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ARE YORURA ADVERBS REALLY NOURS?

1yo Bangbose

In Yoruba sentence structure, the adverblal position is filled by & sen-
tence, a phrase or a vord. The sertence is generally referred to as an adver-
bial clause, the phrase as an adverbiel or prepositional phrase, and the vord
25 an adverh. Thus, in the following sentences:

e :ausr..ﬁwsnhms

i1l buy 1t if/vhen they happen bave-money

"They will buy it if/vhen they bave money'

win & »d & nf o3
they will bu it in market
ey will buy it in the market'
wen & ra & patdpbed
ey il v £ completely
“They will buy it all up
£ whn bE 16wS 'if/vhen they have money' in (la) is an edverbial clause, ol
Q& 'in the parket' in (Ib) is an sdverblal or prepositional phrase, end
pEtEphtE 'completely’ in (lc) is an adverdb.®
Both traditionsl and modern gramars of Yoraba sccepted the above view
of the sdverbial, witil comparstively recently when a proposal vas made thet
words such as phtépdt in (1) should not really be considered as adverbs but
nows.? The purpose of this peper is to examine this proposal and its impli-
cations for Yoruba gramar.
The sdverblel can easily be identified in sentence structure, particu-
larly in contrast to the NP object, on the basis of the folloving cheracteris-

ties:

(1) A verb having a low tone retains its tone before an adverbial,
whereas this tone is changed to mid before an NP object.

1 In this paper, ae referred to ag adverbials on account of thelr
st Ry Similar use of the term, see Bartsc
976).

2

made independently by Avobulwyi (1969, 1975) end Rovlanas
{1970). Both writers had earlier subscribed to the widespread view thst
uch words were adverbs, Bee in particular Avobulwi (1967:219,
Bowlands (1969:145).
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Thus in:
(S gbs phtdphth
accepted completely'

b. & gbd nf datin
'He accepted in the palace’

c. & goa tok
"Fe -ccqﬂea critfcisn’

the verb gbd 'accept! retains ito lexical low tone before the adverbials in
(2a) end (20}, but hes & nid tone before the noun object in (2c).

(11)  Omly an edverbisl, but not an NP cbject, cen occur &irectly after an
NP cbject. Thus the sequence NP object-Adverdiel in (3s) end (3v)
1s possible, but not the sequence NP object-NP object in (3c).

(3) a. vﬁn T2 § kfdk{d
bought it quickly'

b wén rd & nf i3
A
c. *vén rd & o2
*'They bought it market
(411) Pronoum eubatitution 1o possible vith s om chject but not vith an
the sentences in (3) above, the third person pro-
e r & noun object. Such a luhutit\ninn cannot be done
in the case of the adverbials.

(80) In the redmlicated nostnaldzation of & sentence, she roun Sifect can
d 50 as to precede the verb but the adverbial camnot be o
overrens Compare. 0y wieh (i)

(8) a. ra as0 > rfra  aso ago rird
"buy cloth' "buying cloth’ 'eloth buying'

b. 1o MMEKfE > 1l  xf&xfd > *kfdkff 1flg
‘g0 quickly’ 'going quickly' ‘quickly going’

{v)  Toun ebjm.'tl are never ‘uutiennd in the same way as xﬂ\’er‘exﬂL }'ar

exemple, —human object 15 questioned by ki 'vhat' while
manner .dv bial is questioned by bf.wo 'how'.3 This d!ffennee in
questioning 15 best illuctrated by an ool vosa perforning the
tvo different fuctions. See for example, the quastioning of the nom
object and the sdverbial ¥3aiwdad rovainess/rouitiy in (58)

(5¢), respectively:

3 A possivie varient of questioning for the amer apverbial imolves the
substitution of kf for bh.wo he two types of questions ars still
St e W s Sarert £l vmich §a ovitgubory in tne auestiontng of
the manner adverbiel
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(5) = vsn fige WAWPAN kir:
-ing do mm.../mmy go-about
rowdily

b Ko vl fpe izt
they ~ing do go-sbout
it 12 et they are doing about?'

c. béwo ni whn ti fige kird
how it-is they ( ) -ing do go-about
'How is it thst they are behaving sbout?'
Judged by the sbove criteris, there cen be mo question as to the syntactic
function of vords like pitfptf 'completely' in (lc) and (2a) end kfExff 'quick-

