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A CONTRASTIVE ANALYSIS OF QUANTITATIVE ADJECTIVES IN ENGLISH AND NUPE
LANGUAGE: IMPLICATIONS FOR CURRICULUM DEVELOPMENT

~Amina Gogo Tafida
Department of Mass Communication Technology
Federal University of Technology, Minna, Niger State, Nigeria

ABSTRACT

Languages differ in various aspects such as phonology, syntax, morphology, and
semantics. The differences in two languages in most cases constitute barriers in language
learning while similar areas facilitate learning. Nupe and English languages are two
distinct languages, therefore differences are expected. This paper carries oul a
contrastive analysis of quantitative adjectives in English and Nupe languages with a view
to highlighting areas which Nupe learners of English as a second language will find easy
or difficult to learn. The major area of similarity between the two languages is that,
Nupe, like the English language, has features which act as the English quantitative
adjectives. The paper also discovers numerous areas of differences such as, in the
position of quantitative adjectives in the two languages and differences in the number of
quantitative adjectives in the two languages, among others. Recommendations were
offered to tackle the problems highlighted in the study.

INTRODUCTION

English Language is an important language in Nigeria. It plays various functions in our social, political,
educational, economic and religious lives. It is the language of the government from local to national level;
language used in our educational sector from primary to the university, even our nursery school use English
Language in teaching and learning. Business transactions are also mostly done in some forms of English.
Knowledge of English is also a passport to good job in Nigeria. Internationally, English language is also
widely used. It is the language of Science and Technology and the internet, in fact, globalization is made
possible through English language.

The roles of English language in Nigeria notwithstanding, the performance of students in all levels of our
educational system is falling day by day. A typical example is in our universities where the written and
spoken English of some of our students is deteriorating daily. In other levels i.e. the secondary and primary,
the situation is better imagined. Many reasons account for this anomaly. Among these are first language
interference, intricate nature of English language rules, improper teaching and lack of commitment to
learning on the part of the students. As educators, we cannot close our eyes and fold our hands to these
problems. Something needs to be done and one of these is the purpose of this paper. This paper aims at a
contrastive analysis of quantitative adjectives in English and Nupe languages which would go a long way in
improving our curriculum. This is because; Wilkins (1974) maintains “the errors and difficulties that occur
in learning the use of a foreign language are caused by the interference of our mother tongue. Whenever the
structure of the foreign language differs from that of the mother tongues we can expect difficulty in learning
and error in performance”.

This paper would therefore pinpoint areas of similarities and differences in quantitative adjectives between
English and Nupe languages. The differences are likely to pose learning difficulties for Nupe learners of
English as such; worthwhile recommendations would be proffered for improvement.

CONTRASTIVE ANALYSIS
Contrastive analysis is derived from the audio-lingual method of teaching and learning which sees language

learning as involving the acquisition of a set of rules or habits. This stand is supported by an aspect of
psychology that deals with the study of human behavior. Crystal (1992) defines contrastive analysis as the
study of the forms of language learning, the identification of structural similarity and difference between two
languages. The assumption of this kind of analysis is that point of differences will be areas of potential
difficulty in the learning of one or another language.
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DT: He open room sell another yesterday
English:I have another book in my box.

Nupe: Me de takaida Ndochi dan kpati mi bo o.
DT:I have book another in box my in

However, the above sentences notwithstanding, the same Nupe word “Ndochi” can also replace English
some’ as earlier shown in this paper. This explains why “Ndochi” preceded by “yan”, “zan™ or “kan™ or
«fon” is synonymous with English something, somebody, sometimes and someday respectively. This proves
that there is no apt equivalent of ‘another’ in Nupe language.
The English ‘each’ or ‘every’ is used for members of a group of people or things. ‘Each’ is used when
referring to the members as individuals and ‘every’ when a general statement about all of them is made
(Dilligham and Walkins, 1988). Examples:

1. Each applicant has two choices

2. Every child would have milk everyday

In Nupe, equivalent of ‘every’ is the same as ‘any’ i.e. “ndondo”. It can also be used for the quantitative
‘each’. Examples:

English:Each child has a book

Nupe: Eginondo de takada inni

DT: Child every has book one

English:Every land has buildings on it

Nupe: Kin ndondo de batuzhi kpe ti u bo

DT:Land every/each has buildings on head of it

‘All’ is also an adjective used with plural count nouns and uncount nouns to talk about every person or thing
in the world or in the group one is talking about (Willis, 1990). Examples:

English:All bags should be searched

Nupe: A lananba kpadta sa

DT: They should bag all search

English: All the children are sleeping

Nupe: Egi zhi kpadta e lele

DT:  Child + plural all is sleeping

English:I enjoyed it all

Nupe:Mi wo mau kpédta

DT:I hear sweet all -

As can be seen from the sentences above, ‘all’ is the only English quantitative adjective where Nupe learners
would have little problem as it has an apt equivalent “kpd&dta” in Nupe language.The situation however
differs with adjectives like ‘both’, “either’, and ‘neither’. These are used to talk about two people or things
that have been mentioned or are known to the hearer. ‘Both’ is used with plural nouns while ‘either’ and
‘neither’ are used with singular nouns. In “either’ the two things or people are seen as individuals while in
‘neither’ they are not only seen as individuals but a negative statement is made about them ( Quirk and
Geoffrey,1992).

Consider these examples:

English:Amina kept the money in both hands

Nupe:Amina a ewo lafi egwa gubaba o

DT:Amina do money in hand two two

English:53014You can have either money of food

Nupe:Wo ade ewo ko ma yangichi

DT:You can have money or food

English:Neither of the children is there

Nupe:Egi ndondo dan bo a

DT:Child each in not ;

Nupe language as can be seen from above, has “gubaba” meaning two-two as Nupe equivalent to ‘both’,
“ko” or “ndondo” for ‘either’ and different words depending on the context but denoting negative for
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