes -ek- and -iw- can pe said Lo nave an wentcal
effect on the predicate argument structure of a verp. That 1s both SUDPLess
the subject {agent}. {(20a} and (20b} represent the premcate argument
structure of the verbs kupfuliwa “t0 be opened” 1n (1Yo} and Kupruieka to

open itself” in (1Sc} respectively.

(201 a. Kupfuliwva "to be opened” {((5UBJ} upd))

|
1

< Theme

b, Kupfuieka "to open woeif' D1 SsUbay L aEddh
| !
i 1

<@ LOE e

Howevey, the main difference petween (19D} ano :¥C: 18 Lhat Ul Lne Iormer 1t
15 possible to express the agent optionally, as a py-pLrase (adjunce,, Woereas
11 the latter such a possibility 35 not avahabile. as tne [ou0wing exXamples
show.

(21} a. Xi-pfale w~piul-1w-ue 1010 vh1 omu-yivi)
T door 7-open-PASS-PST yesterday (DY i troet
“The door was opened yesterday by the truet)"

. * ¥ipfaio xipful-ek-ie tolo hr muyivli

Samantwally the passive construction (19b) topicaunzes the Opb)lecl (tneme).l.&.
the speaker focuses his attention on xpfale "door” ratner Lhan oh tne mMuylvi
nehief" and. therefore, the latter can pe omited wWithout ZILecTing Lt MesS3ae
the speaker wants to convey, As for kuplhuweka, Lne presence ot tne neuter
suffix -ek- wndicates that this Verp @Xpresses a SPOTLATenUS evell, nence Lne
construction 1n (1%c} may pe paraphraseq das 'the anol opened Sponlanecdsly
In other wWords, passive Verbs such as Rupfwiwa [ Zlay presuppose an agent
whereas in cCONSCIUSTIORS INVOIVING verpbs lKe Kuprugga VLl Chie QDJect
appears to be undergolng the event "y Wselt' ana, [hereluls, & ag=ni 15 Lot
presupposed.

Apart fram verbs cuch as Rupruleka 1 (32 ano 1y derlved trom LLansitave

base verbs., -ek- can pe used WILG yntransitive pasic verbs, af waicated 1n
r""ll\
[
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(21) Kufamba "to walk" -> kufambeka "a place 1s easy to walk te"
Kuya "to go" -» kuyeka "to be easy to go to”
Kunyima "to stand up™ -> kunyimeka "to stand straight at a
certain place”

In ¥itsonga, verbs such as the ones 1n (¢1}, WNOSe aCcUONs eXpress mouons or,
in Bresnan and Kanerva's {198%:26) terms, verps of mMolon, Seiect a jocatve
which syntactically functions as an object. This can be seen in the rouLowing
dialogua:

(22} A: Hina se- ha-famb- a Kkaya
He now-1 walk-PR3 home
"Now we are going home”

B: Kasi kaya hi kwi?
But home COP where
"By the way, where 1s home?"

A: Hi kola kusuhi ni Euston
COF here near with Fuston
"It 1= here near Euston"

B: Ha' hambi hi mi-nenge ka-famb-egk- a
Ha even with 4 foot 17-walk-RFL-PES
“Ha' even on foot it is walkable".

Mina ndzi-tsham-a Barking, 1 kule swWinene,
11 1 stay-PRS Barking COP far wvery
"I stay in Barking, it 15 very far”,

hi mi-nenge a- Ku- famp-ek- 1,
with ¢ foot NEG-17 ¢L there-walk-RFL-NEG
"With on foot not, there walkable”,

Ndzi-tolovela kukhwela x-pompa
1 use chmb 7 bus
"I usually take a bus"

The base verk kufamba 1n (22}, apart Irom the SuUbDJeci (Agenl; Mina ‘we
seilects the locative object kaya "home'. fhe [act that tnls 10Cauve Ccan be
cliticized, as can De seen 11 thne dlalogue W1 L27). pProves That It 1=
syntactically an object.” (23a) represents the preaicate argument structurs
of this verb,

(23) a. kufamba "to walk™ ((SUEJ), {OBJ;}

< Agent loc>

When the suffix -ek- is attached to the verb, the agent 1s suppressed and the
verb kufambeka is derived. In addition, the locative 15 promoted to the
sublect paosition, controlling the agreement through the prenx ku- of ns
locative classes, as the glosses in {22} inducate. (23b) represents the argument
structure of the verb kupfuleka.
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{23) b. kufambeka ({SUBJ}.(OBJI})