1y' in (3a). They are adverbials. Wiat hes been called to question is their

class membership. Are they sdverbs functioning as adverbials, or nouns func-
toning as obfects in adverbiel phrases? Let us now examine the argaments
adduced in support of the position that such words (from now on ve shall refer
to them es "traditional adverbs') are nouns.
Pive rajor arguments have been advanced in support of the view that tra-
aitdonal adverbs are noune:*
(a) <gualitication by pronoun or dsterminer
Traditional adverbs can be qualified by s genitival pronoun or & determiner;
and stnce only nowns can be €0 qualified, it follovs that these adverbs are
really nouns. For example, in the folloving sentences,
(6) a. m bE J6k8 JE3€ mi
ippen 81t quietly
T thareupon set. dom Gutetly!
B, gbf néd o miriawlrin xen byl
stew the be-sveet ( ) one like-this
"The etev is sweet in a cloying sort of vay'
o ¥ fgn e von kit
they -ing do
Thay are benaving shovt 11 o hets Casunl) rovty mammer!
the traditionsl adverbs 34€, nirbamirin, and widduddd are supposed to be quali-

fied by the pronoun mi, the determiner kan, and the pronoun you respectively.

4 The srgamte ere takm Srou Bovlaads (1970) and Awobuluy! (1975) and
summariz In & number of cases, some of their examples bave been
ea o thlustmite the erguments.
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Let us now take the sentences in () one by one and examine the claim.
In (6a) ui does zot really qualify j€Jé. Proof of that can be shown in the
following sentences:

1 a. = M 36.%6 mi 3636
thereupon set down quietly'

b, mo bE J6.x6
'T thereupon sat don!
e 36

sit-down your (sing)
"You (sing) just sit down'
& ¢ 38.x6

you (plu.) sit down your (plu.)

"You (plu.) just sit down'
Sentences (6a) and (Ta) are variants. If the two sentences are compared, it
Will be seen thet the pronoun which is supposed to qualify 1€)€ now precedes
5. Since pronoun qualitiers in Yoruba do not precede the nouns they qualify,
it is obvious thet mi does mot quelify JEJ§. Proof that this conclusion is
correct 1s provided by (Tb) where the traditional adverb supposed to be quali-
fied o longer occurs. In fect, the pronoun mi now stands directly after the
=i qualify j&j€ in (6a), one will

now be forced to say that the same proncun qualifies the verb J5.K 'sit down!

verb. Following the reasoning that makes

in (Tb); but, of course, such a conclusion will be absurd. By taking all the
semtences in (7) as o whole, it 15 clear thet the alleged pronoun qualifier
1n each sentence is a sort of reflexive or emphatic pronown, having the same
nusber and person as the subject. Thus mi occurs with the first person pro-
zoun subject Eo i (7a) and (7o), ¢ with the subjectless singuler imperative
4n (7c), and yfn in (74) with the plural imperative vhose subject is the se-
cond person plural pronoun g. Sentences such as (6a) do not, therefors, pro-
vide any support for the view that traditional adverbs ave nouns.

We now core to (6b) where the determiner kan is said to qualify the tra-

ditional adverb mirimlrin. Agatn, let us examine the folloving sentences:

(8) & gb¥ 2R aln kan B.y<
"The stew is sweet in & certain kind of vay'
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b. & rd uf kan b&.yf tf 3 adra’
it tires me one like-this that not good
I am tired in a certein way that is not good' = 'I am dead beat’

c. 6 te adrd kan bé.yL tf 3 dbra
he play organ one 1ike-this that not good

(i) "He played a certain organ that vas bad'
1) - Diayed thé argan In a fantestis mancait

4. ob3 néd ain nf gtan airionirin kan b yi
he sweet

o one 1ike trie"
'The stew 1s sveet in & cloying sort of vay'

In (Ba) the word supposed to be qualified is mo longer present, yet the deter-
miner kan still remains, and there is no vay in which the alleged nown head
could have been sald to be deleted, since any such deletion will not be reco-
verdble. Besides, the meaning of the sentence will not justify axy claim of
Agatn, 1t vill be absurd to claim that ken qualifies the verb aln
So it 1s obvicus that ve have

deletion.
"be sveet' imediately after which it stands.
o look elsevhere:for the noun head which the determiner in question qualifies.
Could 1t be thet what it qualifies is an NP object? Sentence (Bb) contains

& transitive verb, and the object 1s a pronoun. The determiner canzct qualify
this object since pronouns in Yoruba caanot beke qualiffers. But what of (8c)
where there is a nown object? Here, the determiner can qualify the mown; but
vhen 1t does, the mamner interpretation associsted with the determiner is no

longer preseat. Hovever, (Bc) has tvo interpretstions. In the second inter-

pretation (i.e. 8¢(ii)), the manner meaning is preserved. This proves thet

even when the dsterminer kan occurs with a noun in sentences of this type, it

does not necessarily qualify that noun.
What then does the determiner kan qualify? The amswer, 1t would appear,

1des in sentences such as (8d) from which (6b) is derived. The reduplicated

nominalized form of the verb afdin 'sweetness' is the obvious head of the

noun phrese dfddn mirtrmirin kan bi.yf 'being swest in a cloying sort of vay'.

