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other Arabic varieties, Standard Arabic (SA) and Hail Arabic (HA) permit the subject to occur
re the verb and object, yielding a Subject-Verb-Object (SVO) order, or intervening between the

ject in HA, drawing on Chomsky’s (1995) Minimalist Program (MP) and Rizzi’'s (1997)
thesis. Data from HA indicate that subjects exhibit a range of pragmatic interpretations,

Keywords: Standard Arabic, Hail Arabic, subject, topic phrase, minimalist program.
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Introduction: 2007; Aoun et al., 2010; Fakih, 2016; Alshammari,

_ ) ) 2023, among many others). SA has two common

Since the introduction of Chomsky's Prnci \yord orders: Subject-Verb-Object (SVO) order and

ples and Parameters (P&P; Chomsky, 1981, 198Gerh-Subject-Object (VSO) order. Consequently,
1991)., subject analysis ha_s received agreat dealigk subject can appear in a preverbal position, pro
attention. In Standard Arabic (SA), for mstance,—sutblucing an SVO order (1a), or in a postverbal-posi

ject-verb alternation and agreement asymmetries &g, resulting in a VSO order (1b), see (1a-b).
a central issue that has attracted much attention over

the last few decades (cf. Fassi Fehri, 1993, 2012; (Note that glossing and transliteration in this
Ouhalla, 1994, 1997; Benmamoun, 1992, 200Qaper were unified. The transliteration follows the
Mohammad, 1990, 2000; Aoun et al., 1994; Soltarinternational Phonetic Alphabet (IPA) system).

(1) a. ?al-?awlaad-u gara?-uu ?ad-dars-a SVO
the-boys-NOM read. PST-PL.M the-lesson-ACC
‘The boys read the lesson.’
b. gara?a ?al-?awlaad-u ?ad-dars-a VSO
read. PST.SG.M the-boys-NOM the-lesson-ACC

Intended meaning: ‘The boys read the lessorsubject. In other words, only definite subjects
(Soltan, 2007, p. 34-35) are allowed to occur preverbally (1a). When
indefinite subjects linearly appear before the

It should be noted that the preverbal subjegierp, this yields an unacceptable sentence as
position in SA is sensitive to the type of thepy shows.

(2) *walad-un gara?a ?ad-dars-a
boy-NOM read.PST.3SG.M the-lesson-ACC
‘A boy read the lesson.’

SA, however, does not impose such-a re.e., both definite (1b) and indefinite subjects
striction on subjects that appear postverballypay follow the verb, see (3).

(3) gara?a walad-un ?ad-dars-a
read. PST.3SG.M boy-NOM the-lesson-ACC
Intended meaning: ‘A boy read the lesson.’

In addition to overt preverbal subjects (cffollowing sentences with overt subjects (see set
(1a)) and postverbal subjects (cf. (1b)), SA ala, examples 4 and 5) alongside their counterparts
lows for null, non-overt subjects. Consider thewith null subjects (see set b, examples 4 and 5).

(4) a. ?al-?awlaad-u gara?-uu ?ad-dars-a
the-boys-NOM read. PST-PL.M the-lesson-ACC
‘The boys read the lesson.’
b. gara?-uu ?ad-dars-a

read. PST-PL.M the-lesson-ACC
Intended meaning: ‘They (the boys) read the lesson.’

(5) a. ?al-banaat-u gara?-na ?ad-dars-a
the-girls-NOM read. PST-PL.FEM the-lesson-ACC
‘The girls read the lesson.’
b. gara?-na ?ad-dars-a
read.PST-PL.FEM the-lesson-ACC

Intended meaning: ‘They (the girls) read the lesson.’

