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Abstract: This article is about the interpersonal side of the clause in Arabic. It more
specifically studies all the different speech functions inherent in the exchange of
meanings: offer, command (viz. proposals), statement, and question (viz. proposi-
tions). The main question that this article seeks to answer is how Arabic realizes
these different speech functions through variations in moop choices. The purpose of
the article is to fill a gap in the literature. In fact, there have not been many major
attempts to describe the Arabic system of moop in the reference grammars of Arabic.
Although this article defines the delimitation of the system of moop in Arabic from the
perspective of systemic functional linguistics, it also draws from the work of earlier
Arab grammarians which has been either ignored or misinterpreted for centuries.
For the purpose of this study, dialogic texts from various sources have been analysed
including scenes from movies, plays, novels, and The Noble Quran. The findings show
that the system of moop in Arabic is different from its English counterpart and from
that of other languages.

Keywords: dialogic; goods-&-services; moop; offers and commands; SPEECH FUNCTION;
statements and questions

1 Introduction

This article studies dialogic negotiation in Arabic in order to define the systemic
organization of moop options and their mode of realization. The Arabic system of moop
is the main resource for construing dialogic exchanges. An exchange in systemic
functional grammar is about “giving or demanding” a commodity. This commodity
can be either “goods-&-services” or “information”. Goods-&-services are exchanged
through proposals (offers and commands). As to information, it is exchanged through
propositions (statements and questions). The paradigmatic nuances that charac-
terize each exchange type define the basic parameters of the semantic system of
spEEcH FUNCTION (Teruya et al. 2007). In general, goods-&-services are more “concrete”
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and exist independently of language. In offers and commands, language serves to
facilitate the exchange of goods-&-services whereas information is more abstract and
exists through language. In statements and questions, the commodity of exchange is
constituted in language. The level of abstraction that characterizes information ex-
change may explain why children learn to exchange goods-&-services first but that is
another issue beyond the scope of this paper (cf. Halliday [1984] for more about this
point).

The system of moop in Arabic, like its counterpart in many other languages (cf.
Geng 2022; Lai and Geng 2023; Li 2023; Matthiessen 2004; Teruya et al. 2007; Teruya
2017), operates at clause rank and is the core of the interpersonal metafunction.
It covers the sum of grammatical resources for enacting the aforementioned
exchanges. This study is based on a comprehensive, text-centered and meaning-
oriented systemic functional approach where generalizations about a language
system are defined in terms of the global dimensions of stratification, instantiation,
and metafunction, and the local dimensions of axis and rank. This article will start
with a brief literature review before analyzing a dialogic passage to highlight the
interpersonal aspects of language in an actual dialogic exchange. Once these main
aspects are highlighted then the next step is to look from below and examine the
main elements responsible for carrying a dialogic exchange forward. Once the clause
islooked at from below, the section after that will look at the clause from round about
that is it will look at the system of moop and the different modes of its realization. The
advantage of looking at the system from these angles is that one gets to also see how
the interpersonal system interacts with the textual and experiential ones.

2 Research background

This article is an important contribution to the description of the system of moop in
Arabic. In fact, most of the recent reference grammars of Modern Standard Arabic
(cf. Cantarino 1974; Carter et al. 2004; Holes 2004; Ryding 2005) have not touched on
this aspect of interpersonal exchange construed by the clause. One of the reasons
maybe the fact that it is easier to follow main stream studies of Arabic and focus on
common ground topics pertaining to structural aspects, such as clause structure,
verbal classes, derivational patterns, connectives and conjunctions, prepositions etc.
than explore notions that had been touched upon by early Arab grammarians and
were quite unique to the Arab tradition and as such quite obscure and more chal-
lenging to explain and to develop.
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Early Arab grammarians (e.g. Aljurjani n.d.;' Al-Mubarrad 1994; Assabti 1986;
Azzamakhshari 2004; Thn Aqgeel 1980; Al-Ansari n.d.; Ibn Jinni 1957; Ibn Malek 1968;
Sibawayh 1988) who lived approximatively between the 8th and 14th century A.D. had
talked about the most basic unit that should form the nucleus of an exchange of infor-
mation, ie. the smallest unit necessary to understand a sentence. Overall, they all
seemed to agree that while in a verbal sentence (VSO), it is the Subject + the verb, in a
nominal sentence (SVO or NN), it is the theme and the rheme.? Sibawayh who lived in the
8th Century A.D. labelled these elements in his book ‘alkitab which is considered by
many as the first and ultimate source in traditional Arab grammar almusnad wa
‘almusnad ‘ilayhi (‘the predicate and that which the predicate is assigned to’). Around the
4th century of the Arab calendar, which corresponds to the 10th century AD, onward
Arab grammarians in their discussions of the nucleus of the “sentence” started calling
annawat ‘alisnadiyya (‘the predicating nucleus’) which forms the main part of the
sentence alumda (‘the Base’) and the rest of the sentence alfadla (‘the Remainder/
Residue’) (cf. Al-Istirbathi 1993; Al-Maliqi 2002; Al-Ukbari 1976; Assabti 1986; Assayyuti
1992; Tbn Assarraj 1985; Ibn Jinni 1957; Ibn Malek 1990; Ibn Yaaish n.d).2 Some (e.g.
Salman 2009) say that it is Ibn Jinni who first used the term Residue. Others (cf. Bu Abbas
2016) say that it is Al-Mubarrab who first used it and before him Ibn Al-Muthanna (died
825 AD) who used the word fadlun to mean something extra, not necessary. Arab
grammarians also discussed predication in what they called ‘aggumla attalabiyya (‘the
requesting sentence’), which they divided to five or six types: negative and positive
imperative, the interrogative, the vocative, offer and hope (cf. Al-Istirbathi 1993; Al-
Maliqi 2002; Assayyuti 1992; Ibn Malek 1968). However, the main point here is not to
argue about exactly who used these terms first or the extent to which the work of Arab
grammarians differed from one another as this lays beyond the scope of this article (cf.
Owens [1990] for more information about the topic. Although some of his views along
with those of Versteegh [1993] would be strongly contested if presented to Arab scholars).
The main point here is that although medieval Arab grammarians discussed many
notions, which are fairly similar to those discussed by Halliday centuries later, their
discussions appears to be quite fragmented at best as they had not fully set their
discussions within a comprehensive theoretical paradigm similar to SFG, ie. the ex-
change of goods-&-services. By keeping the terms “Base and Residue” (cf. Section 3
below), this article will not only pay homage at the unique work of Arab grammarians

1 The dates of publication are quite misleading. In fact, Sibawayh died in 796 AD, Al-Mubarrad died
in 898, Ibn Jinni in 1002, Al-Jurjani 1078, Azzamakhshari in 1143, Ibn Malek in 1274, Assabti in 1289, Ibn
Hishem in 1360 and Ibn Ageel in 1367.

2 The terms “sentence” and “theme and rheme” are used as per the Arab tradition (cf. Bardi 2008;
Cantarino 1975; Owens 1988; Ryding 2005).

3 Here too the dates of publication are quite misleading as Ibn Assarraj died in 929 AD, Ibn Yaish in
1159, Al-Ukbari in 1219, Al-Maliqi in 1302, Al-Istirbathi in 1315 and Assayyuti in 1505.
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but also aim to show how their work could potentially have been developed and
expanded.

Moop systems and their modes of realization have been studied in Systemic Func-
tional linguistics for over thirty years now (cf. Bardi 2008; Caffarel 1996; Caffarel et al.
2004; Teruya 2007; Teruya et al. 2007 to name a few). This article is an addition to these
studies, it has analysed a variety of genres e.g. plays, novels, newspaper articles, movie
scenes and one man shows. The data chosen is mainly from dialogic texts. The unit of the
analysis is the clause both free and bound i.e. independent and dependent, since it is
these main clauses that serve as the domain of mood as defined by Halliday and Mat-
thiessen (2004). The article at rare occasions covers minor clauses too, just to highlight
the potential of the Arabic language or compare it to English and other languages.
Finally, regarding the glossing of the examples in Arabic, it is based on the Leipzig
glossing rules as they are quite useful in clarifying the way the interpersonal moop
realizations are construed in Arabic.* The article will start immediately after this section
with a general overview of the interpersonal structure of the clause in Arabic through
the analysis of a verbal exchange in a dialogic text taken from a novel and then it will
discuss the different types of Mood and their realizations in the sections after that.

