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This study is intended to provide a detailed anslysis of the
noun~-olass pystems of Helban and Kiswahili, and to compare the
aorphological and semantic aspectis :l.nvolvea,u:l,th the sim of entsblie
shing the extent of relationships between these two languages.

However, it is felt that this analyeis and comparison should
follovw a discuseion of certain outstanding lasucs ooncerning noun-
olasses generally. This is considered nscessary here becsuse,
although studies of noun~classes ere already very mumercus in the
literature, details of certain aspects of noun-classes such as the
correspondence between form and mesningy the alloostion of loanwords
to olasses, the role of mmber and pairing of classes, all - still
wvarrant further definition. Besides, there are certain views vhich
have boan expressed about these and other noun~-claes aspects which
still require further examination and analysis. It is on these
grounds that I see the need to partiscipate briefly in these
discussions with the epeoific aim of eatablishing & basis for the
approach I take in my analysis and comparison. of the two noun-
clags systens.

The objeotive of providing a brief baokgrownd survey of the
two languages here is thé oxsminstion-of the viows already expressed
concerning the foxms and other noun~class characteristios of the
two langusges,in order to esteblish & justification for further
discussion of both the Heibes axd the already widely desoribed
Kiswahild nmm-olum
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This study will, ther:fore, be divided into the following
three chapters:

(RTICAL

Chapter I : NOUN~CLASSESs A BRIEF SURVEY
Saepset . -* -

le General:s Noun-oless languages, definie
tion of nouneclasses,

2+  Eleaents of noun-olass: Aifixes, Subclasses,
Nunber, Pairing, Gender, Concord.

S The Semantic properties of noun~clssses.
fe loanwords in Nouneolasses.

Chapter Il HEIBAN AND KISWAHILI

l=  Phonology,

2w Pravious views on the noun-classes of
Heiban and Kiswahili,

Ehppter III- A COMPARATIVE STUDY OF THE MOUN-CLASS SYSTRNS
OF HEIBAN AND KISWAHILI:

le The nouneclass aystems of Heiban and
Kiswahilic a genecal outline.

2w Discussion of classes and their components.
- Morphological and Semantic comparison.

How Conclusion.
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of langusges ag units related to each other ag branches of g
larger family, Welmers ( 1973 ), using Greenberg's and othey
observations, expressed the view that " j¢ is possible that the

Niger«Congo 18 oloser than sny of them %o Mande " ( ops_cit., 17).
He added, however, that this relationshp had yet to be proven,

From the nowm-class systems of these language = groupings,
Greenberg ( op, cite, 150-193) anowed orrespondences between the
Kordofanian classes 1-/gw-! and the Bantu classes 1~/avs mam, He
further traced the correspondence betweei; the nasals o/ and/m/
noted in these clesses, and found them to ocour in (a) the word
for ' tongus's (b) the 8econd and third person singular pronoungg
and ( o) the suffizes - ga and -Ba wvhich are respectively used
to denote personal relationships in most Kordofanian languages
and Niger-Congo languages like Likpe and Akpafy, Other noun=
class ocorrespondences were seen to exist hmmmaormu
olaes gy~/kwe and oertain nouns in Higer-Congo languages with
/&/ and /k/ initially « - such as Wolof gor ' man'; kuganda

Conge) Bantu bu=y used for deriving abstract noung,

l= Given as g~ hy Greenberg, but see explanation in Chapter
2 seotion 2,
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Groenberg!s comparative procedure however leaves much to
be desired, because its lack of details about the langusges involved
in the comparison sender most of his conelusions debatablet without
linguistic detaiis about the languages under comparison, no reliable
accounts of rolationship can be catablished.

This thesis aims primerily at providing as much detail
as possible about the nouneclass aystems of Heiban ( belonging to
the Koalib-Moro group of Kordofan) and Kiswahili ( belonging to the
Bantu sub-group in the Benue~Congo group of Niger«Congo). The
morphological and semantio facts that eacrge from the analyses of
these class-aystoms are then compared in oxdu;(-hov the extent of
their relationships.

In this thesis, no attempt 10 made to establish a genetie
relationship between Hoiban and Kfswahili, for this would roquire
sinilar detailed analyses of additiongl languages and of their gther
linguistic features. The establisiment of genetic relationships
als0 requires some work on the histories of the langusges comocerned,
an undertaking which is bayond the scope of thig thesie. Bowever,
an attempt s made in the course of thig study to relate oertain
findings to previously adduced reconstructions of noun-olass
forms. This method serves to indicate the likely outcome of
fuller comparative research on various characteristics of the

langusges.

The postacript presented at the end of the thesis was
originally intended as its [ntroductory Chapter ( see Abstract)
but, on the advice of my gupervisors, has been included as sn
appendix,
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CHAPTER ONE

HELBAN AND KISVAHILI

1.1, Heiban

1.1.1s The phonological mystem of Helban eppears to involve the

follovingt~
Congonants Labial Dental Alveolar Palatal Velar
Stopa(Voicsleas P 3 b 4 k
Voioed b 4 d ¥ 8
Fricative (e
Easale s n ny g
Idquids v rl 3
Vowels Seb 3ot B,
Front Baok Front ‘ Baok
High 4 u High
Mid e | o Hid 8 ]
Central o Low s
l- Stevenson who poses 8 seven~vowel for the Kordofanian

s considers /1/, /s/, and 77 mset B to be allophones
of 1/. /e/. :I:%a{ mpectival:;ha tB:; the few uorzl—pairms tgi:a"
ensounter ban 4o suggest are phonemes
language. Tho examples are, /gin/ ' hlog' versus/ gin/ ‘dog!(the

alight 1 .tn the former does not seem to distort the oppos-
ition)s /8la*/ ( noun) versus /E1& /& word used for
oa.ui.nga /9’ *m w/ and /u/ also contrast and more examples
ave noted in numercus word-pairg showing
the oc o8 of vwela of the seme set e.g./0118/ ' descent!
versus /t writing', /ije/ ‘drinking' { noun) versus /xje/

'herding' ( nown). Although no attempt has been made to
establisgh the vowel harmony rules in this language, there are
olegr oontrasts between such pairs.
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Prosodiess /\( ligh, Mid, Low), Vowel Length and Dipthongs.

Stevenson notes that in most Kordofenian [enguages"dynemic
stress aocoompanied by High or Low tone plays & greater role than
syllabic pitch as such «¢."( Tucker and Brysmn 1956:272), In
Heiban,lexical tona appears to be prominent ass/cwnby the following

amxalesoa

ghrd lvegetable’ ( like Arvsbic ajur),

gird tgrunt! {sound of & pig),

ghxb ‘grass’y

izi 'blood vessels! versus 'E'liam'(speuea ofl,

vy *pools pond!  wersus 1iddg tgourd!,

uLé 'goed! versus _g:'fr_lf_ii timplament
uged for
planting, !

BEising and falling tones are also noted in long vowel endings.
e.8e 1lirkd 'knee' versus lirks} ‘a cabbageelike plant whose seeds

only are used,!
2= Tone 15 marked as followsi-
High L7 1]
Hid [— _]
Low [‘J




Stevenson (1956/57127) noted " pure palatal plosives® (/&/ and
/j/) to occur in Kordofanian Languages, but in Heiban these two
sounds tand to vary commonly in elicitation, except in the minimal
pairs / § u/' intestines' and /Ju/' breasts' - = where they bscome
distinct.

Stevenson also noted voiceless / voiced and plosive/ fricative
variations” ( e.g. k/g, t/0) to be common in Kordofenisn lenguages
In Helbany fricatives are rave: . . only two examples {/futre/*1ight’
and / furar/‘dust') have been encountered for /f/. Heiban shows
some minidal pairs of voiced and voiceless velar sounds such ag
Jevars / ¥ clan' and / kers/ * tree' mnd /gbi/ ! alone! m/m/
teyo! uponwhiohthairdiﬂin«ﬁunmbebm&.

Also noted to oocur in Heiban are geminate so.nds such aglle)

~ 4n / mlle /* descent',/ ulls/ ‘writing' (noun) /allo/ ! ageent.’.

Only ono case whigh shows & oontrast batween the geminate and single
sound has been encountered: /yarra/ ! retention of anger after quarrel’

/ vara/ ' gam.t
lele2s The sounds characterizing the Haiban class system.

Of the svunds in the preceding inventory, thé following
characterige the Heiban class affix aystems /&/,/k/s/1/./3/+
/¥ /8/s /ny/ and [of wite [/ end [4/ as rave varients.

The nasals take a prominent place in the Heiban olass
syatemt threc clags « prefixcas and one olass guffix ocut of the
ten classes established for this langunie.

L d
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Exoept for the suffix, the ¢lass affixes are " very often
but by no means always * ( Stevenson 1964379) similar to the concord
forms with which they operate.

lele3e A background survey of Heiban chsses;

Among the few who have studied the grammay of Haeiban ig P.A.
HaoDiarmid who 48 noted to have® failed to understand noune-olasses®
( Stevensan 1956/57:98, footnote) in & vork for which she was
avarded a Dy Litt. from the University of Dunedin in New Zealand.

The Heverend K.J. Nobbs of the Sudan United Mission collected
numercus voosbulery items of Heiban and published gospel translations
and grammatical notes which have been included in a " short
suthoritative study® produced by Meinhof in his ™ Das Heiben in
Kordofan* { ZBS Vol 34, No. 2, 194/457 ppe 94=130). Rev. Bobbs*
collection of Heiban nouns is apprecisble although he did not
involve himself deeply in the technical distinotion end deacription
of the noun-classifications he made, He records ( in a mamuseript)
twelve glasses and two subclasses for Hedban, but his * unifying
ideas of olasses” ( see Appendix C) are inadequately presented and
in some cases not indicated for certain classes.

Somoord gn Heiban.

Eatbmhamutofmmmno’sadtobswcfmwtw
no means alvays (l.1.2,) simidar to the olase yrefixes.

3w Rev, Nobbs shows, for example, that the unifying idea for
oleas gw-kw~ %o be/personal descriptive'y of clsas g ¢ Ku=
to be'trees', and no ideas are presented for classes such as
1e/gwey gufog~y #tce
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Semantic Froparties of Heiban noun-classess

Clagg AfTixes

Singular Classes &)  gve/kvs

b 1e
o) ge/ke
Q ¢
; 8) e
Plural Classes f) 1i.
8  I=/8:f-
h) gwe
1) @é=
d oy
k) -ga

-

Stevenson (1964:81) expressed the view that for Kordofanian
languages" one must be caveful not o tie tha notion labels[such as
¢t persons', ‘trecs* ,at_o;]too firmly to&he Kordnfmigl]olusu.

&8 nearly all of them also contain nouns expressing varied ideas.™

lelete Affixes, Allomorphs snd Veriants in Helban

Yariants

-

1= ( prevooalie)

¥ ( in conocord only with
the voveleinitial nouns
eocommodated by &)

COCUTTENCR

their volosless variants.

4«  The sign (/) is being adopted hers to separate prefix forms frem
, The latter ave epperently fewer in :

This olass alsoaccommodates nouns with initial /t/ and/4/.
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Group class numbers are not used in this Chapter { but thay
are indicated in the following Chapter)for Heiban and Kiswahili
because the srrangemeriused in this study ( all singulars listed
before all plurals) is different from theCvnventional one (listing
each singular followed by its plural)s [For conventional mmbering,
therofore, refer to chapter II or to Appendices: A snd B  This
system is folloved in erder to accommodate the classes not listed,
or listed in s different manner by earlier students of these

3 .
langueges. Glbapzeia T
7 (L Ls-ormerl ~ NGO CTASTESS

e 1e2.} Kigwahild 2| Backgroomd Soreey

Kiswvahili phonology has been discussed with

varying degrees of detail ' in a mmber of works. The following
‘ gummary is presented on the basis of Polom@'s acoounte

Consonants Labial Dental/ Alveolar Palatal Velar

Stops Yoiceless p t 4 x
Aspirates . Jh & éh .-5_!-1-»:__.
voiced b 4 ¥ g

Frioatives Voreless to 8 g

Liquids Voiced g & -. ¥ h
llia..-m).a B n ny )

Sonsnis

non-nasals v r 1 b

6=  An exsmple is u~ olass in Kiswehili which hss always been
liated as PB classes 11 and 144 It is given only one
place in this gystem t0 indicate its established synchronio
position, The ummmbered and unlisted Koxdofanian olasses
in Stevenson's (1964) 1ist, are alsc sccoumodated in this
manner, .




Yowels Front Baok

Mid -] o
low a

Prosodies: stress, pitoh ( in the sense of intonation) and
Juncture, It is olaimed that tone hag been lost ( Aghten 1944 )
by all major Kiswshili dialects which have been widely used for
trade and other forms of commmication. Tones have, however, been
tentatively recorded in some of tho emaller dimlects.’l’

The treatwent of voiceless aspirate phonemes snd the borroved
phonenas /y/7/, andfy/ require some additional comments.

»omé (1967) has noted that the voloeless sspirate phonemes
are svidenoeds

&) " in the minimal pairs of sementically different lexical
items, " gnd

b) * in contrasts between nouns belonging to the ne clags
and thelr sugmentatives” 3&(7 Oazcitot 39 40),
Poloms further notes that $he contrast between aspivates and none
aspirates has been blurred by factoxs such as low functional Yield
of aspirates; a tendensy to aspirate initial voiceles stops and
effricates; the mbsence of notations of aspiration both in the ofdbr

7;.0) Tucker and Bryan (1970), for example, tentatively mark tones .

1 for Ngazijay a Eiswahild dialect spoken in the Comoro Islsnds.
8=  For examples see Polomb (1967139, 40),
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represents & msrger of two proto-Bantu (PB) classes 11 (* lu ) and

1{* tu ) - = and whioh therefore appeur in Kiswahili without the

consonantas which accompanied it in the original classes. A number

of these consonants usually function as olass prefixes in combine
ation with either of the vowels /i/, /a/ or fu/.

Inﬂamhili,g%mﬁeibml, the nasals appear to také & proe
minent position; in the class mystems De Wolf (1971:37) lists four
nasal juefixes as Hl(l-ofi'ﬁg%?lml). Rz(l-orPBelassal.
H,(n- of PB class 9) and ¥, (n-of PB claas 10). The nasals are, howe-
wory, also noted to occur in combination with vowels in three other
classes namely PB classes 4 (mi- )y 6 (ne«) and 18 (mue ).

mnmmnmco:dmmmofdﬁxu :l.taelf

gether with these mentionsd above, the phonemes /e/, /1/ azul
/2/s ofwhinhﬂ:aelastthmﬂmctionmounbimﬁmdth /

213

1-2.3.( W oﬁnmhin Noun-CUlnsses -

Since the 1840's the grammar of Kiswahili has been widely
studied, with warying treatments being sccorded the maturs of nouns
and their organigation into discrets classes.

As a Bantu language, Kiswahili has been noted to show an
inflection ee.. . charecterised by the Bantu class prefix system
{ polofie 1967:94) and 145 nounecless prefixes”... sappear to inc-
lude all that is widespread in Bantus..” { Madan 1921:117. The

9-?) PaBs = Proto-Bantut referring to an outline of the reconstruw
cted claos nystem based on comparison of individusl class ayse
tens of #e¥8Pel Bantu Langueges { Valmers 1973:163). The oute
line is reproduced in Appendix A.
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nouns of the * Bantu dia'.l.eota"m ‘;i:ave been noted to pogoess & for-
mative initial ayllable or prefix not belonging to thc root, Madan -
further notes that these nouns have two mumbers - singular and plue u
" ral - and fall into classes distinguished by the particular peir -
of prefixes which mark the singular snd plural in each noun [ and
that] the mumber of classes in a dislest seldom ( if ever) exceeds
ten and are readily recognizable in all dialects™ { ibid., 1l). y

These concepts about the mumber of classes and their resdy
recogiition appear to cuntradict the later claim by Loogman(1965)-
 that the precise mumber of differentisble classes in Swahili (yiims)
wuch debatedstopios ® ( opecite, 17). However, Loogman-syparently

ecospis as practiocal the divisions made on the besis of peirs of

. ( ifataki) prefixes proper to singular sad their eorresponding plur-
als. But if thls is indeed the case, and if all that are involved
in distingnishing the noun-classes are the nominal prefixes, then it

becomes hard to see the reason for ™ much debate." Debatam; |
however, arice if attempts are made to distinguish noun-closces Ly
applying several criteris; for, as Ds wWpienotes, the reaults of
such attampts will depend upon the mmber of glementgltaxen into
consideraiion.

It is evident in the previous treatments of Kiswahili that
the ' shape of nominal affixes' wes the chief « and eften the only-
elcment adopted by traditionsl grammarisns in their determination
of Kiswahili noun-classes, with the consgquence that the total
nunber of noun-classes proposed for Kiswahili is constant. Ioogman's

410- The term used hy Madan to refer to Bantu lLonguagom.
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oonoern about ths precise mmber of differentisi/s olasses of
EKfswahili thercfore nesds to be conaidered,

, Khmuinmnwarediﬂdadmtothmambyw
{1850}y namely * prefixed, in part prefixed, and non-prefixed noung®
( op. cit.; 33/34). The ists of Klewahili noun~clesses sppearing in
the wo ormbmts&n]mmmmprdmsof"prm‘
M’immrtmﬁnd‘mm.hﬁetraﬁﬁmlmmmmcm :
place has ever bem allotted to'non~prefixed® nowns in Kiswahili,
mmmma-myuamnwmawm
8re N-/dimg M-/MI~y KI~/VI-; B-/i- and, in some analyses, II=/MAns
Uw~/MA~ and U/H. e single class noun-classes have included Kil-,
m—.m:m;mznmms. U-end MA~. ' The non~ prefized nouns
kisve usually been sccommodated into classes gontaining items with
which they share the concordisl affives. ”

mmmmm@manmm-mbuth
mmu'mtqmsmmmhmmhhmﬁbm
investigation here. mmammmammm
erdering presents sn outling of the reconatructad proto-Bantu clasge
'mtmmmmumermmmmaormmm
stock. In comparative studies, this system has ususlly bean used
umatmdndfumnmmlmgesdtwithum
ragardaduukmmrittfaﬂmtopmﬁdeadzqnatasmm
ummmamzm.mm. In this gystom the
'mmuwmatmmmm-mmwaum
nmbenmain&dmmﬂmmbauplmh.maurplm
of the imediately preceding singulare-* ( Welmers 19731163).
Welmers notes that this mumbering aystcm has been established and
offommwefmm-ndotammwagih Of the works on
MW:MMMMW%!AWM
C see Table 1.1), culy Polode's (1967) follows tiis aystem of
presentation.
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The table below which shows the noun-~clesess as they ware
recognized and presented by various scholars, clearly indicates
that the order of presentation varies for all classes exoept
1 and 2 ( or 1/2 and 3/4)s The uniformity concerning classes 1
and 2 is seen to be due to their having * typicel but by no means
complately consistent semantic correlations” ( Welmers op. cite
166), often involving sutosomous and non-autonomous living beings ,
respectively—. vhich project them as the most widely attested classes _
in languages with cless systems. Although wide atiestation may
also be clained for other classes, their rankeordering { if the
definition of noun-class as " rankeoriering in the quality of
bctnga'hnlu)( sec Bozttsm{)t section: 2) im subject & indivilial
purception and therefore verisnt presentation.