5 The relative clause { 3 dfra ‘that is not god! 1s used
sitier in this type oF seatence.  But note thet in o (B vhich 15 s embi-
guous, the 1iteras neaning of the clause is also present in one of t

two interpretations.
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It 1s this nouwn head which the determiner kan qualifies. This is vhy it is
possible to omtt mlrimirin from the noun phrase without affecting the status
of kan as a qualiffer. The conclusion from this is that the case for nominal
status for traditional adverbs such as mirinmirin on the basis of sbility to
take & qualMfier is simply not made.

Finelly, let us turn to (6c) where the traditional adverb w3aidad 'zow-
4iness/rovaily" is supposed to be qualified by the promoun won. As hes been
demonstrated in (5a), this word can function either as an object or as an ad-
verbisl, In (6c), 4t is the object function thet we are desling with. Hence
#3aie3all here 1s & nown, and nothing stops a nous from being qualified by a
pronoun. Proof that the word is functioning as a mown object here is that
only the object questioning is possible.
© < v o Sgn ot

ey 3usdo vewtinass thetr ge-e
"L'hq are behaving sbout in their (uuu) rowdy manner'

9) & Kf ni wn fige
Vhat 114" chat Shey are dotng aboutt”

o

*béwo ni whn t1 nge kiri
"How 1s it that they are behaving sbout?'

(52) is the eppropriate questioning for a nown cbject and (9b) for an adver-
Bel. Motice that only the former is permissible for questioning (6c). There-
fore, what is fnvolved in the sentence is not en adverb but & nown. The fact

that 1t {s qualified provides mo support for the view that traditional adverbs

Traditicnal edverbs may be relativized. Since relative clauses only heve
nouns as their antecedents, traditional adverbs must of mecessity be nouns.
Thus in the following sentences:

(10) a. wén god & Kféxtd
"They accepted 1t quickly'

b, ki8Kk1E tf whn ghl &

quickly that they ‘c:eyt 1t ve-good
"The fact that they sccepted it quickly is good'

. p€ wn bd & KIEKA afra

that they accept it quickly be-good
"The fact that they acoepted 1t quickly is good'
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(10b) 1s supposed to be derived from (10) by & proces

of relativization,
and X{EK1E 1n (10b) is supposed o be & coun because it is "qualified” by the
Telative cleuse tf wén gbd & 'that they accepted it'. Suffice it to sey that
it has been mede abundantly clear elsewhere (see in perticular Bamgboge 1975a
and 1975V) that (10b) 15 & case of factive nominalization and that no relative
clause meaning can be imposed on it. It is interesting to mote that (10b) has
exactly the sene meaning sg (10c) which is an undisputed factive nominalization.
#d in either case, the whole nominalization behaves like a single .ominal.
This s quite different from & noun phrase having e head and & relative clause
qualifier. Stnce (10b) does not have such.a head and & qualifier, it cannot
be used as evidence of nominal status for 'kf€k{A and other similar traditional
advervs.6
(e) Object to £1
Traditional sdverbs may be made to function as the object of the modifying
verb 1. And stnce only nominals can function as objects, treditional adverbs
Zust be nouns. Thus, in the following sentences,
(1) a. § @l & tayduayd
coept it joy and joy
o eceted 1t gladly”
b. 6 i taydteyd gbd

ke with joy ead et aaseri 2
"He accepted it gladly’

teydtayd ni & £1 ghd &
foy and oy 1t 12 he with acompt 1t
that he sccepted it'
(11a) and (11b) are variants; and the adverbial in (1la) now turns up es the

obfect of £L in (11b) and (11e).

