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ABSTRACT

Thisthesisis a comparative Linguistic Study of Some Aspects of Nupe and English Morphologies.
The purpose, aims, objectives, justification, scope and limitation of the study wer e established and
an extensive literature review was presented on various morphological processesfound in both
languages. While some processes were common to both languages, some were not. An eclectic
theoretical framework comprising; transation, segmentation of morphemes, scale and category
theory of grammatical description of languages and Nida's six principles for the identification,
isolation and analysis of morphemes in natural human languages, was adopted for the purposes of
the study. Consequently, therefore, on the basis of the data treated some fundamental, relevant and
important findings were made and conclusions were drawn. Finally, suggestions for further

resear ches wer e offered.
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

Nupe language is spoken as o mother tongue [N by at least ‘about two mithion’
people (Hair, 1969:70). The kanguage is one of the ‘giant” minority languages in Nigeria,
spoken in three states of the Federation of Nigeria: Niger, Kwara and Kogi as well as in
Abuja (FCT), And as it is the case with most minonly languages in the country, Nupe as
a language is insufficiently studhied. 1t cannot be compared with majlnr languages like Hausa
and Yoruba in terms of literature and rescarches. There is oo comparative linguistic study
of the language with English for both academic and pedagogic purposes.  Although there
are some studies on Nupe, they arc mostly sociolinguisticaily nclined. The system and
linguistic components of the language, especially the murphnlngicﬁl componcnt. have not
received proper and considerable attenlion from linguisls and researchers over the years and
in recent times. This is inspite of the fact that most linguists consider the morphological
component of a languagpe as the hasic unit of analysis in the linguistic studies of most naturat
human languages (Matthews, 1991:18). This also gives an insight into the system and

working ol a language. Language is so important that a study of this nature cannol be

uinderestimated.

*

The importance and refevance of fanguage to people and sociely made the
povernment of the Federation to praomote Nigerian languages through education by
developing materials and training personnel in most Nigerian languages. In line with this

intention, the government states that:



at the pre-primary fevel (of ediication) the meditm .
of instruction will he principally the mother tongue

or the lungnage of the tmmediate commity... af the primary
level the medium of instruction will be initially the

mother tongue or the fungrage of the immediate

community end, at o later stage English (NPE 19811 15).

‘The government policy recognises the helerogenous nature of the country thus
making provision for the development af cach language. In addition, the policy is in
consonance with current thinking in psycholinguistics and among somie linguists who are
involved in the promotion of indigenous languages in multi-ethnic societies like Nigeria.
This is anchored on the assumption that a local language is the best medium of cducation,
because the child’s mother tongue or the Innguage ol immediate community is an effective
link between home and school. The language of the immediate community is also an
integral comiponent of the child's culture and tre cssentee of his humanity (Fromkin and
Rodman, 1998). Also languagy is:

the palette from which peaple color their tives end culture.
Intinarely conneeted to nanan experience, language oils the

Lears of social aeractioms apd solidifics the ephemerea of the mind
inta literature, histary and collective knowledge. U is the calling
card of e race; ammonncing the the presence of not only those
afive today b with its deep roots into the past, the ancient
ancesiors wha came hefore us e 19907},

As can be seen from the above guotation, language is an important vehicle of
comniunication worthy of an indepth rescarch of this nature beeause it is inseparable fram

culture andd indispensable 10 any socicty and people. s a barrier breaker and a coordinator

of human afTairs, bridging the gap between "peaples’. It gives a people their oneness, their



uniguencss and idf:ntil,\-". Fanguage cannot be divoreed from its people for it is the one that
governs their cosmos. A language canonly perform those function in this modern time when
.il ié well studied. developed, claborated. codified, stndardized and used as a medium of
instruction in education. All these \h;l\'c not been adequately done on the Nupe language as
it ts with other languages such as Hausa, Yoroba and English. In the first place Nupe is not
vsed as a medium of instruction becanse there was e

fow primary eneedmenr ratio hefore the UPE started amd theyefore

there iy considerable need for work hy linguists and educeationises

before the language can be successhdly used as a medinm of

instruction in line with the National Policy on Education. (Bram,

1977:49)
Brann made this observation over two decades ago, but little has changed since then.
Although, the enrolinent ligure at the primary [evel has significantly appreciated over the
years, litlic has been done in the study and development of the Nupe language and no
comparative linguistic study of Nupe and Engl i;h has been conducted to the knowledge of
the present researcher. The language is not being taught in schools in areas where it is the
language of immediatc community 'I‘i stated in the National Policy on Lducation.
Conscquently, this negligence aflects even the teaching and learning of Lnglish in areas
where Nupe is the language pupils used at home. This is against the National Policy on
Education, the current thinking it psycholinguistics and a departure from the call for
contrastive linguistics studics between English and Nigerian fanguages used as media of
instruction in schools as contained in the report of the survey on the teaching and learning

of English language in Nigeria conducted by Ford Foundation in collaboration with the

Federal Military Government. The repoit suggests that:



Frreher work shonld be conmtimied wnd extended to include

contrastive analvsiy bevween English ond all Nigerian fangnages

nsed as media of instruction in Nigerian schools

(FFHMG, 1966,92-93).
It is in the same vein that Tinuoye (1979:123) also urpes {or a comparative linguistic study
of the morphologies ol Nigerian languages and English. when she says:

there should be more meaningfid intensive and extensive

research... on this ficld (morphology) in other Nigerian

langnages as well. That further research in the other areas

of linguistic study shonld alse be carricd on with more vigonr

i all Nigerian languages. This wifl help in creating standard
. i
Jar the lunguages.

Ll

The present study: “A Comparative Linguistic Study of Some Aspects of Nupe and English
Morphologies™ is a humble and positive response to the above calls. It has both academic
and pedagogic relevance. Furthermore, astudy of this nature will forestall the destruction
and extinction of ‘lesser'/minorily languages, and from linguistic point of view, the
disappearance of undescribed or insulliciently stidied languages is a disaster and a loss of
linguistic facts which might turn to be priceless for future generations of linguists. Also, the
descriptions of the languages that are not threatened with immediate extinction could be
very valuable for Bnguistic rescarches because it will capture and document the lixation of
the present statc of these languages. And, this will be of great assistance for succeding
investigators because of the unavoidable linguistic change that witl oceur with the passage
of time,

In Nupe. there is paucity of reference materials on morphology in comparison to the

wealth of materials on some Nigertan languoges such as Hausa and Yoruba which have been



continuously influencing the language.  This study. therefore, depends heavily on the
morpholegy of some natural human languages that lave the structure of the word unit. This
is to enable the rescarcher 1o identifv. study. analyse, compare and contrast Nupe
morphemes and morphological process with that of the English language. 1owever, many
texts have shown that fron the 1960s onward the study of'syntax has been the preoccupation
of most lingnists in [inguistic rescarch and theorising as can be seen in the works of eminent
scholars like Chomsky (1957.1964.19635), Harris (1951). Jacobs and Rosenbaum (1970),
c.t.c. Phonology and Semantics have equally received some considerable atlention during
this period. Studics in these components of linguistics were also conducted in some
Africanand Nigerian languages. including the Nupe Tanguage, However, little atiention was
paid 1o morphology even in present day lingaistic tesearches into African and Nigerian
languages. This study is, therefore, unique becaose it will look into the morphological
process in some natural languapes, especially English as the basis of comparing and
identifying the morphemes of Nupe language, the process of combining them to form
accepiable word structure in the language using the taxonomic deseriptive method off
analysis; Scale and Category appreach (Hallidav, 1961), and Nida's (1964) six principles
for the identification of morphemes in natural languages. This will form the theoretical
framework in this study. The main aphmnchus in the two models adapted are identification,
listing and categorising of morphemes. words, groups, clauses and sentenees, Chomsky's
£1957) Transformational Generative Grammar may not be direetly used in this study because
it does not have separate jevel, exclusively for morphology in its freatment of natural

languages. This however, does not mean that 1G makes no use of morphology. The model



only subsumed morphology under grammar as lexical features listed in the lexicon in the
base component. It is the resources of morphology that help in the correct derivation of

words from the "deep structure (DS) into the * surface structure” (SS) (Tinuoye, 1979: 4-5),

1.1 THE NUPE: LAND, PEOPLE AND LANGUAGE

The name Nupe refers to the land. people and language. The people are called
‘Nufawa' in Hausa, ‘Takpa” in Yorubaand recorded as * Tappa® in Migeod (1911,1913:340-
1). Greenberg (1963) classifics Nupe under kwa sub-group “d”, the linguistic phylum
comprnising Gbari (Ghagyi), Febiraand Gade. Hoffmann (1976) refers to Nupe, Ghagyi and
Gade as the *Niger-Kaduna group™. Bennett and Sterk (1977) label the group ‘central -
Niger languages™. Williamson (1987) calls the group “Nupoid”.

I'he Nupe live in an area between the Niger and Kaduna rivers. Smith (1967-1)
gives the following description of Nupe land:

The Nupe live in the low basin formed by the valieys of the Niger

and Kaduna Rivers, between 930" and 8" 30N and benween 4" 80 and

7'E in an area roughlv 000 sq miles in extent Their southern

boundary runs from Share (Tsarvagi) to the Niger south of Baro, the western

howndary is the line of the foothills east of Lapai and Gidedi

Smatll sectioms of the Nupe are scattered throughout Nigeria

especiallv m villages and toswns on the Niger

Historically, the Nupe are believed to be the descendants of Ugban bn Nafi who
migrated from across North-Fast Africa to Nubia and finally settled in Nupe land. Ihrahim

(1992) shares this view and further observes that during the 14th century Nupe land was

ruled by a number of Binis (chicls) who were under the political leadership of the chief of

6



Unku, 2 town close Lo Bida on the conlluence of the Niger and Kaduna vivers. There were
twelve Bini towns which stand for the twelve dinlects of the Nope language. The towns are
Unkuw, BBida, Banin,. Tafyan, Danke, Somanjike. Doko, Tuwa, Pinchi. Essan, Gaba and
Mambe. There was a 13th town which collasped and nmrgcd with other Bini towns. This
town was called Sogan. The Binis and people of Nupe 1nll‘1d ..\'..'ere also helieved to be subject
to the Altah of Igala who controfled a vast empire Irom his base at Idah. He exacted a
iribute of ope male slave from every Nope family every vear,

Nupe also has close finkswith | l;ipx:!. The people are deeply assimitated into T lausa
language and culture. Stride and Teka (1977) claim that Nupe people have some distant
kinship with the Hausa people. Perhaps this is because the main arcas where Nupe people
are concentrated is to the south of the Bayajidda mythical tradition of scven legitimale
princes and seven bastard (3anza Bakwai} states of the “Hausa Kingdom”,

The Nupe enjoyed a high reputation for the quality of their works in brass and glass,
and were also famous for their skills in boat building, However, the Nupe were not a united
‘
people before the fiftcenth century, dwelling in cleven or twelve related though separated
groups catled Binis. Two of these Binis even established local predominance and a number
of trading and fishing villages along the river valleys. Some people of Nupe origin were
scattered and assimitated into different linguistic groups throughout Nigeria, They could

be found in towns and villages as traders and fishermen in the coastal areas,

Nupe formed the majority of the population of the emirates of Bida, Agaic and Lapai

in Niger state; and Patigi-Lafiagi emirate of Horin in Kwara state (Brann, 1977:49).



1.2

STATEMENT OF RESFARCH PRORBLIEM

Language is said to be patterned and structured.  fts components are intricately

interlocked. interdependent and interrelated from the phonemes throngh the morphemes.

the groups. the clauses to the sentences in most natural languages. However, there are

languages that have no morphemes/word structure. In this regard, this study will seck to

answer the following pertinent questions

]

<ii>

<iii

<iy>

Does Nupe have morphemes ints strocture like most natural languages such
as Englhish language?

Does Nupe have patterns like English?

Does Nupe have morphological processes as there are in English language.
if ves. what are they and how does the Einguage utilize them?

Does Nupe have lexical and inflectional morphemes. if ves, how are

they realized. are they similar to English foxical and inflectional morphemes?
Is Nupe agglitinative, inflectional. synthetic or isolating language?

Do Nupe free or bound morphemes have simple or complex syllable structures? and
Do morphomic elements in Nupe have fixed or loose order?
SCOPE/DELIMITATION

Halliday (1972) claims that languages have at least two units: sentences and words.

In between these units are clauses and groups (or phrases).  The morpheme is the lowest

rank below the word. In some theorics the morpheme is subsumed and treated under

grammar which comprises syntax and morphology as one component of linguistic studies.

However. this study will in the main be limited to the morphemes of Nupe in



comparison to English morphemes and their different manifestations and realization in
various combinatoriat possibilities in word-structure of the languages. In scope the study
will not cover the dialeetal variations, syitax. phonelogy and semantic components of the
fanguages, except where necessary they will be mentioned in passing. The study wili be

based on and limited to Agaie Bida variety of Nupe,
L1

1.4 JUSTIFICA'I'I(}NISI(.‘Nll':l(.‘AN(.'E FOR THE STUDY
Studics and researches on Nupe language were mostly conducted by Christian
Missionaries and colonial administrators in the carlier part of the twentieth century {Migeod.
1911,1913). However, scholars, most ol them foreigners have also contributed t.o the
literature on Nupe language.  Linguists such as Banlield and Macintyre (1915}, Meek
(1925), Nadel (1942,1945.1954.1964) and Smith (1964.1967.1970) have all shown
| considerable interest in Nupe language. ITowever. none of their works specifically focused
on Nupe morphology. Rescarches by native speakers and indigenous scholars are scarce and

are hardly on morphology. This is the justification of the present study and it is also

significant in the following ways under aims and objectives,

L5 AIMS AND OBIECTIVES OF TIHE STUDY

This study ‘will serve as a reference and source material to other further studies of
the Nupe language in his various components of linguistic studies and even on a wider
dimension of its morphological component. The study will provide a framework for the

study and analysis of Nupe word-structure, identification, deseriptions of morphemes, word



boundaries in large linguistic units such as phrases, clauses., and sentences. 1t will contribute
to the understanding of morpheme - word distinctions and meanings, the development and
standardization ofan acceplable realistic urthuémphy of the Nupe language. Very important
also, the study will feel the cxisting gap in the available of the Nupe laﬁguagc, add to
research {indings and meta-theory in [iﬁgnistics. thus provoking further researches of similar

or wider dimensions in related fields in other Nigerian languages, all in comparison to

English for both academic and pedagogic purposces.

10



CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE REVIEW AND THEORETICAL
FRAMEWORK

2.0 PREAMBLE

This chapter reviews related literature on the general study of language and
Hnguistics and the place of morphology in natural languages with a particular reference to
Nupe and English languages. [II.”IL‘ main, the review relies an theories of morphology and
the morphology of English language beeause of the paucity of reference materials on the
morphotogy of the Nupe fanpguage. However, it is pertinent to note that “il’ you want to
(study)compare two Ianpuages. it helps to know one of them”™ (Bloomficld in Crystal,
1987:408). In this study the researcher is a native speaker of Nupe and a sccond language
learner/user of English. This will immenscly help the study in establishing the morphology
of Nupe through comparing the systems of the two Izlunnéuagcs. Thus the morphemes,

morphological processes; lexical, derivational, infiectional. affixational. common and
unique to botlr and cach of the Linguages under stuady will he i(lcnliﬁ’cd. isolated and
analyzed. Also the arcas o[‘com'crgcﬁcc. divergence and the scope covered under the present
day study of marphology in the structire of word formation in natural Janguages in
descriptive linguistics will be explored, discussed and critically examined. Relevant
academic and linpuistic researches will also be considied and synthesized. The theorctical

framework will be formulated from Halliday’s ‘scale and category” theory and Nida's six

principles for identifying morphemes in natural languages. On the whole, the main  goal of

11



this review is to provide the study with a sound and valid basis to be “objective, systematic,
consistent and explicit™ (Crystal. 1987:412) in hine with the rigorous tradition of linguistic
researches.
2.1.0  LANGUAGE AND LINGUISTICS

Language has been and will continue to be an object of fascination and a subject of
serious linguistic inquiry. In earlier periods there had already been an objective approach in
the study of grammar, vocabulary and pronunciation(Phonology) in a detailed and organized
manner. As early as fifth century B.C. the Sophists had been training young men in the art
ol reasoned debate and the analvsis of the Greek language. Also the Sanskrit grammar,
which some modern linguists consider as the best grammar ever written, compiled by Panine
was already in existence even betore the time of Plato (C 427-347 BC) and his celebrated
Cratylus. Panini’s grammar was a detal description of just one language but its general
assumptions hold true that there are sounds and morphemes that are universal in other
languages of the world. The claims were later comfirmed when the relationship between
Sanskrit and Greek and Latin was traced. This was only possible through reconstruction
using the methods of historical morphology in linguistics (Crystal, 1987:404 © Bolinger,
1975: 5006-507).