<@ locs

Another fact in support of the claim that verbs of moucn such as tne ones 1n
{21} take a locative object 15 that, when they aenote abllTy. tnat 1ls, when
used intransitively, they cannot take -—ek- as suppresses Lhab only syntacuc
function and 1te theta role contaned 1n thelr precicaie argument STructure.
For instance, kufamba in (3g) selects a subject {agenl; as LS SOole argument
and. therefore, cannot take -ek-, otherwise this argument ana the Lheta roie
it is associated with, e.g. agent would disappear, erasing tne Wnoe Vel o. As
a result, sentences such as *n'wana a fambeka ha yexe are impossusle 1n
Xitsonga. Hence the generalization 1S thar, 1n order tcr a verb Lo Lake -ek-,
it should contain more than one theta roie 1o I1LS predicate argument structure.
In other words, it should be transitive. This would exciude Mtransitive Dases
verbs that only select a subject, pe this fagent) or ine oDJect

{ patient /theme}, normally referred o as unergative anc uUhacdubalive
respectively Demuth {1990:239}, and Hartord (1990:15/ 0.

(241 Kukolcla "to shout” lunergauve; -2 ryukololeka
Kufa "to die" {unaccusatuive) -r *guteka
Kuwa "to rall™ unaccusative) -» ¥*Ruwexa

Takiig 1nto accounl the argument reducing sSimuannes pETWesn The Sulllias
-ek- and -iw- aiready referred tC, LOS PredicuLlon 1 Lhal D Vel DD o e’
would never be passivizable, unless an argument 1S mtranuced @y an
applhcative affix. In fact, n Xitsonga, only applcawve passive Verps may be
derived from base verbs in {24}, as SnHOWH 10 23,

72%; a. *Kukeinliwa -» kukoiolela "to shout ror" -- Rukoiienwa TO D&
shouted for”

*Kufiwa -> kufela "to die for' -> Kutelwad 't¢ be Oiea Ior, LG L
bereaved"

*Kuwiwa -> kuwela "to fall tor” -» Kuweliwa "o pe tallen orn Lov

b, ®*Ndzi £- 1w- 1ie hl bava
1 1 die-PASS-PST by fatner

. Ndzi f- el- iw- ile hi bava
1 1 die-APPL-PASS-PST by father
"1 have peen ded on by my father”

However, 1t should be observed here that, these vernps can usea as rransimved
and when they are, they select a locative oblect anc, COnRSeguUentl:. .. be
passivized without necessarily taking the applicalive exrension.

{26) Tikweni ku-f- iw- a r ndiaia
5 LOC country (7-die-PASS5-PRS wlth 2 nunger
"In the country 1s cued of nunger’

The syntactic and semantilc parallelism DeLWeen Verps wWilCh Nost the ‘meuter’

affix -ek- and the passive -Lw- has led Iesearcners Such as Lrystal LLdmhis s,
Shibatani (1985:827), and Spencer (1991:245), to menuos oniy 2 [ewW, Lo term
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the verb which carry the affix -ek- middle voice.'’ '‘ Since the affixes

-ek- and -iw- have an identical effect on the predicate argument structure
of the werbs they attach to, they should be in complementary distribution.
Consequently, verbs such as *kufambekiwa ao not exiwst in Xitsonga.

As Hooper and Thompson {1980}, and Katupha (19%1) argue, transmvity should
be regarded as both a syntactic and a discourse category.'’ Tne fact that
the verbs in (21) and (24) can be used either transitively or lntransitavely,
depending on the context, lends weight to such an argument. This [act poses
some problems for the LFG framework where the preaicate argument structuré
of verbs forms the main basis on which generalrzanons apout languages ate
made or, as Kaplan and Bresnan (1982:1v4) eXpress iI, Lhe mMmain LEsSK 0T 2
syntactic theory is “to characterize the Mapping Detween SeMmanus
predicate-argument ralationships and surtace word and pnrase Cconnigurancns
by which they are expressed."” Thus, it would be desiragie LI Some remnements
in LFG were to be made In such a way that the Transitive anu Llransimnive
uses of a particular verb could be explainea.

With regard to the third strategy, as the examples \3I; and |3g; lndicate, -Xe
functions as a pronominal stem which selects tne noun ciass oI The NOUn WITH
whirh it is co-referential. Hence ane may regard sSwWoxe (si) and yexe (3g) as
mndependent reflexive pronouns used for contrasting. Here. tne generalizanion
15 that in order to derive such pronouns In Xitsonga one nas Lo attach the
class prefix of the NP in question to the pronomnat stem -xe. in adaqinon to
examples (3f) and (3g), consider the following duzlogue oetween a mother and
her son who, contrary to her daughter Mary wno wailks by herseil, lKes peing
carried by hus mother.

