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The Internal Passive and the Periphrastic Passive
in Journalistic Modern Standard Arabic

By Yehudit Dror”

This paper aims to examine whether it might be argued that different passive structures in
journalistic Arabic do not necessarily convey different semantic content, as reflected in
recent research. It will be shown that it is not always possible to determine the precise
intention of the author based on the passive structure, i.e. which aspect of the event he
emphasizes — the process or the finished result.
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Introduction

Arabic developed passive structures that are reflective of universal passive
constructions, such as the internal passive, the periphrastic passive and the
reflexive passive. The primary interest in this paper is the use of both internal
passive and the periphrastic passive!, while the latter is one of the most
prominent stylistic features of journalistic Arabic. The literature on the passive
in modern standard Arabic discusses the two types of structures while trying to
show the aspectual differences between them. However, the fact that the aspect
of a verb is not reinforced by other indications in the text, raises the following
issues that this article examines:

a. Can the internal passive be replaced by the periphrastic passive
without changing the meaning of the utterance? Can these two
structures simply be considered as stylistic variation with the
same aspectual content?

b. If there is no proof which can reinforce the intention of the author,
can the reader understand the described action in both ways, i.e.
either as a completed action or as emphasizing the process?

c. Researchers such as Holes (1995), Murgida (1993) and Fisher et
al. (2010) present additional differences between the internal and
the periphrastic passive. The validity of these distinctions is also
examined.

*Lecturer, Department of Arabic Language and Literature, University of Haifa, Israel.

Y1t is beyond the scope of this article to present an in-depth account of the term passive in
Arabic. It will be only mentioned that the periphrastic passive in Arabic is formed by the verb
tamma “completed, finish”, which is usually referred to as dummy verb (Rosenhouse, 1985,
p.94) or light verbs followed by a nominal verb.
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The discussion on the passive usages in journalistic Modern Standard
Arabic is divided into two parts. In the second section (The Differences
between the Internal Passive and the Periphrastic Passive) we present the
aspectual and structural differences between the two types of passive presented
by the scholars, while the third section (Analysis of Sentences Containing
Internal Passive and Periphrastic Passive) attempts to prove by analyzing
examples taken from the journals that such differences are not always valid.

The Differences between the Internal Passive and the Periphrastic Passive

This section presents the existing differences between the passive
structures in written Arabic that are presented in the works of Murgida (1993),
Holes (1995), and Fischer et al. (2010)™.

Aspectual Differences

Holes (1995) states that the widespread use of the periphrastic passive that
is structured by tamma + verbal noun is to report the completion of a durative
or iterative process. Thus, this structure rarely describes punctual events,
cognitive activities or emotional states, where the focus is on the result of the
process rather than on the process itself, e.g.:

(1) tamma ktisafu ‘ilagin gadidin li-maradi s-saratani
“A new treatment for cancer has been discovered.”

On the other hand, punctual actions are reported in journalistic Arabic by
the use of the internal passive, e.g.:

(2) qutila talatatu "ashasin "amsi ‘atnd’a ma ‘rakatin
“Three people were killed yesterday during battle.”
(3) wa qadi ktusifa I-hariru fi s-sini fi ‘am 2640
“Silk was discovered in China in 2640 B.C.”

(Holes, 1995, pp.258-259; Fischer et al., 2010, p. 33)

Example 1 exhibits durativity, i.e. it simply refers to the fact that the given
situation, namely the discovery of the new treatment, lasted for a certain period
of time (Comrie, 1976, p. 42). There is no doubt that the use of the auxiliary
tamma, which is translated as “to be completed” (the discovery process was
completed), indicates that the durative action came to its end, i.e. it is
completed.

