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Introduction. The main objective of this study is to produce a comprehensive description
of Yemsa conditional constructions. The existing studies do not describe conditional clauses
in Yemsa. This study aims to fill the gap in the description of the internal structure
conditional clause of Yemsa.

Methodology and sources. The data were collected through the elicitation technique
through informant interviews about the conditional clause in Yemsa. The data were
analyzed using a descriptive approach without considering any particular theoretical
framework. The data was described and analyzed in light of general definitions and
typological classifications of conditional constructions in the linguistic literature.

Results and discussion. Antecedent and consequent clauses are attested. The morphemes
occur in different types of conditional clauses. Canonical and non-canonical forms of
conditional have been identified. The semantic-based classification of Yemsa conditionals is
dealt with in light of Thompson et al.'s typological view. Real, unreal, counterfactual,
hypothetical, concessive, and exceptive conditional are discussed. In Yemsa, the protasis of
the real conditional clause type differs from the unreal protasis conditional clause type.
A subordinate clause (the protasis) states some condition, the truth of which is not asserted,
under which another main clause (the apodosis) holds.

Conclusion. The study will provide some syntactic data to researchers in the comparative
syntactic description of the Omoto languages about conditional clauses. It will serve as a
good resource material for further theoretical studies concerning conditional constructions
in general.
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BBeaeHume. OCHOBHOU Lie/Ibl0 HACTOALLEro NccieoBaHNS ABASETCA KOMMIEKCHOe onumca-
HVe YCIOBHbIX KOHCTPYKLUMIA B A3bike emMca. CyLlecTByrowme NccieoBaHNsA He packpbl-
BalOT CTPYKTYPY YC/NIOBHbIX MPeANOXeHNN B A3blke Hapoja hem. [laHHOe ncciefoBaHne
Npu3BaHO BOCMOIHNTL 3TOT Npober.

MeTogonorma n NCToYHUKU. CO0p AaHHbIX OCYLLIECTBAANICA METOAOM 3/IeKTUBHOIO WH-
TepBbiO C MHPOPMAHTAMKN Ha NpeaMeT YCIOBHbIX MPeAsIoXeHNN B A3blke Memca. [laHHble
6blI1 MpOaHaNN3MpPOBaHbl C NCMONL30BaHNEM OMMCaTeIbHOro NoAXoAa 6e3 yyeTa Kakoi-
NN60 KOHKPETHOW TeopeTnyeckol 6a3bl. OnuvcaHne n aHanns AaHHbIX BbINOJIHEHbI Ha 6a3e
06X onpeseneHnin U TUNONOrMYecknX Knaccnudukaumin yCIOBHbIX KOHCTPYKLNA B INHT-
BUCTMYECKON NnTepaTtype.

Pe3ynbTaTbl M 06Cy>KAEHME. B pamkax ncciejoBaHNS 6bIn YCTaHOBNEHbI aHTeLIeJeHT U KOH-
CEKBEHT YC/I0BHbIX NPeAnoXeHUIA. MoKa3aHo 1Cnoib3oBaHne MopdeM B PasANYHbIX TUMax
YCNOBHbIX MpeAioxeHui. BblaeneHbl KaHOHUYeCKNe N HeKaHOHUYeckne GpopMbl YCIO0BHbIX
KOHCTPYKUMIA. CeMaHTHYeckas Knaccnpukaums yCIOBHbIX MpPesoXeHN A3bika emca pac-
CMaTpvBaeTcs Ha 6a3e TUMOMOrMYeCcKoro B3rsAa, NPeAnoXkeHHOro TOMMNCOHOM 1 4p. PaccMoT-
peHbl peanbHble, HepeanbHble, KOHTPPAKTNYECKMNe, TnoTeTnYeckne, yCTynmTensHble 1 1c-
KNtOUMTENbHbIE YCNOBHblE KOHCTPYKUMW. B A3blke iemMca NpoTasnc peasbHOro YC/0BHOIO
NpeAnoXeHVs OTIMYaeTcs OT NpoTasnca HepeanbHOro YCIOBHOMO NpeaokeHns. MogumnHeH-
HOe npega/iokeHue (MpoTasnc) BBOAUT HEKOTOPOe YC/I0BMe, NCTUHHOCTb KOTOPOro He yTBep-
XAAeTcs, NPy KOTOPOM BbIMOHAETCSA APYroe rnaBHoe Npej/ioxeHve (anoAo3uc).
3akntoveHme. ViccnesoBaHne COAEPXUT CMHTaKCUMYecKMe AaHHble ANS COMocTaBUTeNb-
HOro CMHTaKCMYEeCKOro OMMCaHMWS YCIOBHBIX MPeAoXeHU B OMOTCKMX A3bIKax N MOXeT
6bITb NCMOBb30BaHO A1 Aa/IbHENLLVIX TEOPeTUYEeCKNX MCCIeA0BaHN, KaCatoLLMXCs yC/I0B-
HbIX KOHCTPYKLY B LLesIOM.

