
their variables are distinct and variable in kind. The first type of these /nafs-/ 
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efinite form t t this I sJ noun conveys a variable in a domain, which is 
the domain of the human "self" i.e. · d . But when it is headed by the 
univetsa1 noun /1oi11/~ it assumes universal quantification d when he 
definite article is annexed to this noun in the singular fo1·111, it assumes a 

are also di erent es of these i.e. these I afs-1 
consn uctions in . r?anic · c due o their having d. eren · temal 
structures t t are reflected by their having di · erent interpre a ion . of 

cation. · en it is in its uninfleeted fo the word I 'sf m r?anic 
ic, any other noun, assumes an inde ite interpretation, assuming 

• 

constructions n o c-cornman the pronouns tha a! e co indexed · th 
them, for the coreference ela io betwee hese /nafs-1 constructions and 
their coindexed pronouns, it represents cases of 'accidential coreference' 
since it lies outside of binding; therefore, there is no violation of principle C 
of the · ding theory. 

(1985 , and of e I quantifiers of l Torbert Hornstein ( 988 in that the 

There · s a /nafs-/ construction in . r?anic Arabic · ch co 

Abstrac 
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s 1 all fall 

• ·2. Description of the Data: 

• 

Having given a very brief description of the term ''quantifier'' in some of 
the literature, in section 2. there · be a description of some of these Q s 
i.e. these /nafs-/ constructions in r?anic Arabic. In section 3 ., there will 

be a more detailed discussion of the relevant literature; and in section 4., 
• 

ework of the · ality Prograrn Choms , 199 5 and the GB 

I 

in section 5. there is the conclusion . 
• 

version of c-command, which is here termed rn-command is defined as A c- . ' 
commands B iff every maximal projection dominating A dominates B and 
does not dominate B. May's 1985:34 Scope Principle states that the 

anti ing Noun Phrases i and Q '} in the LF representation are 
free to - take any type of relative scope regardless of the position of their 
traces because they have the same c-command domain . 

1.4.Every student admires some professor. 
a ere is some professor that all students admire. 

• 
I 

t .3 . 
• 

lfu 



2 

pronominal nor a post.nominal modifier. Accordin y, it is composed of the 
no n /naf /, which has the syntactic behaviour of nouns in ur?anic Arabic; 
i .. · ha an overt Case marker and when it is in a non-prepau position, it 

th indefinite marker, which is the nunation. AJso., this with the 

5 .. / 

2.1.E i tential Quantification: 

ach of these Ina s- cons · · · 
inirnality Program 

pertain to QNPs. 

· nee tn s 
first rovt · . 

· a en om . 

If uda Ghalv . 
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I would also like to draw your attention to the fact that the /naf -/ 
construction is translated by Pickthall as "a or any soul "and by M. G aly as 
"a or any self". shown by sentences 2.1.1., it does seem to be the ca e 
that it is the latter translation of this /nafs-/ construction that · s mor in 
keeping with the intuitions of the native speaker of Arabic who is to some 

Having the inde marker in non-prepausal po itio . and an o ert 
Case marker be it nominative or accusative, this /nafs-/ construction, hich 
conveys existential qu ification, illustrates that nominative is marked by the 
vowel Iul; w · e accusative is marked by the vowel /al prior to the nu a,· on 

ese overt overt Case markers play an important role in the the sco e 
assigmnent of this /nafs-/ construction; i.e. the wide or the na Ir ow cope 
interpretation of this I s-1 construction is determined by whether it ha 
nominative or accusative Case, which is overtly if ested on i . 
Accordin y, when the /nafs-/ construction has nominative Case, as in nos. 
2. 1.1. i and ii , there is wide scope: in sentence no. i the /naf -/ 
construction has scope over both verbs /tubsala I and /kasabat/; and i11 

sentence no. 2.1.1. ii , it also has scope over the verb I tak rnu/. Also due 
to its name · e properties, the /nafs-/ construction is coreferential with the 
subject pronominals of these respective verbs; i.e. as the /oafs-/ construction 
has "the logical syntax of names", Joseph Aoun and Norbert Homstei 
1985: 631 , it can also be coindexed with pronouns in o her clauses. In 
sentence no. 2.1.1. iii , on the other hand, the /nafs-/ construction onJy has 
narrow scope i.e. over /z iyyatan bigayri nafsi because it has accusative 
Case. 

