Tense in the nominal system: the Somali DP
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1 Introduction

Much of the research into the syntax of noun phrases has converged on the view
that noun phrases are DPs (determiner phrases) and have a fully articulated
internal structure paralleling that of sentences (Abney, 1987), and that nominal
inflectional specifications, such as Agr(eement) and/or Num(ber) are included
in a functional category analogous to INFL in the sentential system (Szabolcsi,
1981; Ritter, 1988; Ritter, 1991). In this article, T provide evidence, based on
the analysis of tense morphology in the Somali noun phrase, that the nominal
system may include a functional category analogous to Tense. Hence, I address
a problem which has not been touched on, to my knowledge, in the generative
literature: in what terms can this sensitivity of DP to tense be thought of? And
what is the parameter that permits, in fact requires the presence of tense in the
Somali noun phrase!, but forbids it in other languages?

The problem appears in quite a different light, however, if we see the notion
of tense as a morphosyntactic notion, only one of the means that language
may exploit in expressing time reference: syntactically and semantically, all
instances of (bare) NPs are predicates (Williams, 1981; Higginbotham, 1985),
therefore are time sensitive (Eng, 1987; Musan, 1995). If we suppose, following
Déchaine (1993), Guéron and Hoekstra (1994) among others, that tense is a
predicate operator, the central question raised by the variation that shows up

I would like to thank the participants in the Second Conference on Afro-asiatic Languages
for their reactions and comments. Special thanks are due to Jacqueline Guéron, Guglielmo
Cinque and Ur Shlonsky for their written comments on an earlier version of this paper.
All errors are my own.

This article is exclusively concerned with the syntactic structures occuring in standard
Somali. It should be kept in mind that considerable variation exists between the lit-
erary language described here and the colloquial usage, as well as between the North-
ern/Southern dialects. The “overtness” of the tense morphemes is no exception.
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in Somali is no longer how noun phrases can bear tense morphology, but why
temporal reference is hardly ever overtly expressed in the nominal system?. The
answer that Déchaine provides is that while T imposes no categorial selection,
morphological tense categorially selects V. Under this view, then, the lack
of tense (or of an autonomous value for tense) is seen to be the fundamental
difference between CP and DP?. This conforms to more traditional views (Lyons,
1968).

In essential agreement with Déchaine (1993, p. 336), T take the proposed
constraint to be a way of capturing generalizations about the distribution of
tense morphology in English or English-like languages. In fact, given the focus
of the theory of parametric variation assumed here, a morphological restriction
on tense-marking must be a learned property, then must not be universal. Fur-
thermore, the discussion so far has considered only verbal tense morphology, and
does not bear on the question of whether DP may contain syntactically active
tense features that enable a nominal expression to function as an autonomous
temporal domain. Since the variation that shows up in Somali is a property of
any DP (i.e, common noun phrase), it presumably lies beyond the scope of a
general principle of UG and must correlate with some specific morpho-syntactic
property.

In section 2, T consider the distribution of those morphological elements
that can be interpreted as the realization of nominal tense features, and the
grammatical oppositions they give rise to. Section 4 is devoted to the relation
of syntactic tense to temporal reference in both nominal and verbal tense do-
mains. Section 3 investigates the DP-internal syntax of tense, and the relation
between tense-marking and referentiality. Section 5 provides a structural ac-
count of the position and status of the tense morpheme. It is argued that the
crucial factor for the presence of tense in Somali nominals is the lack of Number
as inflectional element. Nominal tense morphology functions as an overt oper-
ator, or a referential (deictic) element, which provides a “visible” feature to an
operator-variable chain. The status of the tense morpheme as a deictic operator
captures, besides the analogy between C and D, the analogy between I and D
as deictic referential expressions. Furthermore, the analysis makes it clear that
(syntactic) definiteness and specificity are distinct notions, and provides a prin-
cipled explanation for the adjacency effects and the “definiteness agreement”
associated with the Somali “construct state”.

2 Tense oppositions in the noun phrase

2.1 Case vs. Tense

In the DP system, the tense morphology associated with both Nouns and Adject-

ives clearly expresses a [+past] binary opposition?. The facts can be described,
2 Somali is not unique in this property: Nootka, a Wakashan language, is also reported
to encode temporal information on noun phrases. See Sapir (1921) for some elements of
discussion. Kwakiutl (Boas, 1947) is another language exhibiting tense affixes on nominals.
See also Hockett (1958), Comrie (1985), Cinque (1993). I am grateful to G. Cinque for
bringing these studies to my attention.