Intended meaning: ‘They (the girls) readuu (bolded) bears plural masculine features,

the lesson.’ whereas the suffix -na (bolded) in (5b) bears
] . plural feminine features. The subject-verb al

SA has rich morphology paradigms. Aserpation, together with the fact that SA is a

such, the identity of the subject can easily bgy| supject language, raises two crucial gues
recovered from the morphemes suffixed to thgons outlined below.

verb. In other words, the phi features of the
subject which reveal its identity can surface (6) a. Are preverbal DPs genuine subjects
on the verb. For example, in (4b), the suffixoccupying Spec, TP? Or are they left-peripher

2025 25
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al constituents occupying a position in the In this paper, | will argue against the notion
CP domain? that only definite subjects can occur in a prever
al subject position. Data from HA show that
oth definite and indefinite subjects can occupy
' the preverbal position, see (7a) and (7b), respec

tively. (Note that there is a pause that occurs after

In fact, the studies on the position of subjectthe preverbal definite subject in (7a). This pause

in Arabic have occupied a large body of researcis orthographically represented by a comma)
over the last few decades, and continue to be an
intriguing topic at present. Researchers have de D fDW' W'XOODDE U%VLP X
voted considerable attention accounting for the -
subject-verb alternation attested in SA and other the-students  draw.PST-PLM the-painting

b. Are postverbal DPs genuine subjects Locag
ed in Spec, VP? Or are they located in Spec
TP, while the verb is in the CP domain?

varieties of Arabic. In VSO order, for instance, ‘The students drew the painting.’
where the subject occurs after the verb, there is

almost a general consensus among researchers E W' XOODDE U%VLP X
that a postverbal subject is a genuine subject, .
occupying Spec, VP (Benmamoun, 2000; -Fas students  draw.PST-PL.M the-painting

si Fehri, 1993; Al-Shorafat, 2012). By contrast,
there is a lack of consensus regarding the nature

of the preverbal subject. Basically, there are two | spite of the fact that (7a) and (7b) appear
views in the literature: the first view considersstructurally the same, the interpretation of the
a preverbal determiner phrase DP to be a topigybjects is different. Data from HA reveal that
rather than a real subject (cf. Al-Balushi, 2011gypjects have a mix of interpretations. More
2012; Al-Horais 2009; Bakir 1980; Plunkettspecifically, (7a) shows that definite subjects
1993; Akkal 1996; Aoun et al.,, 2010; Soltan, | WDOLFL]J]HG KDYH DQ $% LQWHUSL
2007), whereas the second view believes thatgsely topic reading, whereas indefinite subjects
preverbal DP should be analyzed as a real subjgft (7b) have a neutral interpretation (see-sub
(cf. Benmamoun, 2000; Koopman & Sportichegection 3.2 for empirical evidences that support
1991; Mohammad, 1990, 2000; Ouhalla, 1994}his view). In addition to the topic and neutral
Despite disagreements on the interpretation @gadings, definite and indefinite subjects may

the preverbal subject, both views agree that thepress a contrastive focus reading (bolded) as
preverbal DP in SVO order is located in Spec, TRhown in (8a-b).

‘Students drew the painting.’

(8) a.?at-t‘ullaab mahu ?2al-mdarrsiin ?alli rasim-u ?al-luhah
the-students  not the-teachers that draw.PST-PL.M the-painting
‘The students (not the teachers) drew the painting.’
b. tfullaab mahu mdarrsiin ?alli rasim-u ?al-luhah
students not the-teachers that draw.PST-PL.M the-painting
‘Students (not teachers) drew the painting.’

Like other Arabic varieties, HA is a null which the subjects are overtly expressed, and
subject language, permitting the omission of théneir corresponding null subject counterparts in
subject. This is illustrated in (9a) and (10a), in(9b) and (10b).

(9) a. (?at%)-t‘ullaab rasim-u ?al-luhah
the-students draw.PST-PL.M the-painting
‘(The male) students drew the painting.’
b. rasim-u ?al-luhah
draw.PST-PLM the-painting
Intended meaning: ‘They drew the painting.’
(10) a. (?at®)- t'aalibaat rasim-an ?al-luhah
the-students draw.PST-PL.FEM the-painting
‘(The female) students drew the painting.’
b. rasim-an ?al-luhah

draw.PST-PL. FEM the-painting
Intended meaning: ‘They drew the painting.’

