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0. Introduction

Aside from the taxonomic descriptions we find in ancicnl Arab grammarians

books, no theoretically based analysis, as far as 1 know, has been proposed to deal
with the phenomenon of negation in Arabic.
It is well known that negation is a very complex linguistic phenomenon for it involves
morpho-syntactic, semantic as well as pragmatic aspects. In this paper, T will assume
that functional Grammar (henceforth FG) is a framework which can provide us with
a multi-level analysis that gives an adequate characterization of the various aspects
of negative constructions in natural languages.

In section 1 and 2 1 will give an overview of the properties of the negative
constructions of Modern Standard Arabic (henceforth MSA). In section 3 1 will
discuss the definition according to which negation is a speech act. Section 4 will be
devoted to the way in which the propertics of negative constructions in MSA may be
adequately described within the FG framework.

1. Negative particles

Negation is expressed in MSA, by two kinds of particles: “simple particles” and
‘complex particles’. Simple particles arc those which consist of a single negative
morpheme; complex particles are those “discontinuous’ negative morphemes
consisting of the negative particle proper and the restriction marker 'il/d.

In MSA, there are many particles with function as negative morphemes. The use
of these particles is governed by a complementary distribution which will be
examined in the following two subscclions.

1.1 Simple particles

The main paramcters co-determining the occurrence of negative particles in MSA
are the following:

(1) the syntactic category to which the predicate of (he sentence belongs

(i)  the mood, aspeet and tense features of the predicate

(iii)  the scopc of negation

(iv)  the position which may be occupicd by the negative particle within the

sentence

(v)  the form of the predicate.

With these five parameters in mind we can account for the distribution of
negative particles in MSA in the following way:
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1.1.1 lam
The negative particle /am occurs in a sentence with a verbal predicate as shown
by the contrast between (1a) and (1b-c):
(1) a lam ya'ti zaydun
not come Zayd-nom
Zayd didn’t come

b. *lam zaydun ‘ustadun
not Zayd-nom  teacher-nom
Zayd isn't a tcacher

c. *lam zaydun maridun
not Zayd-nom  ill-nom

Zayd isn’t ill
The verbal predicate of /am-constructions must have 'perfective’ and "past’ as its
aspectual and tensal features. The contrast between (1a) and (2a-b) illustrates the
point:
(2) a. ®lam ya'i zaydun gadan
not come Zayd-nom  tomorrow
Zayd will not come tomorrow
b. *lam yaktub  zaydun r-risdlata I-'ana
not wrile Zayd-nom  the-letter-acc now
Zayd doesn’t write the letter now
The particle fam combines with a verbal predicate taking the yaf‘al form — called
in traditional grammar mudar® as the above examples show. When it combincs with
a verb taking the fa‘al form (traditionally called mdd1), the result is odd:'
(3) Tam ‘atd zaydun
not come Zayd-nom
Zayd didn't come
As regards its scope, this particle may serve to negate (a) the predicate as in (4a) or
(b) the entire sentence as shown by (4b):
(4) a. lam yakrah  zaydun hindan  bal  “afigahd
not  detests  Zayd-nom  Hind-ace but  loved-he-her
Zayd didn’t detest Hind, he loved her
b. lam yasquti  [-mataru
not fall the-rain
It wasn't raining
Data suggest that /ar is not used to negate onc of the constituents of the sentence.
This is evidenced by the fact that sentence like (5) arc highly marked il not
ungrammatical:

"Ina variety of colloquial Fgyptian Arabic, however, we can find negative constructions where the
particle Jam is associated with a fa"al verbal predicate as in the following sentence (extracted from an

ald song):
(i) bi-r-ribri lam bi'tekuny,  bittibni biwini
with gold  not sold-I-you with hay sold-you-me

I do not know whether the constructions exemplified in (i) come from an ancicnt non-standard
Arahic dialect. Be that as it may, this kind of negative constructions do nol occur even in standard
colloquial Eigyptian Arabic.
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(5) Mam yaSag  zaydun hindan  bal  zaynaba
not loves Zayd-nom Hind-acc but  Zaynab-acc
Zayd didn’t love Hind; he loved Zaynab
That lam cannot have a single constituent in its scope is corroborated by the fact that
the insertion of a constituent between it and the verbal predicate is prohibited as the
ungrammaticality of (6) shows:’
(6) Uam hindan  yaSaq  zaydun
not Hind-acc love Zayd-nom

1.1.2 fan
In general, lan has the same distributional features as lam. It combines only with
a verbal predicate. Witness the ungrammaticality of (7b-¢):
() a lan  ya'tiva zavdun
nol  come-ful Zayd-nom
Zayd won't come
b. *lan zaydun ‘ustddun
not  Zayd-nom  (cacher-nom
Zayd isn’t a teacher
c. *lan  zaydun marfdun
not Zayd-nom ill-nom
Zayd isn’t ill
It is never associated with a fa“al verbal predicate as the ungrammaticality of (8)
shows:
(8) *an ‘atd  zaydun
not came Zayd-nom
Zayd didn’t come
Like lamn, this particle serves to negate cither the verbal predicate it atlaches to or
the whole scntence. These two possible scopes can be illustrated by sentences (9a-b):

(9) a lan  yatazawwaga  zaydun hindan  bal  sayufdriquha
not  marrics Zayd-nom Hind-acc but  will leave-he-her
b. lan  yasquta l-mataru bal  sayasfit  I-fawwu
not  fells the-rain-nom  but  [air the-weather-nom

It won't rain; the weather will improve
The constructions understood on the basis that Zan has in its scope a single
constituent other than the predicate are highly marked:

The negative constructions where fam preceded hy a constituent are grammatical but highly marked;
compare (5), for example, and (ii):

(ii) ??  hindan lam ya'fag raydun
Hind-ace  not loved  Zayd-nom
It’s Find that Zayd didn’t love
(iii) Like lam, lan may be preceded by a constituent but the result is a highly marked
construction:
(iv) hindan lan yatazawwada  zavdun
Hind-acc  not will marry Zayd-nom

It’s not Hind that Zayd will marry
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(10) ?Man  yatazawwaga zaydun hindan  bal  zaynaba
not marries Zayd-nom  Hind-acc but  Zaynab-acc
Zayd will not marry Hind, he will marry Zaynab
As a consequence of this property, lan cannot be scparated from the predicate by
another constituent. The ungrammaticality of (11), for example, illustrates the point:
(11) *lan hindan yatazawwaga  zaydun
not Hind-acc will marry Zayd-nom
Zayd will not marry Hind
However, lan differs distributionally from lam with respect to mood, aspect and tense
features. lam,as mentioned above, combines with a verb form in the indicative mood,
the perfective aspect and the past tensc whereas lan attaches to a verb conjugated
al the subjunctive mood, the imperfective aspeet and the future tense as shown by
the contrast between (12a) and (12b) :
(12) a. lan  yadluda zaydun gadan
not  will-go-in  Zayd-nom tomorrow
Zayd won’t go in tomorrow
b. *lan  yadhu! zaydun l-barihata
not go-in Zayd-nom yesterday
Zayd didn’t go in yesterday

1.1.3 laysa
Tt was argued in (Moutaouakil 1986) that laysa is a catcgorically *hybrid’ word:
it behaves at once like a copular (or an auxiliary) verb and a negative morpheme.
This negative verb-particle co-occurs with a (verbal or non-verbal) predicate with
which are associated the aspectual and tensal features : "Imperfective” and "Present”.
As a copular verb, it commutates with "zero-copula’ in present tense non-verbal
sentences. Compare :
(13) a. zaydun talibun
Zayd-nom  student-nom
Zayd is a student
b. hindun Gamilatun
Hind-nom  beautiful-nom
Hind is beautiful
(14) a. laysa  zaydun taliban
is-not  Zayd-nom student-ace
Zayd isn't a student
b. laysat  hindun  gamilatan
is-not  Hind-nom beautiful-acc
Hind isn’t beautiful

1.1.4ma
The particle md is used as a negative morpheme in sentences with a verbal, a
nominal or an adjcclival predicate as wilnessed in sentences (15 a-c) :
(15) a. mada ‘ahabba zaydun  hindan
not loved  Zayd-nom Hind-acc
Zayd didn’t love Hind
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b. ma halidun qassasun
not Halid-nom novelist-nom
Hailid isn't a novelist
c. md hindun ganiyyatun
not Hind-nom rich-nom
Hind isn’t rich
This particle cannot, however, combinc with a verbal predicate taking the form yaf
‘al except when it constitutes a discontinuous negative morpheme with the restrictive
particle illa. The contrast (16a) - (16b) illustrates the point:
(16) a. 2?7 md  yuhibbu  zaydun hindan

not  loves Zayd-nom Hind-acc
Zayd doesn’t love Hind
b, mad  yuhibbu  zaydun ‘illa hindan
not loves Zayd-nom  except  Hind-ace

