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Abstract:

The paper examines the syntax and semantics of periphrastic causative constructions from the point of view of the Role and
Reference Grammar’s (RRG) theory in Dangme, a language that belongs to the kwa family of languages. The paper discusses
the mapping relationship between semantic units and syntactic structures, and their positions in causative constructions. The
semantic roles include: causer, causee, instrument of cause, experiencer and source of the experience and theme which function
as subjects, direct objects and indirect objects of a clause. The paper also examines two types of periphrastic causation: the
direct and the indirect. Both types are generally and potentially multi-clausal. In the direct periphrastic causative, the cause is
understood as being directly responsible for the event producing the result without an intermediary semantic role. In the
indirect periphrastic causative, a primary subject-agent of cause initiates the process of causation and an intermediary causer
(s) accomplishes the process. | demonstrate that Dangme, has a cause verb hd ‘make/let’ or péé ‘make/cause’. It is to be noted
that the cause verb, péé takes an obligatorily complementizer, ne in both affirmative and negative clauses which is contrary to
the hd causative verb. The subject of a transitive or an intransitive embedded clause is the patient of cause for the hd or péé
cause verb, and the causee of the embedded clause is the complement of the result predicate in a transitive lower clause. The
data used in this paper were drawn from both primary and secondary sources.
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1. Introduction

Dangme is a three-level tone language and it belongs to the Kwa group of Niger-Congo family of languages. It is spoken
in two regions of Ghana- Eastern and Greater Accra mainly in South-Eastern Ghana. The people inhabit the coastal area of the
Greater Accra Region, east of Accra, and part of the Eastern Region of Ghana. Its closest linguistic neighbours are Ga, Akan and
Ewe. Dangme has seven dialects: Ada, Nugo/Ningo, Kpone, Gbugblaa/Prampram, Osudoku, Se/Shai, and Krobo (Yilo and
Manya). There are several small communities east of the Volta Region that trace their origins to Dangmeland; most of these
have shifted to Ewe as the language of daily life, but others have not (Dakubu 1966; Sprigge 1969 cited in Ameka and Dakubu
2008:215). Patches of speakers are also found at the Volta region at Agortime, Afegame Wenguam and in Togoland-Nyetoe
and Gatsi who have been mentioned by Westermann and Bryan (1952).

A causative verb denotes an action, process or state that instigates a particular reaction or condition in another
person or object. According to Dixon (2000:30), “...a causative construction involves the specification of an additional
argument, a causer, onto a basic clause”. A causer, according to Dixon (2000), refers to someone or something which can be an
event or state that initiates or controls the activity which is a defining property of the syntax-semantic function of a transitive
subject. Lyons (1977:489) also notes that the syntax and semantics of causative constructions have been extensively
discussed in connection with the hypothesis of lexical decomposition. He explains that the meaning of the transitive verb,
“kill”, for example, would be derived from a lower syntactic structure containing the predicate (verb) ‘die’, whose subject is a
cause undergoer. The lower clause is embedded in a higher clause containing the agent of cause and an abstract cause
predicate. The predicate ‘die’ in the upper clause expresses a situation that is brought into being as a result of the activity of
the agent (x CAUSE-DIE y) meaning (x made y come-to be not alive) will be interpreted at the surface level as’ x kills y’. ‘Kill’ is
decomposed into cause to ‘die’. As far as Lyons (1977: 490) is concerned, linguistic agent role players are to be interpreted as
the causers of the situations which are brought into existence by their actions. The abstract predicator, CAUSE, takes the first
order nominal in its subject and a second order nominal as its object or complement. Lyons further explains that causation
involves a transition and change in participant role. This change, he claims, could be the participant’s inherent qualities,
change of location and position, a decrease or an increase in its form or quality (Lyons 1977: 494).
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Periphrastic causatives are bi-clausal constructions that encode the notion of CAUSE and result in different clauses
(Cole 1983; Radford 1988; Kozinsky and Polinsky 1993). The prototypical case of periphrastic causation is where there are
separate predicates expressing cause and effect respectively.

A periphrastic causative sentence contains a predicate formed by the combination of a causative verb and an
underlying predicate. The addition of the causative verb adds a new participant, (a causer) which initiates or controls the
event of the underlying predicate. A periphrastic construction thus, has two verbs and three arguments: the first NP is the
external argument and the subject of the first verb; the second is the patient of the first verb but also the subject of the
second and the third is the object of the second verb. Tallerman (1998) asserts that causativization is a syntactic process
which changes grammatical relations. She explains that the causative construction introduces a new argument, the causative
being an agent or instrument which often introduces an entirely new causative predicate as well. She further points out that
in English, the main way of expressing the idea of someone causing someone else to do something is by using a verb such as
make, let, cause or have. This can be expressed with pairs of causative and non-causative sentences such as:

(1)

a. *The girl came.

b. 1 made/let the girl come.

(2)

a. *The boy died.

b. The doctor caused the boy to die.

(3)

a. *The police arrested the thief.

b. They had the police arrested the thief.

In all the three examples, the (a) sentences in (1-3) are non-causative. However, the (b) examples in (1-3) are
causative constructions. In (1b), ‘the girl’ in (1a) has been demoted from its subject position to the object position in a new
clause, and a new subject ‘I’ is introduced in (1b). In (2a), ‘The boy” being the subject of the (a) clause has also been demoted
and ‘the doctor’ assumes the subject position in (2b). Likewise, ‘the police’ in (3a) have been replaced by the third person
plural, ‘they’ as the subject of (3b). The three new subjects introduced have not been promoted from somewhere, since they
did not appear in the simple clauses of (a). They were introduced as a result of the causative sentences in (b). The result of this
is that simple sentences are turned into complex sentences. This aspect of Tallerman’s description is more relevant to the
present study on periphrastic causative verbs in Dangme, because it sets out the kind of linguistic argument this paper
pursues.

Periphrastic causative verbs are defined also by both syntactic and semantic criteria (Shibatani 1976). Syntactically,
periphrastic causative verbs take clausal complements. Semantically, they entail the occurrence of a result or, in the case of
prevent-type verbs, the change of state or location that would have occurred without intervention, is blocked. The early
works on periphrastic causatives in English assumed that the class of periphrastic causative verbs was limited to a small,
grammatically determined set of words (Shibatani 1976), the most common in English, being cause, make, get, have, and let.
However, some other works have suggested that the class might be much larger, including such members as allow, convince,
force, permit, persuade, etc. (Talmy 1988; Pinker 1989). Consider the English, Japanese, Korean and Akan examples in (4a-d):

(4)

a. The doctor had the nurse  persuaded the patient to take in the drugs.
AGENT; CAUSE AGENT, CAUSE PATIENT

Japanese (Kuroda 1965a, b; Kuno 1973)

b. Hanako-wa Yoshi-ni ik-ase-ta.

Hanako-T Yoshi-D go-ase-past

‘Hanako allowed Yoshi to go/Hanako had Yoshi go.’

Korean (Lee 1985)

c. Apeci-ka ai-lul  matang-eyse nol - key ha - ess -ta.

Father-NOM child-ACC yard -LOC  play-CAUS -PAST-DEC

‘The father forced/ordered the child to play in the yard.’

Akan (Boadi 2006: 72)

d. Me re-md Kwadwo a-ko.

[ PROG-CAUSE Kwadwé INF-go

‘1 am allowing Kwadwé to go.’