On the basis of Hebrew facts, Siloni (1994) draws a functional parallelism between CP and
DP and claims that the presence vs absence of tense is the crucial factor between the two.
See also Guéron (1989), Rouveret (1993) for similar views.
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as a first approximation, in the following terms: in [+past] contexts, the suf-
fix - is attached to the definite article -k-(m)/ -#-(f)°. When a definite noun
phrase is both the head of the nominal expression and its rightmost constitu-
ent, morphological tense and Case suffixes coincide, giving rise to the following
opposition:

[past] | [+past]
(1)y —k/t— Ftnon]l] -u —11

In fact, the relevant opposition has to be understood as -0 [-past]/-7i [+past],
because the distribution of tense and Case morphology does not quite overlap
(see 4.1 below). NPs containing a temporal modifier, such as (2), clearly show
this opposition:

(2) a. sdnnad-ka dambe

year-detM next
next year

b. sdnnad-kii/*-ka hore
year-detM(past) before

last year

The time adjective horé can be understood as the antecedent of the past
tense morpheme, which semantically locates the predication time of the nom-
inal: such NPs have a temporally bound reading in the sense that the temporal
specification of the DP must be compatible with the temporal adjective, or un-
grammaticality would result (2b). Tt might be objected that in such examples,
a time adjective and a matching tense morpheme semantically only make one
reference to the time involved. I interpret the contrast illustrated in (2) as a
grammatical opposition, because it has systematic repercussions on the gram-
matical structure: tense morphemes provide a grammatical link between Nouns
and Adjectives, via agreement.

2.2 Adjectives

Most adjectives function as purely predicative categories in Somali, and are
inflected for tense when in modifier position®. The relevant opposition is -0
[-past]/-aa/ayd(fs)[+past]”.

4 This opposition parallels the [tpast] tense opposition -aa-/-ay- in the VP system. In
Somali, a richly inflected language, aspect [perfective/imperfective] and mood [indicat-
ive/subjunctive] are autonomously expressed in the verbal morphology, unlike Semitic.
Cf. Lecarme (1992) for a more detailed discussion.

5  This complex morpheme is referred to as the “definite article of the remote
type” (Andrzejewski, 1964, p. 119), or “determinante anaforico” (Gebert, 1981). Somali
is a language with a particularly rich determiner system. Spatial deixis is indicated by
near/far demonstrative enclitics -dn, -das, -éer, -do (a four-way proximity contrast) at-
tached to the definite article. Tense morphemes are in complementary distribution with
demonstratives, and thus could be considered as belonging to the same category. Unlike
demonstratives, however, they trigger grammatical oppositions such as tense agreement
on adjectives, and definiteness agreement.

This excludes the class of spatio-temporal denominative adjectives like horé in (2b). This
is expected, given their intrinsic deictic properties.
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Adjectives follow the Noun they modify and agree with it in number, gender,
and tense. Number on Adjectives, like number on Nouns, has a derivational
nature (cf. 5.3), and there is the option of marking it through a morpholo-
gical process of reduplication® . Both type of tense morphology must appear
simultaneously, as is shown in (3b) in bold characters:

a. wbaatdoyinka ada ee ki  tagaan Soomdaliya
3 dhib yinka adag k g S liy
problems-detM difficult and (abl) arise ~Somalia

The serious problems that arise in Somalia

b. dhibaatdoyinkii adkaa ee ki tagnaa
problems-detM[+past] difficult[-+past] and (abl) arose[+past]
Soomdaliya
Somalia

The serious problems that arose in Somalia

More precisely, adjectival tense depends on the presence of the tense morph-
eme attached to D: if Nouns are not overtly definite, the -7z morphology cannot
occur, and modifying adjectives may not show tense agreement (4b)

(4) a. (waa) nin gaaban oo ookiyaalé qaba (hormiudku)
F man small and spectacles has (Dean-detM[+nom])