KnioueBble cnoBa: A3bIK ieMca, yCNOBHOE MpeAnoXeHne, aHTeleeHT, KOHCEeKBEHT, KAHOHWYecKne
¢$OpMbI, HeKaHOHKYecke GopMmel

BnarogapHOCTb: aBTOpbI 61aroAapsAT BCexX /UL, COrNAcUBLUMXCA NPUHSATL yyacTue B UHTEPBbLHO A1
npoBefeHnsa fJaHHOro nccnefoBaHns. Ctatbsa noceswaetca PeHTalie Axmes (3TeBeiinBa) 1 Acpaty
Jemeke.

Ana untupoBaHua: Mutuke Acpat, f'mpma MeHructy, SHgenny Acceda. YCOBHbIE KOHCTPYKLNN B
a3blke Memca // ANCKYPC. 2024. T. 10, Ne 6. C. 108-123. DOI: 10.32603/2412-8562-2024-10-6-108-123.

Introduction. Yemsa is an Omotic language that belongs to the Yem-Kefoid sub-group of the
TN group languages [1-3]. The total population of Yem is 159,923 [4].

The number and depth of studies are limited and untouchable in the conditional clause of
Yemsa. Thus, this study aims to fill the gap by the description of the internal structure conditional
clause of Yemsa. This gap exposes a crucial area of linguistic inquiry, considering the potential of
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such studies to illuminate the interconnection between morphology, syntax, and semantics in
lesser-documented languages.

The study will address the following research questions:

1. What kind of conditional clause types occur in Yemsa, and what morphological markers
are involved in the conditional construction?

2. what are strategies used to form a conditional clause, and what are morpho-syntactic
features of Yemsa protases and apodoses?

3. What are typological classification and syntactic forms of Yemsa conditional
constructions?

Methodology and sources. The description of conditional clause uses the typology of
Thompson et al. [5]. The typologies corresponding to the objectives apply to the analyses. This
consideration shows that a descriptive approach applies to the analyses.

The informants were selected based on their language competence. All informants are native
speakers of Yemsa. The data for this study has been collected from the Saja and Fofa areas, where
the native speakers of the language live. Four informants, Demeke Jenbere, Tekalegn Ayalew,
Almaz Tesfaye, and Adanche Kebede, were used as key informants. According to age, Demeke is
42, Tekalegn is 60, Almaz is 40, and Adanche is 54. In terms of gender, two male and two female
informants were consulted. All of them worked on supplying linguistic data and conducting
discussion sessions.

The data were collected mainly through informant interviews using the elicitation technique
about the internal structure of relative clauses in Yemsa based on the clauses and sentences. The
elicited clauses and sentences were uttered for the informants in Amharic. Then, the informants
were requested to offer Yemsa counterparts for the clauses and sentences. The data were
supplemented by texts. After this event, there are discussion sessions with the informants to clarify
the data and minimize confusion.

The data will be described and analyzed in light of general definitions and typological
classifications of conditional constructions in the linguistic literature. The data were analyzed
qualitatively. The data have been carefully transcribed, annotated, segmented, analyzed, translated,
and interpreted based on the collected linguistic data from elicitation. According to the data, the
grammatical facts and regular patterns that occurred in the structures are described. Some
shortcomings are unavoidable due to time limitations. The data were transcribed phonetically and
phonemically through IPA symbols. When there is a difference between phonetic and phonemic
forms, four-line glossing is used: (i) phonetic form; (ii) morphological form with morpheme-by-
morpheme segmentation; (iii) morphological glossing; (iv) free translation.

Theoretical background. Conditionals consist of protasis and apodosis, in which the
conditional clause can be antecedent or protasis, and the main clause can be consequent or apodosis
[6-8]. As Hacker [9] contends prototypical use of conditional clauses, as implied by their name, is
to state a condition on the fulfillment of which the truth-value of the matrix phrase depends. The
antecedent clause precedes the consequent clause, which represents the morpho-syntactically
marked part of a conditional construction, taken as a cross-linguistic feature [7]. A conditional
construction is a complex sentence made up of a subordinate clause called a protasis, or if-clause,
and a main clause called an apodosis; protasis is denoted by p and apodosis by q; the protasis
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expresses a condition for the completion of the apodosis proposition [10, 11, 5]. As Podlesskaya
[11] argues, protasis is an adverbial sentence that specifies possibilities and the degree of
probability. Cross-linguistically, protasis is the morphosyntactically indicated part of a conditional
utterance that comes before apodosis [11].

