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 Abstract 

        The structure of the noun phrase (NP) and the order of its constituents, marked 

or unmarked, have been subjects of interest to researchers in a great number of 

languages. Nouns by their nature allow for individuation, modification measuring 

and counting which syntactically results in the licensing of determiners, adjectives 

and quantifiers. A noun, with its adjacent modifiers, if any, constitutes the NP. Since 

pronouns and noun clauses occur in the same position and with the same functions, 

many linguists generalize and call these NPs too.  

       As far as modern Syriac (MS) is concerned, the NP is ambiguous and far more 

complex than its counterpart in English since some of the constituents of the NP in 

the former have to agree with the head in number and/or gender. This, syntactic 

aspect of MS, an offshoot of one of the most ancient languages in the world, is yet to 

be dealt with in this framework and contrasted with that of English which is the task 

this research has taken upon itself.  

       The research focuses on various issues related to the structure of the NP in both 

languages with the main goal of describing the observed phenomenon in the 

grammatical framework of Quirk et al.'s eclectic model in addition to some other 

models such as the model introduced by Huddleston and Pullum (2005).  

       In order to realize the aims of the research, it is hypothesized that since English 

is an Indo-European language and MS is Semitic, differences in the structure of the 

NP in both languages outweigh the similarities. 

       The data for analysis is a corpus collected from Assyrian books, newspapers, 

periodicals, mass media (like TV and radios) and internet websites, whereas English 

grammar books and other sources relevant to the subject are used as data for 

English. 

       The investigation has revealed that there are a number of similarities as well as 

differences within the NP structure in both languages. For example, the normal 

unmarked order of NP structure in MS is different from that of English. That is, both 

languages show different ordering of various dependents with respect to the head 
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noun. Thus, in English, the modifiers occur in the pre-head and post-head position, 

whereas in MS almost all the modifiers, with some exceptions, occur in the post-

head position. In other words, the unmarked order of the NP in MS is (Determiner, 

Numeral, Noun and Adjective), whereas in English the normal order is (Determiner, 

Numeral, Adjective and Noun). Furthermore, MS is described as having two types 

of gender distinction: natural and grammatical, whereas English is described as 

lacking gender distinction entirely except for sexed referents.  

        The findings of the research have led to the conclusion that both languages 

differentiate between three types of NPs: simple NPS which consist only of a 

pronoun or a noun, alone or accompanied by simple dependents like articles, 

adjectives, demonstratives, or numerals; complex NPs, which consist of more 

complex types of dependents, like genitive or possessive modifiers and relative 

clauses; and various kinds of NPs which occur without a head noun. The main 

difference between these two languages revolves around the preferred order of the 

elements of an NP, something which extends deep into the nature of the two 

languages involved: English being mainly a word order language whereas MS a 

basically inflectional one.  

          In spite of the number of basic similarities between the NPs in both languages, 

the fact remains that differences outweigh the similarities, which means that the 

research hypothesis stated above is proved.  
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Chapter One 

Introduction  

1.1 The Problem 

       Traditionally, the term ‘phrase’ is used to indicate roughly a group of words in 

construction without a finite verb. Thus, the following are all phrases: 

1. on the roof 

2. made in Japan 

3. sitting by the window. 

 

In other words, the term 'phrase' refers to an intermediary level or node between 

'clause' and 'word'. Clause, in this sense, is a group of words in construction with a 

finite verb and that is not a sentence. 

       Post-traditionally, the phrase has been used to refer to any part of a sentence 

functioning as one of the four major parts of speech. In this sense all the 

expressions below are NPs 

4. They 

5. People 

6. The people 

7. The old people 

8. The old people in this city 

9. The old people in this city who are not pensioners. 

 

      The structure of the noun phrase (henceforth NP) in modern Syriac (henceforth 

MS) is complex since some of the constituents of the NP have to agree with the 

head in number and/or gender. This raises problems for native speakers of both 

languages to learn the other language. The normal unmarked order of NP structure 

in MS is different from that of English. This order in MS is (Determiner, Numeral, 

Noun and Adjective e.g. /ɐnne tre ţurane ramane/ 'these two high mountains'), 
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whereas in English the normal order is (Determiner, Numeral, Adjective and Noun 

e.g. the two beautiful girls). Furthermore, adjectives and demonstratives in MS, 

unlike English, agree in gender and number with the head noun (henceforth HN). 

The structure of the NP is an essential component in any language. However, the 

study of the NP in MS has not been sufficiently paid attention to in recent 

literature. To the best of our knowledge no attempt has yet been carried out to 

contrast the structure of the NP in MS with that of English. Thus, a contrastive 

study of the NP in these two languages will bridge a gap in the literature. This is 

the task of this research.  

 

1.2 Aim of the Study  

       The study attempts to provide an account of the nature of the NP structure in 

MS in comparison to that in English. 

 

1.3 The Hypothesis 

        In order to achieve the aim of the study above, the following hypothesis is set:  

Since English is an Indo-European language and MS is Semitic, differences in the 

structure of the NP in both languages outweigh the similarities. 

 

1.4 Data Collection and the Procedure  

      Since the research is on the written MS, the data for analysis will be collected 

from Assyrian books, newspapers, periodicals, mass media (like TV and radios) 

and internet websites, whereas English grammar books and other sources relevant 

to the subject will be used as data for English. 

To achieve this end, five steps will be followed in this work: 

1 Reviewing previous studies that have been done on the term phrase and NP in 

English. 

2 Providing a detailed account of the description of the structure of the NP in 

English and its counterpart in MS. 
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3 Contrasting the findings in the two languages above. 

4 Drawing the relevant conclusions and putting forward suggestions for further 

studies. 

       What is more, although this research has adopted Quirk et al.'s (1985) eclectic 

model, it benefits from some other models such as the model introduced by 

Huddleston and Pullum (2005) 

  

1.5 The Model 

      Quirk et al.'s (1985) approach is adopted in this research because it provides a 

comprehensive account of the description of the structure of the NP. Quirk et al.'s 

explanation is more elaborate than any other known model. They take into account 

many crucial facts that are universally accepted and the justifications they give 

seem to be well-founded. Being eclectic, the model seems to embrace the pluses in 

all recent approaches. (cf. 2.2.3.1 above). Though this study describes the observed 

phenomenon in the grammatical framework of Quirk et al.'s (1985) eclectic model, 

it will benefit from some other models such as the model introduced by Huddleston 

and Pullum (2005) (cf. 2.2.3.2 above). 

 

1.6 The Scope of the Study 

      This study will restrict itself to the MS as now used by the Assyrians who live 

in Iraq. The study does not deal with the ancient classical Syriac because this 

language is not understood by common people (cf. 1.7 below). The standard 

variety used by the Assyrians now as their native language is the one known as 

MS.  

1.7 The Value of the Study  

      The results of this study are hoped to be of significance to all those involved in 

the learning –teaching process of MS both as a native language or as a second or 

foreign language. Thus, students, teachers, syllabus designers, materials writers 

and applied linguists may all make use of the findings of this research. 
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1.8 The Syriac Language 

      MS is a member of the Afro-Asiatic language family, the Semitic language 

sub-family, the West Semitic language branch, and the Aramaic language group. It 

is written in the Syriac alphabet. MS was a major literary language throughout the 

Middle East from the second to the eighth century AD. It was a major language 

among Christian communities in the Middle East. It is now spoken as a first 

language in small, scattered communities in Syria, Lebanon, Turkey, Russia, Iraq, 

Iran, Palestine, Israel, Armenia, Georgia and Azerbaijan. These communities have, 

over the years, settled throughout the Middle East, Europe, North and South 

America and Australia. The present day MS language, like any of her living 

Semitic sisters, Arabic and Hebrew, exists in two varieties, Classical and Standard. 

There might be a number of vernaculars and sub-vernaculars, as is the case with 

Arabic, according to Hymes's (1971) seven attributes (as reported in Bell, 1976: 

150ff). Bell’s (1976) seven criteria are: 1) standardization – the existence of a 

standardized form, 2) vitality – the existence of a community of speakers, 3) 

historicity – a historical basis for this variety, 4) autonomy – the sense that one 

belongs to a distinct speech group, 5) reduction – the degree to which one 

recognizes or does not recognize their own language as a reduced form of another 

language, 6) mixture – the degree of ‘purity’ of one’s variety, and not one that 

exists are the result of borrowing, code-switching, etc., and 7) the existence of de 

facto norms – that is, whether one can identify a ‘good’ or ‘bad’ variety of their 

variety as well as ‘good’ or ‘bad’ speakers. The classical and standard varieties of a 

language share five attributes, standardization, historicity, autonomy, absence of 

reduction, and de facto norms. Standard, however, has the attribute of vitality 

lacking in the classical which means that the language possesses a living 

community of native speakers. This means that a language may lose its vitality as 

its first language (henceforth L1) community dies out, e.g. the recent demise of the 

Gaelic language of the Isle of -Man or conversely a classical language, like 

Hebrew, may gain a community of mother users and become a standard. The other 

attribute not shared by the two varieties is Mixture, i.e. "whether or not the 

http://en.academic.ru/dic.nsf/enwiki/38
http://en.academic.ru/dic.nsf/enwiki/16474
http://en.academic.ru/dic.nsf/enwiki/16474
http://en.academic.ru/dic.nsf/enwiki/21200
http://en.academic.ru/dic.nsf/enwiki/21196
http://en.academic.ru/dic.nsf/enwiki/31240
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language consists essentially of items and structures derived from no source 

outside itself" (Bell, 1976: 152). Whereas a standard may or may not have such an 

attribute, there is no sufficient evidence as to whether a classical may or may not 

have such an attribute. (For further details about the formal and functional 

typologies and the models for the definitions of sociolinguistic types cf. Bell, 

ibid.).  

Table (1): Sociolinguistic Typology 3 (Bell, 1976: 151) 

ATTRIBUTES LANGUAGE TYPE EXAMPPLE 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7  

Standard 

 

Standard English + + + + - ± + 

+ - + + -  + Classical K. James' Bible English 

- + - + - - + Vernacular Black English 

- + - - - - + Dialect Cockney 

- + - - + + + Creole Krio 

- - - - + + + Pidgin Neomelanesian 

+ - - + + - + Artificial 'Basic English' 

- - - ± - + ? Xized Y 'Indian English' 

- - - - + + - Interlanguage 'A's English' 

- - - - + ± - Foreigner Talk 'B's simplified English' 

 

Key: 

+ possession of attribute 

-  lack of attribute 

± either + or - 

? insufficient evidence 

       As Tsereteli (2007: 16) proposes, the modern Assyrian language appears under 

different names in the literature such as neo-Aramaic, modern Aramaic, new 

Syriac, MS, and vernacular Syriac. In this study, the more widely used term MS 

will be adopted.  
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Chapter Two 

Literature Review 

2.1 Different Approaches to the Phrase 

       Sentences in English are not composed of mere sequences of words; rather 

they are composed of words that cluster together often in complex hierarchies. 

Phrases are units intermediate between clause and word and belong to a number of 

different classes. The concept of phrase has been tackled differently by linguistic 

schools such as traditional, and post-traditional. In MS, no serious attempt has yet 

been done to tackle the concept of the phrase therefore, in the following sections, 

the phrase in English will be identified first from the perspectives of both 

traditional and post-traditional schools.  

 

2.1.1 Traditionalists' Conception of the Phrase      

       According to the traditional grammars and dictionaries, a phrase is defined as 

containing more than one word. Quirk et al. (1985: 40) argue that "the term phrase 

has traditionally been applied to a unit consisting of more than one word." 

Huddleston (1984: 116) argues that in traditional grammar a phrase has the 

following properties: 

a- It consists of two or more words.  

b- It does not have a finite verb. That is, in 'The boy who is standing over there 

is my friend', 'who is standing over there' is not a phrase. It is rather a clause. 

c- It is functionally equivalent to a single word, i.e. it will be classified 

according to the part of speech of the kind of word to which it is equivalent 

(ibid.). In other words, phrases are classified according to what is believed to 

be their functional equivalent in the word class, as in the following 

examples: 

10. They took the book from a man with a Spanish accent. 

11. He sang with a Spanish accent. 
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In example (10), 'with a Spanish accent' is a modifier to the noun (man). This 

function is normally performed by an adjective. Thus, traditionally it would be 

treated as an adjectival phrase (henceforth AP). On the other hand, in example 

(11), it functions as a modifier to a verb (sang). Thus, traditionally it is treated as 

an adverbial phrase (henceforth Adv P). Moreover, in traditional grammar the 

phrase (a Spanish accent) is not treated as an NP. The noun 'accent' is treated as 

the object of 'with', whereas 'a' and 'Spanish' are subordinate to the noun accent 

(Huddleston, 1984: 116). 

 

2.1.2 Post-Traditionalists' Conception of the Phrase 

      The concept of phrase adopted by post-traditionalists (descriptivists, 

generativists and functionalists) is far different from that found in the traditional 

schools. It is obvious that none of the traditional conditions (a-c) mentioned above 

will apply to the conception of the phrase adopted by post-traditionalists 

(Huddleston, 1984: 117). Concerning condition (a), post-traditionalists define the 

phrase as a construction that consists of a head element followed and/or preceded 

by one or more optional dependents. Thus, the head may stand alone in the phrase. 

That is, a phrase may consist of a single word as opposed to the traditional concept 

of the phrase which suggests that the phrase consists of two or more words. In 

other words, a phrase is any word or groups of words that occupy a slot usually 

occupied by a form class irrespective of its structure. Regarding condition (b), 

Huddleston (ibid.) assumes:  

the subject + predicate construction, although differing in important ways from the 

most prototypical dependent + head construction, can nevertheless be subsumed 

under that very general construction –type, and hence that a clause is a kind of 

phrase - one with a verb as 'ultimate' head. 

 

       As for condition (c), post-traditionalists classify the phrase 'with a Spanish 

accent' in the examples (10) as a PP functioning as a modifier in the NP structure, 

and a modifier in the clause structure in sentence (11).     

      Thus, according to post-traditionalists, all the underlined sentence elements 

below are phrases: 
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12. John is a teacher. 

13. He is a teacher. 

14. The man is a teacher. 

15. That tall man is a teacher. 

16. That tall man in brown suit who is crossing the road is a teacher. 

17. What he claimed proved to be false. 

 

In sentence (12) we say that the subject position is filled by an NP consisting of a 

noun functioning as head of the phrase i.e. 'John' is analysed as both an NP and a 

noun. Huddleston (1988: 26) argues that it is simpler to handle the choice between 

a single word like (John) and more than one word like (the man) at just one place 

in the grammar. That is, it is easier to deal with the structure of the NP than to have 

to account for it in the description of all the various constructions in which such 

expressions occur. This leads to a more economical description. Instead of saying 

that the subject can be either an NP as in sentence (14), a noun as in (12) or a 

pronoun as in (13), it will be more appropriate to use the term NP to cover all of 

them. Greenbaum and Nelson (2002: 46) also note that "in grammar, the technical 

term phrase is used even if there is only one word – the main word alone; for 

example, both very pleasant and pleasant are adjective phrases". They go on to say 

that "instead of specifying each time ‘adjective phrase or adjective’ it is simpler to 

specify ‘adjective phrase’ and thereby include adjectives"(ibid.: 47). Bloomfield 

(1935: 196) sets the foundation for this terminology by maintaining that the 

syntactic form classes are to be described "in terms of the parts of speech that 

appear in them." Brown and Miller (1980: 33) rationalize this by stating:                                                                                                                                            

Word classes are not the only classes of item needed in a grammar …, where                              

we saw that strings of words like the dog and the child also need to be accounted for: we 

identified these as NPs (NP). For this reason linguists have usually preferred the more 

general term form class, since form may be applied indifferently to words, parts of words, 

strings of words, etc.  