way, there seems to be tacit acceptance of the view thet what ve have

in (100)'1s not really a relstive clause qualifier. One of the character-

istics claimed for traditionsl adverbs is that they are sever

in thetr ability to take qualltiers (Avobuluyl 1975:13). 1f the clauses

occurring with these traditimal adverbs were really relative clause qual:

flers, there would bave been no need to talk of severs restriction iz mxn.
freely with

mbulwi 11567:550) that. "adverbe sre. sever qualified by relative clauses
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‘There 1s considersble merit in this argument.” In fact, 1t could have
been & useful criterion for separating certain adverbiale wich will be accep-
ted as nouns from others viich vill be adverbs. For example, in:
(12) a. & alde 6

he

b. *6 £1 136 dlde
"He got up suddenly'

c. %3 ni 6 £i alde
*It wag suddenly that he got up'

the adverbial £3G 'suddenly’ mever oceurs as object. One can say, therefore,
that 1t is an adverd, while taydtay} 'gladly' in (11) is a nown.

There are hovever two problems with this use of £i as a criterion for
nominal status. Firstly, many recognizable nouns do not exhibit the parelle-
lism of (11). In other words, they behave rather like (12). For example, the
noun 3sikd 'time’ in
(13) = vﬁn sin nf delkd

*wén £1 3sTkS sin
"They slept in time'

. *2l¥3 nt whn £1 o3
"It was in time thet they slept'

Secondly, £ may cccur n sentences analogous to (1lc) where it would appear
to take an adverbial phrase as its object. For example, if
(18) e. ¥hn fge gmo-33 ni lgvd yen

ey Ying 4o urvont In bime that

'They were working as servants st that time'

oo *En ti (ni) Igba yen five ono-32)
They were working as servants at thet time'

. (nf) Zgbd yon ni vén £1 fige

quo-3a3
"It vas at that time that they were working as servants'

although nelther the noun phrase 1gbd yen 'that time' nor the adverbial phrase
nf 3gbd yen 'at that tize' directly occurs as object to i in (14b), the

7 As e mstter of fact, considerations such es these as well as the morphemic
Structure of the words concerned led us %o an earlier view that the type
of traditicnal sdverd in (11) ves s mominal. See Bamgboge (1966:129).
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occurrence of 21 in (1¥c) implies such a relationship,
The conclusion to be drewn from the above 1s that the occurrence of fi
cannot be used s an unfalllng lndlcetion of nominel status. In sentences of

the type in (13}, its occurrence seems to be deterwined by semantic consider

tions, For instance, 1f the nown in (13) had been 131§ 'ausk', or even if
3816 'time’ had been qualified to meke it more specific, the sentences in
question would have been ccceptable. On the other hand, the oceurrence of fi
in sentences of the type in (ic) appesrs to be deternined by both semautic
and syntactic considerations. Tt is assoclated with adverbials of 'reason'
and & few adverblale of 'time' in topicalized sentences and relative clauses.’
(a) Object o nf
Some traditional adverbs can occur efther as object to af in an sdverbiel
phrase or s the sole adverbial, That being the case, it is valid to assume
that the letter are reduced forms of edverblal phreses, and, by extension,
that all other adverbials without adverbiel phrase courterperts are adverbial
phrases having the stricture ni NP, Consequently, all treditional adverbs
are nouns, since, by definition, they should occur s cbject to nf. Consider,
for example, the following sentences.
(15) a. 8 1o kféxtd
he g0 quickly
"He went quickly'
b, 6 1o nf Kidkis
he go in quickly
'He weat, quickly'
(16) a. mo Je § pétdpitd
I eat it completely
+ '

'Tate 1

. *mo Je § nf pitdpitd
T eat it in conpletely
o

'I ate it
(158) has the counterpart (15b). The traditionel adverd kfdkfd 'quickly'
in (150) burns up 2s the object to nf in (150). Therefore it is a mown, aad

its obcurrence in (15b) erises from & deletion of the preposition nf.

8 See Bamgboge (1966:72-73) and Qke (1974).
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Sinilarly, although (16b) never cccurs, it can be postulated on the basis of
(15b), and the same Qerivation can then be effected.

The above arguaent 1s based on two assumptions. One is that words have
o belong to the same class irrespective of thelr function. Thus, the possi-
bility of kf&k{E being an adverd in (15a) and a nown in (15b) is specifically
ruled out. Another assurption is that because there are pairs of sentences
such as (15a) and (15b), there have to be pairs of sentences such as (16a)
and (16v), irrespective of vhat happens in the language. Both assumptions are
taken up later in this paper.