As far as Kiswahili is goncerned there seams to ba no evide
ence which might suggest that the subjeot of arranging classsa
into the best order was ever a serious preoccupation of traditional
scholars. Ashton (1944), for example, discusses the noun~classes
in Kiswahili in an order very different from that shown in the list
she first pregsents of Kiswahili clsss affixes ( op.cit., 10 )u She
besinsmm&ﬁmaimofmﬂumwmmgﬂmt
she introduces the Ki=/VI- class first"bocause it so hapsens that
the pronominal conoonds have the ssme form as clasa prefixes”(ibid,13).
Then follow the disoussions of the M-/MI~, M/lA« and JI- and MA-
classesy which in her original list are mmbered 2, 1 and 4, respe-
ctively,

Table 1;1. which 18 a summary of Kiawshill noun~olasses deter-
mined on the vasis of nominal prefixes, reveals also that traditional
grannariang arrived et eight noun-classes in Kiswahili, While this
evidences, as wss noted earlier, no difference of opinion aver the

ﬂ‘-—-—“



precise number of differentiable classes of Swahili, it does how-
ever, roveal a difference of opinion over exastly what prefixes
each scholar considered to constitute these eight noun-classes, and
' especially the prefixes Kiw,KUe, Pie, HU'“;WM As a part of
the general examinatiom of the whole systen, the noun~classes of
Kiswahili will be oonsidered in some detail.

Teble l.l. Varisnt Rumbering of the NounClasses of Kiswahildi.

Hunbering Systea .
Boun=Class grapf Madan Ashton  Brain loogmen Polomd
Prefixes (1650) (1921)  (194%)  (1%61) (2965)  (1967)

B/WA 1 1 1 1 1 1/2

M I 2 2 2 2 2 3/

GD/ma s(@) 5= 4(3) ad 5 3 5/6

KI/VT 5 3 3 3 4 7/8

/% 3 6 5 3 5 9/10

u/(H), 6 &U/gyy 6 (/W 6 6(U/8) 11/

HA ZCusn)

KU(Infin-8 8 7 7 - 15(KU infin.)
Ltive) 17(EU, Plage)
MAHALYI 7 7 8 8 8 16 PA

{KU,PA, MO) 18 BU
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Conoord in Kiewahill

Like most students of Kiswahili syntax, ishton (1944) held the
viow that ¥ the noun dominates the sentence” (ops Cites 11)e A similar |
epinion is wore vividly expressed by Krapf (1850) in the following il
statomentie :

", .o this clasaification is recognised by the yayioug forms
wiioh put the nouné greametic monardhyor chieftalsey upos the
vorb, the sdjective, and all other parts of gpecoh™(Dpsgites
xVl).
All traditional scholars have termed this law of the Hentu dlaleots,
through wvhich the noun dominates other parte of speech, oonoord.

¢ sectpomtonript), " . I8
g Kigwahili s noted to bave * two distinot sets of concord® L
& (adan op.cit, 13) which may be distinguished broadly as:e

(ﬁu- Yolomb (1967) notes " three kinds" of consord in Kiswahili which
he names & )" nosinal { with oouna, loocstives, and adjectives =
; inoluding some numerals),

b) ¥ promominal (with connective and referential
;ESSS particles, deconstrativas, ossesalves and the
interrogatives as well as-ote -mm)t
m A L ]
o} ¥ verbdal'{ op. Git.y ).
7 | TN
Polonls eapluoyment of the term ® kind® differs from the way it is

used by Do wolf (1971) wio distinguishes betwsen * type" and
*got” of oconcord. Acco:ding % Ue Volf's usage of the tarws,
PolomMifirat two kinis equate Madans * sets®™ while his »/gghyl»
properly. resains & kind of concoxds The * verbal®. type of
gonoord is noted to present " siy-epecial characteristics
y&métmmuut:mtnmmmmmm
thixd zabegney | besldea that of nusber and
gender), mmy gfd PBasun® ( Le Wolfl Queciles 42).
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(1) " the nasal or noun set, identical ( except in
[Madan's] olass 4 singular Cor U claa_n])vtth the
olass prefixes used with all adjectives p:opcr...

(44) ® the orpmnomm:; used in all othex
casesy l.e. with pronominal adjectives ( i.e. demonste

N ratives, possessives, etc), vith verbs, with relative
g =0y with vnr:l.able preposition ga and as one fom of
the copula®? ( $baa,, 13, ).

i - Madan notes these two sets of conoord to osour only with five of

: his six principal noun-olasees, wiulle of the other three( one
principel and two" supplementary” ) olusses be seym: the olass-
aq&mmhwoﬁnsmmmthmﬂ ¥adan noted the
double set of concord to make XKiswahili more 4ifficult than other
langusges wiich have only ons. And of the +w sets ke notes the
" non-nasal® oxr proncminel set to * enter fir more widely and
desply into the structure Cof Kiswahill) than the the former
(the nown sef]” ( ibvid. )o Concordisliy, therefore, Kiswshilt

X differs from Heiban which has only one set.

The Semantic Properties of Kiswahili noun-classes.

Polomie (1967) notes Kiswahili to show " the semantig basis
of Bantu nominal olassification but that various shifts and
innovation have blurred the origim.l dimimml pattm in

many m". ( og- cit.. 95). «/mvﬁus R L S
PRSI ‘/: . .” : E, : . T . ,e ,;‘! , . )’ e
h i o

5{129 For his part, wWelmers (1973) refors to set (1) as * primary®
mdtom(u)n“re:emtm*unw

M WM&)\ {[\_,Q d \. a\_"\. lu CA,SQ‘L)\'\/W L«\.V\[Pitvk rl()\) AL n i,

Atie Lt e,

1. hennn ] g 9w\s\ SN MV &Y N {J@W T

9& 'gdu\,u {‘“ -9~—~‘-A \-""‘L‘?\ QL = C/ G |

. a A g WMQ ‘-U‘\«Mwl{at el J(L,Q mwvg\w FERTvIRS novd  to we
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Before Polofie, Ashton (1994) had observed that e:-ch class in
Kisvahili is associated with one or more underiying ideas. Ashton,
cauti ned bhovever that it must not be imagined that the nouns are
msrshalled into their classes strictly in accordance with thess
ideas, adding that in all clagses nouns will be found whiok do not
oonforn t0 the goneral tendency of the class concernsd, snd that this
vas espacially true of nouns derived from varbs ( ops cites 10,11).
ihese obewervations ar: compareble to tmu on the somantic properties
of Helban olum(ml.l..‘.’r.).'

- l»c.ﬁ Gediiing Vb o ‘“‘( or _— Hw;‘_-j FIFL, R NIy
F=hdt o, §cf\,o{(-)c 3 .vf.u ’a{z Hostser,
L1eZoB oorshe aad Veriemte ia Kimanil
Class Prefixes Varianta
Singular Classes: A) M. M¥ey #Ue { prevooalic)
B) N Pideey MlUw ( mm
€} Jley = Je (,mvoume )
b)) Ki=- . CH= ' die but see
notea) ?
E) Hey fe m&ml(vhinhmrwéeg)
F) U o (prevocalic )
¢) Kie Eve {prevocalic)
H} Pi= -
D e Kt {prevocalis )
J) e -
Pilurel Classes K} Wae -
L) Hle -
K) Hie -
K) fl= 13 O (orevocalic but
soo notes)
Q) Heyffe soveral (as E above).




|
v
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The above table shows that, compared with Heiban,
Kiswahili has more allomorphiC yprdants.

In a table of Kiswahili prefixes and their allomorphs
drewn up by Dewolf. ¢ 1971337 ), it is indicated that out of the
twelve glasses listed for this language ten have sllomorphic v-
variantss There are, however, allomorphi¢ variants marked for
certain classes in De Wolf's list -« gach as those listed for
vlasgses @ =y D= Ji- 4 B2 -, ki-, vi- and u= - - about which
more informmation is needed.

204
1.2.4.1. Allomorphs of nasal prefixes.

De Wolf poses the uw-fofwr:. as the allomorph for m-
prefixes. The prefix m~ { in the two olasses in which it occurs)
is itself known to appear as / mu-/ in beth the preconsonantal and
prevocalic pesitions in most Bantu lengueges, but in Kiswahili
it ocours as & syllable by itself before consonsntether than /j/
and /w/ ( Polode,1967:67 ), e.g. m-gangs 'medicine man', m-zce
'01d man, w~chawi’witch doctor,’ m-mea ' plant'. In prevocalic
positions, however, the m~ prefix is usually acomupanied by /u/,
vhich is retained before stems with initial back vowels fu / and
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/p/ » but lebialised into /u/ before other vowels' ceg. mue wabe
¥ creatort, mu=ucuzi * ma'._wu_g ' uwnion® and mueana *ohild’,
mvoiabajl * singer' mu-ange ! foreh'.

e Wolf, m«:onmctianuithpreﬁ:g-, mmmmm
vord n-me’lnmband',’m' to be exceptional in ﬂntthaallmrphg-
umtmmummmmmﬂmamm ihe word

13- while De Wolf (1971) indicates caly the mwe allomorph in his

- nut.mqu%ﬂmmmmmorhothw—nﬁg-
as alioworphs of /u/. In his dlscussion, Waitelay notes
mmemtmmm;-m, adiing"for some they are
usgafmmﬂnuom fox others only mw- is soceptoble® (opagites

Homm.ithualsabemmthatm-uaﬁ
originally bad /u/ instesd of /u/ and that it sssimce this
tmwhhwﬁomarm!uubeendfmm contire
aotion, mmmutw.mmwnm“
prooaasofa&orteaingnmrdu.!wraéuQimmmu
8,1lgbles * quoted 1 Ashton 1944: )« This procoss
is imown to apply irequemtly to steme with initial lafs Jo/
and /i/ end is recorded to involve cases where the rafixen |
contain vowel /u/ or /1/. The effectiveness of thia Pprooass b fl 1]
before atems with initial /u/ or /6/ is nonsthcless | ation. s
uhls,uitmth_mpmummmuuuﬁuw ‘I
basis, The view here, Lherefore,ls that Whiteloy's axemples
= = my= uoba * greator' bus Queuss ‘seller'y mw-ungsmo’confee
sslon”™( Jngicating the ocaurcenss of both su-and wwe allomorphs

before steme with initial fu/)ew certaisly roquired roasons
bayond nere free wariation,
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mume goems to be the only exception in class 1. In class 3 (also
m~), however, there are several cases wiich can be considered
exceptional due to the abaence of iw— before their stems which have
initial wvowels. Involvedinthisarethewordsm-__g!g ' heaxrt!,

y meoto ' fire', m~oshi ' smoke', and m-ungu ' god'.

Ashton considers the forms m-07o, Q_O‘t&,and moshi to indicate
elision of /w/  wuich she thought accompanied m =) before 0.
elision of /u/ ( and not /w/]from the prefix m- in the envirw
of a following back vowel is also seen to account for these

Mume and junga ( momtoemrum-lmandmi-lnnﬁm.
stively in certain Bantu langusges), on the other hand, could
i their exoepticnality attributed to merphophologlcal changes in
i Alternatively, however, an elision of /u/ accompenying

fix == ( in instances where its vetention is not totally
@ntory) remains another possibility. In fact .Kraps (1882)
pis two forms ~ - mungu and suungu -~ for the word mmgu { and
S8 2o other form for mume), wiich indicates the acceptability
A forms.,

far as the n- prefixes { of classes 9 and 10 ) ave

the only allgmprphic forms given by De Wolf are Zero
=  However, these are not the only allomorphs of D=
Whiteley (1967) notes , for example, that /n/ becomss
voiced bilabinsl atops, /g / before velar stops, and

egu 1s also recorded in gingozi, one of the old

hili dislects ( see Mkelie,197%5173). 'The loss of /1/
intervocalic position is said to be comuon in Kiswahili

s 1%7! ?3) [
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/#/ only before voiccless stops, fricatives, nasals, trills and
bilabial aemi-vovelgsiop. cit., 162 ), It is only in prevocalic
positiona that /n/ 1s palatalized in all cases but onele. resul ting
in the phonems / ny/"" vafore the stems concerned.

7 b
11 2.4.2'

15~ Polond ( 1967:67-70) shows Bmore sound forma resulting frem the
combination of /n/ with other sounds. These include the nasal
oompounds,

16- mmmmmum word njeema ' good! which
should have appeared as # : -mvlthnounso_fthe_
;o;.omﬁ edys this exception " oannot be accounted LoT*(0op.oite,
(1) 8 .

17~ Polomé ( 1967), in challengin,: Moinhorty reconstruction of
olass 9 as (*ne) says: " the main Teuson for positing {ne}
instead of {n} is the palatalization occurring before the
roots with vowels like /ama/ e.g, in Swahili ‘weat!
it pmto-Bantuhadapalatalmsalphonemethe ny/in
gg__mmldbaparto!‘thhphmemandm“t same
Rorphophonemic, caange of in% before vowels, as ooours
o waaxii ( foot note 163).
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De Wolf rightly lists j~ as an sllomorph of prefix jis.
However, this allemorph oocurs in this class only before a few stema
( see Chap. 2 section 2) which have initis) vowelss The prefix
Ji=is iteelf known to oocur only before monoayllablc stems having
inftial consonantet jiedoeca not appear before polysyllabic stems,
its allomorph being marked as Zerv.

De Wolf's presentation of m as sn allcmorph of the ma- prefix
is gquestionable, His dscision seems to have been influenced by the
ocourrence of words like meno ' teeth' ( me + ino ) and meko
"hearths' ( ma + ko ) showing coalescence of /o/ and /4/ into
/e/+ Examples showing a similar coalescence with words of the ma
class wers also cbserved in Yao hy Whitelsy(1961:2) who posited me
as an allomorph of ma~ in Yao prefixes, IHowever, since this
process causes the mrganoeqfammmﬁmthuauzupom
elements of prefix and stem, any attampt to distinguish en allcmoxph
from this final form is considered here to be unnecessary, bacause
neither » nor ém uttnfa.ctorﬂy represent the allomorphic oconcept
as 1t i3 known 0 spply in all other olasees.’®

Ag far as the ki and vi- prefizes ave ooncarned, it is
necessary to point out that in Kigwahili, their respective alloa~
orphsgg-and‘_gboammlyhefommohother than front high -

18- By comparison, some Bentu langusges have retained the ma-
prefix intact in similar envivorments . In Kiluyuw, for
exanple, Bemnett (1970) regerds:
r.t-nhogy ma~ithord ' tsart,

Fi-dtho/me-ttno ¢ ae's
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/1/s in which case the prefix fomm is retained - = e.gs in ki-ini/
vi--ini ! oore', kernel' as opposed %o cheungu / vy-ungu 'pot'seto.
However, there are cases vhere ki- and vi- are known to stand in
phonemic opposition to cheand vy=( which are supposed to be their
allomorphs) before stems with initial vowels. Examples of this
opposition sre:

ki-0o / vi-o0 ' glass'  versus  gch-oo/vycoo ‘latrinel

ki-ambo/vieanbo *settlament' versus  cheambo/vy-ambo ‘bait!;

ki-eleso/vi~clezo 'explanstion' versus cheelezoyvy-elezo®buoy)etc.
'3 .

Of these, Pulomd says: * it seemsé preferable to interpret
the forms-with ki- es reflexes of [ki] befora a / « /
Juncture * ( op. oit., 182).

Finally, the allomorph of the u~prefix is presented by De
Wolf as w-which alternates with uw= . 3Both of these forms are
known to ocour in Kiswahili nouns, but although the occurrence of
¥ asangllomrphofg- is indeed common, there is only one
word in Kiswshill for which the form uw~ is recorded: the word




uw=-anda/ _gx-andalg open space's In all other cases where the form
u¥ is marked, the u~ component retains ite prefix status while ¥is
an initial consonant of the stems concersed, eg. :

U-wingu ' cloudiness's 'darkness' ! gloom' (Lwin@/ma—vingg
tgloud' or ‘what resembles cloud');

u~wezo 'ability' ( 2 wesa 'be able! );

24
u-wame ‘act { manner) of stretching over' ( £ wanba
' gpread ovar') etce

19~ A controversy raeently developed: involving the acceptability of
the word ki wanda ( plursl vi-wanda) nov used to mean 'factorys'
Thie wordy 1l accepted to exist, oould provide us with the stem-

wandae jiHad there been a relationship this otem and
eilher uwanda { under dincussion) or kiwvanda the controversy
could have been resolved, but such does not exists

Attention should, however, be. paid to the word w-wanja ( plural
wanja ) defined as 'cpurtyard® ( which is alsd an open spaca).

Mswrd*}_asmumumhtadhthwrdmnd& Bat

/1! teatatnnotthammiuconﬂmdb;
vm“iﬁd'hrym (1973) - = & comparative s
dialects which shows that kivanda (7/8 in Kimvita __245(?/3)

‘Kiihguja)e udanda (11/6 Ki.mvita) and uwanjs (n/m Kiungaja) to

be cognates.) Ihis rulee out the existence of uw~ indicated by
De ¥oXf.

20= This word has been thought to be singular, pairing with mambo
' pags for fixing anything stretched out.' The pesition ol
possible correlatins between abstract nouns snd conorveés

objects in a singular / plural mamer is questioned ( See
Chapter 2 Seetion 2.).




CHAPTER TWO

o .

A COMPARATIVE STUDY OF THE BOUN=CLASS SYSTEMS OF

HEIBAN AND KISWAHILI
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2.2. A CLASS BY CLASS ANALYISIS
2.2.1. HEIBAN CLASSES?

2¢2:1els Class prefix gu=y k=

Stevenson's (1956/57, 1964) 1ists of Kordofsnien classes

show this olass prefix as representing two olassest his Kordofanian
olasses 1 sud % This presentation led him to see the situations

lrwolving classes } and 3 in Kordofanion snd Bantu @8 comparable in
his statements Kordofsnian olsss 3 is " reminiscent of Bantu mu~/
mi- alass - - see mhavingthemaingalnrn@amuthe'rml
Class/( clm 1)' (19561123). EHowever, the situation involving
prefix gws/kw~ in Kordofenian languages sppeers %o differ mwhat
from that involving mysprefizes in Bantu. The Eoxdofanian proﬂx gy
kwe is known to operate, as do all other ¢laas prefixes in the systis, .
only one oonoord form similar to ite The two Bantu mu~olasses, on the
other hand, 4o operate diffevent ooncord each except in lsnguages with
a ' doudle set’ of oconoord in which & similarity is noticed in one of
the set. It is therefore noted here that without the morphologionl
duturmo;mnh as that ooourring in Bentu languagesy there do not seem
%0 be any grounds for treating Kordofanian® classes 1 snd 3" as
distinot and therefore comparable to Bantue

In this study the Heibon class - prefix gw=/kve is teken %o
rapresent one class only (-olass 1 )+This position need not be
considered anomelous, since, a8 Stevenson himself obaemu.
there exist some Kordofanian langusges whose " clsss 3 " beocomes
merged with the'Parson's Class' ( class 1) ( ibid)s Heiban
may, therefore, be sonsidered as one of these languages
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Class gw~y kw= in . Heiban contains all names end referenves
to persons except the * personal relationship' terms® snd temma wvhdch
denote persons with physicsl atmormelities? all namss of animals,
trees, and insects sxcept those which ave mamed according to their
-pmt'wmmmrmuu’mmnmtmmmu
gimacpoeidtﬂaMthtthmty‘- This class also

contains some parts of the body and some nmmes of diseases.
ixanples of this class ares’

a) Haman beinBei kue 11 ‘person', loeama  * man',
- Mm'chhf’g . gweusn 'medicine man/woman',
@esogor warrior's  kwoa(1)'woman's geeuram *euief’,
¢ta( , Thess pair with li- clsse in plural. |

b) Animalys gweida ‘sninel® (generin), kvearsl * mno't
m ‘antelope’y kw= urucl ' baboon®,
kweiva 'looperdt, kwe iriny ' bushhog', Hrula
‘wild cat', etc , These alao pair with 1li- in plurel.

