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SUBJECTIVIZATION RULES IN KINYARWANDA*

ALEXANDRE KIMENYI
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, LOS ANGELES

In this paper we present 3 subiect-creating rules, namely
(1) passivization. (11) stativization and (111) objlect-sub-
Ject reversal. These rules are 1llustrated 1n (2) a,b and
c respectively.

¢
(1) a. Umugdre a-teets-e ibiryo.
woman 8he cook asp. food
'The woman 18 cookine food./'
(2) a. Ibirvo bi-teets-w-e n'umugore,
food it-cook-pass.-asp. by woman
'T?e food is cgok»d by the woman.'!
Ibiryo bi-ra-teets-e.
food 1it-pres,-cook-asp.
'The food 1s cooking.',
c. Ibiryo bi-teets-e umugore
food it-cook-asp. woman
'The food 18 cooked by the woman.'

b,

fn investigation of these rulez lends support to Keenan's
view of Grammatical Relation® a® belne a matter of degree.
In fact we show that all the=e rules appear to meet the
definition of Passive in Relational "rammar. but that they
differ significantly, however, in terms of the extent to
which the full complement of subject properties 1s assicned
to the derived subject.

Properties of Basic SubjJects

In Kinvarwanda. terms (subject of. direct obJject of, indi=
rect object of) are distinguished from non-terms (obliaue
NPS: locative, instrumental, manner. temporal and 2oal) by
the transformations that the latter cannot undergo. Only
terms passivize, cleft, pseudo-cleft, undergo Wh-auestion-
inz,allow insertion of existential and exclusive...(for
detall, see Kimenyl in Prepsration). In turn subjects are
easlly distinguished from other terms by their characteris-
tic properties, gliven below:

(1) Subjects immediatelv precede the verb.
(11) Subjects are always definite or generic,
(111) Only subiects trigerer verbal aereement.
(1v) Only subjects trigser reflexivization.
{v) Only subjects control deletion under identity.
(vi) Only subiects undergo subjJect-to-oblect raising.
(vii) Onlv subfects allow dummy-insertion (ha-).
1. Passivization
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1.1 Passivization, as claimed by Relational Grammar, 18 a
process that promotes objects to subject status.

(3) a. Umwdana a-ra-som-a igitabo,
child he-pres,-read-asp. book
'The child is reading the book.', |,
b. Igitabo cyl- ra «som-w-a n'umwaana.
book it- pres.- read-pass-asp by child
'The book is read by the child.!

Objects that are being passivized have to be either defin-
ite or generic; indefinite or unspecified NPs cannot be
passivized., Oblique cases, locatives excepted, cannot be
directly passivized, but have to be obJectivized first, to
undergo this kind of transformation, as shown in (4).
/ Yi 4
(4) a. Umugabo a- ra - andik-a ibaruwa ntikaramu.
man he-pres, -write-asp, letter with-pen
'The man 1s writing a letter with the pen,'
b, *Ikardmu 1- ra -andik-w -a ibaruwa na
pen , 1t-pres.-write-pass,-asp, letter with
n'umugabo,
by man
'The pen 18 used to write a. letter with by
the man.' /4 ’ / J
¢. Umugabo a-ra-andik-iisha-a ibaruwa ikaramu,
man he-pres-write-instr,-asp. letter pen
‘The man 18 writing a letter with the pen.'
d. Ikaramu i-ra-andik-iish-w-a f%aruwa n'umugabo.
pe?'it-pres&write41natr-pass-asp letter.by man
'The pen is used to write a letter by the. man,'!

Reciplent and benefactive NPs are passivizable alsp:

(5) a. Umugabo y-a-haa-ye umug&%e igitabo,
man he-past-give-asp woman book
' the Jjpan gave a book to the woman.'!
b. Umugore y-a-haa-w-e igltabo n'umugabo.
woman she-past-give-pass-asp book by man
'The woman was given the book by the man.'