3 The Arabic moop system: a dialogic sample

The following is an extract from a novel called A world without maps (Munif and
Jabra 2004). All the extra details in the narrative which are used to dramatize the
dialogic exchange have been removed for the sake of practicality. The exchange is a
back and forth between two characters, it will be used to illustrate how Arabic
construes mood options in a dialogic exchange.

@ igfir i) dufi yaala ...
forgive- mp:2MsG  to-me weakness.2MsG-my.poss.GEN  0.voc alaa.Nom
Predicator-(SB]) Complement Complement Vocative

‘Forgive my weakness, Alaa ...’

) ‘ahaftini nami alana.
scare-3FsG:PFV-ITe.0B].GEN sleep-IMP:2FSG ~ DEF-NLOW.ADV.ACC
Predicator-(SB])-Complement Predicator-(SB]) Adjunct
Mood Base Mood Base Residue

‘You scared me ... Go to sleep now.’

4 The Leipzig glossing rules (https:/www.eva.mpg.de/lingua/resources/glossing-rules.php) are
adapted to suit the characteristic of the Arabic language, which is a synthetic language. The first line
of the transliteration is without hyphens as it is extremely hard at times to physically divide a word
into clear cut separate morphemes.
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Q)

@

@)

(6)

(M

(®

atarifu man ‘ana?
Q.POLAR-2MSG:IPFV-KNOwW who I
Negotiator Predicator-(SB]) Complement Subject
Mood Base Mood Base
‘Do you know who I am?’
anti imra’atun ‘ahragtuha min ‘ahadi ‘ahlami ‘alqadimati.
you mpr.woman-  pull out-1sc:prv-  from INDr.one-msc.Gen dream-
FSG.NOM her.opj.acc FPL.INY.POSS.GEN DEF-0ld-FSG.GEN
Subject Predicator-(SB])- Adjunct
Complement
Mood Base Residue
Complement

Mood Base
‘You are a woman I pulled out of one of my old dreams.’
wa lakinnaka la  tarifu man ‘ana
and but-you NEG  2MsG:IPFV-know  who I
(z) (@) Subject Neg Predicator Complement Subject

Mood Base Mood Base
‘But you don’t know who I am”’
anti  imra’atun ‘aradat ‘an tara ayn faggar ...
you  INDE.wWoman-rsc.NoM want-3rsc:prv - that 3rsc:siv-see  ain fajjar
Subject Predicator-(SB]) (z) Predicator-(SB]) Complement

Mood Base Mood Base Residue
Complement
Mood Base
‘You are a woman who wanted to visit Ain-Fajjar ...’
ala’ ala’ ‘a lam tafham bad?
alaa alaa Q.POLAR NEG  2mscijuss-understand  yet-apv
Vocative Vocative Negotiator Neg Predicator-(SB]) Adjunct
Mood Base Residue

‘Alaa, Alaa. Haven’t you understood yet?’

mada ‘afhamu  hal tarakti I aqlan ‘afhamu  bihi
Q.what 1sG:1prv- Q.POLAR leave- to-me iNpr.brain- 1sG:prv- with-he
understand 2FSG:PFV Msc.acc  understand

Comple- Predicator- Negot- Predicator- Comple- Predicator- Adjunct
ment (SB]) iator (SB]) ment (SB])

Mood Base Residue

Complement

Residue Mood Base Mood Base Residue

‘Understand what? Have you left me a brain so I can understand?’
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9 a lam taTifni bad
Q.POLAR NEG  2MSG:JUSS-KNnOW-me.oBJ.GEN yet.Apv
Negotiator Neg Predicator-(SB])-Complement Adjunct

Mood Base Residue

‘Haven’t you recognized me yet?’

(10) lam ’a‘rifki
NEG  1sGjuss-know-you.os].3rsc.GEN
Neg Predicator-(SB])-Complement
Mood Base
‘T haven’t’

aan ‘and ‘ibnatu $ihab halid ‘adham
I ivor.daughter-rsc.Nom shihab khalid adham
Subject Complement
Mood Base
‘I am the daughter of Shihab Khaled adham.

12) hakada! wa  bihadihi ‘assur ati!
like-that.apv.acc and  with-this.3rsc.GEN DEF-speed-FSG.GEN
Adjunct (z) Adjunct
Residue
‘Like that! And this fast!’

(13) ‘ana  mumattilatun gayyidatun ‘a- lastu kadalika?
I INDF.aCtress-rsG.NOM INDF.gOOd- Q.POLAR NEG COPULA-T SO.ADV.ACC
FSG.AD].NOM
Subject Complement Negotiator NEGCOP-SB] Adjunct
Mood Base Mood tag
‘I am a good actress, aren’t I?’
(14) wa lakinnaki gayru muqni‘atin
and but-you.3rsc.GEN TNOt INDF.CONVINCING-FSG.GEN
(z)  (z)-Subject Complement
Mood Base
‘But you are not convincing’
(15) gayru mugni‘atin? ‘a tadri limada?
not INDF.CONVINCING-FSG.GEN  Q.POLAR 2MSG.IPFV-KNOW  Q.wHY
Complement Negotiator Predicator-(SB]) Adjunct
Residue Mood Base Residue

‘Not convincing? Do you know why?’
(Munif and Jabra 2004: 202-203)
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The dialogic exchange above offers a comprehensive illustration of how Arabic
congruently construes the declarative, interrogative and imperative. It contains
different examples of speech functions, namely statement (e.g. Examples 4, 5, and 6),
question (e.g. Examples 3, 7, and 8) and command (e.g. Examples 1 and 2). It sheds
some light on the proto-typical elements in the clause that realize exchanges of
information and goods-&-services. Generally speaking, in statements and questions,
the declarative and interrogative structures of the clause include three elements that
keep recurring and which form “the main block”. These elements are the Subject,
“the Finite” and the Predicator. They are necessary for the realization of the state-
ment, carrying the exchange forward and also giving the clause its negotiatory value.
In the imperative clause only the Predicator is needed. However, since the Predicator
is marked for Subject, this means that both are an integral part of construing the
imperative.

The beginning of Example (2) shows the synthetic fusional nature of Arabic. It
demonstrates how a clause can be just a single inflectional word denoting multiple
syntactic/semantic features. In fact, just the very first word construes a clause by
itself, it is made of a Predicator-(SB])-Complement ‘ahaftani (‘you scared me’). This
characteristic is of particular importance and will come up later in the discussion
about the Mood elements (cf. Section 4.2).

Another important point which will be discussed further in Section 5.1.2 is the
role of intonation in construing the interrogative and the exclamative. In fact, the
first segment in Example (15), which construes a polar interrogative and Example (12)
which construes an exclamation are no different in terms of structure from Exam-
Ples (10) or (11) which construe statements. Some of the clauses in both examples are
elliptical but what they lack in words they make up for in intonation. Like in Spanish
and French (cf. Teruya et al. 2007), the prototypical means of the realization of Mood
types is intonation. The declarative is realized by a falling tone, the polar interrog-
ative by a rising tone and so is the exclamative. Just for the sake of clarity, Example
(12) construes mock surprise and disbelief not a typical exclamative. Saying that
intonation is the prototypical means for prosodic expressions does not mean that it is
the only means to construe these different Mood types. Like French (cf. Teruya et al.
2007), Arabic needs more than intonation at times to realize other types, for instance
juncture prosody is essential in construing elemental interrogatives.