'Badawi (2002, pp.31-32), explains that the well-known auxiliary, as, for example, the French
étre or avoir, does not have the same grammatical value as a regular verbal predicate. He
argues that the verb tamma in Arabic is not neutral like the auxiliary in French because it is
considered a part of a complex predicate and thus can be labeled as VP (verbal phrase).
Additionally, light verbs like tamma or gara tend to lose their original semantic meaning when
they are introduced in the periphrastic passive.
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As for punctuality, this signifies that the situation does not last over time
and takes place momentarily (Comrie, 1976, p.42). Therefore, according to
Holes, example 2 could not be formed by the periphrastic passive *tamma
qatlu talatati “ashasin “the killing of three people was completed”, because
death in a battle is accidental, unpredictable and sudden — features that
characterize a punctual action rather than a durative action." However, in
examining example 3 — which is the opposite of example 1 — the internal
passive might be explained by saying that the discovery of the silk was sudden,
and thus can be considered as a punctual activity (Holes, 1995, p. 258). In other
words, the difference between the sentences might be explained by the
intention of the author which dictates the passive structure. If the intention of
the author is to emphasize the process, he would chose the periphrastic passive
(example 1), while by using the internal passive he would indicate the finished
result (example 3).

The following difference belongs, according to the researchers, to the
semantic domain; both Murgida (1993) and Holes (1995) mention that
experiential verbs, i.e. verbs expressing cognitive activities, speech and
emotional states, are typically passivized using the internal passive rather than
the periphrastic passive, e.g.:

(4) tu ‘tabaru hadihi I-muskilatu min "ahammi I-masakili
“This is considered to be one of the most important problems.”
(Murgida, 1993, p.94; Holes, 1995, p. 259)

Additional specific expressions are mentioned by Fischer et al. (2010):

(5) huna la yul‘abu wa-la yusbahu

“Here, playing and swimming are prohibited.” (*here will not be
played and be swum)

(6) mada tabaqqa laka minhu? $ay’un 1a yudkaru

“What is left for you from him? Something that is not remembered
(could be remembered).”

Ambiguity caused by Orthography

In addition to the semantic-aspectual differences noted in the previous
examples, Murgida connects orthography and ambiguity, i.e. due to the lack of
vowelization in journalistic Arabic, some verbs can be read as passive or active
verbs. However, there are verbs whose orthography changes in passive verbs,
which cause them to be unambiguous, as, for example, the verb ‘usiba “was
injured”, which in active is formed as ‘asaba (Murgida, 1993, p. 88).

In the following example the periphrastic passive is used:

(7) wa-’adafat: tamma tashisu maradi bi-saklin hati’in ‘indama
kuntu sagiratan

YThis argument of Holes can be refuted because intentional killing can happen during a war,
therefore using in this case the periphrastic phrase is also possible.
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“She added: my sickness was falsely identified when I was little.”

However, if the reader would have read the same sentence but with an
internal passive (which is not vowelized in the original text), the reader could
interpret it as an active verb “she adds: he incorrectly identified my sickness
when I was little” (wa-addfat: sahasa maradi bi-saklin hati’in ‘indama kuntu
sagiratan). Accoding to Murgida (1993, p. 89), over sixty present of the
examined expressions in her study are unambiguous.

Syntactic Differences

Murgida (1993) is the only researcher who referred to the clause type in
which the passive structures occurs. According to the statistical data presented
by Murgida, most of the passive structures (67% of the total 51,600 tokens)
occur in a subordinate clause, while only 32.9% of the tokens were in the main
clauses. Both periphrastic and internal passives occur in a subordinate clause
(Murgida, 1993, p. 86). This statistic does not indicate a significant difference
between the passive structures. However, the examined corpus in this work
shows one prominent syntactic difference, namely a pronoun suffixed to the
verbal noun in the periphrastic structure, e.g.:

(8) wa-fi bayanin ‘ahara dukira ‘anna ragulan yablugu mina I- ‘umri

32 ‘aman min madinati ‘akkd tamma i ‘tigaluhu ba ‘da ’an dubitat bi-

hawzatihi kammiyyatun kabiratun mina l-muhaddirati

“In the last statement it was mentioned that a 32-year-old man from

the city of Acre was arrested after a large amount of drugs was found

in his possession.”

The periphrastic passive occurs in a subordinate clause that is preceded by
the particle ’‘anna. This particle attracts the word order SV, where the
periphrastic passive actually functions as the predicate. Omitting the anaphoric
suffixed pronoun from the verbal noun * dukira 'anna ragulan yablugu mina I-
‘umri 32 ‘aman min madinati ‘akka tamma i ‘tigal is grammatically incorrect. It
should be clarified that the appearance of such suffixed pronouns is required
when the word order is SV, where the anaphoric pronoun refers to the
previously-mentioned subject. In clauses in which the internal passive is used,
suffixation of an anaphoric pronoun to the verb would be incorrect
grammatically, and thus such clauses are paraphrased as follows: dukira ‘anna
ragulan yablugu mina I- ‘umri 32 ‘aman min madinati ‘akka ‘tugila.

