The Leteh GIVE-verb, nὲ in Varied Syntactic Contexts
ABSTRACT
The Leteh (South Guan: Kwa) GIVE-verb nὲ occurs in various syntactic contexts in Leteh discourse. From the viewpoint of grammaticalization (Hopper and Traugott 2003), this paper accounts for its occurrence in four syntactic environments:  the main verb of an unmarked clause; the initial verb in a two-verb serialization; the initial element of a complement clause and the non-initial verb in an indirect ditransitive construction.  The paper demonstrates that in each of the environments, the morpheme acquires a different meaning and function whilst maintaining its form. The paper contributes to literature on the linguistics of the GIVE-verb in the world’s languages.
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1.0 Introduction   
From the viewpoint of grammaticalization, this paper seeks to account for the occurrence of the Leteh GIVE verb, nὲ in four different syntactic environments in the discourse. Linguists have studied similar phenomena involving the GIVE verb in the world’s languages, notable ones being, Lord (1993); Osam (1993); Newman (1996); Duah (2013). Lord (1993) reports on West African languages; Caribbean creoles and some Asian languages. She notes that in those languages where verb serialization features, the Give verb occurs in varied syntactic environments, manifesting invariable forms, but performing various functions. In syntactic slots, other than the prototypical ones, the verb grammaticalizes into forms that render themselves more useful as grammatical elements. Examples are cited from Kwa languages such as Twi (1) (Lord 1993: 33); Yoruba (Lord 1993: 33); Engenni (Lord 1993: 38); Ewutu (2) and Ewe (3) (Lord 1993: 39-40). What is common to all those languages is that the morpheme, translating, ‘give’ occurs in varied syntactic contexts, but in invariable forms, and playing different roles. 
Lord (1993) reports that in Akan, the preposition which introduces the benefactive or recipient noun phrase is homophonous with the verb ‘ma’ meaning ‘give’. The morpheme is found as a prototypical verb (1a), with the literal meaning of  ‘giving’ but with a more abstract meaning,  ‘for the benefit of’; ‘with respect to’ in (1b). In both cases, the morpheme retains its verbal properties whilst connoting a more abstract meaning as in (1b).
(1)

     a. Kofi         má-à            Ama         sika.
        NAME    give-PST    NAME      money

        ‘Kofi gave Ama money’.
b. Ama        pám-èè      atade     má-à     Kofi.

NAME    sew-PST    dress      PREP    NAME 
‘Ama sewed a dress for Kofi’.

Similarly in Awutu (South Guan: Kwa), the verb na  ‘give’ functions as the only verb in an unmarked clause (2a), and in a serial-like construction (2b), where it conveys a benefactive meaning, ‘for the benefit of/for’ with a preposition role (Frajzyngier 1974a, 1974b cited in Lord 1993).
(2)
    a.    mɔ      ná       nɛ       sámfɛ́ɛ
         He       gave    him    key-DEF

          ‘He gave him the key.’
  b.    mɩ̀láádɔ̀         ncúè               sò           ná          mɔ̀
        I-will-boil       water-DEF      POSTP     BEN       him

       ‘I will boil water for him.’

Also in Ewe, the verb na undergoes the phenomenon whereby the morpheme displays all its verbal qualities as a main verb (3a), but performs a prepositional function in another syntactic domain (3b) (Heine, Claudi and Hunnemeyer 1991: 1 cited in Lord 1993).
(3)
     a.
me-ná       ga           Kofi

          1SG-give    money    Kofi

          ‘I gave Kofi money.’ 
    b.   me-wɔ      dɔ́         vévíé      ná
    dodókpɔ́     lá
          1SG-do      work     hard      (give)    exam           DEF
         ‘I worked hard for the exam.’

Lord (1993) concludes that the GIVE verb may occur as a main verb, and also as a marker of recipient and/or benefactive nouns in Ewe.