 

      As a result, the head-based structure, relates phrase class to word class, thus 

extending the traditional word-based grammar to include such phrases as the NP 
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with the functions of determiner and modifier. Huddleston (1984: 117) concludes 

that "words occur as the ultimate syntactic constituents of sentences, whereas 

phrases occupy positions at higher levels in the hierarchy."  

       In the same respect, generativists (such as Chomsky) believe that words have a 

prescribed order and they also cluster together in groups within the sentence. 

Generally speaking, generativists share the view of descriptivists in dealing with 

the term phrase. Radford (1988: 64) argues that the word-level categories such as 

nouns, verbs, adjectives, etc. can be expanded into the corresponding phrasal 

categories by adding other constituents. That is, a noun can be expanded into an 

NP, verbs into a verb phrase (henceforth VP), adjectives into APs and so on.  

      A major assumption in generative grammar is that "sentences consist of 

phrases-structural groupings of words: sentences have phrase structure." (Cook and 

Newson, 1996: 4). Thus, whereas to the traditionalists the verb in the sentence 'The 

doctor examined the patient' is 'examined', generativists consider 'examined the 

patient' as a VP. The VP in turn breaks up into a verb 'examined' and an NP 'the 

patient'. These NPs also break up into smaller constituents of a determiner (Det or 

D) and a Noun (N).  

                                              S(entence) 

 

                                 

                                 NP                                 VP 

 

                      Det             N                 V                     NP 

                                                                        Det               N 

                       

                      The         doctor        examined    the            patient 

 

Figure (1): Analysis of The doctor examined the patient 
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      Further, Liles (1971: 14) argues that in sentences like 'What he said was 

wrong', What he said must be an NP because it is possible to substitute a pronoun 

for it: 

18. It was wrong. 

 

       For traditionalists, however, 'What he said' is not a phrase, rather it is a clause.  

A further justification for the constituent NP is provided by Smith and Wilson 

(1979: 77ff) namely, that the sequence involved acts as a unit; the first such 

sequence in the example above being the subject of the sentence, and the second 

the direct object. 

       However, Radford (1988: 84) believes that the relationship between the word-

level categories and their corresponding phrasal categories is by no means 

straightforward and clear-cut. Traditionally a 'phrase' is defined as a sequence of 

two or more words. For generativists this is not the way that they use the term 

'phrase'. Radford (ibid.: 85) defines the term Phrase as a set of elements which 

form a constituent', with no restriction on the number of elements that the set may 

or must contain.   

       The choice of the particular label NP rather than, say, Nominal, is in the first 

instance mnemonic: 

A noun phrase consists of a noun and associated material, such as adjectives and articles, 

relative clauses, etc. however, once the label has been chosen and set up as part of the 

descriptive machinery of linguistic theory, we are committed to the prediction that 

comparable categories will recur in the analyses of other languages of the world-in a 

significant number of causes, all other languages (Smith & Wilson, 1979: 80). 

                                                                                                                                                                                                          

      Thus, the term 'NP' can be described as an expression that contains a HN with 

or without any other elements. For example, the word 'watches' and 'I' in the 

following example are NPs though they are both single words: 

19. I like watches. 

 

The empirical justification for such an analysis is due to certain facts. The first one 

is the distribution of expressions like 'watches'. That is, a single noun has the same 
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distribution as a full NP. For example, in place of 'watches' in the above example it 

is possible to have other expressions such as: 

20. I need new watches. 

21. I need those new watches. 

22. I need those new watches from Scotland.   

        

       Another important fact that provides us with evidence that a single word must 

have the categorical status of a full NP is the matter of preposing. That is, only full 

phrases can be preposed (i.e. only phrasal constituents can be moved from one 

position in a sentence to another). Thus, Radford (1988: 86) argues that in 

sentences such as: 

23. Most people can't stand hypocrisy, 

 

the word hypocrisy is an NP comprising only the HN hypocrisy because it can be 

preposed for emphasis as in" 

24. Hypocrisy, Most people can't stand 

 

Moreover, hypocrisy can serve as a sentence fragment as in the dialogue below: 

25. Speaker A: What can't most people stand?           (ibid.:  88) 

26. Speaker B: Hypocrisy  

 

And because only full phrases can serve as sentence fragments, this leads to the 

conclusion that Hypocrisy must be a full NP.     

       Another fact leading to the same conclusion is the matter of Ordinary 

Coordination. 'water', for instance, can be coordinated with a full NP such as 'two 

bottles of orange juice' as in: 

27. He drank water and two bottles of orange juice. 

The fact that only identical categories can be conjoined; and since the second 

conjunct 'two bottles of orange juice' is a full NP, then this again suggests that the 

first conjunct (water) must be a full NP as well. 
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2.2 Different Approaches to the Study of the Noun Phrase 

      The structure of the NP has been of great interest to many linguists and 

researchers. The phenomenon of the NP has been tackled under some other names 

such as noun group and nominal group, but the term NP is more frequently used in 

most studies. 

The followings are some approaches to the description of the NP:  

 

2.2.1 Neo-Grammarian Approach 

       Traditionally, a noun is defined as a word that denotes a person, a place or a 

thing, and a verb is an action word. Aarts and Haegeman (2006: 118) suggest that 

the oldest way to define word classes is by appealing to so-called notional 

definitions, an approach familiar from school grammars. Rauh (2010: 15) states 

that in order to understand and interpret the texts it was important to identify the 

words which constituted the texts and to determine their meaning. In the second 

half of the 19th century a need was felt for a grammar which could give a scientific 

explanation of the actually occurring structures without assessing the correctness of 

the structures. Consequently, a new type of grammar appeared which was known 

as descriptive or scientific grammar. The term scientific grammar means "reliance 

on facts and the use of the inductive method" (Valeika & Buitkiene, 2003: 13).  

       However, of all the grammarians at that time, Jespersen is the only one who 

uses the term ‘phrase'. Jespersen (1914) argues that “a phrase is a combination of 

words which together form a sense unit, though they need not always come in 

immediate juxtaposition” (cited in de Monnink, 2000: 7). De Monnink (ibid.) also 

adds that Jespersen does not realise the existence of the NP as such. His theory is 

based on the concepts of ranks. That is, he divides the words into three classes: 

primary words (or: principals) for the main sentence elements; secondary words 

(or: adjuncts) for the modifiers of principals; and tertiary words (or: subjuncts) for 

the modifiers of adjuncts. 

       On the other hand, Kruisinga (1909) distinguishes ‘syntactic groups’. He states 

that “a syntactic group is a combination of words that forms a distinct part of the 
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sentence” (cited in de Monnink, 2000: 7). What is more, one of the syntactic 

groups is identified as the noun group which can have the same functions in the 

sentence as the noun. This noun group consists of a head and modifier(s) and the 

modifier can be a group in itself. Jespersen recognizes only pre-modifiers which 

are defined as words that precede the head. He does not mention anything about 

post-modifiers (ibid.: 8). 

 

2.2.2 Structural Descriptive Approaches        

       Broadly speaking, structural grammar is the grammar that describes the 

structure of grammatical sentences. According to Campbell (2002: 77), "thinking 

which led to the replacement of the historical orientation in linguistics by emphasis 

on the study of living languages and their structure came from a number of quarters 

at roughly the same time."  

       Moreover, from at least the early 1930's until the late 1950, the most 

influential school of linguistics is the structural linguistics school associated mainly 

with American linguists, Bloomfield, C. C. Fries and Z. Harris. Structural grammar 

is mainly based on the procedure known as substitution, by which word class 

membership is established and by which smaller structures are expanded to larger 

ones (de Monnink, 2000: 14). 

 

2.2.2.1 Bloomfield's (1935) Approach  

      No doubt, the father of American structuralism is Leonard Bloomfield. 

Bloomfield is credited with giving American structuralism its fundamental form, 

making linguistics an autonomous field (Campbell, 2002: 13).  

       Valeika and Buitkienė (2003: 16) tell us that "Structural grammarians used 

formal methods of linguistic analysis, such as immediate constituent, distribution, 

substitution, transformation (deletion, permutation, etc.)".                                                                                                                                                 

       The introduction of immediate constituent analysis by Bloomfield has 

immensely influenced grammarians. Bloomfield (1935: 184) points out that in 

examples such as: 
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28. John ran 

29. John fell 

30. Bill ran  

31. Bill fell 

32. Our horses ran away, 

 

the one constituent (John, Bill, our horses) is a form of a large class which he calls 

nominative expressions; whereas the constituent (ran, fell, ran away) is a form of 

another large class which he calls finite verb expressions. Accordingly, in an actor-

action construction (as in the examples above) the nominative expression precedes 

the finite verb expression. The form class of a phrase is usually determined by one 

or more of the words that appear in it. Every syntactic construction consists of two 

or more free forms combined in a phrase which is called the resultant phrase. The 

resultant phrase may belong to a form class other than that of any constituent. 

Thus, John ran is neither a nominative expression (like John) nor a finite verb 

expression (like ran). For this reason, Bloomfield (1935: 184) calls actor-action 

construction in English exocentric which means that the resultant phrase belongs to 

the form class of no immediate constituent. However, the resultant phrase may 

belong to the same form class as one or more of the constituents. For example, both 

'poor John' and 'John' have the same function and belong to the same form class, 

i.e. 'poor John' is a proper noun expression and so is the constituent 'John'. 

Besides, the term endocentric refers to the English character-substance 

construction (such as poor John, fresh milk and the like). What is more, two types 

of endocentric constructions are distinguished: Coordinative (or serial) and 

Subordinative (or attributive). In the former type, the resultant phrase has the same 

form class as two or more of the constituents. For example, the phrase 'girls and 

boys' has the same form class as the constituents boys, girls, whereas in 

subordinative (attributive) constructions the resultant phrase has the same form 

class as one of the constituents which are called head. So the phrase 'poor John' 

has the same form class as 'John' which is the head and 'poor' is the attribute. 
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Moreover, the attribute may be a subordinative phrase such as 'very fresh milk' 

where the immediate constituents are the head 'milk' and the attribute 'very fresh' 

and this attribute phrase in turn consists of the head 'fresh' and the attribute 'very'.  

       It is possible to say that the claim that syntactic structures have a head dates 

back to Bloomfield; with the difference that Bloomfield suggests that some 

structures do not have a head. Put differently, the form class of an endocentric 

phrase is usually the same as that of some word (or several words, members of 

coordination) that is contained in the phrase.  

       Bloomfield (1935: 196) uses the term 'expression' to refer to both words and 

phrases. That is, 'John' is a substantive, 'poor John' a substantive phrase, and both 

forms are substantive expressions. Constructions like 'fresh milk' are called 

character-substance construction. This construction is viewed as attributive and its 

head is always a noun expression as the core or the centre of the phrase. The 

attribute in this construction is an adjective expression i.e. an adjective or an 

endocentric phrase with adjective as centre. Besides, in the character-substance 

construction there is a feature of order. That is, the adjective expression precedes 

the noun expression as in 'poor John' and 'fresh milk'. What is more, adjectives are 

divided into two classes: descriptive (such as 'fresh') and limiting (such as 'this'). 

When a phrase contains both of them the limiting adjective precedes and modifies 

the group of descriptive adjective as well as the noun as in 'this fresh milk'.  

       Bloomfield (ibid.: 202) also points out that "in a form like this fresh milk, the 

immediate constituents are the limiting adjective this and the noun phrase fresh 

milk, which consists, in turn, of the descriptive adjective fresh and the noun milk". 

Thus, there are two types of character-substance construction: the quality-

substance construction, where the attribute is a descriptive adjective expression, 

and the limitation-substance construction, where the attribute is a limiting 

adjective.  

       Moreover, Bloomfield (ibid.: 203) divides the limiting adjectives into two sub-

classes of determiners and numeratives. Determiners, in turn, fall into two types 

definite and indefinite. Examples of definite determiners are: any possessive 
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adjective (such as John's book, my house) and the words this, these, that, those, the. 

Examples of indefinite determiners are a(n), such, any, either, every, neither, no, 

some, what, whatever, which, whichever, and the phrasal combinations many a, 

such a, and what a. Examples of the limiting adjectives of the other class, 

numeratives, are both, all, few, hundred, thousand and so on. 

 

The nominative expression 

 

                 Substantive expressions          Character- substance 

                      (e.g. poor John)                    (e.g. fresh milk) 

                                         The quality substance          Limitation substance 

                                                                        

                                                 Descriptive adj.                  Limiting adj. 

                                                    (e.g. fresh)                        (e.g. this) 

                                                                             Determiners    Numeratives  

                                                                                                           (e.g. both)                     

                                                    Definite                   Indefinite 

                                           (e.g. possessive adj.)            (e.g. an, any)           

Figure (2): analysis of the nominative expression 

 

2.2.2.2 Fries (1952) and Nida (1966)  

       According to de Monnink (2000: 13), Fries (1952) and Nida (1966) apply the 

structuralist methods to the description of English syntax. Fries in his book The 

Structure of English, rejects traditional meaning definitions for functional relations 

such as modification. In his approach modifiers are treated relative to their head (or 

nucleus) which can be realized by one of the form classes or function classes. 

According to Fries, the elements that come before the noun are: -ed/-ing 

participles, adjectives, nouns and adverbs; whereas the items that follow the noun 

are: ‘PPs’ and clauses. Furthermore, in A Synopsis of English Syntax, Nida 

recognizes five function slots in the structure of the NP: the pre-determiner, 
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determiner, post-determiner, head, and postposed attributive. The pre-determiner 

precedes the determiner and can be an attributive to the head as in (nearly a pint), 

to the post-determiner as in (quite a large house), or to everything from the 

determiner to the head (so little a place) (de Monnink 2000: 13-14).    

 

2.2.2.3 Stageberg's (1981) Approach  

       Stageberg takes the structural perspective to deal with the NP. His work is 

based on structural grammar with borrowings from transformational grammar and 

from European scholarly traditional grammar. His work is absolutely different 

from those who comprise meaning and function. Stageberg's (1981) contribution to 

the description of syntax is the application of a threefold classification for words or 

word groups: they are classified by form, by position and by function.  

        According to Stageberg (1981: 187), "a noun phrase consists of a noun and all 

the words and word groups that belong with the noun and cluster around it". For 

him a noun is called the headword or head, and the other words and word groups 

are modifiers of the noun. What is striking here is that he views the determiners as 

modifiers. He gives the following example to explain the elements of the NP:  

33. The yellow tulips in the garden which were gaily blooming. 

 

       Stageberg (ibid.) assumes that in this example tulip' is the head. All the other 

elements are modifiers. The single-word modifiers, the and yellow, precede the 

head while the word-group modifiers, in the garden and which were blooming, 

follow the head. The modifier is defined as a word or word group that has an effect 

on the meaning of a head. That is, it describes, limits, intensifies, and / or adds to 

the meaning of the head. Modification is viewed as a function. The word or word 

group that performs this function is a modifier which belongs not to form-classes 

or the position-classes but with the function-classes, such as the subject of verb, 

direct object, indirect object, object complement, and object of preposition. Words 

are classified according to their form, the position they occupy and the function 

they perform. Consider the following example: 
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34. The white flower is more attractive.  