As Comrie [12] argues, conditional clauses in the world's languages indicate varying degrees
of hypotheticality; that is, varying degrees of likelihood of truth-values through (i) explicit
morphosyntactic features or (i1) deductions from other knowledge sources.

Most languages manifest a semantic-based distinction between real and unreal conditionals
[5]. They summarized their semantic-based typology as follows:

Semantic-based distinction between real and unreal conditionals

Conditional clause

Real Unreal
1. Present 1. Imaginative
2. Habitual/generic a. Hypothetical
3. Past b. Counterfactual
2. Predictive

Conditional clauses are real and unreal [12]. Again, there are two kinds of unreal conditional
clauses: imaginative and hypothetical conditional clauses. The matrix clause is apodosis and an
adverbial phrase by a specific conjunction called the protasis or the conditional's if-clause.

Real conditional states that if another proposition (represented by the antecedent sentence)
holds, a proposition (expressed by the consequent clause) follows [13] and is unmarked for
modality in many languages [14]. Thompson et al. [5] state future conditionals as imaginary and
predictive, whereas unreal conditionals describe circumstances that are not real. As Podlesskaya
[11] notes, conditionality is shown by segmental devices (affixes or function words) or (less
frequently) particular word order patterns. In the related literature, the conditional constructions
are relevance, speech act, and biscuit conditionals [15, 7, 8].

Comrie [12] and Givon [16] state cross-linguistically, counterfactual conditionals are
distinguished in two ways: (i) by combining two semantically conflicting verbal inflections, such
as the prototypically realis past, perfective, or perfect and the prototypically irrealis future,
subjunctive, conditional, or modal; and (ii) by dedicated morphology.

Conditional clauses can be interpreted as propositions. As Hécker [9] says, the fundamental
pattern of such a clause relationship is "If p, then q". This is known as the "condition proper"
relationship. Aside from "condition proper," there are two related categories: "rhetorical condition,"
in which the form of a conditional clause is used to make an emphatic assertion, and "alternative
condition," in which the subordinate clause contains a conditional element modifying the matrix
clause content but whose fulfillment is not required for the matrix clause proposition to be true. As
Bhatt and Pancheva [7] state, conditional structures are interpreted with the antecedent clause's
proposition specifying the (modal) circumstances under which the main clause's proposition is true.
As Hiacker [9] contends, the prototypical use of conditional clauses, as implied by their name, is to
state a condition on the fulfillment of which the truth value of the matrix phrase depends.

Conditional clauses can be expressed in different syntactic forms, as long as the referential
dependency between the antecedent and the consequent clause is continuous [17]. The antecedent
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clause precedes the consequent clause, which represents the morpho-syntactically marked part of
a conditional construction, taken as a cross-linguistic feature [7].

A conditional construction is a complex sentence with a subordinate clause called a protasis, or
if-clause, and a main clause called an apodosis. In logic, protasis is denoted by p and apodosis by q.
The protasis expresses a condition for the apodosis proposition [10, 11, 5]. Conditionals are a
subclass of sentences that contain adverbial clauses of circumstance. The inventory of circumstantial
relations is shown by complex sentences [11]. It is a complex structure, which includes an adverbial
clause with an antecedent (protasis) and the main clause, called a consequent (apodosis).

Diessel [18] argues that conditional clauses are hypothetical constructions to predict a future
event. Conditional expressions are composed of two clauses: protasis ('if') and apodosis (‘then')
[11]. A protasis is an adverbial sentence that specifies possibilities and the degree of probability.
Cross-linguistically, protasis is the morphosyntactically indicated part of a conditional utterance
that appears before apodosis [11].

Most languages distinguish between protasis, apodosis, or both. Overt marking of the protasis
appears to be the most typical case cross-linguistically, but there are several exceptions, such as
Mandarin and Ngiyambaa. Conjunctions, verb form, and subject-verb (or subject-auxiliary)
inversion mark the protasis [12]. The most common conditional pattern across languages has the
two properties listed below: First, the protasis comes before the apodosis, which means, "In
conditional statements, the conditional clause comes before the conclusion, as is the order in all
languages. Second, conditionality is expressed in protasis [11]. Conditionality can be indicated
through segmental devices (affixes or function words) or, less frequently, particular word order
patterns [11]. A conditional marker is a suffix to the subordinate verb or free morphemes within
the subordinate phrase. Suffixes are favored as conditional clause markers in languages with non-
finite subordinate verbs, although prefixes are frequently employed with subordinate verbs to
indicate agreement with the subject. In many languages, the usage of tense or aspect forms of a
verb in protasis is limited to a small set of verb forms [11].