Likewise, Osam (1993), and more recently, Duah (2013) observe that the Akan GIVE verb mà, exhibits syntactic properties besides its basic property in other contexts, attributing the phenomenon to grammaticalization. In Newman (1996), there is a treatment of the GIVE verb from a cognitive perspective. The author offers some justification for the study of the verb, commenting that although it is ‘experientially basic’ it is ‘semantically complex’ (1996: vii). Although the verb is semantically complex, research has shown that “the give me [actually, gimme: ASK] … construction is one of the earliest constructions understood by children acquiring English as a first language” (Newman 1996: viii). The observation is not different in most of the world’s languages. Further in the edited volume of Newman (1998), the GIVE verb has been researched in a number of the world’s languages and reported: Roberts (1998) in Amele, a Papuan language; Tuggy (1998) in Nawatl; Taylor (1998) in Zulu and Casad (1998) in Cora among others.  

 Leteh, an under-described South-Guan language of Ghana, has not been researched adequately; hence the significance of a study of this nature. From recorded folktales and solicited sentences, it is observed that in Leteh discourse, the morpheme nὲ ‘give’ is found in multiple syntactic environments. The paper demonstrates that the morpheme nὲ occurs as a prototypical verb in an unmarked Leteh SVO clause; as an initial verb in a two serial-like construction; as the marker or the first element in a complementation clause and finally as the non-initial verb in an indirect ditransitive construction. In the ensuing sections, the paper will illustrate the form and function dynamics of the morpheme as it occurs in the said four environments.  
The phenomenon is accounted for from the standpoint of Grammaticalization as a synchronic phenomenon. We adopt Hopper and Traugott (2003: 1) definition of grammaticalization: “As a term referring to a research framework … part of the study of language change that is concerned with such questions as how lexical items and constructions come in certain linguistic contexts to serve grammatical functions or how grammatical items develop new grammatical functions.” The synchronic view of grammaticalization considers the phenomenon as a ‘… syntactic discourse pragmatic phenomenon to be studied from the point of fluid patterns of language use”. Many linguists agree that the forms can be arranged on an imaginary cline of grammaticality, a continuum, whereby the most lexical form is found at one end, with the reduced form, perhaps the most grammatical at the opposite end.  

Applying the framework, the paper explains why the lexical verb, nὲ occurs in certain contexts as a lexical word, whereas in other contexts, it occurs as a grammatical element. However, in the case of nὲ, the form does not change, rather, there is a gradual desemanticization along the grammaticalization path, the verb loses lexical content whilst it gains grammatical robustness.  As a lexical entity, the morpheme nὲ ‘give’ functions as a full verb taking all verbal affixes. It also functions as a causative verb in a cause-effect serial verb construction where it takes on the meaning ‘make’ or ‘let’.  As a complementizer, it occurs with manipulative and cognition-perception verbs and marks a complement clause. Furthermore, in an indirect ditransitive construction, the morpheme nὲ functions as a preposition, ‘to, for’, marking the recipient argument. Data for the study form part of a larger Leteh corpus which spans a wide range of genres. The paper adds to what is already known (Ameka 2006; Güldemann 2008; Lord 1993; Newman 1998; Osam 1993) about grammaticalization in African languages.

The rest of the paper is structured as follows: an overview of Leteh grammar follows immediately in section 2. This is followed by a demonstration of the occurrence of the nὲ verb in four syntactic environments. The paper is concluded in section 4.
2.0 Overview of  Leteh Grammar 
Guan (Kwa, Niger-Congo) is sub-classified into two language clusters: North Guan and South Guan (Eberhard, Simons and Fennig 2019). Leteh, the language under discussion, belongs to the South-Guan group. The language is spoken in only one town, Larteh, located in the South-eastern part of Ghana, West Africa. The language does not possess an official orthography; in the few studies that have been conducted on the language, the Akan orthography which is based on seven
 vowels has been applied. 