In the English, Japanese, Korean and Akan examples in (4a-d), it is observed that the verb of cause and the verb of
result are italicised. In the English example in (4a), had, persuade and take are the verbs of cause and of result. In the
Japanese example in (4b), wa- ‘allow’ and al ik-ase-ta ‘go’ are used to express causative meaning. In (4c), the in Korean, -ka
‘force/order’ and -key ha -ess -ta ‘play’ and md ‘cause’ a-ko ‘go’ in Akan.

Other works such as (Shibatani 1976; Comrie 1976, 1981, 1985; Pinker 1989; Jackendoff 1990; Levin and Rappaport
1994) also note that RESULT, as in the verbs cause, let, help or prevent are often referred to as periphrastic causative verbs.
What is more relevant in the work of these scholars to the present research is the description of the periphrastic causative
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verb (s) they referred to in their studies. They discussed the general factors that characterize the description of periphrastic
causative. These factors also relate to what exists in Dangme. What is noted from the work of these authors is that in
linguistic research, the link between semantics and syntax is an issue worth investigating.

Givon (1975) discusses two other forms of causation. These are direct and indirect. He asserts that direct causation is
the type of causation that the causer directly carries out his or her intention without any assistance to achieve a result. He or
she has one on one contact with the cause. In mediated causation, the subject of cause acts as the initiator or the instigator of
an action, a process or a change of state. The action, process or change of state is carried out by another entity. Example: 5(a-
b).

(5)

a. We had Parker pack out by sending in the police to eject him.

b. Theodore made Felicia hurt by deliberately hitting her with a stick.

Example 5(a) suggests that Parker’s ejection was initiated by a group of persons, (we) and was finally accomplished
through the assistance of the police (mediators). Thus, the use of the causative marker had, requires a mediator to achieve a
set goal. By contrast, the use of made in 5(b) suggests a direct action caused by the agent, Theodore.

Data for the paper were drawn from both primary and secondary sources. As a native speaker of data, I also provided
some of the data for this study. The data elicited and those provided by me, were however, cross-checked by other native
speakers of Dangme. The purpose of this paper is to discuss the syntactic and semantic relation in periphrastic causative
constructions in Dangme.

Beyond the introduction, the paper is structured as follows: Section two focuses on the mapping of the semantic
representations on to the syntactic structures. The section further outlines the semantic and the syntactic representation of
constituents in a clause. The discussion on the semantic and the syntactic representation of verbs is in section three. Section
four examines the types of periphrastic causative construction i.e. direct and indirect. Section five summaries and concludes
the paper.

2. The Mapping of Semantic Representations on to Syntactic Structures

The mapping of semantic representation on to syntactic structures relates the units of semantic contrast to syntactic
word class and their positions in the clause. Every unit at one level of representation is associated to one or more units of
semantic representation of syntax. I identify, list and make statements to link the semantic units needed to account for
causativity in Dangme in this section.

In general, mapping involves the linking of two levels of linguistic representation by means of linguistic rules or
statements. Mapping in causation shows the relationship between the semantic representation of causation and the units
required for describing causation on the one hand, and how these units of semantics are represented in the surface syntax.
The units at the semantic level are of different categories from those at the syntactic level. Foremost, at the semantic level are
the arguments and the semantic roles. Each semantic role is represented by a noun phrase at the level of syntax. The
following are the semantic roles or the participants: agent and agent of cause, patient and patient of cause, instrument and
instrument of cause, beneficiary and source of benefaction, experiencer and source of the experience.

In a study not concerned with causation, one would not need the role of the agent of cause, patient of cause, etc. This
implies that if the verb is [+CAUSE], then its subject is an agent of cause and if it is simply an activity, then its subject is an
agent. Associated with these roles are such lexical specifications as animacy and humanness. These semantic units express
generalizations on the types of lexical functions that relate the verb and its arguments in the predication. By assigning
thematic roles to NP argument, the linguist is able to capture similarities and differences in verb meaning.

For the purpose of this paper, the most semantic unit of meaning is cause, culminating into result through process. This
meaning contains other meanings, a person, thing or event that causes or initiates the cause called a causer. The cause implies
a change, which means becoming something else in the process. In linguistic analysis, I posit these as a finite number of units
as far as Dangme is concerned. These semantic units may however, be applicable to other languages. (a) cause, become, result
(b) causer, causee/patient or undergoer and (c) resulting situation.

The cause-become meaning component, combines with other semantic units, which define its syntax. These are activity,
process, state and event. An activity may be seen as cause and so, can a process or state or event. The activity, process, event
and state components are mapped on to the predicate unit at the syntactic level, also a verb.

2.1. The Semantic and the Syntactic Representation of Constituents in a Clause

The syntactic units of representations required for describing causative constructions include: (1) the noun and its modifiers
(2) the verb and its modifiers. The modifiers of the noun contain relative clauses. In RRG, the highest level in a clause is represented
by the core consisting of arguments and nucleus. The nucleus dominates the predicate. On its left is argument,; (subject) and on its
right, is augument, (object). The argument is mapped on to roles and roles are mapped on to subject and object (direct/indirect)
positions. The tree diagram (i) explains the mapping from the semantics on to the syntax in the core elements of the clause in Dangme.
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In the tree diagram in (i), the nucleus is mapped on to the predicate which can be expressed in situations. The
situations of the predicate include: activity, process, state, etc. A cause predicate is represented as [+CAUSE]. Cause is the
initiator of event, an action, or a process which affects another entity that forces him/her/it to change his location,
appearance, etc. The nucleus determines the setting or the nature of the NP. It is the director of positions (see Dowty 1979;
Croft 1991: 214).

2.1.1. Causer and Causee

The causer in a causative construction can refer to a human or non-human entity (an instrument, an abstract thing
like hunger, thirst, love) or an event coded through a transitive clause (Dixon 2000:32). The causers are mapped on to subject
at the syntactic unit level. A causee, can however, become a subject in a mono-clausal clause. When a human entity acts as a
causer, it is referred to as an agent of cause. The agent of cause is a participant whom the predicate specifies as doing or
causing something, possibly intentionally. Agents of cause are also referred to as volitional agents. They have the ability of
infringing a change in the causee. That is, if an NP is understood as acting intentionally, then, the entity is an agent of cause.
The action of an agent of cause brings about a particular process leading to a change of state in an object nominal. When the
agent of cause acts directly, it achieves the result (caused event) intentionally. According to Kemmer & Verhagen (1994), ‘the
agentive participant is a highly individuated entity capable of volition, and volitionally exerting physical energy on a second
participant. The affected participant absorbs the energy and undergoes a change of state that would not have taken place
without the exertion of the energy’. However, an animal can also be a willful causer. It can be the subject of bake, eat, kick, beat,
crash, buy, etc. A caused event is the effect of causation. The causer argument, be it an agent of cause or an instrument of cause
or an event or an abstract notion, maps on to the subject in the syntax.

The causee can be a patient of cause, an experiencer of cause, a recipient of cause or a theme. The causee is the entity
that suffers the effect of the predicate. It is not in control of the state, process or activity situation expressed by the predicate.
But it is the affected participant or the undergoer of the caused event (Dixon 2000:61). Normally, the causee occupies the
object position in a transitive clause. However, it can be a subject of an intransitive clause where the subject position is not
filled by any of the NPs as discussed above. See the distribution of the semantic role, causee in a transitive construction against
its syntactic position in table 1.

Semantic Role Syntactic Positions

CAUSEE » A DIRECT OBJECT
u\, AN INDIRECT OBJECT

Table 1: The Mapping Relation of the Causee in a Transitive Clause

The reason is that the patient of cause enjoys the priority to occupy the more salient syntactic roles as subject and
object depending upon the sentence type... (Comrie 1981, 1985). This confirms that the relationship between participant roles
and grammatical roles is not a discrete one-to-one correspondence.