Zayd doesn’t love but Hind
ma has the property of serving (o negate (a) the predicate of the sentence, (b) the
sentence in its entirety or (c) onc of the constitucnts of the sentence as shown by the
following examples :
(17Ya. mda ‘shabba zaydun hindan  bal  karihahd
not loved Zayd-nom  Hind-acc but  detested-he her
Zayd didn't love Hind, he detested her

b. md nazala I-matanu
not fell the-rain-nom
It hasn't rained
& md  hindan  ‘ahabba  zaydun bal  zaynaba

not  Hind-acc loved Zayd-nom  but  Zaynab-acc
Zayd didn’t love Hind ; he loved Zaynab
Unlike the other negative particles examined above, ma does not attach to the
predicate; rather, it occupies the first position in the initial arca of the scntence. This
can be evidenced by the following two facts: '
(i) Unlike the other ncgatives, ma tolerates the insertion of the negated
constituent between it and the predicate as shown by sentence (17c); further, the
constituent being in its scope must follow it* as the contrast (184) - (18b) shows:
(18) a. md hindan  ra‘ayiu
not Hind-acc saw-1
It wasn't Hind that T saw
b. 27? md ra’aytu hindan

? With respect ta this behaviour, md resembles other sentential operators, | pointed out elsewhere
(Moutaouakil 1984) that the interrogative particle ‘a has the property of altracting the constituent falling
under its scope (ie. the questioned constituents) as is shown by the contrast (Va)-(Vb):

(Via. @ zaydan qdhalia ‘am “amran?
Int-Part Zayd-acc  mel-you or ‘Amr-ace

Was it Zayd that you met or “Amr?
b 177 qgdbalia zaydan ‘am “amran?
Int-Part  met-you Zayd-ace  or “Amr-ace

Was it Zayd that you met or ‘Amr?
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(i) No internal constituent can be positionned before ma;! witness the
ungrammaticality of constructions like (19):
(19) hindan md  ra'aytu
Hind-acc not  saw-I
It wasn’t Hind that 1 saw

1.151a

id is the negative particle which has the widest distributional field. It appears,
thercfore, in the most frequent negative constructions. I will try to account for the
distribution of this particle by distinguishing four classes of cnvironments: (a) /@ +
Verb, (b) /d + Nominal, (c) /4 + Proposition and (d) /7 as a coordinating particle.
In this following subsection I will examine the properties of this negative particle in
each of the four distributional classes.

1.1.51/d + Verb
In G + Verb environment the particle /d is associated with a yaf“al-Verb. The
verb with which this particle is associated must be (conjugated) in the indicative
mood and must express the imperfective aspect and the present tense. These
requirements are fulfilled in sentence (20): )
(20) 1a yvanzilu  I-mataru l-yawma
not falls the-rain-nom  today
It isn’t raining today
The verb may as well express "zero-tense” as in (21):
(21) 12 yaktubu  zaydun af-fi'ra  bal  yaktubu l-gisasa
not  write Zayd-nom  the poctry but  writes-he the novels-acc
Zayd doesn't write poetry; he wriles novels

4 This constitutes one of the main propertics of all sentential operators, which do not tolerate the
positioning of some constituent before them, except when the pre-posed constitucnt is 'external’ Lo the
nuclear clause proper. Compare:

(vi) a. * zaydan md ‘a“taytu keitdhan

Zayd-acc  not gave-l book-ace
It is not Zayd that 1 gave a book
b, zaydun, md ‘a“tavehu  kitdban

Zayd-nom not gave-I-him book-acc
Zayd, 1 didn't give him a book
(vii) a.® zaydan ‘a ‘a“tayta kitdban ?
Zayd-acc  Int-Pant gave-you  book-acc
Was it Zayd that you gave a book?
b. zaydun, ‘a ‘a“taytatn kitdhan?
Zayd-nom Int-Part gave-you-him  book-acc
Zayd, did you give him a book?
Sentences (vi b) and (vii b), unlike sentences (vi a) and (vii a), are grammatical because the constituents
preceding md and ‘a are themes, ie. constituents which do not belong to the clause proper.

3 By 'zero-tense’, | mean what is traditionally called "habitual present’. This tensal category indicates,
in fact, no tense at all since the state of affairs designated by the predicate with which il is associated is
conceived of as being true in the past, the present as well in the future.
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The conclusion which may be drawn from the preceding remarks is that /4 cannot
combine with a Verb taking the scheme fa%al as shown by the ungrammaticality of
(22)

(22) *la nama hdlidun

not slept Halid-nom

Halid didn’t sleep
This constraint is neutralized, however, when the illocutionary force associated with
the scntence is a prayer.” In this case, sentences within which id is used with a fa'al
verb arc grammatical. For cxample, sentence (23) becomes perfectly grammatical
when it is understood on the basis that it expresses not a statement but a prayer:

(23) Ild nama hdlidun

not sleceps Halid-nom
I wish that Halid didn't sleep
Id may be used also with an imperative sentcnce as in (24):
(24) 14 tadrib ‘ahika !
not hit-you brother-acc-you
Don’t hit your brother
In fact, only I can be used to ncgate an imperative sentence. The contrast between
(24) and (25a-b) illustrates this point;
(25) a. *lam tadrb ‘ahdka !
not  hit-you  brother-acc-you
b. *lan tadrib  ‘'ahdka
not  hit-you  brother-acc-you
c. *md tadrb ‘ahika
not  hit brother-ace-you
Like farn and lan, the negative Id can have in its scope (a) the predicate, (b) one of
the constituents of the sentenee or (¢) the whole sentence. Sentences (26a-c)
illustrate these three types of negation scope:

(26) a. fa tadrib ‘ahdka bal  qabbilhu

not  hit  brother-ace-you but  kiss-you-him

Don't hit your brother but kiss him
b. Ia tadrib ‘ahdka bal  “aduwakka

not  hit  brother-ace-you but  encmy-ace-you

Don’t hil your brother, hit your enemy
¢ M yanzilu  l-mataru

not  [alls the-rain-nom

It’s not raining
Like lam and fan, it atlaches to the predicate so it cannot be separated from il by
another constituent as shown by the ungrammaticality of (27):

(27) *la  “amran  yuqdbilu halidun

nol  ‘Amr-acc mects Halid-nom
It isn’t “A. that H. meets

“Itis possible to describe (his property in terms of mood, One can speak in this case of jussive mood
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1.1.5.2 /a + Noun
Consider the following two sentences:
(28) a. la ragula [T d-dan
not man-acc in the-house-gen
There is no man in the house
b. ld ragufun Jf d-dan
not a-man-nom in the-housc-gen
There isn’t a man in the housc
In this pair of sentences, the particle /4 combines not with the predicate of the
sentence but with a noun, i.e. ragula in (28a) and ragufun in (28b). This is evidenced
by the fact that no other constituent can be inserted between them . Witness the
ungrammaticality of (29a-b):

(29) a *a fi d-dan ragula
not in  the-housc-gen  man-acc
b. *a [fi d-dari ragidun

not in the-house-gen  a-man-nom
Furthermore, it can have in its scope only the noun which it attaches to as it clear
from the contrast between (30) and (31):
(30) 14 ragula  ff  d-ddri bal  mra'atun
not man-acc in the-house-gen but  woman-nom
There is not a man in the house, but a woman
(31) *a ragula [T d-ddr bal  fi §-$an'i
not man-acc in  the-house-gen but in the-street
There is not a man in the house, but in the street
In fact, this particle can negate (a) the whole constituent with it combines as shown
by (30) or (b) only the number feature associaled with this constituent as in (32):
32) la ragulun [T d-dari bal  raguldni/rigalun
not  man-nom in the-house-gen but  man-dual-nom/man-plur-nom
There is not one man in the house but (wo men/many men
It is never used to negate the whole sentence within which it occurs, witness the
ungrammaticality of (33):
(33) *la  ragula i d-dari bal  zaydun Jr §-Fan'i
not man-acc in the-house-gen but  Zayd-nom in  the-street
From the observation above, we can deduce that the most distinguishing property of
the particle /4 is that it is the negative morpheme which serves in MSA to negate in
all contexts the nominal constituents to which it attaches.
At first glance it seems to bchave like the English negative no occurring in
constructions like (34), for example:
(34) No man is in the room.
However, contrary lo cxpectation, /& can attach only to the nominal constituent func-
tioning as subject. Sentences where it appears with a constitucnt having another func-
tional status are ungrammatical. Compare:
(35) a. ld kitdba [T l-makiabati
no book-acc in the-library-gen
There is no book in the library
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b. ld fay'a yahwmmu
no thing does-matter-nom
Nothing is important
(36) a. *ra'aytt I3 raguia
saw-1 no man-ace
b. *@'tayu 1 ragula  malan
gave-l  no man-acc moncy-acc
I gave no man money
Before closing this cxamination of /& + N negative pattern, we should notice that
only an indefinite noun can co-occur with the particle /. The contrast (37a)-(37b)
illustrates the point:
(37) a la tilmida [t I-gismi
not  pupil-acc in the-class-room-gen
There is no pupil in the class-room
b. *d  ttilmida fr I-qismi
not  the-pupil-nom in the-class-room-gen
The pupil isn’t in the class-room
la can, however, combine with a definite noun when it is iterated in coordinative
constructions like (38):
(38) ld  ttilmidu ST l-gismi wa-ld  Fustadu’
not  the-pupil-nom  in the-class-room-gen and not  the-teacher-nom
In the class-room, there is neither the pupil nor the tcacher
I will return to this kind of ncgated coordinative constructions in the following
subsection.

