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Abstract

This paper demonstrates that the two relative markers “-ria” and “-ingi” agree
with the head noun in Kimbeere. The agreement is determined by the class of
the Head noun.
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1. Introduction

This paper demonstrates how head nouns agree with their markers in Kimbeere
relative clauses. The article is organized as follows: In Section 2, we show how
agreement between the relative marker and each of the sixteen Kimbeere noun
classes occurs. In Section 3, we compare the morphology of Kimbeere “-ria” rel-
atives with “-ingi” relatives and other Bantu languages forms. Sections 4 and 5

contain the findings of this study and conclusion respectively.

2. Morphological Analysis

Kinyua (2010) demonstrated how several morphemes can be realized in one
Kimwimbi verb. Refer to (1) in which “Ba” is an agreement morpheme, “ri” is a
tense morpheme, “mi” is object marker, “ring” is the root, “ir” is a morpheme

meaning applicative and “a” is the final vowel.

(1) Barimiiringira.
Ba- ri- mi- ring-  ir- a.
AM TM OM Root Appl- FV
“They are calling him”

Kinyua’s study was relevant in that it helped the researcher to single out

morphemes marking subjects, objects, relatives, tenses and the verb root. In

« _ .~ 3

Kimbeere relative clauses, the relative marker “r7a” is preceded by an agreement
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marker (AM) which agrees in class and number with the head noun in a syste-

matic way. Consider examples (2a-c) below.

(2) a) Iratd iria
8.Shoes 8.which

b) Gikombe Kirfa
7.Cup 7.which

c) Itumbi rirfa
5.Egg 5.which

It is evident that the noun “/ratid” (shoes) which is in noun class 8 agrees with
the prefix “/” in “iria” (which), which is also in noun class 8 because they refer to
the same entity, “iratd” (shoes). Similarly, “gikombe” agrees with “ki” in “kiria’
(which) all in noun class 7; and “itumbi” and “ri” in “itumbi riria” (egg which)
all in noun class 5 agree in class and number. This consistency in pattern is no-
ticed in all the relative clauses discussed in this study.

Gitonga (2014), in his study titled “Upatanishi Katika Sentensi ya Kichuka”
(Agreement in Kichuka Sentence), demonstrated that there is agreement in
noun phrases and verb phrases within a sentence. Structure (3) exemplifies this.

(3) Maembe matano matagtirwa

Maembe ma-tano ma-ta- glr- w- a.
6.mangoes 6-five 6-NEG buy- PASS-FV
Maembe matano hayakununuliwa (Kiswahili).
Mangoes five they were not bought.

“Five mangoes were not bought”

Evidently “ma-" in “maembe” (object) agrees with “ma-" in “matano” (num-
ber/quantifier) and “ma-" in “matagiirwa” (object marker + Verb). This agree-
ment is necessary in the formation of Kimbeere relative clauses.

The noun agreement marker for class 1 and 2 isdand a as in “miindii tria-
andd aria’ (person who-people who); class 3 and 4 is & and 7as in “miitf iria-
mitf iria” (tree which-trees which); class 5 and 6 is r7and ma as in “igemberiria-
magembe maria” (mango which-mangoes which); class 7 and 8 is k7 and 7 as in
“giciko kiria-iciko iria” (spoon which-spoons which); class 9 and 10 isfand 7 as

~

in “mbiriiria-mbiri iria> (goat which-goats which); class 11 and 12 is i and ka
as in “rikid riiria-karamu karia’ (piece of wood which-pen which); class 13 and
14 is tdand & as in “tiframu tiria-Giki dria’ (pens which-honey which); class 15
and 16 is ki and ba as in “kiindii kiiria-bandi baria” (place which-places which).
Table 1 summarizes agreement between nouns and the morphemes representing
them in Kimbeere “-ria” relative clauses.