The following pieces of information are required to create an accurate representation of a
conditional in a given language: the temporal status of combined clauses (do the introduced states
of affairs refer to the past, present, or future? ), the epistemic status (how does the speaker assess
the reality of the introduced states of affairs? ), the evaluative status (the speaker's attitude toward
the introduced states of affairs in terms of (un)desirability or (dis)approval), and the polarity status
(is the reality of the state of affairs introduced in the apodosis) [11]. This information is distributed
among three groups of devices: conditional markers proper, grammatical markers on the protasis
or (and) on the apodosis (tense, aspect, mood, and polarity markers), and "supporting" lexical
devices (adverbial sentence modifiers, quantifiers, and particles). Depending on the
grammaticalization approach of a specific language, different parts of this information may be
brought together in different ways [11].

Results and discussion. Conditional clause in Yemsa

1.The morpho-syntax of conditional clause. The conditional clause forms from the
antecedent and the consequent. The antecedent clause is an adverbial clause that contains the
conditional marker; the consequent clause is the main clause. The conditional marker is -né
'COND'. As shown in 1 (a and b):
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(1) a. [wonawona ?isa saatt dositozaqifaataneé muzik’ani ?aruni]

wonnawonna ?isa saati  dostozaq-faa-ta-ne muzk’a-ni 2aru
daily one hour practice-SEQ-2S-COND  music-ACC  lesson
[fota fimata]

fo-ta ima-ta

be.there-2S  able to-2S
“You may have music lessons if you practice for an hour a day.’
b. [bar ?akamanon fima ferofifaanané juniversiti]

bar ?akamanon fima  feérof-faa-na-né juniversiti
he  very hard study-SEQ-3MS-COND  university
[?4afa giruina]

?aafa giru-na

NEG enter-3MS
‘He won’t go to university unless he studies very hard.’

In 1 (a and b), the conditional clause is constructed from two clauses, which are the antecedent
or protasis ‘if-clause’ and the consequent clause or apodosis ‘then-clause.” The antecedent clauses
are wonna wonna ?2isa saati dostozaqi-faa-ni-né ‘if you practice an hour a day’ and bar 2akamanon
zaqire ferofi-faa-na-né ‘unless he studies very hard’ are adverbial clause, which attaches the
conditional marker -né in the verb. Whereas the consequent clauses are muzigani 2aru fota fima-
ta‘you may have music lessons’ and juniversiti Zaafa giru-na ‘he won’t go to university’ are the
main clauses. Hence, the conditional clause has antecedent and consequent clauses, as in 1 (a and
b). As aresult, 1 (a and b) are conditional clauses in Yemsa.

Diessel [ 18] states conditional clauses precede the main clause. In Yemsa, the same happens:
the conditional clause precedes the main clause as in 1 (a and b).

Languages employ both grammatical and lexical strategies to express the degree of possibility
[11]. As in 2, the degree of possibility is expressed through grammatical means.

(2) [tapefaaning ?ajnu tésuni wositoson hop’ini fimani]

tape-faa-ni-né ?afnu  tésuni wostoson  hop’-n1  §ima-ni
hurry-SEQ-1P-COND  still first  act catch-1P  able to-1P

‘If we hurry, we can still catch the first act.’
On the one hand, morphologically, the conditional clause has a conditional marker in the verb.
On the other hand, syntactically, the conditional clause precedes the main clause. Consider the
following example:
(3) [Junfanaas tiriti besitefaanané koibawa telévizhini bijina]

[unfanaa-s tirti  béste-fda-na-né koibawa telévizhini
favorite.POSS.1S-DEF  show live-SEQ-1S-COND only television
[bijna]

bij-na

watch-1S

‘I only watch TV if my favorite show is on.’
Languages employ a variety of techniques to signal whether a given syntactic structure is a
conditional or another type of bi-clausal construction; the most prevalent crosslinguistic method
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appears to be the explicit marking of the antecedent clause [7]. As shown in 4, Yemsa uses a
morphological marking of the antecedent clause. The conditional marker appears in the verb of
the antecedent clause.
(4) [kafaniisik fojefaatane ?asuus gira sinana
kafaniisi-k ~ foje-faa-ta-ne 2asuu-s gira  sina-na
team-for  choose-SEQ-2S-COND man-DEF happy become-3MS
‘The man will be happy if you choose him for your team.’
Conditional markers can be suffixed to the stem [11]. As in 5, the conditional marker is a
suffix in the verb of the antecedent clause. Therefore, the conditional marker is a suffix in the stem.
(5) [dzaketiis néek ?akamanon ?inja sinfaanané ta sooléna)]

dzakéts nee-k  ?akamanon  ?inja  sin-fia-na-né ta soolé-na
jacket  you-for very big  become-SEQ-1S-COND i change-1S
[fimana]
fima-na
able to-1S

‘If the jacket is too big for you, I can alter it.’