Leteh is a tone
 language with two level tones: high and low. The lexical tone helps to distinguish meanings of words which otherwise are the same in terms of their constituents. The grammatical tone
, coupled with verbal prefixes, is employed in marking tense and aspectual distinctions. The language is isolating with agglutinative features. Case is not marked; constituent order marks grammatical relations. An unmarked Leteh clause has SVO syntax. Major word classes in the language include nouns, verbs, adjectives and adverbs. Minor word classes comprise quantifiers, intensifiers, determiners, including demonstratives, utterance particles, interjections, adpositions and conjunctions. In Leteh, it is possible to have a co-occurrence of prepositions and postpositions in a clause.
Leteh is largely prefixal; nouns are categorized based on common prefixes. Nouns inflect for number by replacing singular prefixes with those that denote plurality. Verbal categories in the language are tense, aspect and negation. Adjectives in Leteh are categorized as derived and underived. The underived class is constituted by eight monomorphemic items. There is number agreement between monomorphemic adjectives and the nouns the former qualify.
3.0 Nὲ  in Multiple Leteh Syntactic Contexts
In this section, we illustrate the four syntactic environments of the morpheme nὲ. The paper demonstrates that each occurrence of the morpheme in a new syntactic environment connotes a new meaning and a different function, a state of affairs which is accounted for by Grammaticalization. As a lexical entity, the morpheme nὲ ‘give’ can occur as the sole verb in an unmarked simple clause where it functions as a full verb, inflecting for all verbal categories (4). It also occurs as the initial verb in a two-serial verb construction, functioning as an analytic causative verb, where it takes on the meaning ‘make’ or ‘let’ (5).  As a complementizer, it introduces the complement clause and follows manipulative and cognition-perception verbs which are in the main clause (6). Finally, in an indirect ditransitive construction, the morpheme nὲ functions as a preposition, marking the recipient argument and connoting the meaning ‘to, for’ (7). Data for the study form part of a larger Leteh corpus which spans a wide range of genres. The paper adds to what is already known about grammaticalization of the GIVE verb in African languages (Lord 1993; Osam 1993; Newman 1998; Ameka 2006; Güldemann 2008; Duah 2013)
3.1 Nὲ  in a Simple Unmarked Clause as a Full Lexical Verb 
The morpheme, nὲ ‘give’ occurs in the V slot of S V O (ADV). As a complete verb, the morpheme inflects for all verbal categories in Leteh: tense/aspect and negation. In (4a), the verb occurs as the single verb in a clause where it is marked for the progressive aspect. In this instance, the verb bears a high tone. Further in (4b), the morpheme is marked for negation as well as the future tense. In both cases, the morpheme connotes the literal meaning, where there is a giver and a receiver in an instance.
(4)
    a.
Kofi       dé-nɛ́
     sika.
NAME    PROG-give     money 

          ‘Kofi is giving (out) money.’
   b.
Kofi       bɛ́-ɛ̀-nɛ́
         sika.
          NAME    NEG-FUT-give     money 

          ‘Kofi will not give (out) money.’  
3.2 Nὲ as the Initial Verb  in Leteh SVC 
Secondly, the morpheme nɛ̀ occurs as the initial verb in a serial-like construction, a cause-effect construction; the causer and the affected are linked by nὲ (5). The schemata may be represented as NP1  nɛ̀  NP2  V:
(5)
    a. Ananse        nὲ                        Nkɔnɔre       sù.
       Name          PRES. let/make     Name           cry

      ‘Spider lets/makes/ causes Nkɔnɔre to cry’.
  b. Ananse       bὲ- nὲ                 Nkɔnɔre       sù.
      Name          FUT-let/make     Name           cry

    ‘Spider will let/make/ cause Nkɔnɔre to cry’.

  The meaning of the verb shifts from the literal meaning of ‘give’ to that which expresses the abstract notion of causation; an agent brings about an effect. Here there is an extension of the verb nɛ̀ to causative meaning. The semantic difference between the literal meaning of nɛ̀ and the causative meaning is that whereas the former indicates an act of giving and a transfer of possession, the latter does neither of the two. There is therefore a functional divergence between its use as a lexical verb and as an analytic causative verb. Example (5b) demonstrates that the causative verb exhibits verbal properties by inflecting for the future tense; in that syntactic environment, nὲ retains lexical properties, but undergoes some amount of desemanticization. It is interesting to note that unlike what is to be expected with a serial verb where all the verbs are marked for the same verbal categories, the second verb, sù ‘cry’ remains uninflected. No explanation has yet been found for this happening, future studies may be able to account for it.   Essilfie (1984) observes that in Akan, causation is a series of events in which the occurrence of one event has the occurrence of another event as its consequence. The examples (5) in Leteh suggest a similar phenomenon; the two verbs, nὲ and sù act as a single predicate.
3.3 Nὲ in a Complement Clause 
The morpheme nὲ links a complement clause to a main clause whose verb usually belongs to the class of manipulative verbs. In other words, nὲ marks a complement clause.
(6)
     a.
Ama
  wòrὲ           Kofi         [nὲ         a         bùè
     esumi].
     Name    PRES.force  Name
      COMP    3SG     PRES.do    work       

          ‘Ama forces Kofi to work.’