In light of the preceding discussion of HA, I (11) i. Indefinite DPs are genuine subjects
will propose the following claims: situated in the TP domain, more precisely in

@ 2025 25
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Spec, SubjP (see section three), whereas defi 2. SA: Subject position in SVO and VSO
nite DPs are instances of topic phrase located orders

the CP  domain, more precisely in Spec, TopP. 2 1 Supject position in SVO order

ii. Both definite and indefinite DPs thatap ~ AS noted in section one, the position and na
SHDU WR WKH OHIW RI fD O OWrqWROVEYEPK SHPIRFLrReginadebatable
contrastive focus phrases, thus they are loca@pic in the literature. Two competing analyses

FocP. subject. The first view posits that the preverbal

subject should be analyzed as a genuine subject,

The rest of the paper proceeds as followgase-generated in Spec, VP, and subsequently
Section two provides a review of prior analysesaised to Spec, TP to satisfy the Extended Projec
on the positions and properties of the subjegton Principle (EPP) property of T (see the solid
in SVO and VSO orders in SA. Section thregine that shows subject movement in (13)). The
is dedicated to HA and is divided into threeyerb is assumed to move from V to T to check
subsections: The first subsection gives a brighe tense feature (see the dotted line in (13)) (c.f.,
overview of HA, while the second and the thirde g., Benmamoun, 2000; Koopman & Sportiche,
subsections examine the properties and syntaggg1; Mohammad, 1990, 2000; Ouhalla, 1994).
tic positions of the subject in SVO and VSOunder this view, (1a), repeated below as (12)
orders, respectively. Section four concludesor convenience, will have the derivation shown

the paper. along the lines in (13).
(12) ?al-?awlaad-u g-ara?-uu ?ad-dars-a
the-boys-NOM read. PST-PL.M the-lesson-ACC
“The boys read the lesson.’
(13)

TP

/N

DpP X

?al-?awlaad-u /\

T VP

gara?-uu

t /\
A% DP
t ?ad-dars-a
o

On the other hand, the proponents of the secoitds assumed that there is a null pro in Spec, VP
view believe that the preverbal DP encodes dighat is bound by a topic phrase in Spec, TP (cf. Al-
course-related information (i.e., topic interpretaBalushi, 2011, 2012; Al-Horais 2009; Bakir 1980;
tion). As such, it is assumed that the preverbal DPlunkett 1993; Akkal 1996; Aoun et al., 2010;-Sol
is not a genuine subject but should be analyzed &, 2007). Under this premise, (12) will have the
a topic, base-generated in Spec, TP. Furthermowgrivation shown in (14).
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TP

DP T

2al-7awlaad-u /\

ik VP

garar-uu /\

N \

\
N\
\“‘ p ro /\
\,

v DP
?ad-dars-a

P
-——e _,

2.2 Subject in VSO order mamoun, 2000; Fassi Fehri, 1993; Al-Shorafat,

Unlike the preverbal DP, whose interpfeta2012)' Based on this proposal, (1b), repeated in

tion is still debated, contemporary linguists agret(;\ls)’ will have the derivation given in (16).

that the postverbal DP in VSO order is a genuine JDUDFD fDO fDZODDG X
subject. However, there are two views regarding

the position of the DP appearing after the verb. read.PST.SG.M the-boys-NOM the-lesson-

For one proposal, VSO order results from verlACC

movement to T, leaving the subject in its base )

(canonical) position (i.e., Spec, VP) (cf. Ben  Intended meaning: ‘The boys read the lesson.