In the periphrastic causative construction, the subject of the primary or basic clause becomes the causee of the first
clause and the subject-causer of the embedded clause. The subject-causee is what Shibatani & Pardeshi (2002) (see also
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Shibatani 1976; Chappell 1984) among others refer to, as an agentive-causee. An agentive-causee can bring about the
completion of an initiated caused event. Example (6) illustrates this:

(6)

Papaa ha a po kungwd yi.
Father make 3PL cut fowl.POSS head
AGENT of Cause CAUSE CAUSEE ACTIVITY PATIENT of Cause

SUBJ4 VERB; SUBJ: VERB: OBJECT

‘Father made them cut the head of the fowl.’

In a transitive clause, the [+Human] causer, the agent of cause mostly wills power over the causee. In (6), papda, the
agent of cause is interpreted as the grammatical subject of the initial clause and a ‘they’ is the subject of the embedded clause,
a po kungw) yi ‘they have cut the head of the fowl’. Kiingw3 yi ‘the head of the fowl!’ is the patient of cause of the predicate, po
‘cut’. The agent-causer, pdpda is understood to have intentionally caused the a ‘they’ to act, po ‘cut’ fowl’s head to be cut off.

The instrument of cause fills in the subject position when the subject position is not filled by an agent of cause or a
patient of cause. Generally, oblique complements take the form of an NP or a postpositional phrase in Ghanaian languages. In
Dangme, the oblique is indicated by ngé (at) k¢ ‘take/use/with’ introduces the instrument of cause. The instrument is normally
an inanimate entity manipulated by the causer in the carrying out of an action. According to Berk (1999:17) instrument is an
"intermediate causer.” It is usually acted upon by a causer as exemplified in (7-8b).

(7)

Tawia péé né to; i) ke
Tawia CAUSE goat; DEF take
AGENT of Cause PRED INTER Causer

SUBJECT VP4 SUBJECT defective VP
Tawia cause goat take
& nane ywia bué J.

3SG.POSS; leg break pot DEF
INSTRUMENT of Cause PRED PATIENT of Cause

INDIRECT OB] VP, DIRECT OB]J

its leg break pot the

‘Tawia caused the goat to break the pot with its legs.’

Sentence (7) is bi-clausal. Tdwid is the agent of cause. It is mapped on to the subject of the cause clause, Tdwid péé né
‘Tawia made’. The instrument of cause, to 5 ‘the goat’, assumes the position of the subject of the embedded clause, to; 3 ke é;
nané ywia bué ‘the goat broke the pot with its leg’. To J ‘the goat’ is an animate willful entity that holds a leg, nané and uses it
as an instrument to exert force on ‘pot’, buié ‘the patient of cause’ and it broke. To J in this instance is the intermediate causer
(subject-animate-causer) and ndné is inanimate. E ndné ‘its legs’ is a possessive phrase functioning as an instrument-causer
of ywia ‘break’ in (7). The instrument of cause, ¢ nané ‘its legs’, is mapped on to the syntax as an indirect object of the
sentence. The causing event in the nucleus, ywia ‘break’, is mapped on to a verb of activity in the predicate. The causee, buié 2
‘the pot’, is the direct object-complement of ywia ‘break’ and é; nané ‘its leg’ is the instrument of cause mapped on to as an
indirect object in (7).

(8) a. Tsaats¢ ha detse ke

AGENT of Cause CAUSE INTER Causer  take

SUBJECT, VP4 SUB]J; defective VP

Tsaatsé make hunter take

ta gbe sud.

INSTR of Cause PRED CAUSEE

OBLQ VP, DIRECT OB]J

gun kill elephant.
‘Tsadtsé made a hunter used a gun to kill the elephant.’

(8) b. Ty, tsaatse ha detse
INSTRUMENT of Cause AGENT of Cause CAUSE INTER Causer
SUB]J4 VP, SUB]J>

Gun, Tsaatse kill elephant
ke gbe sud.

take PRED PATIENT

defective VP VP, DIRECT OB]J

‘It is a gun that Tsadtsé made a hunter used to kill the elephant.’

In (8a), Tsadtsé is the subject agent of cause and detse ‘a hunter’ is the subject of the embedded or result clause, and
the intermediary causer of gbe ‘kill’ expressed in the VP; of the result clause. The causee, si13 ‘elephant’, is the direct object
and the undergoer of the action of gbe ‘kill’. Tt, ‘gun’, is the instrument of cause and an obligue NP introduced by k¢ in (8a),
aided the subject of the embedded clause to accomplish the action initiated by Tsadtsé, and expressed by the cause verb ha.
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The result of ha ‘a cause verb’, is that the patient, sij ‘elephant, has changed state from being alive to being dead. In (8b), we
observe a rearrangement of constituents of the (8a) construction. Semantically, ti ‘gun’, the instrument of cause in (8b) is
mapped on to the syntax as the subject of the clause. In this clause, the causee, suJ ‘elephant’ is mapped on to the object at the
syntactic level.
In addition, various weather changes: wind, harmmattan, rain, storm, sun, fog and other events such as love, hatred,
criticism, compliment, that bring about a change of condition or state in a causee are also referred to as instruments of cause.
For example, consider an example in (9).

(9) Sapu o} ha weé ne wa da
Drought DEF make NEG COMP 1PL sow
INSTRUMENT CAUSE CAUSEE RESULT
SUBJECT: VP4 SUBJECT: VP2
ni mlda  jeha négd.
things early year  this
PATIENT of Cause PERIPHERAL
OBJECT ADJUNCT

‘The drought delayed seed sowing this year.” (the drought did not allow us to sow seeds early this year)

In (9) however, the subject position is occupied by NP, sdpu 5 ‘the drought’ which I consider as instrument that cause.
The instrument-causer represented in (9) by the NP sdp: 5 ‘drought’ is mapped on to the subject. The direct object ni ‘things’
is the causee or the patient of cause. The instrument of cause and the recipient are mapped on to the indirect object in a
ditransitive construction. In another instance, the patient of cause can occur twice in a double object sentence. Consider the
construction in (10).

(10) Nagee ha Yaw hd mi womi.

Nageé make/let Yaw give 1SG.OBJ book

AGENT of Cause AGENT of Cause RECIPIENT PATIENT.

SUBJECT SUBJECT OBJECT,  OBJECT:

‘Nagéé make Yaw give me a book.’

In the transitive periphrastic causative sentence in (10), Nagéé, of the cause clause, Ndgéeé hd is mapped on to the
subject and Yaw of the effect clause, Yaw hd mi womi is mapped on to the subject of NP,. Mi ‘me’ is the recipient and the
indirect object while womi ‘book’, the patient of cause is mapped on to as the direct object of the clause.

2.1.2. The Theme
The theme refers to things which are located or are undergoing a change of location, (motion) (Van Valin and LaPolla

1997:85). The kind of relocation can be a manipulated physical movement or a conceptualized movement as exemplified in
(11).

(11)

Yo peé ne Baba kpa
Woman CAUSE COMP Baba pour
AGENT of cause PRED AGENT of cause; PRED
SUBJECT, VP4 SUBJECT: VP,
nyu 3 pué zugba.

water DEF onto ground

THEME LOCATION

OBJECT ADV

‘The woman brought it about that Babd poured the water on to the ground.’