(Tt is) a small man with spectacles (the Dean)

b. (wdzuw  ahaa) nin gaaban/*gaabnaa oo ookiyaald
expl+3MS was  man small[-past]/*[+past] and spectacles
qabay
had[+past]

(Tt was) a small man with spectacles

c. (widzuw  ahaa) ninkii gaabnaa 00
expl+3MS was  man-detM[+past] small[+past] and

ookiyaaldha qabay
spectacles-detM had[+past]

7 Because of these inflectional characteristics, Adjectives have been called hybrid Verbs (An-
drzejewski, 1969), and are classified on a par with the Verb “to be” (root -ah-), a highly
irregular verb with which they share the same morphological tense endings. Adjectives
in modifier position, then, are traditionally understood as subject relative clauses. There
is here a descriptive claim that I think is mistaken, both because inflected adjectives in
nominals have no inherent tense value, and because adjectives do not have the same distri-
bution as Verbs: unlike adjectives, relative clauses may not occur between the head Noun
and its genitive complement (see section 4).

The paradigm of facts is the following:

(1) a. drday-ga wanaagsan, drday-gii wanaagsanaa

student-detM good, student-detM[+past] good[+past]
The good student

b. ardaydd-da wanaagsan, ardaydd-dii wanaagsanayd
student(f)-detF good, student(f)-detF[+past] good[+past](f)
The good student(f)

c. arddy-da (wan)wanaagsan, arddy-dii (wan)wanaagsanaa
students-detF good(pl), students-detF[+past] good(pl)[+past]

The good students
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(Tt was) the small man with (the) spectacles

This clearly suggests hat the presence of tense morphemes in adjectives is
a concord phenomenon: Somali modifying adjectives obligatorily agree in tense
with the head Noun, in the same way as in Semitic modifying adjectives always
agree in definiteness with the head Noun (cf. Borer, this volume). This property
crucially distinguishes inflected adjectives from subject relative clauses: the
tense value of relative clauses is not dependent on the (in)definite nature of the
Noun it modifies?, while tensed adjectives cannot take indefinite antecedents.

Further evidence that inflected adjectives have no inherent tense value comes
from the syntactic behavior of predicative Nouns in modifier position (5). In-
terestingly, the Noun complement of the Verb “to be” must take a semantically
empty definite article when (and only) the head Noun is overtly definite (5b,c).
Overt tense morphology on the Verb “to be” only appears if the head Noun
is definite (5¢). Relative clauses do not show the same restriction: their tense
specification is independent of the (in)definite value of their antecent, as (5d)
clearly illustrates:

(5) a. ardaydd soomaali ah

student(f) Somali is(R)
A Somali student(f)

b. ardaydd-da soomaali-da ah

student(f)-detF Somali-detF is(R)
The Somali student(f)

c. ardaydd-dii soomaali-da ahaa
student-detF[+past] Somali-detF was[+past]

The Somali student(f) (who phoned to you)

d. ardayid soomaali ah oo teleféon kiu  soo
student(f) Somali is(R) and telephone you-to (deict.)
dirtay
sent(R)[+past]

A Somali student who phoned to you

The fact that the tense domain of the head Noun includes its modifiers,
but excludes the relative clause clearly suggests that D in nominals plays a
role parallel to C in sentences with regard to the anchoring conditions of tenses
defined by Eng(1987). T return to this point below.

3 Nominal and verbal tense domains

Tense in the nominal vs. clausal domain in Somali are independent deictic
systems, although certain correspondences and compatibilities are possible: DP
is a semantically tensed domain in the sense that its time frame is independent
of the time frame of the matrix clause (although not necessarily distinct from it).
In the following set of examples (6), the time of the subject nominal predicate

The so-called Restrictive paradigm of the Verb used in subject relative clauses involves
the “impoverishment” of the ¢-features of AgrS, namely, the lack of number specifica-
tion. Restrictive verbs retain their morphologically overt [tpast] tense opposition. See
Lecarme(1992) for more discussion.
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coincides with the time of the main predicate. This leads to a temporally bound
reading of the subject NP:

(6) a. dhibaatdida Khaliijka  welf way  taagdn tahay
problems-detF Gulf-detM still F+3P permanent are

The problems of the Gulf still persist

b. dhibaatddii Khaltijka  wdy  dhammaatay
problems-deF[+past] Gulf-detM F+3P ended[+past]

The problems of the Gulf ended

Let us consider more significant examples, such as relative clauses containing
complex NPs as antecedents: in both (7a) and (7b), the tense of the relative
clause coincides with the tense of its antecedent, the genitive DP, while the tense
of the head Noun matches the tense of the matrix clause:

(7)  a. wakilddii koozdha Xdmar ki
representants-detF[+past] factions-detM Mogadiscio (loc)
dagaalimaya (ayaa ki kulmeen...)
are-fighting (hold a meeting...)