From Table 1, we gather that the relative marker agrees with the head noun of
the relative clause. This agreement issystematic and consistent in all the noun
classes listed. For example in “miti G-ria” (tree which), the noun “mdi” which
is in noun class 3 and in singular agrees with the agreement morpheme “-” in

« ~ o~

iria” which is also in noun class 3 singular. The plural of “miiti i-ria” is “miti

W~ ~

I-ria” (trees which). The noun “mit” and “i-”in “iria” agree in class and number
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Table 1. Kimbeere noun class agreement.

Noun class Noun Noun Agr. Marker Rel. Morpheme
1 mi-ndi - -ria
2 a-ndd a- -ria
3 mi-ti ii- -ria
4 mi-ti i- -ria
5 ri-itwa ri- -1ia
6 ma-riitwa ma- -ria
7 ki-ondo ki- -ria
8 ci-ondo i- -ria
9 ngi-ti i- -ria
10 ngi-ti i- -ria
11 ri-rigi rii- -ria
10 ndi-gi i- -ria
12 ka-nya ka- -ria
13 tli-nya th- -1ia
14 Qi-clrd ii- -ria
6 ma-cirt ma- -1ia
15 kii-gard kii- -ria
6 ma-giri ma- -ria
15A kii-thii ki -1ia
16 ba-nda ba- -ria
15B kii-nda ki -ria

since they are in noun class 4 and in plural as labeled in the table. It is worth
noting that in the majority of cases, the agreement marker attached to the rela-
tive marker resembles the class prefix. For example in “a-ndi a-ria” (people
who) “a” in “andii” resembles “a” in “arfa”. The same can be said of “ri-rigi
ri-ria” (string which), “tiinya tiria” (little gourds which), “kiondo kiria” (basket
which), “kidgirikiria’ (leg which), “dciri dria’ (porridge which) and “bandii-
baria” (place which). Consider the examples in sentences (4) to (21).

(4) Miindi dria twatiga ndukari ni mwird.

Mindd G-riatd- a-tig- a  nduka-ri ni mw-
1.person-1-REL-1sg- PST-leave-FV 9.shop- in FOCI1-
irt

black

“The person we have left in the shop is dark”
(5) Andii aria aaria ni akeni.
Anda a-ria a- aria ni a-  keni
2.people 2-REL  2- talkative FOC 2-  happy
“People who are talkative are happy”
(6) Thii Gteme mti Gria mima.
Thii 4- teme miiti d-ria m- ami
Go 2sg- cut 3.tree 3-REL  3- dry
“You go cut the tree which is dry”
(7) Miti irfa miraca ni mirtingari.
Miti i-rfa mi- raca ni mi- riingarQ
4.trees 4-REL  4- long FOC4- straight

DOI: 10.4236/0jm|.2019.96042

582 Open Journal of Modern Linguistics


https://doi.org/10.4236/ojml.2019.96042

P. K. Muriungi, N. M. Mutange

“The trees which are tall are straight”

(8) Ni warimira irigii riria rikubi?
Ni w- a- rim- ir- a irigh ri-ria ri-kubi
FOC1sg- PST-weed- Compl FV 5.banana 5-REL  5-short
“He/she has weeded for the short banana stem”

(9)  Marigli maria marathi ti mega ma kiria.
Marigi  ma-rfa ma-rathi t ma-ega ma kiiria
6.bananas 6-REL 6-semiripe NEG 6-good 6 to eat
“Bananas which are semi-ripe are not good for eating”

(10) Kiondo kirfa gitune kiri na giko.

Kiondo Kki-ria gi- tune k-iri na giko
7.basket 7-REL  7- red 7-has with dirt
The basket which is red has dirt
“The red basket is dirty”

(11) Ciondo iria ciabibirue ciari ciake.
Ciondo  i-ria ci- a- Dbib-ir w- e ci-ari
8.baskets 8-REL 8- PSt- burn-Compl PASS-FV 8-AUX
ci-ake
8-POSS