1.1.5.3 Id as a coordinator
In a functional study of coordinative constructions in Arabic (Moutaouakil 1986),
I'have shown that the negative /2 used as a coordinator, has the following properties:
(i) It serves to coordinate two constituents, which can be nominals, verbs or
adjectives as in (39a), (39b) and (39¢) respectively:
(39) a. Sarbtu  Jayan la labanan
drunk-I tea-ace not  milk-ace
I have drunk teca not milk
b. rasaba la nagaha zaydun
failed notl  succeeded  Zayd-nom
Zayd didn't succced; he failed

7 In constructions like (35), the second coordinate clement can be adjacent to the first one as in the
following sentence: =
(viii) M e-ritmidu wa - Id 1-‘ustdedu fi Lgismi
not the-pupil-nom  and not the-teacher-nom in  the-class-room-gen
In the classroom, there is neither the pupil nor the teacher
‘e two kinds of coordinated negative constructions, however, are not synonymous. It seems to me that
the second coordinated element gets a focal value when it is separated from the first coordinated
clement.
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c. hindun farihatun la hazinatun
Hind-nom  happy-nom not sad-nom
Hind is happy not sad
(i) Unlike the coordinator wa (and’), {d@ cannot coordinate morc than two
constituents. Compare:
(40) a. iStaraytu kitdban  wa-magallatan  wa-qalaman
bought-I book-acc and journal-acc and pencil-acc
T bought a book, a journal and a pencil
b. iStarayte kitdban ld magallatan
bought-1 book-acc not  journal-acc
T bought a book not a journal
c. “iftaraytu kitgban Id magallatan  la qalaman
bought-1 book-ace not  journal-ace not  pencil-acc
(iii) wa, unlike /d, can coordinate two sentences as the contrast between (41a)
and (41b) shows:
(41) a. dahala  zaydun wa-haragat hindun
went-in  Zayd-nom  and went-out  Hind-nom
Zayd went in and Hind went out
b. *dahala zaydun la haragat  hindun
went-in  Zayd-nom not  went-out Hind-nom
(iv) /@ occurs in non ncgalive contexts as is the case in sentence (40b) for
example. However, it appears in senlences negated by means of one of the other
negative particles® following the coordinator wa as in (42):
(42) ma  Saribtu  3dyan wa-ld labanan
not drank-I tea-acc and nol milk-acc
I haven't drank tea nor milk

1.2 Complex negative particles
As mentioned above, Complex negative particles consist of discontinuous mor-
phemes like md...illd, 12...'illd, lam...'illG (all translatable by "not...but’). These com-
pound negative morphemes are used in the following way: The first clement appears
in the initial positional area of the sentence; the second clement attaches Lo one of
its constituents as witnessed in the following sentences:
(43) a. ma gaa 'illa zaydun
not came cxcept  Zayd-nom
Only Zayd has come

®The ancient Arab grammarians assume that the coordination is expressed, in constructions like (39),
only by the coordinator wa. It seems to me that it would be more reasonable o regard the whole com-
pound particle wa-Id as expressing the eoordination in this kind of construction. This view is evidenced
by the fact that i cannot co-occur with a coordinator other than wa as the ungrammalicality of the
following sentences show:

(ix)a-* md faribm $dyan  fa-ld fabanan
not drank-I tea-acc and not milk-acc

b-*  md Jaribie 3dyan pumma 14 labanan
not drank-I tea-ace and not milk-acc
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b. lam  yangah ila halidun
not  succeeded cxcept  Hilid-nom
Only Halid has succeeded
c ld yaktubu  “ammun illa §-fi'ra
not  writes  “Amr-nom  except poetry-acc
‘Amr writes only poetry
d. lan  ‘aluga illa T i-masai
not  go-out-I except  in the-evening-gen
I will go out only in the evening
Notice that any simple negative can combine with 'illd to constitute a complex
discontinuous negative morpheme. In sentences (43a-d), the negatives ma, lam, Id
and /an are associated with this particle. We can get also discontinuous negative
morphemes whose first element is the particle laysa or the particle %in as in (44a) and
(44b):
(44) a. laysa zaydun illd d’iran
not  Zayd-nom cxcept  poet-acc
Zayd isn’t but a poct
b. in  hindun illa sadigatun
not  Hind-nom cxcepl  friend-nom
Hind isn’t but a friend
It should be noted, however, that the particle ‘iz unlike the other particles, always
appears in combination with /4. The sentences where it appears alone scem highly
marked® if not ungrammatical at all:

(45) ???%in ‘alamu  hal g’a  “ammun

not  know-I Int-part came “Amr-nom

I don’t know if “Amr has come
As regards the semantics of the constructions containing the complex negative parti-
cles at hand, it was established by the ancient Arab grammarians that these construc-
tions are used to express what was called al-hasr (’restriction"), According to these
grammarians, the constructions in question are used to cxpress two notions at once:
the notion of negation and the notion of restriction. More explicitly speaking, in this
kind of constructions a certain property is negated with respect to some set of entitics
and restricted to one of these entities. In sentence (43a), for instance, the property
designated by the predicate gd’a is assumed to be irrelevant for a certain potential
set of entities and restricted to one of these enlities that referred to by the con-
stituent zaydun.

Before closing this scction I would point out that in Arabic some constituents
behave like negative morphemes in the sentence which are always associated with
negative particles. This class of constituents includes: 'ahad, ('somebody’), Say’
(’something'), gatii  and ‘abadan (both translatable by ‘never’). The occurrence of
these constituents is illustrated by the following scntences:

! Constructions like (42) were frequent in Classical Arabic, as witnessed in traditional grammar
handbooks. In MSA, however, it seems that their use becomes quite limited.
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(46) a. md  gqdbalti  ‘ahadan

not  met-I some-body-acc
I met nobody
b. ma fa'alu fay’an
not  wrote-1 somcthing
1 did nothing
¢. md katabtu Il-gisasa qattu

not wrote-I the-novels  never
1 never wrote novels
d. lan  ‘'udahhina  'abadan
not  smoke-I never
I will never smoke
It is possible to regard these constitucnts as forming with the negative particle with
which they are associated a single negative discontinuous morpheme.'® This claim
may be grounded by the following facts:
(i) The constituents at hand never occur in a non-negative context, witness the
ungrammaticality of (47a-b):
(47) a. *gdbaltu ‘ahadan
melt-1  somebody
I met somebody
b. *katabtu I-gisasa qattit
wrote-1 the-novels-acc  never
c. 7 'udahhinu ’abadan
smoke-1  never
The word fay', however, may appear in a non-ncgative construction. (48), for
example, is a perfcetly grammatical scnlence:
(48) katabtu  Fay'an
wrote-I  somcthing-acc
For explaining this phenomenon one can hypothesize that the ‘grammaticalization’
process involved in constructions like (46a) and (46c-d) has not yet arrived at its
achievement in construction like (46b). In other words, unlike ‘ahad, gatfu and
'‘abadan, fay’ is not yct completely ‘grammaticalized’ as an clement of a complex
(discontinuous) negative morpheme."

' There are grounds 10 helieve that these wards tend to constitute with the negative particle what
is sometimes referred to as 'embracing negation’ a phenomenon witnessed in French (ne...pas, ne...jamais,
ne...personne ete...) among other languages.

! This grammaticalization process has taken place in modern colioquial Arabic languages, where the
word fay’ has developed into a mere suffix which attaches 1o the predicate of the negated const ructions.
Here are some examples of the relics of this word in modern colloquial Fgyptian and modern colloquial
Moroccan:

(x)a. ma hatartif ‘ata  bdlak iim

not come to mind-1 on mind-you  day
You have never remembered me
b.  ma kigd  rerisdla
not wrote-I the-letter
1 didn't wrile the lcticr
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(ii) When they occur in a negalive sentence Lhese words "'monopolize’ the scope
of ncgation so as no other constitucnt may be understood as the negated constituent,
The ungrammaticality of the following sentences lies in the fact that constituents
other than 'ghad and gatfu {all under the scope of negation:

(49) a. *md [I-barihata gabaltu  ‘'ahadan bal  al-yawma

nol  yesterday met-1 someonc-ace bul  today-acc
It isn’t yesterday that [ didn’t meet someone but today

b. *md gabaltu ‘ahadan al-barihata bal  al-yawma
not met-I somcone yesterday-acc  but  today-acc

(50) a. *md zaydan qabaltu qattu bal  ‘amran

not  Zayd-acc met-I never but  “‘Amr-ace
I's not Zayd that I never met but “Amr

b. *md qabaltu zaydan  qattu bal  “amran
not  melt-1 Zayd-acc never but  “Amr-acc

2. Negative constructions: the problem of the scope of negation

In Arabic (as probably in all natural languages), negative constructions differ with
respect to the scope of negation. If one adopts the differences lying in the scope of
negation as a classificatory criterion, one can distinguish between four main types of
negation: 'sentence negation’, "constituent negation’, 'illocutionary foree negation’ and
'modality negation’. In this section I will cxaminc the main properties of the construc-
tions involving each of these four types of negation,

2.1 Sentence negation
The negative constructions involving what we call 'sentence negation® are those
constructions where the entire sentence is negated. The following sentences illustrate
the point:
(51) a md safarat  hindun
not travelled Hind-nom
Hind hasn’t travelled
b. lam ya'ud zaydun
not  come-back Zayd-nom
Zayd hasn’t comc back
c. lan  yafhama “@mmn darsa r-nyyddiyyati
not  will-understand “Amr-nom  lesson-acc  mathematics-gen
‘Amr will not understand the lesson of mathematics
In (51a-c), the whole "propositional content’ falls under the scope of negation, i.e.
the scope of the negative particles md, Jam and lan. As 1 have pointed out in the
previous section, all the simple negative particles may serve to negate the cntire
propositional content of the sentences within which they appear. Examples illustrating
this properly are given there.