In regards to the clause as an interpersonal move, as mentioned above there is a
block that is necessary in carrying the dialogic exchange forward. This block will be
referred to as the Base or the Mood Base. This term is inspired by the work of classical
Arabic grammarians, who state, as mentioned earlier (cf. Section 2), that each clause
typically has a predicative nucleus which forms its backbone. This predicative nu-
cleus is made of Subject or a Theme also called musnad ‘ilayhi (‘attributed to’) and a
verb/Rheme also called musnad (‘attribute or added to’). Both form what Arab
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grammarians called ‘alumda (‘the Base — the backbone’) of the clause. Everything
else is called ‘alfadla ‘Residue’ (cf. Al-Istirbathi 1993; Al-Maliqi 2002; Al-Ukbari 1976;
Assabti 1986; Assayyuti 1992; Ibn Assarraj 1985; Ibn Jinni 1957; Ibn Malek 1990; Ibn
Yaaish n.d.). The extensive interpersonal structure of the Arabic clause typically
consists of: [Negotiator] * [Predicator 1-(SB])] * [Subject] * Predicator 2-(SBJ]) * [Com-
plement] " [Adjunct] as in Example (16).

(16) lam takun huda tazuruna hilala ‘alfatrati ‘al’ila bada
‘assigni.
NEG 3rsGjuss-be  huda-  3rsciprv-visit-  during per-period-rsc.GeN DEF-first-
ACC US.0BJ.ACC FsG.AcC after DEF-Prison-msc.GEN

Neg Predicator 1 Subject Predicator Adjunct
2-Complement
Mood Base Residue
‘Huda didn’t use to visit us during the first period [her fiancé spent] in jail’
(Munif 2001: 146)

Some of the terms which have been used in the description of other languages especially
English will not be used in the description of Arabic. In fact, as Arabic is a different
language from English, using the same terminology which is used in describing English
will give a false impression that one is trying to force foreign concepts on a language that
is inherently different. I am referring in particular to the ‘Finite’. In Arabic, the first
verbal group exhibits characteristics that are different from those in other European
languages (please cf. Caffarel’s description of French [1996]; Steiner and Teich’s
description of German [2004]; the description of Spanish in Teruya et al. [2007] and
Bardi’s description of Arabic [2008, 2022]). With the exception of kana (and another
handful of auxiliaries), the remaining verbal groups occurring in intial position, though
instrumental in construing phase and modality, play a very limited role in construing
time like their counter part say in French or Spanish. As to polarity, it is important to note
that quite often it is either the first — Examples (17) and (20) — or the second verbal
group — Examples (18) and (19) - that can be preceded by a negative particle (cf. Can-
tarino [1974: 108, 1975: 115]), unlike languages such as English for instance which mainly
relies on the auxiliary/Finite to construe negation. The term Predicator is used in this
description of Arabic instead because it is more neutral than Finite.

a7 lam yakun [gadaunal  yahtamilu  ‘aktara min asri daqa’iqa
NEG  3mscijuss-be  lunch-msc- 3MSG:IPFV- more of INDF.ten-FsG.GEN
our.ross.acc  endure INDF.minute-FpL.Acc
Neg Predicator 1 [Subject] Predicator 2 Adjunct
Mood Base Residue

‘Our lunch lasted no more than 10 min.’
(Munif 2001: 43)
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18) kanat [ummi] la tadkuru ft alayyami ‘illa ragab.
‘alahirati
be- mother-rsc- NEG 3rsG:PFv-mention in per-day-rFpL.GEN except rajab
3FSGPFV IMY.POSS.GEN DEF-last-FsG.GEN
Predicator 1 [Subject]  Neg Predicator Adjunct Adjunct
Mood Base Residue

‘In her final days, my mum didn’t talk about anybody a part from Rajab.’
(Munif 2001: 77)

19 yagibu ‘an la nahuda binnazariyyati.
3usc:rv-be-obligatory  that ~xec  1pL:SBJV-take with-per-theory-reL.GeN
Predicator 1-(modal: (z) Neg Predicator 2-(SB]) Adjunct
obligation)

Mood Base Residue
‘We must not use theories.’
(Al-Haj Ahmed 2003: 16)

(20) la yagibu ‘an  takina ft ‘aydi ‘allususi wa ‘alfasaqati wa

‘almugrimina wa gayri ‘al'uqala’i.

NeG  3msciprv-be-  that 3rsc:SBJV-  in morhand-rer.gen per-thief-mpL.Gen
obligatory be and prr-degenerate-MPL.cen and

DEF-criminal-mpr.acc and not per-
mature-MpL.GEN
Neg Predicator1- (z) Predicator Adjunct

(modal: 2-(SB])

obligation)
Mood Base Residue
‘It must not fall in the hands of thieves, degenerates, criminals and
immature.’

(Masud and Jumua 1991: 335)

The second verbal group in a verbal group complex is a lexical verb that construes
the event. Not the first though, which typically construes modality, phase and tem-
porality. Both predicators in this sense complement each other. While the first is
lacking in terms of construing the event, the second is lacking in terms of construing
modality and phase. To differentiate between both in this article, the first will be
called Predicator 1 and the second Predicator 2. The term Negotiator refers to
negative as well as polar interrogative particles, that is any particle that has a role in
construing polarity and the interrogative (c.f. Bardi [2008] for more information
about the negative particles in Arabic and their role in construing polarity, temporal
values, modality viz. propositions and proposals in general).
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To conclude, through the examples above one can see how speech functions
are realized by different moop options, namely statement by the declarative,
command by the imperative, and asking for information by the interrogative.
Even though a part of the terminology is inspired by the work of medieval Arab
grammarians, most of the work on the interpersonal metafunction is based on
Halliday’s work. The next section will look into the interpersonal structure of the
clause more thoroughly.

4 The interpersonal structure of the Arabic clause:
a look from below

There are three main elements in the interpersonal structure of the clause
responsible for carrying the exchange forward. Each plays a major role in the
realization of the indicative mood (i.e. the declarative, interrogative and excla-
mative). These are the Subject, Predicator 1/(Finite equivalent) and Predicator 2.
They constitute the backbone of the clause, what is called the “Mood Base” in this
description of Arabic. All the other elements which fall outside this block
constitute the “Residue”. Each of these main elements will be dealt with briefly
below.

4.1 The Subject

The Subject can be realized by a nominal group as in Example (16) or (17), a free-
standing pronoun as in Example (13) or as a cliticized pronoun attached to the
verbal group as in Example (1) or (2). It can also be attached to a coordinating (*) or
subordinating conjunction as in Example (5*). Looking from below, from the
structural end of the system, it is difficult to define the Subject solely based on its
positioning in the clause, as it can be located before the verb (SVO) or after it
(VS0), or albeit less frequently towards the end of the clause (VOS) as in Example
(21). This could be one of the reasons why Arab grammarians came up with two
different ‘defining concepts’ when they tried to describe this role. They called the
one in VSO clauses ‘alfail (‘the doer’) and they called the other in SVO clauses
‘almubtada’ (‘Theme’). Halliday’s theory in this sense solves centuries old notional
conflict in the work of Arab grammarians as it manages to put all those notions
within a cohesive paradigm.
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21 ‘innama yahsa ‘Allaha min ‘ibadihi ‘alulamau.
indeed-that 3rsc:prv-fear Allah-acc from people-mpL-  per-scholar-
his.ross.ceN MPL.NOM
(z) Predicator Complement Adjunct Subject
Residue
Mood Base

‘Those truly fear Allah, among His Servants, who have knowledge.’
(The Noble Quran 35: 28) — Yusuf Ali’s translation.

An efficient way of defining Subject would be to adapt a “trinocular perspective as per
the stratificational model of language” (Halliday and Matthiessen 2004: 119). However, as
there is a difference in the way languages construe the clause, this notion may be
applicable to some languages in a more straightforward manner than it is to others,
especially when it comes to the view from below. As mentioned, Arabic has two major
types of clause structures, namely VSO and SVO, a fact that puts Arabic in the group of
languages whose Subject is hard to define, especially when looked at from below.

In SFG the view from round about consists of looking at the same elements in the
clause but in different metafunctional surroundings. In English, for instance, Subject
from round about is the element that combines with the Finite to form the Mood
element in the interpersonal metafunction, and it is the same element that is the
unmarked Theme in the textual metafunction. When this is applied to Arabic, Subject
or ‘almusnad ‘ilayh would be that element which combines with the Predicator in a
VSO clause to form the Mood element/the Base; it is equivalent to ‘alfail and na’ib
‘alfail, depending on whether the clause is active or passive. But, unlike English, it is
not the unmarked Theme in this context, but rather part of the Rheme as in Example
(22) (cf. Bardi 2008). This means that in order to fully define Subject, the view from
above needs to be considered too.