In Kinyarwanda cognate objects can passivize and the sub-

Ject doesn't have to be an agent for the object to passiv-
ize,

14
(6) a. Iki gitabo gi-pim-a ibiro bine.
this book 1it-weigh-asp kilo four
'T?is book welghs four kilos.'
Ibfro bfne bi-pim-w-a n'{ki gitabo.
kilo four they-welgh-pass-asp by this book
'It's this book that weilghs 4 kilos.!

b.
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1.2 Constralnts

Certaln types of incorporated pronouns such as reflexive
pronouns or recipient pronouns don't get passivized or let
the other obJjects of the verb--incorporated or full NPs--
undergo passivization. Thus the direct obJect of a reflex-
ive pronoun or a recipient pronoun cannot passlivize as
shown below,

(7) a. Umugabo y-a-m-haa-ye 1gitabo,
man he-past-me-give-asp book
'The man gave me the book. !
b. *Igitabo cy-a-m-haa-w-e n'umugabo.
book it-past-me-give-pass-asp by man
'The pook was given to me by the man.'
(8) a. Abahuhgu b-iy-erets-e amashusho,
boys they-refl. -show-asp, pictures
'The boys showed plctures to,themselves.'
b. *Amashusho y-iy-erets-w-e n'abagabo.
plctures they-refl-show-pass-asp. by boys
'The plctures were shown to the boys by them-
selves,'

One might argue that bhe impossibility of passivizing direct
objects of incorporated pronouns is due to the Relational
Annihilation Law, In fact the Promotional Analysis
claims that the recipient gindirect object) has been ad-
vanced to 2 (direct object) and has ousted the initial 2,
which has become a chomeur. This analysis isn't correct,

because Kinyarwanda doesn't have a rule that advances 3
(indirect object) to 2 (d.o.); and further, as observed

in Kimenyl (in preparation) and as argued convincingly by
Gary & Keenan (1976) in what they call the Two Object Ana-
lysis (TOA), there 18 no formal difference between the
Direct Object and the Indirect Object in Kinyarwanda. We
see in fact that when the recipient is a full NP passivi-
zation appliles,

/
(9) a. Umugabo y-a-haa-ye umugore igitabo.

man he-past-give-asp woman book
'The man gave a book to the woman.'

b, Umugore y-a-haa-w-e 1lgitabo n'umugabo.
woman she-past-give-pass-asp book by man
'The woman was given the book by the man.'

c. Igitabo cy-a-haa-w-e umugore n'umugabo.
book 1t-past-give-pass-asp woman by man
'The book was given to the woman by the man,'

Moreover, other syntactic transformations such as relativi-
zation, clefting, Wh-questioning,...still apply to the ob-
ject of the reflexive and the recipient pronoun, which
shows that the object of this type of construction is not
in fact en chomage. We have relativization in (10) and
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exclusive insertion in (11):

4
(10) N-da-som-a igitabo umugabo y-a-m-haa-ye.
I-pres-read-asp. book man he-past-rel-me-give-asp.
I -am reading the bpok that the man gave me.'
(11) Nta mashusho abahuungu b-iy-érets-e.
no plctures boys they-refl-rel-show-asp,
'The boys dldn't show themselves any pictures,!'

We don't have an explanation yet as to why incorporated re-
cipient pronouns and reflexives don't allow passivization.
If the verb has two incorporated pronouns only the recip-
lent can passivize.

(12) a. Umugabo y-a-ki-mw-ééréts-e.

man  he-past-1lt-him-show-asp,
'The man showed it tg him.'

b. Y-a-cy-eerets-w-e n'umugabo,
he-past-it-show-pass-asp by man
'He was shown it by the, man.'

¢. *Cy-a-mw-eerets-w-e n'umugabo,
1t-past-him-show-pass-asp by man
'It was shown to him by the man,'

If the recipient is a reflexive, none of these pronouns
passivizes,

/
(13) a. Umugabo y-a-k-11i-haa-ye.
man he-past-it-refl-give-asp
'The man gave 1t to himself.'
b. *Cy-ii-haa-w-e n'umugabo,
it-refl-give-pass-asp by man
It was given to thg man by himself.'
¢, Y-a-gi -haa-w-e n'umugabo,
he-past-it-give-pass-asp by man
*tHimself was given a book by the man.'

If the verb has more than two infixes, none of them can be
passivized,

‘
(14) a. Abagabo b-a-ki-mu-gu-he-er-eye.
men they-past-it-him-you-give-ben-asp
'The men gave it to him for you.
b. *W-a-ki-mu-he-er-ew-e n'abagabo,
you-it-him-give-ben-pass-asp by men
'You were given it for him,by the men.'
¢. *Cy-a-mu-gu-he-er-ew~-e- n'abagabo.
it-past-him-you-give-ben-pass-asp by men
'It was given to him for ,you by the men.'
d. *Y-a-ki-gu-he-er-ew-e n'abagabo.
he-past-it-you-give-ben-pass-asp by men
'He was glven it for you by the men.!
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The impossibility of passivization in the case of multiple
pronouns is due to thelr strict word order. For detalls,
see Kimenyl (in preparation).