The representants of the factions who are fighting in Mogadiscio (hold
a meeting..)

b. biugga drdaygii shdlay  yimid (wizuu dil
book-detM student-detM[+past] yesterday came[+past] (is on
saardn yahay miiska)

the  table)
The book of the student who came yesterday (is on the table)

Yet, the time frame of a noun phrase and the time frame of its clause need
not coincide: nominal tenses can have antecedents in the discourse, or they
can have DP-internal antecedents, as in non-verbal contexts like book titles (8).
In both examples (8a,b), the genitive complement can be interpreted as the
semantic antecedent of the tense of the head Noun, which syntactically relates
the whole nominal expression to a deictic center (i.e.,“before now”):

(8) a. Xéebtii Geerida
beach-detF[+past] death-detF

The Beach of the Death

b. Garbaddiubkii Guméysiga
shackle-detM[+past] colonialism-detM

The Shackles of Colonialism

Since DP tenses can have an “independent” reading, the tense of the DP and
the tense of the matrix Verb may combine almost freely. In (9a), ardagda “the
students” have a specific present time interpretation, that is, are understood in
a context that refers to the time of the utterance, independent of the [+past]
tense of the matrix Verb. Because of the [+past] tense morpheme, arddydii “the
students” in (9b) are located in the past, i.e. before the time of the utterance.
Hence, (9b) is only possible if the discourse has already mentioned some past
time which is taken as the reference point, that is, a time already given in the
context.
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a. ardagda aan  kasin su’dashaadil
9 dayd b kast ‘dashaadii
students-detF F+neg understood question-detF+Poss2S[+past]

The students (who are present/I am telling you about) did not un-
derstand your question
b. arddydii wdy  joogaan
students-detF[+past] F+3P are-present
The students(I told you about) are present

Finally, nominal tense oppositions may lead to different presuppositions: in
(10a), the [+past] morphology is appropriate only if the speaker believes the
exhibition (bandhiggii) to be closed at the time of the utterance, while [-past]
presupposes that it is still running. Likewise, the opposition sdfarkayga/-ii “my
journey” in (10b) depends on the addition of implicit material at LF, namely, on
whether the journey is still in progress (or simply intended), or already achieved
at the time of the utterance:

(10) a. bandhigga/-ii mdad daawatay?
exhibition-detM[-past/+past] Q+2S saw

Have you seen/did you see the exhibition?

b. biugganu sdfarkayga/-ii
book-detM-dem[+nom] journey-detM+Poss1S[-past/+past]
buu tilmdanayaa

F+3MS relates

This book relates my journey

There is thus evidence that nominal inflection in Somali has a temporal char-
acter, and that the binary opposition created by the presence vs. absence of
temporal marker -7z allows a DP to be associated to a specific temporal interpret-
ation: the tense of a DP is referential in that it can be deictically interpreted, in
relation to the time of the utterance. Somali therefore provides morphological
evidence for the fact that semantically, the temporal interpretation of NPs may
be independent of the tense of the sentence (Eng¢ 1987). T will argue in the
following that the temporal properties of Somali nominals correlate with the
adjunct status of DPs in the language: if the relation of nominal phrases to the
main predicate of a sentence in Somali is basically adjunctive (as in Jelineks’
1984 views of “pronominal argument languages”), the relation of nominal tenses
to the tense of the main predicate is rather similar to that of relative clauses
tenses in Eng’s system: since DPs are not actually in an agreement relationship
with the Verb, but rather in a looser relation of modification, their temporal
structure is not necessarily bound by the matrix tense. In this case, D de-
notes the time of the utterance, and nominal tenses can have an “independent”
reading.