(22) gaa hamidu  ba'da ‘algurabi bisaatin.
come-3msc:prv hamid-Nom after per-sunset-msc.GeN by-INpr.hour-Fsc.Gen
Predicator ~ Subject Adjunct Adjunct
Mood Base Rheme
Theme Rheme

‘Hamed returned 1h after sunset.
(Munif 2001: 217)

From above, Halliday and Matthiessen (2004: 119): define Subject as the element that
“carries modal responsibility, the responsibility for the validity of what is being
predicated, stated, questioned, commanded or offered in the clause”. In Arabic, this is
by far the best spot to look from to define what Subject is. In fact, in spite of structural
variations, in all active clauses, the Subject remains semantically unaffected.
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Regardless whether the clause is verbal or nominal, the Subject is the one responsible
for the validity of what is being stated, the one around whom what is being predi-
cated revolves.

In cases where the passive is used, a participant other than the Agent — (the
deputy-Agent in the Arab tradition) - is the one which has modal responsibility
assigned to it. In clauses with more than one Complement, there may be a shift in
focus depending on which Complement takes the place of the Subject. However, in
spite of this shift, it is clear that the validity of what is being stated rests on just one
element in the clause, the Subject. In conclusion, the Subject in Arabic is not asso-
ciated with just one fixed position as for instance its English counterpart, it can occur
in clause initial position, or somewhere in the clause after the verbal group.

Customizing the trinocular stratificational perspective to Arabic is the most
optimal means in this endeavour to define Subject. Looking from below is helpful in
recognizing the Subject (however it should not be totally relied upon). Looking from
round about provides more focus. From this position, traditional Arab grammar
could be of some help, especially in terms of the work carried out on predication.
Although, the view from round about gets us closer to defining what Subject is, it is
the view from above which remains by far the best position. In other words, se-
mantics rather than structure or position should be relied upon in one’s attempt to
define what Subject is. There is one final point I would like to add in conclusion. Arab
grammarians call the Subject ‘alfail and they also call it ‘almusnad ‘ilayh. I find the
second term more neutral and more appropriate as it sums up the view from above
in a fairly straightforward way.

4.2 The Finite versus the Predicator

The Predicator in Arabic is necessary in the realization of different mood options as
well as in the negotiation process. It consists of a lexical verb realizing an event of
doing, happening or being. It may conflate with the “Finite” as per Halliday and
Matthiessen’s (2004) description of English when it is realized by a verbal group
simplex as in Example (23).

(23) ada ismatu  ila gawwi almarahi marratan ‘uhra.
3MsG:PFv-  ismat.Nom to INDF.atmosphere-Msc.GEN  INDE.time-FsG.acc
return DEF-fun-MsG.GEN INDF.Other-FsG.acc
Predicator Subject  Adjunct Adjunct
Mood Base Residue

‘Ismat went back to having a fun time one more time.’
(Munif 2001: 56)
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When the verbal group is complex, the first element may play a role similar to the
auxiliary in some of the European languages e.g. French and English. In these situ-
ations, this auxiliary-like element will be the key element in making the clause
arguable. It has its infixed Subject, it controls the temporal value of the clause as a
whole etc. In this clause type, the second constituent of the verbal group, which
mostly plays a limited part in the construal of the clause as an interpersonal move,
will consequently be a part of the Residue as in Example (24).

(24) kanat riht tahtariqu maa ‘arrasaili.
3rsg:prv-he  soul.rsG-my.poss.GEN  3rsG:PFv-burn  with per-letter-rer.GEn
My soul used to burn with the letters
Predicator 1 Subject Predicator 2  Adjunct
Mood Base Residue
‘My soul used to burn with the letters.’
(Munif 2001: 55)

There are some cases where the burden of construing the interpersonal meaning
may be shared by more than one Predicator. In fact when the verbal group is quite
complex (cf. serial verb constructions in Bardi [2008, 2022]), while the first Predicator
construes the temporal value, the second may construe modality. The least important
part of the verbal group in this case is typically separated from the rest of the verbal
group by the particle ‘an and is treated as part of the residue as in Example (25).

(25) lam nakun nastatiu ‘an  natagawwala ...
NEG  1pL:juss-be 1rL:1PFV-able that 1rv:sjv-wander
Neg Predicator 1-(SB])- Predicator 2-(modal: (z) Predicator3
temporal ability)
Mood Base Residue

‘We were not able to take a walk ...
(Munif 2001: 79)

Table 1is about the major systems related to riniteness within the domain of the verbal
group and which may be realized by either Predicator 1 or Predicator 2 or by both.

4.3 The Complement

The Complement is typically an element in the clause that has the potential to be
Subject (Halliday 1994). There are instances where it plays a major role in the clause
and other instances where its role is not as important. Consequently, depending on
this, there are times where it is part of the Mood Base and others where it is part of



DE GRUYTER MOUTON A typology of the Arabic system of mooo =—— 579

Table 1: Major systems at work at verbal group level.

SYSTEM POLARITY TEMPORAL VALUES (ASPECT + TENSE) MODE VOICE
Features + Negative Perfective or  Time construed Indicative perfect or Active/passive
realization polarity is imperfective by particles imperfect, jussive realized a
realized by a realized by the and/or subjunctive imperative  Predicator.
negative form of the auxiliary-like typically by a verbal
particle either  verb servings  verbal group  group simplex (i.e. a
before the as eventorthe (Predicator 1)  Predicator) + particles
auxiliary auxiliary-like  and/or Event

(Predicator 1) verbal group  (Predicator 2).
or before the  operator.

event (Predi-

cator 2)

the Residue. Listed below are a few instances where the Complement should be
treated as a part of the Mood base:

(1) When the Complement occurs in a fully nominal clause (NN),” it should be
treated as a part of the block that carries the exchange forward as in Example (26).

(26) ‘anda mumattilatun gayyidatun  ‘a- lastu kadalika?
1 INDF.aCtress-rsG.NOM Q.POLAR NEG COPULA-I  $0.ADV
INDF.g00d-FSG.NOM
Subject Complement Negotiator NEG-COP-  Adjunct
(SB])
Mood Base Mood Tag

‘T am a good actress, aren’t I?’
(Munif and Jabra 2004: 203)

There are two points which Example (26) makes clear. First, how in these nominal
clauses the meaning is incomplete and totally obscure without the Complement
(I ...). Second, in seeking confirmation about the statement she made, the female
character uses a question tag which mainly consists of a negative copula (nec-cop) that
is a verb-like negative word + an adverbial element. The use of the copula highlights

5 The distinction between nominal and verbal clauses has been focused on too much in the Arab
tradition for understandable reasons, i.e. if we look from below that is from the structure end of the
system, it is the first feature that grabs the attention (clauses with verbal groups vs. others without).
However, if we view clauses “from roundabout” and “from above”, then “nominal clauses” will turn
out to be just one pattern of realization in ‘relational’ and existential clauses — i.e. relational or
existential clauses unmarked in terms of aspect and polarity.
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an important fact about the nature of nominal clauses (cf. footnote 5). The example
also gives an idea about Tags in Arabic, which typically are an invitation to agree
(isn’t it so? or isn’t he/she/I/they so?). They are more similar to the French tag n’est ce
pas? than the English one (Finite + Subject). In fact, tags in English rely on Mood
Elements and are more of an attempt to get confirmation about the statement than an
invitation to agree about the statement.

(2) The Complement may be construed by an affix — a pronoun tied to the verbal
group. In this situation, the Complement becomes a part of the block responsible for
carrying the argument forward. In fact, in arguing about the validity of the state-
ment, the nominal group construing complement in the initial clause is often
replaced by an affixed pronominal in the ensuing clause as in the short exchange
below.