?orthuumplunlahassu?ﬂ:-_n_a
These belong t0 claas g~ o kwe
These sleo belong/&-ms-;k- andmbarofotnerchsau

Thess Yyl te clasa y=.

In this class items in categories (a)e (B) enald) . mtically
" with fteme in m~ class { 2.2.2,1) in Kiewahilh. miorpn
the ftems in (1) and (d) mmwtthiiul

yYEYyey

loglonlly, howvever,
in cless n~ (2.2.2.5) in Kiswnhili. Some items in categories (0)
and (o) coapare vith items S m = class  2.2.2.2) in «iowahild.
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o) Plents: kw~ are ' tree' (generic), kwenkulu °* pumpicin®
gw=0ono ¢ pahab tree', kw—areggg' kash=kash tree',

gw-uda ' wild fig'}etc. These pair with_;-j- class in
plurale

d) Insects and reptiles: gw-odo ‘worm', 'oatﬁ';ﬁaillar'. gu=1do
'frog', gu-ai 'bee', kw-guwa 'mosquito’,
gw= udulum * spider'; ge-urul ' large lizard',
kw—am * ‘python', etc. In plural these pair with
li~ class.

e) Parts of the body and diseases:
'beck of throst'y gw-adili * cold in the head'
gw=otimile ¢ gyohilie', etc. These pair with

Lot fyrefurgumprg

li~ class in plurale

202.1.2. Clase prefix !.:'

This is a singular class prefix indicating one of the objects
which are found in " sets or large mumbers * { Stevenson 1956t 125).
Included under this definition are objeots such s stars, graina,
fruits, eggs, end animals and birds wbich stay in groups . Also
contained in this clasgs are some parts of the body that ocour in
seis or pairs. Other parts of the body ccocuring in sets or pairs
appear to have been classified on the basis of their other charac-
teristic features such as ' protrusion' ( e.ge ’.‘:’:ﬁ ‘oye'y g-oni
'ear', g-igal ' tooth' etc),tlength' ( eage g-0 ' amm’y geimani




'thi@:')ete.) All items in this class pair with gw- class in plural.

Emnpluafthisolusm?

a) Objacts generallyt Jl-udum ' star', Mw'egg;

1-iboragy fgrain stalk', leon ' durra grain',
‘J..:g.l.g *seed'y le=en ' village'!, l-ura 'cane',

*gtick', leun ' porcupine quill’, etcs

b) Animals, Lirds)andinsectsuhlohtwormmma:

l-img 1lion', lefmm ' hedgahog',
lauthiny  ‘lisand’s lewgiry ° crow?y leauwsr

'paritidge’, l-ibirthap/vulture'; l-ethagaruiny
‘mosquite - 8N&:0ther water jarvgets lridimenind
1'soldier gnt', leobaloy ' tick', eto.

o o -

o) Partadfthéﬁodyoocminginaetaerm:
l-ora ' leg'y l-inyu * mouth', lip', l-inema *cheek'

l=urle' testis', l-amun ' fipger', leaul 'nose)nostri}.'
l-ipigire * Me'f ele.
2020143  Class prefx ke, g-
This is & singular class-msrker.

smnummmmfw':% contain " a large
proportion .f‘ names of objects, utensils,tools, weapons, eta, and in
Koalib- Mo, BOUDS indicative of jersonal abnormality or bodily defect

6« 4 few items in categories ( &) and (e} in this ¢lass compare with
items in ji- class ( 2424243) in Kiswahili.
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like the Bntw ki-/i/- class * ( opscit, 125 ).  Stevenson observes

further that in most Kordofanian languages there are also a few }1
nanes of animals and parts of the body in this clasa. ;

In Heiban this class can be said to contsin objeots which |
-mm'ummupm.mdta,mmmtuwnu
orestures with such characteristic features. Included in this
chsa,tbwafmmz '

a) parta of the(humen or animal) body which * protrude’
snd thoss that are/hollewt, and hollow objests such as k-eri bally*
g-ua'.maer'mm'mg' g-ini *ear' ( also leaf), g_ﬁgg_lg

'eheek! y gouna * gkull?y kesmun ' finger nail } eto;andk_ni_!a-'mva.

g-uri * crack', k-ije pot', etoy, pairing with ny- prefix end keerbeny

' armpit', k-sbina ' eye-lid',g-u * breast!, gzu_lg." throat!, k-uruel

' foather', g= thoof?, geijogina' mane,' k-oi 'eye’,etc, puiring
) Akl ’

wviih j- prefix i, plural;

b) names of animals, birds, and plants with soms protruding
body parts such ass ¥

g-agur * a pig'y keemarainy * hyena', ke-snila ¥ camel',
k-ajan ' oivet cat'y k-imila * tortoise' k-un ' porcupine', etc, H

i ' bat!, 'domestic fowl'y ke *inadovels kela)
k-agaro ..i!ﬁ!’.’ ingdove!s kelnlbray

keukul ' lony gourds Thesopairﬂth.i-uhﬂethaotbarmd

7= Ambererxmuwmsmmmmmm
compare with items in ki- class (2.2.2.4) in Kiswahili.

8= This is also classified accoxrding to a different comgept and
by @ different name; see class i (2.2.142)e |
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of plante such as geado ' edible gourd', g=ide ' doleib palm' pair
wvith ny- prefix in plural.

o) Eanes of tools, weapons, and articles with protruding
features such ast g-idags ' iron hoe', keauge ' ghoe' ‘sendal?
(usually wooden)s geumjur' cap of cartridge' geola' snare for
birds, geibirlag ' rasor blade', atc. These pair with Jprefix
in plural.

d) Names of persons with abnormalities or defects
involving protruding parts of the body or simply protuberant
atnormalities e.ge g-urigsr ' humpback!; geirila ' deaf® ( involving
ears), keabluiny ! one~eyed person'y k-erber 'aged persan' (bent),
gemmsdel ' sodomite'y eto. These pair vith J= in plurals.

2020104 Class prefix ge

This 1s & singular class desoribed hy Stevegon as & * long
things class® ( 1bid.131),

In Heiben this olags is seen to contain ' long' things
ogourring “'9

) Parts of the lman or animal body wkich are conceived
as long ( in relation to other parts) suoh as: g-fi hand’ ' am',
goimeni! thing's d-uro ' beck' ( back bone), geulug ' elbow',
gridim * lover jew', geirsm' canine tooth's grigila ‘tongue'y geugor
' heart'y g-11' hom', eta.

9= In this class, & few items in categories (o) and (b)
compare with items in Eiovahili's ue olass { 2y242,6).
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b) Long objects such asg:
] i ] t i
g-al ! tnahh;or road, §-irgaka ' crack in the earth;g_mar_e_gy

e -

( for ghave OF well), ¢e-aure ! axe-handle', g-uwe ' fenoce’,
dbrainy * boundaxy ! etos

c) Animals and insects which are either tall/long themselves
or possess some long body parts’moh as g-ugun ' & genet cat'y
g-ugwuni ' ant beq:r."; ¢=ugan * anteater', g-ugur * elephant?,
gul * giraffe'y g-ri * large lizard', g-umg ' snake’, eti
and g~ulay * small species of ant’, g-irbubiny, ‘guines
worn'!, ¢~umu * scorpion’, g-ama 'grass -hgppegi‘v; ete.

2¢2+1.5+ Class prefix. g-

This prefix ocours in this form in all envi.ronmmts.m
distinct from plural cless prefix gw- ( 2.2.1.7) which itself
occurs in this compound form in all enviromments. These has,
however, been a confusion over the distinet position of classes y-
and gw-. This RIMEI6M scems to have been brought sbout by what
may be seen as the desire of previous writers to esté.blish a
ssmantio parallel between Kordofanian class pw- ( a plural class
containing iteme Qocurring in'sets' and in large groups) and

It is

10= This includes the words with gy~ proceding the roots with
initial back vowels %/ and /u/ in which gy~ has always been
recorded or heard ag gw~-. This is one of the faocts which
hes led to the confusién over classih- and pw-A closer
examination of y- in {these environments reveals the
retention of the value of thie sound.
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Bantu class ma~ by inoluding in the former the items dosignated

' mase liquids' and ! abetract's EHowever, the situation invole
ving these items in the Kordofanian langusges is quite different
from that of Bgntur they do not seem to have been olassified

on the bagis of thase concepts. In Kordofanian lang:qges thess
items do fi% both morphologically snd semantioally into the olass
Mwm@amhmm%humimuter in this
subsection,

In his 1955/57 study of the Kozdofanian noun-classes,
Stevenson showed the class prefix gy« as romaantingtour clanses
(154 174 20 and 21) of the total 26 olessess In bis 1964 presentatior
of the Kordofanian classes in which he showed . " & total of
ehmcluus.ﬂtmlietedhutd&dmtmhormxolum

\ In his original version the olasses representsd by the g
prafix vere shown %o containt

a) ( class 15)* names of many domestic or small animalsy
the word-! boy' and ! girl' and in some langusges(e.g.
Tapol .'loiooco) alao dimirutives)

b) ( closs 17) " sugmentative formsy
©) ( class 20) " liquids snd abetreot nouns® ( gp, cite 137, 14

In the 1964 version, class p- wags shown only to contain
‘1iquids ' ( 1964: 82).




‘”-

Heibunchun-mbomntommmumvhhhm
traditionally treated with respect or rear.u These oocur “'12

&) Domestic animale which are in most cases respected
due to their relationship to the Hoi‘baneu. such ast
5:.."’3"5.'2223' cat!,_g-imiro ! cow!, geidri ! bull?,
9:9_' he-goat'y g-ur ! goat! ¢ OM& male', etot

%) Other animals end birds vhich are probably respected
or feared for their shapes or sstions such ast

geini ! bave, gosrtumt ¢ fos'y gedlag! nisnas monkey!
geirun ' squirrel', m'bird'(seneﬁc). godrur
* swallow'y gy-irimide ' qpemsotbi:drepated.w
foretell death', etc.

o) Human beings such ast

geare Fdhild! 'boy'y ywexs ' girl'y gouramal ! dwexf!, © 7
g-irdsi ! undersized person's g-ilag ' leper'y ete;

d) superstitious objects suah ast geuriny® evil spiritt,
g-udaplait of bair'y, g-ol ' temple', geirainy ! boilt
( disease), etci e

PR

1i= Items in this olass compara with items in various Kiswahili
classes™ on item to item basiss
1) 1tems in categories {a), (b), (&) and (£) compare
wvith those in n= olass { 2.2.2.5) in Kiswahilis
41) items in catogories (c) and (@) compare with items
in Kigwahili's ne olasm { 26202¢1 804 202:2e24)%
i11 ) itminuahaaw {g) compare with those belonging

Ths yew ks amﬁ% ‘%5- o m—/-mclum 2r2:246 and 202,213
12- Items in catego A olass prefix ny~
in plurale:
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e) Insects feared for their actions such asg

3=52 'flea’y goidore * lizard’, geaioiruingy ! oricket',
gedgirun ' vecvil', etos

f) Some domestic items which are valued for the epeoial
purpeses they serve at home or for the village such as:

grilug ' grainstore’y guni ' basket's gyoure 'axe',
g:ire t mﬂ'. il ' watarskin'. g-ulo ' tluh'j
geiride * horn for blowing', etos

g) ldiquids, sbstract nm.:is. and other ftens oconceivable
as ' anss' sush ast

%—' watex?, pin t blood!, gela' oil'y pan

lmt. mlml.ml m,_“t.m!m
discharge 'y gurteds ! perepiration!, giyu ! dew] ato,
guremina * colour', gamiro ! fine dust', yiys 'poison',
jedrigeny ' brain'y plluyan * aaltpetre'y giro ! werk!,
girera 'saunce; etoy and youa ! strength ', geleny'suthority?,
yina * vitcheraft', pimiri ! love' eto. All the nowns in
this category do not take plural forms.

242016,  Class prefix 11

This is the plural olass « marker for all ftems in

01“! By _m(z.&l'lo) whioch refer o Pernony, anlull.
insects and partes of the body.

> e m e e
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2¢20147. Class mro

This is the plural class marker for items in:

&) class kw-, ge= (2.2.1.1.) vhich refer o plants ¥

b)  class k+,g~ (2.2¢1e3+) referring to snimals, birds,
inseots, treos and tree products, and to persons with
*defects's and some perts of the bodyc

a) clans k ( 2.2.1J)referring o nanes of inscots
and reptiles.

202.1.8. Class prefix g¥e

N Tois is the plural olass marker of class l- (2.2.1.2) in
all its aapeota. |

2620149, Cless prefix i‘

This is the plural class - maxker for all iiems in
clags ¢ ( 2.2.1.4) except insects and reptiles.

20241.10. Claas prefix ny=-
This is the plural class - marker for:

a)  all items in class y- ¢ 2.2.1.5) exvept those
designated * mf,'abstrm', or liguids - - which
have no plurals; '

b) items in class ke g= (2.2.1.3) referring to some
parts of the hody;hallw' objectsy and some plants.
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224111, Class suffix =-5a

_ This the plural olass suffix for all items designating
). personal yelationship.'

2.2.1.12 The Classes of non-affixed nouns in Heiben.

' The allocation of nonweaffized pouns in Hedban ias done
on the baais of their initial formss The initial foms involved
axe of two typess

a)  voecalic and.

b mmmmmmvtowo:m
eatabliched class - affixss.

All the nouns with initial vowels in Hoiban are allocated
:Wplnralolmj—(&zol.?)o Their alicocation is indicated

by their use of the conoordisl elewent /J/ vhich seems to be an
allomorph of /3/. In Heiben this allomorphic variant tends to

in which it also appaars as a variant prefix.

The nouns involved in thistvocalio- initisl * group seem
to be those conceivable @8 ! plural mass'y €.ge gmur ! gandt,
ewr L ] mljw' Wl. §£2 . m(s)t’ﬁt fire'.%a.
"hresth iz, agim ' body's oda ' thirot's 3V sy
aillet' ete.

The nouns with initial consonants showing exast or closer
phomlasiulMtytoqdﬂuMpreﬁmmallwaM
to those particular classes. All nouns involved in this group
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are losnwords e.g. lemm ' lemon' ( l~class), dukan'shop' (¢~ class),
kijam ! bookt’g_'gr classz, taraboza ¢ table' ( g-clasa), etc.

There 1s, howevar, another category of nouns whioch
have initial consonants but vhich sre allocated to the gw- kw-
class irrespective of their similarity to any of the class- prefixes.

This clags has a $ero allomorph. Involved here are nouns
mmhudﬁm'houn;m'ufe!,m'afm,m':

brother', murks * horse'y eto, and loanwords such as mangas ‘mango’s
burdukal * orange’, etc. The first two and the last two woxds do
mttghplnmltm; the remaining take li- prefix in their

pluralg.

2e202 ©  EISWMAHILI HOUN-CLASSES

2"‘2‘;/
2+2¢241 Claass Prefix !"

This is the singulsr class-marker, wvhich denotes the
* antonomous individualized beings* ( Polomb 1967:96 ), occurring
as ' humsn being' and also as the generic categories m-nysns
tanimal' and m-dudu ! inseotit’

Examples of this olass are:

B-tu *parson', mw- afriks ' ifrican', m-jumbe * delegnte?,
o-ke *wifet, + Bezungo 'Europeanty m-toto 'child?, mwe-arabu
'Arab',eto; and deverbatives such e mewindadl ' hunter’,
( / _winda ' hunt'), mu-okozi ! saviour*  Z okpa’seve*)etc.

1%a Thovinmsiwingthemmitmmmmlcﬁ

Whiteley, 196?:165) has been continually disputeds K

* e Cormta—
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This class has been isolated us one of the very few
cases among noun- class systems which has * a definite semantic
denominator * ( Heine 1968:6), although there are a number of
* 4tems which have been conceived as semantically similar to those
P 1n this class, but which are allocated to other classes.’  Of
items only ome, m-ungx ' god' ( class 3), deserves comnents ~-
others beinz the contextusl elements vhose positions vill .be)
sbarnined in £- P-ostsoript;

‘ I'w%;mlog’.cﬂlymmtondmuenh

me as still preserving the enimistic conception of the

B € op.cit, 97). Its treatment with class 1 conoordial

aats soems instead to relate it to the view that God s a
[vith a homen image, s view which is closely connested with
Bisn belisfs but which hardly represents the traditional local
cf.p‘—ndisthamfommeimmsuthteh-
"mmpt.ls ‘

L)

2.2 Class profix -

This is the singular class prefix vhich is disting-
the preceding class-prefiz by its plural form and its

(3957) lists a fow representative examples such as
m ' gue* ( class %), fundi * oraftsman' ( olass 5),
2 * mlind® ( class 7); shemeji'brother-/ eister-in-lew'

9), ste.

3, the wmmmge of this word ( and a few othees) was only
Pousiy -evived by the Christian denominations during their
Agn sa'dn— Ialsaize' Kiswahili. The Muslims had long
! ticks word on the grounds that it has a plural . .
wmenn siifich ocould not be applied to ' illsh.' For the
ar, this plural proved to be very useful in
¢ the Trus God from ether Goda{idols, eteds
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Polomd bhas noted that this olass contains " non-agutonomous
individualized beings.” This is to say, the items in this class
are also seen to possess life just as those of the preceding
olags, but have a 1ife confined only to certain spaces { and times).
This semantic conocept can be applied to & whole range of items
including mungu * god'y m-mea * plant' snd meti ' tree’ (an@mst
membors of their speciss), m-ji ' town'y m~to ' river', m-oto ' fire',
mw-aka * year'y, mw-ezl ' month, etc. Similar semantie connotations
malmhoappltedtomhuﬂ',%' tail!, medomo * mouth',

1ip'y mekono'hand', which, although they are parts of the body are
vieved a8 possessing some life of thair own.

Ashtan (1954 ) showed that meJi * town'y melima’mountain®,
my-itn ' wilderneas' indicated the idee that something spreads in
space. This $dsa oould also be applied to wweaka ' year' and mweesi
' month' - = for which Ashton declared * no explanation can be given’ Y
- = and t0 meoshi ! smoke'. Mwake end mvesi apread in time, ut . -
there seems to be a belief deep in the mind that behind such spresd
is some fons of life which sets this process in motion and keeps it
going. The life in towns, mountains snd wildernesses is commonly
related to that of the creatures and baings they accommodate and
which influence their changing matures. Miima snd mwitu, howaver,
can show, through phenomena like sound « echoes and voloanic
eruptions, lives of their own. The items mwsks and wyesi which
mark the seasonal changes with influence on the patterns of human 3
life represeat life which turns contimually. it i

The loanwords in this class such as m~fersji ! eanalg’ditdz‘.

m-gumari ! nail'y m~tibanl ¢ examination', etc, ere allocated to i

this olass on morphologicel grounds =« their initial forms.
Although some of these items can be conceived as semasntically close
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to the items in this class, this is considered to be only a
eoincidence.

| Concerning the devebatives in this class, Ashton's
observation that thay take the suffix -o 1is wvalid although it
has to be noted that the forms with such suffixation cen also
appear with the pre-fixeski=y f~ (' an allomorph of ji-) a&nd n-
as in ki-zib-o ' cork' ( L xiba * stop wp' ) siki-o ‘ear' (Zsikis
*heart) , nyund~o 'hammer’ (< unda ' ereats'), eto. Suffix =0 is
shovn by Folond ( 1967) as indicating (4) the implement which
perforns the action and(b ) the ultimste result of the ssticn.

It is only with the lstter connotation that suffix - o is ususlly
preceded by prefix me of the olass under discussion « « as in nw-
end = o * Journey' (<enda ‘go* )y mchez-o * dance', *game'
(Sohezs * play') meshon-o ' semm' (ZLghona ! sew') eto, There
is also an exanple of » dsverbative with suffix - ¢ in this class ~ -
the word m=tume~ prophet' (/_tums * send?), where the suffix
expresses passivity.