4 The DP-internal syntax of tense

4.1 Referential (deictic) vs. dependent tense

Eng’s theory of tense seems to extend straightforwardly to Somali nominals:
nominal tenses can be referential (deictic) or dependent (anaphoric), that is,
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bound by the “matrix” DP tense: this is reflected DP-internally by the distri-
bution of tense morphology.

A defining property of tense in complex nominal expressions is that it must
appear on the (underlined) head Noun, unlike morphological [+ nominative]
Case, which shows up on the rightmost constituent. Moreover, tense morpho-
logy is obligatory null in a dependent nominal. This is shown in both genitive
strategies (11): tense morphology only appears on the head of the “construct
state” (CS), which contains two necessarily adjacent DPs (11a). Tn prenominal
genitive constructions (11b), the [+past] tense morphology must follow the gen-
itive clitic (enclitic onto D), which spells out the ¢-features of the prenominal
genitive in Spec,DP (see a more detailed analysis section 5):

(11) a. dhibaatd-d-ii Khaliijka wdy dhammaatay
problems-detF[+past] Gulf-detM F-3P ended[+past]
The Crisis of the Gulf (ended)
b. Kbhalfijka dhibaati-d-iis-ii wdy dhammaatay
Gulf-detM problems-detF+Poss3M[+past] F+3MS ended[+past]
The Gulf’s Crisis (ended)

This crucial property syntactically reflects the fact that to some extent, the
time frame of dependent elements in the noun phrase hinges upon the tense of
the “matrix” DP: like the tense of infinitivals, the tense of dependent elements
in the noun phrase is integrated in the “matrix” nominal T-chain. To illustrate
these remarks, consider the following contrasts in coordination and genitive
constructions (observe the contrastive distribution of Case and tense morphemes
in the same examples):

(12) a. arddyda iyo macdllinkoodu (wéy
students-detF and teacher-detM+Poss3P[+nom] (F+3P
joogaan)

are-present)
The students and their teacher (are present)

b. arddyda macdllinkoodu (wiiu joogaa)
students-detF teacher-detM+Poss3P[+nom] (F+3MS is-present)

The students’ teacher (is present)

(13) a. ardagdii 1o macdllinkoodii (wdy
students-detM[+past] and teacher-detM+Poss3P[+past] (F+3P
bazeen)
left)

The students and their teacher (left)
b. ardajda macdllinkoodii wiy bazay

students-detF teacher-detM+Poss3P[+past] (F+3MS left)
The students’ teacher (left)

The distribution of the tense morphemes clearly shows that a DP construed
as an autonomous temporal domain has only a single referential tense, that is, a
tense which is interpreted as a function of the time of the utterance. Hence, each
coordinated DP (coordinator iyo) bears a tense morpheme, while the temporal
structure of the genitive complement DP is included (bound) in the domain of
the “matrix” DP tense.
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4.2 'Tense marking and referentiality

Another defining characteristic of the nominal tense marking system is that
it is sensitive to the referential properties of nominal expressions. Relational
Nouns such as kinship terms, body-part Nouns, part-whole expressions, which
lack autonomous reference, are not compatible with tense features, even in the
syntactic contexts where they are normally required. I understand the opposi-
tions in (14) as reflecting syntactically the fact that the semantic interpretation
of certain nominal expressions does not vary in function of the time of evalu-
ation of the sentence (in terms of truth value): kinship relations and inalienable
possession are atemporal relations:

(14) a. gacdnta/(*-ii) ayaan cinuggii kd  qabtay
hand-detF[*+past] F+1S child-detM[+past]) (abl) took[+past]
I took the child by the hand
b. indntii yarayd iyo waldalkeed/(*-ii)
girl-detF[+past] small[+past] and brother-detM+Poss2FS[*+past]
The small girl and her brother

Quantifiers like kdlli (m), dhammdan (f) “all” are categorially Nouns and
function syntactically as DPs; they thus allow both CS and prenominal genit-
ive constructions'®, but differ from the other DPs in the distribution of tense
features: although they behave as the syntactic head of the construction, they
cannot bear tense features. Tense then shows up on the genitive DP'':