Functional Differences
Shibatani (1985) explains the function of the passive as follows:

“In other words, passives center around agents and their fundamental
function has to do with the defocusing of agents. This is also
observed from the fact that passivization does not generally apply to
non-agentive intransitives, even in those languages where it applies
to agentive intransitives.” (Shibatani, 1985, p. 831)
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Murgida (1993) claims that the internal passive fits the passive prototype
presented by Shibatani, i.e. there is focus on the object and defocusing of the
agent. The periphrastic passive, however, does not fit the passive prototype
framework of Shibatani because, according to Murgida, this passive structure
shifts the focus away from both agent and object. The defocusing of the agent
is caused by its deletion, while the object is defocused because it can
sometimes appear in oblique case (Murgida, 1993, p. 119) as can be seen in
example 7, where marad is in oblique case instead of nominative case. The
oblique position has, according to Shibatani (1985), the lowest degree of focus
among the syntactically-encoded elements (Shibatani, 1985, p. 833).

In conclusion, the researchers emphasize the differences between the
passive structures in modern written Arabic. The following section tests the
applicability of the arguments presented in this section.

Analysis of Sentences Containing Internal Passive and Periphrastic Passive

To prove the argument that both internal and periphrastic passives could
have the same syntactic and aspectual indications, it is necessary to examine
equivalent sentences, i.e. they must be in an identical context and written by
the same author. Such equivalent sentences could not be found in the analyzed
corpus, since the authors typically use the same passive structure in their
articles. The lack of equivalent sentences may strengthen the argument that the
different intentions of the authors and their writing habits are expressed by
their choice of the passive structure. Yet, one cannot ignore the fact that there
are many parallel sentences taken typically from the same source in which the
indication of the passive structure is unequivocal and hence they can have
another interpretation. The analyzed couplet sentences share the following
features:

Syntactic properties:

e Both verbs have the same root and verb pattern in the same tense,
number and person.

e Both clauses generally have the same clause type, i.e. main- or
subordinate clause.

¢ In both clauses the agent is either mentioned or not. When it is not
mentioned, it can be restored based on the context.

Semantic properties:

e Both verbs are either dynamic or static.

e The subject in both clauses is either human or non-human
singular feminine, or masculine.

These clauses show that it is not always easy to determine what the author
IS trying to convey with his choice of the passive structure.

113



Vol. 2, No. 2 Dror: The Internal Passive and the Periphrastic Passive...

It might be best to consider first the clauses in examples 9 to 15, which
share the same syntactic structure. The first example to be considered is
example nine:

(9a) wa-gad tamma Atitamu I-fagrati bi- ‘ardin ’rqa ‘iyyin (banirama
27.11.2013)

“The artistic piece was concluded by a musical piece.”

(9b) fi n-nihayati htutima I-mu’tamaru bi-qat‘i qalibi I-halwa (as-
Sarq I-’awsat 6.6.2012)

“At the end, the convention concluded with cutting a cake.”

It seems that using the internal passive in 9a (htutimati |-faqratu) could be
possible because the concluding part was not a process but rather a punctual
event that lasted only a few minutes, so it may be well argued that in both
sentences the action is punctual, and not durative. The ambiguity factor also
should be considered when considering example 9a, because it would be
grammatically and semantically correct to consider it active voice' wa-gadi
htatamati [-faqrata bi- ‘ardin 'iqa‘iyyin “she finished the artistic show with a
musical piece,” although it is unclear from the context to whom the pronoun
she refers. However, example 9b cannot be ignored, where replacing the
internal passive with an active verb is grammatically and semantically possible,
yet no periphrastic passive that can prevent this ambiguity was used.

Similar to example 9, the action of announcement in both 10a and 10b is
punctual and accomplished rather than durative. Additionally, in both
sentences reading the passive verb in active voice is possible, however example
10b, in which both active and passive reading is plausible, demonstrates that
preventing ambiguity is not always a significant factor affecting the choice
between internal or periphrastic passive.