  

In this example, the noun flower is the head of the NP The white flower, and the 

word white is classified as an adjective by form, an adjectival by position and a 

modifier by function. Stageberg (1981: 248) calls the slot between the HN flower 

and the definite article the as the adjectival. This position is either occupied by 

adjective such as white, a noun such as garden or a verb such as blossoming. All 

these function as modifiers of the HN. The elements that precede the head are 

known as pre-nominal modifiers and form subclasses of the adjectival. Pre-nominal 

modifiers are classified into six classes from the left side of the head to the right: 

 

Table (2): Pre-nominal Modifiers (Stageberg, ibid) 

                            

6 5 4 3 2 1 NH 

Restricter Pre-determiner Determiner Post-

determiner 

Adj. N.  

Especially All A. Articles cardinal 

numbers 

red school  

Even Both a. an, the 1, 2, 3 old garden  

Just Half possessive 

adjs. 

Ordinal 

numbers 

   

  her, my first, second,    

  B. another, 

any 

Last    

 

       According to Stageberg (ibid.: 249), there are complicated orders of 

precedence within this list. That is, there are some elements that do not follow all 

determiners, but each one can follow at least one determiner. For example, other 

usually follows, not precedes, another post-determiner, as in many other boys, most 

other boys; but when other is combined with a cardinal number, either order is 
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allowed: the three other boys, the other three boys. For Stageberg, it is enough to 

recognize the class as a whole without exploring its internal complications. 

        Stageberg (1982 :249) confirms that he leaves many questions of the order of 

the pre-nominal adjectivals unexplored. Although he provides a comprehensive 

description of the structure of the NP, it lacks information on the order of 

occurrence and precedence of the pre-nominal elements. He does not explain what 

principle of precedence is operative when there are two nouns modifying the HN. 

For example, one would probably say "an iron garden gate" but not "a garden iron 

gate". In addition, the question which adjectives precede which other adjectives is 

also left unexplained. 

 

2.2.3 Post-Descriptive Approaches 

       Over the last few years linguists have tried to produce a new grammar of 

English that incorporates as many as possible of the insights achieved in modern 

linguistics. Post-descriptivists grammarians have made significant changes to the 

traditional analysis to take account of the progress that has been made by linguists 

in understanding English grammar. Linguistic studies have made more and more 

use of authentic naturally occurring data. The study of language goes beyond the 

merely structural, to present an integrated account of structure and function. 

Linguists try to link grammar to the overall structure of discourse and to the 

contexts in which it is produced. This group of post-descriptive grammarians 

focuses on how specific structures are used in a wider discourse context. However, 

the advances in corpus technology have allowed them to develop in important 

ways particularly in the exemplification and quantitative investigation of grammar 

across different language varieties, spoken or written. The use of the computer has 

made it possible to process large amounts of data and to analyse the data efficiently 

and consistently so that the data can be used by linguists for the study of (the 

structure of) language. Nevertheless, it could be argued that descriptive grammar 

and post-descriptive grammar complement rather than compete with each other (cf. 

Hudson, 2003: 97-98). 
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2.2.3.1 Quirk et al.'s (1985) Approach 

      Quirk et al. (1985: v) look at the whole grammar of the language from a 

semantic and communicative viewpoint. In fact, their work is considered as a large 

scale grammar of English from which many have taken inspiration for a project of 

similar scope. They provide indispensable source of data and ideas.  

       Quirk et al. (ibid.: 61) define NP as having a central constituent or head. They 

point out that "in some noun phrases the head must be accompanied, and in other 

noun phrases it cannot (normally) be accompanied, by another element" (ibid.). 

They also suggest that the structure of the NP consists of a head, which is typically 

a noun, and of elements which (either obligatorily or optionally) determine the 

head and (optionally) modify the head, or complement another element in the 

phrase (Quirk et al., ibid.: 61). 

       Moreover, Quirk et al. (ibid.: 64) analyse the constituents of the NP into both 

functional constituents and formal constituents. For example, an adjective (formal 

term) can function either as a modifier or as a head (function terms) in an NP. On 

the other hand, the noun can be a head as well as a modifier as in: The poor city 

which contracts with The city poor. In this respect, three sub-classes of 

determinatives are distinguished: pre-determinatives, central determinatives and 

post-determinatives. Here are some examples from each of these classes: 

 

1- Pre-determinatives: all, both, half, double, such, etc. 

2- Central determinatives: a, the, this, that, these, those, my, his, etc. 

3- Post-determinatives: two, three, second, third, last, next, few, many, etc. (ibid.: 

253) 

The three classes of determiners are assumed to have been set up on the basis of 

their position in the NP in relation to each other. In other words, it is not possible to 

find central determiner + pre-determiner (*their all trouble), or post-determiner + 

central determiner + pre-determiner (*five the all boys), but only the order 1 + 2 + 

3 given above: all their trouble, all the five boys. It is noteworthy, however, that 
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Quirk et al. (Quirk et al. 1985: 253) use the label determiner as a form label and 

determinative as a function label. 

       Modification is an optional function performed, for example, by adjectives or 

APs and nouns in the NP; the elements that precede the head other than 

determinatives are pre-modifiers and the elements that follow the head are post-

modifiers. Unlike Stageberg (1981), Quirk et al. (ibid.) do not view determiners as 

modifiers. They aver that in any NP structure, pre-modifiers occur after 

determinatives (ibid.: 65). They argue that "semantically, modifiers add 

'descriptive' information to the head, often restricting the reference of the head. 

Thus, a green table has a more specific meaning than a table, and very tall has a 

more specific meaning than tall (ibid.: 65). 

        In order to describe the rules for the order of the relative sequence of the pre-

modifier items, Quirk et al. (ibid: 1338) divide the territory between DET (the 

determinative) and HEAD (the head) into four pre-modification zones (I, 11,111, 

IV), for example: 

 

Table (3): Examples of sequences of pre-modifiers (After Quirk et al., ibid.: 

1340) 

 

HEAD IV III II I DET 

 and  pre-head 

position 

 

post-central, central, Pre-central,  

attractions. 

 

African tourist  splendid Numerous Our 

tower. church Grey  Certain A 

                           

Pre-central zone includes peripheral non-gradable adjectives, particularly 

intensifying adjectives such as certain, absolute, slight, etc. The central zone 

includes central gradable adjectives such as big, funny, keen, powerful, etc. Within 

the internal structure of the central zone the usual order is non-derived + deverbal + 

denominal as in the following examples: 
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35. A tall attractive woman. 

36. This green hilly slope 

37. A satisfied sleepy look.  

 

      Besides, Quirk et al. (1985: 1339) also suggest that among adjectives in zone 

II, it is possible to distinguish a group of emotive, evaluative, or subjective 

adjectives (lovely, nice, wonderful, terrible, nasty, etc) which usually precede other 

central adjectives. For example, beautiful long hair is more likely than long 

beautiful hair.  

Zone III includes particularly participles and colour adjectives such as a retired 

colonel and blue skies.  

        Zone IV includes the least adjectival and most nominal pre-modifiers i.e. 

adjectives which are not central but peripheral adjectives. An example is adjectives 

with a proper noun which denotes nationality, provenance and style such as 

American. Zone IV also involves denominal adjectives such as economic, medical. 

It also includes nouns such as "tourist attraction" and "college students".     

        However, Quirk et al. (ibid.: 1341) point put that the general principle for the 

order of the pre-modifiers corresponds to the natural order of recursive 

qualification i.e. it depends on factual not linguistic information. Thus, "beautiful 

long hair" is more usual than "long beautiful hair" because length of hair may be a 

condition of its being judged beautiful. In other words, the preferred order reflects 

the nonlinguistic world.  

       Post-modifier is mainly realized by a PP or a relative clause (finite or non-

finite). Minor types of post-modification include realization by an appositive NP, 

an NP, an AP, or appositive clauses (ibid.: 1292). However, Quirk et al. (1985) do 

not recognize the further division of post-head items to post-modifiers and 

complements. The term post-modifier is used for all the elements that occur after 

the NP head. Quirk et al. (ibid.: 1244) distinguish two main types of finite clauses 

as an NP post-modifiers, relative clauses [38] and appositive clauses [39] as in the 

following: 
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38. The rumor that was heard in the TVs was true. 

39. The rumor that the company will announce bankruptcy is true.                           

 

2.2.3.2 Huddleston and Pullum's (2005) Approach  

        Huddleston and Pullum (2005: 82) assume that "a typical NP consists of a 

noun serving as head word and (possibly) various accompanying dependents." 

       Moreover, the dependents in the structure of the NP are divided into three 

main types (ibid.: 83): 

A. Determiners such as the, a, some, two, no are those dependents which are 

obligatory in NPs that contain count singular common nouns as head. For 

example, it is possible to say the door is open" but not *door is open. 

However, sometimes count nouns occur without determiners but in a very 

limited range of special syntactic constructions as is clear in the following 

examples: 

40. Who wants to be treasurer? (ibid: 87) (Emphasis in the origin) 

 

Huddleston and Pullum (ibid: 88) call nouns like treasurer a bare role NP.  

B. Complements such as the loss of blood, a ban on smoking, the fact that she's 

alive have to be licensed by the HN. 

C. Modifiers such as a young woman, a friend from Boston, people who 

complained are the default type of dependents. Modifiers are optional 

elements that occur within the structure of the NP. 

 

       Huddleston and Pullum (ibid.: 88) recognize a unit that occurs between the NP 

and the noun, which is called a nominal. For example, the brave soldier consists of 

the as the determiner and brave soldier as a nominal. That is, the noun soldier is 

the head of the nominal not the whole NP.  
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       Furthermore, Huddleston and Pullum (2005: 84) make another dichotomy 

between the internal and external dependents. Internal dependents fall inside the 

nominal while external dependants fall outside the nominal. Complements (with 

some exceptions) are always internal and determiners are always externals. 

Modifiers, on the other hand, are either internal as in 'a [big dog]' or external as in 

'even a [young woman]'. 

      Unlike Quirk et al. (1985), Huddleston and Pullum (ibid.: 93) use 'determiner' 

for the function term and 'determinative' for the category term since the suffix  -er 

matches that in the function term 'modifier' , while  -ive matches that in the 

category term 'adjective'. The determiner position in the NP is usually filled by a 

determinative such as the city, a determinative phrase which consists of a 

determinative accompanied by its own modifiers as in very few new books and by 

genitive NP as in her income (ibid.: 90). They also argue that although 

determinatives function as determiners, many are also found to function as 

modifiers as in the following examples: 

              Determiner                                                         Modifier   

41.  [The handsome boy] got married.        I wish you [all the best] in your life. 

(ibid.: 93)       

42. [Many people] were offended.     He listed [its many failings]. (ibid.) 

(Emphasis in the origin) 

 

       However, sometimes a single word functions at the same time as a determiner 

or modifier and also as a head. Huddleston and Pullum (ibid.: 97) call such a 

construction the fused head construction i.e. the head of the NP is combined, or 

fused, with a dependent element, usually the determiner or an internal modifier.  

In fused determiner-heads NPs, almost all determiners can occur in this 

construction, except the two articles the and a, as well as every and what, as is 

illustrated in the following example: 

43. She bought two dresses though she needed only [one].  
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      Moreover, in fused modifier-heads constructions, an adjective serves as a 

modifier and as a head at the same time as is clear in the following example: 

44.  I prefer the red car not [the white]?  

         

      Contrary to Quirk et al. (1985), Huddleston and Pullum (2005: 94) make a 

distinction between complements and modifiers. In the clearest cases complements 

are obligatory elements. In other words, complements are related more closely to 

the head than modifiers as is clear in the following example: 

45. She regularly gives us [very useful advice on financial matters]. (ibid.: 22) 

(Emphasis in the origin) 

                                                 

In this example, although the complement 'on financial matters' is optional, its 

close relation to the head is observed in the fact that the particular preposition 'on' 

which introduces it is selected by 'advice', i.e. 'advice' requires 'on', 'fear' requires 

'of', 'interest' requires 'in', and so on. 

 

2.2.3.3 Lock 2003 (Functional Approach)  

       Of the more recent approaches, functional grammar stands out in that it 

focuses on the communicative use of language. In this respect it offers a different 

approach to the study of the mobility of constituents. 

        Unlike approaches in the formal paradigm, where language is looked upon as 

an abstract, formal object, functional grammar considers language an instrument of 

social interaction between speakers i.e. it is part of the speaker’s communicative 

competence. In functional grammar, it is not enough to give the rules and principles 

that underlie the structure of language; these rules have to be explained according 

to their function in language use. From a functional point of view, there is no such 

thing as autonomous syntax. Both syntax and semantics should be studied in the 

wider frame of pragmatics. Thus, in order to understand the structure of the 

language, it is necessary to understand the function of the language.  Leech (2006: 

44) argues that "functional grammar focuses attention on the way grammar 
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contributes to the social uses of language and the way language is processed by the 

human mind". He also avers that "a functional description of a noun phrase says 

how the noun phrase behaves in a larger unit – a clause – of which it is a part; that 

is as subject, object, prepositional complement and so on" (Leech, 2006: 44). 

Formal definition of an NP, on the other hand, is concerned with the way it is 

constructed of smaller constituents – for example, nouns, determiners and various 

kinds of modifier. Brown and Yule (1983: 1) tell us "it cannot be restricted to the 

description of linguistic forms independent of the purposes or functions which 

forms are designed to serve in human affairs". 

       Lock's (2003) approach takes the functional perspective to deal with the 

concept of the NP. The approach adopted by Lock (2003) for the analysis of the 

NP is in essence that developed by M. A. K. Halliday and his colleagues. 

Functional analysis primarily is interested in how linguistic structures are used to 

express meaning. That is, language is viewed as a communicative resource. 

According to Lock (2003: 3), grammar is viewed as a resource for making and 

exchanging meaning in spoken and written discourse. This is different from formal 

analyses which are interested in abstract representations and relationships between 

structures rather than meaning and context. Generally speaking, Lock tries to make 

use of authentic examples which are drawn from a range of contemporary spoken 

and written sources. Lock (ibid: 8) points out that in order to think of grammar as a 

resource of making and exchanging meaning, three types of meaning within 

grammatical structures should be identified: experiential meaning, interpersonal 

meaning and textual meaning. Experiential meaning is concerned with the 

representation of our experience of the world and of the inner world of our thought 

and feelings. Interpersonal meaning is concerned with language as interaction and 

the expression of judgments and attitudes. Textual meaning organizes the former 

two kinds of meaning into coherent text relevant to its context. However, Lock 

(ibid.: 2) believes that "formal analysis must at some stage take account of meaning 

and function, and functional analysis must at some stage take account of form". In 

other words, both grammars are interrelated and complement each other. 
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       Like all functionalists, Lock (2003: 25) uses the term noun group instead of 

NP. He defines noun group as a rank between sentence and word. Groups are 

regarded as expansions of single words as in the following example: 

46. People who visit Duhok in winter should wear warm clothes.  

 

The noun group 'who visit Duhok in winter' is an expansion of the noun 'people'. 