n 

r 
2 

Cave: Verse no.74 
''Hast thou slain an innocent o · 1 who h· th slai n no m n'? c h 
Or "Have you killed a most cleane t el , withou hi av· 1 ·1 an 
self?>' M. Ghaly, 3 0 l 
iv ./xalaq m min nafsin waahidatin .... / suurat ?az-Zumar (111e Horde 

Verse no.6 
"He created you of one being." Picktha11, 456 Or "He creat d ou 
self'' . Ghaly, 458 

sin I 
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ulla nafs in hud n 

e 

, 261 
. Ghaly, 

The suurat "ann 

2 

abic which 

En i h In structure, these /nafs-/ constructions are headed by the univer 
uantifier ll-/, which carries either the nominative or the accusative Case 

of h whole As for /nafs/ noun itself, it has genitive Case throu ~ 
and both nouns in this nominal construct take the inde · · te marker in non­ 
pa saJ posi ion. Examples of this e of the In s-1 co ruction are sho\1111 
in 2 2 1 

f(UdlJ ( ;h<lf\l 

i is th whole sel an not JUS · · 

earned and 1.n no 11 · . 
a b errrussron o . . 

od a up an say . 
11 time An in no ' . . · 
human e as a . "" ., . 

1 r qu 1 1es · . . . 

or one (human) self 
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shown in sentences 2.2.1, it is 11-/ that has the overt Case mar · g 
of the as a whole: in sentences nos. 2.2.1. i - ii , it has nominative Case; 
in sentence no.2. 2.1. iii it has accusative Case; and in sentence no .. 2. 
2.1. iv , it has the genitive Case because it is governed by a preposition. 
with the the In s-/ s in sentences 2.1.1., the /nafs-/ sin sentences 
2.2.1. i - ii have wide scope interpretation because of their nominative 
Case, which is overtly marked. Accordin y, in sentences 2.2.1. i the scope 
of this /n s-/ is not · · ted to its minimal sentential domain, allowing 

• 

this /nafs-/ to be coindexed with the subject pronominal of the matrix 
clause of this sentence. On the other hand, in sentence 2.2.1. iii there is a 

only allowing it to have scope over /huda a/. Si · arly, sentence 2.2.1. rv) 

have nominative Case. ther, it has genitive Case because it is governed by 
a preposition i.e. /9al ; and, in tu it only has scope over I bi ma kasabatl. 
In summation of this discussion of existential and universal quantification in 

r?anic abic, as shown in sentences 2.1.1. and in sentences 2.2.1., it is 

• unportant role in determining their scope. Accordingly, there are no scope 
ambi ities, as shown in 1.4. so, this discussion has shown us that the 

626 • 

e had decided, indeed We could have brou 
• ,, d if e had so willed, 

no.33 
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Y, 242 . 
e Pluckers Verse 

v rse no.SJ 
c pate myself 

0 ' . 

u?i ... / bi -nnafs 

,, self 
,, o t 1· e which 

a yo do not · b 

0 
- a -11 

anaphora" 72 . 

• 

rpr 

I I . 
• · in lar o · hile the second e has the /nafs I no 

ral 01111 T e 1111er e · s associated wi h a generic interpr 
11111 r . di tine from the other beings in · Unive . 

it is as ociated with a plural distributive and 
o in addi ion to he collective one. In other won 

c 
• • 

· d th /n s-1 cons ructions tn 

n u h de ni e article. ere are two 
• 

[J 

?a,.ic 
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forms are /?al?anfus-/ and /?annufuusu .. l, both of which may be regarded 

shown in sentences 2.3 .2., there are two es of the /nafs-/ 

"' d when souls are reunited" Pickthall, 609 Or '' d when the inner 
selves shall be espoused." M. Ghaly, 586 
ii /wa fiihaa maa taSt iihi -l?anfusu ... / suurat ?az-Zuxruf Decoration or 

Ornaments of Gold Verse 71 
"Therein is all that the soul desires". Pickthall, 494 Or " d therein being 
whatever the selves lust for''. . Ghaly, 494 . 
iii /?iy yattabi9uuna ?illa -88 a wa maa tahwa -l?anfusu .... / suurat ?an- 

Najm The Star Verse no.23 
"They follow but a ess and that which they themselves desire.'' 

interpretation more clearly. 