(16)

TP
/N
Spec /T’\

T VP

gara?a

A

! DP v’
! ?al-?awlaad-u

v DP
| ot ?ad-dars-a

The second type of analysis assumes that tbeder, it has been refuted by several authors be
verb is located in the CP range (i.e., above TPgause it lacks a sloid theoretical basis. In other
while the subject is located in Spec, TP (cf. Aounvords, from a minimalist standpoint, head move
et al.,, 1994; Aoun et al.,, 2010; Alshammariment must be explicitly justified (cf. Chomsky,
2023; Ouhalla, 1994). To elaborate, Aoun et all995). Under Aoun et al’'s analysis, however, it
(2010) assume that VSO results from two oveiis unclear what triggers verb movement into the
movements: the subject moves from Spec, VP t§ head in the CP domain. Recently, Alshammari
Spec, TP, and the verb moves cyclically from \(2023) provides a new insight into the verb move
to T, then from T to X, the head of XP, a highement into the CP domain. He builds his proposal
projection in the CP domain. Although Aoun eton the fact that Arabic distinguishes two types
al’'s analysis correctly captures the facts in VSORI VHQWHQFHY L fDO GdXPPODK fD(
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nominal sentence’ (i.e., a sentence that begingith a verb). The two types of sentences are giv
ZLWK D QRXQ DQG LL fDO e dnX(Pap and Kb), Depedted @ (1@A)Kand (17b)
‘the verbal sentence’ (i.e., a sentence that begifer convenience.’

(17) a. ?al-?awlaad-u gara?-uu ?ad-dars-a
the-boys-NOM read. PST-PL.M the-lesson-ACC
‘The boys read the lesson.’
b. gara?a ?al-?awlaad-u ?ad-dars-a
read.PST.SG.M the-boys-NOM the-lesson-ACC

Intended meaning: ‘The boys read the lesson.’

Based on this distinction, Alshammari assumegues that, in verb-initial clauses (cf. (15b)), the F
that there must be a functional phrase (FP) situaiead is endowed with a strong verbal feature (+V)
ed above TP but below CP that types a sentenadich forces the verb to move from T into F in the
as verbal or nominal. Follows from this, he armanner shown in (18) below (see the dotted lines).

18)

# 5

F TP
[+V] 4
garaza / \
DP T

A

?al—?a\vlaad—u/’\
| 9

DP
‘?ad-dars-a

Looking at (18), VSO order is achieved byer Arabic varieties, HA has a rich morphological
moving the verb from V to F via T to check thesystem. There are a number of affixes such-as in
verbal feature on F, and moving the subject frorflectional markers for gender, person and number
Spec, VP into Spec, TP to check the EPP featuasd clitics suffixed to the nouns and prepositions.
on T. Like SA, HA exhibits two common word order

_ _ ) ) ~ permutations: SVO and VSO. The predominant
_ Following the d|scus§|on of subject der_'Vat'Of(unmarked) word order in HA, contrary to SA, is
in SVO and VSO orders in SA, the focus will nowan SvO word order. Under certain pragmatic-con

shift to HA. The subsequent section will exploreyitions, other word orders are also permissible.
how the subject is derived in SVO and VSO orders

in HA. In the following section, we will explore the

_ _ distribution and properties of the subject in HA.
3. Hail Arabic (HA)

) 3.2 HA: Subject position in SVO
3.1 HA: an overview

) ) . ) _ . Asnoted in section one, unlike SA, HA permits
Hail Arabic (HA) is a subdialect of Najdi hoth definite and indefinite DPs to occur before

Arabic spoken in Hail city, northern part of Saudine verb without any restrictions, see (7a) and (7b),
Arabia (Alshamari, 2017; Jarrah & Zibin, 2016;repeated in (19a) and (19b).

Alshammari 2022, 2024). All dialects belonging

to the Najdi group share the same morphological D fD W' W'XOODDE U%VLP >
and lexical features with slight phonological-dif o

ferences. According to Alshammari (2022), HAis  the-students  draw.PST-PL.M  the-painting

spoken by around 600.000 people. Similar te oth The students drew the painting.’
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E W' XOODDE U%VLP X information (i.e., inforhta@mnOnkieiDkas already
students draw.PST-PL.M  the-paintingPeen mentioned in the discourse and hence is
familiar to the hearer). In this connection, let us
contextualize indefinite and definite DPs to see the
In spite of the fact that (19a) and (19b) looksemantic/pragmatic interpretation associated with
linearly the same in that both definite and definit€ach, see the contrast between (20) and (21).
DPs occur in a preverbal position, their interpre  (20) (Context: a father and his son are talking

tations differ. To elaborate, from a discourse pebout an assignment (drawing a painting) given by
spective, only topicalized DPs can express old teacher to the students)

‘Students drew the painting.’