(27) a. We-na u-rhandz-a ku-tiakul- 1w- a ha yini?
1 you l-like- PRS 15 INF-carry-FASS-PRS by wnat
"Why do you like being carried 77
b, A- wu- mu- won-1i  Maria a-ngo- tamp-a  ha ye-xe!
NEG-1 you-l CL she-see-NEG Mary L-CONT-walg-FRs oy o alone
"Do not you see her Mary WNho 1S Walking DY nersed

This i= consistent Witk the fact thar 1ndependent pronouns i AULSCONGa always
contain both a stem and the nounh class prenx O T Lioun Logy reler Lo

{28} 4. va-nhu yoena va-mk- Ue Lolo IITSella mu—ndnJell
? people 2 tney Z2-arrive-PST yesteraay onuy . leauer

a-nga-won-egk-ang- &
1 NEG-see-RFL-NEG-PHS _
“Bll the peopie except the chief they arrived yesierdaaw

b. Swi-ngove swo-na swi-tSUTSUM-Le Kampe L-moull
g cat E they & - run - Fsl puz ¥ goat

ti-khom-iw- ile
9 catch-PASS5-PST _
"The cats, they have escaped, bul Lk goals nave peen

caught™.

Na is the stem used to form the independent Pronouns vOna anug Swona oI
classes 2 and 8 respectively. (2Ba} was uttered by a storyteler. contrasung
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the "people” who had arrved at the centre of thew village for a meeung wWith
a chief who failed to turn up. Symitarly, {28b) contrasts swingove cats'’ WILh
goats which were not fast enough to escape andg. as @ resuwr, were caugnt oy
the dog. Therefore, the independent reflexive pronouns, ke otngr naependaent
pronouns, are used only when a speader 1ntenas 1o contrast TwWo o more
entibies.

3. Conglusion

In this paper it has been argued that the reilexives -T3 ana k- 1n AlLSOngE
should be regarded as affixes and not as pbject clitit ©r eRTelSioh
respectively. For one thing, they alter the argument structure ol the pasic
verbs they occur with, giving rise to new jexemes LU scine 1nstances. Tnus.
these affixes are comparable to verbal suffixes such as the appucanuve. the
causative and passive which have a aumilar errect on the predicate argument
structure of the verb they are suffixed to. Taking this o account, and
referring to -ek-, it has been ohserved that terms such as peurtro-stative’
and "neuter—extension" very often used 1n Bantu Lferature tor gescylbing Lhls
suffix can be misleading. It has alec become evident Crom Lhe 4Qata Lnat LNese
verbal affixes and suffixes can be divided into twO groups accoralng to tiheir
effect on the predicate argument structure of the verpbs to wWnlcn tney are
attached: {1 valency reducing affixes: neuter. passive and reflexve, ang ic!
valency mncreasing affixes: applhcanve and causative, it has also been sSnowh
that while the refiexive affix -ti- 1s restricted TO @ +IUMaNFdNLNals . el . WNen
used to derive verbs which denote spontaneous acloh ot BYenRLE, 1T LS
restricted to [-human/animate].

The use of unaccusative and unergative Verbs, ransnivaly . MATALLDE. orinad
further evidence in support oI the claim LLAT T 3nSIWVILY £an S8 ALl
syntactically as well as contextualiy. This seems o render Lbw Gescrlpllvel’l
inadequate as this framework cencentrates oh preaieale argument SLucture
of verbs to the detriment of a context Lnat may auas vers to Seyect ODects
ar to dispense with them. This 1= an i8sur WILCL JDOUiw De auaressed
future research on languages such as XlLsonga WithdL LEFS thedry.

The reflexive suffix ~ti- has the position of an opRJect CuUuc L the verpal
morphology, but it remains invanable for class and numper and PRUGCIOGLCALLY
> resembles the object cliic -ti- of class & Aithougn toere 15 he access to
historical hnguistic information, it 1& synchronicauy eviaeni Lha.. as 1= tne
case with the appheative and the causative verps, 1nere 1= a geciine 1L ToEe
meaning of the reflexive verbs. Thus, -ti- and -ek- can pe regaraeu as Ohe
of the means used for iexical innovaton in ALSCnga.

Finally, it has been shown that -xe 1s a stem useq Lo derive indepenaent
reflexive pronouns.

* 1 am grateful vo David Benneti, anc Theaqora bpyuLon 10T Lnelr neLp.
suggestions and encouragement. 1 remawn responsicue 1oL al errors.

Abbreviations used in this paper:
APPL: applicative

CAUS: Causative
CL: clitic 238



CONT: Continuous
INF: Infimitive
IMP. Imperfect
LO2: locahjve
NEG: negative
PARES: passive
PST: past

FRS: present
RFL: refletive

Notes
1. Figure relsased afrter the census 1n 190,

2. As indicated by the examples givern Delow, LNEre Are SOme edoeblons Lo This
generalization.

Kubonga "te praise, to thank" -» kubongeka "to pe prasewuilny
Kuwana "to see" -> kuwoneka "'to be visible, Lo appear sucaenly
Kutiva "to know' -> Kufiveka "te pe Known, 1o O€ [AMOUS'

Miu=-nhuy mu-nene a-bong- ek- a
1L person | good  i-prawse-RFL-PRS
"A good person 1s prasewcrthy"

These exampies seem Lo be consiLstent with one oI The malh arguments Wi Ths
paper, namely that -ek- is used for deriving verbs WILN a refexive reawing
which may undergo lexicalization. Thus, kupongeka "to pe praseworthy' ana
kutiveks "to be known' denote state. In other wWords, —8K- may pe useqa Lo
derijve verbs which denote state.