A close examination of semtences such as- (15) shovs that these sentences
are not really identical in meaning (Note that the derivation is based on such
identity). (15b) sppears to be a more emphatic version of (15a). It is the
sort of non-topicalized sentence one vould use when one is drawing attention
%o the adverbisl. This. difference is reflected in the different possibilities
of toplcalization. The adverbial in (15a) can be topicelized only es (17a);
but' the one in (15b) can be topicalized as both (17b) and (17c). The latter
sentence in particular brings out the intended emphasis.

O7).e. e o 6 1
't vas quickly that he went'
. (af) k@6 0t 6 1o
*It was quickly that he went'

kLEXSE ni & £ 1o
‘Tt was quickly thet he went'

o

This type of &ifference may well poirt to the fact that KIGKfE does not resly
‘belong to*the same class in (15a) and (15b).

The weakest point of the nf derivation argument is that only a minority
of traditional adverbs can occur as object to nf and, as we shall show later,
even a majority of this minority of traditionsl sdverbs sre basic adjectives.
The derivation of (16a) from (16b) involves postulating a nf, which does not
oceur in the sentence, in order to confer nominal status on pitdpftd 'completely'
Once this has been achieved, the postulated ni is then promptly deleted. If

this revesls anything st all, it is more the exigency of the chosen description
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then an sccount of what actually happens in the language.

The rule of nf deletion presents & serious problem for sentences of the

type in (15). If the rule 1s ordered such that 1t takes place before the
topicalization rule,” (15b) will produce (15), and tiis will further produce
the topicalized sentence (17a). Note, however, that in addition to (1fa),
sentences (17b) and (17c) exist as topicalizations of the sdverbisl. Cnce nf
geletion has taken place, neither of these sentences can be derived. Suppose,
however, the ordering 15 altered so that nf deletion takes place after topi-
calization, the seatences of (17) will be derived, but not (15a). Thus, the
seeningly easy derivetion turns out on closer examization to bs fraught with

oroblems, Besides, rather than support the case that traditionsl adverbs are

nowss, 1t has introduced 1nto the ipti

(¢) Simlarity to a subeless of nouns
There 15 a subelass of nouns such as 3J1)1 'suldenncss!, méjtne)l "tvo each’
ojcojtmd 'everyday' which behave in exactly the same way as treditional adverbsiO
Like them, they occur as object to nf; they do ot take qualifiers; they cannot
ocenr as subject or object, and they can be topicalized.

This so-called subelass of nouns comprises basic nouns and hasic adjectives.
For tnstance, méiines} is basteally an adjective (being 2 reduplicetion of ZEL
'two'), out as is well known, an adjective can be used as & noun in & context
where the noun in question is teken as given. Thus, in the following Eentences,

(18) 5. win ra orofits néyinet
they buy orange two-iwo
"They bought two oranges each’

b, wn ra néjimesl
'hey bought two each'

9 This is the type of rule proposed by Avobuluyi (1975:35).

One of the vords listed in tris subclass as & moun is gedn 'suddenness’.
Note that, unlike the other nouns, this word always occurs in combination
with nf and even then, it is alvsys fused with it phonctically as 1Ggin.
It is dowbtful, thersfore, 1f one can talk of the noun gafn, o

terns of the porphenic compostion of the adverbial (iverv?) 1ggt
situstion 1s comparable to that of the couplex verb padé 'meet

con sey that there is o noun 48 'meeting' in the morphenic composition
of the verb. Such & stabenent can never be used to Justify tae indspen-
gent ocourrence of this so-called noun.

s
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the adjective méitmej? in (18a) turns up oo the NP object in (18b), but the
understandiog in the latter is that it refers to @ known noun head (i.e. oranges).

The argument that this subclass of nouns cen occur with nf should in fect
serve to differentiste it from traditional adverbs. For nows such as 3J1
‘suddenness', occurrence with nf is obligatory except vhen the adverbiel is
topicalized. Hence (19a) but not (19b) is the only form in which the adverbial
can cceur,

(29) & win 1o nf 3fist
They vent. suddenly’

b s 5o 3t
They vent suddenly’

It is interesting to note that what is true of this particular now is true
of a1l nowns.’! They have to be preceded by nf in order to occur es adverbials.
For exazple, the toun gjd 'market' in (3b) as compared with the ungrammatical
(3c). Ca the other hand, s traditionsl sdverb either never requires nf at ell,
as s the case vith phtépétd 'completely' in (16), or the occurrence of nf
with it is entirely optional, as is the case vith kfdkff 'quickly' in (15).
“he conclusion to be drawn from this is that the subclass of mouns to which
traditional edverbs are supposed to be similar is in fact not different in
this respect from the vast majority of nouss with vhich it is being contrasted.