“The baskets which were burnt were his/hers”
(12) Mithiing{i niragiirire ngiti irfa mbaganu.
Mithiingi ni- G-ra- glr-ir- e ngiti i-rfa  mb-aganu
1.white personFOC-1-PST-buy-Compl-FV 9.dog 9-REL 9-fierce
“The white man/woman bought the dog which is fierce”
(13)  Ngiti iria ngtird itiri magego.
Ngiti i-ria ng- Gra i- t- irl magego
10.dogs 10-REL 10- old 10- NEG-have 6.teeth
“Dogs which are old don’t have teeth”
(14) Tikagtra ririgi riiria riicerd.
Ta ka- glr- a  ririgi rii-ria rii-cerii
Ipl FUT- buy- FV  1l.string 11-REL 11-white
We will buy the string which is white
“We will buy the white string”
(15)  Kabit karia kafigi miino kari kai?
Kabit ka-ria  ka-Ggi miano  ka-ri ka
12.knife 12-REL  12-sharp very 12-AUX  where
The knife which is sharp very is where?
“Where is the knife which is very sharp?”
(16) Tucungi tiria twerdl ni twabia.
Tlcungi té-ria  tl-erd  ni td- a- bia
13.sieves 13-REL 13-new FOC 13- PST -  burn
“The sieves which are new have burnt”
(17)  Uctirti tiria mwega ni wa miibia.

Uctird i-ria mi-ega ni wa miibia

DOI: 10.4236/0jml.2019.96042 583 Open Journal of Modern Linguistics


https://doi.org/10.4236/ojml.2019.96042

P. K. Muriungi, N. M. Mutange

14.porridge  14-REL 14-good FOC for 3.sorghum
The porridge which is good is for sorghum
“Sorghum flour porridge is better”

(18) Ninona kagiri kiiria Wanja araunikire.
Ni- na- ona kiglrdkd-rfia Wanjaa-ra-  unik-ir- e
FOC- AUX-see 15.]eg 15-REL 3sg 3-PST- break-PERF-FV
“I have seen the leg which Wanja broke”

(19) Kitheka kiiria John athekaga ti kwega.

Kitheka kii-ria John  a- thek-ag- a i
15A.Tolaugh 15A-REL 3sg 3- laugh-HAB- FV NEG
kii-ega

15A-good

To laugh which John laughs is not good
“The laughing which John laughs is not good”

(20) Kinda kiria kari miti ni kiithaka.
Kianda kii-ria ka-ri miti ni  ka- thaka
15B.place 15B-REL 15B-has 4.miti FOC 15B-  beautiful
“A place which has trees is beautiful”

(21) Banda baria batheru ni bathambie.
Bandii ba-ria  ba-theru ni ba- thambie
16.place 16-REL  16-clean FOC 16- cleaned
“The place which is clean is washed”

3

Worth noting is the uniformity in the form of the relative morpheme “-ria”. It
is the same from noun class 1 to noun class 16. Variations occur only in the
noun agreement markers which are dictated by the noun class in question. For
example in noun classes 2, 6, 7, and 14, the noun agreement markers are “a->,
“ma-" “ki-” and “d-” respectively. These noun agreement markers agree with the
nouns “andi’ (person), “mariitwa’ (names), “kiondo” (basket) and “dciri”
(porridge) in that order.

The agreement in Table 1 closely resembles what Ntarangwi (2015) came up
with for Gitigania, a Kimeru dialect. In her study, Ntarangwi analyzes subject

and object agreement markers as in (22) for noun classes 1 and 2.

(22) NC Prefix Example SM oM
1 m- Mwana a- -mi-
Child 1
2 a- Ageni ba- ba-
Visitors 2

In (22) for class 1, the subject marker is “2” while the object marker is “-mi-".
Sentence (23) shows an example of Gitigania sentences used with subject and
object markers.

(23) Carol akamikira miti mbolea

Carol a ka mi ikira miti mbolea
Caroll SM1 FUT OM4 add trees4  manure 9

“Carol will add manure to the trees”
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In (23), the subject Carol agrees in class and number with the subject marker
“a-”. They are all in Class 1 singular. Similarly, the object “miti” in class 4 agrees

with the object marker “mJ” that is also in noun class 4.