2.2 Constitucnt negation

By 'constituent negation’ I mean the negation which takes in its scope one of the
constituents of a sentence. The constituents which may fall under the scope of nega-
tion in the constructions involving what one may call partial negation’ arc (a) the
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predicate itself or (b) one of the NPs (or PPs) associated with it. Here are some
examples illustrating these two possibilities:
(52) a. lan  yarsuba zaydun bal  sayangahu
not fails Zayd-nom but  will-succecd-he
Zayd will not fail; he will succeed
b. lam yahdur ‘armmun bal  tagayyaba
not come ‘Amr-nom but  was-absent-he
‘Amr hadn't come, he was absent

(53) a. ma hindan ‘ahabba gaysun bal  layld
not  Hind-acc loved Qays-nom  but  Layla-acc
It wasn’t Hind that Qays loved but Layla
b. md masd'an haragiu bal  sabahan

not  evening-acc went-oui-I but  morning-acc
It wasn't in the evening that T went out in the morning
The negation of constituents is constraincd, however, by the following two flacts:

(i) not all constituents can be negated,

(ii) among negatable constituents some constitucnts arc more accessible Lo
negation than others.

As regards fact (i), it is commonly admitted that the constituent carrying presup-
posed 'old’ information are hardly negatable. To put it another way, the constituent
bearing the pragmatic function Topic does not fall under the scope of negation. Con-
sider the following conversational exchange:

(54) S:a. mada faribat  hindun ?

what drunk  Hind-nom

What did Hind drink ?

A :b. faribat  hindun gahwatan
drunk Hind-nom coffee-acc
Hind drank coffec
S:c. md gqahwatan  Saribat  hindun  bal ayan
not coffec-acc  drunk Hind-nom but tea-acc
Hind didn’t drink tea, she drank coffee
d. *md Saribat  hindun gahwatan  bal  zaynabu

not drunk  Hind-nom coffee-acc but  Zaynab-nom

It isn’t Hind that drunk coffce bur Zaynab
In this dialogue, it is obvious that the constituent designating the entity which
functions as Topic is hindun. The contrast between (54c) and (54d) shows that this
constituent cannot fall under the scope of ncgation, hence the ungrammaticality of
(54). This same contrast shows also that the constituent which is the best candidate
for being negated is that carrying *new information’, i.c. the constituent gahwatan As
all sentential operators, negation can have in its scope only the nuclear clause or one
of its constituents. This implies that the constituents which do not belong to the
clause proper (as the so-called *left dislocated’ and right dislocated’ constituents) are
never touched by negation, as shown by the following two contrasts:

(55) a. al-kitabu, ma  ‘allaftuhu bal  sahhahtuhu

The-book-nom not  wrote-I-it but  corrected-I-it
I haven’t written this book; I have only corrected it
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b. *al-kitabu, md  allaftuhu bal  l-qasidata
The-book-nom not  wrote-I-it but  the-pocm-ace
The book, I haven't written it, but the poem
(56) a. ma ‘ahbabtuha, hindun, bal  karihtuhd
not loved-I-her Hind-nom but detested-I-her
I didn’t love her, Hind, T detested her
b. *md ‘ahbabtuhd, hindun, bal  zaynabu
not loved-I-her Hind-nom but Zaynab-nom
I didn’t love her, Hind; T love Zaynab
Notice that "external constituents’ cannot fall under the scope of negation even when
they follow the negative particle, witness the ungrammaticality of sentence (57b):
(57) a. md  I-kitabu ‘allafruhu bal  sahhahtuhu
not  the-book-nom wrote-I-it but  corrected-I-it
b. *md Ikitdbu ‘allaftuhu  bal al-qestdatu
not the-book-nom wrote-1-it but the-poem-nom
Let us turn now to what is stated in (ii). In most works dealing with the phenomenon
of negation in natural languages it is pointed out that some kinds of constituents are
more likely negatable than others.

Belonging to this class of constitucnts are indefinitc NPs, focused NPs, quantificrs
and some adverbs. In order to contribute to provide an analysis which permits to
account for this phenomenon in an unified and more principled way, I will make the
following assumptions:

(a) In some languagcs, negated constituents are morpho-syntactically marked.
In MSA as shown above, the constituent functioning as Subject in some peculiar
constructions is marked when negated, by the negative prefix /4.

(b) When no constituent is morpho-syntactically marked as being the negated
constituent in the sentence, the constituent which falls under the scope of negation
is onc of the preferred negatable words mentioned above, namely indefinite NPs,
focused NPs (or PPs), quantifiers and adverbs.

(c) The examined data suggest that indefinite NPs, quantificrs and some adverbs
carry 'new’ (or 'contrastive”) information more likely than they carry (presupposed)
‘old’ information. This explains the lower acceptability of sentences like (58b), (59b)
and (60b) where constituents other than the indcfinite NP, the quantifier and the
manner adverb are in focus:

(58) a. ‘'ata zaydun ‘amran kitdban

gave Zayd-nom ‘Amr-nom book-acc
Zayd gave “Amr a book
b. 7?7 ‘a‘td zaydun ‘amran  kitdban
gave Zayd-nom °‘Amr-acc book-acc
Zayd gave a book to “Amr
(59) a. ‘a3 zaydun ‘amran  kulla I-kutubi
gave Zayd-nom ‘Amr-acc all  the-book-gen
Zayd gave to “Amr all the books

b. ??? ‘st zaydun ‘amran  kulla Fkutubi
gave Zayd-nom “Amr-acc all-acc  the-books-ace
(60) a. haraga  zaydun al-yawma mubtasiman

went-out Zayd-nom today-acc smiling-acc
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b. 7?7 haraga zaydun al-yawma mubtasiman
went-out  Zayd-nom  today-acc smiling-acc
(d) As already mentioned above, there is an indubitable connection between
negation and the informational status of the constituents so thal the constituent which
designates the focal' information is picked out to be in the scope of negation. This
is confirmed by contrasts like (61a) - (61b) and (62a) - (62b):
(61) a. md ‘a'td zaydun ‘amran  kitaban bal  magallatan
not gave Zayd-nom ‘Amr-acc book-acc but  amagazine-acc
It isn't a book that Zayd gave to “Amr, but a magazine
b. 177 md ‘'a'ta zaydun ‘amran  kitdban bal  hdlidan
not gave Zayd-nom C“Amr-acc book-acc but Halid-acc
It isn’t to “Amr that Zayd gave a book, but to Halid
(62) a. md'atd zaydun  “amran  kulla  kutubi bal  ba‘daha
not gave Zayd-nom ‘Amr-acc all the-books-gen but  amodom
Zayd didn’t give “Amr all the books; he gave him some of them
b. 77 ma ‘atd zaydun ‘amran kulla kutbi bal  halidan
not gave Zayd-nom “Amr-acc all the-books-gen but Halid-acc
Zayd didn't give all the books to “Amr, he gave them to Hilid
It becomes clear from the comparison between the sentences of pairs (61a-b) that
the constituents monopolizing the scope of negation (i.c. indelinite NPs, quantifiers
and some adverbs) are precisely those constituents which also monopolize the focus
of the sentence. We can conclude from this that the constituent which always falls
under the scope of negation is the constitucnt bearing the pragmatic function Focus.
If this conclusion is correct, we can formulate the following general principle:
(63) Tn a negative sentence, the ncgated constituent is the focused constituent™
(e) There are constitucnts which arc more casily focused than others. The most
well known are indefinite NPs, quantifiers and some adverbs. Taking for granted that
this observation is correct, we can express the 'Focus Accessibility Hicrarchy' as
follows:
(64) Focus Accessibility Hicrarchy:
Indefinitc NPs
Quantifiers ] > other constituents
Some adverbs

21 negative sentences the constituent in focus (which is the negated constituent) obligatorily carries
contrastive information, i.e. the information the speaker assumes fo be irrelevant with respect to the
settings where the verbal exchange takes place. On the basis of this observation I will assume herealter
that the pragmatic function assigned to the focused constituent in negative canstructions is the function
'focus of contrast'.

B In fact, principle (60) is also true for the constructions containing a constituent to which the
negative particle /4 is attached, since this constituent is neccssarily focused. Compare:
(xi)a. a4 rtmidun  fi I-gismi bal ritm iddni
not pupil-nom in  theclass-room-gen  but pupil-dual-nom
There is not a student in the class-room; there are two
b. * M tilmidun  fi Lgismi bal fi  s-sdhati
not pupil-nom in the-class-room-gen but in  the play ground-gen
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These preferred focused constituents have over the other constituents the privilege
to monopolize the scope of negation. This property can be cxpressed by means of the
"Negation Accessibility Hierarchy’ which I propose to formulate in the following way:
(65) Negation Accessibility Hierarchy:
Preferred focuscd constituents > focused constituents > other constituents
1 have mentioned in the previous scction that the particle /4 may ncgate (a) the
entire constituent to which it attaches or only (b) the operator numcrating this
constituent.
Examples (66a-b) illustrate these two scopal properties:
(66) a. ld taliba Jr I-gismi
not  student-acc in the-classroom-gen
There is no student in the classroom
b. la talibun Ji I-gismi hal  (dlibani
not  student-nom in the-classroom-gen but  student-dual-nom
There is not one student in the classroom, there are two students
Constructions like (66) are not exceptional since we find negative constructions where
only a constituent operator falls under the scope of the negative morpheme. The
negated constituent operator may he a numerator, a demonstrative or a quantificr
as in (67a), (67b) and (67c) respectively:
(67) a. md kitabayni qara’tu  bal  ‘arba’ata kutubin
nol  book-dual-acc read-  but  four-acc books
I haven’t read two books, 1 have read four books

b. ma hadihi  Ifatdta 'aSigne bal  titka
not  this the-girl-acc  love-1 ~ but  that-onc-acc
I don’t love this girl but that one

c. ma famia [asdigd’i qgabalte  bal  ba'dahum

not  all-acc  the-friends-gen met-I but  somec-acc-them
I haven't met all the fricnds but only some of them
This kind of constructions raises a more general problem which can be formulated
in the following questions:
(i) Can negation 'penctrate’ into a constituent and pick out one of its clements?
(ii) Which elements can fall under the scope of negation: constituents opcrators,
the head, or modificrs?
(iii) Can onc of the elements (operator, head or modificr) of a constituent be
focused, i.e. bear the pragmatic function Focus?
Having, for the moment, no precise answers (o these questions, | prefer not to
go into a more detailed discussion of the problem of *negation within constituent’. T
will keep in mind, however, in the remainder of this study, the observation that the
constituent operator may be negated element in a negative construction.