(21) Speaker A (a son): ?al-mdarris ~ gaal I-?at'-t‘ullaab  ja-rism-uun luhah
the-teacher said to-the-students PRS-draw-PL.M painting
“The teacher said to the students to draw a painting.’
Speaker B (a father): rasmat ?al-luhah sa¢bah

Drawing  the-painting difficult.F
‘Drawing the painting is difficult.’
Speaker A (a son): # s‘ahiih s'aCbah bass (t‘ullaab) rasim-u ?al-luhah
true difficult.F but students draw.PST-PL.M the-painting
“Yes, it is difficult but students drew the painting.’

Typically, topic phrases express discourse-adM HFWV IXQFWLRQ DV $% FRQVWLWXHC
cessible information (i.e., information that isis governed by discourse notions such as topic.
known to the hearer) and must be definite (cfOn this view, it can be concluded that preverbal
Rizzi 1997; Aoun et al., 2010). Follows from thisdefinite DPs are topic phrases. Further evidence in
and based on the contrast between (20) and (21)sipport of the same conclusion comes from con
can be postulated that only definite preverbat sultrasts such as the following.

(22) a. binnisbah 1-?at*-tfullaab, rasim-u ?al-luhah
as for to-the-students draw.PST-PL.M the-painting
‘As for the students, they drew the painting.’
b. *binnisbah I-t‘ullaab rosim-u ?al-luhah
as for to-students draw.PST-PL.M the-painting

‘As for students, they drew the painting.’

The contrast in (22) provides compelling-evi differences between definite and indefinite prever
dence that only definite preverbal DPs should bleal DPs, it is now important to identify the syn
treated as topics. In other words, (22a) reveals thigctic position of these phrases. At this juncture,
the definite preverbal DP is compatible with thea critical question arises regarding the position of
topic marker binnisbah-l ‘as for’ (see Alshamarithe preverbal DPs in HA: Do they occupy the spec
2017 for discussion on topic particles in HA). Orifier of TP, analogous to the preverbal DPs in SA
the other hand, when indefinite preverbal DP$ésee section two), or are they located elsewhere? |
appear with the discourse marker binnisbah-l ‘agropose that both definite and indefinite preverbal
for’, the respective sentence becomes incorrect 88°s occupy a position above TP. My hypothesis is
shown in (22b) above. The fact that the preveibased on the fact that HA, similar to other varieties
EDO LQGHILQLWH VXEMHFW WfA&bio BuDublike\EWGNSy Eb@ ot theGlbjédt Q R W
co-occur with the topic marker binnisbah-| ‘as forwithout affecting the grammaticality and meaning
points to a crucial conclusion: indefinite DPs aref the sentence. Let us consider the differenee be
discourse-independent-i.e., they are pragmaticaltween HA and English as shown in (23) and (24),
neutral. Having delineated the semantic/pragmatiespectively.

(23) a. Pat*- tullaab, rosim-u ?al-luhah
the-students draw PST-PL.M the-painting
‘The students drew the painting.’
b. tfullaab rosim-u ?al-luhah
the-students draw.PST-PL.M the-painting
‘Students drew the painting.’
c. pro rosim-u ?al-luhah

draw . PST-PL.M the-painting
Intended meaning; ‘They drew the painting.’
(24) a. The students drew the paniting
b. *drew the painting.
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In languages like English, it is standardlyin (24b), a prediction that is not true. Given this,
assumed that preverbal subjects occupy thecan be assumed that there is a null pro that fills
specifier position of TP. In light of this, subjectSpec, TP and hence the overt preverbal DPs are
omission is strictly disallowed as evidenced byocated above TP. Under this account, the possi
the ungrammaticality in (24b). If preverbal DPsbility of subject omission in HA (23c) is predict
in HA occupy the specifier of TP as standardlyed, because overt DPs are simply not in Spec, TP.
assumed in English, we would predict (23c) to b&low, let us see how (23c) is derived, consider
unacceptable, similar to its English counterparf25).