As for the pragmatics, Murgida explained that in the periphrastic passive
both the agent and the object are defocused. According to Murgida, the object
is in oblique case because it appears in the genitive construction. However, this
explanation cannot be used for example 10, because the verb ’‘a‘lana in this
example (10a and 10b) is intransitive and requires the preposition ‘an, so it is
impossible to indicate here the defocusing of the object in the periphrastic
passive.

(10a) tamma masa ‘a I-yawmi I-"i lanu ‘an wadgfi I-’idrabi fi rawdati
t-tirati (banarama 19.11.2013)

“Today at evening the stopping of the strike in the kindergartens in
the city of Tira was announced.”

(10b) wa-fi malta ’u‘lina ‘an wusiali 110 baritaniyyina ba‘da
igla’ihim min libiya (as-Sarq - 'awsat 4.8.2014)

“The arrival of 110 British after their evacuation from Libya was
announced in Malta.”

an active verb.
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Example 11 also shows that there is no aspectual difference between the
internal and the periphrastic passive, since both 11a and 11b indicate punctual
action. Furthermore, it might be argued that the action in example ten (the
announcement) and the action in example eleven (the issuing), which are
considered punctual, are the result of a process. Thus, announcing something in
public or issuing any decision requires a process involving consultation
between those that are responsible for the matter. This process, which normally
takes time, is accomplished when the decision is taken and can be announced.

(11a) wa-bing’an ‘ala dalika fa-gad tamma ‘isdaru qararin
wizariyyin -~ bi-’inha@’i  igra’ati  t-tahqiqi  (as-sarq |- ’awsat
20.10.2013)

“Based on this a ministerial decision was issued regarding
completing the investigations' procedure.”

(11b) wa-fi s-sa‘ati t-tasi‘ati masa’an ‘usdira [-’amru ma‘a
musa ‘dati §-surtati (as-Sarq I-’awsat 16.7.2012)

“At 9 o'clock in the evening this (‘amr refers to the capture of a
gang) was issued with the help of the police.”

The aspectual similarity between the internal and the periphrastic passive
can also be seen in example 12. The appointment action is punctual, while the
selection's process of the delegate can be extended. The selection process was
concluded by the selection.

(12a) tamma ta ‘yinu I-fannanati sabrin ka-safiratin li-mu ‘assasati I-
‘igatati 1-islamiyyati (baniarama 19.11.2007)

“Sabrin the artist was appointed as an ambassador of the Muslim aid
institute.”

(12b) kana [-basir qas ‘uyyina fi Subatin ‘itra ’iqalati salim ’idris
(as-sarq I-’awsat 6.8.2014)

“Basir was appointed in February following the dismissal of Salim
’Idris.”

The punctuality of an action expressed by both internal and periphrastic
passives is also exemplified in example 13. The broadcasting action in 13a and
13b is not durative since it speaks of the broadcasting of a specific episode and
not of the complete series or in 13b of a specific interview. Therefore, it would
be impossible to argue that in 13a the context is used in order to say that the
broadcast is a process which still functions, while in 13b the broadcasting is
completed.

As for the ambiguity factor, it seems that in this case it affects the choice
of the periphrastic passive in 13a because this sentence can be read with active
verb as follows: wa-qala [-’amiru wilyam li-Sabakati CNN fi muqabalatin
battati [-itnayni “Prince William said to the CNN network in an interview
which (CNN) broadcast on Monday.” Such ambiguity was not registered in
13b, so the sentence is expressed by using the internal passive.
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(13a) wa-gala I-’amiru wilyam li-sabakati CNN fi muqgabalatin
tamma battuha l-itnayni ‘inna giurg wulida f7 landan (as-sarq I-
‘awsat 6.7.2014)

“Prince William said to CNN in an interview which was broadcasted
on Monday, that George was born in London.”

(13b) takarrara dalika "ahiran ba ‘da halgatin tilifizytiniyyatin buttat
‘ala t-tilifizyuni I-misrt (an-nahar 20.4.2008)

“(The protests) repeated themselves lately after a TV episode was
broadcasted on Egyptian television.”

Example 14, unlike the preceding examples, presents two sentences taken
from the same journalistic source and shares similar lexical items. Thus, this
example could support the argument that the choice between the internal and
the periphrastic passive is normally made due to stylistic variation, while
aspectual and syntactic factors are not considered by the journalists. In both
14a and 14b the action of saying welcoming words takes only a few minutes.