The anly item which belongs morphologically to this
class but is semantically treated as alass 1 is the name of an
animal speoies, m-jusi * 1izard.' ( The names of individual species ¥
of the flora and feuna i1l be ™  listed with elements whoss t
generation is uwsually iarisble i.ntiéostscrip‘bi;

2e42e2s7s Class Prefix Eﬂt ;

Polomé (1967) expressed the view that this cless
hardly;Presema any trace of its originsl function - -« which
was to indicate one of the pair of objectisy 8.8« paxrts of the body
vhichommpdn. He went furthsr in saying that the prefix
Ji- * bas expandsd this semantic funotion t¢o the indication of
any of the constituent of group of things ocourring in essociation
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with prefix ma- * ( opecites 97). It is possible to condense these ! 4l
two semantio mpreasim'into one which projeot prefix ji- as h -j
semantically indicating one of & pair or of a group of things. This
semantic conmotation is’ still well preserved by all items in this
class vhose singular forms can be szid to show Ji-~Jj- as & prefix.
Such items are, however, very fol in Kiswahili namely ji=oho
‘eye's ji-fya ' cooking stone', ji-we ' stune', J-ino ! toath J=iko
' hearth';ond a daverbative j-ambo * natter' { /_ amba * upeak').
The other single forms for pairs or groups of things vhich ave
polysyllabic are socomsodated in this class by the presence of the £
mmnghof;_g.-.mummmmrmmm G
' shoulder'y goti ' kuee', yai ' egg', tinda ' fruit' and deverbatives il
MMM'W'.M'W(L&E'W&W’L sleso ]
' explanation' (. eleza ' explain' ),etc.. :

An interesting aspect of this class is Sts inclusion
of the augmentatives. Kigwehili unlike most othar Bantu languagesy !
lacks separute augmentative and diminutive classes. 4s a resull,
Kiswahili uwses the ji elemamt { viewed by Polomb as reflecting
the proto-Bantu (* gi )} which is & regulsr sugmentative class - prefix
of class 21, and tims different from the ji- of class five ) for the
dorivation of ity augnemtatives. When used in angmentation, however,
‘hhis,_‘i_é—- ie treated as an integral part of the word and not as a
prefix, This same Ji elemcnt also sppears after ki- prefix in all
dimimtive derivations, This is seen to imply that Kiswahill only
diminishes the alresdy augmanted fomal?, Q8o

16- Loogman ( 1965) sug ests that fifteen such items exist. Tun
total 1s, however, disputed.

17- In Yso { also a Banta language), tha procedure sewums to be the
reverge of this; here it is the diminutive element which is
retained after an sugmentative derivative form, implying that
the augmentatives are derived {rom the slready diminighed
forms e.g. mmundu * person’, ka-mmundu * manikin®, lie

kamsundu * very Targe person.™ “d4minutive class prefix
in"Yao,1s retained after limq. Smf& Eiswahili

retains Jie augnentative elament after ki-;s class 7
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metn ' man ', jitu ' glant® o ki-jita * 'manikin’,

ny-oka * mke'_)igl_:.a ' big snake > kiwjoks ' small anaka"
m-toto ' childLuftote ' big child'ki-jitote! very saall infant!,
duks * shop ' from Arabic)—5(f-) duka'big shopkijiduks ' an
insignificant little shoy, ete.

There was ab ittempt’ by Whiteley (1967) to present the
sugsentative and diminutive forms in Kisvahili separstely as
subclasses of classes 5 and 7, mpactimly; In doing so,
Whiteley proposed that the ji- eloment was a prefix for the
sugmentative subolass, and kiji- the prefix of the dininutive
subclass. It has, howover, besn argued that in these cases Ji-
does not function as a This position of the ji element,
together vith the doubts /é;“; Ay expressed over the recognition:
of subolasses based on semantic oconnotation of the items
involved, are ssen here as fectors capable of rendering Whiteley's
classification questionable.

2e2e2e84» Class prefix ki-

Tate is the a aingular class marker, vhich essentislly refers
to inanimate objects. In the grammatical studies of Kigwahili
mm-chsm)tmaclushubemmmmoaaiminthat
its pronominal ooncords have the same forms as the: class prefix.

Ashton. ( 1944 ) divided the items belonging to this class into
three categories, namely:

a) inanimate as opposed to living beings or living things
Gefe ki-tu ' thing, ki~-ti ' ohair', etc;
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b) the diminutive forms of nouns in other classes e.g8.,
ki-jiko ' spoon' eto, and

e) words which s&ppe:r to come under no particular category
@.g8. kiko ' smoking pipe'y cheombo 'ntensﬂ'.'vesseli,
etce ( ope_cit. LA
The items in the last category can be put together with
those cf the first category. Concerning the second category it
has been noted previously that the diminutive comnotation,
like the augmentative one, overrides all the usual basic oonno.--
tations- conveyed by the items mmd.w " This means that
semantically the dimimutive items do not require a treatnent diffw
erent from that given to inanimste objects in this class. Morpho-
logioally, however, the diminutive items are always distinguished
b:a Ji elesent whioch has to follov the ki~ profix. This element
%/;‘WHM that Kiswahili only derives its dimimu-
ives from the alrsady augmented forms. It ia this ji elemant
which distinguishes the Kiswahili dimjmutive such es kijitoto
‘small infant’ from an adverbisl kitoto'childish®,etos

An importent feature of diminutives in Kiswahili is that
they are used to imply derogation: sccordingly,ve must reject, view
held by all previous grammariansithat derogation is implied in
those deverbotives used to refer fo " people suffering some
disability." These latter items bolong to thelr own category
and are a product of ki- which functions with cartain suffix -
forms t° derive " implements oxr beings * directly eonneoted with

lgw- mmmtimhtbsm mth'deriwﬁfm
the augmented root- form ~ apa’ EI The acquisition - hy
thie dim tmutive form of the conmotation implied in the
original item geems to be & recont develomment, marking a
promotion of the word %0 represent the item for which
diminntion is not intended.




Bl

the process expressed by the verbd, e.g. kiziwi ! daatpexm}
kilems ' lamo person’, kiwete' oripple', kinyozi * barber}
kiongozi * leader ! etc. It should be furthér noted that such
deverbatives receive the concordial treatments provided humen
beings in clssses 1/2, which are never applied to aummtmu.

41l the forms connoting * physical defect! in the preceding
1ist, together with the other * sdverbial-like" forms bearing b
similar comnotations { such es-kikeno ' person with deformed ara', i
kiguru' person with foot defect', kitumbo ' an obese person',
kibiongo' umpbiouck's and kibogoyo * toothless' ( Loogmen 1963: .:
32) bave very restricted usage. Nomally, thay are never used Ak
directly with the individusls concerned,end sven in the absence |
shown in the sentence construction vhem reference to them has to
be made.

Aleo relatsile to the itema comnoting physical defects are
m:mmum“umwmwmmﬁ
m;inclmum * gonorrheal, kichomi® pleuriay®, kiungulia
* stomsch disorders', kichsa ! lunacy', kifafe * epilepsy's kiteubs
‘Lisp'y kitetemo * trembling,® kichocko !bilharsia‘s etc. Most
of these forms show verbal mnectiona, vhich suggests that they - §
are derivations. No plural forms for this category of nowms have l
been heard in actual use, Bl

ki- is elso used in forming adverbials, e.g. Kiswshili ‘the
coastal or Sukhili wnrmui_%'%mwufwhm*.
kishambs * the rurel way *,eto. Kisvahili eleo nemes languages by
using a i~ prefix. Iowever, it remains tc be established whethedr’
tmutmg-umhtdormmutmmmm
vative, as most studies Lave claimed; the latter asquires s nominal
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status and refers to a specifioc thing, while the former does not.

There are alac names of two animal species in this
class, vis. kiboko * hippopotamus' and kiferu ‘rhincceros. These i
tvo, the form kijana ! youth', and the deverbatives referring to 1:{
porsons with disabilities are the only items in this class which Rt
receive animate concordial treatment,

“e2¢2+5. Claus prefix o~

M_hnchngafslngﬂnms.emciﬂlymsof
common objects, animals, and insects includingt

8)  names of animals such &8 30EbE 1 ooyt : nyati
*uffaloy nyoks ! suake’, kas ' crabt, eto;

b) namses of insects such ss nzige * locust’, nyukd
* bae', mends * ood:roach',nhl ¢ mosquito®, etcy

6)  names of frult such as ndizi'banana’s nazi ' coconut, '
tende ¢ dﬂte" ateos

a) names of objects such as kengele ' bell', ndoo ' bucket',

There are also nume-rous loanwerds in this clasg which
have been alloved into this class by the zero ( 4 ) «hich cocura
here as an allonporph of /n/e Rxamples are kshawa ' coffee’,
barug 'letter', dava ' medicine®youtkes ' motorsar's picha Plcture’,
aenfs 'cenrtt, Bheswn
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The ococurrence of many names in this class is seen to
.be due to its primary function - - ' 1o define the object or being
by its most characteristic feature " { Folomd ope cit., 101).
Polofe's mote that this function ig still trensparent in Kiswahili
is valid; for besides his examples mbega ' colobus' and nyuki ' bee!
( the former being" a monkey whose typical feature is white
shoulders { mabega)" and the latter " an insect whose msin activity
is to produce boney ( nki)” there are many names in this class
vhose formations are still easily traceable. These include the
names of ijems such as kengele ' bell' { named by its characteristic
sound as expressed in many Bantu languages); pete * ring' ( by the
way it is made - peta ° bend').mbwa . ¥ dog® ( by its barking £
Kiswahili hwaka) ete. There are “othexr examples like nta !beesvax"
and nyoks * snake' which, while appearing morphologically closer.
to the verb forms bata ' stick® and n_gggls_a_. ! be straight!,
reapectively, also show characteristics conceptually cloger to the
meanings conveyed by these verbs: beeswax being ! sticky! while
& snake ean /straighten' itself ( especially when in motion)s The
voids baba ! father'and mama ! mother' can alec be related to the
sbunda prodnued by children in their very early stages of growth.
All of these items seem to evidence the broad conceptual dimensions
covered by the primary . function of this clase, and it ig likely
that many other indigenous names in this olass can have their
formations traced this way.

The absence of /n/ in the initisl posktion of many of
these nouns whioh are not loanwords had earlier ( see Chap-.l sect.2)
been attributed to phonological changes whieh affect this sound
when it is in contact with various other socunda.
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24242,6, Class prefix u=-

This is a singular class. It is noted to result fvom
the merging of two proto-Bantu classes 11(*lu-) and 14 ( *lus } .
This background, together with the retention in this class of the
semantic differences of the original classes zs.d Zie aaum@,ﬁf
plural forms for items of *lu class erigin only, has led scholars like
Ashton (1944) to view ue class as two separate classes.

However, although the sessntic distinotion between the
items of the two original classes that merged to form this class

has remained as mentioned shove, an attempt to propose that Kiswshili
possenses two u~ olasses is considered bare to be Wnecessary.

a) morphologically, the two originel classes have effectively
merged in Eiswihill, as evidenced by the appearance of
only one sound - - due to the loss by each of the original
classes of its most imporialclass - element, the initisl
gongonantel forms

b} syntsctically, all the items in thiz class share gimilar
concordial forms as opposed to the original situationg

¢} all the items in this clase can be conosived as mmerically
singular; musber W:tactorrclmntinmaintainingthn
1dent//of all types of itens in a class(see [ostacriph La3.4)s
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Semantically, ths u= class in Kiswahili can be viewed as
contgdnings:

a)  nouns which Ashton sees to * refar to concrets objests
with further implication of length or mass® ( Ops eite, 199
and

b) abstract nowms, vhich ‘in Ashton's view denote qualities
or states oocurring as * abstractions of common ncminal,
vorbal, or adjectival roots and ss nsmes of some oountries™
( ibid, 10%).

The formmer involve items whieh axe of proto- Bantu *lu-
class origin and have plural forms.  Exsnples here are ukuts /
( kate)  * wall® uywele / (nywele) * hair'y udevaf(ndeva) * besxd's
ushangs / (shangs ) * besd', ulismi f(ndimi ) ' tomgue', etc. end
deverbatives such as ufaglo / (fagio) * broom! (Lfagia ' sweep') ,
ufunguo/ ( fongus ) * key' ( Z_fungma ' open’ etc. The latter
involve the items vhich are of proto-Bentu *bu olass origin and
% .‘Which heve no plural forms. Examples aret m ¢ dosire', *
' boncupisoonce's ume ‘manliness', uchi ' naked- ness* and derivations
such as uvingu * cloudiness' * darimess'y ( £ wingu *olowd')
utoto ! childhood (Z_tote'child’ ) utu (/- mtu/man') npeo!ideal’,
"top* ( £ pea 'to be completely developed'), upaynkaii *incoherence’
t indisoreetness’' . payuka 'totalkfwlishlﬁ,m* training!,

céwmp}}?"_m badness? ¢ wickedaess" (L bays * bad *),
otc.

The underlying ideas of this class posed by Ashton deserve
further discussion, Askhton (1934) wrote that the ideas underlying
u~ claess items of *lu origin ere * sowevhet confused” ( op. cite 105).

SR EL N T g, S -

i
.f
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Although immedistely after this note she gtates that these ideas
refer to concrete abjects with a further implication of length or
ms.ﬁadﬁmtmﬁersmmm(s)mﬁemﬁmiaw
1laye It is possible, however, to trace what can be interpreted
as ' confusion' in Polode's discuseion of this olags. Polomb
(1967 ) :mtmmmtmommmmormm--
ummnmsmmmmmm blurred in
certain casoes. Hsmﬁdtbstmteimlveitmwnhu
wiota ¢ wall'y glimi * tongue’s ufaglo * broca'y wlubos ! song’s
etq. Secondly, Polomb noted this function to huve been extended
wmmmfmmmmmtdmmiﬂ
wmlemmmmmiﬁd&ﬂim(gp.c&g.m

0.g unga * flour', udongo ' clay"y ugell ' hawd porridge’s uji

' gruelt, wall ' cooked rioca', etc.

vhat seems %o be behind the ¥ confusion® perosived in
this class, howevar, ummm&nﬁoninbhafﬂnmw
‘mass'. The introduotion of this comcept Lmmedistely leads to
the conception of items such s pdeyu t hair of a besrd} ukuni
plece of firewoed', unywele ' hair', ushangs * besd' eto; os
conoceptually different from other jteme such as ukuta ' _ﬂlg' '
ulini ' tongue’, ufagio t broom'y g_nﬁ? mt-pole®,eto.~ the
ramhmmaingleitwmthe“ﬂmhm“Mem
1attor are simply single conovete items. The only semantic
oomptthatseamntomcmnhmthﬁsaimumtot

% tangti'l?  Length is varisbly implied in ftens ranging froz

1N~ Foreigners very often fail to grasp the way some of theae
conoaptamappuedtowtunim The cxsmple here is
' bead', which is uauslly not conceived of es &
e grain » like object Dut as ohjects slreedy strung
mwmlmmwpmmutmwmtmnﬁ




upepo * wind', ubavu'ribt, ushanga * bead'}etc;{)to ukuni *firewood,*
uvati'pole’y eto. If, hovever, we remove the concept ™ masg *
from this category of nouns, another place has to be found for
mass items such as wali cooked rice’, ggg'ﬂmn"; udongo *soilt,

tearth?, '.’:Ii ' M?:% ' hard porridge’, umande 'dew! , wino
'mk')etc. Apart from wali and wino vhich are marked as
loanwords, evidence from various Asvahili dinlect « atudies and
from many other Bantu W&""";ﬁnm the othert itens 4n
this category of nouns as belonging 4G the proto-Bentu class 14
(*u ), nummwmmwmmm.m

Poseibility of thess nemes being * sbstractions® sennot be I

2020247 Claas mth_kg-

m:tsaclmofveml'inﬁn;ﬁmmwelm
(1973) considors 4o shave some of the gramar & nouns including the
capebility of having certain modifiers” {op.cit., 162).

2.202.8 Class prefix pa~

Thds 48 a locative demnstnt_iu referring to near
or explicit place. It is reflected as s bagio noun prefix in
only ons word = pa- hall ' place', in the Edmvita dislect of
Eisvahild., T

20~ Bryan and Slavikova (1973) for exsmple, mark soil' ag
classmmtimvitaandaaclmnormm a. In
other Bantu languages, Tucker (1960) reasrds obusars ¢ rridget
as class 14 in Xonzo; and Suba { the suthor's Iahguage) has

™ ’ r— oy



2020249, Affix kue

Thie is locative demonstrative referring to remote or
general location, viich is not reflected as a basioc nown prefix
in any word,

Welners notes that for Bantu this affix and the werbel
infinitive affix jue~ ( 3.2.2.7.) " must be kept distinct because
mmummmnwmmmmmmu
atwlw.adoﬁuem&mﬁm&uwmn
the locative of { FB class ) 17 before the infinitive of (PB class)

15.% ( §bid, 163),

2020210, ALTAX wuw

Thig is a looative dewonatrative referring to an
internal laocation,

2._.2.2';114 Class prefix wae

Mumplmm-mmrmamdmtogf
class (g_.z.z.z-) in all respects.

20202012+ Clusa prefix mi-

This is the plural class - marker of oless m~(ge2.2.2).
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Ze242413 Class prefix mae e

Ma~ is a plural class prefix. Polomd sogs 1ts main
funotion to be * to provide s plural for jiw class" and adday
"this function of ma- has its origin in the early uss of the ’
prafix to indicate the whole set consisting of two objects® |
(ope_cites 97)e Msgmcﬁondgmummdaasmm
case of the prefix Ji-. As such, mae can be oonoeived of as a
pluralfomforpad.rsamlgmupsofmmauoasthe'
plural form of all items which have beon allowed into PB class 5

by the sero vhich ocours in this class as sn allomorph of ji-e

However, also listed as ¢luss ma- items are objects
1ike maji * water's mafuia * a1, ‘akt, magiva * milk' eto, which
have been doscribed hy Poloéie as indicating * noneitemizable whole®
or * collsotives”. Although 1% is ok useseary to perocsive as
smﬁxm_g_umhoommmammwmam
ftems, tho {iems invelved nevertheless express the comnotation
'totality? or * mase’ - « vhich is fairly relatable to that
implied by the ma~ prefix.

.mymmmmmmmmmua
plural for certain ne class items. However, Polomi's interpre-
tation impediately raises doubts as to whether or not it is
possible to contrast ® sbetract meaning® with * eoncrete objects® '1
in e singular/plural coirelation i

“Inpammvulﬂnsg-andg-.u-gima
definite abstract meaning to the word, vhereas
gg-ﬁamtntothamcrmommorb
various procssses involved, visualizing them as




1
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However, the examples quoted by Polom$ such ast "
i ylexi ' tutorisl activity't malesi 'training' education,’
i ' act of eating' : malaji ' foo&’g eto, are hardly ' 1
convincing. The derivations of this type which end up taking this i;
_m8- seem %o be quite independent of u- oF any other singular form. N

They seen to function as the items in the second catagory above,
which show ma~ initielly, tut which have no singulxr forms.