The distinctive component of morphology could be seen carlier in traditional
grammar and the discoveries and contributions of scholars such as Protagoras, who
described the gender system and verbal inflections: Aristotles discovered and distinguished
nouns, verbs, particles and cases. Subsequentis. the influence of Greek learning on Rome

gave the greatest stimulus to the study of grammar in western classical time. This trend



continted even in Europe. The languages mainly studied were those with literary tradition
and at Icast some history of analysis. The study was enall the levels of language; phonology,
syntax and morphology. However. traditional grammar has no theoretical preference; it is
prescriptive, puristic, unsystematic: basing grammar and categorics of grammar on types
meaning. or on notional, conceptual, phitosophical categories.  Traditional grammar
describes language 1n terms it finds suitable or assumes to be suitable for the same. or
different languages. Description of Tanguage in traditional grammar 1s viewed as a means
ralher than an end in the understinding of texts, in learning a foreign language and in
acquiring a better commuand of one’s own language.
The descriptive inconsistencies of traditional grammar is aptly illustrated by Robins

(1967:82 and 89) thus:

In English. the class of nouns is defined os those words

that stand for persons, things and notions.. (hut) “fo the man’

is colled dative casg, because (presumably) its Latin translation is /

homini: /. dative case form of the nowm 7 honte: / man, bt the

strnetwrally comparable “behind the man’ is, rightly, called a

prepositional phrase, because dts Latin transtation / Po:ne hominem /

wonld he so deseribed

The relevance of Robins™ observation 1o this study doces not lie in the arbitrariness

and contradictions of traditional grammar description of a language but in the different
manifestations and morphological ‘shapes”™ of the word *man” in Latin. Also, it shows that
traditional grammar was built on the word level as the basic unit of language description.

This theoretical position had, hawever, been debunked by some linguists who argue that

morpheme is the minimal unit of language description. In many cases, morpheme is smaller



than the word, The filure of traditional grammar to sulliciently recognize the place of
morpheme {morphology ) in word sttteture and the deseription of language, has considerably

restricted its descriptive power and clarity, Alierall,

word is. however, demonsirably not the minimal

gramuurtical vt heeanse the most caswal comparison of
such word forms as Ccats”, Cdogs T and Chorses with cat, dog,
horse reveuis the divisibilitv of the former set into two
grannnatically significant elements caf -, dog -, horse - and -5
(Rohins, 1967:201.202).

The above quatation confirms the existence of the distinctive component of
morphology in the English Lnguage thus providing the rescarcher with an insight into the
system of one of the languages under study.  However, one can say despite the
shortcomings of traditional grammar it stifl has somcthing to olfer to the study of language
and linguistics because some basic terms still in use in modern Jinguistics were borrowed
from traditional grammar.  The school has provided this study with the [deas of inflections,
cases and other parts of speech which carry morphological implications.

Another important school of lingiustics which has signficant impact on the study
of language is the Prague School founded in 1926 by Vileny Mathesius, Most members of
this school were specialists i Slavie languages. English and to some extent Romance
languages. Just like traditional grammarians, the Pragucans have no theoretical position,
they are open, fiexible, functioning as a community of scholars rather than community of

disciples. Thetr major contributions indude the separation of phonetics and phonology, the

phoneme, markedness theory, form and meaning and most relevant to this study is their
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morphophoneme (or morphoneme). thatis. how phonology (sound) influences the shape of
motpheme in a lingwistic environment (Bolinger,1975:514-417), The concept of
morphoneme has provided the rescarcher with an insight into variants of one and the same
morpheme depending on its plumulﬁgicnl cnvironments and the idea of complementary
distribution of linguistic elements (Examplesi/es /o -z 4/ 1<z 114 7 f-t 1 -id /).

Both traditional and Prague schools of linguistics were not as rigorous as the structural
school, whose revolutionary ideas and contributions were led by Franz Boas and Leonard
Bloomficld. Bloomfticld was, however, belicved 1o have made the greatest impacet in this
school. He was among the first linguists who believed in the material evidence of live
specch rather than dcpcmlinﬁ on books or languages with literary tradition, 11s teaching and
book. language (1933) formed the initial major statement synthesizing the theory and
practice of linguistic analysis. This influenced linguists and dominated linguistic thinking
for two decades. Bloomfield’s primary concern was to make linguistics a science, and while
changing conceplions of science may have altered the approach, they did nol alter the goal.

In the tradition sct down by Bloomficld, American structuralism has a

L

comprehensive and self contained system as opposed to the two schools considered above,

"

In structural linguistics language is split into levels. cach higher level depending on the one
below,

The structuralists gave greaier attention to phonology,
e fair amount to MORPHOLOGY, very little to syntax
and practically none to meaning. (Perhapy one of the grev areas
of this school is ..:.) Viewing the levels of fanguage os
uni-directionafly dependent rather than interdependent made
it impossible for them to see that it (s 110 more feasible to describe
the phonemes of language withowt reference to the morphemes
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them to deseribe the morphemes viihont reference to
the phonemes. (Bolinger, 1975.517-518).

The structuralists also introduced the techniques of “segmentation” and ‘classification’
which are still used in svntax and mnrplmlng_xjn modern linguistics especially in the study
of agglutinative languages. These techniques are very relevant to this study in handling
Nupe language.

Other schools of linguistics such as tagmemics. stratificational. transformational generative
grammar and so on are important resources to an celectic deseriptive linguistic study of this
nature but they have no direct relevance to the component of morphology which is the main
concern of this study.

2.1.1 AFRICAN LINGUISTICS AND THE NUPE LANGUAGE:

African linguistics was initially fraught with prejudice. myths and down right
cynicism. As late as seventeenth century there were very few serious attempls to study or
write on African languages. At the turm of the century, the racial prejudice of Europeans
became more pronounced as to preclude any great interest in what Negroes thought or said.
The whole of eighteenth century theretore saw hittle development in the study of African
languages. Serious elforts to study African languages were the works of prof. and Mrs
Herskovits in Fon. the language of Dahomey. and Greenberg in Hausa, a Nigerian language
in the late 1930s. However. in 1949, the interest in African langnages surged with an
unprecedented vigour. Greenberg in the United States and Olderrogge in the Soviet Union,
mounted a direct attack on the flamitic status of Fula. Greenberg concentrated largely on

lexical comparisons between whole groups of languapes back up by as much attention to
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MORPHOLOGY and syntax (Armstrong, 1967:7-8)  NMeanwhile, in the mid nincteenth
century a solid foundation had been laid for the study of West African languages by
missionary groups in Frectown and other places, notably Sencgal. where there was
considerable interest in the study of Wolof and Fula languages. Bishop Samuel Ajayi
Crowther with some of his students and church member published works in Yoruba, lgala
lgbirra. ljo and Nupe,

Crowther’s study of the Nupe language led to is publishing of a primer and a
translation of one Gospel in 1860, and a grammar and vocabulary of the Tanguage in 1864.
These were the earliest hooks in and on Nupe (Hair, 1969 84: Armstrong, 1967:2; Madugu,
1985:213).

In the early stage of the study of the Nupe Lmguage there were at least two sets of
orthographic conventions which later developed into five. The aim of the presenter of this
research is to review these orthographic conventions in order to choose the one most
appropriate for the present study. The import of a synchronic writing system to a study of
this nature cannol be overemphasized. 1t is through the orthography the morpheme unit of
the language will be presented. studied and analyzed. Ttis, theretore, of utmost significance
to review the nature and system of Nupe orthography and word structure.,

2.1.2 NUPE ORTHOGRAPHY AND THE WORD STRUCTURE

Unlike the English language. there are controversies over the standard and acceptable
orthography of the Nupe language. Five versiens of the orthography exist at present. The
first was believed to have been developed duning the missionary activites by Bishliop
Samuel Ajayi Crowther. In this orthography "¢” and “o” were included which generated

controversy because they were seen as the influence of Yoruba and Basa-Nge, a dialect of
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Nupe spoken around T okoja The alphabets were believed 1o be non-existence in Nupe as
was represented in the word “e guo” instead of “egwa” meaning “hand”. Furthermore. sounds
like /[.3. .8/ were misrepresented as - $Xa%dY/ respectively. and also the nasalized
vowels:/iwa/ were not listed in the alphabets. Although/ts.dz/ were omitted. but /ts/
appeared in the 1882 Gospel text in the word “tsoba’ meaning ‘near’; and/dz/ was
erroncously substituted for/dz/ as in the word bedzo instead of *bedzo™ meaning ‘later’
(Hair. 1969:84; Madugu.1985:2).

The second version of the Nupe orthography evolved around 1903 through different
missionary activitics. In this ne, A7/ were |r:pi:1€1:d by /c.)/ but there was confusion on how
they were used. /c/ is sometimes found where /ts/ expected as in the word ‘coci” instead of
“I'soci” meaning ‘Lord™. The second version of the orthography introduced the use of the

tilde to indicate vowel nazalization as in the following words;

kit = Cpraised’.
% i, .
nakh meat
Sy . .

ku® = ‘sell

Between 1914 and 1916 the third version of the Nupe orthography emerged through
the works of Banfield and MacIntyre but the orthography is popularly known as Banfield's
alphabets and it was widely used by churches and mission /church schools in the Nupeland
and in the publications of primers. readers and story book used in literacy classes. However,
as pointed out by Madugu (1985:28) the following double-articulated cousonants:
/dz.ts.kp.gh.ny/ were omitted but their existence in Nupe was recognized even by Banfield
himsell. Nonetheless, Banfield s alphabets became the standard with a significant influence
on the Nupe writing system up to date. except for the omission mentioned above.

In 1954, the wider community: government and institutions of learning became

interested in the orthography of the Nupe language. Thus at the instance of the community



in collaboration with TINESCO Hans Woll (1954) published his monograph Nigerian
Orthography for the North Regional Adult Education Office, Zaria. The Nupe orthography
in this document became the fourth version and was aptly called Wolf™s alphabets. It was
an improvement on Banficld’s alphabets for /s.2/ were rightly replaced with /sh,zh/
respectively. The double articulated consonants: /dz.gh kp.ts.ny/ omitted in Banfield's were
incorporated into this version, and the use of the tilde was adopted for vowel nasalization
while some basic non-existent sounds in Nupe: /€807 were proposed. Although this system
was widely used in publications for literacy campaigns in Nupeland in the 1950s, it was still
considered not adequate. Therefore, native speakers of the Language became interested and
imvolved in the development ofan acceptable official orthography of the language. This led
to the emergence of the fifth version of the orthography.

In the development of the fifth orthography, the Mimistry of Education, Niger
State. 1978 in consultation with the Institute of Education, Ahmadu Bello University, Zaria.
set up a Nupe Language Project Committee (NLPC) with representatives from all the Nupe
speaking local government area of the state, Kwara and Benue states, to:
(n agree on a uniform orthography:
(it) standardize materials; and,
(iii)  simplify and make materials fuctional (Madugn, 1985:31-32).

The submission of the committee was a synthesis of both Banfield's and Wolf's
alphabets. The significant features of the orthography are the introduction of /a/ instead of
/a/inan/ were incorporated and the dot which indicates vowel nasalization was dropped

as well as the i,/ Woll s double-articulated consonants were integrated into the fifih
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orthography.  Also adopted from Wolt™s alphabets were “shoh/ for Banfield's /s.2/.
However. this orthography rejected Woll™s /nyon.e.o”and Banfield™s /g.n./ and suggests that
no special symbols should be introduced to represent the diphthong-like sounds of the
language. [t opines that sound should be written as a sequence of /w/y,a.X/ as in the words
‘ekwa’ meaning ‘pap” and ‘elva’ meaning “pratis” (Madugn, 1985:33),

It would be observed that the morphemic shapes and structures of words in Nupe in
relation to the orthographic version adopted have direet relevance to the present study.
Therefore. the review of the five versions of the orthography will give the study a synchronic
status and provides the rescarcher with an i'nsiphl into the nature and structure of Nupe
morphemes (words) in comparison to English morphemes which are central to the study.
Furthermore. it will help in choosing and maintaining a consistent writing system for the
study and use in all Nupe texts in the future as proposed by NLPC (see appendix for details).
2.2.0  LANGUAGE AND MORPHOLOGY

The study of language from traditional point of view starts with the ‘word” while in
structural linguistic the sound (phonology) is considered the basic unit of language
description thus proposing the following components ol descriptive linguistics; sound
{(phonology). meaning (semantics). the orderly arrangement of linguistic items in an
acceptable linguistic string (syntax) and the “forms ol words™ (morphology). According to
Bala (1990:5) languages are claborately structured consisting of at least two basic units,
further quoting Halliday (1972), he says that in between the two basic units are
intermediaries of clauses and phrases and that morpheme is the unit of the lowest rank

below the word. This postulation does not recognize the place of sound (phonology). Bala



further illustrates his point with Talliday "s (1972 postulation of hierarchy of *rank” for the

description of the nglish language thus:

Rank UInits

Sentence

Clause

Group/Phrase

Word

Morpheme

This postulation succinetly corresponds to the description of the grammatical
structure of Nupe which is arranged hierarchically in terms of a series of five units ranked
as sentence, clause, group, word and morpheme. such that each unit is composed integrally
of one or more units at the rank immediately below it. The hierarchical ranking does not
preclude a sentence from bheing coincidental with a single morpheme and ipso facto with a
single word. group or clause(Smith, 1967:2-3). This shows that in Nupe, morphemes and
words overlap. but words are defined by reference to their operation in the structure of the
group and in terms of their constituent morphemes. This is the coneern of morphology and
the sense in which it will be understood in this study. Just as in English morphemes in
Nupe, morphemes  are either bound or free. and word consists of a free and/or bound
morphemes.

This study will try to trace and examine the notions. controversies; divergent and

convergent views linguists have about morphology. morpheme and how they relate to the



present study, Traditionally morphology has been defined as the study of *forms of words’
distinet from syntax which deals with the rules governing the combination of words into
larger units: phrases. clauses, sentences and/or entire texts. Some linguists, especially those
with traditional inclination. consider the word to be the fundamental unit of grammatical
analysis, But one may ask ‘what 1s a word?" This is one of the unresolved problems for
both theoretical and descriptive linguistic because the concept of “word® is notoriously
elusive and difficult to delincate and given exact definition. Afterall there are languages that
have no word structure, such as Chinese and Vietmese, Moreover, in the twentieth century
many structural linguists have attached far less importance to the word. They could not
devise an operational definition of the word. * There is no single watertight criterion which
will identify word boundarics in whatever language” (Matthews, 1991:4) which will permit
a decision as whether to classity a given linguistic item into a single word or a group of
words. Mugdan(1994:2543) examplifies this dilemma with the following variant spellings:
‘stable boy”, “stable-boy ™. Stablcboy ™. However, an intuitive understanding of the term will
suffice in this study. Therelore. nstead of definmg the basic concepts in this study based
on the notion of word, the rescarcher intends 1o start examining practically the smaller
components (morphemes) which are the main concern of the present study and then describe
how they combine to form larger linguistic units: the structure of words. phrases. clauses
and sentences in the languages under study. Morplhicmes will be considered as the building
blocks from which words and other larger linguistic entities are constructed and which can
be classified according to their functions and combinatorial properties in a language. This

1s the subject arca of morphology with which the present study is concerned.
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The study of Morphology as an academic discipline dates back to late nineteenth
century when the term had some hiological connotation attached to it and under the
influence of Darwinian ‘Origin of Species™. The word Morphology originated from Greek
word equivalent to the German word FORMENLEHRE meaning the *study of forms”™:

aned like memy linguistic terms is nineteenth century in origin,
the first references for this sense in the OFD being from the
18605 ¢ “Morphology morphological”. "Morphologically )
As a biological terny it is older by at least thiviy vears (the first
references for English in the OFED being to 1830). . and its
linguistic sense was af first conceived in the same intellectual
frameveork  the science of fanguage was at that time influenced
by the evolutionary model of Derwin's On the Origin of Species
(18391 Bur the parallel beoween lingwistics and biology is now
seen as spurions (Matthews, 1991 3)

Morphology had no formal theors untit when Schleicher (1859) wrote the first theory
in which he distinguishes morphological sound, form and meaning, and then established
the number of *a priori™ possible form types (stem, infix. affix. ablaut.umblaut) and their
combinatorial possibilities. These were compared to actually occurring word form types in
already studied languages.  According to Matthews, morphology is that branch of
descriptive linguistics which is concerned with the study and analysis of *forms of words’
in different uses and constructions.  Mugdan (1994:2567-8) holds the same view with
Matthews but employs  a ditferemt anological framewmk 1o define morpholopy as the
science or study of “shapes™ in the manner ni"écumm phology” which is concerned with the
study of the physical features of the earth’s surface. In linguistics, the shapes concerned are
the shapes of words and their mnslililcnl morphemes. Mugdan enumerates the different

shapes a word has as: sound or phonological shape. letters or orthographic shape, semantic
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£
and morphological shape. According to him, therefore, morphology is concerned with the

relationship between semantic and phonologicst shapes. that 1s, it is concerned with
recurrent shapes cither phenological oy orthographic. which are assoctated with constant

meaning. This can be demonstrated in the following paradigms:

walk - wilks walked walking
pole polar polarized polarization
chewing coughing jumping mailing

In the above, the shapes “walk’, “pole’, and “-ing’ recur with constant meanings
wherever they appear, although the meaning of “-ing’ may be difficult 1o specily when
comparcd with the “-ing” in ‘Dowing Steet’.