(25)

DP
?al-luhah

(25) shows that the verb moves from V to Buming that Spec, TP is filled by a pro and based
to check the tense and phi features. In turn, thR Q WKH IDFW GHILQLWH SUHYHUEDO
null pro moves from its base position, Spec, Vnts, more precisely topics, it is plausible to posit

into the specifier position of TP to satisfy the EPPN KDW WKH GHILQLWH '3 fD W* W'XOO
feature on T. base-generated in Spec, TopP, in line with Rizzi's

split CP hypothesis. The derivation of (23a) is
Now, let us see the derivation of (21a)- Assketched in (26).

(26)
cp

N

Spec TopP

N

Top TP
?at’-t‘ullaab
//\ N

DpP T

pro /\

T VP

rasim-u /\
A
i # N

H DpP WVE

A" DP
-9t ?al-luhah

On the other hand, the position of the indeftopic and focus phrases). To resolve this mys
inite preverbal DP in (23b) remains challengingery, | assume that the TP domain is split into
for two reasons. First, it is not plausible to placéwo projections: Spec, TP which hosts a pro,
it in Spec, TP, given that this position is oecuand Spec, SubjP which hosts the indefinite DP
pied by a pro. Second, it is also not plausible tthe genuine subject). Based on this assumption,
assume that it is located in the CP domain, give{23b) will have the derivation shown along the
WKDW WKLV GRPDLQ RQO\ KIm&Wh\(2H% FRQVWLWXHQWYVY L H
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Furthermore, it is shown (see section one&jan be contrastively focused (bolded), see (8a-
that both definite and indefinite preverbal DP%), reproduced below as (28a-b).

It is worth noting that preverbal DPs appearintjes of preverbal DPs in SVO, let us move now
WR WKH OHIW RI WKH FRP SO td fhid @t s¢elich WbichQulll disduds Iy poRiF L
ated with a tonal stress, a crucial characteristiton of postverbal DPs in VSO order.
of focus phrases (cf., Gad, 2011; Fakih, 2014). | _ o
IROORZ *DG DQG DVVXPH WWXHAWSUEG @asitighkK\B® 1 LV
a focus particle and the DPs preceding it are con . _ . .
trastive focus phrases occupy Spec, FocP. . . Like SA, HA permits definite and indef

inite DPs to occur postverbally as shown in

Having examined the positions and prepef(29a-b).

Intended meaning: ‘Students drew the paint Intended meaning: ‘They drew the painting.’

ing.’
g If the first suggestion is correct, (30) would

The linear order in (29) suggests two possbe predicted to be unacceptable, contrary to fact.
bilities to derive the VSO order; it is either the o
verb moves to T, leaving the subject in Spec, VP;  Let us now see the validity of the second
or the verb raises to a position higher than TP. [proposal which suggests that VSO results from
fact, the first suggestion is invalid because posverb movement to a position higher than TP.
verbal subjects can be omitted without affecting he question to be addressed here is what mo
the meaning and structure of the sentence as (Z8jates the verb to move to that position (i.e.,

shows. above TP). In this connection, Alshammari
(2023) shows that SA distinguishes two types of
U%VLP X fD O GeXtermzé&s: a nominal sentence which starts with
o a noun and a verbal sentence which starts with
draw.PST-PL.M the-painting a verb. Based on this distinction, he assumes
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that there is a functional phrase (FP) in the CRom movement of the verb to the F head (F

zone above TP that marks a sentence as-nhons above Spec, SubjP and Spec, TopP) through
nal or verbal. He further assumes that in VSQ to check the strong verbal feature there. The
order, the F head is endowed with a strongostverbal DPs are left in their base-generat

verbal feature (+V) which attracts the verbed positions; indefinite DPs are left in Spec,

to move into it. | follow Alshammari (2023) SubjP (31a), and definite DPs are left in Spec,
and assume that VSO order in HA result§opP (31b).