2.3 Mlocutionary force negation
In "Speech acts theory’ (and in the pragmatically based linguistic models), a
sentence is conceived of as a combination of a 'Propositional content’ and an
‘illocutionary force’ which can consist of a "statement’, a "question’ a 'promise’ ete...
Among the main arguments with were presented in order to justify the distinction
"Propositional content’ Vs "illocutionary foree’ is the fact that in a ncgative sentence,
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negation may have in its scope the proposition carried by the sentence as in (68a) or
the illocutionary force associated with it as in (68b):

(68) a. 'diduka ‘annant lan  ‘aziiraka

promise-I-you  that-I not  visit-I-you

I promise that I won't visit you

b. la ‘a‘iduka ‘annani  sa'azninika

not  promise-I-you that-I will-visit-I-you

I don’t promise that T will visit you
In (63a) only the propositional content 'aziraka is negated; in (68b) what falls under
the scope of negation is the illocutionary force as expressed by the performative
clause ‘a“iditka.

It should be noticed here that we have an ’illocutionary force negation’ only if (a)
the negated higher verb belongs to the class of so-called "performative verbs’ which
includes verbs like gd/ (to say), wa‘ed (to promise), 'aw'ad (to threaten) and others,
(b) this verb fulfils the performativity requirements." When the sccond condition
is not satisfied, the negated higher verb looses the property of expressing the illocu-
tionary force although it belongs to the lexical class of performative verbs. In sen-
tences (69a-c), for instance, the verb of the higher clause does not express any illocu-
tionary force since it does not fulfil the performativity requirements:'

(69) a. lam ‘didka bi-‘annant  sa'aziinuka

not promised-you with-that-1  will-visit-I-you
I didn’t promise to visit you
b. /a ‘a‘iduka katiran  bi-'annani  sa’aziiruka
not  promise-I-you often-acc with-that-I  will-visit-I-you
I don’t often promise to visit you
c. la ya‘iduka ‘ammnn bi-'annahu  sayaziruka
not  promises-you “Amr-nom  with-that-he will-visit-he-you
“Amr does not promise to visti you
The negative constructions exemplified by (69a-c) do not involve an illocutionary
force negation. What is involved in this kind of constructions is merely a negation
taking as its scope the higher clause.

2.4 Modality negation

By modality, I mean the "attitude the speaker may have with respect to the
propositional content carried by the linguistic expression that uses in some verbal
exchange”. This 'propositional attitude’ can be a certainty, a beliel, a doubt, a will etc.
In general, the modality associated with a proposition is expressed by means of a
clause in which the clause indicating the propositional content is embedded, as shown

by the following sentences:

" In general, for being performative, a verb must (a) be conjugated in the Present Tense, and (b)
have as its subject the first singular person pronoun.

% In (69a-b) the tense requirement is not satisfied; in (66¢c), it is the subject requirement that is not
fulfilled. .
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(70) a. ‘and mutayaqginun  min  ‘anna hindan  maridatun
I sure-nom from that Hind-acc ill-nom
I'm sure that Hind is ill
b. 'azunnu  ‘anna  hindan  maridatun
belicve-1 that  Hind-acc ill-nom
I believe that Hind is ill
c. ‘uridu '‘an  taiida hindun
want-I  that come-back Hind-nom
I want Hind to come back
In this kind of complex sentences, ncgation may have in its scope cither the higher
clause as in (71a) or the lower one as in (71b):
(71) a la ‘azunnu  ‘anna hindan  maridatun
not  believe-I that Hind-acc ill-nom
I don’t believe that Hind is ill
b. ‘ezunnu  ’enna hindan  laysat maridatan
believe-I that Hind-acc is-not ill-acc
I believe that Hind isn’t ill
In the lalter case, the part of the sentence which is negated is its propositional
content; in the former case, what is negated is the modality associated with this
propositional content.

3. Is negation a speech act?

According to some grammarians'® and some linguists,”” negation is a speech
act in the sense that it consists of a denial of some information assumed by the
speaker to be irrelevant. The speaker performing the following two sentences, for
example, assumes that the information carried by the whole scntence and by the
constituent mi‘tafan is irrelevant and, thus, denies it:

(72) a. md gadara ‘ammn al-bayta

not left ‘Amr-nom  the-house-acc

‘Amr didn’t leave the house

b. md  mi‘tafan istarayt

not  coat-acc bought-I

It wasn’t a coat that I bought
A closer look at negative constructions across natural languages shows, however, that
negation cannot be reasonably conceived of as a rcal specch act. The main argument
which can be presented in favour of the claim that negation is not a speech act is the
fact that it may combine with other speech acts like Assertion, Question, Command
and so on. This is witnessed in sentences like (73a-c), for cxample:

" In Ancient Arab linguistic thought, negated imperative constructions are seen as tools for
performing the ect of naky (approximatively transiatable by "prohibition’).

" In his pragmatic study of negative constructions, Givén (1978) tends to regard negation as a
speech act.
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(73) a. lam yuqdbil hdlidun hindan
not met Hilid-nom Hind-acc
Hilid didn’t meet Hind
b. ‘a md  'd‘taytuka  Ikitaba 7

Int-Part not gave-l-you the-book-acc
Didn’t 1 give you the book
c. la tadhul !
not  go-in-you
De't go in
Furthermore, negation may have in its scope a speech act as in scntences (68b)
repeated here for convenience:
(68) b. la ‘a‘iduka ‘annan{ sa'azinuka
not  promise-I-you that-I will visit-I-you
1 don’t promise that I will visit you
If negation is not a speech act, i.e. if it is not comparabic o aileged speech acts like
*Statement’, *Question’, 'Command’,'Promise’ etc, what is its cxact (pragmatic) func-
tional status? For contributing to answer this question, I will make the following as-
sumption: Among the speech acts the speaker can perform by means of linguistic ex-
pressions examined here is that of denying an information assumed by him/her to
be irrelevant with respect to a given setting. He/she can also provide the addressee
with the information he/she assumes to be relevant in the given seiting. The follow-
ing dialogue illustrates the point:
(74) A: a. iftarat  hindun hidd'an
bought Hind-nom shoes-acc
Hind bought shoes
B: b. md hidd'an iftarat  hindun
not  shoes-acc bought Hind-nom
It was not shoes that Hind bought
c. md hidd'an iftarat  hindun bal  mi‘tafan
not shoes-acc bought Hind-nom but  coat-acc
It wasn't shoes that Hind bought, bul a coat
d. mi‘tafan idtarat  hindun la hidd'an
coat-acc bought Hind-nom not  shoes-acc
It was a coat that Hind bought, not shocs
Sentences (74b-d) all are corrective answers to sentence (74a) in the sense that the
speaker B assumes the information carried by the constituent hidd'an to be irrclevant
with respect to the setling within which this dialogue takes place. In (74b), the
irrelevant information is mercly denied; in sentences (74c-d), not only is this
information denicd but it is also replaced by altcrnative information, ie. the
information the speaker assumes to be rclevant with respect to the given setting.
On the basis of these observations, onc can hypothesize that negation is a
syntactic tool expressing the denial of an information assumed, in some sctting, Lo be
irrelevant. In other words, negation is not in itsclf a speech act; it is rather the formal
expression of a speech act which consists of denying some irrclevant information.
Accordingly, what can be conceived of as a speech act in negalive constructions is the
denial performed through these constructions, not the ncgation.
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In the light of this hypothesis, the denial can be viewed as part of a more general
speech act (i.e. a 'macro specch act’) which one can call "Refutation’. This speech act
would consist of two sub-acts (or 'micro-acts’):

(a) The act of denying the irrelevant information (which can be carried by the
whole clause or only by one of its constituents) and (b) the act of giving alternatives,
i.c. the act of replacing the irrelevant information by the information assumed to be
relevant. In this analysis, negation can be conccived of only as a morpho-syntactic
means for expressing the former sub-act, i.e. the act of denial.

4. Towards a functional grammar of negation

In this section I will try to sketch out a grammar of ncgation in Arabic within the
FG framework. Before doing so, I will briefly recall the gencral organization of the
grammar in this theory and the carly proposals made within it for deseribing the
properties of negative constructions in natural languages,

4.1 Functional Grammar: An outlinc

In FG framework, linguistic expressions (i.e. sentences) are derived through
building threc main structures. These are: (a) "predicative structure’, (b) *functional
structure’ and (c) 'constituent structure’,

Predicative structure is a formal representation of the logico-semantic propertics
of the sentence. There are specified: (a) the abstract form of the predicate and its
syntactic category, (b) the *terms’ (arguments and satellites) associated with the
predicate, (c) the semantic functions (Agent, Goal, Recipient...) that terms bear with
respect to the state of affairs designated by the predicate and (d) the operators
associated with the predicate.