The word 'clothes' is referred to as a group despite the fact that 'clothes' is one 

word. Lock (ibid.: 7) differentiates between the term group and phrase. The 

difference lies in the fact that a group can be thought of as an expansion of a single 

word, whereas a phrase is more like a mini-clause. Thus, the words following 

prepositions in PPs are not expansions of the prepositions but objects of 

prepositions. Therefore, PPs are quite different kinds of structures from groups. 

Lock (ibid.: 8) also indicates that there could be such things as prepositional 

groups. For example, the underlined constituents in the following PPs are all 

prepositional groups (expansions of prepositions): all along the watchtower; right 

behind the main quadrangle; directly in front of the theater.   

According to Lock (ibid.: 26), the structure of the noun group consists of the Head, 

Pre-modifiers, and Post-modifiers as is illustrated below: 

   Pre-modifier        Head              Post-modifier 

47. The             cottage       on top of the mountain  

 

       According to Lock (ibid.), a noun group consists of a large number of elements 

that perform different functions. These functions may be represented in the 

following example: 

48. The two very cooperative assistant managers from the engineering section 

who helped us last week. 

 

The head of the group is the noun managers whose experiential function is to 

represent the thing. The other different functions of the pre-modifiers and post-

modifiers can be represented as follows: 
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49. The                                             referring 

50. two                                           quantifying 

51. very cooperative                        describing 

52. assistant                                    classifying 

53. who helped us last week             qualifying                 (Lock, 2003: 27) 

   

       It should be noted, however, that Lock makes use of the term Referrer to refer 

to the class of determiners. He mentions that "words which perform the function of 

referring normally come first in the noun group. They [referrers] provide 

information about the scope of the reference of the Thing (represented by the 

head)" (ibid.).  

       Moreover, Lock, like Stageberg, treats referrers as pre-modifiers. He states 

"referrers are pre-modifiers which indicate whether the reference of the Thing is 

generic (in the whole class), definite (to an identified subset), or indefinite (to an 

unidentified subset)" (ibid.: 37).  

        Besides, Lock (ibid.: 48) calls words that perform the describing function 

Describers. Describers specify the quality of the Thing or the writer/ speaker's 

attitude toward the Thing represented by the head. The describing function can be 

performed by adjectives as in 'beautiful mountains'. It can also be performed by 

participles, for example, 'an interesting teacher' and 'an interested student'. 

Classifiers, on the other hand, are defined by Lock as those words which sub-

classify the Thing. For example, 'The assistant lecturer' is a sub-classification of 

lecturer and the word 'assistant' functions as a classifier. He adds that "classifiers 

may be realized by adjectives, nouns, or participles" (ibid.: 50). , as in the 

following three noun groups: 

54. Amazing views (adjective as classifier) 

55. City center (noun as classifier) 

56. Bored match (participle as classifier)  
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      In addition, Lock (2003: 53) avers that post-modifiers qualify the Thing 

represented by the head of the noun group. The technical term for this experiential 

function of post-modifiers is Qualifier. He (ibid.: 53-54) defines three types of 

post-modifiers: 

1- Finite clauses as in:  

57. The girl who is standing on the left has been very friendly. 

2-  Non-finite clauses as in:  

58. The girl standing on the left has been very friendly. 

3- PPs as in:  

59. The girl on the left looks very friendly. 

 

2.2.3.4 Hudson (2003) (Word Grammar Approach) 

       This approach is based on the traditional school. That is, sentence structure is a 

network of relationships (dependencies) between individual words. While most 

modern descriptive grammars tend to take ‘phrase structure’ as basic, this approach 

takes a single word as basic. Hudson (2003: 99) calls his grammar 'Word 

Grammar'. Word grammar makes the analysis of the sentences much easier and 

straightforward. The main distinctive characteristics of word grammar are its use of 

dependencies rather than phrase structure. In this grammar, a single noun is viewed 

as the subject of a verb as opposed to modern grammars who generally recognize 

an NP as the subject of a whole clause. In other words, Hudson's analysis leads to 

an economical description. For example, in ‘Small babies cry’, 'babies' is the 

subject of 'cry', where most modern grammars believe that the NP ‘small babies’ is 

the subject of the clause ‘small babies cry’. According to Hudson, such extra 

phrases are not much help. They make the analysis much more complicated. For 

example,  a simple two-word sentence like ‘Babies cry’ has to be given a phrase 

structure in which babies counts twice, once as a word and then as a phrase.  

In most modern descriptive work, the grammar is organized around notions like 

‘NP’ and ‘VP’, which Hudson has called simply ‘noun expansions’ and ‘verb 

expansions’ (ibid: 98). 
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        Moreover, a noun can be expanded by adding further words which modify its 

meaning. Words generally combine on unequal conditions, i.e. the combined words 

do not have the same status because one word provides the basic meaning and the 

other modifies it. For example, a joke book is a kind of book, and not a kind of 

joke. Thus, joke book is an expansion of book. The aim of this expansion is to 

make the meaning of the noun 'book' more precise. Since book is a noun, 

expressions like a joke book are called Noun Expansion instead of NP. Further, in 

any noun-noun combinations the first noun is the expansion of the second one. 

Moreover, in a construction like joke book the word which provides the essential 

meaning is the head of the combination, and the other is its dependent; so book is 

the head of joke book, and joke depends on book. In addition, the word which is 

expanded is the head and the words which expand it are said to depend on it and 

the relationship between these two words is a ‘dependency’ (Hudson, 2003: 15).  

       Besides, there is another group of words that follows the head instead of 

preceding it. For example joke book means the same as book of jokes, while 

lunchtime weather-forecast means weather-forecast at lunchtime. In each of these 

pairs, a new word has been added such as of or at before the dependent noun to 

give the same meaning; but this produces a new group of words (of jokes and at 

lunchtime) which has to follow the HN instead of preceding it. In these examples, 

the preposition is sandwiched between the HN and another noun that is part of the 

noun expansion. According to Hudson (ibid.: 23), " the preposition doesn’t merely 

happen to occur between these two nouns: it is the essential ‘glue’ that allows the 

second to stick to the first". Such groups are called ‘noun-preposition-noun’ 

pattern. The structure of a noun-preposition-noun pattern like book of jokes is that 

book is the head and of and jokes are related to each other and to the head book. In 

other words, of depends on book and jokes depends on of.  Besides, the word jokes 

cannot depend directly on book because when one noun depends on another, they 

must be in the reverse order as in joke book. What is more, there is a close 

connection between of and jokes. That is, either cannot occur without the other, 

(*book of and *book jokes). Moreover, a dependent preposition follows the noun, 
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whereas a dependent noun precedes it and because jokes depends on of, we 

understand that of  is essential as the glue attaching it to book. 

       In expressions like this book, the noun book can be regarded as the provider of 

the ‘basic’ meaning, i.e. 'this book is clearly a book'. In other words, this book 

could also be described simply as this. But this is not possible with expressions like 

joke book because 'a joke book is a kind of book, and not a kind of joke'; so joke 

could be eliminated as the head. Thus, from the point of view of meaning, either 

this or book can equally function as the head. (Hudson, 2003: 36) 

From the syntactic point of view, book can be left out in examples like the name of 

this book but not this. Thus, Hudson (ibid.: 37) concludes that this book is an 

expansion of this which can always occur without book i.e. book must depend on 

this not the other way round. What Hudson wants to make clear here is that this 

could be used as a head. This is similar to what other linguists, such as Quirk et al. 

(1985) and Stageberg (1981), suggest that determiners such as this can be used as 

head of the NPs, but he differs from them by claiming that in expressions like this 

book, this is the head not book. In Hudson's words "this book is an expansion of 

this, which can always occur without book; it cannot be an expansion of book, 

because this is impossible without this" (ibid.). 

       Hudson (ibid.) also claims that two pronouns can never combine together 

because they allow only one dependent which is always a common noun as is clear 

in the following examples: 

60. *The name of his this book 

61. *The name of this his book 

62. *The name of any his book 

63. *The name of his any book  
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      Consequently, his accepts book, but not this, as a dependent. According to 

Hudson, "if, on the other hand, this had depended on book, we might have expected 

pronouns to multiply just as adjectives do" (Hudson, 2003: 37).  

       Another disconcerting point suggested by Hudson (ibid.: 36) is that he treats 

determiners as pronouns and that pronouns including the and a/an can be used as 

determiners. Hudson says "you have just discovered a class of words that modern 

linguists call ‘DETERMINERS’ but which seem to be nothing but pronouns that 

can combine with a common noun" (ibid.). He claims that the and a/an cannot be 

left out with singular countable common noun just like pronouns such as my or 

your. Thus, he comes to a conclusion that also the and a/an are pronouns because 

they take a common noun as their dependent i.e. their common nouns depend on 

them (ibid.). 

       Consequently, Hudson tries to define noun expansions (NPs) in terms of 

dependency relationships as is clear in the following example: 

64. The name of this book about the grammar of English, 

            

In this example, every word (except the first) depends on the word before it.    

       However, the justifications Hudson gives for the description of the structure of 

the noun expansion are not well-founded. His explanation is incomplete and lacks 

many necessary details. He ignores many crucial facts especially when he claims 

that the and a/an are merely pronouns. The explanations he gives to prove that are 

not very convincing. The fact that the and a/an take a singular common noun as 

their dependent, just like pronouns such as my and your, does not mean that they 

have the same functions. On the contrary, both have different functions and 

different characteristics. In other words, the specification of this closed class of 

elements as pronouns marks a departure from the universally accepted definition of 

pronouns as pro-forms. 
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2.2.3.5 Generativists' Approach 

      Over the last thirty years, generative grammar has greatly developed and it is 

still, in its variant forms, one of the most important approaches to linguistics. The 

mainstream of linguistics since 1957, the year in which Chomsky's Syntactic 

Structures appeared, has been dominated by Noam Chomsky. 

      Campbell (2002: 81) argues that Chomsky is against the discovery procedures 

of his American structuralist predecessors whose main goal was to discover the 

structure of the language from a body of data. According to Chomsky, the most 

important task of the linguist is to describe and explain the knowledge of the 

structure of the language which the native speaker has. Liles (1971: 7) points out 

that "the transformationalist is more concerned with the system that underlies the 

language than he is with the actual speech of an individual at any given time".  

      Moreover, Radford (1988: 167) postulates a two level theory of categories, 

namely word-level category such as noun, verb, adjective etc. and phrase–level 

category such as NP, VP, AP, etc. He also avers that there is a third level category 

intermediate between word-level and phrase-level categories (ibid.). He posits that 

"there are nominal constituents larger than the Noun and smaller than a full noun 

phrase" (ibid.: 167). Thus, in an example like 'The king of England', the phrase 

(king of England) is an intermediate type of nominal phrase larger than a noun and 

smaller than an NP. The structure of this nominal phrase consists of the noun 'king' 

and the PP 'of England'.  However, there are many category labels for this nominal 

phrase. For example, Harris (1951) suggests "a system of raised numbers to label 

successively larger phrasal expansions of a given head constituents"(Cited in 

Radford, ibid.: 172). Thus, 'The king of England' can be represented in the 

following way: 
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                                                            N2 

 

                                 D                                                   N1 

 

                                The                        N0                                            PP 

                                                  

                                                                                                      

                                                               king                                   of England 

Figure (3): Analysis of 'the king of England'  

(Number Notation) (Radford, 1988: 172) 

In the above tree diagram (N2) corresponds to NP, (N1) to the nominal phrase and 

(N0) to the simple category noun. Moreover, Radford (ibid.: 173) introduces two 

more alternative (but equivalent) labels for Harris' number notation. One is the bar 

notation (N') introduced by Chomsky (1970) and the other one is the prime 

notation (N-) by Jackendoff (1977). Radford (ibid.) also opines that the three 

systems are merely different ways of saying the same thing. Radford adopts the 

prime notation system in tree diagrams though he refers to the relevant constituents 

as N, N-bar and N-double bar. Thus, 'the king of England' will be represented in 

the following way: 

                                                            N" 

 

                                 D                                                    N' 

 

                               the                           N                                             PP 

                                                  

                                                                                                      

                                                             king                                   of England  

     

Figure (4): Analysis of 'the king of England' (Bar Notation) (ibid.) 
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       Moreover, Radford (1988: 176) notes that there are two types of postnominal 

phrases (post-modifiers) (emphasis is ours), namely, those which function as 

Adjuncts and those which function as Complements. The difference between 

complements and adjuncts can be illustrated in terms of the contrast between the 

following two examples: 

65.  a student of Physics (complements) (ibid.) (Emphasis in the origin) 

66.  a student with long hair (Adjuncts) (ibid.) (Emphasis in the origin) 

 

In (65), the complement 'of Physics' indicates what the student studies i.e. it can be 

paraphrased as 'He is studying Physics'. On the other hand, in example (66) the PP 

'with long hair' does not indicate anything about what the student is studying. It 

merely provides additional information about the student (i.e. that he happens to 

have long hair), and therefore it does not in any sense function as the complement. 

In other words, example (66) does not have any corresponding paraphrase in which 

'long hair' is used as the complement of the verb 'study' as in *'He is studying long 

hair'. The constituent structure associated with an NP such as 'a student of Physics 

with long hair' is illustrated in the manner outlined below: 

N" 

 

                                 D                                                    N' 

 

                                a                   N'                                                      PP 

                                                  

                                                                                                      

                                      N                               PP                        with long hair                        

                                          

                                 student                      of Physics 

Figure (5) Analysis of 'a student of Physics with long hair'  

(The difference between Complements and Adjuncts) (ibid.: 177) 
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       Radford (1988: 185) also points out that determiners, adjuncts and 

complements are optional constituents and the only constituent which an NP must 

contain is a HN.  

       Further, Radford (ibid.: 196) shows that there are three structurally distinct 

classes of nominal pre-modifiers: Determiners, Complements and Attributes. In 

addition, attributes expand recursively N-bar into N-bar. Let us consider the 

following example: 

67. a Cambridge Physics student  (ibid.: 197) 

 

In this example, 'Cambridge' is analysed as an Attribute and 'Physics' as a 

Complement as is illustrated below:                                          

N" 

 

                                D                                                    N' 

 

                                 a                   NP                                             N' 

                                                  

                                                Cambridge                     NP                           N 

                                                                                           

                                                                                           Physics                  student 

Figure (6) Analysis of 'a Cambridge Physics student'  

(The difference between Attribute and Complement) (ibid.) 

 

Attributes are also recursive optional elements because not all NPs contain 

Attributes. Besides, Radford (ibid.: 204) assumes that "just as some postnominal 

PPs function as Complements to noun and others as Adjuncts, so too some 

prenominal NPs function as Complements to Nouns, and others as Attributes". 

Moreover, there is a close parallel between postnominal PPs and prenominal NPs. 

For instance, all the postnominal PP Complements in the (a) examples below have 

NP Complement counterparts in the corresponding (b) examples: 
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68. a. The ban [on pornography] (Radford, 1988: 204) 

        b. The [pornography] ban 

69. a. The weather [in winter] (ibid.: 205) 

        b. The [winter] weather 

70. a. The lady [of  iron] (ibid.) 

b. The [iron] lady 

 

Thus, as Radford (ibid.: 199) proposes "if Attributes are the prenominal 

counterparts of Adjuncts, then we should expect that Complements must also come 

closer to their head noun than Attributes". Then, it is obvious why sentence (b) 

below is ungrammatical: 

71. a. [Cambridge] [Physics] student (ibid.) 

       b. *[Physics] [Cambridge] student (ibid.) 