Correspondingly. in Nupe some recurrent shapes with constant semantic content

could be perceived in the following paradipms:

‘eza wangi', ‘a good person’, ‘eza dede’, *a bad person”

‘eza bagi’. ‘amale person’, ‘ezt kan', ‘a slrangér (person)’
‘wangizhi'. “good ones’ ‘matozhi, “cars’

‘dokazhi™, “horses ™, ‘evazhi’, ‘persons (people):

the shapes “eza’ meaning person: and “zhi” meaning more than one (PLURAT ) have the
same meanings in all the contexts they appeared above,

However. the thesis Mugdan™s definition and examples considered are trying to
uphold is that morphology is concerned with linking phenological shape to meaning. 1his

may not be true in the light of the following examples: In the English language the “-¢r’
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phonologiend shape is the same in the words ‘teacher, trader, leader” (meaning one who
teaches. trades. teads) but when compared witl the same shape in banker (one who owns
or runs a bank) and recorder ( not one who records. but the machine) as in the phrase ‘to
play (he recorder’. Tentatively, one cany conctcde that the definition of morphalogy based
on phonological-semantic criterion ts at best tenuous m the light of the examples we have
considered so far.

A definition ol morphology as the study of “forms of words” in different uses and
constructions is rather too vague but an all embracing and comprehensive definition of the
term is not possible although there is a reasonable convergence of views on the scope and
concerns of morphology in deseriptive linguistic studies.  In the twenticth century,
morphology is concerned with different phenomena and approaches in identifying
morphemes and the relationship between morphemes and words (Malmkjaer (1995:317).

Bauer (1983:34) atiempts to swnmarize the main areas and approaches covered under the

€

study of morphology in the chart below:

{i) i\‘lorrhulog,\'
inflection “'(lrd~J0rn1ali(m
derivation compounding
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The chart shows that morphology is directly concerned witl morphemes through inflection
and word-formation processes of derivation and composition (compounding).  Yule

(1995:62) simplifics the abave chart by categorising the different types of morphemes

morphology is concerncd with in the chart below:

(ii) Morphemes

free boynd

»

lexical functional derivational inflecCtion

2.2.1 MORPHEME \

The concept ol morpheme is as notorious as the word 1o define, however, it coutd
be identilied based on its phonalogical :;;Impc. and meaning, within o particular context.
Although the phonological-semantic criterion of delining the morpheme may sometimes
prove untenable it is still the only procedure even when it creates difficulty in identifying
the morpheme in some cases. The foilowing examples are case in point:

1 disarrange: disorganize

2. discern; discuss
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, dismay; disgruntle
4, disappoint; disclose

In the groups of words above. it shows that group 1 are clearly morpheme +
morpheme words. that is. they contiin recwrient and meaningful parts in line with the
traditional definition of morpheme. but group 2 cannot be analysed into parts and so arc
single morphemes. While in group 2 there seets to be a sense of “disturbance of a state’
in their ‘dis-" element. the *-may™ and “-grimtle” parts can only be labelled as ‘unique
morphemes’ because they do notreoceur elsewhere. Group < looks superficially like group

[}

. but the pavts ‘-appoint’ wnd -close” bear o mcaningbul relition @ the morphemes
APPOINT and CELOSIE which :||\pc:lrlc]m'whcru as seprrate words, Group 4, therefore,
contains what may be called “Psewdo morphemes™ (Aerton, 1979: 49-50.226). However,
inspite of the difficulty in defining and identifying the morpheme, itis a fact that morpheme
exists al a lower rank below the word. I is considered as the shortest meaning ful segmental
unit of language which satisfics the following conditions:
[} Hois acsword” or part of a word that has meaning;
i) H cannot be divided inte smaller meaningful parts
without violationsol its meaning or meaningless remainders:
Hi) Terecurs in dfferent verbad enviroments with 4 relatively
stable meaning (Stageberp, 1981:83),
The conditions above are based on meaning and the physical manifestations of

motphemes.

Inagrecment with Yule(1995:62) as represented in the chart (i) abuve, Stapeberp (1981:85)
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recognises two kinds of morphemes: free and bound. A free morpheme is the one that can
be uttered (in its citation form) alone: i isolation with stable meanimg. Examples of free
morphemes are ‘ear’, ‘go’, *hoy’, ‘poat’, ‘stone’, “water”, “water”, “teacher’, and so on. A
bound morpheme unlike free morpheme. however. cannot be uttered alone and be
meaninglul: it always has to be attached 1o one or more morphemes before it becomes

LA

meaningful. The following are examples of bound morphemes: ‘ante-", ‘re-", *-1y", *-er’, ‘un-

"in the words ‘antedate’, “replay”. ‘cheaply”. *keeper'. ‘unable’. Morphemes are further
grouped into two or three classes: bases, rnu;ls and stems) and affixes. While stageberg
recognizes only two: bases and affixes. Tomori (19822 13-34) distinguishes ‘roots”. stems
and aflixes. According to stageberg l;:asus are free morphemes, although some may be
bound. A ‘word” (hase) may contain one base and several affixes. He posits that ‘a base is
a linguistic form that meets one or more of the following requirements’:
i. It can occur as an immediate constituent of a word whose only other immediate
constituent is a prefix or suffix: examples are “re-act’, ‘act-ive’, ‘fertilize’;
i, It is an allomorph of a morpheme which has another allomorph that is a free form;
examples are “depth (deep)’, *wolves (wolf)':
1i. It is a borrowing from another language in which itis a free form or base; examples
are ‘biometrics’. ‘'microcosm’, “phrascology”
Fhe above points are ilfustrated i the ollowing words: “readability” as containing
the free base ‘read-". and two affixes tsoffixes) “-abil-" amd -iy".0 “unmistakable” as
containing the free base “-take-"and the affixes: “un--mis-" (prefixes). and “-able” (suffix).

In Tomori's view. however, morphemes are the “core” of words while ‘some others are
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additions or appendages’, He puﬁls that the “heart of a word” is the root of the word,
therefore the root morpheme. In the word “naturalization”, Tomori analyzes ‘nature” as the
heart, the core and the root morpheme of the word. Furthenmore, he defines stem as that
part of the word 1o which the last morpheme in the word is stmclurally added. It foHows,
therefore. that in the word ‘saturalization” the stemis “naturalize” to which the English noun
forming morpheme ‘-ation” is structurally added. According to this analytical procedure,
stapgeherg’s ‘readability” and ‘unmistakable’ would be analyzed as ‘read-’ {(root); ‘readable-’
(stem); and ‘-ity’ (inflectional morpheme); In unmistakable’: *-take-" {root), “-mistake-’
(stem); while ‘un-, and -able” are (inilectional morphemes). Itis demonstrably obvious ‘that
a root can also be a stem andd a stem ean he a root. While all roots can be stems, not all
stems, however, are toots (Tomori, 1982:12}. (Gleason {1961 Yalso recognizes the distinction
of roots (bases). stems and alfixes in the structure of morphemes (words), Fromkin and
Rodman (1998) share this view when in their definition of morphemes as *the minimal units
of meaning’ discussed and dcnmnslmtc:d both derivational and inflectional morphemes
intuitively using the roots (bases). stems. and affixes structure of the morphemes in the
English language. We can understand from the discussion s far that the study of
miorphemes is the subjectareicolmorphotogy. Tomaori (1982:21) aptly defines morphology
as the study of the structure of words: the rides poverning the formation of words in a
language as distinet ﬁmn syntax. which is the study of the rules governing the formation of
linguistic units larger than the word. Tomori further explaing that the word ‘achievement’
is made of two parts ‘achieve-" and *-ment’, is amorphological statement and also that ‘each

language has its unique rules of both motphology and syntax”™. However, still *opinions



have varied as to the precise definition ol the subject area and scope’ of morphology, but
intercst in classifying languages according to linguistic families across the world in the
'
nineteenth century as evident in historical lingwistics {Lass, 1993: 167-68) has led 1o the
study of how languages are differently structured in both broader and narm'wcr ways, from
the general laws ol structure to Ihc-slud_\_' of significant clements such as prefixes and
inflcctions in natural tanguages. Although during the period the fiefd of morphoiogy has
narrowed to the study of the internal structure of words. there are still varying defmitions
of the basic concepts and approaches for the identification of morphenie which is the utmost
concern of the ficld (Bloomfield, 1933:207; Nida, 19406:1; Matthews, 1991; 3-4). There is,
however, a converpent view among finguists that morpholopy is lhlc study of the meantng ful
parts which can be approached in two ways; by playing down the status of the word itsell
in order to look at the role these meaningful parts play in the overall syntax, or to focus on
the word as a central unit, ‘There is general concensus among linguists that within words
meaningful elements can be pereeived (Robins, 1967:82; Allerton, 1979:50; Stageberg,
1981: 83). The postilation that meaningful elements can be perceived within words is
evident in the following Nupe words: “zaworozhi’, analyzed as “za-" meaning ‘person’,
‘woro-" meaning new’. =zhi” meaning more than one (PLURAL), translates into ‘new
“people™; ‘eshigizhi’: *eshigi™; "dog’. -zht” more than one {PLURAL), translates into ‘dogs”.
The segmented bits arc called morphemes because they have meaning, The *-zhi” element
has constant meaning tn the two words examnined. The method enmployed above had heen
used by Malmkjaer (1995:315) in analysing the word ‘unhelpful® into three constituent

morphemes; NEGATIVE A+ HELP + ADJIECTIVE, But terms such as NEGATIVE,

30




PLURATL and ADIECTIVE are abstract: they are not yeal forms,  The real forms that
represent them (in-, un-, -s, -cd, ~tull, -ness, pro-, pre-, and so on) are calted morphs as

shown in the following examples:

Words Morphs Maorphemes

waiched wiitch-cd WATCH + PAST

pens i’en-3 PENPLURAL

unhelplul wo-help-ful NEGATIVEAHELP+ADIECTIVE

We can understand from the above that in theories where the word is an ‘important
unit, morphology becomes *the description of morphemes and their patterns of occurance
within the word™. Itis. however, not susprising that some structural linguists only recognize
‘morphemes and sequences of morphemes” (Allerton, 1979:47). Therefore, in this research,
morpheme will be regarded as “a recarrent (meaninglul} form which cannot in turn be
analyzed into smaller reewrrent (imeaningful} forms. Henee any unanalyzable word or
formative is a morpheme {Bloomfickl in Malmkjaer, 1995: 3.4). However, morphemes are
maore recognizable by ‘different partial resemblances between expressions® (Nida, 1946:79).
For example. acomnion morpheme PAST can be identified in the following English words:
*sailed”, ‘landed’, and ‘walched’, and a common morpheme SAIL in ‘sails’, ‘sailing’,
*sailor’, ‘sail” and ‘sailed”. The PAST{-ed) and SATL, are hoth meaningful, established by
noting the recurrent picces of word forms | in this case the morphs written as *-ed” and ‘sail-
" This analysis was used by Langacker {1974:56-7) and he claims that native intuition plays
a prominent role in the identification of morphemes in natural lanpuages. He further

exemplifies his claims through the following paradigms:
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arcfully
hopeless
wralhful
harmlessly
stupidly
cleverly

carcful

humorless

carelessly

untruthfully

duimbness
care
shamelully

Barmiul

fearful
fearlessly
tastetully
rapidly
senscless
Mamelessly

truthlulness

Langacker identifics the base morphemes as follow:

care
hope
wrath

harm

stupid

Other affixational morphemes in the-words are “-ful”, *-ly", *-less’, -ness’, and ‘un-".11e
claims that the morphemic analysis of these words should be ‘intuitively” obvious to most
native speakers of Pinglish because morpheme is the minimal phonetic sequence that recurs
with constant meaning. For example, "eare” in the eximples just considered recurs with
constant meaning in ‘care”. ‘carclol’, and *care{ully”. Acconding to Langacker by analysing
these three morphemes: ‘care-ful-ly” the following meanings can be deduced, *-ful-’ means
“with or having' {carcful: *having care™) and “-Iy' means in
therefore. means in a carcful manner, Also *-ful” and *-ly” recur with the same mcaning in

other words like *harmful® and ‘harmlessly’ from which further elements ‘tarm” and *-less’,

hutmor
fear
truth

dumnb

shame

2

Liste
rapid
sense
btame

clever

i

a... manner’. Carefully,



meaning something like “without” can be extracted. Sinee *-less” in the above analysis is
a morpheme. Hearlessness” s therefore. :In:ll_\r'?.ilhlc into ’I‘L‘m'.-IL‘SS-. and -ness’, all of which
recur in other words,  Subtracting *-[ul-" and *-ness’ from 'trulhl'ullws.-‘:'. the apparent
morphente ‘truth” can be isalated, which also aceurs in ‘untruthiully’. The morphemes;
“‘truth-fild-ly’ have no negative meaning. but the “un-" in “untrothflly™ is a morpheme with
the approximate scnse of ‘not’.

This analytical model has been friitful swith most natural languages such as Hebrew.

Gleason (1961:80-1) used it in his study of Hebresw morphemes as shown in the following

paradign,
. Hrokarthuu!/ mceaning  “Hremembered him®
2. Hzokartithaa/! * ‘I remembered her
3. Hzokartiikaa// o ‘I remembered thee'
4, fzokaruuhuwy/ ‘we remembered him’
5. Hzokarntohaa/ v “we remembered her
6. Hzokamuukaa// " “we remembered thee”
1. ffgataltithuu// * 1 Killed him’
8. Haatalnuwhuou// - “we Kilfed hime

- 473649

In looking for the partial resemblance among the morphemes in the above
paradigms, Gleason uvses comparison, contrast and translation for the identification of
morphemes and sequence of morphemes in each of the examples. tems 1and 2 reveal one

contrasl in expression /-un//-aa/ and another contrast i meaning as in the translation
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thimher™, Gleason considers this as a pair of morphemes, but discovers throngh comparing
items 1.2 and 3 that his first wentification wasavrong. The contrast now seems to be */-hun
/him’. “/~haa /her’:" /~kaa /thee. Based on this . he savs we can reasonably be sure that the
morpheme meaning *him” includes the sound ~uu/ or /huw/. but until we can identify the
remaining part of the word we cannot be sure how much else is included.

A further comparison of 4. 5 and 6 with 1. 2 and 3 will reveal a contrast in
expression and meaning between /<6171 and /-nun/ *we ' However, we cannot be sure how
much is to be included until the remainders of the words are identified. Itis conceivable that
the morphemes might be Z-etii/ 1" and Znuy/ “we'™. Incidentally, comparison of 4,5 and 6
with one another confirms Z~hun/ “*him’: /~haa/ “her™: /~kaa/ “thee” as the structures of the
morphemes. Itis the comparison ol ttems 7 and & with all others that provides the basis for
identifying /zekar-/ ‘remembered” and /Qetal-/ “killed™ as verb forms in the paradigms
examined.

hrough this analytical method of comparison, contrast and translation. Gleason has
been able to identify, analyze and assign every portion of each word in the Hebrew texts he
studied to a morpheme. This technigue 1s relevant to this present study in our attempt to
identify and analyze the morphemes and word -structures of Nupe and English languages.