Many languages that mark the protasis do not usually mark the apodosis [12]. In 5, the
conditional marker is -né, attached in the verb form of the antecedent clauses sin-faa-na-né. As a
result, it marks the protasis, not the apodosis.

Conditional clauses are formed through suffixation in Yemsa. Hence, the conditional marker
attaches to the verb form of the antecedent clause. The presence of the conditional marker in the
verb form of the antecedent clause is the basic structure of the conditional clause, as in 6.

(6) [nece fima wositdatang nee wositoos fota fimana]

nee fima wost-da-ta-né nee wostoo-s  fota fima-ta
you hard work-SEQ-2S-COND you work-DEF be.there-2S able to-2S
“You may have the job if you will work hard at it.’

In 6, the conditional clauses are constructed through the suffix -né, attached to the verb form
of the antecedent clause. Hence, wost-da-ta-né ‘work’ has a conditional marker in the antecedent
verb form.

In Afan-Oromo, conditional markers can be affixes linked to the subordinate verb or free
morphemes within the subordinate clause [19]. As shown in the following example, this kind of
fact also happens in Yemsa, where the conditional marker is affixed to the antecedent clause. It is
not a free morpheme. However, it is an affix in the protasis clause.

(7) [Jeason gamigalénané faala]

féason  gamgale-na-né faal-na
ice heat-2S-COND  melt-3MS
‘If you heat ice, it melts.’

2. The antecedent (protasis or if- clause) and consequent (apodosis or then clause).
In Yemsa, the conditional construction has antecedent and consequent clauses. In 8, the antecedent
clause has a conditional marker. The antecedent or the protasis (‘if”) clauses have the conditional
marker -né, suffixed to the verbal stem. The antecedent (protasis or ‘if”) clause appears in initial
positions.
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(8) [makina faar sinifaanané sinana gira kaba]
makina faar sin-fda-na-né sin-na gira  kaba
car has  become-SEQ-3FS-COND become-3FS  happy PART
‘She would be happy if she had a car.’

In Yemsa, the consequent or apodosis clause appears in the language. In 9, the consequent, or
apodosis (then clause), appears in the final position.

(9) [lotorni tikeéti waagefaatan€ hatdo waaga merta fima-ta]

lotorni  tiketi waage-faa-ta-né hatd waaga meér-ta {ima-ta
lottery  ticket buy-SEQ-2S-COND some money win-2S able to-2S
‘If you buy a lottery ticket, you might win some money.’

The temporal reference of consequent clauses is non-past, as in 9. The consequent clause of
9 is in the non-completive aspect. The aspectual structures encode that the speaker undertakes the
activity after the speech.

As in 9, the conditional marker is attached to the verb form antecedent clauses. It shows
systematic relationships with numerous grammatical categories, including agreement and person
markers.

These conditional types differ from prototypical ones in that their antecedent clauses state the
conditions under which the subsequent clauses are discourse-relevant, rather than the conditions
under which they are true or valid [7]. As in 10, the antecedent clause states the condition under
the subsequent clause.

(10) [ta keefitefaanané waagona]

ta  keefte-faa-na-ne waago-na
I like-SEQ-1S-COND  buy-1S.FUT
‘If I like it, I will buy it.”

The consequent clause probability depends on the occurrence of the antecedent clause. The
probability of the consequent clause in 11 depends on the willingness of the antecedent clause, as
in 11.

(11) [née foléfaatané jeeta fimata]

nee Jole-faa-ta-ne jée-ta ima-ta
you want-SEQ-2S-COND  come-2S able to-2S
“You may come if you want to.’

The probability of the consequent clause in 11 depends on the willingness, whereas the
probability of the consequent clause in 12 (a and b) depends on the action of the conditional clause.
The subsequent words of 12 (a and b) convey a deontic mode of obligation, whereas the clauses
of 11 express permission. As Saeed [20] argues, this modality is epistemic versus deontic.