There are nevertheless very few exauples vhere u- class
jtemp heve been recorded as showing ms~ profix in their plurel
forms. Out of the 950 indigenous items used by Bryan and
Slavihu(lmzmlluaomﬁﬂsmﬂysxmfaﬂ
Edunguja ( the two major Kiswshili dislects) there are only “three
\tems for which proto-Bentu aless 14 ( or class 11)° items a7¢

shown to pair with proto-Bantu cless 6. These items are:

o

a)  usiku/masiku * night't marked as 14/6 in both
Kinvits end Kiungujs but also es 11/10 in the lattexs

G o e e

b}  mtopa/matope ! mud't marked 14/6 in Kunguja onlys

——— .-

but occurring as 9/10 in gimvitas
o)  uta/mata * bow't marked as 14/6 but only used in both

21- Of these two classes { proto Bsntu * lu~ and *tm~) only lw
class items show @& possibility of pairing with ma-. Velmers,
for example, notes ° . " ~as in Swahilitheplural
eorresy nding to lueis p-. In some other Bantu langusges
thmhaprsllﬂpaiﬂasofm-wiﬁ_g-mmnedm
& mmber of lsnguages in which the singular lu- peirs vith

plural ma~* (1973:162).
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The pluralization of many other u~ class itema with
hba= 18 seen to be only dus to the confusion brought about by
differences in dialectal usage; 8o

ubongo * brain't gocurring only as ( proto-Bantu class) 14

- - m———

utaya fcheek'/Jaw's 11/10 in Kimvita, but ocaurring as
5/6 ( = taya / matays ' jew'y jawbone') in Kiu’nguias

ucle * illness's marked as 14 only in Eiunguju. In
 Kimvita 1t 18 ( proto Bantu olass) 9 ( ndwele )
This"olmmremhanagﬂuubemamd_g-
plural in the standard dialect;

uvele ' millet’, /eleupine's is shown to ooceur only as i4

Apeirangmony

. in Klonguja and only es 6 { mavele ) ingimvita;
unyssl ' grass's llflomhth dialecta, butK iunguja
~—=-=- has & specisl form manyasi ( proto Bantu class 6)

which has no singular; etc.

2e2¢2+M¢ Class prefix Vi

This is the plural class ~ marker corresponding to
class ki= { 3.2.2.4 ) in all ite aspects.

24222415, Clama m_n.
This prefix denotes the plursl class which corregponds

tos
&) _H_F‘ﬂlm (3-2.2.5) in all its aspectas and
b)  u~0lass (%.2.2,6) itoms which ave of proto-Bantu
Mu~ class origin.
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Table 2,1 Summary of Oomsponds;&oa betwesn Helban gnd

Kiswahili Classes

Helban Correspondence to Kiswahili

Class Heaning Foruo Meaning

&v=/kvwe  Autonomous and None | x By Re :
autonomous living
things

1 One of a set or Jim Ji~
of a group

g=/k=  Protruding objegts kie ki #ew

and creatures possessing
protubargnt parts

1= Objects treated with - )‘_"(‘ inale, me“'i?ﬂ
respect or fear (taboo) ma~(1iquids)
Uw( abatraoty )

#« But comparable %o ProtoeBamuesCongo *gw- concord and to /g/ and [/
initials in goreko ! man' ( Pulani) and kabaks ! king' (Lugands)
Cornpmre ouém%. ah i G Mlign m@c& pez).

¥*= Comparable to Proto=Bantu *1i otill retained il Kiswahill ase
& oonoord affix for this olass.

“#%.Eapecially, as far as 'things' (tools, articles) and perascns with
defects are ., omeq.

#4wde (Por all ciasses listed hers)Gomparsble only as fer as the
sontents involved go and not on the oconoept’{gzhoo’




Heiban Corceppondence to Kiswahili
. Classes Meaning Form Heaning
li- | Flural of autonomous - Ve
1iving things in class
gwe/kve <«
3= Plural of plants and treecs

in class gwe/kw= and of all
living things in other

classes - o
W= 3et or group of things - Ba»
SR
7 d= Plural of long things D =
ny= Plurel of faboo things -
-go. Plural of personal
relationship terms - DByne RN

ey

i - {& Kiswehili class doecs not include " all living <¢things in

other classes"

swsst® . Comparable to ProteBantu preprefix *di still retained
as sl ooncord for this class in Kiswahili.

snssua® . Containing equivalents.
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2e30 COMPARISON OF THE TWO SYSTiMS

2e3el. Morphological Comparison

At a class system level, a number of olass - prefixas
in the two systems can be said to ¢orrespond morphologically. Foxr
exauple Heiban's singular class prefixasy 1-y g-/k-, and the
plural class prefix decorrespond with Kisvhahili's jie, Ki-and &elp@ml
clage~ marker n=, respectively, in the munney described below.

2.301e1s Helbau's Class prefix le and Kiswahili's prefix ji-

The Heiban prefix fom l- morphologically corresponds to
proto-Bantu (FB) amd proto-Bemie-Conge( henceforth PBO) classwli.
Kiswahili, & descendant of these langusge groups, does not itself
ahov the fau__;_;-u i%s olass prefix. The form li~ has, however,
been retained by Kisvahili as s promomina) conoord affix for its
olass ji-y vhich matohes Heiban's ;-_cms; -

2.3.1.2. Heiban's oless prefix g-/i-snd Kiavahili's class ki-

These clase prefixes show & direct correspondence,
both of then involving a velar stop. The voiced wvarisnt in
Heiban slso has its equivalent in other Bantu languages.

243.1.3. Heiban's

plursl nse;‘!-t de #nd Kiavebili's prefix ne

The Heiban class foxm here oan be said o be morphole
oglcally oorrespondent to a reconstructed FB alass 10 prefixidi~
This PB form ccours as & pre-prefix and is still being prefixed
a8 gi- to pr Olass prefix foxme in certain Bantu langusges(e.g.




‘%-

Zule inyonyi/izinyonyi * bird'), A relationship dotwsen the
lioiban prefix de- and PB (*die ne) oould be supported by the fact
that both function semmntically as plurals of some'long' items in
the languages gonocerned,

Howaver, Kiowahiliy vhioh s said to have used the
proprefix form in question ( Dolomd, opecites 98) now retains the
form 2i odly s & pronominal concord affix for its class n= wihich
matchen Helban class de .

2¢3¢1eft, Other morphologically comparable forns,

Algo regarded °T°as morphologically relevant for come
parison at a dischronic stage is Heihen's class fort gwe/kwe(2e2:l4ls)
This class, alSuough not diveotly corresponding to ite Eisvanili
counterpart = prefix me (32.2.1)y corresponds in form to & concord
ALLX *gue vhich has been reconstruated for the P22 aloss mate
ohing Heiban's ( See Do Wolf,1972t 51 )» Although the roconse
tructed clase prefix for this particular class in. the PEC systes
is shown as & vowel (a,%*o ), there is a nuwber of rcconstructed
noun forms whioh show kwe initially, and which correspond merphoe
logleally but,7ot nocessarily copiates to nouns in Helban. These

22« PBC = Protoe BeuseCongot referring %o an cutline of the
reconsiructed olass-system based on comparison of individual
languages of the Danue«Cangs group in HiserwCongo.

The outline snd the details of the procedures involved
in its roconstruotion appear in the book Houtie
System of ProtoeBenue~ Congoy By De Wolf, Pae Pouton t1971).




j/

nouns aret
PBGC Heiben PB_ Kiswahili
- #* = kwomo ‘chief! kw~oma 'man' of * kumu'chief fumo ’ohietzz'
L ] E o L L ]
* o kvasi fwoman' kw-a(1)'woman' ef«* kadi'voman' meke'woman/wife'.
* o kwon 'tredst kw-are'trec! of * g4 'tree! neti ‘treet.

gun/kweprefix for ' peraons' in Kordofenien languages has
also been comparéd £0 noun forms with initial /g&/s/¥/ such as goreko
'man'in Fjlons nd kabaka ! king' in lagands { Gregersem,1572172).

2.3 15

Another item worth considering herc is the widely
acolaimed correspondence between Kordofanian ge class and Bantu
ma~ olass { Greenberg 1963 )« It is howefer importent to indicate
at this junoture that the Kordofenisn olass in question should
appear as yw~-Although $his correstion §s not aimed st questioning
the validity of the earlier olaims, specifying this position pointe
to the existence of seversl ether environments foxr which correspone
dences ean be olaimed oconcerning these prefixes and nasals generally.

1% vas indioated earlier that the Kordofanian claszes y=
and ywe are morphologically, semantically, and numerically distinct,
and this fect needs to be empbasized for comparative purposes. It
has to bs noted, however, that both of thess olasses contain items
which in Bautu belong to dlass me-t olass y-in Heiban, for example,
containg items like yan ‘watexr', nela ‘oil', now ' galiva', gen

L 1] i i ol vl

tmilk'y 3i1e ©lass gw- contains items such as aw—on;r t eggaty l.l"‘

inena ' eheeks', eto, but all the giswahilt equj.msnts of the

23 In Kinvita dialeoct,
20 All the axamples shov the . . . sounds /n/y /2/v and

[t/ 4n the root forms,
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above-mentioned 1items (ne.wi ! wvatert, mafute ‘oil', mate'salival,
magiva ' milk'y, maeyai ' egys!, masshavu * oheeks') belong to olass
ma«, What requires uttmtion here ig the faot that it is not
necessary o treat the iiffial forms of the 3~ olass items above
and those of their Kiswahili equivalents as prefixes, The itens
concerned have bean allocated to thess olassea only on the basis
ortheaimilm‘lwoftheir ‘4&ttial forms to the class fomms in
question, md even if treatod as mdepandant word forms, these nouns
oould still be used in establishing the correspondence between their
initial forms /y/ end /u/. The environments for their osccurrence
mayy however,be regarded njdifferent from that involving the olase~
prefix forms,

2¢30146,

Mmmmuhtmmmmsmh
traced beyond their olass .prefix systems, although the two
languages are so distant « « both &eographically and in thelr
historical developments = « that little - real evidengs of
correspondence can be claimed without & werious work on theis
history., However, from a list of nouns oocllected for use in i

this study, the following examples are seen to show some morpholo-
gloally comparablo features: (These &re not necessarily cognatess)

English _
glogs Heiban Kiewahili  Proto~BEantu
Ran kv-oma Boune Lrdune
mouth 1-inya Hoayve  lnpwe
¢lan gu-are w=bari

ghade kuwol ki~vuli

leat g9ni  jent
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From these few examples it is possidle to say for certain
that the m sounds in Heiban and Kiswahili root morphemes for the
word * man} do corresponde These examples, isolated though they

- arey also point to the possible oorrespondence between nasals
generally in the two languages, This latter point, together with
the fact that nasals form the majority of classeaffix forms in hoth
systems ( = 4 in Hoiben and 6 in Kiswahili), suggests & need for
some gerious attention to these sounds. And if, as hag been claimed,
nasals ( especially /n/) in Bantu aystems ave Bantu innovations
(Welners,1973: 208), then thepointsi of divergence and oonvergence
between Bantu and Kordofanian langusges will vequire explanation.
Such study 4is beyond the scope of this vwoik,

f

24342+ Semantio Comparison.

2e3e2.1
4 substantial anount of items in Heidan olass

gv~/l~ correspond semantically to items in Kisvahili me classes
(A and B in the cutlime 2.1.2). In both languages these classes
contain living beings ocourring as human beings, animals, insects
and plants. Both Heiban end Kiawahill also inoluds soad, although
different,parta of the body in these olasses (ofsEeiban ge=iriny
' waist!y gweursl 'bladder Y, etc,with kiswehil mekia ¢ tail'y meoyn
‘heart!, mwkono ! hend*, etc.)s The inclusion of some parte of the
body in these classes may be interpreted as tmplying that in both
languages such parts of the body are aonceived of ag living or
possessing life,

L et
\
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mwi—dusum'abmmountlofu
containing ! sutonomous®, nun-mtommn- living b-iaas(paj,omg}l%?).
rupeotiwly'. In lhihan ooncepts somevhat related to these may
uummmmmtmmmy/g-w. It
45 ohserved tha$ in Heidan all noneautonsmous living objeots like
trees in clase gwe/lkws and all other living beings .allocated: to other
olasses { showing overriding of other conceptas Ses Postecriph l.4)
take olass precix je in their plural forms, The autonomous living
beings ( lumen beinge, animals, inscote) and parts of the dody in
olass gee/kwe, on the other hand, teke lieprefix in their pluruls.

Exsaplos of semantic oorrespundences betwaen items in

these cladds  eve: ;

E

English Gloes Eaiben Eigwahild i

. .

parsan ﬂ:‘;ﬂi 2‘:& a— m = /!’JVI man’m [

oweoma " C#‘S’Wﬁﬁdv $u /eﬂ[ é ;

sen | ———. m A2 . [,[u/az:z : f

medicine man Swuma Beganga ‘ . ‘

-In nye alse

ohief kwseleny getent T % w L Mbdubszrs

“free " o= {eare (pairing Eeti { pairing with mie in plura.l)
2#3;29&

Another conceptual coryvespondence is noted between the
contents of olass le in Heiban and class jiwy @ in Kiswehili, Both
these olasses eontain one of items that aocur in sete/pairs smd in
large groups, including some perts of tha dody.
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sxpmples inoludet

M_ Gloss Heiban Kiswvanili
°gg izolny Zorek.
flower }=aur _ B
grain etalk i=uboray Ptran,
trunk of tree leumm fesbing
rooster i-ugugore am
knot Lok Z=tundo

a hole leubiro m

2.3:2+3 Heiben's class ge/ir and Kiswahili's cluss ki-

These olasoes &lso contein & number of items vhieh
correspond semsnticellys This correspondence 1s noted for a
wide renge of contents much as ‘things * generslly ( toolsy
articlen, stc.) nemes of persons with defects, names of some
{nsects and birds. Concerning the pera.ns with dofeots it aay
be intevesting to note that both Heiban end Kiswehill names them
acoording to the characteristics of and/or effects uy.n the body
paxrts involved.

Exemples are!
English Gloss  Seftem Kioventlt
bucterfly  kespipir(ales noth)iipopeo
kite kenbranga kiwpengh

birdle nest  gridal Kizota
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English Heiban Kiswshils
Gloss
bush kedo (no plural) kiechaks
shoe k-aude kleatu
knife k-oda{pairing ki-su
with ny- in
plural
pos kedde( * ) cheungu
teaf goirila ki-ziwi
hunpback g-urigar Hoblongo
Plece secticn  geidria i~pande
gourd keukul(a long m)g:m'

2.3.2.4¢ Long Things

The itens Jegignated as ' long ! in the two mystoms
holans %0 Hbihnn's_ﬂr and Kiswshili's olaas un.

The following examples can be said to correapond
semantioally:

Iglish Olgss  Heiban Kisvenily
rid gedii u=bava
Jaw g=idim u~taya(Einvita dialect only)
tongue m E:L*E&
vood dourd gshe
erack feisgukatin carth) pofa
cordy string  gear usgve

W
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2-3-2;5 Abatract Houns

Abstraot nOUms ocour in Heiban's class p- and Kiswahili'e
clags u~ « In both cages these nouns are derivations from nouns,
verbs and adjectives in the two languages. The cocurrense of
abstract nouns in these classes appears to be the only factor that
is comparable between then. |

A semantic correspondence between abstrect nouns (showing
/u/ and /u/ initials) in the two aystems is nofed in the following
exanplest

English Gloss Heiben Kisvahili
witcheraft gims_ uohawi
love plaird gpsnde
stealiﬂe ures wigd

& quarrel yiduro ugoayd
foaxr gideny  poga
idleness piduna uviva

2430246+ Augnentatives, Dimdnitives and Place.

At present very few, if any, Bantm languages pousess
a separate ¢lass for augmentative nouns., In many Bantu languages
the asugmeniatives are derived by the use of 1i of F5 class 5 ( see
Yao example in 242.2.3) from the diminutive forms which such
languages appear to have eeparate clesses for (1.e.FB clasees 12
and 13). Kiswshili vhioh was noted to lack separate dimimutive
olagses seems to0 be the only example at hand making use of Ji

\
i

j
EF
|
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element ( Cf. proto- Bantu * gi of augmentative class 21, sece’
Appendix A) in deriving its sugmentatives. But like its Bantu
sounterpartsy Kiswahili allocates such derivations to PB class 5 =
done on the basis of similarity between Ji element and the clams
prefix ji-, Kiswahili then derives its diminutives o= the
augnentative forms by retaining Ji- element as a base after ki
prefix ( see 2.2.2.3) and allocates them to PB olass 7,

The augmentajive and diminutive situations described here
seel to involve & process wiich hag affected these concepts in
various Bentu class systems.

In Heiban no particulsr classes oan be said to contain
items bearing sugmentative and diminutive concepts in a mannexr
comparable to Hantu, For vhile in most Bantu languages the items
bearing these conoepis are derivations from ocertsin ocamon forms
(eege. miu'person' — o jitu ! glant! __ - Ki~jita'manikint),
in Kordofenisn langusges the items designatod angmentative and
diminutive ( 3tevenson 1956/57) ‘soen to have beun designates Lhus
‘o the dasts of their physical dses.?

Place afiixes, of vhich only one is refleoted ss a noun «
prefix in one Kiswahili dialeot ( Kimvita) in a word of foreign
origin ( pe~hali, from ¢emmonly’ used Arabic word mahall), appear
to hold very insignificant positicns in Bantu noun-class systems
generally, Eeiban ashows nothing in its ¢lass~ system that is

comparable to the concept of ' place' in Kiswahilie

2e3e287,
Some items in Heiban's cless d-~ and Kiswahilil's olass ne
correspond semantically as pluralg for long objeots,

25= Stmnn(1956/5?). for examples notesp-{aless 15) &4/ A conbams

Heminactives! in.. /ajm 1o (e bude. e ancgals? ole .
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2650248, .
Heiban's li~ olass and Xiswahili's wa~ olass are both
plural-markers for autonomous living beings in classes gue/lcw
and p~y respectively, It is only their function as plurale
marker for items aontained in these classes that is mpax‘ablg;

2e3e249,

Helban'e gu- olass and Kiswahili's mae can also be said
to be comparsble on the basis of thelr function as plural clasczes
canlaining sete and groups of objects,

243424104
Some items in Heiban's j- olass snd Kiswahilils mie

class can be aaid to correspond semantically as plurals of none
autonomous living objeots.
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Zelbe OUHCLUSIL M1t B
The direot and indircot morphological end siemantic corre-
spondences vhich have been cited extensively above suggest that
soae relatlionships exist between these two isolated descendants
of the nsually postulated Benue » Congo and Kordofanian languages
groupse.Nonetheless , ~ beceuse this study has considercd ouly one
aopect « = the noun « olass system - « and that synchronically, it
is safe to sssume only that these languages have related noun
clans aystens,

As has aleo been noted sbovey further elucidation of
the histories of Heiban snd Kiswahili in particular, snd of thelr
language ~ groupings generallys 4s necessary Lor establishing the
extont and nature of the relationships which are intimated by this
study. In this respect, this thesis represents sn exwmple of the
detailed linguistic date - analysis which sects vital £or postu~
lating genetic relaticnships smong languages, and £illing the gap
in Afvicen linguistiocs noted by Daiby (19701147 « 371). The
entablishwent of systemetic nounwclass relationtyipns across the
large mmber of lmiguages thought t0 be genstically wituin the
Bamue= Congo and Kordofenian langusge groups : would seom to be
a logicsl outoome of this thesis.

The table which follows exemplifies the types of data
and correspondence with which euch further study would be concerneds




- 69 -

Kordofanisn Bantu Plateau Grosa- Jukunoid Bantoid

PBC PB (Beiben) (Kiswahili) (Irigve) (aow (Kuteb) (T4v)

o

"y oy *0* Hmy, w/ﬁz - ay M Ow . 'm

11 #14 1 ;}Iﬂ i lee ri« sl
il i gk i # ke e

+Eua*sw~oamrd:.

ﬂomrm:mmmummmwmrmutu
this alass.

mﬂua_limnoord.