1,3 Properties of Derived Subjects
RPs suEEecEIvIzea by passivization keep all the properties

of terms, such as relativization, clefting, Wh-questioning,
and they acquire also the properties of initlal subjJects:
they are definite, they trigger agreement on the verb, they
allow dummy-insertion (ha-). The only properties of basic
subjects that they don'%T acquire are (a) reflexivization,
(b) raising to object position, and (c¢) coreferential
deletion. The coreferentlial deletion never applies, 8slnce
its structural description is never met: in Klnyarwanda
this transformation 18 only fed by raising., Reflexivization
and raising are 1llustrated in (15) and (16) respectively.

4
(15) a. Umugére y-eerets-e umwéanax umwééna mw'iifoto,.
woman she-show-asp child child 15 plcture
'The woman showed the child the child in the
plcture.! ’ P
b. Umwaana, y-eerets-w-e umwaana, mw'lifoto
child he-show-pass-asp child™ i1n pilcture
n'umugore.
by woman
'The child was shown the child in the plcture
by ,the woman,' ‘. P ’
¢c. *Umwaana y-iy-eerets-w-e mw'iifoto n'umugore.
child he-refl-show-pass-asp in plcture

by woman
'The child was shown himself in the plcture
y the woman,' ’

(16) a. Umwéal{mu y-a-tegets-e ko abanyé%shuﬁfi
teacher he-past-order-asp that students
ba-som-a 1ibitabo.
they-read-asp books
'The teacher ordered that the students read
the books. ' ’ ¢
b. Umwdal{mu y-a-tegets-e ko ibitabo bi-som-w-a
teacher he-past-order-asp that books they-
n'abaanyeeshuuri.
read-pass-asp by students
'The teacher ordered that the books be read

By fhe students, ! ’ ’
¢, Umwaalimu y-a-tegets-e abanyeeshuurl gusoma
teacher he-past-order-asp students to read
ibitabo.
books
'The teacher ordered the students to read the
books, !
d. *Umwaalimu y-a-tegets-e 1lbitabo gusomwa
teacher he-paig-order-asp books to read-pass
n'abanyeeshuuri,
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'The teacher ordered the books to be read by
the students,!

The impossibllity of reflexivizing derived subjJects is Just
due to the formal constraint on this rule which applies
only 1f the obJects are coreferential to the basic subject
of the same clause, whereas that of raising is a functional
constraint, 1In fact, raising in Kinyarwanda, a property of
manipulative verbs only, creates a direct interaction be-
tween the agent subject and the raised subject. Derived
subjects cannot raise, since they are passive, incapable of
performing any activity,

1.4 Pro;erties of Demoted Subjects
8 predlcte y the Relatlona nnihilation Law, initial

subjects lose their grammatical relations to the verb when
passivization applies. The demotion 1s effected by elther
one of the following side-effect rulesg 51) the demoted
subjJect 1s marked by the preposition nd ('by') or (1i1) the
demoted subject 1s deleted. ,

The demoted subject 18 marked by na if the speaker wants
to stress or contrast the agent.

/
(17) a. Igitabo cy-a-som-w-e n'umugore.
book it-past-read-pass-asp by woman
'It's the woman who read the book, !

The demoted subJect 18 deleted (1) if it is unspecified,
211) if 1t is well-known by both speaker and hearer, or
111) if the dummy ha-, which creates a cleft meaning, is
inserted. When the dummy 1s inserted the subJect shifts to
the right of the verb.

(18) a. Umuhudngu y-a-som-ye igitabo.
boy he-past-read-asp book
'The boy read the book. !, /

b. Igitabo cy-a-som-w-e n'umuhuungu.
book 1t-past-read-pass-asp by boy
'The book was read by the boy,. '

¢, *H-a-som-w-e igitabo n'umuhuungu.
1t-past-read-pass-asp book by boy
‘It's the book that was read by the boy.'

d, H-a=som-w-e igitabo.
1t-past-read-pass-asp book
'It's the book that was read.'!

Non-agent subjects or initial subjects of verbs that have
cognate or abstract obJects cannot be deleted by demotion.

14 ’
(19) a. Umwaana a-rwaa-ye lnkorora,
child he-be sick-asp cough
'The child has a cough, '
b. *Inkorora i-ra-rwaa-w-e,
cough 1t-pres-be sick-pass-asp
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'The cough 1s had by somebody.'

2, Stativization

ativization 1s a process that glves a passive reading
to a sentence by putting a definite or a generlc Object in
the Subject position. The former subJect 1s deleted and the
verb takes the perfectlive aspect marker -ye.