~)

3. Comparison of “-Ingi” and Other Relative Clause Types

The morphology of the Kimbeeere restrictive, appositive, direct, indirect, head-
less/free and tenseless relative clauses is similar in that the relative marker is
“-ria” for all of them. In “-ingi” relative clauses the relative marker is “-ingi”. In
both cases, this relative marker agrees in number and class with the head noun
of the relative clause in question. Structures (24) & (25) give a morphological
analysis of other types and “-ingi” type of Kimbeere relative clauses respectively.
For both examples, tense is conveyed by a combination of an empty tense mor-
pheme (O) and the perfective (-ir-) morpheme.

(24) Ngaari iria tiionire irakuiite nyaki.

Ngaari I- ria Otii- on-ir- e i-ra- ku-
9.Vehicle 9.0M RM Olpl see-Compl FV  om,PST-carry
iit- e nyaki

PERF-FV  10.grass
“The vehicle which we saw was carrying grass”

(25) Ngaari Iingi tlionire irakuiite nyaki.

Ngaari 71 ingi Otii on-ir e i-ra-ku-
9.Vehicle 9.0M RM Olpl see-Compl FV  om,-PST-
carry

fit- e nyaki
PEREF-FV 10.grass

“Another vehicle we saw was carryinggrass”

Apparently examples (24) and (25) share form with the exception of the rela-
tive markers. “-ria” and “-ingi”. In “ngaari iing?” (another vehicle) and “ngaari
iria” (vehicle which), “ngaari” (vehicle) which is in class 9 of the noun category
agrees with the object marker “/~” in “f-ingi” (another) and “i-ria” (which).
However, in the literal sense the two sentences differ in meaning considering
that “ngaari iria” (vehicle which) refers to a certain vehicle that “we saw” and
which was carrying grass. On the other hand, “ngaari iingi” (another vehicle)
seems to expresses a situation in which the speaker had seen a vehicle before the
one mentioned in current speech, in other words the vehicle spoken about is an
additional one. Ideally, a speaker would talk of “ngaars fingi” even when they
have not seen a vehicle previously so that “ngaars iria” and “ngaari iingi” may
not necessarily mean different things.

Generally for “-ingi” relative clauses there is a systematic agreement between
noun classes and agreement markers attached to “-ingf’. For class 1 and 2 the
agreement marker is wi and eas in “mindi wiingi-andii eengi” (person anoth-
er-people others); for class 3 and 4 is wiand 7as in “miti wiingi-mitf iingi” (tree
another-trees others); for class 5 and 6 is 77 and me as in “ftumbi riingi-

matumbi meengf’; for class 7 and 8 iskiand 7 as in “kiratii kilngiiratii ciingi’
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(shoe another-shoes others); for class 9 and 10 is 7and c¢f as in “ngiiki iingi-
ngikid ciingi” (chicken another-chickens others); for class 11 and 12 is rwiand
keas in “riiingii rwiingi-kameme keengi” (vine another-radio another); for class
13 and 14 is twiand wi'as in “tiimeme twiingi-iiki wiingi” (radios others-honey
another); for class 15 and 16 is kw7 and be as in “kindii kwiingi-bandii beengi’
(places others-place another). These agreement patterns for “-ingi” relatives are
summarized in Table 2.

From Table 2 we find that for “-ingf” relatives, the relative morpheme is also

~

uniform just like in “-ria” relatives save for a few which inflect to agree with the
final vowel of the noun agreement marker. For example in noun class 6 we have
“mariitwa me-engi” (names others). The “-€” in “me-” influences the formation
of the relative marker for agreement’s sake. Therefore instead of saying “mariitwa
ma-ingi” the vowel sounds /a/ and /i/ combine to form /e/ hence “me-engf’.
This phenomenon is what Mgullu (1999) calls “mvutano wa irabu” (vowel at-
traction). In Kiswahili, says Mgullu, vowel attraction occurs mostly between vo-
wel /a/, a low vowel and /i/, which is a high vowel. This attraction gives rise to
the vowel sound /&/ which is in between vowel /a/ and vowel /i/. Consider the
Kiswahili examples in (26) & (27) for illustration. A similar scenario is exhibited
in noun classes 12 as in “kanya ke-engi’ (gourd another) and 16 as in “bandi
be-engi” (place another).