(12) a. [nce zagira wositefaatane nee ?aafa ?aatataza)

née zagra woste-faa-ta-né nee ?aafa  ?aata-ta
you hard work-SEQ-2S-COND you NEG pass-2S
“You won’t pass unless you work hard.’

b. [née kulifuni gafosikitonon ?imaafakaatané]
nee kulfuni  gafo-s-i-kito-non ?im-faa-ta-né
you locker  key-DEF-GEN-PL-ACC give SEQ-2S-COND
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[nee wossamata]

nee wossama-ta.

you reward-2S.FUT

“You will be rewarded if you give me the keys to the locker.’

The following clause can be in any sentence mood. As seen in instances 13, the shape of the
consequent clause is in the declarative and negative moods.

(13) [?anba tifaason feretifaaning fowaason gazigu fimani]

?anba tifaason feérét-faa-ni-né fowaason gazgu fima-n1
this  article read-SEQ-1P-COND  issue understand able to-1P
‘If we read this article, we can understand the issue.’

The agreement of subjects in consequent clauses can be of two types: the first type is where
there is an agreement between the subject and the antecedent clause. In 13, the subject agreement
markers in the consequent clauses match those in their respective antecedent clauses. -n1 in the
antecedent and consequent clauses indicates person and number. In Yemsa, the protasis, or 'if-
clause', is marked with -né ‘COND', whereas the apodosis, or then-clause, is marked according to
the aspect and modality properties of the situation described.

3. Types of Conditionals. Conditional constructions show a variety in terms of structure and
type. The following section will discuss conditional types in Yemsa:

3.1. Real conditional. Most languages have a semantic distinction between real and unreal
conditionals [5]. Yemsa makes a semantic distinction between real and unreal conditionals. A real
conditional is a simple conditional referring to actual situations, as in 14.

(14) [saabanon bijfaatané ?anba jaadassaason ?imfta]

saaba-non  bij-faa-ta-né ?anba  jaadassaa-s-on Tm-f-ta
saba-ACC  see-SEQ-2S-COND  this note-DEF-ACC  give-IPFV-2S
‘If you see Saba, give her this note.’

Thompson et al. [5] divide real conditionals into three categories: present, habitual/generic,
and past. The present conditionals denote current real situations, whereas the habitual/generic and
past conditionals denote habitual/generic and past real situations, respectively. Consider the
following example:

(15) [tapita ?¢elifaatan€ nee ?awitobusis dana ta]

tapita ?¢el-faa-ta-né nee ?awtobusi-s  dana-ta
fast  run-SEQ-2S-COND you bus-DEF get-2S.FUT
‘If you run fast, you will get the bus.’

The present real conditional clauses appear in 15. The prepositions of the antecedent and the
consequent are related. The consequent clause's temporal structure is non-past tense. It potentially
receives a present-tense reading.

Ordinary conditionals can give the implicational relationship varied degrees of generality, i.e.,
the relationship between the introduced states of affairs can be both unique (specific) and habitual
(generic) [11]. The generic or habitual conditionals occur in Yemsa. In this context, the protasis
that contains the condition is marked by -né ‘COND’, and the apodosis appears with the irrealis
verb form. Consider the following examples:

116 Conditional Constructions in Yemsa
YCIOBHbIE KOHCTPYKLMN B S13bIKE ileMca



A3bIKO3HAHME ANCKYPC. 2024.T. 10, Ne 6. C. 108-123
Linguistics DISCOURSE. 2024, vol. 10, no. 6, pp. 108-123

(16) [buroniison ?ukka faafdatane ?aafa rakkonal]
buron-s-on ?2ukka faa-fia-ta-né ?aafa  rakko-na
mouth-DEF-ACC  shut keep-SEQ-2S-COND NEG  problem-3MS.FUT
‘There will be no problem if you keep your mouth shut.’

The antecedent clause verb form comes from the realis verb stem, as in 16. The main clause
verb form appears in the present form. The event expressed in the antecedent clause is a
prerequisite for the main clause.

Past real conditionals, as the name implies, express acts or occurrences in the past. They use
past tense morphology in their consequent clauses; the utterance and assertion times do not
overlap. Consider the following example:

(17) [bar feerfaanané ta ?aafa bijina]

bar  feéer-faa-na-né ta Paafa  bij-na
he  be.there-SEQ-3MS-COND i NEG  see-1S
‘If he were there, I wouldn’t see him.’

As in 17, the consequent clause of time appears in the past. As a result, the time of the
antecedent and the consequent clause do not overlap. It makes assertions about past events and
past real conditionals. The consequences apply to situations that existed in the past.