(14a) wa-'ugimat ‘ala sarafi ra’isi wa-'a‘da’i l-wafdi wagbatu
‘asa’in (...) wa-ba‘daha tamma ’ilga’u kalimati t-tarhibi bi-l1-wafdi
min qibali harst kribs ra’isi baladiyyati nartarf (banarama
14.7.2009)

“And a dinner was held in honor of the head of the delegation and its
members (...) and after the dinner words of welcome were said on
behalf of Horst Krebs, the mayor of Nortov.”

(14b) wa-ba‘da stigbali t-tullabi ‘ulgiyat kalimatu t-tarhibi min
qibali mudirayi I-madrasatayni (banirama 20.8.2010)

“And after welcoming the pupils, words of welcome were said on
behalf of the two principals of the two schools.”

The two sentences in example 15 have similar content because they are
taken from reports on returning archaeological items that were stolen from the
museum of Malawi during the events of the Arab Spring in Egypt. It might be
well argued that in both cases, the theft of the archaeological items was
planned, because the primary intention of the people who attacked the museum
was to steal its items. Furthermore, based on the context, one can understand
that the people attacked the museum once (e.g. the word Augim in 15a in
singular form) and during the attack many archaeological items were stolen.
Thus, it would be inaccurate to say that 15a indicates a durative action, while
15b indicates a one-time and punctual action. Additionally, no case of
ambiguity was registered in 15a, i.e. grammatically and semantically
considering the verb in the active voice would be incorrect. Also the argument
of defocusing the agent and the object presented by Murgida cannot be
implemented. According to her, the object is in the oblique case because it
appears in the genitive construction. However, example 15a 84 gqit‘atan
‘atariyyatan tamma sirqatuha exhibits the normal structure of a relative clause
in which the relative clause modifies the direct object 84 git‘atan. The
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anaphoric pronoun suffixed to the verbal noun sirga is grammatically
obligatory. Thus, if the periphrastic passive occurs in a relative clause
modifying the object (84 git ‘atan) that does not function as nomen regens, how
can it be argued that the object is defocused?

(15a) ’ista‘ada mathafu malawi 84 git‘atan ‘atariyyatan tamma
sirgatuha ’ibbana I-hugami ‘alayhi min gibali ba‘di I-gama ‘ati |-
mutatarrifati (al-'ahram 20.9.2013)

“The museum of Malaw1 has returned the archaeological items that
were stolen during the attacks of extremist groups on it.”

(15b) wa-bi- ‘awdati t-timtali yasilu ‘adadu \-qita ‘i I-’atariyyati llatt
tamma stirga ‘uha ’ila nahwi 800 min "asli 1050 qit ‘atan surigat min
mathafi malawt (an-nahar 19.1.2014)

“And by returning the statue, the number of the archaeological items
that were returned has reached 800 of the original 1050 items that
were stolen from the museum of Malaw (a city in Egypt).”

The next group to be analyzed includes examples 16 to 19. This group is
characterized by the different syntactic structure of each pair and they were
chosen to demonstrate that such a difference has no influence on the aspect of
the passive structure.

In example 16a, the periphrastic passive appears in a subordinate clause,
while in 16b the internal passive belongs to the main clause:

(16a) wa- ‘asara [-bahitina ’ila ‘annahu tamma [- ‘utiru ‘ala ’aktara
min alfi qit‘atin min baqaya ‘azimatin (as-Sarq [-’awsat
21.11.2013)

“The researchers imply that more than 1000 pieces of huge human
remains were found.”

(16b) wa-gad ‘utira ‘ala hadihi [-bagaya fi mawqi‘i Simaw I-
‘atariyyi (an-nahar 4.12.2013)

“These (human) remains were found in the archaeological site of
Shimaw.”