(26) ma+ingi mengi

(27) wa+ ingi wengi

(Mgullu, 1999)

Table 2. Kimbeere “-Ingi” noun classes agreement.

Noun Class Noun NounPrefix Rel. Morpheme
1 miindd wi- -ingi
2 andi e- -engi
3 mti wi- -ingi
4 miti i- -ingi
5 riitwa ri- -ingi
6 mariitwa me- -engi
7 kiondo ki- -ingi
8 ciondo ci- -ingi
9 ngiti i- -ingi
10 ngiti ci- -ingi
11 riirigi rwi- -ingi
10 ndigi ci- -ingi
12 kanya ke- -engi
13 tiinya twi- -ingi
14 Qctra wi- -ingi
6 maciri me- -engi
15 kiigara kwi- -ingi
6 magiri me- -engi
15A kiithii kwi -ingi
16 bandi be- -engi
15B kéinda kwi- -ingi
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Just like in other types of Kimbeere relative clauses, agreement between the

relativized noun and the agreement marker attached to the relative morpheme is

observable in “-ings” relative clauses. For instance in (28) “kaana” (child) which

is in noun class 12 agrees with “ke-” in “ke-engi” (another) which is also in class

12. See sentential examples for the 16 noun classes in (29) to (45).

(28)

(29)

(30)

(31)

(32)

(33)

(34)

Kaana keengi nethire kanithari ni karatirire.

Kaana keengi Ona- ith ir e kanitha  ri
12.Child 12.REL-Olsg find Appl FV 12.church Prep
ni ka- ra- ar- ir- e

FOCom,, PST lost Compl FV

Child another I foundchurch in got lost

“Another child I found in church got lost”

Miinda wiingi Grari cukuru ni namwona.

Minda wi-ingi G-rari  cukuru ni na- mi- ona
L.person 1-REL  1-was  school =~ FOCPERF om,- see
Person another who was in school I have see

“I have seen another person who was in school”

Nimwacemania na andd eengi maracarua ni athigari?

Ni mif- a-cemania na andd e-engi  ma- ra-
FOC2pl- have-meet with 2.people 2-REL  om,-be

carua- ni athigari

search by 2.police

You have met with people othe being searched for by police
“Have you met other people who are being searched for by the police?”
Miiti wiingi tiirenda giitema ni mwarii.

Mati wi-ingitii- ra-enda gitema ni ma- arii
3.tree 3-REL 1pl-  pres-want to cut FOC om;-wide
Tree another we want to cut is wide

“Another tree we want to cut is wide”

Ngakiionia miti iingi tikabanda.

Ng- a  kii- onia miti i-ingi - ka- banda
1sg- FUT 2sg- show 4.trees 4-REL  sm,- FUT- plant
I will show you tree others you will plant

“I will show you other trees you will plant”

Ibuku riingi nirathoma ni rinene.

Ibuku  ri-ingi ni- ra- thoma ni ri-nene

5book 5-REL  sm;- pres-read is  om;-big

Book another I am reading is big

“Another book I am reading is big”

Mabati meengi Kariuki aratuma namo ni marotu.

Mabati me-engi Kariuki a-ra-tuma na-mo

6.iron sheets 6-REL  3Kariuki sm;-pres-build with-6

ni ma- rotu

FOC 6- rusty
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(35)

(36)

(37)

(38)

(39)

(40)

(41)

Iron sheets others Kariuki is building with are rusty

“Other iron sheets Kariuki is building with are rusty”

Kirat kiingi kiratetwe njirari ni kiati?