27 la lam yaqtuli hadt anta tatawahham!
NEG NEG 3mpryjuss-kill hedi you.2msG  3msc:prv-hallucinating
Neg Neg Predicator- Complement Subject Predicator
(SB))
Mood Base Residue Mood Base

‘No, they haven’t killed Hedi. You are hallucinating!’
(Munif 2001: 142)

(28) qatalihu ... qatalihu ... qatalihu ...
kill-3mpr:prv-oBj-him.nom — Kill-3mpL:prv-oBj-him.nom  Kill-3mpL:prv-0Bj-him.NoM
Predicator-(SBJ])- Predicator-(SBJ)- Predicator-(SBJ)-
Complement Complement Complement
Mood Base Mood Base Mood Base

‘They killed him ... They killed him ... They killed him ...’
(Munif 2001: 142)

When the Complement is construed by a free-standing nominal group, it is part of the
Residue as in Example (27). The reason is that its role then is less crucial in arguing
about the validity of the statement than when it is construed by a pronominal form.
Said form is typically tied to the verbal group, making them one component hard to
split up. Languages with a synthetic fusional nature similar to Arabic have the
potential to use different inflectional morphemes to represent a variety of syntactic
and semantic features in one component.

To conclude, at its most basic the interpersonal structure of the clause respon-
sible for carrying the exchange forward i.e. the Mood Base may be construed by just
the Subject + the Predicator. The Predicator may be construed by a verbal group
complex or simplex. When it is construed by a verbal group simplex the Predicator
conflates with ‘the Finite’ and both construe the Mood Base. However, when the
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verbal group is complex, the Predicator is split into two elements i.e. Predicator 1 and
Predicator 2. In this situation the Mood Base is construed by Subject + Predicator 1
which plays a role similar to that of the Finite in other languages such as English. The
Mood Base may be construed by Subject and a Complement in polarity and tempo-
rality unmarked relational clauses. It may also be construed by one fused component
viz. a Subject + a Predicator + a Complement (i.e. Predicator-(SB])-Complement).
Table 2 is an attempt to account for the potential realization of different Mood types
and the placement of different elements within these interpersonal clauses.

The Parentheses are for elements which may not be there. Some are not
essential, others are already present under a different form e.g. the Subject.

5 Mood types and their realizations in Arabic

The system of moop grammaticalizes speech functions. In Arabic like in many other
languages, (cf. Caffarel et al. 2004; Teruya et al. 2007), the primary contrast in this
system is between ‘indicative’ and ‘imperative’ that is the exchange of information
(proposition) and the exchange of goods-&-services (proposal). Within the ‘indicative’
clauses, the main systemic contrast is between giving information which is enacted
by the ‘declarative and demanding information which is enacted by the ‘interroga-
tive’. As discussed earlier, from below Arabic may seem not to differentiate between
most of the mood types. The imperative and the indicative for instance may start with
a verbal group. A thematically marked imperative may even start with a nominal
group similar to an indicative SVO clause. The position of the Subject and the verb
i.e. grammatical prosody, which is essential in a language like English is not that
relevant in Arabic. The realizations of mood types in Arabic is mainly prosodic that is
realized by phonological prosody i.e. intonation/pitch movement. There is also
juncture prosody which consists of mood particles occurring initially at the bound-
ary of the clause (cf. Matthiessen 1995: 464) which is quite important in construing
the elemental interrogative type. The sections below will discuss and highlight the
variation and relevance of the different mood type realizations (cf. Figure 1 for a
general idea about different moop systems in Arabic).

5.1 The indicative

As just mentioned, within the ‘indicative’, the main systemic contrast is between
giving information which is enacted by the ‘declarative and demanding information
which is enacted by the ‘interrogative’.
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— declarative

N\ Predicator ” ...
— indicativg — exclamative|:

N calling particle ” ...

N +Negotiator; # » Negotiator;
Negotiator: interrogative particle.

polar
— interrogative N rising tone
information
N interrog. part + falling tone
MOOD
free clause

no negative options

— inclusive
positive
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imperative
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negative
\\ Ia "annahiya ‘prohibitive 1a’ " Predicator: ‘almudara
‘almagziam ‘The jussive’

exclusive
positive
N Predicator

Figure 1: Primary moop systems in Arabic.
5.1.1 The declarative

The declarative is the congruent realization of statements. A statement is one of four
speecH FUNcTions. The remaining three are offer, command and question. A statement
can be either positive or negative. In Arabic statements may vary in structure, they
can be SVO, VSO or NN (i.e. relational clauses unmarked for aspect or polarity). This
variation in clause structure is all about the way the speaker chooses to present
information in a verbal exchange (cf. Bardi [2008] for more information).
Interpersonally, in spite of this SVO-VSO variation in structure, the ultimate
function of a statement is giving information or responding to a request for

6 The distinction between nominal and verbal clauses has been focused on too much in the Arab
tradition. Earlier descriptions of Arabic grammar tried to extensively study how these different
‘clause types’ are realized and highlight the contrast between clauses which are nominal (N+N, SVO)
and those that are verbal (VSO). From the angle of the experiential semantics of the clause as a figure,
‘nominal clauses’ are just one pattern of realization in ‘relational’ and existential clauses unmarked
in terms of aspect and polarity; the realization of the intersection of the unmarked terms in the
systems of porariTy and aspect (Matthiessen 2004).
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information. As we mean through grammar, it should come as no surprise that the
Mood Base is a dynamic unit which reflects what is going on in the clause as an
interactive move. However, there are minor and major changes. For instance, notice
the difference in the clause structure in the following two examples.

(29a) haragat  ‘alkalimatu min ‘afwahina salbatan.
come.out- per-word-rpL.NoM from mouth.rpr-our.pross.acc INDE.hard-rsc.acc
3FSG:PFV
Predicator Subject Adjunct Adjunct
Mood Base Residue

‘The words came out of our mouths hard.’
(Munif 2001: 124)

(29Db) min ‘afwahina  ‘alkalimatu haragat salbatan.
from mouth.rp.- pEF-word-rpL.NoM  come.out-3rsc:prv  INDE.hard-rsc.acc
OUT.POSS.ACC
Adjunct Subject Predicator Adjunct

Mood Base
Residue

‘Out of our mouths, the words came hard.’
(adapted from Munif 2001: 124)

At first look the clause structure may give the impression that these clauses are very
different i.e. construing two different functions. However, when we look closer, it
will become clear that although the order in which the elements of the Mood Base is
different, both examples are construed by the same elements (Subject + Predicator).
In Arabic, this means that ultimately the bottom line is the same and that the change
in the form/structure, just signals a difference in focus, in what is deemed more news
worthy (cf. Bardi [2008: Ch. 5] — the textual metafunction).

There are instances when the Mood Base would expand further and include an
element in addition to the Subject + Predicator, i.e. typically a Complement. As
mentioned, this element has the potential to be Subject and is often important in
arguing about the validity of the clause as in Example (30).

(30) dafa'ant biyadin raqiqatin ‘amamahu.
push-3msc:prv-  with-wor.hand-rsc.cen mor.delicate-rsc.Gen front-msc-his.ross.Nom
me-OBJ.GEN
Predicator-(SB])- Adjunct Adjunct
Complement
Mood Base Residue

‘He gently pushed me in front of him.’
(Munif 2001: 110)

In discussing the elements that are part of the Residue, Arab grammarians made it
clear that they were not referring to elements that are essential in terms of the
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completion of the meaning. They argued that there are instances when an Adjunct
for example is necessary to complete the meaning of the clause. They argued that
these elements are part of the Residue because the meaning can be construed
without them (cf. Al-Samarrai 2000, 2007; Al-Sheikh 2009).” To make their point clear,
they listed examples similar to Example (31).

(31) la tamsi fi alardi marahan
NEG  2MsG:prv-walk in per-earth-rsc.GEN INDF.exultant-msc.acc
Neg Predicator Adjunct Adjunct
Mood Base Residue

‘and walk not in the earth exultant’
(The Noble Quran 17: 37) — translation in Pickthall et al. (n.d.).

In Example (31), which by the way construes a proposal not a proposition, Arab
grammarians argued that if we stop at the Subject + Predicator i.e. “Don’t walk”, the
meaning would be incomplete or at least different from what is intended which
proves that the Residue (more precisely the Adjunct in this case) is quite necessary in
completing and clarifying the meaning; “Don’t walk overjoyed” not just “don’t
walk”. However, it should still be treated as part of the Residue as there is more to the
elements of the Mood Base than just clarifying/completing the meaning.