These dirdot correspondsnces, in addition to those exsmined
at length in this thesis, suggest . that Greenberg's classification
of Kordofanian and Niger-Congo as separate units of Niger-Kordofanisn =~
and of Bgmue » wﬁmmmtoth--mummmt.
Kordofanian, rather, seems to be related closely to Benue«Congo, snd
may even be mmummxmx-m grooping. Should this
prove to be the csse, this msgoutionwulabethamt significant
contribution of this thesis to Af#ican historicsl and comparative
1inguietioss |
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POSTSORIPT

CRITICAL

ROUN=-CLASSESs .4 ZRIEF SURVEY
%

1.1, HouneClass Languages

The notion of noun-olass has been recognised for o
Mbwoflmumdhmtohawamwumlogm
and syntactic realisations and semantio bages ( Dixon 19681106) .
loun-olusmtmhnohmmmm:wwuetu
lnrgnpmmrtionﬂ'mlmlmlg Muatottholnm.
mdummmmmwtmmmmmmu
the continent poughky in the areas south of the Equator « although
mnmmuummmwmmmmg
iike the Khoisan groups in SoutheWast Africs snd ocentral Tange
ania are alge found. A substential mmber of lengusges in Vest
mxwmnwmmmmtmmcm@-m
been oongidered to show remnants oy lessl developed forms of noune
Glusmtm;intheﬁubnﬁwntammo:thommmu
also & small but imporiant group of noun-olass languages and
towards the north of the continent there are mones whigh ine
Olude languages noted to show both the noun~classes and genderd
in their structures ( Tucker: and Bryanl966 : ygg), Noun-alagges
have aleo been established in languages outaide Afriecs =
*Speclally in iustralias perts of Central Ameriom, and the
Caucasus,

l= For the definition of gmder See 1,2.1.
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Earlier studies of African languages possessing nouns
oless systems were essentislly centred on the Bantu group. This
group of langunges has boen considered important in the olassification
of Africen langusges in thst 1% shovs a substential smount of linguistio
homogeneity of noun~class gystems and gramatical functions(Welmers,
19731159), snd involves a huge population = « estimated to be over
sixty million. Meny Bantu languages are also sacn to bave a large
aumber of nown-olassesy & fact vhich has been Tegarded by soue
soholars as showing the maxioum development of 3Jlasses in thess
systems = = espocially when vieved in relation to others which show
only & few clussess But although nouneclasses have vemained & *Fately
typioal oriterion® for the claseiffoaticn of the Bantu groupy this
group has more recently been conaidered merely & subseotion within
n:mammmmmmmmn( Cxeenberg,
1965).  Alfhough the affinity of these mmercus lengiages had been
sensed a long time ago, it is Greenbarg whoy basing his argument
upen the clsssifying affixes as well as pronominal elmta(cg.cih.m)
and intending to establish & genatic relationship, grouped them inte
the family vhich he called NigereGongoe

1.2, Definition of noun-classes.

T T e
Bt T Lo

mmmmnuammmmrmwmw
hngungeahuouatmrﬂybmbmdonmotitsswerdm
cteriatio fqatures; A nouneclass is indicated by the ooourrenoe
of affixes wvhich are sttached to most noun stemsy snd of the

2« This powever, is not the only criterion in clessification of
languages » othe;‘-hi:otor- such as lexical relationship are
also used ( of Greel _311963:%).
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Concordial  affires which mark the agreemsnt between the nouns and
the other srammatical catogories {n the syntactic struoture, A
noun~class is also noted to show some degree of semantic . correlstion,

Solwlmhawertmdiftmmthurchoiuefmwomof
these features to use as & bage in defining nouneclasg, Nost of
the early studies often dealt with nominal afrixes in desoribing and
analysing noun~classes but the majority of recent studies have.
tondedhlhovmmmsﬂmtotammuuhnnfermmug
noun-classes, The semantic properties, on the other hand, have in
rost muhmrmdnmimmmhutmwmumtua
basle for definition,

Thommmrtmmguﬁermntthourumlhandn
differed socording to each scholar's chofce although they generally
&ppear %o be technical in mature, De Wolf (1971) for axample
favours noainal affm-wthomdlthsttbvmo the category of
gender selective. KHeing ( 1968)s on the other hand, prefers to
base his definition of noun~classes on oconoord begause * it helps
reduce the mmber of elasses considerably * ( opsote, 5,6)>,
sim;rlytechuminmmu She definition deriving from &
nmticbuhvhuhumthemmhuun "tha!_»‘lnb-ordor.tng
in the quality of beings* ( Burton end Kirk 1976:161),

However, the difference among scholars over which noun-glags
feature should be taken as a bagis for definition is sesn here to
ummummnymemaxmmmwmm

-

3« This, probably, concerns the nouns which have zerc-affix but
vhioh ghare aonvord with nouns in other classese When concord

is used a5 a bagis 1€y become classified with such nouns instead
of being kept in separate classes,
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distinguishable elements in a noun-class system, a faoctor which seems
to projeot each of these elements as shoving some truth acceptable as

basic to the notion of nmrlm--»olt.euws4 Prompted by this fact, some
scholars have suggested recently that several of those elements

should be taken together when defining noun-classes. Velners{1973);

for example, writes in this connection and with reference to Bantut

* Bentu noun-olasses must be distinguished

and defined, therefore, not aimply by nouneprefixes
but in addition by morphemes:isuch &8 the pronoun
prefixes « » « which atend in general sgreement or
ooncord with nmoun-prefixes, It is the combination
of the roun prefixys and the concordial worphezes
that 4g Significant® (oDs oi14162,163)s

It is known, howsver, that in eay acun~class system there
mmmﬂdhmtmmmﬁ.aﬁﬁxeu-m
conoordial affizes do not universally characterize all noun=
class systcast these facts appear to leave intact the queation
of the bags which could provide & universally applioables defini~
tion of moun~classess Howaver; the position of nouneclasees as
o syntactic phencmencn showing either one or several of the
elmntthquutiunmtobemonlyrelmtatmm
factor in distinguishing these systoms from other systems of
language - gtructure.

8- This faot remains despite the expreased necessity for the
linguist to select the most suitadle element of all the
elemonts that offer themselves. But euch & selection is
umwmmmmtmmmumu:
noun-olasses ane is out 7o enalyse.
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1.2.1: " Nounwclasses" and " Gender'

The usage of the terms " noun-class" and ™ gender" in
Ba.ntu studies has been a subject of great controversy.

Gend.er which is generally understood to denote ox at
least to include & sex basis,( Lestrade 1948 : 176)was used by
the early Hantuists ( Guthrie ,1948) to refer to noun-olasses.
Guthrie ( gp.oit.) also talks of " one=/two ~ class genders" with
reterenoemdolassas sout Dixon (1968) . considers gender as a
*particular instance of the category noun~clagg."

Howevery although the use of the term gender to refer
0 noun~classes has now been accepted, it is noted that its use
with the implication of sex « correlation ramaing unsuitable for
Bantu and other noun~cless languages $hose classes shov no
s#mantic correlation with gex. The applicability of gender
to these.: languages will be discussed in detail below,

1.3. Elenents of a Nouneclass Syatan;

A noun-cless is seen to be complex in nature in that
it " comprises various distinguishable and yet closely inter-
locking elementg " { De Wol.f)aé'-cit.. 27 De Violf 1lists these
elemaenis as the ghape of nominal affixes, shape of concordial
affixew; number 5 Ppaired noun affixes, peired-concordial affixew,
gender and semantic properties. In describing and analysing a
noun-class system, De Wolf thinks it is poesible to take these
elements either separately or conjointly. Howevery he further
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notes that the results of any analysis of noun-classes depend on
the mumber of these elements taken into socount ( ibides 27 )e

In this study it is considered necessary, firat, to
desoribe separately some of the main elementa appesring in the
preceding list, Later, howevery & conjoint treatment of some of
these features will be provided in an ettempt to explain some
outstanding oases.

1¢5.1. Kominal ALfixes

1t has been observed in Bantu languages that very large
nmbeﬂotmmfemmhereadmmmu oonsisting of &
prefix and a stem ( Welmers opsgites 166)e But also in this
pame group of languages, mmmam-mtmotsamglo
noun form which includes two, three, or even four different class
px.-«fi.:r.vu5 in & sequence (ibid, 168).

Other nominal affix characteristios s&re also noficeable
in certain nouneclagss languages outside Bantue For exaaple
Hoffmen ( 1967), observes in connection with the nominal affix
systems in Vest Afriocan languagest

* smongst the West African languages there are

gsome using only olass prefixes (e.g Kambari and &
number of other Nigerian 1snguages), some using enly
class saffixes ( e.g. meny of the Cux languages, Tulay
Longudas e%tc.) and some ueing voth profixes end
suffizes in varying degrees ( e.g. Tiv in Bigeris)®

( opsoites 252).

L

5~ Most Kiswahili nouns, for example, oonsist of a pre
a stes,0.g. wotu * person.’ Two prefixes and a stenm ave
found in o andu langusges such as Subs O« .ntn 'parsont ,
while thres prefixes are seen in Zulu clag e
before & stem, as in iegienyeonyl ' birds’,
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Hoffman and others also note that Fula uses olass suffixes but
has a system of stem~initial oconsonant permutations whioh hae been
viewed as probably showing " & trace of & former presence of noune
class prefixes directly velated to the present class sufiixes *
(1bid.) «  Heiban, a Kordofanian langusge which is to be oompared
with Kiswahili, uses prefixes end a guffix,

Most of the formal presentations of nominel affixes of
various noun-class languages have usually indicated enly one prefix
or suffix forms The other affix forms noted sbove have, in zost
Gasesy been ignored. The main reason for aoverlooking these extra
atft:;fom‘nmtoln thomadainmmmrhmﬁ
an overall view of the total noun-olass mtmitonl:tnt
gross vay " ( Welmers ,0pscitey 166} 4n their presentations. A
bressntation of this sort is sesn to have been wvidely used in
oomparative studies which wsually aim at specifying only those
elements that are comparable in different lenguages, The compae
rativist approach to noun~class analyses has,hovever, been -
Togarded as awvkward, leaving unanswered many questions in the
synohronic desaription ( Bemnett 1970:49),

Eovever, soms of thess omitted affix forms have proved
significant in deeper analysem of certain diachronio and synchronic
aspocts of noun-clas forms, It is noted, for example, that " a
semantic distinction based on the presence or absence of & 'preprefix!
vowel ( & reflex of protoeBantu prefix) is attested in a few Bantu
lenguages” ( Welnerg,opsoltes 168)s The stemeinitial consonant
permutation previously noted to ocour in FPula also evidences the
significant position such forms may hold in any deeper analyis
of class fomsé
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The ooourrence of several prefixes before sone stems in
Bantu langueges { See footmote 4) has often led to & demand that
one of thez be used in analysing a noun-dlagss VWelmers notes in
this comnection that * in such ceses a stem vith one prefix is
taken: a9 & * base' and t0 this entire base a further prefix is
addeds such a fors may then bde treated as a base to whioh another
prefix is added " ( 1u4d)e  The Ji element in Kiswahili ( @
protoeBantu * gi),wihose positicn has been ocontroversial is used in
deriving augnentatives in Kiswahili, However, this sane ji is alee
apparent in the diminutive forms of Kiswshili, being retained after
s dininutive darivative prefix kie and has alvays boeon treated an
s prefix in sugmntative darivations as well as a ' hese' in
dininutive darivations. These faots 1ed De Wolf (1971s 38 ) to
consider this slament to be sn ‘aberration'y especially in conneotion
with sugaentative plurals vhere it is also retained after a plural
prefix. However, when used in deriving sugsntatives,; this element
is treatsd as an integral part of the word while in the sase of
diminatives £t .o - seen t0 imply that diminutives in Kiswahili
aro only derived from the slready wugnented forus K wee 22,23},

1-}. 32 Subolasses

The aystematic presentation of nominal affixes for various
class aystems has brought about other nominel alase affix forms
m&ehmn:urmwhmumsn The tora subclass is

PIRRF U - e S

6.~ The tem ' subolass' appsars in F.leDs Winston's paper " The
nominal class aysten of Lokd % ( 1962158) and is used with a
similer implication.

i
i




being adopted here to refer t0 & subdivigion of the traditional
classes. They form a fov ! classes’ which Welmers noteg t0o have
bcmfaundinonh;rwlmagunddedto the list Lirst drawn
up by Meinhof, The ProtoeBantu 1ist of prefixes ( See Appendix 4)
shows only five such classes: 1la and 2a ( added by C.Doke), 2b
and 8x ( added Yy D. Cole) end 6s ( added by Welmers), but similar
class lubd;.v:lsiou havs alse been recently listed for individual

languages.

Beanett ( 1970 ) notes that subclassification in recent
vorks meMme"thoutetmmhcungutrmofn
prefix* { opsoits49)s and that such elasses are given mabers
detmbytmtotatradtﬂoml amu&m'mymu
concords. It is observed, however, that the majority of muoh olasses
{ four out of five) 1n the protoeBentu 1ist have prefixes, This e
also true of the exsmples listed for individual languages « whigh
clearly suggests the existence of other oriteria for determining
such classes,

When Welmers identified Ga, he did 80 on distributional’
and smtiemmduuhohumtedﬁtohﬂplmlmnnguth
5,ut 6a a8 numerically neutral, indioating liquid masses,
Classes 2a and 2bin the proto~Bantu 1ist ( reconstructed as
* 9a and do, respectively only show a phonological difference
from proto-Bantu ( FB) 2 (va ), asd are said to be " very nearly
in a complementary distribution among Bantu languages *( Welmers,

7= . % « identifi 6e { jie/ma=), 7a/Ba (iciii~
%ﬁeﬁdﬁﬂaﬂ?ﬁ;‘fﬂ Kiawahi?ali?vﬂe haﬂ" ea:a;e; (g&) gt~/
(

tified 58/Za  nae/acine~), 16 /20 ( f-/acie) arid-Sif6e
likeme/mpkame) £oF Yage
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OpsSites 166). Classes 8 and 8x ( FB *ui and *1i respectively)
d4ffexr in form, but are also said to be very nearly in oonplemente
ary distribation, although the latter 18 absent from Western Bantu.

On the basis of the preceding infomation, one finds it
reasonsbls to viev the majority of the subdivigions of classes in
the proto-Bantu 1ist simply as formal atalectalvariants of certsin
established nominal prefix formss Were this the main basis for the
recognition of subclasses, it is aiffioult to mee how guoh sube
divisions can be applied to single affix forms established in
4ndividual languagesi endy umtortheumonlzphomm@d
or morphological varients, one fails to 8se how the semantic factor
applies especislly vhan semantis heterogeneity oontinues ta be
sckuovledged as an aspect of wost classes,’ |

1.3,3 Other variant affix forma.

The other veriant affix forms ooourring in all npoune-class
languages aret

4} ellomorphie variations for certain established affix
forma, usvally determined by environmenta in which the
affix FOXR occurss

11) the absence of affixes fron certain noun stems - 8
feature gensmlhmmwmtmbeenwmda

" gero morpheme."

R

‘S These are shown as forms vhiech ocour in certain dialects onlye

Theixr position, therefore, differs from that of the allomorphiec
variants discussed in le3eJe ‘

9. For ¥elmers' 6m and whiteley's subolasses recognised for
Kiswshili, neclmmlyuammmmmm
positions are ques

Tag s——

Y By e S T

]
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Allomorphs of nominal affixes ¥

Most of the established affix forms in various nouneclass
eyatems shov allomorphic variations'C which ave due o the phonole
ogical conditioning of the affixes by the initial sounds of the
stems to which they become sttached. Most affizes vary according
to vhather they precede a vowel or a oonsonant. Such veriations
sre usually easily predictable through articulatory processes, tut
these proceeses may at times become very ocomplex indeed, yielding
sounds vhioh may not be easily accounded for.  There sre
variations which have lost some of their sounds =nd others for
vhich totally new sounds have appeared, Kiswahili, for example,
is saan to have lost one or more sounds in words 1ike muse 'husband!,
mungy ' godty moto ' fire'y and obtained a new sound in a word like
meno ' teoth' ( from ma +ino)t ¢his haa led to such words being

‘cqnsiderod excsptional or irregular,

Hevertheleas, ths presentation of various allomorphie
forms for all affizes ooucerned in a system has always been
sonsidered possible. Theix ugual .mm/infam presentations
has largely been due to the previcusly cited desire of some
scholers to present only the overall systems. Occasionally,
hovever, their presentation may prove cumbersome, especially in
cases where one affix form ( like n~ in Kiswahili) happens to show
several allomrghtc forns,* '

10« For Heiban and Kiowahili varients see l.lod,end l.2.4,
reapectively in Chapter 1,

11~ Heine { 1968t3,4 ), however, menaged %o present such class
allomorphs for Bagils. His prezentation shows, for exsmple,
5 allomorphs for Basila olase A/Bi, 3 for class ¥/A, 2 for
clase u/I and 1 for class BU/A.
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the Zero A.t‘fi_;

It has been custcmsry for scholars to posit & zero/B)
feature for those nouns vhich do not show any affixes. The
position of ! zero' in such instances hag, however, been very
controversialt Bennett (1970), for exsmple, obeerves that " it
is in many vays unsatisfactory to treat nothingness, Gsasn
morpheme, a unit in the structure of language w ( opegitss 53)
butndﬂlthat“thﬂsmtohmothermtomtw
these classes morphologicallyy thus one is foroed to recoe
sn-ig.thﬂuMMﬂnthcmhofmmﬂ ,eeca® &E—“' )

Inthuattampttomdyuthosmuituﬂauauma
in & olass systcm, it is considered appropriate ~to limit the
socourrencs of this featurs to nouns. Bennett's extension of this
feature to repressnt seversl (#) classes in Kilkuyu is secn here
_nmnemmummmummahmgm
For Bennett, vho based his snslysis on oonoord, no recognition
should have been given to such dlaeass ARhe firet place, sinoe
these are the types of " classes” whi.t;h an snalysis so based aims
atpmm-rmmsmmmtmmmmﬂlvammw
belong with=%iwse with which they agree in concordt—soancord in
guch instances becomes sn identifying fastor rathor than a diste
inguishing ones It is observed in this comnection that all nowns
lacking affixes sgres in goncord only with those nouns belonging
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to classes whose affix forms have a serp a8 their allomorphic
varuntlz + In Bantu, for example, a&ll the nouns shoving the
absence of affixen morphologicaliy belong only to either one of

the three protoe~Bantu classes § ( * de )13. QC *ng ) anle(ﬁ_:l._ﬂo)t

IZ-Mamhhtmalwwmo}unlmmothﬂm

Bonta, For exmauple, Tiv ( Bentoid ) has zero ge sn allomorph

of its class 1 { HOU). Hedben ( Kordofanian ) also has
! Zaro' as an allomorph of its olass 1 (gwe/kw-); and, of the
4 ! Zero grefixes ' which Hoffmann { 1987: 242 £1.) marks
tcrw(&lmshmmm-mamcm).
one ( #f = 1% ) 15 cleerly an allomorph of S or C~ ,
all of which arc shown to be plurals of V=, The others
(ainsuhrﬁ,'v")audusplumﬁ-‘a“)olmlyfomm
suffix case, Although Hoffmamm regards this plural suffix
of animate nouns as & " further ont of the noun-class
already indicated by the prefix * o 0itey 240), the
situation is quite comparadble to Fuls ixes vhich are
treated as suffixes mlthough shoving * & stemwinitial consonant
perantation.® It is therefore only the remaining one (g~*u*)
vhid;.anthgbuauotlhitoddatumtheum;muntad

for hexe.
13- iven the examples ithe/ma~ithe father', and aa~-hi
' strength! listed Bi'ﬁéiﬁiﬁ'f mt.: 52455 a8 Tm"ﬁﬂﬁs

$0 group Ac and C4 ( PB classes 1 and 3 ) respectively in his
table I, are morphologically prote~Bantu olass S5 items, The
retention of the latier in that clasa, even concoxdially, is

highly doubted here,

 Clare)'ts tn Gt
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The prefix forms of these classes in most individual Bantu
languages have garo‘m a3 their p;‘econsonanmls alliomorph. In
Kordofanisn languages, and Heiban specifically, class 1 (gu=fiu=)
has & gero allomorphy It 45 this class which accomnodates 1OR<
affixed nouns.