(15) a. kidlli arddydii (wda gudbeen)
all students-detF F (they succeeded)
All the students (succeeded)
b. arddydii kiilli-g-ood(*-ii) wda gudbeen
students-detF[+past] all-detM-+ Poss3P(*[+past]) (they succeeded)
All the students (succeeded)
(16) a. dhammdan arddy-d-ay-dii hore
all students-detF+Poss1S[+past] before
All my ex-students
b. arddydaydii hore  dhammdan-t-ood(*-ii)
students-detF+Poss1S[+past| before whole-detF- Poss3P(*[+past])
All my ex-students

I take the non-referential character of these (syntactically) definite noun
phrases to be reflected in the distribution of tense features. This clearly suggests
that tense markers are crucial for the reference of a DP to be determined. Somali

10 T take the N to move to an abstract D in both (15a) and (16a) CS constructions. Kulligood
is the universal quantifier plus the masculine definite article plus enclitic third person
plural genitive pronoun.

11 This encodes the fact that universal quantifiers in natural languages quantify over con-

textually given sets of individuals (see Eng 1991). Partitives such as gdar(-ka) “part”
syntactically behave like quantifier Nouns. This expected under Eng’s account, since in a
partitive noun phrase the genitive complement refers to the familiar set from which the
partitive phrase takes its reference.
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Nouns do not acquire referentiality simply by combining with a D: it is the tense
morpheme which determines the referential capacity of the nominal expression.
Just as V acquires referentiality by combining with tense, then we can think
of nominal tense as saturating the descriptive content of N, providing it with
temporal reference.

Besides the notion of referentiality, there is evidence that tense marking is
linked to the notion of specificity. Syntactically definite noun phrases in Somali
may not be specific, a fact that correlates with their impossibility of being
associated with tense features'?. It is interesting to note that non-specific DPs
cannot be the head of a CS, and allow only prenominal genitive constructions
(17). Such genitive constructions, moreover, only express temporal, spatial or
causal relations, hence are not possessive constructions in the sense that there
1s no possession relation:

(17)  a. af-soomdaliga dw-g-11s
language-Somali-detM because-detM+Poss3MS
Because of the Somali language

b. *dw-ga af-soomdaliga
because-detM language-Somali-detM

(no translation)

c. nabadgelyo la’danta Xdmar kda  girta
peace lack-detF Mogadiscio (loc) being
dw-g-eed/(*-ii) (ayaan i baagqday)

because-detM + Poss3FS(*[+past]) (I cancelled)

Because of the lack of peace in Mogadiscio, (T cancelled)

The fact that syntactically definite noun phrases may not be specific, while
noun phrases with overt tense markers are unambiguously specific clearly sug-
gests that the tense marker is an indicator of specificity (in some broad sense):
its status will be clarified in 5.2.

5 Analysis

5.1 The internal structure of the Somali DP

Before considering the status and syntactic function of tense morphemes in the
noun phrase, it is necessary to have a clear idea of the syntax of possessive con-
structions!. To summarize, much as in Semitic, the Somali “construct state”
(CS) can be characterized by the following cluster of properties:

1. the noun heading the CS construction occurs first in the nominal phrase,

2. strict adjacency (e.g. no intervening adjective) is required between the

head Noun and the genitive argument,
12 There is sometimes no obvious semantic link between the specific/non-specific reading of
these nominals: dw-(ga) “father/because”, wéli-(ga) “saint/never”, lif-(ta) “soul/self”,
héos-(ta) “bottom/under”, etc.

13 For the full justification and motivations of this analysis, I refer to Lecarme (1994a).
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there is an obligatory agreement in (in)definiteness between the head of
the CS and its genitive DP.

However, the Somali facts differ from the Semitic ones in important respects:

1.

The head of the CS is overtly [+ definite]: (the definite article is a suffix,
and shows gender distinction). As a related fact, neither deaccentuation
nor phonological reduction occur.

. The licensing of a possessor DP to the left of the head Noun (absent in

Semitic) is contingent upon the presence of an agreeing genitive pronom-
inal/anaphor (enclitic onto D). This realization of structural Case is not
limited to possession relations.