(20) a. Umugore a-kubuu-ye inzu.
woman she-clean-asp house
'The womgn has Just cleaned the house.'
b. Inzu 1-ra-kubuu-ye.
house it-pres-clean-asp
'The house 18 cleaned.'

2.2 Constraints

Stafivization Ts a property of direct obJects only, oblique
cases cannot be stativized. Animate obJects (human, animal)
cannot be stativized.

(21) a. Abaantu b-1ib-ye ibaanki.
people they-rob-asp bank
'Pe9p1e robbed the bank.'

b, Ibaanki i-r-iib-ye.
bank 1it-pres-rob-asp
'The bank 1s robbed.'

(22) &. Abaantu b-iib-ye umucuruuzi.
people they-rob-asp businessman
tPecple robbed,the businessman,'

b, Umucuruuzl y-iib-ye.
businessman he-rob-asp
*#1The businessman 18 robbed.'

This 1s due to the fact that animate subjects of transitive
verbs are usually interpreted as agents. From this obser-
vation 1t follows that reflexive pronouns and recipient
pronouns cannot be stativized because they are always
animate.

Direct objects of verbs whose subgects are not agents, such
as emotional or perceptual verbs (think, know, hope, love,
like, hate, hear, feel, see..) cannot be stativized.

(23) a. Umwaana a-shaats-e 1b{ryo.
child he-want-asp food
child wants food.'!
b. *Ibiryo bi-ra-shaats-e,
rood it-pres-want-asp
'The food is wanted.'

If the functional role of stativization is to show the -
state in which the agent subject has put the object, 1t 1is
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understandable why objects of these constructions cannot be
stativized:in fact,the subject never controls them. If the
verb has 2 objects,a recinient and a natient or a benefactive
and a patient or a patient and an obliocue object,stativizat-
ion doesn't apply.
/ ’ / /
(24) a. Umugabo y-a~andik-iish-ije ibaruwa ikaramu.
man  he-past-write-instr-asp letter pen
yThe pan wrote the letter with the, pen.'
b. Ibaruwa i-ra-andik-iish-ije ¥ikaramu.
letter it-pres-write-instr-asp pen
yThe Jetter is written with a ,pen!.
¢, Ikaramu i-ra-andik-iish-ije #ikaramu,
pen it-pres-write-instr-asp pen
'The pen is used to write the letter.®
Objectivized oblique obJects(locatives,manners,goals,poss—
essives),instrumentals excepted,cannot undergo stativization.

/
(25) a. Umugore a-kor-e-y amafaraanga.
woman she-work-ben-asp money
'The woman has just worked for money.'
b, *#Amafaraanga a-ra-kor-e-ye,

money it-pres-work-ben-asp

'The money is worked for',
In this case,stativization seems to be a nroverty of basic
objects only. Instrumentals differ from other oblicue NPs
—--maybe because they are nromoted by derivational causativ-
ization,as argued in Kimenyi(in preparation), and not by
normal advancement rules.,
2.3 Pronerties of Derived Subjects
Subjects dermved by sfaflviza%ion acouire almost all the
oroperties of initial subjects: definiteness,verbal agree-
ment,dummy insertion. They keep their term vnroverties: rel-
ativization,clefting,pseudo-clefting,Wh-ouestioning, exclus~
ive insertion,existential insertion, etc. But like subjects
derived by passivization, they cannot control co-referent-
ial deletion, since its structural description is never met.
They cannot trigger reflexivization and they cannot raise
to object position, since they indicate an activity, whereas
stativization shows the state of the object.

3. Object—Subject Reversal (0-S)

3ol U%Jecf-su%aecf Teversal 1s a syntactic process that gives
a passive reading to a sentence by just reversing the object
and the subject as shown in (26).

4
(26) a. Umuhuungu a-ra-som-z igitabo
boy he-pres-read-asp book
'The boy is reading the bogk. '
b, Igitabo cyi-ra-som-a umuhuingu
book it-pres-read-asp boy
'The book is being read by the boy.'
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As in the normal passive rule, oblique NPs, except locatives,
cannot directly undergo this kind of transformation, they
have to be obJectivized first.

/, 7
(27) a. Umwaalimu a-ra-andik-a n'iikaramu.
. teacher he-pres-write-asp with pen

'%Ee teacher is writing with the pen.!'
*1lkaramu 1-ra-andik-a nfumwaalimu,
pen 1lt-pres-write-asp by teacher
'The pen is used to wrlte by the ,teacher.'
¢, lkaramu i-ra-andik-iish-a umwaalimu,

pen it-pres-write-instr-asp teacher

'The pen is used to write by the teacher.'!

b.