Finally, a statement may also be a metaphoric realization of other speech
functions such as command as in Example (32).

(32)  yagibu ‘an nafala Sayan.
3msc:prv-be.obligatory that 1r.:SBJV-do INDF.thing-msc.Acc
Predicator 1-(modal: obligation) (z) Predicator 2-(SB]) Complement
Mood Base Residue

‘We have to do something.’
(Munif 2001: 152)

It is not because this and other points have not been mentioned in this section that
they are not important. It is just that this article is just an overview (cf. Bardi [2008]
for a more extensive idea about modality and the clause as an interpersonal move).

5.1.2 The interrogative

Interrogatives typically realize questions — demands for information. Questions can
be either “polar” or “elemental”. “Polar” interrogatives are those in which the
speaker would like to check the validity of a statement by seeking a “yes/no

7 Here too, the publication dates may be misleading as both Al-Samarrai and Al-Sheikh examine
notions discussed by early Arab grammarians. Al-Sheikh is also citing Al-Samarrai in his work.
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response”. Elemental interrogatives are those in which the speaker seeks to get some
information about something — an entity, a place, a reason etc. Arabic has two ways
of realizing the interrogative. The first is through the prosodic mode of expression —
phonological prosody i.e. Tone contours. The second is through juncture prosody
i.e. particles occurring at clause extremities — in case of Arabic typically in clause-
initial position (cf. Matthiessen 1995: 462—-465). The sections below will deal with the
realization of both polar and elemental interrogatives.

5.1.2.1 Polar interrogative

Polar interrogatives are typically realized by an interrogative polar particle, either ?
aor hal as in Examples (33) and (34). Although the presence of these mood particles is
important in the realization of polar questions, their role remains quite limited in the
enactment of the clause as a move in an exchange, especially if one compares them to
the role of the other constituents of the Mood Base or even the constituents of the
Residue. Their contribution to the interrogative aspect of the clause can also be
compromised by the fact that the speaker can choose not to use them and still the
clause can be interrogative, as in Example (35). Their peripheral role in Arabic seems
to be reinforced even further by the fact that ?a, not hal though, can occur before the
textual elements in the clause as in Example (36).

(33) hal ‘a‘tabiru hada itirafan?
Q.POLAR 1sc:rprv-consider this.pEm.MsG  INDF.confession-Msc.acc
Negotiator Predicator-(SB]) Complement Complement
Mood Base Residue

‘Should I consider this a confession?’
(Khal 2012: 109)

(34) ‘a tadkuru Sumlata fawwaz?
Q.POLAR 2MSG:IPFV-remember INDE.sentence-rsc.acc fawwaz.cen
Negotiator Predicator-(SBJ) Complement
Mood Base Residue

‘Do you remember Fawwaz’s sentence?’
(Khal 2012: 171)

(35) wa saalti anni?
and ask-3rsc:prv about-me
(z) Predicator-(SB]) Adjunct
Mood Base Residue
‘And you asked about me?”’
(Munif and Jabra 2004: 337)
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(36) ‘a wa hakada yazna ‘addahru  bilamali ‘albikri?
Q.POLAR and like-that 3msG:prv-  DEF-time- with-pDEF-hope-MsG.GEN
fornicate  Msc.NOM  DEF-VIrgin-MsG.GEN
Negotiator (z) Adjunct Predicator Subject Complement
Mood Base
Residue
‘Is this how time defiles new hope?’
(Al-Mesadi 2000: 120)

There are quite a few differences between ‘a and hal. The most relevant in this
context is their interaction or in case of hal the lack thereof with negative particles
(cf. Bardi [2008] for more information). Examples (37) and (38) show that while the
negative particle la is typically used with ‘a to construe a negative polar question.
When it is used with hal the meaning changes from negative to incitement or blame
depending on whether the ‘perfective’ or ‘imperfective’ are used. It is important to
add that in MSA, especially in translated texts, hal may be used with a negative
particle as in Example (39).

(37 a lam taksab malan?
Q.POLAR NEG ZMSGI]USS-eaITl INDF.INONEY-MSG.ACC
Negotiator Neg Predicator-(SB]) Complement
Mood Base Residue

‘Haven’t you earned money?’
(Al-Mesadi 2000: 189)

(38) halla ‘ibta‘'adta anni qalilan
INT-PTCLE ~ Keep.away-2msc:prv from-me.Gen INDE.little-msc.apv.acc
Negotiator Predicator-(SB])  Adjunct/Complement Adjunct
Mood Base Residue

‘Would you keep away from me a little.’
(Fawzi 2019: 29)

(39) hal la tataqabbalu munaqasata ‘ahada hawla ‘uslabi
zumula’ika amalika?
Q.POLAR NEG 2MSGPFV-  INDE.discussion-rsc.acc about mor.style-
accept INDF.ONe-Msc.Acc colleague- msc.GEN work-msc-
MPL-YOUI'.POSS.ZMSG.ACC YOUr .POSS.2MSG.ACC
Negotiator Neg Predicator- Complement Adjunct
(SB])
Mood Base Residue

‘Do (not) you accept your colleagues’ question about your working style?’
(Abu Nasr 2017: 290)

Arabic does not require grammatical prosody ie. any special ordering of words or
particles in order to construe a question. Phonological prosody, “the prosodic mode of
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expression” (Halliday and Matthiessen 2004: 140), i.e. intonation and stress is all it takes
to change a statement into a question. Intonation, which in the case of polar in-
terrogatives is rising, is what makes the difference among the interrogative types and
between the interrogative and declarative. Elemental interrogatives are quite different
though.

5.1.2.2 Alternative interrogative

Instead of eliciting a response, alternative questions are interrogatives that typically
offer two options to the listener to choose from. The options normally come at the end
and are separated by ‘am or ‘aw ‘or’ as in Examples (40), (41), (42), and (43).

(40) hal huma  dam'ata huznin ‘am farahin?
Q.POLAR they INDE.tear-Fpu.acc Or  INDF.JOY-MSG.GEN
INDF.Sadness-MsG.GEN
Negotiator Subject Complement (z) Complement
Mood Base

‘Are they tears of sadness or joy?’
(Munif and Jabra 2004: 143)

(41) hal turidina ‘an taSrabt ‘am ‘an tasbahi?
Q.POLAR 2rsciiprv-want — that 3rsc:spjv-drink or that 3rsc:spv-swim
Negotiator Predicator-(SB]) (z) Predicator- (z) (z) Predicator-(SB])

(SB))
Mood Base

‘Do you want to drink or to swim?’
(Munif and Jabra 2004: 53)

42) ‘a ‘asnau ‘algahwata “al'dna ‘aw bada ‘an tahliqa?
Q.POLAR 1sG:1PEV- per-coffee-  per-instant- or after that 2msc:spjv-
make FSG.ACC ADV.ACC shave
Negotiator Predicator- Complement Adjunct (z) (z (z) Predicator-
(SB)) (SB))
Mood Base Residue Mood Base

‘Shall I make coffee now or after you shave?’
(Munif 2001: 100)

43) ‘alhaqqu ala man ala ‘alhayat ‘am ‘ala ‘albasar?
DEF-right-Msc.MsG  on who on per-life-FsG.GEN  Or  on per-people-
MPL.GEN
Subject Complement Complement (z) Complement
Mood Base Residue

‘Who is to blame life or people?”’
(Munif and Jabra 2004: 166)
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While three of the four interrogatives above (Example 40, 41, and 42) start as polar
the last Example (43) is elemental in the first half (the blame is on who?). Alternative
questions are quite often elliptical and overall have their own prosodic/stress pat-
terns, where stress is on the first option/alternative and the tone immediately rising
on the second.