(The woman caused Baba to pour the water on to the ground)

In (11), yo 3 péé ne ‘a woman brought it about’ is the cause clause and Babd kpd nyu 5 pué ziighd ‘Baba poured the
water on to the ground’ is the result clause. ‘The water’ is the theme which has undergone a change of location from an
unexpressed location to zugbd ‘the ground’, the new location. It is mapped on to the direct object. Location may indicate where
a causer or causee is, or moves to, and where an action is performed. Thus, it may specify the causation of motion, manner

and direction. The location in (11) is indicating causation of motion. Location, ziighd, is mapped on to the syntax as an NP
adjunct.

2.1.3. Experiencer and the Source of the Experience

The experiencer is the participant who undergoes a mental or inner psychological experience and who is aware of it.
The source of the experience refers to an entity from where the experience is derived. An experiential situation may be mental
process—-phenomenon (Halliday 1985:322)". The experiencer causative verb can be a stative verb or an adjective.

The Experiencer shares semantic features with the prototypical agent (human entity, sentience) as well as with the
prototypical patient (affectedness) and is left unspecified with regard to other features (volition, control, initiation). When the
experiencer is coded as the subject of an affective predication, she or he is perceived as having an active, volitional, controlled
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involvement in the interaction. When the experiencer is coded as the object of an affective predication, she or he is
conceptualized as a passive or inactive participant with a non-volitional involvement in the situation (Becher 2003:5). An

agent of cause is not affected by the predicate but the patient does.
The position of the experiencer and the source of the experience depend on the verb. These can occur at subject and

focus positions in Dangme. Consider the following sentences in (12a-b) below:

(12) a. Kojo hd  Maky; buajd Teéko he.

Kojé make Maku pleased Teéko body-part
SOURCE of Experience EXPERIENCER

SUBJECT SUBJECT

‘Kojé made Makau to be pleased with Teéko.’

In (12a), the position of the experiencer shifts to NP,. K0jo, the source of the experience for Maku, is mapped on to the
subject of the first clause. The experiencer represented by the NP, Mdku, is mapped in syntactic domains as the grammatical
subject of the second clause. It is observed that in (12a), the source of the experience is represented by the NP, Kojé. Kojé is
mapped on to as the subject of the clause. | now examine how the experiencer is mapped on to the grammatical object in

sentence (12b).

(12) b. Padiki mud ), ha Tamaté mukli mi fa
Padiki.POSS laughter DEF make Tamaté.POSS stomach inside bloat
SOURCE of Experience EXPERIENCER

SUBJECT OBJECT

‘Padiki’s laughter made Tamaté angry.’

In (12b), the predicate of the first clause, hd requires a source of the experience which is Padiki. In the second clause
of effect, Tdmaté is the experiencer of the emotion expressed by muklii mi fu ‘anger’. In syntactic structures, Padiki, the source
of the experience is mapped on to the subject and T@maté, the experiencer, is mapped on to the object.

3. The Syntactic and Semantic Representation of Verbs
In this section, I discuss the semantic categories which are realized by the predicate in syntactic structure. The table 2

presents a schema for relating the semantic units to the syntactic units.

SEMANTIC ASSOCIATED SYNTACTIC POSITION
TUNITS SEMANTIC TUNITS AND
FEATURES FUNCTION
AGENT OF CAUSE [+ANNIMATE] NP SUBJECT
CATUSER [ ANIMATE] NP SUBJECT
PATIENT OFCATUSE [ ANIMATE] NP SUBJECT/OBIECT
INSTRUMENT OF [-ANIMATE NP SUBJECT, OBJECT.
CAUSE INDIRECT
EXPERIENCER [+ANIMATE] NP SUBJECT/OBJECT
SOURCE OF THE [ZANNIMATE] NP SUBJECT/OBIJECT
EXNPERIENCE
THEME [ZANNIMATE NP SUBJECT/OBIJECT
PREDICATE OF [+CATSE] VP PREDICATE
CAUSE
PREDICATE OF [+RESULT] P PREDICATE
RESULT
LOCATION - ADVEREB/NP ADIUONCT
PATH/GOAT - ADVERB/NP ADIUNCT
DEGREE - ADVERB ADIUONCT
REASON - ADVERE ADIUNCT
MANNER - ADVERE ADIUNCT
TIME = ADVEREB/NP ADIJUNCT

Table 2: The schema for relating the semantic units to the syntactic units of Dangme

Table 2 indicates that the subject can be an agent of cause, an instrument of cause, an experiencer and source of the experience, a
theme or a recipient, while the direct object can be a patient of cause, a theme, a recipient, an experiencer and the source of the

experience.

3.1. Predication

Predication includes cause, becoming (result) process, state, and activity in the VP in Dangme. They are realized as
predicates and occur as one of the core elements of a clause. They are represented at the semantic level as the nucleus. I
describe briefly the semantic categories of the verb of a clause: states and non-states, (processes, actions and verbs of process

involving activities). I begin with state verbs.
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3.1.1. State Verbs

State situations are static, non-dynamic and may involve a change of state or condition of a participant or an internal
experience of a participant (Valin & LaPolla 1997:83).

State verbs include predicates with adjectival heads (which copula is the verb) that denote a change of state as in dry,
big, fast, fat, black, believe, be happy, desire, love, understand. These de-adjectival predicates according to Minassian (1980) are
intransitive and often referred to as unaccusative, inchoatives or anti-causatives and imply ‘become adjective’. These verbs
however, behave as transitive when they are causativised. E.g. ngld, ‘burn’, gbli, ‘dry’. State verbs describe the state of affairs or
condition of an argument, e.g. tso 2 gbli ‘the tree is dried’ and they associate with patients. In tso 2 gbli, ‘the tree is dried’, tsé 2
‘the tree’, is the patient and gbli ‘dried’ is the new state the tree has assumed. Static verbs like any other verb occupy the
predicate position in a construction. Table 3 presents some examples of state verbs in Dangme.

STATE VERBS GLOSS
gbli dry
sud love/like
le know
gbhé die
na see
yo recognize/realise
kle big
sa rotten
ngla burnt
pd wet
sisii Fried ...
kplaa si kneeling down
hla desire
hé ye believe
buajd be happy
ku break
hé yé believe
sumé hate/dislike
hlaé want
na ng wish
susu think
kplee agree/affirm
gbéye fear
kasé learn
kai remember
hii si sitting
daa si standing
belé si/kplaa si hanging
hwnoo si lying down

Table 3: State verbs

In state predicates, an experiencer in a transitive construction is mapped on to a subject. In the same way, a causer
(agent of cause, instrument of cause or event) in a bi-clausal causative construction is mapped on to the subject. The entities
representing the source of the experience and the affected, the causee or the patient of cause for the aforementioned roles, are
mapped on to syntactic units as grammatical objects. See for instance, (13a-b).

(13) a.

Yayo peé ng Tsatsu

mother CAUSE COMP Tsatsu

AGENT of Cause PRED of Cause EXPERIENCER
SUBJECT; VP SUBJECT:

sud Ohui.

loves Ohuf.

STATE SOURCE of the Experience
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VP, OBJECT

‘Mother caused Tsatsu to love Ohui.’
(13) b.

Teddy ha

Teddy make/let

AGENT of Cause CAUSE

SUBJECT PREDICATE

Sammy tsu o} kle.

Sammy.POSS  building DEF big
PATIENT of Cause STATE
OBJECT PREDICATE

Teddy brought it about that Sammy’s building is big.

‘Teddy caused Sammy’s building to become big.’