. Furthermore, the distinction between CS and prenominal genitive con-

structions in Somali does not correspond to the traditional “synthetic”
vs. “analytic” distinction: both strategies can be taken to be “synthetic”
in the sense that they do not contain prepositional elements—that is, ex-
tra Case assigners. When a modifying expression intervenes between the
head Noun and its genitive complemment, coordination (particle ee) is
the syntactic means by which the (rightwards) licensing relation is made
transitive (18b):

Construct State (CS) construction

(18)

a. buugga ardaydddan
book-detM student(f)-detF+dem

The book of this student(f)

b. biugga risdabta ee ardaydddan
book-detM mathematics-deF and student(f)-detF+dem

The book of mathematics of this student(f)

DP

D (AgrP)NumP/?P

biug-ga _— T~

(zisdabta) /\

(Poss) N’

(ee) ardaya’dd(w/\*x\

N NP

Prenominal genitive construction
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19 a. biuggeeda risdabta
( 99
book-detM+Poss3FS mathematics-detF

Her book of mathematics

b. ardaydaddan biuggeeda risdabia
student(f)-detF+dem book-detM+Poss3FS mathematics-detF

This student(f)’s book of mathematics

K
(Spec) D’
ardaydddan
D (AgrP)NumP/?P
biug-g _— T~
-eed /nb’\
AP NP
(:m'sa’abta)/\
(Poss) N’
N NP

In both genitive constructions, N must overtly move to D, adjoining to it,
due (at least in part) to the affixal nature of the definite determiner. Prenominal
genitives are in Spec,DP. T suggest, following Fassi (1993), Siloni (1994) that
the complement of D is an AgrP, where structural genitive Case is checked.
Given the Case-checking approach to Case theory outlined in the minimalist
framework (Chomsky, 1992), Case checked in Spec,AgrP must be assigned by
a Case-inducing (functional) category: let this functional category be identified
as Num (Number) as in most analyses following Ritter (1991). As genitive
pronouns occupy a unique position to the right of the head Noun, but to the
left of the postnominal full arguments, T will assume that they are able to
move to Spec,AgrP for Case checking and then cliticize to D, as in Kiswahili
(Carstens, 1991) and Romance (Valois, 1991). The genitive clitic functions as a
pronoun or an anaphor, depending on the absence/presence of an A-binder in
Spec,DP (19a,b). Adjectives and modifying expressions typically follow genitive
pronouns, but precede all full arguments of N, regardless of their ordering. 1
propose, then, that they are left-adjoined to NP. Full genitive phrases are
always situated lower in the tree than their pronominal counterparts. Assuming
that NP is the lexical projection of N in some version of Larson’s (1988) XP-
internal hypothesis, the “possessor” occupies the higher NP-internal Specifier
position(Giorgi & Longobardi, 1991; Fassi Fehri, 1993), and stays “in situ” in
the CS. Somali genitive constructions provide direct evidence of three layers
of Specifier positions (Spec,DP, Spec,(AgrP)NumP, Spec,NP), since all three
positions may be realized simultaneously.
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5.2 Status of the tense morpheme

We have seen much evidence that the Somali DP has an internal temporal
structure. If so, what is the relation between tense as a morpheme and tense
as a syntactic position in the representation above, and what is the syntactic
function of tense marking in Somali nominals?

Since the opposition -f) / -7 can be taken as the morphological spell-out
of tense features, the null hypothesis is that they occupy a T position. Yet,
careful examination of the Somali data makes it clear that there is no N-raising
to T, or the tense morpheme would occur before the definite article, by the
Mirror Principle (Baker, 1985). Moreover, the fact that the -7 morphology is
enclitic strongly suggests that the tense morpheme originates in a Spec position
subjacent to D'*. This lower Spec must be distinct from Spec,AgrP, or the
tense markers and the genitive clitic would be competing for the same position
and would not be able to co-occur, contrary to the facts. I will thus propose
that both tense morphemes and demonstrative enclitics (spatial deictics) occupy
some specifier position between D and Agr/NumP. This assumption allows us
to predict the correct relative order of morphemes (either clitics or syntactic
affixes): spatial and temporal deictic enclitics may not co-occur, as expected.
If the tense marker and the genitive clitic both occur, the genitive clitic must
precede the tense marker!:

(20) a. buuggdag-i-ii

books-detF[past]
The books (past)

b. buuggdag-t-ay-d-u
books-detF+Poss1S-(detF)+[past]
My books (past)

c. buugdag-t-1is-an
books-detF+Poss3MS+Dem
These books of his
