It is possible to say that the periphrastic passive in 16a indicates the
process of disclosing the remains, while 16b indicates the result and not the
process. It also might be argued that in 16a, the action of disclosure was
planned, while in 16b the disclosure happened accidentally. The problem with
such claims stems from the lack of temporal indication in the text that might
strengthen them, so there must be hesitation regarding these arguments,
because both passive structures may express to the same degree, the process
(durativity), punctuality, something planned or accidental. Example 16 can be
used as evidence that defocusing of the object does not always characterize the
periphrastic passive. In both clauses 16a and 16b, the object is actually a quasi-
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subject’ preceded by the preposition ‘a/a, i.e. in both cases the subject is in the
genitive case rather than the nominative case, and thus it has the same degree
of focus in the sentence. Finally, it should be mentioned that hypothetically 16a
could be read as being in the active voice *wa- asara [-bahitina ’ila ‘annahu®
‘atara® ‘ala ‘aktara min ‘alfi git‘atin min baqdya ‘azimatin “the researchers
imply that he found more than 1000 pieces of huge remains”. Using the
periphrastic passive in this case eliminates the ambiguity.

Same explanations presented in the previous example are applicable in
example 17:

(17a) |-fuhiisatu 'atbatat "annahu lam yatimma l-kasfu ‘an tagawuzati
‘asi “‘atin (bantirama 14.7.2009)

“The probes proved that excessive radiation was not found.”

(17b) wa-mitla kulli ‘amaliyyati t-tagassusi llatt kusifat (...) (as-Sarq
I-’awsat 29.11.2013)

“And as every other spy operation that was revealed (...)”

In the section entitled Aspectual Differences, two clauses containing the
passive structures ktusifa and tamma ktisafu were mentioned. According to
Holes (1995), the periphrastic passive indicates that the action of discovery is a
process that lasts a certain period of time. The internal passive, however,
indicates that the action happened suddenly without any planning and thus is
considered a punctual action. Clearly, this distinction is appropriate for
examples 17a and 17b; yet the question remains — how can one prove the
certainty of such a claim? Examination of the context shows no specific
indication that can prove that the discovery of spies is sudden and thus
punctual. It seems that the punctuality is expressed rather in example 17a,
because it might be that the probes were conducted over a short period,
therefore finding the radiation is not durative but punctual. This argument can
be well-accepted because no temporal indications appear in the context.

In example 18 the periphrastic passive appears in a subordinate clause
(relative clause), while the internal passive starts a main clause. Despite this
syntactic difference, it seems that the aspect of both passive forms is identical.
Agreement on something is not an action taken randomly. It requires thought
and consent of all the parties involved, and both passive forms indicate a
process which ends by an agreement.

(18a) hadafu l-igtima‘i lladi tamma I-ittifaqu ‘ala n‘igadihi huwa
fardu ttifaqin min ‘agli qiyami hukiamatin ntiqaliyyatin (al-’ahram
1.12.2013)

'Fischer et al. (p. 29-31) calls the prepositional object a semi-subject. The object should be in
the nominative case in the passive structure, but the preceding preposition causes the object to
be in the genitive case.

“Reading the verb as active is acceptable only if the suffixed pronoun hu in “annahu functions
as the subject and not as a dummy pronoun (damir §-Sa’n).

*The orthography in the journal will appear as Ji=, which raises the possibility of reading it as
active or internal passive.
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“The purpose of the meeting which was agreed on is to impose an
agreement for the establishment of a provisional government.”

(18b) ‘uttufiga ‘ala fathi [-ma‘abiri wa-’idhali [-mawaddi -
‘asasiyyati (as-Sarq [- awsat 29.11.2013)

“It was agreed to open the passageways and bring in basic material.”

In example 19 the only difference between the two sentences is a syntactic
one, i.e. relative sentence vs. main sentence. Both 19a and 19b, which are taken
from the same journalistic source, refer to the publication of a specific study.
The action of publication is considered punctual, while it is also the final stage
of conducting a study, i.e. the publication of its result. Additionally, 19a shows
that ambiguity or defocusing of the object does not much affect the choice of
periphrastic passive. Semantically it is impossible to replace the passive form
with the active form so the meaning would be that the study has published
itself. As for the defocusing of the object, no object in genitive structure is
exhibited here. The anaphoric pronoun suffixed to the verbal noun refers to the
subject dirasa.

(19a) ‘akkadati d-dirasatu llati tamma nasruha fi [-magallati I-
‘amrikiyyati li-t-tagdiyati t-tibbiyyati s-silata bayna tanawuli I-
masribati  s-sukkariyyati  wa-s-sukkariyyi  (as-sarg  [-’awsat
13.7.2011)

“The study that was published in the American journal of medical
nutrition asserts the connection between drinking sweet soft drinks
and diabetes.”