 

2.3 Discussion  

       Despite the fact that different theories concerning the structure of the NP are 

discussed at length in many grammars, there is a unified definition for the concept 

of the NP. That is, a phrase formed by a noun or other noun-like word (nominal) 

optionally accompanied by dependents. A considerable literature on the structure 

of the NP has shown that a typical NP consists of a noun or pronoun as its head and 

optionally accompanied by a number of elements. The head is defined as the hub, 

the centre of attraction of the NP; it is the only obligatory element around which 

the other parts gather together. Typically, the head is realized by a noun or a 

pronoun. However, other elements such as adjectives and determiners may 

function as head of the NP. Most grammarians tend to adopt three kinds of 

analyses concerning the NP constructions where the head is realized by elements 

other than nouns and pronouns (Huddleston & Pullum, 2002: 119). The first 

approach maintains that a word belongs to different parts-of-speech categories 

according to whether or not it is head of the NP. For example, many words may 

function either as determiners or pronouns: 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Grammatical_modifier
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pronoun          Some have left. 

determiner      Some people have left. 

pronoun          I need more. 

determiner      I need more money. 

 

       The second approach is that of ellipsis. Consider the following two examples: 

72. [The best] only can enter competition.  

73. They are not going to disregard [the worst]   

 

The best in example (72) is interpreted as The best people, whereas in example (73) 

the worst is interpreted as the worst people. The missing word in both examples is 

people. However, the words best and worst are treated here as adjectives and are 

said to be elliptical, with people understood. 

       The third approach is that which suggests a change of function without a 

change of category as is illustrated in the following examples: 

74. The shirt is made of [nylon]. (ibid.: 421) 

75. He was wearing a [a nylon shirt].(ibid.) 

 

In both examples, we have a single category (noun) appearing in two different 

functions: nylon in the first example is a noun functioning as a head and in the 

second example a noun functioning as modifier (ibid.). 

       Huddleston and Pullum (2002: 410) look at this matter from a different point 

of view. They believe that constructions like these should be treated as fused head 

NPs and that traditional grammar provides no justification for handling the 

construction under consideration in different ways. What is meant by fused-head 

NPs is that the head is combined or fused with a dependent function that in 

ordinary NPs is adjacent to the head, usually determiner or modifier as is clear in 

the following examples: 

 

76. All behave like one team.  
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77. The Dutch always play to win. 

In example (76), All is a determiner and at the same time head of the NP. Dutch, in 

example (77), is a modifier and at the same time head of the NP construction.  

      In this research, the analysis adopted by Huddleston and Pullum (2002) is 

favoured because, as they note, "a unitary treatment is to be preferred on grounds 

of simplicity and generality" (ibid.: 419). Nevertheless, a reference is made to the 

other analyses as well throughout this research.  

       Although the distinction and terminology concerning pre-head elements is 

quite unified, the approach of some distinguished linguists to the division of post-

head elements is more diverse. Unlike Huddleston and Pullum (2002) and Biber et 

al. (1999), Quirk et al. (1985) do not recognize the further division of post-head 

items to post-modifiers and complements. They use the term post-modifier for all 

the elements that occur after the HN. They distinguish two main types of finite 

clauses as NP post-modifiers, RELATIVE clauses and APPOSITIVE clauses 

(ibid.: 1244). Biber et al. (1999:  VIII) clearly state that they have borrowed the 

grammatical framework of concepts and terminology from Quirk et al., but they do 

not mention the possibility of treating the clauses following abstract HNs as 

appositive modifiers. Instead, they prefer the term complement clauses to 

appositive clauses. On the other hand, Huddleston and Pullum (2005) prefer the 

term content clauses to appositive clauses, whereas Schmid (2000: 24) uses the 

"neutral term post-nominal clause" in his study.          

       However, in this respect the approach with the terminology of Quirk et al. 

(1985) are preferred, therefore, the terms relative and appositive clause are used 

and both clauses are treated as post-modifiers.  

       Furthermore, generative grammarians recognize a third level category 

intermediate between word-level and phrase-level categories which is called a 

nominal phrase. They argue that there are nominal constituents larger than a noun 

and smaller than a full NP. For example, a young woman is an NP which consists 

of a determiner a and a nominal phrase young woman. Huddleston and Pullum 
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(2005: 84) also take a similar stand even though they call this construction a 

Nominal.  

       Besides, some linguists such as Stageberg (1981) and Lock (2003) view all the 

elements (including determiners) that occur before the head as modifiers. 

Stageberg (ibid.: 192 ff) adopts a three-pronged classification of form, function, 

and position. Thus, for rich and poor in (71) and (72) above, rich is an adjective by 

form, a subject by function, and a nominal by position, so is poor which is a direct 

object by function. As far nylon in (73) and (74) above, in (73) it is a noun by form, 

an object of preposition by function, and a nominal by position. In (74), it is a noun 

by form, a modifier by function and an adjectival by position. He calls the terms 

used for position –a) classes. Quirk et al. (1985) and Huddleston and Pullum 

(2005), on the other hand, argue that all the elements that occur before the head 

other than determiners are pre-modifiers. What is striking about Huddleston and 

Pullum (ibid.: 93) is that they suggest that many determiners function as modifiers 

as in the following examples:                                                                                                                                      

78. a. [The younger son] had died.                                        DETERMINER.                  

             b. I feel [all the better] for my holiday. (ibid.)                MODIFIER 

 

      However, Quirk et al.'s (1985) approach is adopted in this research because it 

provides a comprehensive account of the description of the structure of the NP. 

Quirk et al.'s explanation is more elaborate than any other known model. They take 

into account many crucial facts that are universally accepted and the justifications 

they give seem to be well-founded. Being eclectic, the model seems to embrace the 

pluses in all recent approaches. (cf. 2.2.3.1 above). Though this study describes the 

observed phenomenon in the grammatical framework of Quirk et al.'s (1985) 

eclectic model, it will benefit from some other models such as the model 

introduced by Huddleston and Pullum (2005) (cf. 2.2.3.2 above). 
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Chapter Three 

The Structure of the Noun Phrase in English 

 

3.1 Distinctive Properties of the Noun Phrase in English 

       Sentences are not random collections of words, but strings of words which are 

organized according to certain rules. Words are combined to form phrases, and 

phrases are one of the basic patterns out of which the sentence is built. According 

to Radford et al. (2009: 3), a grammar tells us how to combine words to form 

phrases and sentences. Generally, nouns allow for individuation, modification, 

measuring and counting which syntactically results in the licensing of elements 

such as determiners, adjectives, and quantifiers.                

       According to Leech et al. (1984: 60), NPs can be classified partly by external 

function and partly by internal form. ‘Function’ refers to Subjects, Direct Objects, 

Adjuncts, etc., and ‘form’ refers to words, word classes (noun, adjective, verb, 

etc.), phrases (NP, AP, VP, etc.), clauses (matrix clause, subordinate clause) or 

sentences. Form refers to the way the structure of the phrase is made up of words 

and other constituents. Huddleston and Pullum (2002: 326) argue that the 

distinctive properties of NPs can be described as: 

1- Form. A typical NP consists of a noun serving as head alone or accompanied 

by one or more dependents.  

2- Function. The main functions, in which prototypical NPs occur when placed 

in an appropriate case-form, are: 

 (i)In clause structure: 

     - Subject 

     - Object 

     - Predicative Complement 

  

(ii) In PP structure: 

      - Complement 

 

The following section discusses these two distinctive properties in some detail. 
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3.1.1 Form  

      The prototypical structure of the NP consists of a noun as a head alone or 

accompanied by one or more elements. The phrase constituent is defined by its 

head, thus an NP is defined by the main headword or noun within it (Mullany and 

Stockwell, 2010: 16). According to Giorgi and Longobardi (1991: 32), the NP 

consists of a head which is either a noun or a pronoun, a determiner that obligatory 

or optionally determines the head, and modifiers that optionally modify the head. 

Willis (2003: 76) points out that "theoretically a noun phrase could be extended 

infinitely, the only limits being those set by our capacity to process the complex 

meanings". Mullany and Stockwell (2010: 16) explain in more plain words that an 

NP is constituted by an essential noun as its head, with an optional determiner and 

an optional modifier and an optional qualifier (post-modifier). 

       According to Quirk et al. (1985: 1238), NPs consist of the following 

constituents: 

a. The head which is the central element around which the other constituents 

cluster and which dictates concord with other parts of the sentence. 

b. The determinative which includes pre-determiners, central determiners and post 

determiners. 

c. The Pre-modification, which comprises all the items placed before the head 

other than determinatives. 

d. The Post-modification which includes all the items placed after the head.  

 

3.1.1.1 The Head 

      The head is the basic and central constituent in the phrase in that it controls 

other words in the phrase, i.e. the category of the head determines the category of 

its phrase. It is the obligatory element in the structure of the NP and the one which 

controls number concord when such phrases are used as a subject in a sentence. 

Aarts (2001: 104) tells us that "all phrases have something in common, namely, the 

fact that they must minimally contain a head." NPs can consist of an unlimited 

number of modifiers but at the same time they can only consist of a head. Brown 



 

 

- 43 - 

and Miller (1980: 261) maintain that "the noun is the head of the construction and 

all other constituents are unilaterally
 (*)

 dependent on it". Semantically speaking, 

the head is responsible for conveying the basic information in the phrase. In this 

respect, Miller (2002: 3) writes: 

 

If we think of language as a way of conveying information – which is what every speaker 

does with language some of the time – we can consider the head as conveying a central 

piece of information and the modifiers as conveying extra information.  

           

Thus, in the phrase new cars the head word cars indicates the very large set of 

things that count as cars, while new indicates that the speaker is drawing attention 

not to the whole set but to the subset of cars that are new. In the phrase the new 

cars, the definite article the signals that the speaker is referring to a set of cars 

which have already been mentioned or are otherwise obvious in a particular 

context (Brown & Miller, 1980: 261). Moreover, the HN may be preceded and 

followed by modifiers as in: 

79. The young woman from Baghdad is my friend. 

 

The italicized string of words in the above example is the NP, which consists of the 

HN woman preceded by the determiner the, pre-modified by an adjective or AP 

young, and post-modified by the PP from Baghdad. In this sentence it is the HN 

woman which controls number concord. 

       The head of the NP is either realized by a noun or a pronoun. However, it may 

also be combined or fused i.e. a single word functions at the same time as a 

determiner or modifier and also as the head. Biber et al. (1999: 257) note that 

sometimes it is not easy to recognize the head of the NP particularly with 

quantifying nouns and species nouns as is illustrated in the following two 

examples: 

80. We drank our bottle of champagne. (ibid.) 

How much champagne did we drink?  
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81. He uncorked the bottle of Chablis. (Biber et al., 1999: 257) 

What did he uncork? 

 

In example (80) above, it is clear that the head is champagne, but in example (81), 

the head is bottle. This means that examples such as a bottle of X could be 

interpreted in two different ways depending on the circumstances. 

 

3.1.1.1.1 The Noun      

       Nouns have many different kinds of meanings. The noun category includes 

words denoting all kinds of physical things such as aircraft, clock, door, 

substances: apple, dog, fire, London, sister, water, etc, abstract nouns: result, 

security absence, debt, fear, love, silence. Nouns can also refer to actions and 

events: theft, landing; and to roles: pilot, spokesman (Azar, 2002: 107). A noun can 

also be a name: Berlin. Nouns can fall into a small number of classes which differ 

in meaning and grammatical behavior. Biber et al. (1999: 241) point out that the 

"important distinction is between common and proper nouns". Common nouns can 

be divided into countable and uncountable. Countable nouns are things that can be 

counted, i.e. they can have both singular and plural forms (e.g. a pen, two pens, 

etc.). Biber et al. (ibid.) aver that countable nouns show number contrasting i.e. 

both in the singular and the plural there is a contrast between definite and indefinite 

forms (e.g. a pen v. the pen, pens v. the pens). Uncountable nouns refer to entities 

which cannot be counted and do not show number contrasting. Though they do not 

take indefinite article, they allow a contrast between an indefinite and a definite 

form (e.g. meat v. the meat). The most typical uncountable nouns are singular. 

There are also plural nouns which do not vary for number and do not combine with 

numerals (ibid.). These are morphologically plural nouns which do not show 

number contrasting such as clothes, trousers, police, cattle, etc. (Hewings, 1999: 

100). Eastwood (1994: 175) notes that some nouns can be either countable or 

uncountable, depending on the context as is clear in the following examples: 

82. How much coffee do you drink?       (uncountable) 
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83. Bring us two coffees please.               (countable)  

 

Accordingly, Biber et al. (1999: 242) tell us that the contrast between the types of 

nouns "reflects how we choose to conceptualize the entities which we want to talk 

about. This is particularly clear with nouns which can be either countable or 

uncountable."  

      Proper nouns, on the other hand, do not show contrast and they lack 

indefiniteness (e.g. John but not normally a John, the John, Johns) because they 

only name instances and do not denote classes. The vast majority of proper nouns 

are both definite and singular. The situation in which proper nouns is `used is 

known to both the speaker and the addressee, i.e. they both know which individual 

is being referred to without any further specification (ibid.: 241). In some cases, 

proper nouns are used as common nouns as in the following examples: 

84. The Toms will attend the party. 

85. He wants to make good relations with the Jills. 

 

3.1.1.1.2 The Pronouns 

       Greenbaum and Nelson (2002: 98) aver that "pronouns are essentially special 

types of nouns and are the main word in a noun phrase or (more usually) the only 

word in a noun phrase". They act as head of NPs because they are obligatory 

elements in such phrases. They are distinguished from other nouns clearly by their 

inability to combine with determiners (*the me, *a myself). That is, they are limited 

in terms of what modifiers can be added to them. Leech et al. (1984: 51) argue that 

pronouns are, in a sense, dummy nouns or NPs given that they have a generalized 

or unspecific meaning. Radford (2004: 25) claims that a pronoun has no lexical 

semantic (or descriptive) content of its own, but rather takes its content from its 

antecedent. Baker (1989: 113) affirms that the simplest NP is a pronoun that is able 

to build itself up as the NP. Thus, when the head of the NP consists of the pronoun, 

the NP will generally consist of the head only because pronouns do not take 

determiners and modifiers as is illustrated in the following example: 
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86. He ate the red apple. 

 

In this example, there are two NPs. The first one consists of the personal pronoun 

'He' only without any modifiers. The second NP is 'the red apple' which consists of 

HN 'apple' which is determined by the definite article 'the' and pre-modified by the 

adjective 'red'.  

       Greenbaum and Nelson (2002: 100) are of the opinion that personal pronouns 

take modifiers to a limited extent as in the following examples: 

87. You who know us 

88. We in this room. 

89. Those who ate the apples were our friends. 

 

In example (89) above, the underlying constituent is an NP; the head is the 

demonstrative pronoun 'those', which is post-modified by the relative clause 'who 

ate the apples' 

What is more, pronouns are used to replace the whole NP as is clear in the 

following example: 

90. The man in the brown suit is blind. 

 

In this example, it is possible to replace the whole NP 'the man in the brown suit' 

by a personal pronoun 'He' as in the following: 

91. He is blind. 

 

In other words, example (91) above shows that pronouns replace not nouns, as their 

name suggests, but NPs. For this reason, Aarts (2001: 206) suggests that the term 

pro- NP would be better than pronoun.  