The study of morphemes and word structures of nataral languages throughout the
nincteenth century was marked by differentand often conflicting views. the Greeks though
aware that words are bilateral signs considered them as the smaltlest indivisible elements.
Beard (1994: 2573 peports that Humboldt compares  languages strictly by their

morphological forms and grammars throughout the century. Flumbolt examined languages
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ottside Indo-Uuropean family, infroducing infixation and incorporation (word-formation)
1o LEuropean theoreticians. e further argues that variation in *sound form™ {laut form} is
the primary element distinguishing languages. 10 was through his study of variation he
arrived at his typology of languages into isolational, agglutinative and inflectional. Tinouye
(1982:22). and Moombictd {1933:208) explain these and other terms in the typology of
Tanguages that isolating languages are those which. fike Chinese, use no bound forms; in
agglutinative Janguages the bound forms are supposed 1o merely follow one another, Turkish
isa typical example; polysynthetic Inngu‘éngcs express semantically important elemients such
as verbat goals through bound forms as in Eskimo: inflectional languages show o merging
of semantically distinct features ctther in a single bound form or in closely united bound
forms.

The importance and relevance of nincteenth and twentieth centuries morphological
studics 1o this study lic in the discovery of some morphological irreputarities and violations
and the study of the morphologies of other natural languapes apart from Greek, Latin and
other Indo European languages. The periods under review provide this study with an insight
into the basic concepls of morphology such as ‘roots’, “stems”, ‘aflixes’, “derivational
endings’, “inflectional endings”, prefixes™, “sulfixes”, partictes™ and so on. 1t is, however,
the period that brought advinees (o scientific precision i the study of fanguages (Beard,
1994: 2573-75). Most of the views and discoveries presented so far in this review are those
expressed by traditional grammarians and structuralists, However, lately Hnguists of the
generative persuations began developing imterest inmorphology after ignoring it since 1960s

to 1980s. Now most works in generative morphofogy (as this interest is called) centres on

o
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its relations to syntax and phonology rather on morphology itself. Aronoft(1976) published
the first theory of word - formation 1 the penerative framework nineteen years after

Chomsky's Syntactic Structures. This theory, later referred to as Aronoff™s word formation

rules *WIERs, is word-based, affixing {ullv defined words. In the assumption that word
gravitates towards the sign. Aronoff built two lexicons into his framework: (1) base
morphemes upon which word formation mles operate. and (i) a lexicon of actual
derivations which are available for phrase stracture rules 1o operate { Tinuoye, 1982: 4.8;
Beard. 1994:2575). On the realization that words become idiosyneratic more readily than
phrases. Aronofl concludes that the out-put of “WT Rs" must be histed to allow derived words
to “drift” both phonologically ind semantically,

Although generative morphology has little to offer the present study, it, however,
shows how relevant morphology is in the grammar of a language and the different
approaches to morphological descriptions of natural fanguages are in the theory of language
and lingmistics.

2.3.0 APPROACHES TOMORPHOLOGICAL DESCRIPTION

In the review so far it could be seen that in passimg some approaches to
morphological description of natural Linguages were highhghted at in an attempt to identify
the morphemes of some languages examined. However. there are some classical approaches
worthy of our consideration in this study. Hockett (1954) proposes three approaches known
as ‘items-and-arrangement” (IA ). “item-and-process” (IPy and “word-and-paradigm’ (WP).
His important (o note that this is the framework in which much of the Western grammatical

0

tradition has been conched” (Atkinson. et al, 1982 14y 1P was derived from the nineteenth
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century approach to language but TA is relatively modern. Tt is, however, persimonious in
terms of the theoretical apparatus it brings to the task of morphological deseription. Its
relevance to this study is that it involves the assumption that there exist morphs, and that
these morphs are arranged in particular ways in accordance with the “tactical” rules of the
fanguage. On the other hand. 1P recognizes not just the existence of elements and linear
arrangements of these elements at levels higher than the word. but also within the word and
the grammatical processes which operate on a stem to produce a form of that stem. In this
approach, we would recognize the same class of word (such as noun, adverb, adjective,
verb) as before. However, corresponding to TA “tactical” rules are grammatical processes
such as ‘locative formation” or “ablative formation™.  Therefore, combinations of word
forms in higher syntactic units will still be couched in terms of elements being arranged in
particular ways. the difference among languages may relate to the internal composition of
word forms. Lastly, WP is couched enfirely in terms of word forms. with such notions as
‘stem” and ‘affix” being abstractions from sets of word forms. In this approach, word forms
are recognized according to their pomnts ol simmlarity in a tabulated forms known as
‘paradigms’,

Ihese approaches have different features and applications in describing the
morphemes of natural languages. 1A treats morphalogzy as syntax and requires regularity in
all languages. It is quite unclear how it will handle the same process occurQing in different
order (Examples. the case of regular and irregular verbs in Inglish run/ran, walk/walked;
nouns; boy/boys. box/boxes. ox/oxen. child/children. and so on). These may also pose

roblems for 1. The two approaches are ‘characterised by a considerable degree of
| g
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artificiality. The traditional solution 1o the inadequacies of these approaches is to list the
various forms of word classes (parts ol speech) in paradipms and o classily all forms of
words which operate in the same pattern (Atkinson, et al, 1982:141-42).

A number of canctusions could be draswn from these approaches: (1) that it a single
morphological modelis required to encompass alt languages, WP is the *best” because word
forms can always be stated in a paradigm, not necessarily in terms of processes or
arrangements ol elements, Towever, it is pertinent and sensible o recognize that different
languages pattern ditferently, and that different approaches to the deseription of languages
may be separately valid. Atkinson, ¢t al (1982:142) abserve that:

{tis on the whole comtemporary practice 1o wse 14

descriptions in strongh aggluthiarive languages where a

representetion of morphemes as occuring in a specific seqnence,

with only small predictable variations of forms, is possible

1P and 1P frameworks are brought g when 14 is not a natiral
description of what goes on in a language. Hem-and-arrangement”

approach to morphological description devives much of its intuitive
appeal from its refationship o svitactic analvsis.,

Up to this point. this review has been concerned with the definitions and
explanations of  basic concepts of morphology and the different approaches (o
" L} + i Ll k) L 13 LY LRl *
morphological description. morphemes and their combinatorial possibilities in languages
especially in Nupe and English.  The researcher will therefore, consider branches and

morphaelogical processes such as lexical, infleetional. derivational and affixational

morphology.
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231 LEXICAL MORPHOLOGY
Lexical morphology is concerned with forms of word in the open class (nouns.
adjectives. verbs, adverbsy and pronouns (Tomori. 1982:33; Fromkin and Rodman.,
1998:94). Lexical morphology rests upon a theory about the organization of the lexical
component that represents lexical stems and the form. and functioning of the Word
Formation Rules (WFRs) which comprise Derivation Rules (DRs) and Compounding Rules
(CRs) and their interrelation with Inflectional Rules (IRs).  The theory posits that all
morphological operations take place in one component of grammar. the lexical component
and that there are specific rules to account for morphological facts, that is, WERs (Scalise.
1994: 2585). Scalise claims that the *Lexicalist Hypothesis® model fully consistent with the
theory was first developed by Halle in 1973, Halle started by providing answer to the
question ‘How can we characterise the mnrphc(ﬂugic;ll knowledge of a native speaker?” He
says ‘A native speaker knows:
1) The words ﬁi' his own language (just as the present
researcher knows the words of Nupe):
by that words may have internal structure (this is the subject
matter of the present research);
) that this structure is given concatenating morphemes in a
certain order (being investigated in the present research): and.
d) - That certain words are possible but nonexistent (in a language).
Halle further develops a model of lexical morphology consisting of the following

sub-components:
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(i} alist of morphemes: tine A set of Word Formation Rules:
ity o (iler: and, Gy o Dictionay,
The list contains all morphemes of a given languape including aftixes and each morpheme
is represented as a sequence of phonological sepments and provided with a labelled
bracketing (a vcfb is marked V. a noun; Nl. and so on). Lexical morphemes are associated
with all kinds ol grammaticsl information. :"\ verb like “write®, for instance, will be
associated with the information that it is a *verb™: a fact that will permit WFI:IS to combine
it with certain affixes but not others: ‘\\';ilc Ler” not 'write + ness': the information will also
show that the verb belongs to the “non-Latinate”™ part of the {ist of morphemes, that it can
appear in progressive construction as in ‘T am writing a thesis’ :md.sn on.
The WFRs ‘put together” morphemes and affixes to form complex words; xample
‘boy + hood; boyhood’. The WFRs also perform a set of formal operations, such as
changing the sub-catcgorization features of the base (as in the example just given, the rule
change the feature [-abstract] of ‘boy’ into the feature [+abstract] of ‘boyhood’) and
anything else that should be changed to obtain a well formed complex word.
The Filter in Halle™s theory has basically two funtctions in lexical morphology:
{iy it I11|‘n\‘idc.~; cn.lnplcx words with ihiosyncratic meanings
G any). that is, with meanings that are not repalar andd
prcdicmhlc‘: and,
(it} Tebtocks all posstble but nanexistent words generated by WIFRs.
Halle claims that the Dictionary in his hypothetical construct of the lexical

component contains all (and only) the actual words of a language. together with their
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inflectional endings, ready to undergo lexical insertion.

I'he difference between Halle s (1973 and Aronof1"s (1976) postulations of lexical
morphology have contributed immensely to the present study. While Halle hypothesises
that morphological processes are morpheme-hased. Aronoftargues that they are word-based.
Aronoff™s argument is based on his observation that often morphemes do not exhibit regular
and constant meaning. For instance. what is the meaning of “cran-" in ‘cranberry’? Osr the
‘-ceive” in ‘receive’, ‘conceive’, ‘pereeive . and deceive ™2, or the -mit” in ‘remit’, ‘submit’,
‘permit’, ‘commit’, transmit”, and “admit”™? (Fromkin and Rodman, 1998:73-78).

The examples given above show that (at best) not all morphemes are meaningful
clements of a language.  This statement can also be conlirmed with the following Nupe
words: “eci’; ‘vams™ "hict”, fran ™/ legcleet”, tsleep lie down®. The *-et” element in these
words has no meaning as can be seen in the agentive “-¢i” “doer” in the following words:
‘motapaci’, ‘a (car) driver’: ‘evapaci” “a (canoe) paddler”: “Katuwuei”, *a teacher’. In order
to resolve the difficulty associated with the identification of the morpheme as a meaningful
clement. the role of the meaningful minimal sign must be moved one level up. to the level
of word (lexeme) for a fuller appreciation of the status of the term. In this regard, therefore,
the word-based hypothesis of Texical marphology has some significance and relevance to
this study. The theory was formulated in the foflowing werms:

All regular word formation process are word-based.
A new word is formed by applyving a regular rule to a
single already existing word. Both the new and the existing

word are members ol major lexical categories (Aronoff, 1976:21).
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Aronolf s hypothesis is relevant 1o the present study in the following ways:
(i} That the base of WIRs are ‘word™:
(i) The words” must be existing” words (that is, a possible
but non-existing ward cannot be the base of WERs):
(i \WERs can lall'c as their base only units that are no smaller
(bound forms; example. “pre-1-¢d”, “preed’) and no bigger
tphrases or sentences) than words:
(iv}  that both the input and the output of WI.-‘Rs must be
’ members of a major lexical category.
Tn sum this theory means WERs do not ereate new forms of words with new classes.
Therefore, lexical morphology is only concerned with open class words: pronouns, nouns,

verbs, adverbs and adjectives.

PRONOUNS

Pronouns can be morphologically inflected to reffect their positions and functions,
number and gender in a sentence. Furthermore, the English pronouns, for example, can be
morphologically divided into three gﬁi.lll:p.‘i: pérs:inul.prunm.:ns. I‘l.."illiv.(:! -pmnouns and
demonstrative pronouns. Nupe proneans can also be grouped into three corresponding 1o
English language pronouns and atso pronouns in the two languages can be g:llcgnriscd

according o number: singular and plural:
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SINGULAR PLURAL

1. Nupe: mi yi
Englishy ] we
2. Nupe: we (wolo) ye {e)
English: you . you
3. Nupe: wufwifu) - a
English: he they (smith, 1967:16).

However, Nupe pranotns de not inflect for pender and ease according to their
positions or functions in sentences as do Lnplish pronouns in cither subject fobjecet positions
indicating epithetic possessive /predicative possessive cases. Tomori (1982:37) provides a

concise morphological analysis of the Lnglish pronouns as follows:

Subjective. Objeetive. - pithetie possessive, l‘rcdir;alivc POUSSESSive.
I ne ny mine
we us our ours
you you your | S yours
he _ him hix his
she her her : . hers
it il ils ' its
they | them their _ theirs
who ' wha, whotm whose whose
4%



which which

that that
this this

those those

these these

The second group of pronouns abeve “which and who™ are equivalent to Nupe's only
monosyllabic 'na’ pronoun which is both relattve and demonstrative pronouns as in the third
group ‘this and that” aboyve.

The conclusions on the pronoun syvstems of Nupe and English, the rescarcher {inds
relevant to this study are the existence of pronouns in both languages and that the English
pronoun-system is more elaborate. inflectional and analytic than Nupe pronoun system.

VERBS

The morphology of the verb class i any language is a complex and complicated
process. In the English laguage, the verb class makes use of different morphological
pracesses in order to express difTerent shades of grammatical notions. lnﬂccticlanal
morphology plays asignificant role in the verb system of the English language in expressing
the notions of ntimber, tense. ease. concord and so on. This process is not similar to Nupe
verb system. In English, the bases ‘1o gq' and ‘to walk” {infinitives) can take a number of
inflectional morphemes to relleet the different aspects of the same verbs: (-5) can be added
1o both to form the third person singular {reflecting the notion of concord in oumber) in the

sentences ‘he goes’, she walks™ The (-ing) morpheme can be attached to the basc

morphemes being examined to form the present participle or the geruntial forms ‘going” and

-+
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‘walking' respectively. Also the (-ed) past morpheme will give *went” and *walked' when
attached to the buse morphemes, T is pertinent to note that in Enghish the third person
singular morpheme /-s/ has three phonologically conditioned allomorphs in the verb system
2 (-8), (-2). and (-iz). while the (-ing) progressive geruntial morplieme has just one form (n)
but the regular past tense morpheme (-ed) has three allomorphs: (-d). (-t) and (-id).
Phonologically conditioned (-1) 1s used after voieeless consonants as in “walked™//wokt/.
[-d] is used after voiced consonants as in “robbed” /robd,/ and vowels as in ‘housed’
/hauzd/, while [-1d] is used after /if or /d7 as in “included” /inkludid/, and ‘rented’
/rentid/. The irregolar verbs like go/went. sleep/stept, are usually referred to as
morphologically suppletive (Hoomticld. 1933:212-18).

Some verbs in English show yvowel sound replaciveness in their past forms such as:

see: fsit/ .. saw /sQ:/ 1 /-0y

take/teik/ ... took /tuk?; /et -w/

come/kom/ ...came/kein/ /0 ¢if

(Palmer, 1978 118-19),

Comparatively, while English makes productive use of inflectional processes in its
verb system, Nupe uses other granmimatical categories to express different notions of number,
tense and so on. The notion of number in Nape ts expressed through the use of’a pronoun
as in ‘u yebo mi', ‘he foves me’ (singular) as against 'a yebo mi, *they love me'. The
underlined words are the verbs in the sentences but in Nupe the verb doces not inflect to
show number or tense.

For instance, inthe sentences *u be Bicda®, he came to Bida®s suul, *wera be Bida', *he

=N
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will come 1o Bida’, the verb_be means both “came™ and “come” respectively (Smithy,
1970:320). "

‘The examples considered show that the morphology of the English vcr.l) is more
productive, inflectional and richer than the morphology of the Nupe verb.  We can,
therefore, summarise that while the morphology of the Englisli verb uscs inflectional
processes Lo express the grammatical Innliuns ol number. tense and case. Nupe morphology

uses different grammatical categories for the same purposes.

ADJECTIVES/ADVERRBS

Adiectives are a component of lexical morphology, Adjectives in natural hunan
languages are ustally modificrs (deseriptive words) often function as complement in
sentenees. In English adjectives are inflected {or comparative and superlative degrees. The

morphemes that are used for these purposes are {-er] and | -est] respectively as demonstrated

below;
big higger biggest
smiall sialler stmallest
al} taller tallest
. + L.
short shorter shortest

-

Some adjectives that arc not inflected in this manner employ some lexical items to
show their comparative and snperlative degrees. This process is known as periphrastic
inflection which is a syntactic rather than merphological feature, Examples:

brilliant mare brifliant mosl brilliant
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clever more clever . most clever

beautiful muare beautiful nsost beautiful
careful more carelul ' most careful
gentle mare gentle most geatle

Some adjectives display a feature of morphologieal suppletion process in words

like:
many . maore most
’ pood better | best
bad WOorse waorst

('l'it\llll)'c. 1982:33-34).
Nupe adjectives can also be said to possess periphrastic inflection which many be

equated to the English examples given above. In Nupe, adjectives, just like in English, are
words or derived words which usually qualify the nouns, the heads of the nominal groups.
However, the adjectives in Nupe immediately follow the nouns they gquality. that is, they
hardly come before the nouns they quetdity. (As in English “the beautiful girl™). Adjectives
in Nupe may come between the nouns and the plural morphemes in the structure of the
nominal phrase: Iixamplcsi

ishe: dzurn/ = tred chicken” (SINGULAR)Y

fbishe: zhy/ = *chicken: (-zht PLURAL)

/bishe: dzuru: zhi/ = (red chicken: PLURAL) .