(75) &aribat  hindun labanan

drunk  Hind-nom  milk-acc
Hind drunk milk

(76)  [Ind [Perf [Pass farib V (d1fx' : hind (x')) Ag (d1mxC ; laban (x%)) Go]]]
In structure (75), farib, is represented as being a (wo-place verbal predicate taking
the terms hind and laban as its Agent and Goal arguments respectively. In the same
structure, are coded the modal ((Ind(icative)), aspectual ((Perf(ective)) and temporal
((Pas(t)) operators and the operators associated with the two arguments, namely:
'definiteness’ (represented as 'd’), number (rcpresented as '1' for singular’) and
gender (represented as 'm’ for masculine and ' for femining).

The predicative structure is converted into a functional structure through the
application of two sets of rules: (a) the funclions assignment rules and (b) the
predication opcrator specification rules. The terms of the predicative structure arc
assigned two kinds of functions: syntactic functions (Subject and Object) and prag-
matic functions (Topic and Focus). Notice that we distinguish, between two types of
Focus: "Focus of new' and *Focus of contrast’ (cf. Moutaouakil 1984). The former
function is assigned to the term (or the predication) carrying information unknown
to the speaker or the hearer; the latter function is assigned to the term (or the
predication) carrying the information constituting the contrastive difference in the
pragmatic knowlcdge of the speaker and the hearer. The predication operator serves
to indicate the illocutionary force associated with the predication. In Moutaouakil
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1986, T have argued that both the liberal and the implicated illocutionary forces must
be specified by means of the predication operator.

Through these two sets of rules, structure (76) is converted into functional
structure (77):

(77) [Ass [Ind [Perf [Past Sarib V (d1fx' : hind (x')) Ag Subj Top (d1mx* :

laban (x*)) Go Obj Foc new]]]]
The functional structure is mapped onto a constitucnt structure through the applica-
tion of the ’expression rules’ which subsume the following main subsets of rules:

(i) the ’phrase constituency rules’ which determine the way in which terms
(conceived of as logico-semantic structures) are converted into ’phrascs’ (i.e. into
configurational syntactic structures,'®

(ii) the ’predicate constituency rules’ which determine the form in which the
predicate is realized,

(iii) the rules which insert 'relators’ (subordinators and appositions), coordinators
and illocutionary force devices,

(iv) the *placement rules’ which detcrmine the order of constitucnts,

(v) and the 'accent and intonation assignment rules’ which specify the accentual
and intonational features of the structure in which the application of rules (i-iv)
results.

The output of the application of this five subscts of rules is a prephonological
representation of the sentence. Let us show how the “expression rules' function in
converting functional structure (77) into a constituent structurc. By mcans of the
application of *phrase constituency rules’ to functional structure (77), we get structure
(78).

(78) [Ass [Ind [Perf [Past Sarib V {hind} Ag Subj Top (laban} Gp QObj Foc

new]]]] NOM ACC
The comparison between (77) and (78) shows that 'phrase constituency rules’ convert
the terms of the functional structurc into phrases to which are assigned (abstract)
cases according to their syntactic functions.

Structure (78) is, then, converted into structure (79) through the application of
'predicate constituency rules’ which give to the predicate Janib its morpho-syntactic
configuration:

(79) [Ass [$aribat V {hind} Ag Subj Top {laban} Go Obj Foc new]]

NOM ACC

Since the illocutionary force associated with the sentence at hand is an Assertion and
since the predication embodied in this sentence does not bear the pragmatic function
'focus of contrast’, no illocutionary force device is inserted in the initial positional
arca. The resulting structure is thus (80):

(80) [saribat V {hind} Ag Subj Top {laban} Gg Obj Foc ncw]

NOM ACC

I have argued elsewhere (Moutaouakil 1984, 1985) that the positional pattern accord-
ing to which the constituents are ordered in Arabic Verbal sentences is (81);

(81) P4,P2,P1 PO V P SOX,P3

'8 What 1 call 'phrase constituency rules’ is discussed in detail in Moutaouakil (1988).
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In pattern (81), two kinds of positions and "external’ positions. External positions are
the positions occupied by the constituents which do not belong to the predication
proper, i.c., the constituents theme, tail and vocative. These constituents arc basically
located in P2,P3 and P4 respectively according to the general schema (82):
(82) Vocative, theme (i), [iii x iii], Tail

As for the so-called ’internal positions’, they are filled according to the following
procedure: *P1-constituents’ (i.e. subordinators, relative pronouns and illocutionary
force devices) go to the absolute initial position P1; questioned words (i.e.
interrogative pronouns) and the constituents bearing Topic function or Focus of
contrast function occupy the second initial position P0. Rules (83) and (84) have been
formulated to account for the placement of these two kinds of constituents.

(83) P1 constituents > P1
? Pro
(84) Top > PO
Foc contr

Here are some examples illustrating the order of constituents resulting from the
application of rule (83) and rule (84) respectively:
(85) a. hal rafa‘a halidun 7
Int-particle came-back Hilid-nom
Did Halid come back ?
b. 'inna hindan  lugawiyyatun mumitazatun
Foc-particle Hind-acc linguist-nom cxcellent-nom
Hind is surely an exccllent linguist
(86) a. man gabalta 7
Who met-you
Who did you meet ?
b. fi t-magha (Top) Saribin  $ayan
in the-cafe-gen drank-1 (eca-acc
In the cafe, 1 drank tea
¢. §dyan (Foc contr) Sarbtu
tea-acc drunk-1
It was tea that I drank
The three positions V, S and O are filled by the verbal predicate and the constituents
bearing Subject and Object functions, according to rules (87 a-c):

(87) a. Verb >V
b. Subj > §
c.- Obj > 0

PT is a ’special’ position'” which may be occupied, under certain conditions, by the
constituent bearing the Topic function or by the constituent which must be preposed
according to the so-called "Lipoc’ principle.” Sentences (88 a-b) illustrate the point:

1o Arguments in favour of postulating this position are given in Moutacuakil (forthcoming, a).

o According to the principle of ‘language independent preferred order of constituents’, the
constituents are ordered with respect to their categorial complexity, so that the more complex constitu-
ents tend to be placed after the less complex ones.
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(88) a. Saribati IHlabana (Top) hindun
drank  the-milk-acc ~ Hind-nom
Hind drunk milk
b. 'ahzana hindan ‘ann ‘amran  gadara  r-ribdta®
saddened Hind-acc that “Amr-ace left Rabat-ace
Hind was saddened by the fact that “Amr left Rabat
As for X, it is conceived of as the positional arca (containing more than one posi-
tion) within which are located all the constituents which have not any syntactic nor
any pragmatic functions enabling them to be placed in a special position. The general
rule responsible for the placement of this kind of constituents is formulated as
follows:
(89) X-constituents > X
In sentence (90), for example, the constituents al-yawma and [7 [-maghd both oc-
cupy the X positional area according to rule (89):
(90) gabalat  zaynabu hindan  al-yawma [T l-maqhd
met Zaynab-nom Hind-acc today-acc in the cafe-gen
Zaynab met Hind today in the cafe
Let us turn now to the unordered structure (80). Through the application of place-
ment rules (87 a-c) the verb faribat and the constituents iind and laban bearing the
syntactic functions Subject and Object are placed in the positions V.S and O respec-
tively resulting in structure (91):
(91) [faribat [hind] [laban])
This structure becomes a [ully specificd constituent structure through the application
of the *accent and intonation assignment rules’ (which will not be explicitly discussed
here).

4.2 Negation in Functional Grammar

What should one notice then? First of all is the fact that negative constructions
have not received, until now, great interest within the FG framework. Aside from
some general assumptions about the formal representation of negative operators
made in Dik’s writings (1978, 1989), one docs not find, as far as I can judge, any
concrete study of the phenomenon of ncgation in the functional literature.

In the remainder of this study, I will give an outline of an approach of Arabic
negative constructions compatible with the organization of the grammar in FG.

4.2.1 Negative operalors

The best way to formalize negation within the FG framework is Lo represent it
by means of operators at the predicative structure level. As far as Arabic negative
constructions are concerned, three negative operators can be distinguished: *predicale
negative operator’, "predication negative operator’ and term negative operalor’.