4. Conclusion interpretations, each linked to specific syntactic
) . o ositions. Specifically, indefinite DPs are gen

Thls artlcle_explqred the dlstrlbut.|ons anqjine subjects, positioned in Spec, SubjP, while
properties of subjects in SA and HA, with a-pargefinite DPs function as topics and are thus lo
ticular focus on the two common word ordefcated in Spec, TopP. It further assumed that both
configurations: SVO and VSO. Specifically, it g 4| QLWH DQG LQGHILQLWH '3V SUHI
exa'mlned't'he semantic interpretations and syRye instances of focus phrases and are therefore
tactic positions of DPs that appear preverballyocated in Spec, FocP. Overall, the current study
preceding the verb and object, as well as thosgygs to the ongoing debate over subject position
that occur postverbally, positioned between thg, arabic. Its novelty lies in providing empirical
verb and object. First, the paper reviewed existingyigence that, contrary to the previous studies,
scholarly perspectives on the position and intelpjects position is determined by their interpre

pretations of preverbal DPs in SA. It highlightedation, which is influenced by whether subjects
two contrasting interpretations: one assumes thgte definite or indefinite.

preverbal DPs are genuine subjects, while the
other asserts that these DPs are not subjects per References

se, but rather should be analyzed as topics. De _ )
spite disagreements, both perspectives converg&kal, A. (1996). How SVO is SVO in Stan

on the view that preverbal DPs occupy Spec, TP. dard Arabic. Liguistique comparee et
Second, it is shown that there is broad consen langues au Maroc. Rabat: Universite
sus among linguists that DPs appearing in VSO Mohamed V: Publications de la Fac

constructions are genuine subjects, typically oc ulte des Lettres et des Sciences- Hu
cupying Spec, VP, or Spec, TP. The study also maines, 101-27.

examined the properties and syntactic positiong|-Balushi, R. (2011). Case in standard Arabic:
of subjects in HA. It revealed that, irrespective The untraveled paths. PhD diss., Uni

of word order, DPs display a range of different

2025 25



jii
~
University of Fail

versity of Toronto.

Al-Balushi, R. (2012). Why Verbless Sentences
in Standard Arabic Are Verblessze#

Subject position in Standard Arabic and Hail Arabic I

of Functional Categories: A Compar
ative Study of Arabic Dialects. Ox
ford: Oxford University Press.

czraaiar o/ of Ligessdda Chomsky, N. (1981). Lectures on Government

Revue Canadienne de Linguistique,
57 (1), 1-30. http://doi:10.1353/
cjl.2012.0017.

Al-Horais, N. (2009). A Minimalist approach
to agreement in Arabic. Newcastle
Working Papers in Linguistics 15
1-21.

Alshamari, M. (2017). Topic particles in the
North Hail dialect of Najdi Arabic.
PhD diss., Newcastle University, UK.

and Binding. Berlin: Mouton de

Gruyter.

Chomsky, N. (1986). Knowledge of Language:

Its Nature, Origin and Use. New Yok:
Praeger.

" Chomsky, N. (1991). Some notes on economy

of derivation and representation. In
Principles and Parameters in Compar
ative Grammar, edited by R. Freidin.
417-454. Cambridge: MIT press.

Alshammari, A. (2022). The Syntax of TheChomsky, N. (1995). The minimalist program.

Wh-Subject in Ha'il Arabic. w22/
O Lage 7 LIAgnshe Saies
18(3), 130-147.

Alshammari, A. (2023). Analyzing word order
variation and agreement asymme
try in SVO and VSO structures of
Standard Arabic: Towards a unified
account. Cogent Arts & Humanities,
10(2), 1-15. http:/Hoi.org/10.1080/2
3311983.2023.2268920

Alshammari, A. (2024). Causative Construction
in Hail Arabic: A Minimalist Account.
Forum for Linguistic Studies, 6(5),
271-279. https://doi.org/10.30564/
fls.v6i5.7199

Al-Shorafat, M. (2012). Subject-Verb Agreemen
in Standard Arabic: A Minimalist Ap
proach. SAASE jowz/ o reorercz/
Wgnsres9(1), 33-49.