It seans therefore that in these olrcumstances Zero
need be regardsd only as sn sllomorphic aspeot whose aoourrence
with certain specific olass prefixes allows for the absorption of
noneprefixed nouns into the olasses concerneds Ify therefore,
a morphological dlstinotion of nonesffixed nouns ( not’ ‘olaast )
is niouaary in a Boeclags system, a zerc may be indicated as an
‘allomorph for nominal affixes representing nominale with which
the non-affixed nouns agree in concord, ‘

le3.4. Peiring, Gender and Number

_ The formal presentation of the nominal affix forms has
often demanded a precise method of enumeration. Wolmera(1973)
degoribes the method which has been in use for such a purpose in
Bantu langusges as followst

* In many Bentu langusge grammars,accordinglydt has
bean consideredconvenient %o say that a pair of profixes —
singular and plural,repraeenta one ' c¢lasa' of nounsi

lie The three clagses are confirmed in Eiswehili by Whiteley (1967)
4n the statement:'ero aflfixes are possible only in three
classes " ( opsoites 163), He lists these as 5¢ 9 and 10.

15« Inmoatothsrmtheaummicmmnma&tohn
prevocalie feature (Gf.Welmers,opssitss 166«
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in addition there may be some ' classes' vith only
one prefix reflecting the identity of singular or
plural or the absence of mumbriocal distinotion"

( ope oit,, 161 ).

b

In synchronic studies, olass has been defingd as " a set of
nouns of a given eoncoxd shwingagivenpraﬂmdmoz'phem“
{ Bennett opycit.y 5 )o Pairing has been defined as * a 884 of two olase
components ;;n-;;ituﬁ.ns one gender " ( Da Wolf OpsBitey 43)3
and De Woll 52¢S6 thig set to signal singular end piural alternation,
as wall as olasg, o

However, thamiﬁouc!upairadutnansntuymm
queationed recentlys Welmers (1973). : for exanple, notes that
! pair' is only evident statistically and ‘not on any formai fl..iasis,-
although most noun prefixes in Bantu languages function as members of
8 singuler « plural peir, La agrees, newertheless, that’for some
pairs there is at least a partial semaniic Worrelation( OPecitey 161),
Bennett (1970), on the other hand, thiske that pairing is irrelevant
%0 olass and questions the part pluralization Plays in determining
olaes affiliation, '

Bennett's statements about yluralisation regquire some coeordingtion
before any compent can be msdet he notes pluralisation ( in Kikuya)
to be somparatively easy to prediots ¢ is for him only a formal
change caused by mbstituting one prefix for another. He aocordingly
defines gender or pairing as ? a set of nomn stems belonging to one
specified class and group in the singular and another in the plurai*
( op;ci_.t..‘sll, eaphasis supplied). Finally, Banngti= for reasons

L LT TP

such ap irregularities in pluralisation and its sinilavity to various
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types of derivation in Kikuyu « suggests the separation of this
process from olass, if it has to be desoribed at all.

The separation which Bennett thinks necessary here raises
questions sbout hie conoept of these processes in relation to class.
For instance, apart from the prefizes which Bennetinotes to accom=
pany these processes { pluralization and derivation) and which vhen
substituted or added lead to * s semantic change and a shifé in
group of the nouns conocerned * ( 1bid.), vhat else is there

desaription or‘- a noun~class system and yet separable Irom, and
jrrelevant o, class? '

, The rnsuqmtion of these procssses is only posaible by
way of affizes which sccoupeny them and upon vhich the groupings
of the nouns congerned are basedy what is seen to be inconsistent
in Bennett'a position is that although he acknovledges the necesslity
of determining ¥ the prefix mworphemes in queation,™ bho goes
ot to base hic.definition of pairing on " & set of noun atems."
Such a position could be understood to imply & sarked significence
of noun sfems{ a8 opposed to that of nominal affixes ) in the anal-
ysis of nouns in & nounwalasss the noun stems are, DOWever, not
e olass characteristic, and although various invarisble stema (from
which different nouns having different affixes and thus belonging
%0 different classes,derive ) arve known to exiat, thoir positicn as
a point of reference when snalysing a class is irrelevant. Yet
it 4is this irrelevancy which Bennett seems %o attribute to the
processes which he notes to influance the atems,
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Pluralization is secen to have a significant role . )
in certain noun-class languages, In leiban ( the Kordofanisn langusge
under study), for example, one particular plurel class prafix is i
often used to pluralize all items whioh are basically related but
are allocated to different classes on the basis of various concepts. j
Heiban's ol.au Je 18 one such classy mnd pluralizes, for example,
81l itens refarring to P12%t3, the singular olass kw-/gw- as well
a8 those referring to plant products ( fruit, wooden articles,eto)
in the singular alass ke/g-. These classes contain items vhich
thesselves becone pluralized by other class prefixesl’ - - which
may be interpreted as s distinctive role for plural prefixes in
this language. A survey of Tiv ( Bantoid) which Arnott ( 1967149)
notes to show " two or three plural colassas corresponding to any
given singular olass” may reveal a situation similar to that in
Heiban conceyning the role of plurel prefixes.

What secms to have evoked oonoern sbout pairing in noun-
olaas languages is the ocourrence, in most classes, of what Armott
(1967) terms " abstrast, collective and other nouns to whioh
Bennett, for example, picks one of the classes (PB (» H;)“oi-au or
group F'in his presentation) known to contain these categories
of nouns and surmises ¢

o

16« There argy for example, items ip Heiban's ge/ke class such ss
k'"_b-‘%i armpit!, k-abi.no. leyelid! ; geu ' breast! etu.,vh:l.ch
«prefix In plural and othen such geile ' shoulder',

' ekt 5:95& ' ear', keibo * wing', eio.}vhioh pair

viﬂa,y- in plural, { For detni.ls seo Chapter 2 Section 2 ).
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" A noun in group F whether plural or oollective,
whatever its singular if any . whether the singular
prefix is present or absent, whether the plural of 4
derivative abstract or otherwise, behaves exaotly the o
sane oconoordially as do all other nouns in growp ¥
}‘( w&og 54)*

He uges this point of view to argue ssainst pluralization
and derivation, both of which he considers to be irrelevant %o &
consideration of class. But vhat peems 40 be worth inveatigating
further here is whether or not number is involved in making ell
mminmhtolulhehawmotlythesm.

It has been observed that nounwclass and mmber are generel
linguistic categories which are notionslly quite distinot bub that
class and number may not be separable syntactically ( Dixon 19681
112), Dixon notes in this connection that  thus in many Afriocan
langusges ' nouneolasses’ is used to refer to a conflation of |
olass and mumber * ( ibids) In the traditional studies, &
noun~class has customarily been viewed ss mmerically either
singular or plural only. However, in recent studiea ( of.velmers
1973) the texm ' neutral! hes been introduced and applied to cases
involving the categories of nouns in the example above, and this
nas led to various mumerical interpretations of nounw<lasses and of
each of their content items. For exsmple, Welmers marks as
numerically neutral five out of tvanty-three clauses 1isted for
proto-Baatu, and divides olass 6 (FB *ma ) into twoi class 6
which he marks as ' plurall', and 6a-~ which he considers to be
neutral, the former containing countable items while the latter
oontains * 1iquid mass.* Welmers further marke two ( or even all
the three) number labels’’ for sach of the few olasses ooourring

s S

17~ rér example, he marks class 13 as " plural / nsutrel™y class
14 as * singubax/pl meutral®y and class 19 ss * singalsr/
plural * ( gp.oit. 165).
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in  the Proto-Bantu list, implying that the items are aumerically
different in e:ch of these classes.

The issue which is less eagy to ocomprehend is what g
numerically neutral objeot is in the English language., Although it
is always possible to view abstract, mass or collective neuns as
numerically neutrsl, sugh neutrality seems only a peychologioal
impression - « which can not attain syntactic expression. For
example, while it i $ossible to view an objeot like water in
English a8 ‘Milierigally heutral its syntaotic use with the
auxiliary * 48" implies its treatment as & single unit, end thus
8 mmerically singuler, In Kisvahili, liquid mass is syntectically
treated vith plural elements and is thus perceived as plural, while
abstracts receive singular trb;mt' syntactically, and thus are
singulsr; ia Heiban, both liquid mass and abstract nouns belong to
& singuiir clase ye.

Aooordingly; numbexr gppem to be the feature viioh causes
uouns to behave in a consistent manner, for all nouns ( inoluding
‘abstraots' ‘oollectives' snd any other ) are nugerically realigable
only ss singular or plurals although all singuler nowns /s 7707 fave
Plural forms - - and vice versa, ’

in concluding this eubseotion, it seems reasonable to
accept Tattirie's (1967) approach to pairing WHLoh-first lists the
prefixes which are generally congidered to be singular and marks
the prefixes with which thay uaua.uy paire In this 1list ( opscit.,
346,347) it 18 indicated that s singulaxr olass - prefix may™prees
aay not peir with any one or more plural prefixce, This is as
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true of Bantu as it is of other nown~class language groupe ( see
the proviously cited Heiban snd Tiv exaaples). This approach
certainly satisfies the " semantic, statistiocal and pedagogioal
conditions which Welmers sees to be the only merit in the psiring
of forms. Otherwise " sach singulsr and esch plural [ olass]
prefix has to be individually dsuecribed in eny case " as { Welmers,
opeCitey 192) suggestes

YRR

1038 Concoxrd

Concerd has been defined as ® system in which two or more
sets of inflexional class affizes ( indlicating gender and nuaber )
are attached to different lexical items,provided these lexical
items cOBprise the noun stems of the class laHGUAES involved snd at
least one type of modifiers or substitutes of these nouns* ( De Welf,
Oﬁoﬂtn 41). ‘

In his study of Kiswahill, HMadan ( 1921) noted this
langusge %o have two distinat sets of concord,vhich: made Kiswahill
wore difficult than those having only one set. He further posited
one of these ooncord setuli the pronoun set - as entering far more
widely into the structure of the language " Ep.cites m) .

Madan's appreciation of the extent to which concard enters
into the grammaticel structure of the language is- notevorthy for
this sbudy because it involves the fundamental espects relating to
conoord in particular and to nouneclass systeas in general, Conocord

18~ For the way ! set' is used for concord in these languages
refer to Chapter 1 seotion 2 and its footnote 11.
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has often been used in defining nounealassess Heine's ( 1968)
view that the definition of noun-olasses based on concord helps
reduce the nunber of classes considerably confirms the view
advanoed by De Wolf that when each element of g noun~olasgs is
taken inte consideration, different zesults are obtained, This
view,also shows the manner in which the greater number of noune
clagses « o distingutshed on the basis of noun-affixes end to which
problems of precise Presentation have often been attriiuted o
eould be handled to reduce inocovenienges, However, the role of
concoxd in Uatingukshing and defining nouneclesses has been
seriously challenged,

Wmmm-ﬂun langusges has found that
they differ greatly in the wvarious aspeots which are related to
oonoords while .some.show concordial elements of various typos.and
quantities, the others show none st a1l iy contims, at
least, that a noun-glass langusge does not have %o passess concord to
be a noun~clags W.m However, what bas kept ( and nay
aontinue to keep ) concord prominent in disoussions of those noune
¢lass systems which havs concord is ite undoubted funotion in
indicating sgreement within the btroad atructurs of languages.

As far as the distinotive and the definitive funotions are

19« De Wolf (1971) obuerves that there are " 3 few Bmu-constﬂ
languages without concord® ( 9p: 0lt., 29)s Elugbe (1975) waya
of Degemat *Tmummmatwmomﬁegm-u"
{opsoity ,226) ( Degema is an Edo Language belonging to the
Eastern section of the Kwa branch of Niger-Congo).

20« This is the position taken by Gerhardt (1968-1969) quoted in
De Wolf ( opy eit., 35).
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concerned, conccrd has often becn introduoced only when and where
the characteriatics of nouns have proved to be inadequate in deter-
mining their olass memberships This has always been the case with
nouns which do not show any affixes, snd those whose affixes have
geveral variant foams. But while there may continue to exist a
need for this function of oconcord in distinguishing noun-classes,
the latter assertion by De Wolf that * all that is necessary is
that the membership ef a given noun to a givem gendar ¢ategory
must be shown by the noun itself * ( op. gite, 35) appears to demy
it & roles '

The noun is always considered a combination of stem and
affixes, and where the affixes are mot °'°""a mero ( ¢)feature is
often assigned to the pronominal position. But, while the emphaais
upon the affixes making the " cztegory - of gender selective® may woll
justify the exclusion of comoord, > De Wolf's suggestion that 1t is
only the affixes which determine ", true nouneclass system "(ibid.)is
guestionable, The main argument here is that the oconecordisl
norphemes ( where they oscour), although occasionally showing forms
differing from those of nominal affixes and tims being considered
distinet, are vary closely interlocked with the latter. For this

. 2le  De Wolf cumits concord in order to sllew the inclusion(into
his analysis aimed at reconstructing a protoeclass systen:
from features shown by a substantial number of languages)

fof those languages that do menifest ths full exray of class
prefixes with nouns manifesting these gendsr olasses but
shoving no concerd " { op.oitsy 35) It should not, however,
be forgotten that the absence of the concordisl elements in
these languszes has continued to be regarded as being due to
their loss through the tendenay towards the simplification of
the noun~class systems.
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Teasony one wonders wi.ether they should not also be considercd as
characteristios of the noun itself in the brosd structural contexts
of these languages. Indeed, no matter how selective the affixes
ey make the ocategory of gender, the fact remains that they limit
the description of a noun-class systes to nouns. But a true noun-
class aystem necessarily involves the structure of the language
congorned and thus can only be fully established when all disting-
uishable elments connected with such a system are included in its
desariptions Accordingly, s logicel optionm is to txy to determine
precisely hov all these elements oan satisfactorily be inoluded im
& desaription. So far, there has been en acceptable attempt to
utilise some of the slements unloaked®™ in analysing particular
aspects of nouneclass systemsy Wt there still remaing a need to
answer vhat Bennett has termed " many questions in synéhronic deserd.
ption  of nouneclass systems. |

. -

1.4 The Semantic Properties of noun-msm

There are & mmber of studies which have attempted to shov
the semantic properties of nouneolasses, sand this topic is as
popular as it is controversial.

22~  vhat i3 termed Y unlocked utilization of elements refers
to cases where only ane of the noun<class elementsis selected
for use in achieving the aims one sets for his study. in
example here is De Wolf's exclusiocn of concord when he mets .
out to eatablish the noun~class (gyatein OF pratosBome=Congo.

He only uses noun class affixes for this purpose.
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The oorrelation between classes and ideas was first questioned
by Guthrie ( 1948) who categorically stated that “there 1s no corre-
lation of genders with sex reference or with any other olearl,y def-
ined ides® ( op. cites 15). later writers { Lestrade 1948. 3 Worsley

1954) eriticized Guthrie for this statement, noting that he
contradicted himself in this same work. Dixzon (1968) later noted:

* Although noun-classes are recognized as &

syntactic phenowenon _.ee it is an empirical fact
thatthwnuhmnamdmodmmm
Mm" ( op. _cites 117)e ’

mt;mtohethtrulm.hnwm.hmmm
sensntic correspondence can Fave its rules established in the same
manner as those of gonder. It is widely imown that in genler
Wmnthhmmﬂuepttmhmﬂm
which sre realised as masculing, feminine, and neuter. Studies
ern,mmmww,mmmmom
Mhtmcm“nmmmmm\dthm
Moot of these atudies haws sought vithout success other seaantiec
bueauhiebnidatmmspouhm-ausesmammmtmmor
provide rules for noun~clags memberships. The resolution of this
topic has therafore, in. méat cases, been left to those who are
born in end also understand the social and eultural envirommemts
of these languages ( Cf,Whiteley { 1961); Dixon ( 1968)3 Creider
and Denny (1976)3 Burton snd Kirk (1976)s ).«

In fact, Dizon (1972) uses his knowledge of the socio-oultural
enviromment to explain wvhy certain :I.tm wvhich appear exceptional belong
whamtheydainthem-dasseaothxirhalhamotm

Qumm’mm

whiteley (1961) noted that thh problem of meaning in clesses
mmmmhummnmm.mumm
the following manner:
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* By the first, underlying meanings are set

out on the basis of samples to hsnd and excepiions

Boted but then dismissed, The secondy on the baais

of both the factor and the denotation of the excepéions

suggests thet the allocation of items to classes 1in

quite arbitary and not subject.to systematizasion®

( OD» Gitq-ﬁ 23)0

e Y

On the basis of the data on Yao clasaes which he studied,
Whiteley continued to maintain a glinpue of hope that * thare
W%’Aipwt@hmmtenmmumrmtotﬁmmtocm
sses " { _’:g:l_..d‘). He based his hope on the " exceptions™ wisut: vhioh
he further saldi " it is surely on them that one ought to-foous
greater attention  ..ee ( ibid,y 24),

Krapf { 1850) attributed the meaning of olasses to the "deeper
recess of & South~Eaat African mind," While mesning in evexry
language is relatable to the man mind, its roalization is usually
through & syntactie structure; for exanples; most noun~olass affimes
tend to represent senantic properties, usually s indicators of
cartain generic aategories and as derivative forms conveying some
specific semantic connotstions. These¢ are the semantic connoiationg
whioh one easily senses in the nominals of various forms appearing
in a class system, mdwhichhawledpaophtoop-mtconmt
Ohly (1965) terms the " assumption that elaquz @ linguistio
category whioh represents some semantic vamp,tat the same time
formally homogensous , , " ( 0D oites 7)o

The constantly adnitted failure of the pertinant research to
establish the definitive identity of form and meaning i geecn heve
tammumﬂyhmltﬂﬂn&umuwmwmumpﬁmm

_\
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partly to the scholars) general conception of certain nominals

as semantically aquivalent when, strictly spesking, they necd not

be so. VWhile the reality of the above assumption is fairly admise~
ible, its wholesale application to the analysis of form snd mesning
gseems to be less realistic, especially wvhen it comes to dealing with
what are qmmly termed " exceptions.® The exceptions %o the
asswied pattern are usually conveniently declared as possible cases
of arbitrariness in the langusge. Although arbitminesa is
admittedly known to operate more or lass natnrnuy in vordeforming
and meaningeascriptionm procedures, $ts applivation to exceptions cen
be seen to imply thas sll possible semsntic insighta about the {tenn
have been exhsusted. Such an implisation surely contradicts the
scholars' frequently sdmitted lack of intuitional insight into the
lenguage features in question,” although it serves to justify the
re-examination of " ghé¢ provlem of meaning in oclasses™ via the
semantic importance of elemsnts which are exceptional in that their
afiix shapes differ.

Before moving on to investigate vhat may now he temed
the " true semantic statua® of the exceptions, it seams convepient
to accept as a fast that the nominal mshapu 40 themselves
provide a mystam vhich can be genarally regarded a8 f.3i.nie 804
relevant for both morphological and semantic analyses. It ehould
be observed in this connection thet morphologically, no clasa ever
allovws in it any nomingls with differing effix shapu(exoluning ite
allomorphic variants): also, as a recent work has pointed oat,mun-
olaspes may affect judgements which people make of the semantic

2%~ Mnmmmmthampﬂommmnmmé
mtwmmmmmxmmt-




ﬂ%‘

similarity of words " (pywpop i and Kirk 19763 157). This systematie
view of the class shapes seems to be & basis upon which a systematic
treatment of exceptions can be developed, and so thig survey operates
on the premise that the nominals which are morpholegieally similar
(1.0. olass shapes) are also samantically related or might justifi-
ably be 80 judgeds First, we atteupt to sccount for the semsntic
sinilarity whioh is usually claimed for morphologically dissimilay .
nominals.