It is observed in the bi-clausal clause in (13a) that yayo péé ne ‘mother cause or brought it about that...” is the
cause clause and Tsatsii sud Ohuf “Tsatsu loves Ohuf’ is the effect clause. The state verb, sitd ‘love’, occurs in the predicate
of the clause. Si) ‘love’, indicates an internal experience of the NP, Tsatsi. The experiencer, Tsatst, is mapped on to the
grammatical subject of the clause. The source of the experience, is represented by the NP Ohuf. In the syntax, Ohui, relates
to the state verb, sid ‘love’ as the grammatical object of the clause. In (13b), hd ‘make/let’ is the cause verb of the predicate
and kle ‘big’, describes the condition of the patient of cause, tst 5 ‘the building’. Tsti 5 is mapped on to the object.

3.1.2. Processes

Processes include states of affairs which involve change and takes place over time. This change may occur in location,
a state of being or condition or an internal experience of a participant (Valin & LaPolla 1997:83). Thus, a process verb
expresses a change of condition in its argument. Some process verbs in Dangme are listed in a table 4 below.

PROCESS VERBS GLOSS
gbli dry
ku break
sile melt
ye dissolve
sa’ rot
gbd die
sa rot
ngla/sa burn
wa mature/grow
pué deteriorate
kai recall/remember
kalé describe
susu think of/measure
tsake change something
tsdo’ show
fia boil
mii sink

Table 4: Process verbs

These verbs can occur with transitive or intransitive predicates.

In an environment of a process predicate, the arguments function as a grammatical subject and/or an object. The
subject of a process verb is an undergoer, actor or causer. Verbs of this nature are associated with patients of cause in
intransitive clauses which are non-causatives. In an intransitive clause, the patient of cause is mapped on to the subject of the
clause, and in a transitive situation, the patient of cause, the affected or the undergoer is classified as the object of the clause.
Consider an intransitive clause in (14a) where the patient of cause is mapped on to the subject and a transitive example in
(14b) where the patient of cause is mapped on to the object and a bi-clausal one in (14c) where the object undergoer occurs in

the effect or result clause.

(14)a. Nga a sa. (An autonomous Event)
Glass DEF burn
PATIENT of Cause = PROCESS
SUBJECT PREDICATE
‘The glass has burnt.’
(14)b. Otd sa nga a.
Ota burn grass DEF
AGENT of Cause PROCESS PATIENT of Cause
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SUBJECT PREDICATE OBJECT
Ott burnt the grass.

‘Ot caused the grass to burn.’ (Causative (lexical) but non-periphrastic)

(14) c.Papaa ha ota sa nga a
Father make Ot burn grass DEF
AGENT of Cause CAUSE Ot PROCESS PATIENT of Cause
SUBJ1 PRED SUBJ2 PRED OBJECT

Father made Ot burnt the grass.
‘Father made Oti caused the grass to burn.’ (Periphrastic Causative)

Sentence (14a) is intransitive and (14b) is transitive. Nga g, in (14a) is patientative. It is mapped on to the subject in
syntactic structures. In the transitive clause in (14b), the agent of cause, Otil is interpreted as the grammatical subject. The
predicate, sd in (14a) and (14b) is a process verb of change in condition. Although sd ‘burn’ is associated with the patient of
cause in both sentences, in the intransitive clause in (14a), the role of the only argument, nga 4, is mapped on to the subject.
Nga a, represents a resultative state of a caused event in (14a). This implies that, the causer or the instrument of cause is not
syntactically expressed in (14a) hence, the subject position was vacant and the patient of cause filled it. By contrast, example
(14a) is not equivalent to (14b). The causer position is filled by the agent of cause, Otii. Otii is assigned the subject role and
nga a, the object. Despite that it is a causative construction, it is not a bi-clausal construction and for that matter, falls outside
the domain of the periphrastic causative construction under consideration in this paper. The bi-clausal construction in (14c),
has papda hd ‘father made’ as the cause clause and Otil sd@ nga a ‘Otti burned the grass’ as the effect clause. Papda is assigned
the role of the agent of cause which is mapped on to the subject while Otil is the intermediary causer and the subject of the
embedded clause. The effect of the action of the subject-agent of cause, papda has resulted in the change of condition in the
object-patient of cause, nga a ‘the grass.’

3.1.3. Action verbs

Actions are dynamic states of affairs in which a participant does something. A verb of action describes something or
an activity of the subject (Valin & LaPolla, 1997:83). This kind of verbs include draw something, paint..., deliver...,recover
from..., build... in English. Consider the following action verbs used in expressing causatives in Dangme: See table 5.

ACTION VERBS GLOSS
do dance
fie play
1a sing

ny&é walk
tu fo run
ngma ni write
tsoisé train
ma build
téni draw
saa dissect
peé manufacture
kané read
jua sell
hye view/see
sle swim

Table 5: Action verbs

Consider an example of an action verb of cause in (15).

(15). Ofori ha Sakite ma
Ofori CAUSE Sakite build
AGENT of Cause PRED INTER CAUSER ACTION
SUBJECT; VP, SUBJECT: VP;

tsu ngé Kumasi.
house at Kumasi
PATIENT of Cause LOCATION
OBJECT AD]

‘Ofori made Sakite built a house at Kumasi.’

In (15), Ofori in the cause clause is the initiator of cause mapped on to the subject of the cause clause. Sakite on the other
hand, is the intermediary causer and the participant that brought up the said house at Kumasi, hence he is the intermediary causer of
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the action of ma ‘build” which is mapped on to as the subject of the effect or result clause. Ma ‘build’ occurred in the predicate of the
nucleus in (15). Ma ‘build’ expresses an accomplishment. It is an action verb which denotes an activity. Such activities are open ended
processes; hence they are associated with agents bringing it about that something happens or becomes k instead of remaining at j. The
patient of ma is the argument, zsu “house’. Tsu, assumed the object position of the clause. Ngé Kumasi ‘at Kumasi’ is a locative phrase.
It is mapped on as the NP adjunct.

4. Types of Periphrastic Causative Constructions in Dangme

Two types of periphrastic causatives constructions are in Dangme; the direct and the indirect. Givon (1975) asserts
that direct causation is the type of causation that the causer directly carries out his or her intention without any assistance to
achieve a result. He explains that the causer has a one on one contact with the causee but in mediated causation, the subject of
cause acts as the initiator or the instigator of an action, a process or a change of state. The action, process or change of state is
however, carried out by another entity.

4.1. Direct Causation
Direct causation is a situation involving an agent-causer and a patient of cause. Consider for examples clause (16-19)
below:
(16) Fati hd Gayd  kpd sukad 2.
Fati make/let Gayo  stop.AOR school DEF
‘Fati brought it about that Gayo stopped school.

Sentence (16) is bi-clausal. Fati is the subject of the first clause Fati ha ‘Fati brought it about that’, and the agent of
cause of the causative verb hd. The agent-causer, Fati, is responsible for the cause of Gayo kpd stk 5 ‘Gayo stopped school’
which is the result clause. Gayo is the patient of cause of hd and the subject of the lower clause. The lower clause, Gayod kpd
sukuu o is the complement of hd. Fati exerts volition on Gayo, the subject of the embedded clause. As a result, Gayo, has
undergone a change in behaviour, kpd stkiit 5 ‘stop school’. This new state of the subject-patient of cause would not have
taken place at that particular time (tz), if the agent of cause, Fati had not at an earlier time (t1) done something to Gayo. The
effect of the agent’s action on the subject-patient is direct. That is, there are no intermediaries such as a third participant to
help complete the process which has given rise to the new state of kpd stikiiti J ‘stop school’. The ha ‘make-causative’ suggests
that the causee, Gayo, changed an earlier on-going process, her schooling. This goes to say that a greater resistance on the
part of the causee has been overcome.