3.2 Constraints
Incorporated pronouns, whether subjects, objects or reflex-

ives, cannot be reversed: perhaps because of the fixed word
order imposed on them,

,
(28) a. Abaantu ba-ra-ki-bon-a.
peopie they-pres-it-see-asp
'People see 1t.!
b. *€yl-ra-bon-a abaantu.
it-pres-see-asp people
'It, is seen by the people.'
(29) a. B-a-som-ye igitabo.
they-past-read-asp book
'They read the book,'
b. *Igitabo cy-a-ba-som-ye.
book it-past-them-read-asp
'The book was read by them,'

Subjectivization never applies if the verb has two objects.
(1.é. pronouns of full NPs), or when there is an oblique
NP 1in the sentence.

/ 4
(30) a. Umuhuungu y-a-haa-ye umukoobwa igltabo.
boy he-past-give-asp girl book
'The boy gave the book to the girl,!',
b, *Igitabo cy-a-haa-ye umukoobwa umuhuungu,
book it-past-giwve-asp girl boy
'The book was given to the girl by the boy.'

If the object and the subject are in the same semantic
category, such as human or animal, this rule doesn't apply.

(31) a. Umugabo y-a-som-ye umugére.
man he-past-kiss-asp woman
'The man kissed the woman,'
b, Umugore y-a-som-ye umugabo.
woman she-past-kiss-asp man
'The woman kissed the man,'
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It 1s possible, however, for this transformation to apply
if the pra tics are well-defined, For instance, verbs
such as -hdz- &'console'), -vuur- ('cyre!), -roongor-
('marry'), -twdar- ('rule'), and -tégék- ('rule’) allow O-S
reversal, since people who perform EﬁEse activities in
Rwandan soclety are specific individuals. Only women and
children are allowed to ery. Only doctors cure and only
such personages as chiefs and the king, rule.

(32) a. Umugaanga a-vuur-a abarwéayi.
doctor he-cure-asp sick people
'The doctor cures sick people.'
b, Abarwaayl ba-vuur-a umugaanga,
slck people they-cure-asp doctor
'Sick people are cured by the doctor,'

The reason 0-S reversal 1s not allowed when the subject and
the obJect are in the same semantic class, yet applies with
the verbs given above, 1s that the subject of transitive
verbs 18 most of the time interpreted as the agent.

As 1n other 1nstances of subjectivization rules, outcast
subjects lose thelr grammatical relations to the verb, they
cannot undergo any kind of transformation whatsoever. The
derived subject, besides taking subject position and trig-
gerling agreement on the verb, doesn't acquire any of the
behavioral properties of initial subjJects--contrary to ex-
pectation. This process is completely frozen, since the
derived subject 1s somehow demoted, losing even its term
status properties of relativization, clefting, pseudo-
clefting, toplicalization, etec.

The constraints imposed on derived subjects are the only
formal ways to distinguish initial subjects from derived
ones, because we observed that the derived structures of
sentences generated by the stativization rule and the 0-S
reversal rule resemble those of basic subJects very much,
Discussion

We have shown that subjectivization rules are properties of
direct obJjects only, and that objects undergoing these rules
are elther definite or generic. All derived subjects can-
not raise to objeet position, they can't control coreferen-
tial deletion, nor can they trigger reflexivization. More-~
over, subjects derived by stativization and 0-S reversal
cannot undergo eertaln transformations, since if they did,
they would change the meaning of the basic sentence. In
this respect, derived subjects are easily distinguished
from basic ones and this obviously contradicts the Relatibnal
Succession Law which claims that NPs that take over the
positlon of another NP by a promotion rule assume the Gram-
matical Relations of the outcast NP,

These observations on subject-creating rules in Kinyarwanda
support Keenan's Promotion to Subject Hierarchy (PSH),
(1975, p.324), given below:
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(33) Coding Properties\Behavioral &\ Semantic
Controlling Properties
Properties
Within this hierarchy, Keenan suggests that derived subjects
won't take the full range of basic subjects' properties,
but are likely to take those properties higher in the hier-
archy. This is confirmed by the data we have presented.
The 3 rules take on all the coding properties (subject
position; verbal agreement), yet fail to acquire some
transformations that basic subjects undergo. The rules
are differentiated from each other by the PSH also., For
instance, the passive rule gets almost all the behavioral
properties of basic subjects. The stativization rule
bears less transformations than Passive,and 0-S reversal
has more constraints than other subjectivization rules--
neither does 1t get any of the behavioral properties of
basic subjJects.

*I am grateful to Prof. Edward Keenan for comments and
suggestions on this paper.
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