5.1.2.3 Elemental interrogative

According to Teruya et al. (2007: 877): “Many Languages, perhaps all, have some kind
of Wh element operating in the interpersonal structure of the clause, but languages
vary with respect to the range of transitivity functions, that it can be conflated with.
In many languages, participants and circumstance functions can be queried, so they
can be conflated with the Wh elements. In some languages, it is also possible to query
the Process ...”. In Arabic, elemental interrogatives are questions through which the
speaker aims to get some information about a Subject or a Complement (a partici-
pant) or an Adjunct (a circumstance) but not a Process. Unlike polar interrogatives
where the interrogative particle can be omitted as explained, elemental questions
are characterized by the presence of an interrogative particle that varies according
to the information sought by the speaker.

In regards to tone, elemental questions are characterized by stressing the
question word which is at the beginning of the clause. Normally, tonicity which
is elevated on the question word goes down as the speaker moves towards the
end of the clause which is marked by a slight rise in tone. This is unlike what
happens with polar interrogatives where the tone keeps rising from the
beginning and is at its highest at the end. Tone is important in both types of
question. It is often what makes the difference between the interrogative and
the declarative.

Although elemental interrogative particles are similar to some extent to polar
interrogative ones, (they are typically junctural i.e. both tend to be placed at the
beginning of the clause), elemental interrogative particles have a different role in the
interpersonal structure of the clause that especially depends on the kind of infor-
mation the speaker means to get relating to a participant (serving as Subject or
Complement) or a circumstance (serving as Adjunct). Consequently, they could be
Adjuncts as in Example (44). As Adjuncts, they are part of the Residue of the clause.
They can also be Complements as in Example (45). As Complements, they are part of
the Residue as well, except in fully nominal clauses as in Example (47). Finally, some
of them may occur as Subject as in Example (46). As Subject, such interrogative
pronouns are a part of the Mood Base.
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(44) kayfa arafti?
Q.HOW know-2rsG:prv
Adjunct Predicator-(SBJ)
Residue Mood Base
‘How did you know?’
(Munif 2001: 118)

(45) fa- -mada samita?
SO Q.WHAT hear-2msc:prv
(z) Complement Predicator-(SBJ])

Residue Mood Base

‘So what did you hear?’
(Al-Mesadi 1992: 45)

(46) man sayuwaqqi'u ‘alana
QWHO  3MSG:FUT-SIgn DEF-instant.Apv.acc
Subject Predicator-(SB]) Adjunct
Mood Base Residue
‘Who will sign now?’
(Munif 2001: 45)

@7 wa man anta?
and Q.wHO YOU.2MSG.ACC
(z) Complement Subject

Mood Base

‘And who are you?’
(Al-Mesadi 2000: 130)

Elemental particles unlike polar ones may appear at the end of the clause as in
Example (48), but this does not happen too often i.e. not the norm. It would thus
appear that the unmarked principle for these particles is the same as in many other
languages (but by no means all; see e.g. Matthiessen (2004): Wh/Theme).

(48) idnan  yakinu dalika mata?
S0 3msc:prv-be  that Q.WHEN
(z) Predicator Subject Adjunct
Mood Base Residue
‘So that will be when?’

(Al-Mesadi 2000: 43)

Textually, an interrogative clause in Arabic whether polar or elemental starts with a
question word that may be a Negotiator i.e. hal or 'a or a wh-word. Similarly, a
positive imperative clause starts with the Negotiator li (cf. Section 5.2 below). The
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beginning of the clause is also where negative particles are placed. The fact that these
elements are placed in initial position shows that in Arabic as in many other lan-
guages (cf. Matthiessen 1995) they are assigned information focus but not of the
marked type. It is important to add that while the wh-word construes a topical
Theme, the interrogative element in a polar interrogative question construes an
interpersonal Theme as in Examples (49) and (50).

(49) hal ‘a‘tabiru hada itirafan?
Q.POLAR 1sc:rprv-consider pem-this.msc.acc  INDE.confession-msc.acc
Negotiator Predicator-(SB]) Complement  Complement
Mood Base
Interpersonal Topical Rheme
Theme

Shall I consider this a confession?
(Khal 2012: 109)

(50) mata udta min ‘afganistan?
when  come.back-2msc:prv  from afghanistan
Adjunct Predicator-(SBJ) Adjunct

Mood Base
Residue
Theme Rheme
‘When did you come back from Afghanistan?’
(Khal 2012: 106)

5.1.2.4 The Mood tag

The Mood tag in Arabic is the same whether the clause is verbal (Example 51) or nominal
(Example 52). The same tag ‘alaysa kadalika ‘isn’t that so? is used for nominal and verbal
clauses regardless of polarity i.e. whether the clause is positive or negative, compare
Examples (52) and (53). In Example (54), the negative copula has a Subject pronoun
attached to it, which makes it slightly different from the aforementioned tag. The clause
in Example (54) can take the same tag i.e. ‘alaysa kadalika, but by choosing to use alaysat
kadalika, the speaker has slightly altered the focus of the tag from the fact itself to the
participant, that is from isn’t that so? to isn’t ‘she/it’ so?.

(51 sanara ‘asyaan ladidatan ‘alaysa kadalika?
IpL:FuT-see  INDE.thing-rpr.acc INDF.deliCiOus-FsG.ACC  Q.POLAR NEGCOP-3MsG also
Predicator- Complement Mood tag/Negotiator
(SB])

Mood Base Residue
‘We’ll see some yummy things, isn’t that so?’
(Mahfudh 2016: 72)
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(52) ismuka hasan ‘ibrahim ‘alaysa kadalika?
name-msG-your.ross.2mMsc.Acc  hasan ibrahim qQ.poLar NEGCOP-3MsG also
Subject Complement  Mood tag/Negotiator
Mood Base

“Your name is Hasan Ibrahim, isn’t that so?’
(Mahfudh 2015: 378)

(53) ‘Allahu  la  yuhibbu ‘azzulma, ‘alaysa kadalika?
Allah.Nom NEG 3MsG:PFv-love DEF-injustice-Msc.ACC Q.POLAR NEGCOP-3MsG also
Subject Neg Predicator = Complement Mood tag/Negotiator
Mood Base Residue

‘Allah doesn’t like injustice, isn’t that so?’
(Basiuni 2018: 239-240)

(54) hayatt hadi'atun wa ‘aminatun ... ‘alaysat kadalika?
life-rsG- INDF.quiet-Fsc.NoM and INDF.SeCure-FSG.NOM Q.POLAR NEGCOP-3FSG also
INY.POSS.GEN
Subject Complement Mood tag/Negotiator
Mood Base

‘My life is quite and secure, isn’t it so?’
(Hashim 2006: 21)

To conclude this section, it is clear from the examples above that the Mood tag in
Arabic is more similar to the Mood tag in French, Japanese or German than that in
English. Similar in the sense that the Mood tag in those languages is “some invariant
expression” rather than a replay of the Mood element as is the case in English
(Matthiessen 2004: 551). In terms of constituency, the Mood tag in Arabic is realized
by a Negotiator: Yes/no interrogative particle = ‘a + a negative copula laysa + a
conjunctive type of adverbial kadalika (‘so/like this’). It is similar to the French Mood
tag n’est ce pas?, as both are typically invariable and are in the negative, whereas the
tag in English varies according to the Mood element inside the main clause and is
either negative or positive in terms of polarity depending on the Mood element in the
main clause (Matthiessen 2004).

5.1.3 The exclamative

The exclamative in Arabic is one of the minor clauses. It is typically used to express
wonder and astonishment. It is covered in this article albeit briefly because of its
a-typical structure. Although said structure is quite similar to that of the interroga-
tive (cf. Section 5.1.2), it actually functions more as a statement as it supplies infor-
mation. The exclamative clause starts with an invariable particle, followed by an
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adjectival form, followed by a nominal or pronominal form. Arab grammarians treat
the invariable particle as a Theme, the adjectival form as verbal because it is derived
from the verbal pattern ‘afala and they treat the noun that follows as a Complement
as in Example (55a). Actually, the particle is more of a quantifier than an invariable
element. Semantically it makes more sense to treat what follows as an adjectival
form ‘Complement’ followed by a noun ‘Subject’ as in Examples (55b) and (56). Tonic
prominence in this clause is placed on the adjectival form, that is the centre of the
clause when the clause is at its simplest or at the beginning (i.e. right after the
exclamative particle).