        Further, Quirk et al. (1985: 335) aver that semantically a pronoun may be a 

pro-form in any of the three senses below: 

a) It may replace a word or a phrase and therefore be a pronoun in a quite 

literal meaning as 'one' replaces the noun 'car' in the following example: 
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92. Carlos has a brown suit and Jack has a black one. 

b) It may indicate that reference is being made to something which is given or 

known within the linguistic or situational context as in the following 

example: 

93. Jan believes that he is stubborn.                    

 

This sentence has two possible readings: "Jan thinks that he (Jan) is stubborn" and 

"Jan thinks that he (someone else) is stubborn", depending on whether Jan and he 

are used to refer to the same individual (or co-refer), or refer to different persons 

(Brown & Miller, 1980: 274). 

c) It may stand for a very general concept, so that its reference includes the 

reference of untold more specific NPs as is clear in the following example: 

94. Someone broke the window. 

                    

 

In this example, the indefinite pronoun someone refers to a broad class of people, 

i.e. no particular person is referred to and the antecedent is indefinite and 

applicable to both males and females. 

Generally, pronouns fall into a number of classes: 

 

1) Personal Pronouns 

2) Possessive Pronouns                        Central Pronouns  

3) Reflexive Pronouns 

4) Demonstrative Pronouns 

5) Reciprocal Pronouns 

6) Interrogative Pronouns 

7) Infinitive Pronouns 

 

The first three classes are called central pronouns because they share in common 

the particular characteristics of pronouns in that they make distinctions in person 

(first, second, third), gender (masculine, feminine, and non-personal), and number 
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(singular and plural). Most of them also share at least some resemblance in their 

sound and in their appearance (you, yours, yourself) (Greenbaum & Nelson, 2002: 

99). 

  

3.1.1.1.2.1 Personal Pronouns 

        Personal pronouns are used for the speaker (I) and the person spoken to (you). 

The pronouns he, she, it and they are used to refer to other people and things when 

it is clear from the context what we mean. 

95. Jade isn't coming with us. She isn't very well. 

Personal pronouns have both a subject and an object form. 

96.  I'm coming. Wait for me. 

In other words, all the personal pronouns have distinctions in person (first, second, 

third). Most also have distinctions in number (singular, plural) and in case 

(subjective, objective, genitive) (ibid.: 100). 

        According to Thomas (1993: 81), the head pronouns, unlike the HNs, have 

different forms depending on their function.  

                                                    Subjective case                     Objective case 

First person 

Singular                                                 I                                              me 

Plural                                                   we                                            us 

Second person 

Singular/plural                                     you                                          you 

Third person 

Singular – masculine                            he                                            him 

              – Feminine                             she                                           her 

– Non-personal singular                          it                                               it 

                    – Plural                              they                                          them 

Subjective case indicates that the pronouns are the subject of a finite clause as in: 

97. I am sure they will win the match. 
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Objective case indicates that the pronouns are the object of a finite clause as in: 

98. He will meet her at noon. 

 

3.1.1.1.2.2 Possessives 

       There are two series of possessives. The first one belongs to the category of 

determiners, i.e. they are a subclass of determiners such as my, your, our, etc (Yule, 

2006: 83). In this case, the possessive determiner is dependent on a noun as in: 

99. My house is big. 

 

The other set contains pronouns like mine, yours, hers, his, etc. As Wekker and 

Haegeman (1985: 39) note, these can be used to replace a complete NP and can 

thus occur on their own i.e. they have an independent function as an NP as is 

illustrated in the following example: 

100. This big house is mine. 

 

In this example, there are two NPs. The first one is the underlined constituent 'This 

big house', and the other one is the underlined possessive pronoun 'mine'.   

 

3.1.1.1.2.3 Reflexive Pronouns 

       Reflexive pronouns are words like myself, yourself, herself, itself, etc. They 

share in common with personal and possessive pronouns the ability to show 

number and person contrast but the difference is that they lack distinction in case. 

These pronouns end with –self (singular) and –selves (plural) (Leech & Svartvik, 

2002: 239).  

       In addition, Clayton and Locas (2000: 381) opine that reflexive pronouns are 

regarded as a type of NP because they usually occupy the positions normally 

occupied by this type of syntactic category. 

       Reflexive pronouns differ from the other pronouns in that they do not 

substitute for a noun or noun phrase. Instead, reflexive pronouns are generally used 

to refer back to the subject (DeCapua, 2008: 73). Notice that although reflexive 
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pronouns never occur in subject position, they have concord with the subject NP as 

in the following example: 

101. She likes herself. 

 

       Reflexive pronouns can also have an emphatic use as in the following 

example: 

102. He himself told us the truth. 

 

         Further, when a reflexive pronoun follows the preposition by, it usually 

means “alone” as in the following example (ibid.): 

103.  I can never do that by myself.     

 

3.1.1.1.2.4 Demonstrative Pronouns 

        Demonstratives consist of four words: this/that and these/those. DeCapua 

(2008: 62) believes that the choice depends on whether the noun is singular or 

plural and is relative to the speaker’s mental and/or physical perception. In other 

words, demonstratives indicate a location relatively nearer to or further from the 

speaker (e.g. this table means ‘the table is relatively close to the speaker, and that 

table means ‘the table somewhat is further away from the speaker’). Besides, when 

we say this idea we refer to a mental distance and when we say those boys, we 

refer to the boys that are farther away, either physically or mentally (ibid.). 

Moreover, Leech and Svartvik (2002: 205) divide demonstratives into two sets: 

demonstrative pronouns and demonstrative determiners. According to Thomas 

(1993: 84), demonstrative determiners have the same form as demonstrative 

pronouns but they differ in that the former modifies a noun and appears with it in 

an NP, while the latter appears on its own i.e. independently as is clear in the 

examples below: 

104. This car is mine. (determiner) 

105. This is my car. (pronoun) 
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In the first example, this is a determiner because it determines the noun car that 

follows it and together they form the NP this car which functions as the subject of 

the sentence. In the second example, this is a pronoun because it can stand alone as 

a full NP. It, by itself, functions as the subject of the sentence. Leech and Svartvik 

(2002: 205) maintain that demonstratives can function as a pronoun only with-

personal reference: 

106. This is my house. 

107. I brought this (present) to my friend. 

 

3.1.1.1.2.5 Reciprocal Pronouns  

       There are two reciprocal pronouns, each other and one another. Huddleston 

and Pullum (2005: 108) mention that though these pronouns are written as two 

independent words, they are regarded as single pronouns because the two parts are 

inseparable. These pronouns, like reflexive pronouns, are in a close syntactic 

relation to their antecedents i.e. they refer to an action going in one direction and 

also back in the opposite direction. But, unlike reflexive pronouns, they do not 

show person agreement with the antecedent e.g.: 

108. Mary and Cathy see each other/one another every week. 

 

These pronouns express the same meaning and have genitives, each other's and 

one another's (ibid.) e.g.: 

109.  Jack and Jill often wear each other's /one another's clothes. 

 

Moreover, Leech and Svartvik (2002: 265) claim that one another is often 

preferred in cases where more than two are involved: 

110. The students help one another with their homework.  
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3.1.1.1.2.6 Interrogatives 

       Interrogatives are words like who, which, what, whose, etc. Leech and Svartvik 

(2002: 213) argue that in the NP, the interrogatives which and what can function 

"as both determiner and pronoun and can have both personal and non-personal 

reference." The different interrogative pronouns and determiners are illustrated 

below: 

 

                   Table (4): Interrogative Determiners and Pronouns (ibid.) 

 DETERMINERS                                                        PRONOUNS 

Personal and  

Non-personal 

 

Personal 

 

Non-personal 

Subjective case  

what, which 

who, what, which  

what, which  
Objective case who, whom 

(formal), which 

Genitive case                            Whose  

Interrogative… 

   +preposition 

what, which… 

    +preposition 

who, whom 

(formal)… 

+preposition 

what, which…  

     +preposition 

Preposition 

+interrogative 

Preposition 

   +what, which 

    (formal) 

preposition 

    +whom (formal) 

preposition 

+what, which 

(formal) 

 

 

Interrogative pronouns occur as the subject NP of the sentence, as in: 

111. Who won? 

 

        Interrogative determiners include words like which, what, and whose. The 

following underlined words are examples of interrogative determiners: 

112. What book are you reading?  

113. Which coat belongs to which child?  
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114. Whose glasses are you wearing? 

 

In the first example, the constituent what book is the NP which consists of the HN 

book and the determiner which. 

The difference between interrogative pronouns and interrogative determiners is that 

a determiner precedes a noun e.g.: 

115. What book are you reading?  

 

While the interrogative pronoun is used on its own, without a following noun:  

116. What are you reading? 

 

3.1.1.1.2.7 Indefinite Pronouns 

       Indefinite pronouns are the largest group of pronouns. According to Quirk et 

al. (1985: 376), these pronouns can be divided into two categories: Compound and 

Of-pronouns. The compound pronouns consist of two morphemes such as 

(everybody, something, everyone, someone, etc.). The of-pronouns are called so 

because they can be followed by a partitive of-phrase such as (many of, some of). 

Generally, these pronouns refer to the presence or absence of a quantity. They are 

themselves indefinite, i.e. they lack the elements of definiteness which is found in 

other types of pronouns. What is more, these pronouns are usually singular such as 

(one, everybody, nobody, each, someone, etc.), but some are always plural such as: 

(both and many) (Alexander, 1988: 86). 

Here are some examples of indefinite pronouns: 

117. Someone came in. 

118. Everyone is invited to the party. 

119. None of the milk can be used.  

120. You may take both. 

121. I will buy you some. 
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In the first three examples, the underlined indefinite pronouns someone, everyone 

and none function as subject NP; whereas in the last two examples the underlined 

indefinite pronouns function as object NP in the sentence. 

       Huddleston and Pullum (2002: 410) call this type of construction a fused-head 

NP where a single word is at the same time a determiner (or modifier) and also the 

head of the NP.  

  

3.1.1.1.3 Fused-Head Constructions 

       Huddleston and Pullum (2002: 410) define fused-head NPs as those where the 

head is combined with a determiner or modifier function which in ordinary NPs is 

adjacent to the head. Fused-head constructions are divided into three main types: 

simple, partitive and special.  

a- The Simple Subtype  

        Here the interpretation of the fused-head NP could be retrieved from the 

context. They are usually interpreted anaphorically, i.e. through an antecedent as is 

clear in the following example: 

122. Jade's company has a lot of employees, but Jack's has very few. 

 

In this example, 'very few' is understood as 'very few employees'. Furthermore, the 

interpretation may be retrieved from something in the situation of utterance. For 

example, when one sees his friend eating biscuits he may ask him: Can I have one 

please? The word 'one' here is interpreted as the biscuit or one of these biscuits.  

 

b- The Partitive Subtype  

        Partitive denotes a part rather than the whole thing. The partitives are either 

explicit, with an of-phrase in post-head modifier position, or implicit, with ellipsis 

of the of-phrase (ibid.).  

        In an explicit partitive the head is followed by a complement consisting of of 

+ a partitive oblique. The partitive oblique denotes a set and the whole NP (the 

matrix NP) denotes a subset of that set (ibid.: 411). In other words, the partitive 
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oblique denotes a quantity and the matrix NP denotes a sub-quantity of that 

quantity as is illustrated in the following example: 

123. some of the books  

 

In this example, the NP 'some of the books' denotes a sub-quantity of the whole 

quantity represented by 'of the book'.    

       Implicit partitive is also usually interpreted anaphorically via an antecedent. 

Here, the 'of' complements is not expressed overtly rather it is understood from the 

context  as in the following example: 

124. I have two pairs of shoes and both are old.  

 

In this example, both is understood as both of them or as both of the two pairs of 

shoes (Huddleston & Pullum, 2002: 411).   

 

b- The Special Subtype  

       In the special subtype the interpretation of the fused-head is neither retrieved 

from the surrounding text nor from the presence of people in the situation of 

utterance, but rather it represents a special interpretation as explained in the 

following two examples: 

125. Many refused to do the job.  

126. Little is known about Mars.    

 

In example (125), although 'many' is interpreted as 'many people', it is not derived 

from the linguistic context or even from the presence of people in the situation of 

utterance. This represents a special interpretation of fused-head 'many'. In example 

(126), 'little' has an inanimate abstract interpretation (ibid.). 

  

3.1.1.2 Determiners 

       Determiners include words such as articles, demonstratives and possessives. 

Yule (2006: 82) describes determiners as the words which can be used with a noun 
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to help identify who or what the noun refers to. According to Quirk et al. (1985: 

253), determiners are a set of closed-class items which occur before the HN in the 

NP structure. They determine what kind of reference a particular NP has. 

Determiners are obligatory elements with count singular common nouns and never 

occur with pronouns. Thus, it is possible to say 'He is a student' but not '*a he is 

student'. Huddleston and Pullum (2005: 91) argue that "the main semantic 

contribution of the determiner is to mark the NP as definite or indefinite". Quirk et 

al. (1985: 253) distinguish three classes of determiners according to the order in 

which they occur: 

(I) Pre-determiners, e.g.: half, all, double; 

(11) Central Determiners, e.g.: the articles the, a / an; 

(111) Post-determiners, e.g.: cardinal and ordinal numerals, many, few. 

Central determiners are discussed first. 

 

3.1.1.2.1 Central Determiners 

       Central determiners are called “central” because they are placed between pre-

determiners and post-determiners. According to Quirk et al. (1985: 254), central 

determiners are mutually exclusive with each other, that is each NP has only one, 

e.g. *a the boy and *a some boy. To put it another way, central determiners are in a 

'choice relation', i.e. they occur one instead of another. 

Central determiners have different subdivisions: 

 

3.1.1.2.1.1 The Articles 

       The definite article the and the indefinite article a/an are the most common 

central determiners. Both types change their spoken form when they occur before a 

word beginning with a vowel: 

/ə/ a car                /ən/ an idea 

/ ə/ the car           the idea   
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The indefinite article a/an is used with singular countable nouns and some is used 

as a plural equivalent of a/an. The definite article the, on the other hand, is used 

with both countable and uncountable nouns to indicate that the NP is definite. 

Biber et al. (1999: 206) mention that the indefinite article is used to "narrow down 

the reference of the following noun to a single member of a class and it is often 

used to introduce a new specific entity in discourse". Greenbaum and Nelson 

(2002: 108) tell us that "noun phrases are definite when they are intended to 

convey enough information to identify what they refer to. If they are not so 

intended, they are indefinite." Thus, the definite article the is used when the NP 

refers to something uniquely identifiable by the speaker and the hearer from their 

general knowledge or from their knowledge of the particular situation as in the 

following example: 

127. The moon looks nice tonight. 

128. The president is to make a statement. 

129. The boss is looking for you. 

 

Moreover, when the phrase is mentioned for the first time, it takes the indefinite 

article a/an, but when the same thing is mentioned again, the definite article the is 

used, e.g.: 

130. Police are questioning a young man about the robbery. The young man 

was arrested when he arrived at the airport. 