The establishment of semantically similar items has
ususlly followed the general but regular pettern of a scholar
nnmsmtummﬂusudmmmemctlm
convky  semantic connotations such as * hmen beings® or angmentatives
stcy,and after s premumably serious survey of the whole olass system
in this sanner, finding certain items which, although realized as
@emantically eimilar to the others alrendy eatahlished, are morpho-
logiocally allocated %o other cluna.m These latter are the
itens which form the * gemantic exceptions" that usually blur what
should otherwise be & systematic correspondence between forn snd

meaning,

Howevery Kurylovicz's ( 1955) remarks concerning the .
various impressions there are about meaning show that:

# The nost impprtant is the main meaning, that is ¢o 88y,
the meaning which is not determined by the context, while
the remaining ( specific) meanings supplement the semantic

24«  Whiteley ( 1967) does this for Eiewshili end finds, foxr
exaaple, that: '

" Items in class 1/2 designate human animates . o o.ltems
designated lnman animates may however; be allocated to any of
the classes 510, . " ( Ps. E! ] 15530
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elaments of the main meaning with contextual
elementa® (*guoted by Ohly,0pecites 22).

Vhat may be generally noted concerning the nounsclass systens
is that their representation of the ¥ mein meening® is fairly genuine
and and preciset ‘che- ogourrence of classes conveying senantisc
connotations such as ' animates'y inanimates', - augnentativest,

* diminutives', abstracts', infinitives’y place'y etoy,1s indig-
putable. But it must also be noted that the btulk of exceptions
comprises the contextunl elements, ocourring ususlly ( and thhftrne
of both the Bantu and the Kordofsnian: systems which ave under: study
here)ast

a) ' personal relstionship' tems and other ! specialized’
reforences to humansi

b) names of individual species of animalsy some
vegetation, and. their productsi

¢) ' deverbatives' and losnwords; especially t&on
relating to (a) and sometimes (b)e

The situation involving the contextual olement isy howevelr,
much more complex. One necds %o analyss them further to discover
why, for example, their conocordial treetment is not uniform, so as
to be fully in line with the items with vhioh they arc semantically
conceived as equivalentSqbolars have, for cxample, been wondering
why ditems denignated ns augnentatives or dimimatives remain fully
in these classes irrespective of vhether they refer to human beings
or notj or why personal relationship terus which, although having fomms
differing from those of humans, receive sll but s possessive { in
Bantu, at least) concordisl trestment similar to that of human
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aninates, or even why some deverbatives referring to humans are not
derived by the use of animate class affixes as is done for other
forms conveying similar connotationss

Commenting on the situation involving the sugmentatives(also
applicadle to diminutives) Whitelgy (1967) simply remarked that
¥ the quality of the augmentatives override the quality of humex -
snimatensss * ( opecitey 1637 Thias ¥ overriding * of the auguene
tative and dimimutive connotations oan be illustrated by the
Kisvahili example metoto ' child'( class 1) which has an augmented
form tofo ( belonging to olass 5) snd a dimimitive form kijitoto
{ delonging to class 7). All these forms remain in their respective
classes for all sapeots, and although they all represent the basic
concept ™ child", the existence of different sspectusl forms impliss
that they are not intended to be conceived as semantically equivalent H
Shey are used in contexts which differ, with one concept everriding
the basic convepte In Heiban, too, examples of this sort ave
noticedi some animals in Heiban are classified on the basis of
ooncepts such as those involving body shapes ( l.g. deul ! giraffe!
for ita ' long' body parts', etc) er attitudes towards them ( e.g.
3:-5_!_:'603‘. and most tamed animalsi respected due to their relstionship

with the Heibanese)e These conceptual connotations override tho
basie ooncapt of minutenean

The preceding examples appear to represent but one aspeot

of the generation of nominals in nouneolass langusges. Hers, the
idea conveyed by the derivative and generative affix cutweighs all
other semantic conceptions applicable to ox possible for the iteme
concerned. There are, however, other derivational { or gemerativs)
procedures in noun~class languages in which the ideas oconveyed by

the derivative elements do not override the basic concepts under-
lying the items thoy are intendsd to derive: in these yaitor eltustions
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the elements involved are those behind the generation of the contextual
referenoes, wuch as the nsmes of individual species of animels and &
substantial number of ¢ doverbatives.! In Kiswahiliy for axample,
nost names of animal species belong morphologiocally to classes 9/10
Polomé ( 1967) notes the essentisl function of the prafix n~(ef class
9) to be ™ $o define sn object or being by its most chavaoteristic
Zeature®  ope cltey 301)¢ This is also trues to & grester extent,
of animal specien i_.nﬂaibﬂssuahu those mentioned above, vith the
charecteristios of prominont hody features playing a Bajor roles
Kisvahili aleo uses the kieprefix in deriving inplements or ohjects

* direstly comnected with the mpossses sxpressed by verts® ( ibids,
100) although the items derived hy cach of these elemants areq in the
£ingl snalyeis visusliszed differently as t $mplemente’y objeots'y or
beingse yy4p* wuch differential realizations, these itens demand
approgriste semantic treatments as implements or beings although they
reotain derivative elemants similar to their implied connotations.

It 4s oconcord vhich specifies the ssasntio properties of the derived
{tense and - explains wiy, for exaaple, Kiswvphili nanes for anixmals
such as goube * cow', nyati * wffalo’y and mbwe ' dogty all receive
animate treatasnts, although morphologicslly they belung to clasaes
9/10. It also explains why beings sush aa kizongosi®® ¢ leader’y

' guide' ( ZLopgoss ' lead') kiengoni * bexber' (Zpyos 'shave’)
and ki-zivli ' deaf’ ( £ sibs ' stop upt)y « « worphologioally
belonging to olassos 7/8 = » receive human treatmant while their
inplement counterparta such s szﬁ ¢ gozk' (Lxibe) and

- - il e o ]

25«  This same word can also be used to refer to a'thing!” guiding
& porasvne The personal comnotatione howevery has an alternative
form mweonzozi ( olass 1) whioh slso has & ‘thing' = counterpart

mas O5GF80 U Gless 3) .

26«  Concerning the ' deverbstivea's it should be noted that the
mfﬁi-“ﬁmmmimuthmhmnmhmm
a role in distinguishing, for exanpls, implements LY Weings.
Thie appears to bs the ¢ase with the muffizes ~f and-9 in the
above exaapless




- 100 =

ki~ funiko ' 14d4' (£ funika ' gover!) remain in the inmnimate

A i ol e

classes 7/8 in all their aspects.

The situation involving the personal relationship terns -
usually belonging morphologically to olasses 5/6 and 9/10 in Bantu =
vhich partislly adopt humen conocordial treatments seams 0 point to
the possibility that their basio human conception may have been
originally ( as in the previous cases) ovayriden by the semantic
correlations behind their generative forns, but that a change of
attitude may bave degun to develop towards the items concerned over
tine, !homqpemtobetmoftheonlymrﬁ:duag
Hoiban ( #)/-gey which also refers to persomal relationships.

The preceding discussion has shown that the affix shapes
of noune are not without semantie inportanse. Each of these affix
forms conveys some specific somantic connotdsion which remains
¥valid even vhen the itoms concerned ars provided with eemantio
treatments that are exceptional to the oclasses to which they belung
morphologioallys It can therefore be said that the fora/ mesning
correspondence of nominals in noun-class asystems is s reality which
ie relatively fimly established for both the main and the contextual
forms. The excveptions - which appear only vhen some basic comceptions
( usually enimateness) have to override the comtextual ideas originally
implied by the forms of the nominals « do not themselves goem to
distort the underlying form/meaning correspondence in any way.
Instead, they mark some adjustments whioh have to be made over the
senantic conceptions of the derived itensy & process which is by .
itaelf both logioal and systematic.

R e T =T e vrur g ——
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1le5« Nouneolsssee and mms

Hunerous views have been expressed about the allocation of
Joanvorda to ¢lassest richardson ( 1967) statest

",.e it would seem that the class affiliation of
borroving depsnds mot only on linguistie and cultural
Wﬁmdmmmmmtdmmw
tatal linguistic experience= traditional or othervise - of
each speaksr of the language " ( ope oites 360)s

i ?htlntstanmtumwhelmwd»utodohm
the procedures for allogating fcanvords 0 classest concerning
the lmwﬁcd-utmmﬁuﬁmtm

! but also of the source language, $he important procedurs ares

) the type of the class aystem: whether a prefix or
- suf(ix systems or boths and

b}  the shapes of individual prefixes or suffixes
in such systous.

mmomtimorlouwruhdumsmmm%bc
morphologically determined, and the role of semantic considerations
umhhmﬁmwmmﬂwwnmum While
the morphological criterion dominsntly applies in the allocation
oflsanwords  to olassea in both the prefix end suffix aystems, the
restrigted role of the seman:ic oriterion is secn t0 be only
partially sffective in the latter system, This can be illustrated
wzoouu;tcpmmy;ummumwum
aystansy
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Bantu languages - all of which have prefix gystems - show
that vhat matiers most in the allocation of a loanword is the
nature of the initial syllable of that loanword . If such a form
happens to be morphologically similar to any of the class prefix
forms in g particular system, the form usually belongs to the
class, in which its initial syllable will be treated as a prefix,
1f, on the other hand, such an initisl form shows no similarity to
eny of the olass prefix forms in the system, the { loan- ) word
invelved will be allocated to one of those classes which have zero
as their sllomorph; In Bantu, these have been established as
clagses 5 9 and 10,illustrated by the following Kiswahili examples:

-n) K:I.swa.hili'a ela.as 3 ( pref:l.xm- ) hast
Acdihagi v examination' ) (Larabic / mtiha?n/),

. e —

— - mefereji ' ditch'y ' canal' (ZAr. /mfiri§/),
m-ghahars ' salary' N Ar, /miathrah/)

1) Class 5, ( Ji~; J-element and # allomorgh) has
sharti ! binding contract' (£ Ar. /dart/),

Jepont™ ¢ jepemess' (£ / japamn)),

Jarumeni ' a German' (£ / jerman / ),
kabafi ' a cupboard! (£ Engl./kAbard / )j

27= @hase forms are in.uge althongh they csx alternatively teke
“thas. h-/wa- prefixes of clssses 1 and?2.In this class, plurals
are formed by the me~ prefix before the singular forms, their
presence signifying the relevance of the initial form in
alloeating loanwords,
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o) Class 6 ( prefix ma~ )28 page
mahari ' dowry' ( £ ar. [/ mahr/ ),
maisha ' life' ( £ Ar, [/ magidah/)s

a)  olass 7 { prefix ki-/ch- ) bas

kitabu ' book! (£ ax. [kita?§/)e
cheti . 'note' chit'( £ Eindi/dit/)s

o) Class 9 { prefix ne, allomorph) 1

kal_.ng ' pengilty t pent (care [anlan/)

bakshishi ' tip' | (<Ax, foaksit¥),
lugha "iansuase‘ (£ Axe f1uyag/) s
m: 1 woek! (<Engle/witk/) s
$¥opleni ' aeroplene’ (£ Englsfeivoplen/)}

’m
£) Llase. 1l and 14 ( prefix ue~ w-allmx:ph) hass
wakati ' time' (ZLax. /waqt/)u

wnri’ ago (£ A [omx/)s

L

28«

2%-

There are, hawaur other loanwards with initisl ma which
receive n~ clazs { 9/10) treatment such as madini inetal? (£ ar,
, mali ' property' ( Are /matl), mekala akals ' wiitten

T A ) and nmashins ' aachine’ {2 Engle /mmn/),
a treatment which eliovs the mumber singular/plural) distie
notion for these words.

What mecus to matter sbout kalamu ' pem! ( olass ne=y # ) and

%4 ! cupboard! ( class Ji« 2 ) 4a the zero prefix they are
pro é.ch one then setties into one of the olasges with
BETO l'a‘;!.lltmm:rph without their ariginal ka initials playing
any Be
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- The allocation of these examples heg been morphologtcally
determined. Although some of the loanwords happen to bear semantio
connotations similar to those items belonging to classes to which
they are allocated this is viewed here only 88 & coincidence. This
view disputes the inclusion of Arabic loanvords in the Bantu classes
which " best fit their semantie oontent” ( Polomd 5 Opecite, 171),

The example which Polomé wses to justify this position is itasoclf g
Kiswehill oreation from a borrowed tom’o i even 80 it doos not seem
to deserve the naturalised status viich is usualiy accorded %0 certain
loanwords in the suffix aystems ( discuseed below ) on the basis of

their meaning,

The suffix sysiems on the other band, are also seen to wtilize
the morphological similarities betwesnt their suffix forms and the
final forms of the borrowed nouns in allocating theae to claaseg,
Arnott ( 1967) records the following examples of this in Fulat

a) KA clasg hast giya ' beert, Jitbe ' pocket!,
hujja ' exouse'eto;

b)  HGAL olasst -a Jengal (cfoyc, Jangali ' cattle taxt)
(_02. eits, 55)-

Besides the morphologiocal eriterion, the process which Arnoti
( 1967) terms * naturalisation” also funotions in determining the
olasses of the borrowed nouns in the suffix system. Arnott notes
that in Fula ( &8 language with & suffix system) * & great meny

30= Polomé uses the word mtofas * ross-apple tree' from Arabic
/Wutfanh/ as the only SZam tanple 10 support his case. Hovever,
the retention of the eriginal borrowing tofes in Kiswahildi,
asadassQiturerexringtothefmit. seems to depict
mtofaa only as an fantomatic' reference to the tree of the
m fris namne,

-

e — T
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borrowed words arc paturalised by mesns of & class suffix", sdding,
® in such s case thay take thesmeclusassmhwrdet similar
meaning * ( ibides 55)s Heve it is the pamantio connotation of the
borrowed word which is taken ad basic for its allocation, leaving
the suffix form to be apylied only as a0 additional feature to
conplste the morphological appearsnce of the loanword. This is seeh
to be the only situation in which the semantio eriterion can be sald
to apply in the sllocation of losnwords. Fule examples aret

Clags '0' glkmaliiojo ' o Judge’ person)}
Class NDE Jecquuere torange’ 'lemon' ( fruit)s
Class NGAL tqebu.r-ml ' table' ( object made from wood) §

Class KI dursiehd ! ficus txee' ( tree) ( ibids)

Arnott also mmwmmmmwrmw
original forma but are entered into what he calls neuter class or
olasa DUM, Hadthiioluohmmwequteasmortopoauss
a zero allomorph, such allgeations could have baen oonsidered to be

morphologloally determined, Arnoti, howevers provides no ¢lue to
guch sn explanation.

The other category of clasg-system seen to be worth examining
pere is that system whioh utilizes both prefixes and suffizesg.
Examples of languages known to possess such & systen are Tiv and
Heiban. Amott seea Tiv to sake loen nouns in the same form &8
in thosaumlansanndplmathnmm-sl(ﬂﬁﬂ)mmtter
vhot the meaning® ( ibides 56)¢ vhile Welmers ( 1973:1205) notes
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this Tiv class to have a mero afiix. Arnott also shows a few
exoeptions to this ¢lass, which have been ellooated on the basig of
the morphologiaal similarities between their initial forme and
ocertain class prefixes, Heiban, which also has o zero for its olass
1 { gu-/iwe )+ behaves like Tiv 1n a1l aspects.

Certain inconsistencies have been noted by both Richardsen
( 1967) and whiteley (1967) about the ways in which individual speakers
whom they interviewed handled borroved items, Such inconsistencies
are mainly of two typest

a) amly-enmtoredmrdiamndmmﬂfmnm class
to another before it is finally settled into a certain
clazsg

=-bl.  4n words which hﬁumum_g;ley notes, * there

is & difference of opinion as to which of the two classes
is appropriate® ( op, oft. 4 170). -
b DY

43 we have seen above, Rishardacn attritutes the first type
of inconsistengy to the total linguistic experience of each speaker
of the language. It is, bovaver, suggestcd in this study that the
mein factor behind the uncertainty of speskers is the linguistic

structure of the source langusge. When the source language lacks
morphologiosl patterna” - vhich are comparstively oloss £o thoss of

31~ The English language is representative of languages in this
category. It i@ on these grounds that Canon B.W. Bloomfield
suggested that Kiswahili should only borrow from Arabig, wuich
ufnruthoinitidfometthonommoonmd. has
nore nouns showing elose similarity to Kiswahili than does

English,
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the recipient langusge, the step of sllocating itis loanwords is
usually preceded by some refleotions in vhe speaker's mind about how
they might be related to the native language. But there is a diff-
erence among speskers in the spOedvithmidltWaortontthe o=
ohnicalities involved, and it is perhaps this differsnce which

* gonstitutes what Richardson terns the H gotal linguistic experience®

of each speakers

The second type of {nconsistency involves, inatesd, words
whose relevant morphologicel characteristics have been determined.
None of these claspes deserves to be preferreds The problem here

consists of deciding which one of the morphologically similar

variants of the two different classes gach vords might belong %o
when norphologically such nouns eventually setile pom'd;a in
eithér one of these classes. Finally, the situation involved here
geems to reinforce the position which projectsmorphology as the mosat
inportant criterion in the sllocatica of words %o classes.

%2. Wilson (1970) for exaxples gives his Xiswehils readers the
following instructiont

" Mmrmtwmmmmtxapt rigidiy in

either this [ ji=/Ha=] or ¢ H'class snd may casily be

flamd in either class as conaidered appropriate”

opegits + 234

Ingtead of appropriatencss, - what has been observed is that the
frequent and formal usage of such words in speech and writing
usually demand their ngergto maintain a certain regular patterny
this usually results in meny of thess nouns finding themselves
restricted to either one of these clasaes.
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APPENDIX A

FPROTO~ BANTU ( PB ) CLASS SYSTRM
( After Welmers Wm E. 1973:165).

Class *PB
1 no=
1a '
2 a
20 Vo~
b Vo=
- 20~
4 RO
5 lee
6 T
6a na~
? kow
8 Vi~
8x lia
9 ne-
10 liene ( di-ne'k la Meinhof')
11 lo=
12 ko
13 t0-
! 4 Vo=
15 ko=
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16

8

17

- -

w ‘

19




GUage
GROU-S ( After stwon.onR.c. 1964492

b~ b v. Feracng

d’.‘" b o ﬁ' 28

b Psb-

ke ke

."O:'!H!b t"'d' p

o " 3-

ke ke e

had? 2 g S~oh

Yo ¢ | 27 t-

r- Las T=s5.
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APPENDIX C

A A TS S S S

NOUN~-CLASSES OF HEIBAN
( after Reve KeJo Nobbs, of Sudan United 1~I:i.ssﬁ|.cn.'1)f

No_ | singular ~ Plurel ~ Unifying iges of
class

i- gwWykw 1 Personal Descriptive

2= QWKW q{n' c Trees

B gk ﬁr ¢

he 1l

5 s QB d Length - ==

6o/ q ny

6b - o Dhw(pt) Mass-Liquids, Abstracts,

7 95 k ny Round end Deep things

' ( and flat thin things)

8 . dh joroe Hermful things

9- - 1i-

10~ - ~ga{suffix) Relationship and
occupation

1la. Nouns beginning with vowels unchanged
1 b- With initial consonanis other than classes above
12° nouns derived from vorb stems = abatract.

1_ A manusoript supplied by Dre B-C. Stevenson.
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