(55a) ma ‘agmala ‘alayyama ‘almadiyyata!
how INDE.most.beautiful-rsc.acc  DEF-day-FpPL.ACC DEF-past-FsG.Acc
Subject/Theme Predicator Complement
Mood Base Residue

‘How beautiful the past days were!’
(Mahfudh 1961: 20)

(55b) ma ‘agmala ‘alayyama ‘almadiyyata!
how ivpr.most.beautiful-rsc.acc - DEF-day-FpL.AcC DEF-past-FsG.AcC
Adjunct Complement Subject

Residue Mood Base
‘How beautiful the past days were!’
(Mahfudh 1961: 20)

(56) ma ‘aqalla sabraka!
how vpr.little-msc.acc  patience-MsG-your.poss.2MsG.ACC
Adjunct Complement Subject

Residue Mood Base
‘How small your patience is”
(Al-Mesadi 1992: 56)

Although quite frequently used, this is not the only “unusual” clause in Arabic that
construes the exclamative. There are others as in Example (57). The clause in
Example (57) is construed by a ‘calling’ particle ya ‘6’ followed by two prepositional
phrases. The first is a pronominal form construing the “topic” of the exclamation
attached to a preposition e.g. lahu (‘to him’) or laka (‘to you’) etc. The second is a
preposition min (‘of’) + a noun, as in Example (57). The noun typically clarifies what is
distinctive about the topic of the exclamation — min mura’in (‘of a hypocrite’). Some
grammarians treat the clause as elliptical.
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(57) ya laka min murain!
0 to-you.2msc.acc of mpr.hypocrite.Msc.GEN
(z) Adjunct Adjunct
Residue
‘What an hypocrite you are!’
(Mahfudh 2016: 18)

5.2 The imperative

The imperative in Arabic is used for commands in two different ways. The first is to
dispense orders and the second as an optative type, used in prayers. The difference
between the two is in the status of the speaker and addressee. While, in giving orders,
the speaker has more authority, in prayers, the opposite is true.

In Arabic, cf. Example (58), the Predicator in a clause that is ‘imperative’ in mood
is realized by a verbal group that is ‘imperative’ in mode when the polarity is
‘positive’ or a verbal group that is ‘jussive’ in mode when the polarity is either
‘negative’ — Example (59) or positive, Example (60).

(58) ‘ibhat ‘awwalan an tariqin mustagimin ...
search-mp:2msc  INDr.first-msc.acc  for mor.road-msc.GeN INDE.Straight-Msc.Gen
Predicator-(SB]) Adjunct Complement
Mood Base Residue

‘First look for an honest way ...’
(Mahfudh 1961: 16)

(59) la tahrug ‘an mawdu 1 ‘albinti
NEG  g0.0ut-IMP:2mMsG  from INDF.topic-MsG.GEN DEF-girl-FsG.GEN
Neg Predicator-(SB]) Adjunct
Mood Base Residue
‘Don’t leave the topic of the girl’
(Mahfudh 1961: 13)

(60) iglist wa linatahaddat fi hudiwin ...
sit.down-mp:2rs¢  and 1P prcLE-1pLijuss-talk in INDF.qUiet-MsG.GEN
Predicator-(SB]) (z) wmoop prcie Predicator-(SB]) Adjunct
Mood Base Mood Base Residue

‘Sit down and let’s talk calmly.’
(Mahfudh 1961: 121)

In general, all these options exhibit a similar intonation pattern to the imperative
mode when expressing a command. The imperative which is realized by a falling
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tone and in which the verbal group is the most salient element in terms of tonicity has
a more limited system of rerson than the indicative. The verbal group in the imper-
ative is marked mainly in terms of addressee subjects i.e. ‘you’. Arabic differentiates
between five types of addressee subjects. These are masculine singular: ‘anta,
feminine singular: ‘anti, feminine/masculine dual: ‘antuma, masculine plural: ‘antum
and feminine plural: ‘antunna. In the imperative mode, which construes positive
command, the system of person is exclusive as in Example (61). In contrast, the jussive
mode can be used either in negative command which is typically exclusive as in
Example (62) or in positive command which is rather inclusive as in Example (63).
The Mood Base of the imperative mood is made of the Predicator and an infixed-
Subject mark when it is construed by the imperative mode. The one construed by the
jussive, on the other hand, is made of either la ‘annahiya or lam ‘alamr + Predi-
cator + Subject mark.

(61) iqra’ bisawtin ‘alin
read-mvp:2MsG with-INDr.voice-msG.GEN INDF.loud-MsG.GEN
Predicator-(SB]) Adjunct
Mood Base Residue

‘Read with a loud voice’
(Munif 2001: 45)

(62) la taqul dalika
NEG  Say-IMP:2MSG that.
Neg Predicator-(SB]) Complement
Mood Base Residue

‘Don’t say that’
(Mahfudh 1982: 133)

(63) fa-  lnu'aggil hadita ‘addikrayati
SO  IMP PTCLE-1PL:JUSS-pOStpone INDF.talk-MsG.Acc DEF-memory-FrL.GEN
(z) wmoop prcie  Predicator-(SB]) Complement
Mood Base Residue

‘Let’s postpone talking about memories.’
(Mahfudh 1982: 7)

The system of riniTENESS in a positive imperative clause is limited compared to its
counterpart in a declarative clause due to the fact that the verbal group in the
imperative mode has a default temporal reference which is very limited. It is more
developed, however, when the clause is construed by a negative or positive jussive
mainly because of polarity rather than the temporal value it construes, which in the
case of the jussive is still very limited too.
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6 Conclusion

In Arabic, speech functions are realized by different moop options, namely statements
by the declarative, commands by the imperative, and asking for information by the
interrogative. Both the declarative and interrogative include three major elements
necessary to carry forward the negotiation process. These are the Subject, auxiliary
like verbal group (Predicator 1/Finite), and Predicator. The imperative, however, is
slightly different from the declarative, although it too consists of a Predicator with a
bound or infixed Subject marker. In Arabic, whether the clause is declarative or
imperative, the Predicator bears the mark of the Subject, which varies in terms of
number [viz. singular, dual, or plural] and gender [viz. masculine or feminine]). In
terms of finiteness, the focus is modal rather than temporal or other when the clause
typically enacts a strong demand for goods-&-services and not an exchange of in-
formation. Finally, prosody plays an important part in exchanges which are basically
realizations of moop choices. It is through intonation i.e. tone (pitch contour), that in
Arabic, one can tell the difference between a statement, a command or a question
especially since inversion or (grammatical prosody) does not apply to Arabic where
word order is similar both in the interrogative and declarative. In fact, as the
structure of the declarative clause is either VSO or SVO, as discussed, it is prosody
rather than word order that makes the difference between clause types. Matthiessen
(2004) has frequently pointed out that grammatical prosody is an “exotic” feature,
which is quite rare and that most languages construe these distinctions in speech
functions differently.

To conclude, “the interpersonal system of moop of every languages [sic] has
evolved together with and in the environment of, the experiential system of Transr-
mivity and the textual systems of tHEME and ivFormaTiON. It interacts with both: the
interpersonal structure of the clause is organised textually and it gives interpersonal
value to the transitivity structure of the clause” (Teruya et al. 2007: 877). In Arabic, as
demonstrated above, this interaction is manifested through the fact that interper-
sonal elements of the negotiatory type are placed in initial position and as such are
assigned considerable information focus. Experientially, the interaction is man-
ifested mainly in the way elemental questions are construed i.e. how question words
conflates with transitivity roles (cf. Bardi 2008).
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Appendix: List of abbreviations

1 first person

2 second person
3 third person
ACC accusative
COND conditional
cop copula

DEF definite (article)
DEM demonstrative
DU dual

EMPH emphatic

F feminine

FUT future

GEN genitive

MP imperative
INDF indefinite (article)
INT interpersonal
IPFV imperfective
Juss jussive

M masculine

MOD modal

NEG negative

NOM nominative
NMLZ nominalization
08BJ object

PASS passive

PFV perfective

PL plural

POSS possessive
PTCLE particle

Q question particle
SBIV Subjunctive

sG singular

voc vocative
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