! In sentence (RB0), the ohject constituent hindan precedes the subject constituent ‘anna “anwan
gddara r-ribdta beeause the laticr constituent is categorically more complex than the former. The func-
tionally motivated ordering of these two constituenis would lead to the following highly marked construc-
tion:

(xii) 717??  ‘ahzana ‘anna  ‘amran fddara r-vibdia hindan

saddened  that ‘Amr-ace  left Rabat-acc  Hind-acc
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4.2.1.1 Predicate negative operator
In the predicative structure underlying somec negative sentences, a negative
operator (noted Neg) is added to the combination of predicate operators repre-
senting the mood, aspect and tense features of the predicate. According to this
analysis, the predicate structure underlying sentence (92), for cxample, can be repre-
sented as (93):
(92) lam tas$rab  hindun labanan
not drinks Hind-nom milk-acc
Hind didn’t drink milk '
(93) [Neg [Ind [Perf [Past farib V (d1fx' : hind (x")) Ag (d1mx® : laban (x%))
Gollll

4.2.1.2 Predication negative operator
In the predicative structures of some other negative scnlences, namely those
containing the negative particle md, negation is coded by means of a predication
negative operator (also notcd Neg). This representation differs from that adopted
above in that the operator Neg does not belong to the combination of the predicate
operators. It is rather a part of the combination of the potential predication operators
as it becomes clear from predicative structure (95) which can be regarded as
representing the underlying structure of sentence (94):
(94) md  Saribat  hindun labanan
not drank  Hind-nom milk-acc
Hind didn’t drink milk
(95) [Neg ([Ind [Perf [Past Sarib V]|]) (d1fx' : hind (x')) Ag (d1mx* : laban
() Goj

4.2.1.3 Term negative opcrator
In section 1 [ have pointed out that the ncgative particle /7 attaches to the
constituent functioning as Subject in negative constructions like (96):
96) la (aliba gd'ibun
not  student-acc absent-nom
No student is absent
It goes without saying that in this kind of constructions the ncgative particle must be
represented in the underlying predicative structure as an operator belonging to the
combination of operators associated with the negated term. According to this concep-
tion, the predicative structure of sentence (96) would be something like (97):
(97) [Ind [Imperf [Pres ga'ib A (Neg ilmx': talib(x")) Po]||
To sum up: the particles used in MSA to express negation are represented at the
(underlying) predicative structure level by means of three kinds of operators:
predicate operator, predication operator and term operator, This analysis scems to
me more adequate than any other analysis backed by the assumption that negative
particles can be represented in the underlying structure by one (and only onc)
abstract negative marker attached to the S-node, the Aux-nodc or the determiner
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node of some constituent.? Such an analysis would necessarily imply the use of
transformational rules which permit to incorporate the ncgative morpheme into the
negated constitucnt. The analysis we have adopted does not need any transforma-
tional rule for it basically specifies the location of the negative morpheme, i.c. it
determines in the underlying structure itself the constituent to which this morpheme
will be attached. This same property prevents it from gencrating structures which are
never actually realized.

4.2.2 Negative operators and the scope of negation

As shown in section 2, some constituents may fall under the scope of the negative
particle even if this particle is not directly attached to them. This implies, in terms
of the analysis sketched out in the previous subsection, that some negative operators
(namely predicate operator and predication operator) may have in their scope the
constituent (the predicate or the whole predication) to which they attach or some
other constituent, Recall that the particle md, although it functions as a predication
operator, may take in its scope the whole predication to which it attaches or onc of
its constituents as it becomes clear from the comparison of sentences (98 a-c):

(98) a. md gadarat hindun al-madinata

not left Hind-nom  the-city-acc
Hind hasn’t left the city
b. md  gadibat  hindun
not  got angry Hind-nom
Hind didn’t get angry
c. md dagagan ‘akalat  hindun
not  chicken ate Hind-nom
It wasn't chicken that Hind ate
To deal with the problems of the scope of negation within the FG framcwork, T will
make the following general proposals:

(i) In the case of constructions like (96) repeated here convenience:

(96) Ia tdliba ga'ibun

not  student-acc absent-nom

No student is absent
The constituent to which the negative particle is attached is the constituent falling
under the scope of negation, whatever its pragmatic function is.”

(ii) In the case of the constructions containing a negative particle attached to the
whole predication (i.e. the particle md) or to the predicate (i.e. the particles lam, lan,
Id...), it is the constituent (i.e. the predication, the predicate or one of the terms) to
which the pragmatic function Focus is assigned that is taken in the scope of negation,
as predicted by principle (65).

According to the negation-Focus connection, the functional structures of sen-
tences (98a), (98b) and (98c) can be represented as (99),(100) and (101) respectively:

o An overview of the main analysis proposed, since 1960, within the various generalive transforma-
tional theories, is given in Lasnik (1976).

B As is noticed above, the pragmatic function that the negated constituent bears in constructions like
(96) is in fact the focus of contrast.



Negative Constructions 289

(99)  [Ass [Neg {[Ind [Perf [Past gddar VIII} (difx' : hind (x')) Ag Subj Top
(d1fx* : madmat (X)) Go Obj] Foc ncw]

(100) [Ass [Neg {[Ind [Perf [Past gadib VII1} Foc contr (d1fx' : hind (x')) Po
Subj Top]]

(101) [Ass [Neg { [Ind [Perl [Past 'ake VIII} (d1fx' ; hind (x')) Ag Subj Top
(d1mx’ : dagag (x’)) Go Obj Foc contr|]

In all functional structures (99-101), the negalive operator is represented as a
predication operator. Its scope, however, is not the same in these three structures,
In (99), it takes in its scope the entire predication whercas in (100) and (101) only
one clement of the predication falls under its influence, i.c. the predicate and the
second argument respectively. The difference in scope between the three functional
structures under examination lics in which clement the pragmatic function Focus is
assigned to.

(iii) A functional structure containing a ncgative operator and an clement (a
predicate, a predicatior: or a term) bearing the Focus function must be interpreted
on the basis that the negated element (i.e. the clement taken in the scope of the
negative operator) is that clement to which the Focus function is assigned.

(iv) It is commonly admitted that the notion of the scope of negation is con-
nected with the linear order of constituents so that the ncgative morpheme can take
in its scope only one of the constituents which precede the negative morpheme are
outside its scope.

This obscrvation scems Lo pose a problem for FG in the sense that in this gram-
mar the structure in which the scope relationships are represented is unordered. This
means that this kind of relationships should be represented only at the "constituent
structure" level, i.e. after the constituents have been ordered. In this case, we must
provide FG with an ad hoc interpretive scmantic component which would opcrate on
the output of the placcment rules.

This problem vanishes, however, when we keep in mind (he following obscrva-
tions: First, the scope of negation is connected, as shown above, with the pragmatic
function Focus. Second, the connection between negation and Focus holds whatever
the order of the constituent is: The focused constituent falls under the scope of the
negative particle when it follows this particle as well as when it precedes it. Third,
the constituents which are always outside (he scope of negation are functionally
marked: Thesc arc (a) the 'external’ constituents theme and tail which never fall
under the influence of the negative particle (this particle as stated above, can (ake
in its scopc only the predication proper or one of its elements) and (b) the internal
elements bearing the pragmatic function of Topic.

From these observations, it follows that the negalive scope relationships can be
captured at the level of an unordered but functionally specified structure similar to

2 As already mentioned, topic constituents never fall under the influence of the negative particle even
when they follow it,
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the functional structure proposed within the FG framcwork, only on the basis of the
negative morpheme-focused constituent connection.”

(v) As for the complex sentences within which the negated constituent is the
higher clause expressing the illocutionary force or the modality, they can be
represented, at the functional level, as complex predications with a negative operator
taking in its scope the first (higher) predication. The functional structures underlying
sentences (68b) and (71a) repeated here for convenicnce are structures (102) and
(103) respectively:

(68) b. la ‘a‘iduka ‘annani  sa'azinika

not promise-l-you that-1 will-visit-I-you
1 don’t promise you that I will visit you
(71) a. la ‘azunnu  ‘anna hindan  maridatun
not believe-l that Hind-ace il-nom
I don’t believe that Hind is ill

(102) [{Neg [Ind [Imperf [Pres waad V (d1mx' : 1p(x')) Po Subj Topl]]]} Foc
contr (Subx?; [Ind [Imper( [Fut zar V (d1mx : 1p(xj)) Ag Subj (d1mx*
: 2p(xk)) Go Objl]] (7)) Go Obj|

(103) [Ass {Neg [Ind [Imperf [Pres zann V (dimx' : 1p(x')) Po Subj Top]]i}
Foc (Subx? : [Ind [Imperf [Pres [maridat A (dif¥ : hind(xj)) Po
Subjl]] () Go Obj

o Contrary to expectation, this analysis is not faced by the famous problem of the scope differences
involved in constructions containing both a negative particle and a quantifier. In MSA the quantifier falls
under the scope of negation when it is focused, as is usually the case, whatever its position with respect
to the negative particle is. The following sentences illustrate the point:

(dii) a. fam ‘uqabil kulla t-taldmidi
not met-1  all-ace the-pupils-gen
1t was not all the pupils that I met
b. kulla  t-taldmidi lam ‘ugdbil

all-acc  the-pupils-gen  not met-1

It was not all the pupils that [ met
In negative constructions where it is not focused (i.c. where it bears the pragmatic function Topic), the
quantified constituent escapes from the influence of the negative particle as in (xiv a-b):

(xiv) a. kulla  t-taldmidi lam ‘eqdbithum
all-acc  the-pupils-gen  not met-I-them
All the pupils, 1 didn’t meet
b. kulla  t-taldmidi lam ‘ugdbil

all-acc  the-pupils-gen  not met-I

All the pupils, I didn’t meet
When the quantifier is a part of an external constituent (i.c. a Theme or a Tail), needless to say that it
is outside the scope of negation since it does not belong to the predication proper. This becomes clear
from the following sentences;

(xv) a. kulla  ttaldmidi, larm ‘ugdbilhum
all-nom the-pupils-gen  not met-I-them
As for all the pupils, 1 didn’t meet them W
b. fam ‘ugdbil at-taldmida, kullahuim
not met-1  the-pupils-gen  all-acc-them