Sentence (16) is illustrated on a tree diagram as below:

(it). SENTENCE
CLAUSE [CAUSE] CLAUSE [E‘PPECT]
JORE CORE
ARG NucC ARG NucC ARG
| New)  PRE
NP(¥) P%ED ) PRED
AGENT v PATIENT L NP
OF CAUSE OF CAUSE
[SUBIJ] [SUBIJ] N DEF
Fati ha Gayo kpa sikid 3.
Fati made Gavo stop. AOR  school DEF
‘Fati made Givo stop school.”

Figure 2

The syntactic representation above shows that, Fati is the agent of cause of the causative verb ha ‘make’. The complement of
ha is the whole subordinate clause of effect (see tree diagram (ii) above). Gayo is the subject of kpa ‘stop’, and sukuu is the patient of
the verb kpa ‘stop’

The logical structure for sentence (16) is given as below:

[dé (x), Fati) CAUSE [ (y), Gayo))]] & [Gayo (y) kpd sukiitl 5 (stop-school)]]

The semantics of (16) is that (x) Fati caused (y) Gayo, and Gayo stopped schooling.

(17)a. Tsaatsé¢ hd hwd  ye Z6gbéme

Tsaats¢ make.PERF hunger eat.PERF Zoégbeme
‘Tsaats¢ made Zoégbémée to become hungry.’

In sentence (17a) above, there are two clauses as in (16), Tsadtsé hd ‘Tsaatsé caused’ and hw) yé Zéghémé ‘Zoghémé

became hungry’. But the semantic relations are different. Hd ‘made’ is the causative verb of the matrix clause and ye is the verb

73 Vol 6 Issue 1 January, 2018



The International Journal Of Humanities & Social Studies (ISSN 2321 - 9203) www.theijhss.com

of the embedded resulting clause. The causative verb ha ‘made’ of Tsadtsé ha [NP + V], which is the subject plus verb of cause
is governed by the subject-agent of cause, Tsadtsé. The second clause hwa yé Zdghémé ‘Zégbémé became hungry’ is composed
of a subject argument, verb and object argument [NP + V + NP]. As in (16), hwd ‘hunger’, is the subject of the embedded
clause.

In (17a), Zogbemé the object of yé ‘eat’ is affected. She is the experiencer of hwJ ‘hunger’, and hws ‘hunger’ is the
source of the experience or the instrument of cause. The causer, tsadtsé is responsible for the causee’s first condition, hw3
‘hunger’. Hw3 yeé Zogbemé is therefore the complement of the causative verb ha which the result of the clause is. The agent of
cause exerted some form of volition on the undergoer, Zdghémé directly which effect has led to the rise of a new state, hunger
in the undergoer. By implication, Zghémé has undergone a significant change of state from being not hungry to being hungry.
The resultant event, hunger, would not have occurred at that particular time (tz) if the subject-agent did not cause the causee
at that earlier time (t1) to be. The logical structure representation of sentence (17a):

[d6 (x), (Tsadtsé CAUSE [ hws, hunger (y) & [ hw3, hunger (y) CAUSE [BECOME [hungry’ (z), Z6gbémé)]]]]]

The semantics of sentence (17a) is that (x), Tsadtsé, caused (y) hws (hunger), and hw3 caused (z), Zéghémé to
become hungry.

(17)b. A hd & wo hid notd.

3PL make 3SG pay debt immediately
‘They made him/her pay the debt immediately.” (Nanor 1978:34)

There are two clauses in (17b) as in (16) and (17a). A ‘they’ is the subject causer and é ‘he/her’ is the causee. The
causer brought it about that é ‘he/she’ paid the debt immediately. E ‘he/she’ has undergone a prompt change of situation from
owing to not owning due to the action or inaction of the subject causer. This form of causation is said to be direct since there
were no intermediary causers. Let us examine a more complex sentence in (17c).

(17) c.Maka  péé né nyu flafié 5> gbe la a

Maku make COMP water boiling DEF Kkill fire DEF
‘Maku caused the boiling water to quench the fire.’

Sentence (17c) like sentences (16) and (17a-b), has two clauses; a cause clause and a result clause. The clause of
cause is Makil péé ne ‘Maku made’. Maku is the subject-agent of cause for the causative verb ha ‘make’. Nyt fiafi¢ 5 gbé la a ‘the
boiling water quenched the fire’ is the result clause and the sentential complement of the result of péé né expressed in the
clause of cause. Nyu 5 fidafi¢ 5 ‘the boiling water’ is the subject of the embedded clause and the patient of péé ne. The result of
the action of Maku in the second clause, nyu fiafi¢ 5 gbé la a ‘the boiling water quenches the fire’ is the final result of péé né.
The action of the agent of cause resulted in the boiling water, nyu fiafi¢ 5 quenching the fire, gbé la a.

It is observed in (17c) also that the subject-agent of cause, Maku did something to the patient, nyt fiafi¢ 5 without any
assistance from an intermediary causer that brought about the result. This implies that the fire would not have been quenched
in the second clause if the boiling water had not fallen into it at that subsequent time (tz). Mdkii’s contact with the patient of
cause is direct.

The logical structure of sentence (17c) is in two parts as illustrated below:

[d6 (x), Maku) CAUSE [(y) nyu fiafié 5 (the boiling water)]]

[(y) nyu fiafi¢ 5 CAUSE [BECOME gbé quenched’ [(z) la d (the fire)]]

This implies that (x), Maku caused (y), nyu fiafi¢ 5 (the boiling water) to be quenched (z), la d (the fire), the result of
péé ne.

Below is the tree diagram representation of sentence (17c).

(iid) SENTENCE
CLAUSE CLAUSE
CDI|€E CCl)RE
ARG ARﬁﬁG

|
NlP RESL\CDMP PRED NP

S ¥ / \f /\
[+CAUSE] [PAI] [+RESUII] N DEF
[AGENT) r ‘ ‘

Mala peé ng nva  fidfig 3 gbe la a
Malka make COMPL water boiling DEF kill fire  DEF
‘Milkn caused the boiling water to quench the fire *

Figure 3
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I have examined direct causation with human subjects of cause. In the examples that follow in (18a-f), I discuss direct
periphrastic causative constructions headed by abstract nouns selected from Dangme novels.
(18)a. E tsewayd > gbénd 3 hd ne Osa ye awasa  ékohu.
3SG uncle.DIM DEFdeath DEF make.PERF COMP Osa eat orphan again
The death of his uncle has made Osa an orphan again.
‘The death of his uncle has caused Osa to become an orphan again.’
(Apronti 1994:47)

(18) b. Si himi kpakpa a ha ¢ hunoyi ome dd
Living good DEF made 3SG.POSS rivals DEF.PL develop
le ninye.

3SG.0B] hatred
The good living made her rivals to hate her
‘The good living caused her rivals to hate her”  (Narteh 1992:29)

(18)c. Yi mi susumi souu hd né¢ Tété ba  boni
Head inside thinking much make.PERF COMP Tettey AUX begin
heé 1o tami.
body fresh reducing
‘A lot thinking has made Tettey glow lean.’ (Asante 1972:11)

(18) d. Minyu né¢d hd Teté  peé dii.

Message this make.PERF Tettey make quiet

This message made Tettey quiet.
‘This message caused Tettey to become quiet.’ (Asante 1972:12)

(18) e.Tsti pomi sd>G4 hd né €& ngmeé gbowé ke 10 5
Heart cutting much make.PERF COMP 3SG drop hook and fish DEF
he wo pa a mi

body-part into river DEF inside
Much fear has made him/her drop the hook and fish into the river.
‘Alot of fear has caused him/her drop the fish into the river.
(Apronti 1994:39)

(18) f. Fi¢, pototoé ke gbéye hd wa hé¢ je nd kad hwd  nge
Cold, tiredness and fear make 1PL.POSS eye off thing that hunger COP
A1) yee.