/bishe: dvuru: mi:?,hif': = 'y red chicken’

(Smith. 1967:19-20)
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The periphrastic inflection process in Nupe can be tlcnmhslrﬁlcd with the (ollowing
word.
“kpawun' = height (talh
Hwas wankpa// = “he s tall
v wunkpa: ganf= “he s tailer than them”

Awue wunkpae gan: kpata// = “he is the tallest of them®

Thus, “wunkpa’ ©owunkpar pan
‘wunkpa: gan; kpata’
‘tall” “aller’ ‘tallest”
fpe! ©o fper pan/ /ge: gan: kpata/
='bcm'tliful'. =more beaufiful, ~ ='most beautiful
sinin Sann gan sanin gan kpata
="fast’ = faster’ " =fastest’

are comparable 1o English comparative and superlotive morphemes in the examples
discussed undetr English above. However, it should be noted that ge’ could nISt; re!’c.r to
“good™ as well as “beautiful ™.

The erratic functions and meaning of some morphemes have already been mentioned
in this review, especially denvative onces. The (-cr) and (-est) morphemes can also be used
to inflect words o show degrees of comparison in the adverb ¢lass as follow:

soon sOLner sonnest
quickly more quickly : most quickly

Suppletion process also operates in the English adverb class. For instance;
-
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bally worse Wor st

In Nupe, on the other hand. adverbs usvally ocear singly, except thal a sequence of
iwo is possible ifthe fiest is one of the locative adverhs: /babo / = *here’ (with a free variant
fabo/)be/ = ‘again® but indfwahe: babo: tsuwo// be = ‘cmme’ as the sentence means ‘he
came here yesterday™ In the example: .

M mizabe’: toshi # T'Il come soon”

toshi (seon) can be reduphicated 10 mean either sooner or soonest, as in //mi:a be':
tashitoshi /7'l come sooner fsoonesl.

The nmrphcmcs_.ul'thc adverb c-?:;s:: in Both English and Nupe ave realized through
different processes, while English infleets (o show the different degree and intensity of its
adverb morphemes. Nupe reduplicates its morphemes tor the same purposes.

NOUNS

Nouns are open class words and a component of lexical morphology which denote
names, state of being and / or any word or group of words that can function as subject,
object or complement in o senfenee, Most nouns, apart from proper nouns, collective,
common, mass nouns. are derived from an abready existing words {(this has been reviewed
alrcady in Aronolf s (19760) theory of lexical morphology). Lexiteal morphology deals with
a class of nouns such as *teacher” (denived from the verb “teach’™; *driver’ (derived from the
verb *drive’, sailor (dertved from the verh *sail™).

The class of nouns shall be considered in detaits later under “derivationat

L

morphology’ in this review (see derivational morphalogy. 2.3.4).
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2.3.2 AFFIXATION

Alfixation is an important process of morphology through which both derivational
and inflectional processes of morphology are realized. Atfixation can be divided into two
or three sub-processes: prefixation. suffixation and (affixation } depending on the language
being examined.

Prefixation is a sub process ol a I'iix:llit;n in which morphemes known as prefixes are
added before the ‘operands’ (bases. roots, stems). on the other hand, suffixation like
prefixation is a sub-process of alfixation, but in this case morphemes known as suffixes are
added after the operands, For example, the Foglish word “undiserable” is made up the root
morphemie ‘desire” after which the sutfix (-able) is added to form the stem *desirable” before
which the negative prefix ‘un-" is a attached (Gleason. 1961:52: Tomori, 1982:33;
stageberg, 1981:86). In Nupe the affixation process is as demonstrated below. ‘eza’, ‘a
person’ : ‘zazhi’. ‘persons or people’: ‘nna’. ‘mother’: ‘nnagi’. ‘aunty’; ‘nnatso’,‘first or
senior wife': *nda’. “father"; *ndagi”. “uncle’: *ndagizhi’. ‘uncles’. It can be seen from these
examples that while English makes use of both prefixation and suffixation in its affixational
process of morphology. Nupe uses only suffixation process

However, the following examples do not mean there is infixation process (that is
when morphemes known as infixes come between the stems or roots of word) in Nupe and
Inglish:

‘man’. ‘manliness’:
Kind™ “Kindliness™: and so on.

‘Bishe™: “bishezhi’. and “bishedzoruzh™ meaning “chichen” (SINGULAR),



‘chicken™ (PLURAL) and ‘red chicken™ (PLURAL).

As it is the case with |-li-] i “manliness” and “kindliness™ the |-zhuru-] in
‘bishezhuruzhi’™ is not an infix becanse just as ‘manly™ and *Kindly™ are possible stems to
which “-ness” can be attached so s *hishezhura™ to which *-zhi” can be attached.

Ihe process of infixation is, however, a morphological process found in other
languages such as Tagalog in a word like:

[susmuclat] meaning “one who wrote” (writer) derived from [su:lat]; meaning
“a writing” with the infix [-um-} and st nuclat], meaning ‘that which is written” with the
infix [-in-] (Bloomficld, 1933:218)

The tull appreciation ofalfixation shall be presented under “inflectional morphology
and derivational morphology Fater in this review
2.3.3 INFLECTIONAL MORPHOLOGY

Inflectional morphology is a process of morphology by which words are inflected
according to the requirements of grammatical notions of gender, number, case, tense and
mood. Bloomfield (1933:222) sees inflections as the outer laver of the morphology of word
forms while on the other hand he considers derivation as the inner laver of word forms.
What Bloomfield means can be demonstrated in the natural segmentation of the word
‘stewardesses™ as in {a) not as in (hy below,

(1) Stewardess | oes:

(h)y Steward + esses;

Deductively, we could infer that mflections are added only when all derivational and

compositional processes of word formation are complete. Furthermore, illustrations of the
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plural forms of ‘motorbike” and “painter” are “motorbikes™ and “painters™ respectively, not
‘motorshike” and “paintser’: These illustrations are very relevant to this study because they
give the researcher an insight into the fact that inflections which show tense. number. person
and so on will only be attached to ready made stems.

Malmkjaer (1995:318) observes that inflectional categories such as tense, voice and
number play an important role in syntax and therefore are called morphosyntactic categories
since they affect both the words around them and the words within which they occur.
Inflectional morphemes are semantically: more repular than derivational ones.  Also
inflections create full conjugations and declensions for verbs and nouns. and unlike
derivations, they usually do not create “paps™. For example, whereas the past inflectional
morph [-ed] can be attached to any of the verbs “amrive’. “dispose’. disapprove’, and
‘improve” in English. only the first three can form nouns with the derivational morph [-al]
suffix. Hence in English. the inflectional sutfix proves more productive. An inflectional
suffix is ‘a morpheme that performs a grammatical function in a word without changing the
word-class of the particular word (Tomori, 1982:33). The words “walk™ and ‘walked", for
example belong to the word-class of verb, but the inflectional suffix [-ed]: /<id/ in the second
word signifies the PAST tense morpheme. Also the words “hag™ and “bags” belong to the
same word-class of noun, but the |-s] morpheme in the second word denotes PLURAL,
(number). However. in Nupe these notions. PAST tense and PLURAL are realised through
the use of some other grammatical items and tone. For instance, in the sentences //u; be:
tsuwo//, Zwu: a: be: esun// meaning “he came vesterday™ and “he will come tomorrow’

respectively, we understand that “be” in the first sentence is a past tense because ol the

30



!

pronoun (1} ‘he' and the time adverb *tsuwo” yesterday and in the second sentence 'be’ is
in the future tense because of the pronoun “wua a” wind the rising tone. and the time adverb
fesun’ tomorrow. PLURAT morpheme in Nupu.l' is [-hi| which is attached to any stem that
can take the plurat form. Examples are “cpi” “child™, “egizhi. “children®s “eshigi’. ‘dog™
‘eshigizhi’: ‘dogs’ and so on (Smith, 1970:350).

In English, the inflectional suffixes always come at the end of the words (stems} o
closc up the forms in whiclh they occur. For example, swe can hiave ‘congregations” from the
stem ‘comprepation”: ‘written” from write (not wroke), “boys™ from ‘boy's ‘churches’ from
‘church’. 'Fherefore, it ts sale o say that the inflectional suffixes |-s], [-en], |-z} and [-iz]
close the words in which (hey ocewr without changing their grammatical classes. Thus, the
inflectional morphemes in English do not pedmil the addition of other morphemes to the
forms in which they occur as final and the last morphemes. In Nupe the dnly morpheme
which behaves like the English infleetional morphemes is the |-zhi] inflectional plural
morpheme.  The morpheme always close the word in which it occurs.  Examples are
*dokozhi’, ‘horses'; ‘kekezhi®, *hicyeles™: “zazhi”, *people”, and so on.

The PAST tense morpheme in Nupe does not attach itscif (o the verb, as mentioned
carlicr in this study, it is realised through some other grammatical categories such as
pronouns. adverbs and tone, while the |-or] apgentive ind comparative morpheme of English
as in ‘walker” (doer), "driver’ (docer) is represented in Nupe as |-ct] in the words ‘czandaci”
and ‘molapaci’.  The [-cr] i the English words “higger” and the [-est] in “hipgest®
comparative and superlative respectively, have no Nupe equivalents, but the above words

arc translated as “wachikotso” meaning the “bigeer one’ and “wachikotse kpata® or *na wanci
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ga kpata na® meaning the biggest of them all,

Thisreview so far confirms Tomori s (F982: 2 1) observation that “cach language has -
its unique rules of both morphology and syntax™. This is peetinent to this study because the
knowledge of morphemes only is not enougle. one needs alse 10 know how the morphemes
combine 1o form acceptable forms of words ina language. Also important to note and
relevant to this study is that in lanpuages which have the word structures. morphemes are
the most clemental meaning carrying unids (as seen in some of our definitions of the basic
concepts in our review so far),

ILis obvious that inflectional morphemes are more productive in English than Nupe
white in English there are a number of morphemes to express different notions of

grammatical categories Nupe has just one inflectional plural morpheme |-zhi) that could be

-

attached ta virtually all noun-forms in Nupe.
2.34 DERIVATIONAL MORPHOLOGY

Derivation is a morphological process by which affix or affixes are added to stems
or roots lo derive new words or classes of words but do not express morphosyntaciic notions
as do inflectional ones. A distinction is made between *class-maimtaining” and ‘class-
changing” derivational processes. For example. ‘computer” {noun), *computerised” (verb)
is called class changing process but in class maintaining the derivation is like ‘boy™,
‘boyhood’. However, this distinetion is debatable (Baner, 10R3:31.32). The argﬁmcnt hete
is as was presented carlier that *boy” is{-abstract] while boyhood is | +abstract]. Sometimes,

derivational affixes are erratic in meaning and distribution. This statement is true in the

- 54



light of the following examples, the suflix {al] ereates nouns [rom verbs such as ‘arrive’
(arrival and ‘disposc (digposal) but derived adjectives from the nouns ‘brute’ (brutal), ‘nose’
(nasal) and ‘option” (optional); while “brutal” means ‘like a brute”, *‘nasal® means * of the
nose’ and ‘optional” means ‘sonwll.ling isanoption’, Bauer claims that derivational affixes
vary in their productivity and that in English nouns ending in [-hood] are few and ncw ones
are unlikely as are adjectives with the negative pretix {ig-] of *ignoble’ and the suflix {-ose]
of ‘jocose’, *verbose” but the [-ist] in .‘cummunisl'. Surist”, clingaist” and so on s fully
productive as the |-ize] verb forming morph in ‘centralize’. *compulerise’, ‘capitalize’ and
so on. Malmjaer (1995:318) observes that while new inﬂcclinn:ﬂ afTixes occur only very
slowly over time, new derivational alfixes seem o oceur from time o time. Stace the
Russian ‘sputnik’. for instance, was troduced into Fuglish, speakers have made it
established and so productive that words like “beanik™, ‘phudnik”, nudnik* and ‘refusenik”
are now common in the English language, thus making the sullix “-nik " dertvational.

Bauer (1983:32) posits that cnm‘cmh;}{ s n a..léri\'at.ilnﬁ.ﬁi prncéss because words
through this process change their word-class without any apperant affixation though. For
examyle, the words: “hoover” may be “a Im.n\.'crz'l(Ilnﬁlll). hr ‘ld Im()\'cr; (verb): ‘service’, 'a
service” (noun), or ‘to service” (verb), This process is sometiines called internal derivation.
While the processes considered so far under derivational morphology are hzlrdljl found in
Nupe, a conmon process te both Nupe :m'd Enplish Tanguages is .c.nmpn.sititm or
compounding derivational process, ﬁ

In Loglish some words with l\\?u or nﬁwré ot clnujui.ﬁ .lugcthcr in q ﬁnmpuund

morphemes. (hat is. when lwo or more words combine into a morphological unit; a
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combination of two lree fonms, or words that have otherwise independent existence
(Malmjaer, 1995:319). Examples of such words are “schoolroent’. *school” and ‘room”,
‘boathouse’, ‘boat” and ‘house™. These words (compound) function as single words in the
sense that t the ‘room” where people take their *hath' is old. it is an old ‘bathroom’ not
‘bath old room”. Like single words they will be spoken with only onc primary stress, and
any inflectional suffixes will occur at the ond of the whole units; “bathrooms' pet
‘bathsroom’. Such words occupy il single grammatical slots in sentences (Bolinger and
4

Sear, 1981:62). Compounds may contain more than two free roots, partial or complete.
Some compounds have more than ene roots and beund morpheme asin ‘wast(':papcr haskel';
‘waste"+ paper™+basket” and ‘truckp{mhcr‘: ‘|rnck’+‘|msh'-1-‘crl‘. Nanetheless, however,
a derived word in English should at least consist of one root and a number of bound
motphemes as in the derived word “interdependedness™ which contains a root; [ “-depend’}
and three bound morphemes: *[inter]” (dertvational prefix) and [-ed.-ness] derivational
sullixes.