I didn't meet all of the pupils
From these observations, one can deduce that negation-quantifier relationships do not conslitute a
co ple to the analysis striving to account for the scope of negation independently of the order
of constituents.
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In both structures (102) and (103), negation is represented by means of a
negative operator attached to the predicate of the higher predication. This
representation is backed by the idea that only the higher predication (i.e. the
predication designating the illocutionary force or the modality) falls under the scope
of negation. This is not, however, the case of all occurrences of negated complex
sentences with a higher verb expressing modality. Sentence (71b) for example, can
be understood on the basis that it is synonymous with sentence (104) where the
negated constituent is the lower clause, not the higher one:

(104) ‘azunnu  ’anna hindan  laysat maridatun

believe-I that Hind-acc is-not ill-nom
1 believe that Hind isn't ill

This phenomenon can be accounted for in terms of the general principle stated
in (65). The negative particle kinds the higher predication if this predication is fo-
cused; otherwise it leaps over and takes in its scope the lower predication. Thus, sen-
tence (71a), when interpreted as synonymous with (104) has as underlying structure,
structure (105) not structure (103):

(105) [Ass {Neg [Ind [Imperf [Pres zann V (dImx' : 1p(x')) Po Subj Top}

(Subx’ : [Ind [Imperf [Pres maridat A (d1fx' : hind (x)) Po Subj]]]
(x*)) Go Obj Foc]|
Again, notice that the Necgation-Focus connection, as understood within the FG
framework, prevents us from using additional and perhaps ad hoc rules for describing
the scope properties of ncgative constructions.

4.2.3 Formal realization of negative operators

In this subjection, I will be concerned with the expression rules responsible for
the mapping of functional structures containing negative operators into constituent
structures with negative particles. In other words, 1 will formulate the rules
determining the way in which (abstract) negative operators are converted into actual
negative particles.

4.23.1 Term operators

Recall that term operators are converted into determiners (definite (or indefinite)
articles, numerators, demonstratives, quantificrs etc...) through the application of a
subset of what I proposed to call *phrase constituency rules’. By means of this subset
of rules, the negative operator (Neg) allached to the negated term in the functional
structure underlying constructions like (97) is replaced by the negative particle /4.
The rule responsible for this conversion can be formulated in the following way:

(106) [@ (Negix: ... (x))) Subj] =

[o (ldx .. (x)) Subj]

4.2.3.2 Predicate operator

As mentioned above, the predicate gels its actual morpho-syntactic form by
means of the 'predicate constituency rules’. These rules operate according to the
information coded in the functional structure, i.c. namely the indicators of mood,
aspect and tense features. Among this subsct of rules, T will postulate rules which
determine the formal expression of Lhe predicate negative operator, i.c. the negative
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particles onto which the (abstract) predicate negative operator is mapped. On the
basis of the observations made in section 1, these rules can be formulated as follows:
(107) [Ass [Ind [Perf [Past @V [yaf“al] ..]J]] =
(108) [Ass {Neg [Ind [Perf [Past @V [yafal]]]]} .. | =
[Ass {lam [Ind [Perf [Past ¢V [yaf<al|]]]} .. |
(109) [Ass {Neg [Ind [Imperf [Pres oV [yafal]]]]} .. | =
[Ass {{d [Ind [Imperf [PreseV [yafal]]]]) .. ]
(110) [Ass {Neg [Ind [Imperf [Fut ¢V .. ]]]} .. ] =
[Ass {lan [Ind [Imperf [Fut V ... ]]]} .. ]
(111) [Juss {Neg [[Imperf [Pres @V [fa‘al]]]]} .. =
[Juss {/a [[Imper( [Pres @V [fa‘al]]]]} .. |

4.2.3.3 Predication operator

Recall that I have assumed above that the negative construclions introduced by
the particle md must have as underlying representation a structure containing a
predication negative operator. Recall also that this particle is more likely used in
negative constructions with a fa‘al verbal predicate, ic. a predicate having as its
operators the combination Indicative-Perfective-Past, or a non-verbal predicate.

In these two claims arc tenable, the rule responsible for the insertion of the
particle md can be formulated in the following way:

(112) [Neg {[Ind [Perf [Pastev [faal]]]]} .] =

[ma {[Ind [Perf [Past @-v [faal]]]]]} ... ]
Q-v

4.2.3.4 laysa inscrtion

I have shown above, that laysa is a "hybrid’ catcgory in the sensc that it functions
as a copular verb and a negative morpheme at once. Being a copular verb expressing
the aspectual and tensal features that non-verbal predicates cannot indicate by
themselves laysa is inserted at the constituent structure level by means of a predicate
constituency rule which I called elsewhere (Moutaouakil 1988) 'copula insertion rule’.
Kecping in mind the propertics of laysa discussed in section 1, we can formulate the
rule responsible for the insertion of this particle as follows:

(113) [Neg {[Ind [Imperf [Prcs @]]]} .. | =

[laysa v ¢..]

4.2.4 The order of constiluents in negative constructions

The order of constituents is determined by a subsct of rules, the ‘placement
rules’, according to the positional pattern(s) assumed to be relevant in the language
under examination, I will concentrate here on those placement rules which determine
the ordering of (a) negative particles and (b) the negated constitucnts.

4241 Negative particles placement
The negative particle /£ attached to onc of the terms of the predication is placed
in the initial position of that term as a determiner according to the general phrase
constituency rule (114):
(114) [Det, Head, Mod] = [Det Head Mod]
where: Det = Determiner; Mod = Modifier.
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(114) is the rule responsible for the placement of /4 in constructions like (96)
repeated here [or convenience:
(96) ld taliba gd'ibun
not student-acc absent-nom
No student is absent
The particles that can be attached to the predicate, i.e. /g, lam and lan, function, as
shown above, as predicate operators and thus form onc constituent with that predi-
cate. This complex constituent is placed in the position of the verbal predicate ac-
cording to rule (89a) repeated here for convenience:
(89a) Verb >V
The negative copular verb /aysa occupics, as all copular verbs, the position COP
according to positional pattern (115):
(115) P4,P2,P1 PO COP So(0) X.P3
The rule responsible for the placement of copular verbs can be formulated as follows:
(116) Copular verb > COP
As for the particle md, it occupics, as a predication operator, the absolute initial
position in the predication proper, i.e. the position P1. The rule which is assumed to
account for the placcment of this particle is rule (84) repeated here for convenience:
(84) P1 - constitucnts > P1

4.2.4.2 Negated constituents placement
As far as Arabic negative constructions are concerned, we can slate that, in
general, negation plays no role in the ordering of constituents. In other words, the
constituents are ordered in both negative and non-negative constructions according
to the same parameters.
Bearing usually the pragmatic function "focus of contrast’ the negated constituent
is more likely located in the sccond initial position within the predication proper, i.e.
the position P0. thus the constituents zaydan, hindan, al-labana and kitdban occupy
the initial position in sentences (117a-d) because they bear the Focus of contrast
function:
(117) a. zaydan lam ‘uqabil
Zayd-acc not  met-1
It is Zayd that I didn't meet
b. hindan lan  ‘ugéhila
Hind-acc not  will-meet-1
It is Hind that T will not meet
c. al-labana la ‘afrabu
the-milk-ace not  drink-1
It is milk that I don't drink
d. ma  kitdban  katabtu
not  book-ace wrote-1
It isn’t a book that I wrote
The responsible for the placement of these constitucnts is the general rule which
determines the position of focused constituents. This rule has been formulated above
as (84):
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Pro
(84) I: Foc > PO

Top
where: ?Pro = Interrogative pronoun

Summary and Conclusions:

In MSA negation may be expressed by more than one (simple or complex) nega-
tive particle. The use of these particles is determined by interacting parameters,
namely (a) the illocutionary force associated with the sentence, (b) the mood, aspect
and tense feature of the predicate, (c) the categorial status and the form of predicate,
(d) the scope of negation and (e) the position which may be occupied by the negative
morpheme. Negation can take in its scope the (a) whole sentence, (b) one of its
constituents, or (c) the (higher) clause expressing the illocutionary force or the
modality associated with the propositional content of the sentence.

Aside from peculiar negative constructions where the ncgative particle (/@)
attaches to the negated constituents, ncgation takes in its scope the constituent
carrying the contrastive information ie. the constituent in Focus. There are grounds
to believe that negation is not in itself a speech act. Rather it is a morpho-syntactic
device that natural languages use to express the speech act of denial which in turn
consists of a "sub-act’ of a macro-speech act one call ‘relutation’.

These propertics of negative constructions in MSA can be fruitfully approached
in terms of FG. Within this framework, ncgative particles are represenied in the
underlying structure as (a) predicate operators, (b) predication operators or (¢) term
operators.

The scope relationships are captured in this structure through the negative
operator-Focus of contrast connection. The formal realization of negative operators
(i.e. their conversion into negative particles) is accounted for by means of three
subsets of 'expression rules”: "phrase constituency rules’, ’predicate constituency rules’
and 'md insertion rules’. This approach has over analyses proposed within other
frameworks the following advantages:

(i) It describes in a principled way the interaction of the pragmatics, the se-

mantics and the syntax of negative constructions;

(ii) It represents in an explicit manner the connection between negation and
the communicative act it is used to express;

(iii) It provides a representation of the scope propertics of negative construc-
tions which prevents the use of undesirable (transformational) rules or in-
terpretive devices based on sequential relationships between constituents;

(iv)  With such a representation, it is possiblc to account for the scope relation-
ships in negative constructions in a greater number of natural languages.
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