The syntax may be represented as: NP1 V1 NP2 [nɛ̀ NP3 V2 NP4].  In this construction, nɛ̀ cannot be marked for any verbal category, for example, tense/aspect (6b).

b.           *Ama          wórὲ            [bɛ̀-nὲ            Kofi         bùè        esumi     a].
  Name         PST.force       FUT- give      Name       PST.do    work      DEF  

 ‘Ama forced will give Kofi to do the work’.

The morpheme nɛ̀ does not exhibit any verbal qualities; it is desemanticized and functions as a complementizer. On a grammaticalization cline, it is positioned further away from the lexical verb, nɛ̀. 

3.4 Nὲ  as a Non-initial Verb in a Ditransitive Construction
Finally, the morpheme nὲ occurs in an indirect ditransitive construction: NP1 V1 NP2 V2 NP3 where the V2 slot is taken up by nὲ. It marks the recipient argument and connotes the meaning ‘to, for’. Here it functions as a preposition. The verb is fully desemanticised, and has lost verbal properties (7b). 
(7)  
  a.  Wo      wùrì             sika          nέ        Kofi. 

      2SG     PRES.steal    money      PREP    Name

      ‘You steal money for Kofi.’

b.   * Wo      wùrì              sika          dé- nέ          Kofi. 

         2SG     PRES.steal      money     PROG-give    Name

        ‘You steal money is giving Kofi.’

The cited examples show that the form of the morpheme remains intact in the various syntactic slots. However, their meanings and functions are not the same. If an attempt is made to put them on the cline of grammaticalization, it apart from it as a full lexical word appearing as the first element, followed by the causative verb, it the positioning or ordering of the complementizer and preposition may present challenges. In summary, the following table depicts the four syntactic environments, form, function and meaning of the morpheme.

Table 1 The syntactic environments  of  nέ
              Summary of phenomena
	Syntactic slots
	Form
	Function
	Meaning

	S→ NP1   nὲ  NP2  (ADV)
	nέ
	full lexical verb
	‘give’

	S→ NP1  nέ  NP2  V2
	nέ
	causative
	‘make/let/cause’

	S →NP1 V1 NP2 [nέ NP3 V2 NP4 ]
	nέ
	complementizer
	‘so that/ in order that’

	S →NP1 V1 NP2  nέ  NP3
	nέ
	preposition
	‘to/for’


4.0 Conclusion

The paper has accounted for the four different syntactic environments of the morpheme nέ. The paper has demonstrated that from the viewpoint of grammaticalization, although the form of the morpheme does not change, there is a ‘functional split’ with every different syntactic slot. Furthermore, the meaning also changes. On a grammaticalization cline, the full lexical verb would be placed to the far left whilst the preposition is put at the far right. If the arrangement is per semantic content, then that arrangement is fitting. The full verb has semantic content whilst the preposition has the least semantic content. From this paper we can say that it is possible to have a homophonous morpheme nέ morpheme occurring in various syntactic situations expressing different notions whilst performing different functions. The phenomenon is reported in Kwa languages and many of the world’s languages. 
ABBREVIATIONS AND SYMBOLS
ADV

adverbial



PRES

present
COMP

complementizer


PROG

progressive
DEF

definite article



PST

past
FUT

future




S

sentence
NEG

negative



SVO

subject verb object  
NP

noun phrase



V

verb
POSTP
postposition



1SG

1st person singular

PREP

preposition



2SG

2nd person singular
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� The Akan orthography which is based on seven vowels is employed in this paper. These are /i, e, o, u, ɛ, ɔ, a/. It is possible to use the Akan orthography, because of phonological and syntactic similarities the two languages share.


� Lexical tone is marked only to distinguish meaning.


� All verbs in the data presented are tone-marked to indicate tense and aspectual distinctions
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