2.3.2: itb the plural form 

• 

gen enc 
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sentences 2.4.1. and 2.4.2. It is to be noted that the plural form that is found 
in the latter t e of this /nafs-/ construction, which has a pronominal s 

pronominal su annexed to the noun i.e. /nafs- in this construction. 
Ag · there are d' erent es of these /nafs-/ constructions with a 
pronomi rial su due to their d · erence in structure, as shown in sentences 
2.4.1. and 2.4.2. The first e has the sin lar fo1111 of the noun /nafs-/ and a 

abic which 

2.4: The /oafs-/ Construction with a Pronominal Suffix: 

each and all the human "selves" that are found in ma · nd Wit the 
/?annufuusu-/ plural fo this variability of each and all of the human 
''selves pertains to people in Life er Resurrection, designating the· r 
sameness and d. erence in · d leading to their further subclassification or 
matrimonial mer · g either in Heaven or in Hell. · e with the /?al?anfus-/ 
plural fo this variabili of each and of the human ''selves pertains o 
people in this Life with all their distinct desires and lusts. 

• • 
the notion of the uniformi and the sameness of all of the variables. ut 

In summation of this discussion of the /nafs-/ construct' on with e 

Huda ( ihal 
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variables in mankind. Had the /nafs- I noun and its pronominal su been in 
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As with sentences 2. 4. 1. i - iii , the /nafs- + pron./ construction in 
sentences 2.4.2.1. i and ii itself functions as an overt variable that is 
coindexed with an overt operator, which is outside its mi · al clause. 
However, sentences 2.A.2.1., which have the plural fo1·111 of the /nafs-/ noun 

monthly courses.'' ickthall, 36 Or'' d divorced women shall await by 
themselves for three periods." . Ghaly, 36 . 

The Cow Verse no.228 

The Romans Verse no.44 
aduuna/ suurat ?ar-ruum 

There 
which has ur 01111 o th 
The first . . . . . . ., w c ave an o erator - 

. . , . ts 1 ustrate y sentence 2 4 2 2 
. recrproci ~ an t e third t e 

· · · ·, a genenc interpretation. 
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As can be seen from the translations and t e c e s o se e ce 
2.4.2.2., the /nafs-/ construction may also assume a reci ocal · e · 
which is geared in a quantificational framework. It is o be no e · 
fusion between reciprocity and quantification is re · · see of . A.A. 

Las · and R. May's 1991 discussion of reciprocity, 'ch· c ora e 
• 

coreference i.e. the' ou'' or 'T' reading . They show t at rec· oc a 
a dual nature: ''as a · d of anaphor and as a · d of quanti er, res ic · 
on which must be jointly satisfied at LF'' 65) and t a ' re ·....., '"-""' 
expressions have no semantic properties peculiarily their own , . . ei 

compositional interactions of the meanings that their co stituen 
• • 

171 
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.. by • n 

..... · m min diyaai ihim .... / ra ?a b qar 
''Yet ye it is who slay eac othe · · v out 
their homes, supporting one 
transgression.'' ickthall, 15 0 '' 
yourselves ie. · some of yo : 
their homes." . Ghaly, 12 . 

• 
•• 

• e 

yo 0 

? • 

e • • 

I. fa salli uu 

"But when ye enter house , salut one noth r .. 
• 

h c 
''... kill the guilty yourselves.'' Pie .h 11 ) 

• 

iv /wala tuxrijuuna ?a fuss um mi diyaari 
Cow Verse no. 84 
"Shed not the blo o your p ople no . m 

'' ou shal no 
nor drive out yourselves i. . yo o eo le 
Ghaly, 12 . 
v /0umma ?antum ha?ulaa?i t 
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111..ai , hey should 
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· iarn ( 99 . extend his no ion further saying that "the notion 

0 . ib '"-Ii., 

o o _ inary p u al ." 7 other word , for E. Will.ams 99 plural 
ro ominal · gene al, and o j t .rec procals, convey the "you" and ''I.,, 
a · · d ition o e ''we'' ead· g. t is, t erefore, no wonder that this 

I I con 
I a s-/ o it e · in the u a 01 m an I it · ono . · nal ffi is also plural. 

u , ac that e /na s-/ co tructio · se f is co po ed of an R- 
xpr ion, ·c · e I f I no as I sq a· · cational frame 

. ' • c nr c , a s 
ay ( 99 . 