(19b) hadihi d-dirasatu nusirat fi n-nushati I-’iliktraniyyati mina [-
magallati t-tibbiyyati [-baritaniyyati (as-sarq I-'awsat 29.8.2013)
“This study was published in the electronic version of the British
medical journal.”

The last two examples are classified in a third group, in which both
the internal and the periphrastic passives indicate habituality or
durativity.

(20a) (...) qtanati l-yanisif 300 haymaitin mugahhazatin li-fasli s-
Sita’i sa-yatimmu stihdamuha ka-fusilin dirasiyyatin (al-’ahram
3.12.2003)

“UNICEF acquired 300 prepared tents for the winter, and they will
be used as classrooms.”

(20b) wa-tustahdamu ba ‘du I-wasa’ili t-taqlidiyyati li-mukafahati [-
garimati (as-Sarq [-’awsat 29.6.2008)

“Some of the traditional means will be used for fighting the crime.”

The prominent difference between examples 20a and 20b is the tense,
future vs. present. Thus, the periphrastic passive indicates a future action.
However, one cannot avoid the question why the internal passive sa-
tustahdamu in 20a is not used. This structure would also indicate that UNICEF
has already acquired the tents and they will be used as soon as they are ready.
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Furthermore, in both structures habituality is also involved. Both sentences
express that the use of the tents by UNICEF or the use of the traditional means
IS not a one-time action, but durative and habitual.

As in example 21, the action of broadcasting in both 21a and 21b repeats
itself at a specific time (i.e. same day and time). The broadcasting in both
sentences happens in the present time. In addition the broadcast of one
episode’s last few minutes and that of the complete series is indeed durative,
yet the broadcast period is limited in time. Finally, the orthography of the verb
yudi ‘u “broadcast” changes in passive, therefore the verb is unambiguous and
there is no need to use the periphrastic passive in this case.

(21a) bada’a li- awwali marratin battu [-baramigi t-ta ‘limiyyati ‘ala
qanati s-sawti §-Sa‘bi haytu yatimmu ’idd‘atu [-murdga‘ati n-
niha’iyyati li-l-marahili [-’i ‘dadiyyati wa-t-tanawiyyati [- ‘ammati
(al-"ahram 17.5.2014)

“Today for the first time began the broadcasting of educational
programs on the “peoples' voice” channel where the final reviews for
the elementary stages (i.e. elementary schools) and high schools are
broadcast.”

(21b) barnamigu ‘iskal yuda‘u kulla hamisin s-sa‘ata r-rabi‘ata
ba ‘da z-zuhri (an-nahar 6.7.2014)

“The program ’iskal is broadcast every Thursday afternoon at four.”

Conclusions

Four main differences between the periphrastic passive and the internal
passive were presented and examined in this paper. As for the aspect, it was
shown that both structures can indicate durativity, habituality and punctuality.
The argument of the researchers that the periphrastic passive can express the
process, while the internal passive expresses the result could be true only if
there were temporal indications proving this argument. It was shown, however,
that such indications are usually missing from the text, and thus a periphrastic
passive can indicate the finished result just as the internal verb can indicate the
process.

The clause type was also mentioned as an optional difference. Here again
it was proved that both structures can appear in subordinate or in main clauses.

As for the claim that the periphrastic passive is used when ambiguity
might be involved due to orthography, it could be true if this structure was used
only in cases where the internal passive could have been read as an active verb.
The corpus indicates that the periphrastic passive is used in cases in which
ambiguity cannot be considered for grammatical reasons.

As a final difference, the pragmatic issue was also raised by the
researchers. It is agreed that the main function of the passive is defocusing the
agent. Murgida added that in the case of the periphrastic passive, the object is
also defocused because it is not in the nominative case but in the genitive,
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because it appears in the genitive construction. During the analysis of the
examples, a reservation about this argument was expressed, because in some
cases the pronoun which is suffixed to the verbal noun refers to the direct
object or to the subject, as in example 8a, where the pronoun refers to the
subject ragul (or as it is called 'ism ’inna).
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