We ave already skovn earlier that the so-called qualifiers supposedly
associsted vith traditional sdverbs are not in fact qualifiers. ALL that
needs to be added is that the words in the subclass of nouns with which they
are supposed to share the property of not taking qualifiers do in fact take
qualifiers, as the following examples show:
(20) a. ¢ mu ngtmesii won B

you-pli

4. take two-two them return
"8ring back two each of them'

11 The only exl:uptinnl to this statement are place nouns ocewrr er
the verd g4 ‘live’ and the nouns $G6§ of u truth' nd Icur( »mun'

with which the occurrence of nf is ¢ en be explained
in terns of the semantic incorporation of the pnpo Tetoass concet {1z,
o6, ste.) in the verb, wnd the latter in terms of clisien (e8 HIEOGH

$36¢8). The irregelar nown B 'Like' also constituies an exce-
ptlos ten viohs postible. eoplanstion ay be that 10 1o graduaiiy being
 prepositic- like p3lf 'with'.
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. ojooyim} ey ni § korin
everyday world it-is he-ing sing-song
"It is every blessed day that she sings'
. {s39sd nikan ni md Arf 1
‘week-week alone it-is I -ing st
'It is only every week that I see him

In (208), the noun takes a genitival promoun qualifier, in (20b), s genitival
noun qualifier, and in (20c), a determiner. Again, in this respect, these
nouns ere no different from other nouns which take qualifiers freely.

The suggestion that both the subclass of mouns and traditionsl sdverbs
‘behave in the same way in that neitber of them can function as subject or ob-
Ject of verbs overlooks such examples s (18b) end (20a) which prove the con-
trary. These examples however involve nouns which derive from basic adjectives.
Words that are basically nouns in Yoruba can be identified by their ability to
occur as subject or objact to a verb or as a genitival or appositive qualifier
1n & noun phrase.’? Basic nouns in this subcless of nouns ere severely res-
tricted in their occurrence as subject or object of verbs, such occurrence
being limited to neutral.contexts such as with the verbs $§ 'be', 33 'become',
ge 'do'. But, even in spite of these restrictions, they still differ funda-
mentelly from traditionsl adverbs vhich cen hardly ever occur as subject or
object to a verd and never as genitival or appositive qualifier in a noun
phrase. In the following noun phrases,

(21) s iku yivé
desth ridicile
‘denth of ridicule'
shameful death’
b, ow omi
veter
'money for weter'
‘water rate’

(22) a. 16 33133

s
"death of suddenness'
"sudden deatn'

12 For a detsiled study of genitival and sppositive structures in Yoruba,
see Ovoladi (1576).
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b owb §sdisd
money every week
"zoney of every week'
'weekly vages'
(23) &, ki KLAKLE
death quickly
*'death of quickly'
'quick death’
b, *owbo pétdpitd

the nowns yiyé and omt, vhich are mot restristed in their ability to furction
as subject or object of verbs, are shown in (21) occurring s genitival quali-
fiers. The nous 3iJ} end gsddsd aleo occur as genitival qualifiers in (22).

In contrast to this, the traditional adverbs kfdkfd and pitdpitd can never

occur es genitival qualifiers as shown by (23). It follows that the nouns in
(22) velong more to those in (21), which represent the vast majority of nouns,
thez to the traditional adverbs in (23).

Finally, on the polnt that toplealization of the subclass of nowns and
that of traditicnel adverbs is the same, since such topicalization relstes to
thetr function s adverbisls, and since topicalization of the adverbial takes
the saze basic pattern, it is not surprising that sentences such as (15) and
(192) es well as any other sentences containing an adverbial share this basic
pattern.

The attempt to 1ink traditional adverbs to a subclass of nouns has been
shown sbove to be unsuccessful. If anything, the unity of the subclass in
questicn ¥ith other nowns has been demonstrsted. But even if the attempt had
succeeded, 1t vould have raised the bigger question of what this subclass of
rouns and traditionsl edverbs have in commn with the overvhelming majority of
nouns, stnce the class "Noun" would of mecessity comprise two disparate groups
of vords which aiffer radically in their syntactic behaviour.