In Nupe derivational prncc.esés are rare but the few llluﬁ can Iﬁ l'nuﬁd are not diréclly
comparable to English, The inverted (derivational) verbal forms that can be roughly
compared to English cnm*crsit“u dcrivatﬂnml PHOCESS. ‘cts.zlunu" (noun) meaning ‘a laugh'
from which the verb form ‘matsa” (maleMsa) “to lauph™: or “eighaba’ (noun) ‘the act of
culting tree”s from which the verb *ha cigha’. “to cut tree” is derived (Smith, 1967:47) Also
the dysyllabic verb "manin’ is derived from the dyvsyvllabic nominal “ninma’ (Labari Wangi
(The new testament in Nupe, 1981 :3).I '

[Furthermore. in Nupe, morphemes are cither bound or free. and words consist of
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single free morphemes or combinations of free and’or bound morphemes (Smith, 1967:45-
6). The following words are examples

‘worobo”, ‘newness’: woro” (free)t-"bo” {(bound):

ssucgwa’, “to handle™ “su=" (hound) 4 “egwa’ “hand” (free):

Sfedu® L sitdown” : e=T thound) ¢ -du” thound)

‘dzurudzury’, reddish’™ “dzor-", fred” (free) + dzur red (free).
Some forms in Nupe that have more than one free morpheme behave like compounds but
are sometimes sentences or phrases. For instance, the word “eyapaci® @ “eya’, ‘canoe’; ‘pa’,
“to paddle’. ‘ci’. agentive (doer). meaning *a canoe paddler” (oarsman). It is this feature of
Nupe word stracture that makes the Tanguage agglutive

We can, however, sav from our review that morphological processes and markers

of derived words in Fnglish are rare or absent m Nupe. For example. Tinuoye's (1979:89-
91) list of suffix morphemes that can form nouns from nouns. suffixes that can form nouns
from verbs, nouns from adjectives. adjective from nouns. and adjectives from verbs are not

present in Nupe. The listis as follows:

i) Suffixes that form nouns from nouns (internal derivation):
[-cer]: racket - racketeer
profit - profiteer
[-ster]: fraud - fravdster
gang - gangster
trick - trickster



[-er]:

[-eyl:

[-dom]:

[-ess]:

{-hood]:

VOl

plove
firm

I ondon

constituent
chicltam

normal

hing
star
fief

christion

hewr
host

misten

child
brother

nation

voungstey

plover
frmer

| ondoner

constifuency
chieltainey

normaley

kingdom
stardom
fiefdom

christiandom

hetress
hostess

mishiess

childhood
hratheshoogd

nationhood



i)

[-ian]:

christ
puard

comedy

Suflixes that form nouns from verbs:

|-ation]:

[-ant]:

[-ape]:

continue
concentrate
fix

found
combine

victim

protest
contest
oceupy
participate

disinfect

leak
wreck
pack

break

J

christian
guardion

comedian

continuation
concentration
fixation
loundation
cambiniation

victimization

protestant
contestant
occupant
participant

disintectant

leakape
wreckage
package

breakage



[-ance]:

|-er]:

[-or]:

[-ar]

[-ment]:

[-ing]:

nuintam
CONVEeY

pertonn

teach
sell

drive

sail

e

employ
estahhsh

require

read
lead
wiile

teach

60

marmnienance
convevahee

perlormance

teacher
seller

driver

sailor

pilor

har

emplovment
establishment

requirement

reading
leading
writing

teaching



i) Morphemes that drive nouns from adjectives:

[-ness):

[-cel:

[-ity]:

calm
happy
meim

Iigh

Vil

sange

cminent
excellent

prominent

persistent

insistent

briel
feasible
hostile

visthle

01

calmness
happiness
Meanness

highness

vanity

sanity

eminence
excellence

prominence

persistency

insistency

hrevity
feasibility
hostility

visihility



iv) Morphemes that form adjectives from nouns

|-yl health - healthy
wealth - wealthy
worth - worthy
[-al]: nation - national
cimotion - emotional
nature - natural
ration - rational
[-ful): wonder - wonderful
truth - truthful
mercy - merciful
[-less]: moon - moonless
tooth - toothless
shoe - shoeless
[-ly]: order - orderly
mother . motherly
matron - matronly

()



[-ish]:

[-1c]:

[-ed]:

Morphemes that form

|-able]:

[-ous):

sheep

trawmma

enigma

charge

count

suspect

solicit

il

owl

pink

IR

saddle

adjectives from verbs:

commend
lt.';ll|

sttt

[abel -

O

pirlish
sheepish
owlish

pinkish

traumatic
enigmatic

aguatic

saddled

charged

countable
commendable
readahble

surrnonntihle

suspIcions
solicitor

labellious



1ebel - rebellions

[-ive]: act - active
defect - defective
deceive - deceptive
piss - PEIsSIVY

[-ing]: surprise - surprising
SUTLss - SUTPRISSINg
strcharpe - surchanging

The review has been able to discover that morphological processes are complex.
unique and dynamic linguistic phenomena i natural human languages. Similarities and
differences of such concepts as inflection, derivation. compounding, affixation (prefix,
siffix, infix) roots, bases and stems in word structuie in relation to morpheme and other
morphological processes were all extensively reviewed in both Nupe and English. Other
natural human Tanguages were used to exemplils some notions and concepts. Furthermore,
areview of literature on Nupe language revealed that there were a few serious works in and
on the Tanguage. Even the few avanlable ones were not directly relevant to the main arca of
the present study. Migeod(1913). for example. is a collection of names. personal pronouns,

numerals and classes of words. for which most of the grammatical observations were not
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supported with conerete linguistic statements mnd data from the language. Among earlicr
works, however, on and in Nupe, Banficld (19151, and especially Smith (19641967 1970),
have some relevanceto this study. This is shown in the main text and examples used in this

revicw.

The review 1s quite extensive but it is by no means exhaustive.

240 THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

The study will consider some Hinpuistic theories and procedures in the idenlification
of morphemes in natural human languages amd also assess the relevance of these theories
and technigues to the present research into some  aspects of Nupe and English
morphologies. 1tis on the hasis of these, through eclectic approach, that a theorctical model
shall be fashioned out for the identification, presentation, discussion and analysis of the dala
collected for the purpose of this study.

The analytic model this stucly inlcngls to use shall incw'rporﬂc the ideas of Halliday,
Pike, Banathy. Kibrik, Gleason, [.ungzlékérnml Nida. These I.ingu.isl:l; sham tlhc bciief that
morphemes are isoIalabIc as meaninglul. segmental. significant linguistic units. Langacker
{1972) believes that sentences can be segmented into struclurally significant sequences of
various sizes with constanl semantic values,  Fhe smatlest meaningful units of these
sequences, he calls them morphemes, and goes further 1o say that segments like fkjat] of
cat do not qualify as morphemes l)ccatllse they cannol be propetly he said to have any

meaning, except by virtue of helonging o a meaningful sequence of segments. So also

clauses, phrases and many words such as “houscs® cannolt be classified or analysed as single

.
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‘morphemes because ﬂ.w_\' can be divided into further significant m ‘anirigfu] units,
Therefore, the distinction between sepments, mmphcmc:ﬁ ;l.mI larger units is clearly valid
despite the fact that some words consist of only one morpheme and some morphemes
consist of only one segment. (Lanpacker. 1972:56).

The identification of morphemes is done almost whofly by vartations and
refinements of one hasie technique. This involves the comparison of pairs or sets of
utterances which show partial contrast in bath expression and content. According to this
analytical procedure the rescarcher will seek for the smallest differences ofexpression which
exist with A PARTIAL DIFFERENCE of content, since the morpheme is the smaHest
signiﬁcant unit in the expression which can be correfated with :-my ONE I‘f;\R'l'ICUI..AR
DIFFERENCE in the content structuse (Gleason, 1961:52-58; Langacker, 1972:56-57).

Although the above structural procedure as represented by Gleason (1961) and
Langacker(1972) has been very fl'lli“ill i the isolation and identilication ol morphemes in
natural human languages, Halliday's (1961), Halliday. Mclntosh and Strevens® (1964), and
Nida's (1946) six principles are fhc .nlm_iu; |h.c:ni':clical.lcchlrliqm.:s fl'('lllll(.):wc\d m l]r1is sludy.
They are further enunciated. explained and employed in Temori (1982:25-30, 46-56) and

Smith (1967:2-3) respectively.

241 SCALFE AND CATEGORY THEORY
Halliday's theory is an explication of nco-firthian grammatical theory in which he
discusses four fundamental categories of grammar: unit, structure, class and system. These

categories are referred to as the “categories of the Tighest abstraction” (Halliday. 1961:247-
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8). The relation among these categories involves thiee distinet scales of abstraction; rank.,
exponence and delicacy.

Although there are some difficulties in understanding the original theory as Tomori
(1982:46) observes that:

How the ‘relation of these categories 1o cach other and

to the dta involve " the three distinet scales of rank,

exponence and delicacy, is not clear from the diseussion,

heny for instanee. the relation of exponence to the dota involves
the three scales of abstraction, or how the relation of class to

it imvolves the scales  (The formulation is known as “scale-and-
category” granmmar becanse of its nse of the two concepts. )

Hierarchy is described as a system of terms related along a single dimension which
must be one involving some form of logical precedence (such as inclusion). Taxanomy is
a special type of hicrarchy. one with two additional characteristics which consist of (i) a
constant relation of cach to the term immedintely following 1t. and a constant reciprocal
relation of each to that immediately preceding it: and(ii) degree 15 significant. so that the
place in order of cach one of the terms, statable as the distance in number of steps from
either end. is a defining characteristic of that term. Finallv, ¢line is defined as resembling
a hierarchy in that it involves relation along a single dimension: but instead of being made
up of a number of discrete terms. a cline 15 a continuum carrving potentially infinite
gradation.  These three scale-types are given in order to explain the concept of scale
(Halliday, 1961:248-9) as enunciated i (Tomori. 198246,

However, despite the ditficulty in understanding inherent in the above explanation.

the ranking of the categories ol grammar imto units of morpheme. word. group. clause and

67



sentenee is most relevant o the frmework einploved inthis Qimly. These five units form
a hicrarchy that is taxanomy and the Hinguistic scale of abstraction that binds them is that of
rank. Sentcnce is the highest rank. made up nf'.nnc or more clauses, composed of one or
more groups. and so on. down to the lowest rank of abstraction which is the morpheme (the
subject matter of this study) { Fonoris T9R2:47).

The scale and catepory theory has handled the grammars of natural languages
especialty. the Tinplish language more Guitfully.  Smith (1967) uses this theoretical

framework in his An Outline Grammar of Nupe.  As already mentioned in the review, he

has observed that basically. the granunatical structure of Nupe is described hicrarchically
in terms of a serics of five units in line with Halliday's (1961) ‘S!‘El] > and category thlcury'_
ranked as sentence, clause, group. word and MORPHIEENI, such that cach unit is composed
integrally of onte or more units at the rank immediately below i, This hierarchical ranking
does not, however, preclude a sentence from being coincidental with a single morpheme and
ipso facio with a single word, group or clause. Thus /fbe// = *come’ is simultaneously a
sentence, a ¢lause, a group, a word and i morpheme. 1t docs not. however, mean that an
analysis moving directly from sentence to marpheme without passing via the intermediate
units is possible, Therefore. the nmrﬁhcmc (be) which is coincidental with the sentence

Hbef/ com be constdered as a morpheme only after it has been considered first as sentence,

then a clause, then a group and then as a word.(Smith.1967:3).
o _
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242 NIDA'S (1946) SIX I.'RIN('II‘I.I'TS FOR THE IIIIICNT”"I(.'f'\'l'I()N OF
MORPHEMES
According to Nida (19460, 10 identiln morphemes, we must have certain partially
similar forms in which we can recognize recurring partials. Tomon{1982:25) illustrates the
meaning of the principle with the paradipns below:

salt salis salting safted

rent ) rents renting rented
paint paints painting painted

Fach paradigm has o list displaving ceetain partially similar forms in swhich we can

L

recognize recurring partials. These recurming partials: /s/ as in salts./n/ as in salting, /id/ as

*

in  salted. are morphemes that can be recognized in all the paradigms. The base (core)
words; ‘salt’, ‘rent” and ‘paint” are ll‘wmsclvcs marphemes. The six principles shall be
examined atong with the morphemies identified in Nupe and their glosses in English in
chapter {our of this study.

However, this scetion is to provide the study with the ¢lectic approach and model
of identifying. presenting and discussing some aspeets of Nupe and English morphemes.
It should be borne in mind that according to this principle itis possible. by camparing forms
with other forms. to identify and isolate morphemes in languages.  However, such
comparison is not casy with all languages, That while just looking about for similar forms

with approximate meanings is helpful and very much a part of the linguist's procedure, such

a naive approach will not be satisfactory in difficult situations (Bala, 1990:14). Tiow can,
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for instance the |-er| m “teacher”. “recorder™ tmachine) and “hanker® be identified? or the
Nupe [-pa- in] "matopact”™ o (car) dover” [-pa-] “deve™s and. “eyapaci”™ “oarsman” [-pa-]
paddle: a (canoce) paddler (Allerton, T979:49: Spth. 1967:46). Nida's six principles were
widely accepted and most practical in application in wdentifving morphemes. However, a
morpheme is considered as a linguistic form which bears no partial phonetic-semantic
resemblence to any other form’, that 1s. forms helonging 1o the same morpheme may not
consist of the same phonemes and they may not have precisely equivalent meanings; thus
il these varving forms are with corresponding diflerent meaning, then they may be regarded

as constituting a single morpheme. (Bloomficld. 1933:207; Nida, 1974:7; Bala.1990:14).

243 THE THEORETICAL MODEL OF ANALYSIS

The eclectic theoretical model in this study shall. therefore. involve identification,
isolation. segmentation of Nupe and Fnglish morphemes using Nida“s (1946) six principles
and Halliday's (1961) scale and categories procedures. These symbaols shall be employed
to indicate cach rank and its constituent clements (morphemes):

/1= sentence boundary

/= clause boundiny

.= group boundary

space = word boundary:

- = morpheme boundary: and

xyh = morpheme sequence (Smith, 1967:33)

)



CHAPTER THREE

METHODOLOGY

3.0 PREAMBLE

The process. procedwres and sources ol data collection, sampling procedure and
analytic teelmiques form the main foci of this chapter. The study of a living Janguage
can be approached through difterent methods depending on different aims; a language
may be studied as a whole or as a fragment, theoritically or praﬁlicully by itsell or
comparatively, synchronically or diachronically. Nevertheless, whatever the concrete
aim of a study. the empincal basis for any Neld linguistic investipation of a language i3
to study and discover the system ol the Tanguage. Therelore, field linguistics by the
subject ol its investigation and often by the aim ol its study can be related to descriptive
synchronic linguistics directed towards the study and u.lcscriptic;n of concrete languages,
that 1s. o the kind of linguistics which estallishes correspondence between real language
(or part of it} and the grammar (model of the langoage). The “part” of language this
study is concerned with is some aspeets of Nupe and English morphologies. Thercfore,
the target of investigation is the comparative and constrastive features of both Nupe and
English morphologies, Morphemes shall be the object of ullwscn'allt!inn i the '10“-3 or data

B

in this study. There is direet interactions and communication between the researcher and

-

the languages of investigation: a second language speaker of English and a native

H
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speaker of Nupe. In regards to Nupe data the “introspective” method is also employed
among other methods. The introspective method of investigation is exclusively based on
self-observation. Since the langnage (Nuped is familiar to the researcher as a native
speaker it relates to his competence and intuition. He. therefore. acts as a ‘generator” of
data on the language for the purposes of the study,

However, this method ol investigation has often been attacked on methodological
grounds, especially. under the prevailing influence of the descriptive approach to the
study of language which does not recognise the objective value of linguistic self-
observation. Therefore. this study is in the main field work in which the corpus

materials collected were through random sampling from the following sources (3:1).

1.1 SOURCES AND FORMS OF DATA

Ihere are two main sources ol data collection for the purposes of this rescarch:
primary and secondary.
PRIMARY SOURCE OF DATA

The first source of data for this study was through “introspective” method, that is,
the researcher’s personal acquaintance with both languages and as a native speaker of
one (Nupe). However, in order to remove and ehminate the “artificiality” and
shortcomings of this source, informants who are specialists and especially native
spackers in the case of Nupe who are currently living in Nupeland were used to

supplement and authenticate Nupe data generated



SFCONDARY SOURCE OF DATA

The secondary source of data complemented the primary sources. ‘The sccondary
source cmnpfiscs written records: texthooks, primers, readers and pamphlcts cspcciﬁlly
on Nupe literacy campaigns of the fate 19505 to early 19608, Most of the matenals
consulted on Nupe were word lists. sentences and prose sritten in Nupe language. Also
consulted were historical documentaiion. tape recorded muste, sermon and conversations
in the Nupe fanguage.

Data on English were desn from many textbooks which are listed under the

¥

bibliography al the end of this stady.
32 DATA COLLECTION TECHNIQUE:

A combination of techniques wits emploved in the collection of data lor the
purposes of this rescarch. I addition o "mtrogpection’ technigue as carlice mentioned,
unstruetured mterview and observation technigues were also used for data elicitation and

collection.

UNSTRUCTURED INTERVIEEW:

The rescarcher used unstructured interview as one ol the techniques for eliciting
relevant linguistic data from informants. Questions were presented (o the informants in
an informal and relaxed atmosplhiere where cortain imaost significant, reliable and valid
inlhrmnliou and Tacts aboyt the languages and their structures (data) could be elicited

and gathered. This may atherwise be difficult in a formal siteation.



The interviews were face-to-face and questions had no predetermined alternative
responses from the informants. However, the responses were further validated and
complemented by non-participant observation technigue. All responses were minutely

transcribed for the purposes of this study.

NON PARTICIPANT OBSERVATION:

Vhis is one of the most commaonly and widely used deseriptive linguistic methods
in gathering and collection of datacin ficld linpuiste rescarch. The researcher employed
this technique heeause it is expedient in obtaining first hand information, that is. the
‘natural” primary data and the knowledge of the workings and structures of the languages
under mvestigation

In addition, however, this instrument has provided the researcher with the

opportunity to practically observe the word-structures of both Nupe and English

lanpuages,

i3 SAMPLING AND ANALYTIC PROCEDURE

The data in this study were collected randomly from both the primary and
secondary sources. A number ol hinguistic items were considered and analysed using
Nida's (1946) six principles and Halhiday's (1961) scale and categories theory in the
description of langnages based on the beliet that languages are elaborately structured.
Neither the character of a language nor its historical evolution can be adequately

described or understood vnless its structure 15 taken mto account, (Bala, 1990:5). This is
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in line with the scientitic method of handling a Tingoage. which the strocturalists believe
is to start from the lowest level. cataloguing the tndiv idual phonemes. fintte in number,
and their contexual realizations.  Thew the fask moves to morphiemes and onta clatises
and to sentences: since:

Language and off kinds of belwviour are constituted of o

hicrarchical sirvetnre. Smadl wits may make ypr lorge units,

and large units stitl make wp large units.. small spots of an -emic

tvpe occurs within favger -emic spots, and lorger ones occurs in stilf

farger anes. Unite occur within units in the hierarchical strncture.. . In

Tangnages, thiv implies structure iy fevms of phonemes, which in

turi citer a hicvarchy with svllables, stress, growgas and stilf

higher it sueh ax the progression from phemente (o word,.. Plrase, .,

fand so an), (Pike, 1972:112-114. Bala, 19940:.4).