 

'the' is also used when a phrase or clause comes after the noun and defines which 

one is meant, e.g.: 

131. Mine is the house on the corner. 

 

But if the phrase or clause does not give enough information to show which one, 

we use a/an: 

132. He lives in a house overlooking the park. 
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      The indefinite article, on the other hand, is also used in context where the NP 

does not refer to any specific individual as in: 

133. I feel sick. I need to see a doctor. 

   

The indefinite article can also serve to classify an entity, e.g.: 

134.  Our neighbor is a teacher. 

 

It can also be used generically: 

135. A teacher is not necessarily smarter than his students. 

 

       It is also necessary to note that in English the zero-article rather than the 

indefinite is used with plural countable nouns and uncountable nouns. The zero-

article is the absence of an article. Corresponding to the indefinite article with 

singular countable nouns, we find the zero-article with uncountable nouns and with 

plural countable nouns (Alexander, 1988: 65).  

Zero-article is used with plural countable nouns such as: 

136. Men are stronger than women.  

137. Potatoes contain a lot of proteins.  

 

It is also used with uncountable nouns, e.g.: 

138. Black is my favorite colour. 

139. Smoking is the main reason for cancer.  

 

It is also used with proper nouns: 

140. Ninara is my cousin's name.  

 

The zero-article can also be uses with singular countable nouns especially with 

meals as in (ate the dinner), with place as institution as in (We go to college every 

day), means of transportation and communication as in (I go to college by car) etc.. 

 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Grammatical_number
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mass_noun
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3.1.1.2.1.2 Demonstrative Determiners: 

See 3.1.1.1.2.4 above 

 

3.1.1.2.1.3 Possessive Determiners 

       Possessive determiners include not just words like my, your, their, etc. but also 

the inflected’s genitive form. A possessive determiner must always come before a 

noun and is dependent on it, for example, (cf. 3.1.1.1.2.2 above) 

141. My car is new. 

142. The sun's rays are necessary for the skin. 

 

       Possessives express possession, i.e. something or someone belongs to 

somebody. According to Alexander (1988: 81), the form of these determiners is 

regulated by the possessor not by the thing possessed. For example, his refers to 

possession by a male as in Tom's book = his book. Moreover, my, your and their 

refer to possession by males or females, e.g.: 

143. The boys' clothes are red and their caps are blue 

144. The girls' clothes are blue and their caps are red  

 

Their can also refer to possession by animals or things, as in:  

 

145. Search dogs should have their own particular food.  

      

      According to Brown and Miller (1980: 263), genitive constructions can be used 

for a variety of functional relations. It may be possessive as in: John's book, 

subjective as in: Lenin's army, locative as in Iraq's main rivers and so on. In 

general, possessive determiners are used to express the following: 
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a. a part of thing or person e.g.: 

146. The guard put his hand on my shoulder. 

  

b. a personal connection to things we own e.g.: 

147.I don’t know where I left my bag. (Yule, 2006: 83) 

 

3.1.1.2.1.4 Interrogative Determiners 

See (3.1.1.1.2.6) above 

 

3.1.1.2.1.5 Indefinites 

      Certain indefinites such as (each, every, either, neither, some, any, enough, no) 

function as determiners when they precede a noun as in the following examples: 

148. Each student has to write his homework. 

149. Some players didn’t train well. 

150. No one is able to beat him. (Greenbaum & Nelson, 2002: 107) 

 

3.1.1.2.2 Pre-determiners  

        Pre-determiners precede central determiners. They are mutually exclusive i.e. 

it is possible to say all books, both books but not *all both books. The only 

exception is the word such which can combine with other pre-determiners (all such 

funny stories) and can come after a central determiner (no such funny movies) and 

even a post-determiner (many such funny movies) (Greenbaum & Nelson, 2002: 

109). Moreover, Quirk et al. (1985: 260) opine that the determiners both and half 

with the of-construction are sometimes (particularly in some dialects) preceded by 

the central determiner the as is clear in the following examples: 

151. I have eaten the half of it. (ibid.) 

152. I've had enough of the both of you. (ibid.) 
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       Pre-determiners include multipliers such as double, twice, three times and 

fractions such as half, one-third, two fifths (Quirk et al., 1985: 260). 

153. He gets twice my salary. (ibid.) 

  

They also include quantifiers like all, both, such, and what:  

154. All the players played well in the match. 

155. What a good plan! 

156. Such a nice present! 

157. Both my friends left the party. (Greenbaum & Nelson, 2002:109) 

(Emphasis in the origin) 

 

3.1.1.2.3 Post-determiners 

      Post-determiners precede nouns but follow regular determiners in an NP 

structure i.e. they come before the HN and any pre-modifying elements but they 

follow the pre- and central determiners as in the following example: 

158. The first interesting novel I read was 'Animals' Farm'. (Quirk et al., 1985: 

261) (Emphasis in the origin). 

 

However, post-determiners can co-occur:   

159. My first two projects were successful. 

160. The government is going to face several other difficulties. 

 

Post-determiners include cardinal numerals such as two, three, four, etc.: 

161. Those two students are very clever. 

 

They also include ordinals such as first, second, etc. as well as general ordinals 

such as next, last, past, (an)other, additional, further: 

162. The next exam will be easier. 

163. The second winner will get the silver medal. 
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Other quantifying expressions such as many, several, few, little, much, etc. occupy 

the post-determiner slot:  

164. Their several opinions were taken into consideration. 

165. My many close relatives are going to leave Iraq. 

 

3.1.1.3 Pre-modifiers 

       Sometimes the head of the NP may be preceded by elements other than 

determiners. Unlike determiners, these elements are optional and therefore they are 

not the central elements in the NP. They normally follow the determiners and 

precede the head, i.e. they pre-modify it. Their function is to describe or classify 

the HN. Wekker and Haegeman (1985: 37) argue that pre-modifiers differ from 

determiners in that they are realized by different categories of words such as APs 

or other open class elements.  

       A given head may have a wide range of pre-modifiers but the major pre-

modifiers are adjectives, nouns, and participles. Besides, there are some minor, i.e. 

less frequent and less productive types of pre-modification. These are: genitive, 

adverb and other phrases (Quirk et al., 1985: 1322). 

 

3.1.1.3.1 Adjectives or Adjectival Phrases 

      APs are the most frequent and considered the most prototypical grammatical 

forms that function as NP modifiers. Biber et al. (1999: 589) claim that "this 

undoubtedly relates to the fact that they come from different semantic classes, 

including colour, size/extent, time/age/frequency and affective evaluation". 

O'Dwyer (2006: 174) tells us that "one associates adjective modifiers with nouns 

because that is where they are found more frequently". Most adjectives can appear 

before a noun as part of an NP, placed after determiners if there are any, and 

immediately before the noun, e.g.: 

166. She had a beautiful smile. 

167. That sweet girl prefers the red car.  
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       Moreover, APs may consist of an adjective or/and any modifiers such as 

adverbs. For example, the following italicized APs function as noun modifiers: 

168. The scary dog barked at me. 

169. Many very extremely angry laborers asked the company to pay their 

wages.   

170. His truly quite unbelievably lovely friends always support him.  

      Generally, there is no grammatical limit to the number of adjectives that occur 

in pre-modifying position as in the following examples: 

171. A nice new blue coat. 

172. Two small round green discs. 

       However, when two or more adjectives come before a noun, there is usually a 

fairly fixed order, i.e. their order of occurrence is not totally free. Brown and Miller 

(1980: 262) point out that it is possible to say a nippy little red sports car, but 

hardly * a red little nippy sports car. They maintain that "these restrictions relate to 

sub-classes of adjectives which can to some extent be defined semantically" (ibid.). 

Eastwood (1994: 257) avers that "the adjective closest to the noun has the closest 

link in meaning with the noun and expresses what is most permanent about it". 

Thus, in the phrase the two handsome French boys, the word French is closely 

linked to the HN boys, whereas the adjective handsome does not have a close 

relation with HN boys. In other words, the fact that the two ladies are Irish seems 

to be a permanent as opposed to the word beautiful which seems to be a relative 

matter.     

       Jeffries (2006: 107) is more specific in this respect in arguing that the class 

denoting size, age, shape and colour usually occurs in that order e.g.: a small, new, 

square, black table. Downing and Locke (2006: 439) add that "de-verbal 

adjectives (i.e. derived from verbs) usually occur before denominal ones (derived 

from nouns) as in: an attractive, ambitious woman". Eastwood (1994: 257) also 

tells us that "we sometimes prefer to put short adjective before long one, e.g.: a big 

http://www.suite101.com/content/english-adjectives-and-adjective-phrases-a104606
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horrible building". Nonetheless, these rules are not absolute. The order can 

sometimes be different.  

 

3.1.1.3.2 -ing Participles 

      The participle modifies the noun like an adjective. The –ing participle can be 

used before the noun in the pre-modifying position as in: 

173. Boiling water turns to steam. 

 

In this example, the underlined string is an NP consisting of the HN water and the -

ing participle Boiling which functions as a pre-modifier (O'Dwyer, 2006: 175).   

Sometimes the participle is preceded by an adverb e.g.: 

174. I am invited to a very exciting party.  

 

3.1.2.3.3 -ed Participles 

      The ed- participle also can be used as an adjective to modify a noun. They can 

also occupy the pre-modifying position in the NP structure as in the following 

example: 

175. The police found the stolen car.  

 

In this example, the underlined NP consists of the HN car which is pre-modified 

by the –ed participle stolen and determined by the definite article the (Leech & 

Svartvik, 2002: 251).    

The –ed participle is also sometimes preceded by an adverb: 

176. The company wants a properly trained staff. 

 

Downing and Locke (2006: 436) opine that the true -ed participle derived from a 

verb, such as broken in a broken cup, must be distinguished from ‘pseudo-

participials’, which are derived from nouns such as A dark-green, big-leaved, 

long-stemmed plant with orange flowers. 

 



 

 

- 65 - 

3.1.1.3.3 Nouns 

        One common feature of English is that a noun can modify another noun. 

Quirk et al. (1985: 1330) refer to noun pre-modifiers as the pre-modifiers that "are 

often so closely associated with the head as to be regarded as compounded with 

it…" For example, 'laser printer' is the printer that uses laser.  Biber et al. (2009: 

183) claim that "noun modifiers are generally much more common in 

informational written registers (like academic prose or newspaper reportage) than 

in other registers". Biber et al. (ibid.: 589) maintain that" nouns account for almost 

40% of all pre-modifiers in news, and 30% of all pre-modifiers in academic prose. 

Moreover, Rosenbach (2010: 161) proposes that in modern English human proper 

nouns can be used as pre-modifiers as in the following: 

177. The guiding political philosophy of the Bush administration has been 

termed neoconservative (ibid.). (Emphasis in the origin) 

 

        Noun modifier is nearly always in the singular as in eye hospital or eye 

hospitals but not eyes hospital. Quirk et al. (1985: 1333) aver that nouns which are 

plural in post-modification are singular (number-neutral) in pre-modification: 

178. Jet streams      (streams resembling jets) (Biber et al., 1999: 591) 

179. Bank holiday   (holiday observed by banks) (ibid.) 

 

Furthermore, a few nouns seem to be plural but they are usually treated as singular 

(for example news, billiards, athletics, etc.). When these nouns are used as 

modifiers they are unchanged: 

180. a news reporter, three news reporters  

181. one billiards table, four billiards tables  

Certain nouns such as (clothes, sports, customs, accounts, arms, etc.), are used in 

the plural form when they function as modifiers (ibid.: 594):  

182. clothes shop, clothes shops  
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183. sports club, sports clubs  

       In general, pre-modifiers (such as adjectivals and participial forms) can usually 

be re-phrased as post-modifiers. However, the re-phrasing of noun pre-modifiers is 

not at all straightforward, because noun + noun sequence can represent many 

different meaning relations. For example, 'elephant boy' may refer to the boy who 

looks like an elephant and it may also refer to the boy who rides on an elephant or 

a boy who takes care of elephants (Biber et al., 1999: 588). 

 

3.1.1.3.4 Genitive Construction 

       Brown and Miller (1980: 263) aver that "English has two genitive 

constructions, both unilaterally dependent." One genitive construction uses the 

marker –s, as in: 

184. John's car 

185. Girls' clothes 

 

In the examples above, the NP which is marked by the apostrophe –s is called the 

possessor and the other noun is called the possessed. The possessed noun is the 

head of the construction and must always follow the possessor.  

The other construction involves a PP with of as in: 

186. The keys of the door 

187. The legs of the table  

 

In these examples, the possessed noun precedes the possessor noun. In both cases 

the head is the possessed noun i.e. the obligatory one. However, the genitive can 

function as a pre-modifier in NP structure as in the following example: 

188. the king of England's son 

 

In this example, the construction the king of England's is a genitive phrase that 

modifies the HN son. The head of the genitive phrase is King but the suffix ('s) 

attaches to England, the last word of the phrase the king of England. However, de 
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Haan (1989:  36) argues that there is an important difference between genitive NPs 

functioning as determiners and those functioning as pre-modifiers. Consider the 

following two examples: 

189. my fisherman's cottage (ibid.) 

190. my father's cottage (ibid.) 

 

Examples (189) and (190) indicate that the cottage belongs to the speaker. The 

cottage is one of the types of fisherman's cottage, i.e. fisherman's creates a subclass 

within the class of cottages and hence belongs to the modifiers. On the other hand, 

the interpretation in the second example is that the cottage belongs to my father, 

which only determines one specific number of the class of cottages. The first type 

of genitive NP is usually called classifying, whereas the second is called 

specifying. In this Respect, Rosenbach (2010: 157) adds that both determiner 

genitives and noun modifiers have a similar restrictive function, but the difference 

lies in the location of this restriction, that is, determiner genitives restrict the 

reference of the NP, while noun modifiers restrict the denotational scope of the 

HN.  

   

3.1.1.3.5 Adverb and other Phrases 

       Another minor type of pre-modification is the Adv P. Brown and Miller (1980: 

237) opine that many items can occur as pre-modifiers like the far-away places, 

the very man, the then president (an adverbial modifier), the down line, the 

downstairs toilet (a preposition modifier). In addition, Huddleston and Pullum 

(2002: 444) assume that nonce-formation can also occupy the pre-modifier position 

as in the following examples: 

191. my do-it-yourself skills (ibid.) 

192. a no-frills airline (ibid.) 

193. huge floor-to-ceiling windows (ibid.) 
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3.1.1.4 Post-modifiers 

       Oostdijk and Aarts (1997: 107) aver that the description of the English NP 

characterize the NP post-modifier as an optional immediate constituent that follows 

the NP head. The post-modifier is mainly realized by a PP or a relative clause 

(finite or non-finite). Minor types of post-modification include realization by an 

appositive NP, an NP, an AP, or appositive clauses.   

       According to Gramley and Pätzold (2004: 131), "post-modifiers can be 

restrictive (defining) or non-restrictive (non-defining), whereas pre-modifiers are 

more likely to be restrictive only." 

 

a- Restrictive Modification 

       Restrictive post-modifiers serve to identify the intended reference of the HN. 