A analysis vhich groups tradftional adverbs with nouns raises two impor-
tent issues, one typological, and the other theoretical. If Yorubs has ouly

nouns, verbs and adjectives as its major word classes, then we would have to
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say that 1t Qiffers radically from other related Africen langusges which hive
edverba. This i3 the position taken by Rowlands (1970) who nevertheless recos
&nizes that both nouss and adjectives can have adverbial function, On the other
band, Awobuluyi (1975) eveids thie typological skewness by re-defining the

class of adverds so as to exclude traditional adverbs while only including cer-

“aln other verd mdifiers such ss =f 'before'. But oven this re-fefinition is

‘aught with problems, for while according to bhis view, both traditional ad-

erbs and words like 7f, "tefore! fimetion a3 adverbials, for some curious reason,

only the former cen be topicalized. Thus vhile the sentences of (15) have the

counterparts (17), there are no analogous counterparts for. (2ba)
(2b) & wGn 61 3
they

Tave cox 1t defore
"They have eaten it before'

. *r€ nf win 61 Jg §

before it-1s they have eat it

'It 1s previously that they have eaten 1t'
Siace one of the characteristics of adverbials is thet they can be topicalizeal
the behaviour of (24) becores a puzzle, and there is no wey by which the puszle

can be explained under this viev. When rf 1s compared with modifying verbs,

Bovever, it can be seen that, like them, it cannot be topicalized.l Corpare
for dnstence (24) with (25).
(25) a. wén t1 Je

they have eat it finish

"Tuey hove satenm it up'

b. *tEn ol win 6 e §
finish it-is Shey have eat
"It is conpletely that they have esten it'

If 1f is & modifylng verb and not an sdverb, the fact thet it cemnot be to

calized cesses to be a puzzle, since this is the case with all post-verbal
modifying verbs.

The search for & unique syntactic position’st waich s particular vord, in

13 On tais, see Bamgboge (1966:15k) end Awobuluyi (1967:218, 221).

4 For the concept of 'mdifying verbs' see Bemgboge (197ha). Wote that
Rowlends (197G:296) also shares the view that such words are verbs.
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all instances of its occurrence, can be identified as & member of a given word
class does not appeer to heve any strong theoretical basis, except in so far
as 1t i employed as a deep structure device (for instance, as in Chomsky's X
conventton)'® vhere, of course, several surface word classes can still be gene-
rated from the deep structure one. Multiple class membership of lexical items
appears to be a reality of lengusges in general. And Yoruba ia mo exception,
The only constraint one would expect is that the membership of each word class
should include o large set of words that do not occur in anmy other class.

In the light of the above, we can now re-examine the traditional edverbs.
Some of them that have been called nouns on the basis of optional occurremce

¥ith nf,are in fact besic adjectives.lS

For example, vords identified as adje-
ctives in (26) turn up as adverbials in (21).
(26) a. 1igi peleve
at
'a flat plece of wood'
T grd gkt
word brief
"a brief word/statement"
¢, ago pelebe
aress short
'a short dress'
(27) &, w6a g0 igt (nf) peleve
ey carve wood {in
"They carved wood in a flat shape'
. 6 5o dro t1rd (n) gkt
he say word bis (in) brief
'Ee made his own statement brief'
. win 4 ago (nf) pelebe
they make dress (in) short
'They made the dress in a short style'
Since it is accepted that the object of ni is a nown, it follovs that the
adjectives in (26) function es nouns in (27) when they are preceded by nf.

Bven in those sentences vhere nf camnot occur, mamy of the traditionsl

See Chomsiky (1970:210-211).

16 For some curious resson, this fact is nownere mentioned in Avobuluyi (1975).
If it had been, it would have saved the brouble of proving that such words
E0uld beoma Wha polict #% omis, 1s ook hether adfechives could beiuaed
- Doy Bt Sawttes advasts ool be 9o um
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adverbs are basic adjectives. Consider the following semtences:

(28) a. 5 e rml&"he
pear flay
A e

b 18 <t ot pelghs
s flat?

(29) . 8 rf peleve
It is short

b. *6 rf nf pelebe
"It 18 short!
Both pelgbe 'flat' and pelebe 'short' have already been identified in (26a)
and (26c) as adjectives. These adjectives are zow adverbials in (28a) and
(29e). We cannot say they are nouns, since they cannot occur as object to nf
in (28b) and (29a). It follows then that they have to be accepted as adverbs.
Tn other words, adjectives can also fuiction as adverbs.

Going back to the case of kf@kfd in (15), we can now conclude that this

word is basically en adverb and that it can also function es a noun when it
occurs as the object of nf.