Each conditional clause type can take either the same or a different subject from the final
verb. Consider the following examples:

(18) [tapefdaning ?ajnu tésuni wositoson hop’afni]

tape-faa-ni-né ?ajnu  tésuni  wostoson  hop’-f-ni
hurry-SEQ-1P-COND still first  act catch-IPFV-1P
[fimani]

fima-n1

able to-1P

‘If we hurry, we can still catch the first act.’
As in 18, the antecedent and the consequent clause have the same subject. The following
examples show the different subjects of the two clauses:
(19) [tiboniison daasta zagifdatané karfe]
tibonii-s-on daasta  zag-faa-ta-né kar-f-&
foot.POSS-DEF-ACC  floor put-SEQ-2S-COND  cut-IPFV-3MS
‘It cuts out if you put your foot on the floor.’
The real conditional clause appears in the reails verb stem. The person and gender agreement
occur in the verb form. The sequence and conditional marker appear in the real conditional clause.
3.2. Unreal conditional. Hypothetical conditionals are spoken before the actual state of affairs
occurs. However, they make no predictions or evaluations of what may occur. Rather, they express
some kind of wish. Consider the following example:
(20) [milijoni birrT faar sinifianan€ makina waagona]
milijoni birri faar  sin-fda-na-né makina waago-na
million  birr has  become-SEQ-1S-COND  car buy-1S
‘If I had a million birr, I would buy a car.’

Conditional Constructions in Yemsa 117
YCNoBHble KOHCTPYKLMM B A3bIKe liemca



A3bIKO3HAHME ANCKYPC. 2024.T. 10, Ne 6. C. 108-123
Linguistics DISCOURSE. 2024, vol. 10, no. 6, pp. 108-123

As in 20, the conditional clause type is hypothetical. It's an unreal circumstance. It expresses
a future situation or circumstances that they hope will occur.

Counterfact conditionals are assertions that could, would, or should have been true if other
propositions were true [16]. The antecedent and the consequent clause propositions are true, as in
21 (a and b), because the proposition of the antecedent clause is true.

(21) a. [ta sinifdatane ?anba mas’afaason]

ta sin-faa-ta-ne ?anba  mas’afaa-s-on
1 become-SEQ-2S-COND this book-DEF-ACC
zOmota-s-a-kito ferétu-na-k kaba-na
friend. POSS-DEF-GEN-PL  read-1S-PURP  PART-1S
‘If I were you, I would recommend this book to my friends.’
b. [jooniison ?arina sinifdanané dabbo kassuna kaba]
j00-nTi-s-On ?ari-na sin-faa-na-né dabbo
come-2S-DEF-ACC  know-1S  become-SEQ-1S-COND  bread
[kassuna kaba]
kassu-na kaba
bake.PFV-1S PART
‘If I had known you were coming, | would have baked bread.’

The counterfactual conditional clauses can use the counterfactuality auxiliary. In 21 (a and b),
the counterfactual conditional clause uses the auxiliary sin-faa-ta-né ‘become’ in the antecedent
clause and the particle kaba at the end of the consequent clause. They are counterfactual
conditionals, as they express contrary-to-fact states of affairs. Both constituent clauses of
counterfactuals encode meanings that are contrary to what has happened.

Counterfactual conditionals have an imagined antecedent clause. As in 22, the counterfactual
antecedent clauses are imaginary. They have a sequence marker and a conditional marker.

(22) [waagni faar sinifaaning filmini kéer hamni]

waagni faar sin-faa-ni-né filmini keéer  ham-ni
money has become-SEQ-1P-COND  film house go-1P
[kaba]
kaba
PART

‘If we had the money, we went to the movies.’

Counterfactual antecedent clauses are presumed to be false, and their degree of likelihood is
low. The above examples shows counterfactual occurs in the opposite context.

The tense of the consequent clause distinguishes predictive conditionals. The consequent
clause can appear in the future tense. The antecedent clauses, on the other hand, can be perfective
or imperfective, as in 23.

(23) [?iffaanane keeniisiti fooni]

?iff-faa-na-né keenii-s-i-ti foo-n1
rain-SEQ-3MS-COND house-DEF-GEN-FOC  stay-1P.FUT
‘If it rains, we will stay at home.’
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As in 23, there are predictive conditional clauses because the consequent clause uses the future
tense. On the other hand, the antecedent clauses appear with an imperfective meaning.

As in 24, the conditional clause appears in predictive conditionals. Consider the following
example:

(24) [0 ?ififdanané sinimani kéer hamani]

0 ?if-faa-na-né sinima-ni keer hama-ni
rain rain-SEQ-3MS-COND  cinema-to  house go-1P.FUT
‘If it should rain, we’ll go to the cinema.’