. ' . condi ion into the· r semant· c compos.tion,'. (80 t also 
fo he fact tha each can have broad cope in the sense that 
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distribution'' ( 72) 

constructions that is found in the /nafs-/ noun itself and the pronominal su 
that is annexed to it in all of the sentences of 2.4.2. that gives these 

interpretation. 7 We also have a quantificatio interpretation that is 

that still maintains the distinctness and the variability of its variables in 

variability of its variables. Sentences 2.4.2. 1., however, are similar to 

domain. of the sentences of 2.4.2., on the other hand, are associated with 

outside its minimal clause. But the quantification found in sentences 2. 4 .1. is 

In summation of the above discussion of the /nafs ron. su 
construction, it may be said that all of the sentences in 2.4. are associated 
with some · d of qua ntification, with sli t differences between each e. 

. . . · create s1mi rtu es with their 
.. wn n , 1.e. uman emgs. n 

. . . . · ma e or us rom our o n 
t 

1/uda Uha! 
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1985 

as quant is Interpretable, ·1 need not be checked. d as this allix feature 

is covert, it must be fea e raising'' in the sense that "a quantificational 
feature quant raises to adjoin to some XO max that is a potential host." He 
a sumes that this potential host is'' Tor v ", both of which he assumes have 

Relevant Literature 
~ ............ 
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attained it ·. 
I* o i did hi. i ii His i he case I made a certain lawyer i an 

he case l ti? 
one said that a certain woman appeared at 1J1e party 

ar • 

quantified elements display are no n1i11 ored in he syntactic tru res 
involving these elements at ' IO I , making them ''generally interpreted a 
having wide scope.'' 101 Type I quan · ers also ha e e a me pro no n 
binding co rations as names because at they ha e e same syntactic 
fo1111 s as names": '· e names, they can bind across a sentence'' i.e "ne d 
not c-cornmand the pronouns they bind '' I 04 "do no displa , CO 
effects," I 04 ; and "are not subject to ECP'' l 04 . That ' e q an ers 
are able to bind pronouns across sentences ' is shown in 3. 3. i ; and in 

• 

3.3. ii , it is shown that they "do not · play w crossover C 
effects". In 3.3. iii ., it is shown that they ''do not display Empty Catego _· 

• 

Principle CP effects". l 03 : 
3.3. 

er 

Huda Ghalv ,, 
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177 

e hypothesi that name do not undergo QR ha been held by May 
1985) in accordance with his Do Interpretation, a demon trated in 3 6 i) 

May 1985 maintains that the object (includung the relative clau c in 
3.6 (i "will never be rai ed out of the , leading to a regre when do i 
int reted; ''( Clark, 1992· 7) and, this in tum, account for it ill 
formednes 

The quantified every artist and th wh phra whom · n ( ) - d iii , 
on the other hand, "may not t , into a co ref er nc r latio ith h 
prenominal genitive '' CJ rk, 992 5 "The inability of h q an ified 
in" ii "to corefer with prenominal g nitiv follow from th fact tha he 
quantified '' Clark, 1992 5) undergo R in the mapping to L locally 
A -binding the pronoun in the LF r e entatio , which is i lici . A imilar 
account, which has thi approach to weak cro over which "cruci aJJy relie 
on R to displace a quantified to an A· -po ition", ( Clark, 1992 S al o 
holds for the relationship between the wh-phra e" Clark, 1992· 5 whom and 
the prenominal genitive in 3.5. (iii . Therefore, proponents of thi 
approach maintain that '' ince name do not seem to be associated with the 
effects, the standard position is that names do not undergo QR May, 1985 .'' 

Clark., 1992:4 Thi view is not upheld by Clark 1992 , who a um 
that even names could undergo R with the Weak Cro sover effect of 3. 5. 
i accounted for as 'accidential coreference'. 

• 
I 

m JV In 

of binding, given th' t nci h r NI c cornands th o h r 

n n 

class involving 'accidential coreferenc 1; h ear ca wh r wo 
co refer but neither bind the thcr. '' 13) 
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c· d ntal' coreference and also notes that Re· art 1983 and illiams 
9 6) argue against this analysis of weak crossover, maintaining that there 

bound pronoun rule that allows a quantified to bind a pronoun 
I ing in the pronoun's treatment as a bound variable only in S-structure 

ration. is to be noted that · s is similar to Peter W. Culicover and 
y a h ndo ' 997 belief that ''it is standardly argued that a quantifier 

c- o and a pronoun in order to bind it and that in most cases S- 
ru 

that ' the referential nature of names is such that co reference 

order to maintain that even names could undergo Clark 1992 
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Maintaining that sentence 3.8. i may have the narro · reading t 
rid 

interpretation with the 'T' or "You" reading 64 as sho ·TI in · · i . I. H · ...... 
n 

syntactically and semantically distinct 'antecedence' rela ·o h 
reciprocal enters into." 65 This arise from "its dual natur a .. · n 

• • 

ti tly interconnected because it has both coreference anaphora and ou 
variable anaphora. 

ii Jo and M thi Jo and M · e each other 
iii Jo thinks that he · es M and M t · s that she · e Jo 

3.8. 