As shown above, multi-cless membership of words is not peculiar to mouns
and adverbs. Words that are basic adjectives can occur as nouns and they can
a1s0 occur as adverbs. In extreme cases, a word cen even belong to more than
two classes. For example, pdlé which oceurs 2s e verb in (30a), & nown in
(300), and an-edjective in (30¢)

(30) a. e ngj
ou bemgentic

(: Torm of yrﬂ!ﬂg)

b, ayé gba pilE
world seke eke gentienca

ere a
. 8 nf i pdig

ghe hes charaster gentle

le character’

The 1deophonic msture of Yoruba adverbs has often been noticed aud comsen-

ted upon in the literature.lT There are two aspects of it that are particulsrly

T/ San da pertimter Gourtenay (19E300-154) and Bvieite 91o). of garta-
cular sigmificance 18 Avoyale (197k) vhich secks o prove that ideophones
R e g originate in deep structure as higner
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Televant for the distinction between them and nouns. Firstly, the untransla-
tability of & majority of them arising from the specificity of collocation with
particular verds or sets of verbs, Unlike these adverbs, rouns are generally
translatable. Secondly, meny adverbs nvolve reduplication without change of

meaning, This type of reduplicetion differs from the one associated with adjec—

tives and a handful of nowns. Compere the following groups of words.l®
(1) a. k& 'quickly' umx Iquickly!
wré  'quickly' tquls
Dité  'completely’ pmpm "completely’
166 (adverb for  16M&G  (adverb for describing vhiteness)
describing
whiteness)
hele (adverd for helehele (adverd fordeseribing breathing)
describing
‘breathing)
b, pelebe 'flat! Igbe-peleve flat’ (for more than one object)
905 'fat! sgbaﬁ-n‘wcv Ivery fat!
néta  'three' nfta-afta Ithree each'
e levening'  alsalf every evening'
30 tweer! Sud3ae tevery woek!

The vords in (3la) are adverbe, and both their simple and reduplicated forms
have an identicel meaning. The words fn (31b) and (3lc) ere adjectives and
nouns respectively, and their reduplicated forms differ in meaning from their
simple forns.

Another comonly overlocked characteristic of pdverbs is that some of them
can modify adjectives, Since such modification takes place in a noun phrase,
the fiction of & putative occurrence of nf can simply not be invoked, Besides,
such & syntactic context makes it easy to comtrast advexbs with nouns. Compare,
for exanple, (31a) and (31b).

“Trelicates; Kn Ve Tavs polnted cuf elsavners (See Boxsboss (19740)), the
-gunents used in support of deriving adverbs from higher predicetes could
equally well have been used to derive noun objects from such predicates..

In any case, if idsophones are derived from higher predicates, the impli-

cation is thet they are deep structure verbs. This will have to be recon=
ciled with the desire to make them a separete lexical cless distinct from

nouns, verbs, sdjectives or sdverbs. Becides, even within this analysis,
thare does not seem to be sy vay of avoiding Jdantifying ddecjicoes, in
surface structure st least, 2 nouss, verds, etc., since the criterion

for such identification is syntectic function.

18 For more examples, see Bamgboge (1966:151-153), Courtenay (1968:138-154).
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(32) a. 6 £ Il burfed pitipitd ba 116 ndd
he with cheracter bad completely Epuil house the
'He spoilt the house with very bad character'
b 6 £1 hwd burfkin bibéa von ge ipeere
he with character bad father their do Mm‘nl
'He made an 1llustration of their father's bad character'

In (322) the advert pithpfitd modifies the adjective burfk. Ve lmow that this

15 the case because this adverb cennot ocour as @ qualifier to the noun head
Ivi. In (31b), the now bebe oceurs es e qualifier to the nows phrase Iud
burfkf 'bad character'. We know this to be the case because of the lengthen-

ing of the final vowel of bur@f, @ lengthenitg which tekes place before con-

sonent initial nominal qualifiers. Now, if pELEPSLE were o noun, 1t would have
made this seme nominal Juction with burifl. The fact that it does not make
such a Junction shows that it is not & nown.

In the wake of advances in structural and poststructural linguistics, it
bas becone fashionsble to castigate traditional gramars for a variety of short-
conings, reel or imagined, and to try to revise the categorics set up in such
gramers. Some proposed revisions are entirely justified, but quite a few are
zot. In the latter category falls the proposel that there are mo adverbs in
Yorube or that what traditionsl Yorube gremisrs regard as adverbs are truly
zouss. Our deteiled examination of either proposal and its implications has
led us to the irresistible conclusion thet Yorubs, like many other langusges,

1as a class of adverbs which is distinct from the class of nouns.
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