The future is a prototypical irrealis category; it refers to events that have not yet occurred and
are thus unreal [21]. As shown in 25, the irrealis reading of predictive conditionals occurs because
of the future-tense morphology in the consequent clause. It is irrealis because they do not happen
in the real world. It is unreal.

(25) ?anba mas’afa-s-on feré-faa-ta-ne wolumni kéefti maakapatni
this  book-DEF-ACC  study-SEQ-2S-COND grammar good grounding
[fo-ta]
fo-ta
be.there-2s

‘If you study this book, you will have a good grounding in grammar.’

The predictive, present, and habitual conditionals are not simple to identify. Yemsa uses the
present conditional in the antecedent clause and the future conditional in the consequent clause, as
in 26.

(26) [Junfaatane ?0omtofetak ?¢étaason ?0p’ata]

Jun-faa-ta-né 20omtofe-ta-k ?¢taa-s-Oon 20p’a-ta
like-SEQ-2S-COND  dislike-2S-PURP  medicine-DEF-ACC  take-2S.FUT
[Jolisifa]

Jolisifa

need

“You will have to take the medicine, whether you like it or not.’

4. Concessive and exceptive conditionals. The assertability of its main clause, despite
contradictory assumptions, renders it similar to a concessive sentence [5]. Concessive conditionals
are interpreted in light of an existing causal assumption or anticipation. Consider the following
example

(27) [bar kufaasi zéennoo sinibaason]

bar kufaasi zeepnoo sin-faa-na-né

she  group leader become-SEQ-3FS-COND
[?4stuus hamna]

?4asuu-s hamna

man-DEF  go-3MS

‘The man went as if she were the leader of the group.’

5. Polarity in conditional clause. The antecedent clause has a negative polarity, whereas the
consequent clause can have a positive polarity. Consider the following example:

Conditional Constructions in Yemsa 119
YCNoBHble KOHCTPYKLMM B A3bIKe liemca



A3bIKO3HAHME ANCKYPC. 2024.T. 10, Ne 6. C. 108-123
Linguistics DISCOURSE. 2024, vol. 10, no. 6, pp. 108-123

(28) bar ?inno-in  bija-ndj-na-non selemon  sinne
he we-ACC see-NEG-3MS-COND.NEG  solomon walk.PFV.3MS
‘Solomon walked past as if he hadn’t seen us.’

Conclusion. The objective is to describe the conditional clause in Yemsa. The study of
conditional construction, an Omotic language of southwestern Ethiopia, presents fertile ground for
linguistic exploration. Despite Yemsa’s significance in the Afroasiatic language family,
comprehensive analyses focusing on its complex structure, particularly in conditional clauses, are
sparse. This gap exposes a crucial area of linguistic inquiry, considering the potential of such
studies to illuminate the interconnection between morphology, syntax, and semantics in lesser-
documented languages. The study aims to investigate the mechanisms of conditional clauses in
Yemsa. Specifically, the study analyzes the morphological markers and syntactical structures of
conditional clauses in Yemsa, thereby contributing to a better understanding of its grammatical
functioning. Through this examination, the research aims to fill a significant gap in the existing
literature by providing comprehensive data on the conditional clause in Yemsa. This, in turn, will
enhance the knowledge of Yemsa’s linguistic structure, offer comparative perspectives with other
Afroasiatic languages, and contribute to broader discussions in linguistic typology. This research
aims to fill the identified gap by analyzing the conditional clause in Yemsa. The analysis gives
morphological and syntactical facts about conditional construction in Yemsa.

The conditional clause forms from the antecedent and the consequent. The antecedent clause
is an adverbial clause that contains the conditional marker; the consequent clause is the main
clause. The result has contributed to the grammar book of Yemsa and the preparation of the
teaching or pedagogical material for grade and college students in Yemsa. It will serve as input for
language programming on computers. It will serve as input for comparative typological studies in
other related languages in a conditional clause. It will serve as input to create a linguistic feature
of Omotic languages. It enhances the knowledge of Yemsa's linguistic structure. Further research
is recommended on information structure, blessing, and cursing in Yemsa. Those topics have not
yet been studied. The findings of the conditional construction may lead researchers to do research
in other Omotic languages in a comparative manner. In addition, the researchers will describe the
interaction of conditional clauses with clauses.

APPENDIX
Symbols and Abbreviations
1,2,3 Ist, 2nd, 3rd person IPFV Imperfective
- Morpheme boundary M Masculine
[1] Phonetic representation NEG Negative
ACC Accusative PFV Perfective
COND | Conditional PL, P Plural
COP Copula POSS Possessive
DEF Definite marker PRES Present
F Feminine PURP Purposive
FUT Future S Singular
GEN Genitive SEQ Sequential
e S
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