In addition to Nida's six principles oF identifving morphemos. the rescarcher also
used comparisan and translation method thus giving the analytic model an eclectic
character. The model is derived and fashioned from the theoretical framework in the
previous chapter to identify, analyze and discuss some aspects of Nupe and English

maorphologies as carlier stated in chapter one of the study. Comparison and translation

procedure will thus formy part of the analytic model emploved in this chapter.

330 COMPARISON AND TRANSLATION OF MORPHEMIES:

The grantmatical structure of Nupe compares fanly to that of Enghsh. 1 has
already been mentioned in chapter one that Nupe I.ikc English is described hicrarchically
from morpheme to the sentence level and vice versa. This informed the choice of

Halliday’s (1961) ‘scale and categories” mode] of grammatical deseription in addition to



Nida's (1964) six principles of identfving and isolating morphemes in natural languages.
In Nupe it was further observed that the hierarchical rankig of Nupe grammatical
structure does not preclude a sentence from being coincidental with a single morpheme
and “ipso facto” with a single word. group or clavse (Smith, 1967:3) Ixample // be // -
‘come’” is simultancousty a sentence. a clavse. a group. a word and a morpheme which is
similar to the English translation ‘come’,

However. although there may be similarities. which connote a sort of linguistic
“universals” among natural languages. “cach Tanguage has is unigue rules of both
morphology and syntax” (Tomor, 198221 This ohservation 1s apt and evident in the
system of morphemic variations which is correlated with a parallel system of variations
in environment (morpho-syntactic) between nglish and Nupe morphemes. Tomori
explains this system of vanations as a series of changes in the shape ol linguistic forms
which matches a series of changes in position

The comparison and translaton of the following verbal paradigms will throw

more light on the system of morphemic variations and the uniqueness of morphology in

both English and Nupe.

English: -cocrh ~caohinig ~cooked -cooked
Nupe: -du - I -du

Inglish: -walk walking -walked -walked
Nupe: -dazim <dazan dazim ~dazan

Iinghsh -see -seemy 5w -seen
Nupe: leve deve -leve -leye
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English: -write -witting -wrote writlen

Nupe: -ka Ka -k -Ka

A cursory study of the abave paradigms will reveal that while English uses
inflectional affixes {suflixes and replacive: -ing. . -0-,-0-.-cn) to indicate grammatical
functions, tenses, Nupe does not. Rather tenses in Nupe are indicated through the use of
somce lexical tlems. mostly pre-verbal clements such as - o™ pronoun marpheme plus
tone and post verbal adverbial elements as shown in the examples below:
ffoa: yangict: du: a:; md/

they food  cooked already memning “hey have already cooked the food”

He: du - yangiet: Fondodo//
“they cook food evervday™
The pronoun “a/c” and the adverbialse-ami™ and *fododo™ are the morphemes
whiclh indicate the tenses in the above examples in Nupe. This, therefore, further
confirms that the *-du” verb morpheme in Nupe doces not experience morphemic
variations in any environment i linds itsell unlike the English *cook’, ‘cooking’,

‘cooked’. ‘cooked’.

332 LIMITATION OF COMPARISON AND TRANSLATION
Comparing atud translating forms and meanings of morphemes in different

environments and constituent parts do help in isolating morphentes in natural languages
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but such comparisons as can be seen are not casy with all languages. However, looking
about for similar forms with approximate meanings is hefpful and very much part of the
linguist’s procedure. but such a naive approach. Nida(1964) says will not he satisfactory
in difficult situations, but nevertheless, he postulates six principles for isolating and
identifving morphemes in natural human languages. However, he also observes that
none of the principles is total or complete initself. Each principle is supplementary to
the basie definttion of the tenm and must be constdered so. Tomori (1982:25-30)
enunciates these principles thus:

PRINCIPLE 1

This principle states that Iinguistic forms that exhibit common semantic

distinctiveness and identical phonemie form are stmilar morphemes.

PRINCIPLE I

Under this principle forms have a common semantic distinctiveness but differ in
phonemic forms. that is, the phonemes or the order in which they occur may constitute a
morpheme provided the distribution ol formal differences is phonologically definable. It
means. under this principle morphemes have semantic distinctiveness although they may
exist in different phonemic forms which can be accounted for by the law ol phonological

conditioning.
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PRINCIPLIE 11

The third principle deals with forms which have common semantic
distinetiveness but have ditferent phonemic forms in such a way that their distribution
cannot be phonologically defined but constitute a single morpheme if the forms are in
complementary distribution in accordance with the lollowing restrictions:
I Occurrence in the same structural series has precedence over oceurrence in

different structural series in the determination of morphemic status:

d

Complementary distribution in different structural series constitutes a basis for
combining possible allomorphs in one morpheme only af there also oceurs in
these different structural series a morpheme which belongs to the same
distribution class as the allomorphics series in question, and which itself has only

one allomorph or phonologically defined allomorphs:

3. Immediate tactical environments have precedence over non-immediate tactical

environments in determining morphemie status:

4 Contrast in identical distributional environment may be traced as sub-morphemic

il the difference in meaning of the allomorphs reflects the distribution of these

forms.
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PRINCIPLE IV
Nida states that an overt formal difference ina stractunal series constitutes a
L
morpheme if. in any member of such o series: the overt tormal difference and a zero
structural difference are the only significant features for distinguishing a minimal unit of

phonetic - semantic distinetiveness. This means linguistic difference that can easily be

perceived between two or more speech units

PRINCIPLE V:
Ihis principle deals with morphemes which are homophonous - linguistic forms
which sound alike: identifiable as the same or different morphemes on the basis of the

follow i!lp_ conditions:

k Homophonous forms with distinctly different meanings constitute different
maorphemes:
2. Homophonons forms with related meanings constitute a single morpheme if the

meantng cliasses are paralleled by distributtonal ditferences, but they constitute
mudtiple morphemes of the meaning classes are oot paralieled by distributional

differences.
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PRINCIPLE VI
the sixth principle of wsolnmg and identifving morphemes according to Nida s

that a morpheme is isolatable it it occurs under the following conditions:

1. Inisolation;

. In multiple combinations i at least one of which the unit with which it is
combined occurs inisolation or in other combinations:

3 In a single combination provided the element with which it is cun{hincd oceurs in
isolation or in other combinations with non-unique constituents.
This procedure of isolating and identifving morphemes in natural languages has
been widely accepted and found most practical in application (Bala, 1990:14).
However. the full application of the hasic notions of these principles lorm part of

the eclectic analvtical procedure adopted in chapter four.
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CHAPTER FOUR

DATA PRESENTATION, ANALYSIS AND DISCUSSION

4.0  INTRODUCTION

In chaplers two and theee the theoretical framework. methodology and procedure of
data collection in this stwdy were extensively discussed sespeetively among others. In this
chapter, therelore. the rescarcher wiltemploy the eelectic analytical model Fashioned outand
derived from the two chapters already mentioned to tdentifly, isolate, analyse and discuss
some aspeels of Nupe morphology in comparison to English morphology. Comparison and
transtation will thus form part ol our analytical model in this ¢chapter.

We have already scen in chapter two that the grammatical structure of Nupe
compares faicly well to that of English. The two langoages are deseribed hierarchically from
their morphemes to their sentence wnits o line with the “scale and category’ model of
grarmmatical description i addition o the six prineiples lor isolation and identifying
morphemes i natural kanguages that have the word init. However, c'ach ol the languages
under study has its unigue rules of syntax and morphotogy,  This fact is cvident in the
sysiem of morphemic vanations which is corelated with a parallel system of variations in
cnvironment {morphosyntactic) especially tn the morphemes of English. These variations
are a series of changes in the shapes of lingmistic torms which mateh a series of changes in

the positions of the English morphemes which are absent in the Nupe morpheimic system,



4.1 COMPARISON AND TRANSLATION OF ENGLISH AND NUPE WORD
AND  PARADIGM SYSTEMS:

The comparison and translation of the following verbal and noun paradigms in both
English and Nupe have shown that inspite of some similarities in some morphological
processes in the languages, cach has its unique morphology.  The following data are
naturally occurring ufterances i both languages colleeted for the purposes of this study.
‘The words in English are presented liest and their Nupe translations {cquivalents) are

presented below, as follow:

I LEnglish: -couk- -caoking- -cooked- -cooked-
Nupe: -du- -tlu- Ju- -du-

2. English: -walk- -walking- -witlked- -walked-
Nupe: ~dazan- -dazan- -dazan- -dazan-

3. English: -see- -seeing- -5 -seeh-
Nupe: -leye- ~leye- leye- -leye-

4. Iinglish: -write- ~writing- “Wwrole. -wrillcn-
Nupe: -ka- -ka- -ka- -ka-

When the above words are used in the following structures:

Ha) LEnglish: let us couk some food';
Nupe: fibi: yiz du: yangici/, literal translation will be : ‘come let (we) us
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cook

1 (h)

!

1(d)

2(a)

2(v)

2(¢)

English:

Nupe:

lnglish:

Nupe:

Iinglish:

Nupe:

English:

Nupe:

Inglish:

Nupe:

English:

Nupe:

food”.

“we are cooking (some food)'

Myi: ye: du: yangici//

“they have cooked some Tood ™.

fTaz du: vangaer//

they had cooked some food '

Hasvangicr: du Zor Zac vangicr: do: ani//

“they walk to market™

Me: dazan: lo: dsuko//.

“they are walhing (o the niver’:

Mazves dazan: oz kun//

‘they have walked 1o the school™:

Ta: dazan: lo: makanta//.

L



20y

J(a)

3

3(dh

4(a)

4(h)

Inglish:

Nupe:

Inglish:

Nupe:

English:

Nupe:

English:

Nupe:

English:

Nupe:

Lnglish:

Nupe:

English:

Nupe:

“they had walked to the ety

Taz dazan: lo: Zhinin//.

“they see him evervday .

el ueye fondodo//

‘he is seeing ™
I e leye//

‘they saw her™:

M le: v aef/

“she had seen him';

fhwun: leye//.

Tarite letters”.

Mme: kas wosikazhi//.

Tam writing a letter”:

Mfmi: ye: ka: wosika//.



4c)  English: 1 wrote a letter’;

Nupe: Hmii: kas wosikal/,
4(d) nglish: 1 had svritten a letter’;
Nupe: Ami: a: wosika: kot

The above verbal paradigms and the sentence structures in both lanpuages show that
;\'Ililc Iinglish uses inflectional sutfixes and vowel replacives |-ing.-ed.-a-,-en] to indicate
the grammatical notion of tense in its verb system, Nupe does not, rather tense in Nupe s
indicated through the use of some lexical ttems, mostly pre-verbal elements such as ‘-e-a-’
pronoun norphemes. tone and post verbal adverbial clements as shown in 1(d), 2{a&b) and
3(@)above. That the pronouns "e-a-" and the adverbial " nit’ [{d} and ‘fondodo” are
the morphemes which indicate tenses in the above sentence, thereflore, it show that the *-du-
* verb morpheme does not change its morphentic shape to indicate the grammatical notions
of tense as in the English verb “-cook-". *-cooking-", *-cooked-". *-cooked-", which is the
same with ‘~dazan-": "-walk-" " -walking-".-walked- " -walked- " fleyes": f-see-", fseeing-,
saw-", t-scen-T (see saw); ko= tawritesT Cavriting- Lt -wrote- L -written- (write wrote),

On the basig ol the examples considered in addition to the preceding discussion, it
is now possible to state that verbs in Nupe do not experience snorphosyntactic variations as
it is the case with English in which verbs experience morphemic variations and have
syntactic functions of ndicating tense. case and number.

Furthermore, Nupe does not make gender and case distinctions in its pronoun system
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morphologicallv. In Nupe, there s no distinction betsween “he” and “she™, “him™ and “her”
pronouns as shown i the sentences Sthady aboge
| he noun paradigms of bath Foglish and Nupe have shown some similarities and

differences in their individual morphology as can be seen below:

. 4 Fnglish: -man- Mman’s- “men-
Nupe: S IR Aanbiag- bagizhi-

0. F'nglish: -child- chnld s -children-
Nupe: -ei- Adngt- SGUPAILE

7. Fnglish: “car- -Cars- TS
Nupe: -malo- -vanmalto- -matosh-

Fhese paradigms have shown that the Tonghish POSSESSIVE mflectional suffix
morphemes [=7s] s cquivalent to the Nupe POSSESSIVE miflectional prefix morpheme
[van-] in the above examples. Alsosm Nupe gnlyv mflectional sutfis PEURAT morpheme
|-zl ] as equivalent 1o the Enghshomflectional sulbin PEHURAT morpheme | -s] and all its
allormorphs |-s. 2. -z the replacive - man men-" and the additive incehild children”
It could, therefore. be stated that where Tnghish vses inllectional suffix morphemes. Nupe
tends to nse inflectional prefix morphemes as in car's and “vanmato™, *man’s and *vanbagi®
and “¢hild’s and vangi™ in the above examples. However. both fangnages nse inflectional

suffix PLURAL morphemesasin s childien “men” and “matozhyegizhi’, “bagizhi®



respectively, T as already observed they donot have the same system of pluralization,

‘This can be exemplified furthe with the following dala:

SINGULAR PUATRAL
8. ‘tankpolo’™/ *lrog™ “lankpolozhi™/ lrops”
9. ‘makanta’/ school “makimtazhi '/ sehools”
1. ckpatit/ hox’ _ kpatizht'/ “hoxes’
11, ‘doko’/ “horse” ‘dokozhi’/ “horses”
12, ccpibagi’/ ‘boy’ ‘egibagizhi®/ thoys’

Comparison and trapslation of morphemic fonms with approximate meaning have
been helpfuf as a tool Tor discovering, identifving and isolating mm'phcméﬁ in natura
tanguage but the method is naive and may not be satistactory in difficult situations. The
rescarcher. therefore. intends 1o apply the analytical model enunciated in chapter two ol this
study. The model is a combination of Nida’s six principles for identifying and isolating
morphemes in nataral languages and Halliday's *scale and category™ theory of grammatical

description of languages.

4.2  NIDA'S SIX PRINCIPLES AND HIALLIDAY'S SCALE AND CATEGORY
GRAMMATICAL MODEL:
Morphemes identificd through Nida's ponciples will farther be analysed using scale

and category model. that s, they will be used in sentences in order to show their syntactic

and semantic status.
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PRINCIPLE

This principle identifies fTorms that exhibit common semantic distinctiveness and
tdentical phonemic [orm as similar merphemes. In English l:aﬁgﬁagc //: J-er] clement, in
words like *walker’. “dancer’. “teader”. “singer” and so on, has been identified as a
morpheme on the following bases: (1) in all the examples of words considered the {-er|
clement has identical phonemic form 4/, and {itya common semantic distinctiveness. These
two conditions are. therelore, necessary for any marphentes in natural languages to be
members of this principle. The [~erf elament under this principle simply means ‘doer”,

In the Nupe language. the f-ci] clement in both semantic distinctiveness and
phonemie form qualifies to be @ member of Nida™s principte £ The |-ci] element is the
agentive in words like “matopact™, *driver’: *dokotuct”, ‘o hiorse rider’: ‘eyapaci®, ‘a canoe
paddler” (earsman); "keketuer', “a bicyele nider™; eynnkunei . a setler/trader of something’;
feigbanbaci®; *a tree cutter” and so on,

The above examples can be analysed into their constituent morphemes as follow:

13, mato” - e’
-pa- - driver
-¢i- - [-er]omeaning “doer” as incCa(ear) driver” in the sentence “heis a car driver’

which in Nupe will read Zoator pac o ws yieol/

14, ‘doko’ - ‘horse’
-lu- ride’
-ci-  [-er) tdoer” as in o (horsey rider” inthe semtence “she s o horse rider”, in
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16

17.

18.