1PL.OBJ eat.PROG
Cold, tiredness and fear made us to forget that we were hungry.

‘Cold, tiredness and fear has caused us to forget that we were hunger.’

(Kubi 1980:31)

There are two clauses each in sentences (18a-f) as in (16) and (17a-c) above. E tsewayo J gbéns o ‘the death of his
uncle’, si himi kpdkpd d ‘the good living’, yi mi siistimi ‘a lot of thinking’, miinyt né 5 ‘this message’, tsiii pomi st ‘fear’ and fi€,
patataé ke gbéye ‘cold, tiredness and fear’ are the abstract nouns functioning as subject causers of ye awiisd ékohti ‘becoming
an orphan again’, dj...niny¢ ‘develop hatred’, ta hé 10 ‘grow lean’, péé dii ‘become quiet’, ngmeé he ‘drop into’ and hé jé no
‘forget’ of the embedded clauses in (18a-f) respectfully.

In (18a), Osd, the object of ye ‘eat’ is the affected. He is the experiencer of awiisd ékohti ‘an orphan again’ and e tsewayd
J gbéns 5 ‘the death of his uncle’ is the source of the experience or the instrument of cause. The result clause, Osd ye awtiisd
ékohti is therefore the sentential complement of the causative verb, hd.

In (18b), I¢ ‘her’ is the object-causee of the discontinuous VP, d3... ninyé ‘develop hatred’. It is realized in (18b) that the
object of the clause, I¢ ‘her’, has occurred in between the VP of the result clause. Lé ‘her’, is the object of hatred and htindyi dme
d) I¢ ninyé ‘her rivals hate her’ is the complement of hd. (18c) has a similar structure as in (18b) where the object patient of
cause, he 10 ‘body-part-flesh’ has occurred in between the VP, ba boni ... tami. Although these nouns have occurred in between
the VP, the native speaker is aware that I¢ ‘her’ and hé 10 ‘body-part-flesh’ are objects of the respective clauses.

In (18d), the object-causee, Tété is affected by the content of the subject-causer, miinyil né 3 ‘this message’. As a result,
the causee has become péé dii ‘quiet’, the new state of Tété. In (18e-f), € and wa are the subjects of the embedded clauses and
gbowé ke 1o 3 ‘ the hook and fish’ and hwd ‘hunger’ are the complements of ngmeé hé ‘drop’ and hé jé nj ‘forgot’. Wo pa a mi
‘into the river’ in (18e) indicates the location of ngmeé¢ hé ‘drop’.

These abstract nouns directly affected Osdq, I¢, T¢té, é and wa which led to the rise of a new emotional state, a new
appearance, and a change of location in the undergoers. By implication, Osd in (18a), hunoyi 3me in (18b) and Teté in (18d)
have undergone significant change of state emotionally. And in (18c), Tété experienced a change in appearance. Ghowé ke lo 5
‘the hook and fish’ in (18f) have change location from outside a river to being in a river. The resultant events: orphan, hatred,
growing lean, being quiet and drop into a river would not have occurred at those times (t2) if those subjects did not cause the
patient-undergoers at that earlier time (t1).
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4.2. Indirect Causation
This section considers indirect physical causation in periphrastic causative constructions in Dangme. Indirect
causation is where the causer brings about the effected event through some intermediary physical process (Kemmer and
Verhagen 1994). In indirect causation, the causer does not get physically involved in the execution of the caused event. Thus,
the intermediate causer acts as a volitional entity in carrying out the caused event (Shibatani and Pardeshi 2000). Consider for
example (19-21) below:
(19) a. Teté; peé ng Adadébi, gbe &i/k hug 3.
Tété make.PERF COMP Adadébi killLAOR 3SG.POSS friend DEF
‘Teté caused Adadébi to kill his/its friend.’

(19) b. *Teté; peé né¢  tsox ghe &j/k hue 5.
Tété make.PERF COMP tree killAOR 3SG.POSS friend DEF
‘Teté caused tree to kill his/its friend.’

In (19a), the first clause is Teté peé ‘Tete caused’ and the second ne Adadébi gbe é hué 5 ‘that Adadébi killed his friend’
is the result of the action or inaction of the subject-agent of cause, Tété. Adadébi is the subject of the lower clause which
expresses the result. Adadébi is the patient of péé ‘make/cause’ and the intermediary agent-causer for the action of gbé kill’.
The result of péé ‘make/cause’, gbé ‘kill’ would not have been achieved if the primary causer, Tété had not at an earlier time
caused Adadébi who is [+HUMAN] to do something not stated in the syntax that made the object-causee, é hiie 5 ‘his friend’ not
to be alive. Ej htié¢ 3 becomes non-volitional in this instance. The embedded clause, Adadébi ghé é hué 5 ‘Adadebi killed his
friend’ is the complement of péé ‘make/cause’.

(19b) is ungrammatical (it may be syntactically correct but semantically incorrect) because the secondary causer, tso
‘tree’ is inanimate and does not have that volition to kill a [+ HUMAN] entity who it relates to as a friend. It can however, be
interpreted as an instrument of cause. Tso functions as the subject of ghé and the patient of péé ne. The whole sentence in
(19b) can however, be interpreted as an instrument of cause, tso ‘tree’ killed the object-causee because of the neglect of Tété.
This confirms the claim that periphrastic constructions code less direct causation and are more likely to have human entity as
causers (Shibatani 2002:11) as exemplified in the Dangme sentence (19a).

(20) Koj6 hd Doku wd jibifolix >-me¢ k& @Gk nu
Koj6 make Doku help.PERF police DEF-PL move @ catch.PERF
juld 3.
thief DEF

‘Kojo made Doku assisted the police to arrest the thief.

There are two clauses in (20); the cause clause: Kojé hd ‘Kojo made’ and Doku wad jibifélix 3-mé ké @i nui juld 5 ‘Doku
helped the police to arrest the thief is the result clause. K9djé in (20) is the subject representing the agent of cause for the
higher clause. Jibif6lis-mée is the patient of cause for hd as well as the subject of the embedded clause and an intermediate
agent of cause for the lower clause. Jiuld 3 is the object-complement of the predicate nu ‘arrest’ and the object-causee of the bi-
clausal sentence. VP;, wa ‘assisted’ is an independent clausal verb which functions as a causative verb leading to VP;, nu,
‘arrest’ the result; so the two verbs in the clause wd and nii express a complete cause-effect relation.

The third clause begins with an unexpressed subject which refers to jibifélix 3-mé. This happens in causation when
syntactic units occupy semantic position, certain constituents disappear in the syntax. Thus, the introduction of the
discontinuous second part of the clause which represents the result causation began with ké. K¢ is a clause marker which
serves as the premise for the independent verb nti ‘arrested’. Its function is to link VP, to VP; to express a simultaneous result
of the cause complemented by the agent of cause, Kojo, to arrest the thief, jiul 3, ‘the causee’.

Sentence (21) is another example of the periphrastic construction whose structure is slightly different from the
examples discussed in (19-20). Example (21) has ne which translates as ‘because’ beginning the first clause that indicates the
reason for which the result of the action of the cause was meted.

(21) Né Joe hd a gbe jokugd, amlaalo o)
Because Joe make 3PL kill.AOR child DEF, government DEF
fa ké a wo 1& tsu  mi.

order.AOR that 3PL put him room inside

‘Because Joe made them to kill the child, the government ordered that he

should be imprisoned.’