Kiratd  ki-ingi ki- ra- tetwe njira-ri ni ki- ad
7.shoe  7-REL  7- PST-thrown way-in is 7- whose
Shoe another had been thrown on the way is whose

“Whose is another shoe which had been thrown on the way”
Ngaari iingi Mike aratwara ti yake.

Ngaari  i-ingi Mike a- ra- twara ti y-ake
9.vehicle 9-REL  3Mike  smj;- pres-drive NEG 9-POSS
Vehicle another Mike is driving not his

“Another vehicle Mike is driving is not his”

Ngaari ciingi ciakirira aba ni cia kambeni.

Ngaari ci-ingi  ci-a- kirira aba ni ci-a
10.vehicles 10-REL 10-have- passby here FOC10-for
kambeni

campaign

Vehicle others they have passed here are for campaign

“Other campaign vehicles have passed by”

Riikil rwiingi waoca ti rifimd.

Riki rwi-ingil w- a- oca ti ri-tmi
11.firewood 11-REL 2sg- pres pick NEG om,,-dry
Firewood another you have pick is not dry

“Another firewood you have picked is not dry”

Ukangiirira karamu keengi gatune.

U- ka- n-  gir- ir- a  karamu ke-engi
You-FUT- om,- buy- Appl- FV 12.pen 12-REL
ga-tune
12-red

You buy for me pen another red

“You will buy another red pen for me”

Tdiramu twiingi twaari tiifiru ni twoneka.

Taramu twi-ingi td-ari ti-iru  ni td-a oneka
13.pens 13-REL 13-were 13-lost  FOC13-have-find
Pens others they were lost they are found

“Other pens which had got lost have been found”

Uciirdi wiingi Ndegi arugiite ni mirri.

Uciirta wi-ingi Ndegi  a- rug-iit- e ni
14.porridge  14-REL 3Ndegi sm,- cook-PERF- FV FOC
ma-rard

14-bitter

Porridge another Ndegi has cooked is bitter.

“Another porridge Ndegi has cooked is bitter”
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(42) Kaugira kwiingi kwa mbiri kuuniku giikobwa.
Kagiard kwi-ingi kwa mbtri  ku-uniku gl-kaobwa
15leg  15-REL of 9.goat  15-broken 15-FUT-tied
Leg another of goat it broken it will be tied
“Another goat’s broken limb will be bound”

(43) Gituika kwiingi Njeru atuikaga ni gwa kithekania.
Giituika kwi-ingi Njeru  a- tuik -ag- a  ni-gi-
15A.to dance 15A-REL 3Njeru sm,- dance-HAB- FV FOC-15A-
a  kii-thekania
for 15-laughable
To dance another Njeru dances is laughable
“Another dancing Njeru does is laughable”

(44) Kuanda kwiingi tarari tiikathii riiciti ni twatirua.

Kindi  kwi-ingi td-rari td- ka-thii riicit ni
15B.place 15B-REL 1pl-were-1pl- FUT-go-tomorrow FOC
ti- a tirua

1pl- have been stopped
Place another we were to go tomorrow we have been stopped
“We have been stopped from going to another place we were to go to-

morrow”

(45) Kamiti niyonire bandii beengi ba giicemania.

Kamiti ni- i- on- ir-e bandd be-engi
9.committee FOC-7- see-Compl-FV 16.place 16-REL
ba gii-cemania
for to-meet
The committee found place another for to meet
“The committee found another place to meet”

4. Summary of Research Findings

The study found out that:

e All the other types of Kimbeere relative clauses have

<

‘_ria” as the relative

«

marker except “-ingi” relatives that have “-ingi” as the relative marker.
o The relative markers “-ria” and “-ingi’ are attached to the head noun mark-

ers and they agree in number and class in a systematic manner.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we have provided the morphology of Kimbeere “-ria” relatives
(those that have “-ria” as the relative marker) and “-ings” relatives (those that
use “-ingi” as the relative marker) and demonstrated that these relative markers

agree with the head noun.
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