3. For detajied discussion on the discourse TUncuons, see Hresnan o« MCnomoo
119871, and Selis (1985).

4. GB alsc postulates a Lexicon that cOntains LNIOIMATOD aboul Lue Catedu: id.
rlass to which lexical 1tems pelond, 1.e. VEIrps, QUULNS, anda S0 O wodicd. roui,
where the semaptlc 1nformation {meaning! OT leXlca: Mems anu Sehlelltes is
represented: and Phonological Form tnat contains the INIormanan ol DowW
Zentences should be proncunced.

5. It shouid be cobserved that the senténce 1o (il Qbes LT Lobve: 2
contrastive meammng. Such a Meaning 1s aciueved. as Wit be Seel Leluw. OF
using the 1ndependent retlexive Pronouns.

€. There are divergent vieWws oh the SYntacuc Status o0 Loz Argumedlt
introduced by the causative suffix., For instance, Wlie AlSIN& (L3¥3Uisy, Sees
it as an object linked to the patient theta roie, raik |i¥59Lido) argues Tnat 1t
is the subject of the basic verb. With regard to exampue (13D), One cah argue
that n'wana "child" syntactically benaves as an orcdinary opJlect. ror ohe
thing, 1t displays the classical properties oI ODJeCLS 1n Bantu ianguages.
namely passivization and cliticisation, among others.

N'wana a-khwev-is—1w- a gayi M Mana

1 child }-sip-CAUS-Pass-FRE 3 tea b}; 1l Mary
"The child 1= made to sip tea by Mary

239



Maria g-my khwev-15-a cay: {h'wanha|
1 Mary 1-1 CL hum-s1p-CRUS-PRS 2 tea {1 cnld;
"Mary makes tum, the child sip tea"

The thets role associated with n'wana "“"cnud" 15 narda o aeline. 1 (L5b)
n'wana 1s regarded as an eaperiencer 1N the sense TNAL tne ChLid eXperlences
the actwon expressed by the causaulve vero KUuKnRWevisa ' make Someons arink '

7. This argument 15 pased on OGrIMSKAW 1099104 WoOo argues [nat slice
reflexivization satisfes an externa; argument (by plnaing) 1t Snowa

not co—occur with otnar externai-argument-allectlnyg oOperatlons Such  as
passive (...}."

B. Though maccurate and musleading, the use O SUCH eXPIeSSIONS 1S a Wel-
established custom amongst Bantuwsts. For Instance, see Cole | 1923:1196~7), LOKe
{1930:130), Guma {1971:151-2), Katupha (1991:3227)., ana Powos (19wilyd) for
Tswana, 2uju, Southern Sotho, Emakhuwa and Venda respectuvely.

9. Some nouns in Xitsonga such as kaya "home” xibehleia ""hospital’” wnen usea
i a locative context, select ku for concord.

10. For a detailed discussion on unaccusaluve ang unergauve Vernps see
respectively Perimutter (1978, and Burzio i lvéo).

11. There seems to be a typolegical sput among languages W e means af
forming middle voice. For nstance, wnue bBantu janguages sSUcl 45 AlTSONOE
and other closely related wuse suffixes, Fomance languages usSe refledive
PIonouns.

Partuguese: A Jjaneis tecnou-se
The winoow cicse HEL
"The winaow closed”

French: La fenetre &' est rarmee
The window RFL be cioseq
"Tre window closed"

12. Doke [1930:138), and Stanchev [19%0:19) reler 1o SITMUAY Verhs respecrively
1 Zulu and Bulgarian as guasi-pasSslves and pSEUdo-pPasslves.

13 Katupha bases his argument on the fact that 1L EMAakhUuwa, TIaANSITIVILY LS
not a sine gua npon for passivizatwon., Hence, verbs such a2s die ana snoul can
be passivized. and a non-subcategorigabie locative Ny Appears i Lhe subjec:
positicn to save the verbs from disappearing atter the theme anda the agei.
{the =ole theta roles in the predicate argument structure or such verps); have
been suppressed by the passive lexical ruie. Here nes tne maiol ClllIerence
betwean passivizatlon 1n Emakhuwa and 1n XitSonga. Again. Seen (£>; and i£6).
For detalls on passivizabion 1n Emakhuwa, see natuphna (iv9lisedts.
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