• Ip In dealing with the scope ambi ities found in se ence · h 
pronouns, I. He· H. Las · and R. May 1991 ay tha 'anap 
and scope are ti tly interconnected '' 87 , as sho n in 3. 8. 
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student believes himself to be smart alt ou he ma c n id h 
• pro un 

he 
the pronoun with the interpretation that "ea studen 
including bimse are smart''. Clar 1992 6 
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In 

.d th t these /nafs-/ constructions, which have a quantificational 
in rpr ation and which may be called s, are of the third e of 

cribed by Joseph Aoun and Norbert Hornstein' s 1985 , and also 
u ntifiers of Norbert Hornstein 1988 . However, these s i.e. 
-/ con tructions exemp d · erent struc es and erent 
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quantificational 

grounds for t e assumption that a particular undergoes it has been 
possible to maintain that these s i.e. these /nafs-/ constructions do not 
subsume to the rule of R 'I'bis is because there are no scope ambiguities in 

r?anic abic due to the presence of overt Case markers in these s. 
us, the s in r?anic abic i.e. these /nafs-/ construction are 

are certain phenomena, such as scope ambiguities, the weak crosso er 

name and the pronominal corefer. 

. . a s- con true n 
are - 

. · e in 1ng t eory a · 
, - rue ions nee . no c- 

. . u e S w c 0110 

..., a - con · · 
. . . a P ur · pronom1n · · · 

., . m s con e s a o · · · 

e, om t e human , elves" 
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a1 pro de us wit further evidence that these s i.e. these /nafs-/ 
ct o do not subsume o the rule of quantifier raising R . To do 

ake u o t e feature, which is also an Interpretable feature, as 
a ) 

· n errogat · ve e ences, in which case it rs moved to 

baggage. 0 other hand, if the feature 
• 

a guage, then this Ian age does not 

• • 

ca 10 al ea ur quant , it may be assumed that as 

e e e i r? nic abic differ in 
el· in i h · that i can be said that 

al 
u 

• 
l.J • I 

· h by Q i a 
ein ' ( I 85 nd orbert 

. do but 
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variable wit · the domain of the human selves but also emphasize the fact 
that these variables are not uniform in type. As with any plural pro nominal 

In conclusion of this study on the /nafs-/ constructio in ur?anic 
abic, the writer has hoped to have drawn the attention of the reader to an 

important fact about the abic Ian age, as exemp · ed here by ?anic 
abic. This fact is that any noun in abic in its uni ected fo1111 is also in 

• its inde ite fo1111 and that any noun in such a form is a quantifier in the 
sense that an indefinite noun always is a variable in a specific domain. For 
example, the uninflected fo1·111 of the word girl in abic is /bint/ and a this 
very same fat 111 is also its inde ite form in pausal position, it may be aid 
t t it is also a vat iable in the domain which includes girls in general. In a 

5.Conclusion 
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n • 
- 

reflexi e verbs in r?anic . a · . s 
ka I, see H. Ghaly · 1996 · and for a discussion 

abic, see H. Ghaly 1994 . 

- 
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• ro I cons in 
r ic has a q an · catio ~ erp ea ion and _- ich a_ 

con ·e) s rec· procity rat an reflexi ity·. This pa er 
e /nafs- . pron./ co ruction in r? · c Ara ic t a i zh 

as conve mg reflexivity, an e rat11p e f . . ill t 
Verse · 

/wastana ka · a si I uurat T a er e no I 
"And I attached thee o ·se '. c all 3 n" .. 
worked out o _, yse '. 1. Ghal , 314 

hi 
-pron./ construction in ur?anic Arabic. Ho "e · r f r 
• 

erentlv ., 
1wastana 
Cairene 

e e 
• • 
in ere "le 
identi al coreference '. 

' See p. 14 

• 3 See L. Btzt zi 991 for a 

ma · also function a aria les. 
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