
Lexical and Syntactic Passivization: Morphological Evidence from Arabic 
 
This talk examines the formation of passive verbs and its distribution and productivity in Modern 
Standard Arabic and Palestinian Arabic (hereafter MSA and PA, respectively). I will account for 
the differences between the morphology of passivization in both languages, arguing that it results 
from the component of the grammar, the lexicon or the syntax, where the formation takes place. 
In addition, I will show that a word-based derivation captures the generalizations about passive 
formation in these languages and therefore should be favored. 
 
It is commonly assumed that different thematic realization of the same concept (e.g. active and 
passive) is derived by valence changing operations. Passivization applies productively in MSA. It 
is possible to form a passive counterpart to each transitive verb, regardless of it prosodic 
template. This is performed by melodic overwriting, in which the vocalic pattern of a transitive 
verb changes into u-i and u-a in the perfective and imperfective form respectively (1). 
 
(1)  arsal - ursil        ‘sent’ - ‘was sent’ 
       yursil - yursal     ‘(will) send’ - ‘is/will be sent’  
 
The formation of MSA passive verbs is exception free and regarded as syntactic (Horvath and 
Siloni 2005, Laks 2007). Passive formation is different with regard to PA, where melodic 
overwriting does not apply and hence PA passive verbs are indeed rare. Such formation does not 
exist in other dialects of Arabic as well (see Hallman 2002, for example for the discussion of 
Lebanese Arabic). Nonetheless, there are passive forms in PA that are formed in two main 
templates: inCaCaC and tCaCCaC (see also Younes 2000). I argue that PA passivization is 
lexical and that morpho-phonological criteria restrict its application. Specifically, I will show that 
passive formation is possible only when the input transitive verb is formed in certain template, 
CaCaC and CaCCaC. The former is used as a base for inCaCaC passive verbs, while the latter is 
used for the formation of tCaCCaC passive verbs (2). In both cases the morphological process 
that applies is relatively simple as it involves only adding a prefix in- or t- to the active verb form. 
 
(2)  baa    -  inbaa     ‘sold’ - ‘was sold’ 

s'allaћ -  ts'allaћ    ‘fixed’ - ‘was fixed’ 
 

There are verbs in other templates such as iCtaCaC (e.g. iqtaraћ ‘suggested’) and istaCCaC (e.g. 
istaqrad' ‘borrowed’), which have no passive alternates. 

Which factors prevent the formation of such passive verbs? 
There seem to be no thematic, syntactic or pragmatic reason for this blockage of valence 
changing. Furthermore, passive counterparts of such verbs exist in other languages cross-
linguistically (e.g. MSA and English). I contend that the reason is morpho-phonological. Forming 
such passive verb in one of the passive templates would involve a rather complex morpho-
phonology. Non-existing (but theoretically possible) forms such as *inqaraћ (‘be suggested’) or 
*tqarrad' (be borrowed’) cannot be derived directly from transitive alternates by adding a prefix 
(iqtaraћ ‘suggested’ and istaqrad' ‘borrowed’ respectively). The morphological component 
cannot handle such formations and therefore they are entirely blocked. Such a restriction is 
typical to derivations that apply in the lexicon and therefore PA passivization should be regarded 
as lexical. 

The data provide further support for a word based view, according to which the lexicon consists 
of existing words with a full phonological representation. Specifically, the analysis provides 
support for the superiority of stem modification over root extraction (McCarthy Prince 1990, Bat-
El 1994, Ussishkin 1999, 2005). If verbs in PA were formed by extracting a consonantal root, 



there would be no reason for these gaps in passive verb formation. A consonantal root could be 
extracted from any transitive verb, regardless of its template. However, the data show that this 
does not take place. Passive verbs are derived directly from their active alternates by applying 
word formation rules on existing words, when such application is possible. The analysis supports 
the claim that morpho-phonology is an independent component that interacts with the lexicon 
(Aronoff 1976, Anderson 1977, Scalise 1984. Borer 1991 among others). 

 

References 

Anderson.  S.R. 1977. On the formal description of inflection. CLS 13: 15-44. 
Aronoff, M. 1976. Word Formation in Generative Grammar. MIT Press, Cambridge, Mass. 
Bat-El, O. 1994. Stem modification and cluster transfer in Modern Hebrew. NLLT 12: 572-596. 
Borer H. 1991.  The causative-inchoative alternation: A Case study in Parallel Morphology. The Linguistic Review 

8: 119-158. 
Hallman, P. 2002. Passive in Arabic and English. In S. Bendjaballa, W. U. Dressler, O. E. Pfeiffer and M. 

D. Voeikova (eds.), Morphology 2000: Selected papers from the 9th Morphology Meeting, Vienna, 
24–28 February 2000. 2002. viii, 149–160. 

Horvath, J. & and T. Siloni 2005. Active lexicon: Adjectival passives. Talk presented at the Semitic 
Workshop, Glow 28, University of Geneva. 

Laks, L. 2007. Morphology and Thematic Arity Operations: Evidence from Standard Arabic”. In Mustafa 
A. Mughazy (ed.), Perspectives on Arabic Linguistics XX, 2007, 51-67. Amsterdam/ Philadelphia: 
John Benjamins. 

McCarthy, J. &A. Prince. 1990. Foot and word in Prosodic Morphology: The Arabic broken plural. NLLT 
8:209-283. 

Scalise, S. 1984. Generative Morphology. Foris, Dordrecht.  
Ussishkin, A. 1999. The inadequacy of the consonantal root: Modern Hebrew Denominal Verbs and Output-

output Correspondence. Phonology 16: 401-442. 
Ussishkin, A. 2005. A fixed prosodic theory of nonconcatenative templatic morphology. Natural Language and 

Linguistic Theory 23: 169-218. 
Younes, M. 2000. Redundancy and productivity in Palestinian Arabic verb derivation. In Proceedings of 

the Third International Conference of A ı̈DA, ed. Manwel Mifsud. 