Fakih, A.

Aoun, J., Benmamoun, E., and Sportiche, D
(1994). Agreement, Word Order, and
Conjunction in Some Varieties of Ar

abic. Linguistic Inquiry, 2,195-220.

Aoun, J., Benmamoun, E., and Choueiri, L
(2010). The Syntax of Arabic. Cam
bridge: Cambridge University Press.

Bakir, M. (1980). Aspects of Clause Structure in
Arabic. PhD diss., Indiana Universi
ty: Bloomington.

Benmamoun, E. (1992). Functional and inflec
tional morphology: Problems of pro
jection, representation and derivation.
PhD diss., University of Southern
Carolina, Los Angeles, CA.

Benmamoun, E. (2000). The Feature Structure

2025

25

Cambridge, MA: MIT press.

Fakih, A. (2014). Subject Wh-Movement in Na

jrani Arabic and Minimalism.zz&~
ranona/ o) o wgesse (),
89-108.

(2016). Agreement in Standard Ara
bic VSO and SVO word orders: a
feature-based inheritance approach.
Theory and practice in language stud
ies, 6(1), 21-33.doi.org/10.17507/
tpls.0601.03

Fassi-Fehri, A. (2012). Key Features and Param

eters in Arabic Grammar. John Ben
jamins Publishing. doi.org/10.1075/
a.182 .

tFassi-Fehri, A. (1993). Issues in the Structure

of Arabic Clauses and Words. Dor
drecht: Kluwer Publishers. doi.
0rg/10.1007/978-94-017-1986-5

Gad, R. (2011). A syntactic study of WH-Meve

ment in Egyptian Arabic within the
Minimalist Program. PhD diss., Uni
versity of Leeds.

Jarrah, M., and Zibin, A. (2016). Syntactic inves

tigation of nunation in Haili Arabic.
SKY Journal of Linguistics, 29, 93-
62.

Koopman, H., and Sportiche, D. (1991). The po

sition of subjects. Lingua, 85(2-3),
211-258.

Mohammad, M. (1990). The problem of sub

ject-verb agreement in Arabic: To
wards a solution. In Perspectives on
Arabic linguistics I: papers from the
First Annual Symposium on Arabic



[/
| ﬁ Dr. Ahmad Radi Alsham-

Linguistics, edited by Mushira Eid.
95-125. Amsterdam: John Benjamins.
doi.org/10.1075/cilt.63.07moh.

Mohammad, M. (2000). Word Order, Agreement
and Pronominalization in Standard
and Palestinian Arabic. Amsterdam:
John Benjamins. doi.org/10.1075/
cilt.181 .

Ouhalla, J. (1994). Verb Movement and Word
Order in Arabic. In Verb Movement,
edited by David Lightfoot and Ner
bert Hornstein. 41-72. Cambridge,
UK: Cambridge University Press.

Ouhalla, J. (1997). Remarks on focus in Standard
Arabic. In Perspectives on Arabic
linguistics X, edited by Mushira Eid
& Robert Ratcliffe. 9-45. Amster
dam: Benjamins. doi.org/10.1075/
cilt.153.040uh .

Plunkett, B. (1993). The position of subjects in
Modern Standard Arabic. In Perspec
tives on Arabic linguistics V, edited
by Mushira Eid & Clive Holes. 231—
260. Amsterdam: Benjamins. doi.
org/10.1075/cilt.101.15plu

Rizzi, L. (1997). The fine structure of the leftpe
riphery. In Elements of grammar,-ed
ited by Liliane Haegeman .281-337.
Dordrecht: Kluwer.

Soltan, U. (2007). On Formal Feature Licensing
in Minimalism: Aspects of Standard
Arabic Morphosyntax. PhD diss.,
University of Maryland.

2025

25



2025 25