Nupe it means Vdokos tuz e ue s o

eya - ‘canoe’
-pa- “paddle’
ci-  |-er]. tdoer asin tateanoe) paddler” (oarsman) in the sentence “he is a canoe

paddler” referring to Nupe /7 eva: pa: ¢z ue vic o/

keke - “hicveles
- Cride’
«ci- [-er] tdoer” as in ta bievele rider” as in the sentence he is a bicycele rider”

which in Nupe is Z/Keke: e cicue yie o/

‘eyan’ - ‘something’
-kun- - “sell’
-ci- |-er] “doer™ “a seller/trader (of something) as i “she is a trader’, which

translates into Nupe as /2 evan: kunceizugo!/

cigban - “tree’

-ba- ‘eut”

-ci- o] "doer” as inCatree catter” m the sentence “he is a tree cutter” which is
translated mto Nupe as Zeighan:bacciuyvio

The [-er] and [-¢i] elements of both Fnghsh and Nupe do not always mean “doer”.
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19.

20

They mav mean “less or more than” as in the following words:

“tetengict” meaning “the smaller” (one),

‘woncikoci”. the “bigger” (one):

‘phakoci’. the older (one). These words can further be analysed into the following
morphological constituents

tetengi” - “small’

-ci- [-er] *less than™ as in the sentence Zleinu tetengi: ciz us la: o/ meaning ‘he took

the smaller orange.

wonciko® - thig!
et [=er] "more than™ as in Zemus wonciko, ciwlan// meaning *he took the bigger

orange’.

‘phako - “old’

-ci= [-er] *more than® as i Zghakocerr us las w// meaning “he took the older one”™.
However, [-ci] and [-er] may have no meaning in some other words in the languages
under study. In Nupe. for mstance. [-c1] has no distinetive meaning in the following
words: ‘yangici”. “food™: “fondoct”, “some day’: “zandoct”, ‘somebody” and so on.
Also. [-er] in some words of Fnghsh does not mean cither “doer™ or “more than'.
Words such as “mother’. father. hlt\lllt‘l'.ltl:!llﬂllcl. sister, laughter are examples in

which [-er] has no meaning.

Although the [-er] and [-¢i] in both English and Nupe have similar phonemic forms
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in all the words identified. they do not have simlar semantic distinetiveness in all the words
considered. Each. therefore, conld be sand to be o ditferent morpheme inits ovn right, that
is to say there are two or six morphemes. one indicating “daer” while the other means “more
than™ and/or *smaller™. “bigger” and “older™ as seen in Nupe.

I'urthermore. there are some peculiar Nupe morphemes that could be identified under
Nida's principle I becanse from our analyvsis so far it could be understood that Nida's
principle 1 operates in the same way with derivational morphological process. On this basis,
therefore. the [ollowing noun -verhadjective inverted or “transmutational” derivatives

belong to this principle of identifying morphemes in natural Tanguages (Nupe/English):

notn (N) verhi Vi adjectives (adp)
fetsanma (a Taugh) ‘matsan’  (to laugh)
fezanda/ (a walk) /dazany (1o walk)
Aaliti/ (a complaint) ‘nlali/ (to complain)
fedansu/ (o fear) stinda’ (to fear)
fekpawun’ (a height) wunkpa/ - (to prow tall)
fedzosh/ (leadership) shidzo (1o leady
‘ewunnay/ (aoreprimand) manwu (to reprimand)
‘etunlo/ (a work) Aot/ (to work)
‘ewunzhi/ (anger) f7hewun/ (1o be angry)
feduntfe/  (sitting) Medu/ (1o i)
elingun/ {(climbing) fpunling (to climby

Fhese words occupy the Tolloswmg categones i the sentences below:



22} Jetsanmat NY wna eane
“her laughter (N) was too much’
(13y  a: matsan (V)Y /7

‘they Taugh (VY

23(a) /ezanda(N) : po//
“walking{N) 1s good’
(by /fa: dazan(V) //

‘they walk(V)y

24(a)  /alin(N)acganga//
“The complaint(N) was too much’
(hy /Za: tilali(Vy/

“they complam( VY’

25(a)  edansu (NY da bo/
“there was fear(NY

{by Zargan: dansu(Vy /)

“‘they fear(V) too much’

26(a)  Vkpawun (N) : gan: yan:zan:doro/

Tisher heighttN) 1s more than evervone’s”
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(b Zwaswunkpadvy/

“he/she is tall tady)’

2Na)  MedzoshigtN) @ njiz van: egi: tentengi: o/
eadershiptN) is not for a child’
(b)  //wu: shidzogv) //

‘he/she leads(vy

28(a)  ewunna(N): tukpapa: vi o/
‘a-reprimand(N) is a reminder”
(hy  /Manawwu(Vy/

‘they reprimand(V') him’

29(a)  /tunlo(N): ge: va: za//
‘a-work(N) is good for a person”
(by  /wae: lotun(Vy //

“he/she workstVy

A0{a)  MwunzhetN)ypea//
‘anger(N) is not good”
(b)  /Awuzaczhewun (ady)”/

“she/he is angry (ady )
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Ji(ay /Hedunfe (N): Kinbo! peia//
‘sitting{N) on the ground is not good”

(by Hacdedu(Vy: kinbo: kandoro//

‘they always sit(V) en the ground”

32(a)  Helingun(N): cvan: dede:o off
‘climbing(N) is risky’
(h)  shee gunlingyy: fondoro?/

“they climb({V)y up evervday”

The above data liave shown cleardy that “etsan’, “ezan”, lali’. ‘edan’, “ckpa’, ‘edzo”,
Sewun’, fetun’, fewun' tedun L elin® are the bases of the words in which they oceurred with
consonanl scmantic distinctiveness and phonemic form.

We could, therefore. conclude that Nida's principie 1 and Halliday's scale and
category theory are applicable to both Nupe and English morphemie identification and
amalvsts, Tnvever, the English altotnarporiic milectionad PEURAL morphemes |-st, [-ed)
PAST tense morphemes as in ‘rented. *painted”, and “fighted”; and {-ly [ of words ‘quickly’,

widely™, *pladly” and so on have no eguivalents in Nupe.

PRINCIPLE I ?

The forms identified under principle IThave a common semantic distinctiveness but

differ in their phonemic forms. In other words, (he phonemes or the order in which they
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occur may constitute a4 morpheme provided the distiibution of formal differences is
phonologically definable  nothis cotepory, therefore. morphemes have only semantic
distinctiveness even when they exast wm different phonenue forms wineh can be accounted
for by the law of phonological conditioning.

In the English language. the following words: “inaudible’. “impossible’, “illogical’,
and irrelevant” share something in common: that is. the semantic meaning of “not”™ in them.
“Inandible” means 'not andible™; “impossible” means "not possible’™: “illogical” means ‘not
logical: and ‘irrelevant” means “not relevant™. We can now deduce from the above
explanation that the semantic distinctiveness in the four words examined is in the elements
[in-cimec il which mean “not™ in the different phonemic forms can be explained by law
of phonological conditioning as [in-] 1s used before vowels as in the word it appears; “in
audible”. and before alveolar consonants as in ‘intangible”, “insincere” and ‘imdirect’. There
are, however. exceptions to this generalization, in words like “unalloyed’, ‘unsure’,
undefined’. and so on. [-im] is used before bi-labial sounds. such as /p/or/b/ in fimpossible”,
“imbalance’. “immaterial’, and so on. =il is used betore o word that hegins with the i/ sound
as in tresponsible” “wresistible”, trratiopal”, wreconcilable” and so on. Thus, the law of
phonological conditioning has been able to account for most of the occurrences of this
morpheme in different phonemic forms in the Fnglish lanpuage. This law also can be made
to account for the different phonemic forms of the “mi” personal pronoun in Nupe which
changes or becomes a syllabic nasal consonant /m/ or /m/ depending on the type of
phonological envirtoment in which it occurs. “mi™ may change into /n/ before or when it

precedes /e d g ho ok Lo e rsotowe ve 270 or /m/ when it precedes /bop/ sounds.
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In Nupe. ‘mi” constitutes o single marpheme and has two variant forms /man/
depending on the phonological enviromument it occurs. Sometimes these forms are in free
variations. and when the virfant forms are used with other grammatical categorics such as
nouns or verbs, they also change their prammatical category from personal pronoun to either
possessive or demonstrative pronoun, The following data have proved this statement:

33. ndazmi™; my father: (as a respoase to “who is this man?)
34, ffmizfedu?/, fshould T sitdown?//, when the sentence in Nupe is rewritien to reflect

the natural speed m huntan speech, the question Zshould T st down?/ could be written

in two versions as follow:

"
]

HAmiteda?d/, and/or,
36.  /nfedu?s,

These sentenees (35.36) have also shown the agglutinmive feature of the Nupe
language. In the two sentences all the clements and grammatieal categories have glued
together as if they are sinple words,  These tendencies are further exemplified in the
following data;

37, Mmic g/ ) ate’s
RY 1171 T ST\

39, e Tawe”

40.  Hmiyvanuzewo//E gave him money™;
41, Jmyan ewo /0 [ gave Inm money”
42 [myacwiewo /T gave him money”;

43, fikpe/t ) knew';
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44 JYmipe /10 knew '™

45, /mkpe//. T hnew’.

46. Hmizwepa//, 1 have Telled him':
47. Hmpaw//. 1 have felled him™:
48. fmi e, T eame:

49, /mbe/l, Cleame’.
50, gz vangici/, Late lood '

51, Mmgi: yamgici/Z, * Tate food” :

52, g yangiei/Z. 1 ate food

53. i gos ewo// T eollected the money .
54. fmgo: ewo//. T eollected the money”™ :
S5, ingo s ewo//,t eollected the money ™
56. micladlemu//, 1 took the orange™

57. Imlalemu//. 1 ook the orange”.

S8 imlactema// /7 T ook the orange”™:

59, J/onaz mic yaco //, "she is my mother’
60, mna//: tshe is my mother”

61. fiz shic fula/Z, 1 bought acap’,

62. Mshi: fula//, 1 hought a cap’.

63, /mshiz fula/Z. 1 bought a cap’;

64. i wac /. CTove him'.

65, fmwaz u /. T love i’
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66. Jinwau/ o cHove him', ,
67.  //mi: ghat littafi. *|read a book™;
68.  //mpba: litafi// | 1read a hook™;
69.  /mgba: littali// . Lread abook™
Om the basis of the above analysis, we could state that "mi” pronoun as stated in

Nida's principle IT has the same semantic distinctiveness in all its phonemic forms despite

the phonological conditioning i environment.

PRINCIPLE 1Y

The third principle operates like inlivcliun:ll morphology where words are inflected
to indicate the grammatical notion o “more than” one reflecting different allomorphs of the
PLURAIL morpheme of words, especially in English as in the following words: ‘Oxen’,
“children”. *memoranda’, larvac”. *hats” and *hoes™. the foflowing PLURAL clements /in/.
fvand, fof, /., 1s/
and /z/ have a common semantic distinctiveness in English, On the other hand Nupe does
not have this feature since its only PLURATL morphenie [-2] has no allomorphs,

In English, however, the words identified above have different forms which cannot
be phonologically defined,  Nonctheless, their differences lie in their complementary
distribution. that is to say where o form oceurs the other cannat, Therefore, the words can
appear clearly in their PLURAL forms in the following sentences:

The oxen are in the hield,

The children arg here.
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The memoranda are ready
Ihe larvae are not vet dead
The hats e new

Ihe hoes e black

We can see that all the nouns i the above sentences take the form of the verb after
them. This phenomenonis known as concord or agreement in the grammar of English which
is not the same with Nupe.

However, in accordimee with the first condition ol restrietion in occimance of
morpheme under this principle. Nupe verbs hke “Ta” and “ko™ all meaning *to take” could be
said 10 be i complementarny distribution i stoctural series. It will be tactically
inappropriate to substitute one verb for the other w their tactical environments. These verbs
are the only ones the rescarcher was able toadentity which indicate the grammatical notion
ol number. even though they are freely alternated by speakers. While *1a”, generally. requires
a singular objeet, “ku” takes plural objects. However, there are instances when *la” can be
made to take plural objects. especially when the objects are conceived as a unit, in a
container, or as a single load Conversely, also “ka™ can be made to take a singular object
when it is conceived as a large quantity that is | as a mass, or a generic term. The following

examples have shown cleamy how these verbs behave i sentences

70 Awaae fitlac Ta /70 she has taken the Tamp”.

71 Sowae ac findazhis Ta /L she has taken the Tamps™ (this s rare in natural Nupe
utterances)

72 wa ae filazhic ku /70 “she has packed all the lamps”,
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73 Pwar e fitklae ka/, cshe has packed the lamp™. (riae)

I'he structural series 71 and 73 “are unacceptable i the natural Nupe language., but
the following constructions are perlectly acceptable Nupe sentences:
74 wa anu

wa Ia /7, *she has taken the water';
75 /Fwu: a: nuwacku//, “she has. packed the water”

We could, however, state here that while this principle applies to the English
morpheme conveniently it does not do so with the Nupe morpheme,

PRINCIPLL IV

I'his principle identifics morphemes !Iunl‘lgh overt formal structural series and zero
structural series. The English linguistic forms “foot” and “feet. exhibit overt formal structural
series thus constituting morphemes. Inaddition. a zero structural series as in “one sheep” and
“two sheep” also constitutes a morpheme because there 1s no pereeptible structural difference
between “sheep™ singular and “sheep™ plural. In other words, the term “zero structural
difference” is used to mean that the plural form has no added structural form as in *boy/bovs,
girl/girls™: “sheep” does not carry the regolar signal of the plural number in English. It has
none ol the allomorphs as in “cats™/s/. “hammers /27, or churches /127,

Vinder this principle. therelore, the tollowing nglish morphemes are identifiable
The overt formal difference between the stractural series “man/men’ constitute a morpheme
because in a member ol the series “men” has an overt formal difference, and the absence of
structural difference in “man” constitntes the significant features which distinguish between

the singular ‘man” and the plural “men’ Also the difference in vowel between ‘goose” and
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‘peese” constitutes a morpheme Toelish words Bhe “counsel” (singulin ), “counsel” (plural):
Satr-cralt” (singular). aie-cralt” (pharaly: salmon (singular ), salmon (plural ) *deer” (singular).
deer (plural): and so on have “zero structural difference, in both their singular and plural
forms. and. therefore identifiable as morphemes under this prinaple.

In the Nupe data gathered for the purposes of this study. it was discovered that the
language has no morphemes with overt formal difference in structural series as inthe English
Hoot/feet”, *man/men’. “goose/geese” and the “zero structural difference” as in the words
‘salmon’, “counsel”, “deer’s and CaireradtT (o both plural and singular forms). Nupe, as
already shown, has only one imflectional PLURAT maorpheme [-zhi] which could be attached

to almost any base words that can take the plural Torm as in the following examples:

76.  wwde: vandunuzhill, “she has nails’

i7. /mankozhize:be//, cattle (cows) are coming”

78. Tdokozhi:zizuma//, “there are horses”

79. Hegazhic be//o “visttors came”

R0, Hevezhiz et/ “they have eyes problems’

g1. Idazhizdaclan/z, s the athers have gone to farm’
82. /M latzhizacshezpo//, the farms have grown weeds’
83, Meshigizhize:gho//, * the dogs are banking’

84, Menyazhiza: va/Z, " things are nissing”

85.  [epazazzhiz o kpe/Z, “their skins have peeled’
86.  utanzhizacle//. " the pockets were torn’
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R7.  Mrzonguzhizyaf/, the mats are missing”
R, Alikalizhi: dicefars, sthe judges have gone on holiday ™

[t is. however. obvious that Nupe morphemes are not identifiable as English

¢
morphemes under this principle.
PRINCIPLE Y

This principle has llumuphmmuz{ morphemes as its members. identifies morphemes
as same or different (1) when homophonous forms with distinetly different meanings
constitule different maorphetnes or iy when homophotous forms with reliated meanings
constitute a single morpheme. that is. it the meaning classes are paralleted by distributional
differences, but morphenies constitute multiple morphemes it the meaning classes are not
paralleled by distributional differences.

As stated in the first condition above, the following English words are identifiable
as morphemes: ‘bank” where money is kept, or an istitution where monelary transactions
are conducted: and ‘bank” the side of a river, Although these words are homophonous and
even homographic, they, nonetheless, Tave different meanings, thus constituling 1wo
differemt morphemes,

Under the sceond condition of I‘hiw principle, “distribuetional differences” refer o
grammatical diflerences in privilege of occurrence of morphemes in astring of sentence,
CTherefore, we could identify distributional differences between “run® as a verb and “run’ as
a noun in the scale and category cach oveupies in the sentenee. Forexample, “he will start
to run’ (verb), and ‘he has just completed a run” (nown). ave shown clearly what is meant

by ‘distributional or grammatical differences” in privilepes of occurrence in sentences.

03