In sentence (21), the first clause, dmladlo 5 fd ké ‘the government has ordered that’ dmladlo 5 ‘the government’ is the
actor of the verb fd ‘ordered’. The actor, the government is construed as being responsible for instigating the judiciary to cause
the patient lg, ‘him’ to change his location. This change of location is embodied in the second clause d wo I¢ tsi mi ‘he was
imprisoned’. This exercise was performed by the judiciary officers.

The second clause has as its subject dx ‘they’ who are responsible for the accomplishment of the task initiated by the
primary causer amlaalo 5, the patient of fd. The actor’s punishment of being imprisoned is said to be the result of changing the
location of the referent, I¢ ‘him/her’ from being free to move about to being quarantined. This change of location has
happened as a result of the action of Joe which appeared in the opening adverbial clause of reason né joe hd a; gbé jokué
J,...’because Joe caused them to Kkill the child..’. That is the caused event wo I¢ tsu mi ‘imprisoned’ would not have taken place
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at that subsequent time (tz), if the causing event ...gbe jokue o, ‘killed the child’ had not through the intermediary causer, d
‘they’ taken place at an earlier time (t1). This means that the cause, né Joe hd a gbeé jokiié J,... ‘because Joe caused them to kill
the child’ and effect relation may link not only two facts or events but may also link two propositions, one of which is regarded
as the basis for the other, dmladlo 3 fd ké dx wo I¢ tsu mi ‘the government ordered that he should be imprisoned’.

The né ‘because’ in the opening sentence also expresses cause but I am not dealing with this kind of cause because it is
not a predicative cause. So in (21), there are three cause clauses and a result clause.

Sentence (21) thus, expresses that (x), Joe caused (y), a ‘they’ to cause (z), jokué 5 ‘the child’ not to be alive and as a
result the government caused (x), Joe to be in prison cells. Sentence (21) is illustrated on a tree diagram (iv).

(iv).

SENTENCE
CLAUSE CLAUSE
CLM-CORE CORE CORE CMPL — CLAUSE
ARG/h ARG NUC ARG ARG/\UC CO&(E
‘ ‘ ARG NUCARG ARG
PRED NP PR|ED N|P PR|£D NF PRED NP
| | |
v, V. [PAT] NP Vs PRO V, PROPOSTP
[+CAUSE] [HCAUSE] [+CA[JSE] [+RES.]
Né Joe hi 4 gbé  joknéd amladlo > fi ké 4 0 wd 12 tsimi

Because Joe make they kill child the, government ordered that they be-put room inside
‘Because Joe made them kill the child, the government ordered that he should be imprisoned.”

Figure 4

In the tree diagram (iv) above, V1, V; and V3 are cause clauses and V. is a result clause. This means that sentence (21)
is made up of four clauses: three cause clauses and one result clause culminated into the sequential presentation of actions of
the predicate: hd, fd, wo... to complete the causation process.

5. Conclusion

The paper examined the syntax and semantics of periphrastic causative constructions in Dangme. The study
accounted for the correlation between the syntax and the semantics of these causative constructions from the point of view of
the Role and Reference Grammar (RRG) proposed by Foley & Valin in 1980 (see also Jolly 1991; VanValin 1993; 2005; Valin &
LaPolla, 1997). The study has shown that the structure of periphrastic causative construction is bi-clausal. It consists of a
matrix clause that expresses the causing event and a sentential complement clause that expresses the caused event. I have
argued that as in some languages such as Akan, English, French and Japanese; periphrastic causative verbs in Dangme, have a
cause verb hd ‘make/let’ or péé ‘make/cause’. It was observed that the cause verb, péé takes an obligatorily complementizer,
ne in both affirmative and negative clauses which is contrary to the hd causative verb.

The research examined two types of periphrastic causation: the direct and the indirect. Both types are generally and
potentially multi-clausal. In the direct periphrastic causative, the causer is understood as being directly responsible for the
event producing the result without an intermediary semantic role. In the indirect periphrastic causative, a primary subject-
agent of cause initiates the process of causation and an intermediary causer accomplishes the process.

The verb of cause or result expresses varied situations which include state, and non-state situations. These verbs can
be used transitively and intransitively. When they are used intransitively in causation, they account for the resultative state of
a caused event, process or an action.

The section on mapping, examined the nature of the mapping relationship between semantic units and the syntactic
structures and positions in causative constructions. The semantic roles include: causer, causee, instrument of cause,
experiencer and source of the experience and theme. Causers comprise human and non-human entities. If a causer has the
attribute [+HUMAN], it is an agent of cause and may have volition. A causee can be a patient of cause, the affected, the
experiencer, the undergoer or a theme. A patient of cause is [tHUMAN] entity. These NPs can occur in intransitive, transitive
and ditransitive sentences. They function as subjects, direct objects and indirect objects of a clause.

Furthermore, the semantic unit, cause-become, is mapped on to the syntactic unit as predicate and causative verb. An
activity situation is mapped on to in the syntax as predicate, represented by causative verb of activity. In the same way,
process, event and state situations are mapped on to as causative verb of process, event and state at the syntactic level of unit.
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These verbs can be used transitively and intransitively. When they are used intransitively in causation, they account for the
resultative state of a caused event, process or an action. When they are used transitively, they occur in both lexical and
periphrastic causative constructions.

It was also noted that in the ditransitive causative sentences the valence of the matrix verb increases to a four-place
predicate and double objects manifested in the embedded clauses. This implies that in ditransitive causative constructions,
there are three subjects; two of which are causers for the cause clauses and the third NP acts as the subject of the result clause.
It was observed that the subject of the causative clause acted on the subjects of the embedded clauses to bring about a result
like ‘to have’, ‘to love’, ‘to hurt’, ‘to hate’, ‘to be burnt’, ‘to abscond, ‘not alive’. The subject of an embedded clause may be a
logical patient of cause of the causative predicate hd ‘make/let’ or péé ‘make/cause’.

The data revealed that some process causative verbs can involve activities. Such verbs can be used transitively and
intransitively as in state verbs. When they are used intransitively, they account for the resultant state of a caused situation as
in process verbs. An argument of a resultative state situation becomes a subject of a clause since the subject position is not
filled. When they occur as transitive constructions, they have overt causers and causees. The causers function as syntactic
subjects of their respective clauses and their causees are mapped on to grammatical objects.

In conclusion, I have tried to show that periphrastic causative lays not only on transitivity but also on direct and
indirect distinctions. The subject of a transitive or an intransitive embedded clause is the patient of cause for the hd or peé
cause verb. The causee of the embedded clause is the complement of the result predicate in a transitive lower clause.

6. Abbreviations

o AD] Adjective

e ADV Adverb

e AOR Aorist

e ARG Argument

e COMP Complementizer

e CAUSE Causative

e [+CAUSE] A Verb with Causative a Meaning
e C(CLM Clause Linker Marker

e DEF Definite Article

e DIM Diminutive

e INTER Intermediary Causer

e NP Noun Phrase

e NEG Negation

e NUC Nucleus

e OB Object

e PAT Patient of Cause

e PERF Perfective

e POSS Possessive

e PL Plural

e PRED Predicate

e The Time of the Event

e After a Given Earlier Time

o V Verb

e VP Verb Phrase

e X First Argument/Subject Actor/Instrument at Subject Position
e vy Macrorole Argument of the Verb/Object Undergoer
o zZ Intermediary Actor/Causer

e 1SG First Person Singular

e 1PL First Person Plural

e 2PL Second Person Plural

e 3PL Third Person Plural

e 3SG.0B] Third Person Singular Object

e 3SG.POSS Third Person Singular Object Possessive Pronoun
o j/k/i Referential Indices
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