Biber et al. (1999: 602) point out that in many cases restrictive modifiers, in 

addition to providing identification for referent of the HN, also add new 

information about that noun. Restrictive post-modifier units are embedded in the 

structure of the NP and have the function of helping to identify the referent of the 

NP among other possible referents. Furthermore, DeCapua (2008: 320) avers that 

restrictive modifiers "include information that gives the sentence meaning." The 

information in such modifiers provides key or essential information which is 

necessary for the sentence to have meaning. 

  

b- Non-restrictive Modification 

       Non -restrictive modifications are commonly said to provide information 

which is irrelevant to the denotation or reference of the modified HN. In this 

respect, Newson et al. (2006: 276) tell us that non-restrictive units "simply add 

extra information about the referent of the noun being modified". It expresses a 

property of the referent which is supposed to be evident in the context, and thus 

providing information which is intuitively backgrounded. In other words, non-

restrictive units are not embedded in the NP structure. Their function is to add extra 

information to a referent which is already defined. Furthermore, the elements in 
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non-restrictive clauses are separated by a comma in writing or by separate tone 

units in speech.  

 

3.1.1.4.1 Prepositional Phrases 

       PPs are the main type of non-clausal post-modifiers. Leech and Svartvik 

(2002: 248) note that PP "is by far the most common type of post-modifier in 

English." Biber et al. (2009: 183) claim that among the post-modifiers, PPs are by 

far the most common variant (occurring about four times more frequently than all 

other types combined). 

The PPs always occur as post-modifiers of the HN e.g.: 

194. A jar of jelly. 

 

In example (194) above, 'of jelly' is a PP which modifies the HN jar.  

By giving further information about the HN, we can expand the NP as below: 

195. A jar of jelly in the refrigerator. 

 

The HN 'jar' in example (195) is post-modified by two PPs, the first one is 'of jelly' 

and the second one is 'in the refrigerator'. 

       However, it seems that certain PPs are happier occurring close to the head, 

while others gravitate toward the end. According to Payne (2010: 3), "there is 

something about the meanings of the Heads of these NPs that unites them more 

tightly to certain identifying phrases, but not others." Thus, the head 'jar', in the 

examples (194) and (195) above requires additional information to express a 

complete meaning. The syntactic head expresses the meaning incompletely in 

itself, and therefore needs another element to complete it. Jars are 'containers' and 

therefore they are very likely to be identified according to some substance that they 

might contain. In other words, the meaning of the word jar as a container requires a 

complement that refers to the contents of the jar. On the other hand, the PP 'in the 

refrigerator' may add interesting and important information, but are not licensed 

by their heads. Rather, they simply enrich the idea being expressed (ibid.). To put it 
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another way, PPs like 'of jelly' are post-modifiers that function as complement and 

PPs like 'in the refrigerator' are post-modifiers that function as adjunct which are 

not necessary for the expression of a complete idea. 

       Besides, PPs may be restrictive or non-restrictive. The listed examples are all 

restrictive: 

196. He is pointing at the tree by the gate.  

197. The course on French language is very interesting. 

 

Non-restrictive PPs are found in the following examples: 

198. The departure time, at 7 o’clock in the morning, was satisfying for most 

passengers. (Biber et al., 1999: 605) (Emphasis in the origin) 

199. The great tall library, with the Book of Kells and of Robert Emmet, 

charmed him. (ibid.) (Emphasis in the origin)  

 

3.1.1.4.2 Finite Relative Clauses  

       Verspoor and Sauter (2000: 169) aver that "finite and non-finite relative 

clauses may also function as post-modifier of a noun. Therefore, by themselves, 

they are never a sentence or a clause constituent, but a phrase constituent." In this 

respect, Brinton (2000: 238) affirms that "finite clauses are those clauses 

containing a subject and a finite verb (marked for tense, person, and number)." 

Finite relative clauses are introduced by a relative pronoun or a relative adverb 

(called a relativiser). In English there are several different relativisers: who, whom, 

whose, which, that, where, when, why and zero (0). According to Leech and 

Svartvik (2002: 265), the main function of the relative clause is that of post-

modifier in an NP. The relativiser anaphorically refers back to the head of the NP, 

i.e. it refers to the same person or thing as the HN which is termed the antecedent 

as is clear in the following example: 

200. The students who attended class regularly will do well on their exams. 
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The underlined constituent is an NP consisting of the HN 'students' post-modified 

by the relative clause 'who attended class regularly'. Furthermore, the relativiser 

may be capable of showing concord with its antecedent. Gramley and Patzold 

(2004: 132) point out that finite relative clauses distinguish what they post-modify 

(their antecedents) according to whether this is personal or non-personal. For 

example, who(m) is used for the former (the friend who(m) I met) and which for the 

latter (the computer which I use). This distinction is neutralized in the possessive 

since whose refers to both (the boy whose computer I use; the computer whose 

monitor is broken). It is also neutralized with the relative pronoun that e.g. (the boy 

that . . ., the book that . . .) (ibid.). The restrictive relative pronoun does not need to 

appear when it is not the subject of its own clause (the friend [0] I met; the 

computer [0] I use) (ibid.).  What is more, who is the normal form for the 

subjective and objective cases, whereas whom is used only in formal style. 

Genitive whose is a determiner, like his or her as is illustrated in the following 

examples: 

201. the teacher who (or that) taught me French 

202. the car which (or that or zero) we built 

203. the man whom (or, less formally, who, that, or zero) they elected 

204. the girl whose hair is red 

 

In these examples, the relative pronouns 'who' and 'which' function as subjects in 

the relative clause just as their antecedent functions as a subject. 'Whom' functions 

as an object, whereas 'whose' functions as a determiner.  

Thus, the distinction in gender and case can be shown as the following: 

                          subjective case            objective case            genitive case 

personal                  who                               whom                         whose 

non-personal         which                              which                         whose 

neutral                    that                                   that 
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       Further, when and where as relativisers introduce circumstantial information, 

of time and place respectively, for example 'the place where he works; 'the time 

when he is sure to be at home'. Why occurs as a relative only after the noun 

‘reason’ and the like – cause, explanation, excuse e.g. 'There’s no reason why you 

do not see a doctor.' 

       Brinton and Brinton (2010: 264) argue that there are two types of relative 

clauses, traditionally called restrictive relative and nonrestrictive relative. A 

restrictive relative clause is necessary to identify which person or thing (denoted by 

HN) is being talked about. Leech (2006: 102) proposes that "restrictive relative 

clauses are so called because they restrict the reference of the noun phrase they 

belong to." In this respect, Newson et al. (2006: 276) add that "the purpose of the 

relative is to ‘restrict’ our attention to a certain element or elements out of a 

possible range of elements." For example in  

205. The house that they bought last week looks nice, 

 

the relative clause that they bought last year is restrictive, specifying which house. 

The house in this example might be in contrast with the house that they used to live 

in. 

       Nonrestrictive relative clauses, on the other hand, do not identify. In a 

nonrestrictive relative clause, the HN is sufficiently restricted or limited in order to 

be identified. DeCapua (2008: 320) proposes that nonrestrictive relative clause 

"adds extra information or supporting detail about the noun phrase it is modifying". 

Consider the following example: 

 

206. Their present house, which they bought last year, looks nice. 

 

In this example, the 'house' is already identified by 'their present'. The relative 

clause 'which they bought last year' serves to add more information about the 

identified house. 
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3.1.1.4.3 Non-Finite Relative Clauses  

       There are three main types of non-finite post-modifying clauses: ing-clauses, 

ed-clauses (also called participial clauses), and to-clauses (also called infinitive 

clause). Leech and Svartvik (2002: 249) assume that all the three types of non-

finite clauses can function as post-modifiers similar to relative clauses. Brinton 

(2000: 238) suggests that a "non-finite clause is a clause in which the verbal 

element is not marked for person, number, or tense." The tense can be interpreted 

according to the context as past or present tense.  

        Leech (2006: 71) notes that non-finite clauses are treated as clauses because 

they have elements such as subject, verb, object and adverbial. In addition, 

although its meaning is implied, the subject of a non-finite clause is usually 

omitted and can be available only from the larger discourse.  

 

i) –ing Participle:- 

       Quirk et al. (1985: 1263) point out that "the correspondence between –ing 

clauses and the relative clauses is limited to those relative clauses in which the 

relative pronoun is subject." For example, the sentence the people working in the 

factory asked for a pay increase last month is interpreted as the people who 

are/were working in the factory asked for a pay increase last month.  

       The –ing clause is less explicit than the finite relative clause, because there is 

no indication of tense. However, although the verbs in ing-clauses might appear to 

correspond to finite progressive aspect verbs, in fact they do not always do so. 

Stative verbs can appear in participial form. In this respect, Biber et al. (1999: 631) 

maintain that "many of the most common –ing verbs occurring in post-modifying 

clauses are stative in meaning." In other words, it has to be emphasized that –ing 

participle is not the ellipsis of the progressive verb form, but it corresponds to the 

relative clause where the distinction of progressive or non-progressive aspect is 

neutralized. In the following examples, none of the post-modifiers could normally 

be-rephrased with a full relative clause containing a progressive verb: 

207. a matter concerning the public affair 
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208. a company consisting of successful staff 

 

ii) –ed Participle:- 

       As –ing clauses, the –ed clause always contains subject gap position. 

According to Biber et al. (1999: 632), "the preference for participle clauses seems 

to be economy, since they convey essentially the same meaning as a full relative 

clause but use fewer words." Leech and Svartvik (2002: 249) argue that "the 

participial clause corresponds in meaning to a passive relative clause, but the 

participial clause contains none of the distinctions that can be made by tense and 

aspect."  Consider the following example: 

209. The boat, which was caught in the weeds, couldn’t move. (DeCapua, 2008: 

338) (Emphasis in the origin) 

 

DeCapua (ibid.) also argues that it is possible to change this full relative clause to a 

reduced relative clause by dropping the relative pronoun which and the verb be as 

is clear in the following example: 

210. The boat, caught in the weeds, couldn’t move.  

 

iii) to-infinitive clauses:- 

        Like participle clauses, to-infinitive clauses also contain none of the 

distinctions that can be made by tense and aspect. Biber et al. (1999: 632) aver that 

to-clause post-modifiers can have either subject or non-subject gaps as is clear in 

the following examples: 

 

211. I haven’t got friends to beat him up though.                              Subject gap 

212. I had a little bit to eat.                                         Non-subject (direct object) 

213. I'll find out a way to run away.                 Non-subject (direction adverbial) 
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3.1.1.4.4 Appositive Noun Phrases  

       Greenbaum and Nelson (2002: 50) define apposition as "a relationship 

between two noun phrases which have identical reference." Appositive NPs are 

two or more NPs that occur next to each other and refer to the same person or 

thing. In this respect, Biber et al. (1999: 638) tell us that appositive NPs "differ 

from other kinds of post-modifiers in that they have equivalent statues with the 

preceding (head) noun phrase."  Downing and Locke (2006: 455) maintain that the 

closest post-modifying relationship in an NP structure is between the HN and the 

appositive unit. Biber et al. (1999: 638) aver that "the order of the head noun 

phrase and appositive phrase could normally be reversed to produce an equally 

grammatical construction with essentially the same meaning" as is clear in the 

following examples: 

214. Our neighbor, Jade, bought a new car.  

215. Jade, our neighbor, bought a new car.  

 

       Moreover, appositive NPs are typically used in a non-restrictive sense as is 

clear in examples (214) and (215) above. In these examples, the appositive NP 

'Jade' provides descriptive information about the HN but is not necessary to 

identify the reference of the HN. Furthermore, the elements in non-restrictive 

positives are separated by a comma in writing or by separate tone units in speech as 

in the case of non-restrictive relative clauses (ibid.). 

        According to Biber et al. (ibid.), the appositive NP can also be used in a 

restrictive sense. Restrictive apposition is common especially when the first 

element defines the meaning of the second element:  

216. The number nine is my favorite number. 

217. The word 'book' has two meanings. 

 

In these example, the relation between the appositive and the HN is integrated i.e. 

the order of NPs cannot be reversed. 
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3.1.1.4.5 Noun Phrase 

        Greenbaum and Nelson (2002: 53) aver that NPs can post-modify the HN in 

the NP structure as in the following example: 

218. I am looking for a car that colour. 

 

In this example, the underlined constituent is an NP in which the HN car is post-

modified by another NP that colour which consists of the demonstrative determiner 

that and the HN colour.  

 

3.1.1.4.6 Adjectival Phrases 

       Adjectives normally occur before the HN, but in some constructions 

(especially predicative adjectives) they follow the noun they modify. In other 

words, the unmarked position for adjectives is before the noun but there are some 

exceptions (Brown & Miller, 1980: 261). Quirk et al. (1985: 420) view these 

adjectives as reduced relative clauses. Yule (2006: 176) affirms that some 

adjectives and APs can be used as reduced relative clauses e.g.: 

219. The people (who were) upset were treated in an impolite manner. 

 

In the case of quantifiers ending in –body, -one, -thing, -where, the modifying 

adjective can only follow the head: 

220. Something nice  

221. Somewhere else 

222. Nothing interesting (Brown & Miller, 1980: 261) 

 

Moreover, adjectives which have a PP as complement normally follow the head 

they modify (Quirk et al., 1985: 420): 

 

223. A man greedy for money. 
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      Further, according to Brown and Miller (1980: 261), there are a few adjectives 

that normally occur after rather than before the HN, or regularly have a slight 

different meaning from 'the same' adjective when it precedes the HN: 

224. Any proper university these days will have a flourishing department of 

linguistics.(ibid.) (Emphasis is ours) 

225. The school of shorthand is not part of the university proper, but is closely 

associated with it. (ibid.) (Emphasis is ours) 

 

In the first example, proper may stand for good quality, while in the second 

example it may denote possession. 

 

3.1.1.4.7 Adverb Phrase 

       Downing and Locke (2006: 454) accentuate that some adverbs denoting 

notions such as place, time or reason post-modify nouns. Leech and Svartvik 

(2002: 251) emphasize that the use of adverbs as post-modifiers is more restricted 

in comparison to other types of post-modifiers: 

226. Show me the way out please. 

227. The students behind are very naughty. 

228. He failed in the exam, but I never knew the reason why. 

 

3.1.1.4.8 Appositive Clauses 

3.1.1.4.8.1 Finite Appositive Clauses 

       Another type of clause that is often embedded in an NP is the appositive 

clause which is introduced by the conjunction that. Leech and Svartvik (2002: 250) 

affirm that the appositive clauses must be headed by abstract nouns such as fact, 

idea, proposition, assumption, rumor, etc. 

229. The idea that nobody will survive is terrible. 

230. The rumor that he will join the opposition is untrue. 
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It is possible to convert the NP containing the appositive clause into a sentence by 

inserting a form of the verb be before the clause: 

231. The rumor that he will sign to the Reds is untrue. 

232. The rumor is that he will sign to the Reds. 

 

       Moreover, at a clausal level, Quirk et al. (1985: 1244) draw the line between 

two types of clauses, relative clauses and appositive clauses.  Leech and Svartvik 

(2002: 250) posit that "appositive clauses are nominal clauses which have a 

relation to the head similar to that between two noun phrases in apposition".  Biber 

et al. (1999: 645) point out that, although appositive clauses look superficially like 

relative clauses, they demonstrate very different structural relations. Consider the 

following examples: 

233. The gossip that is spreading is true. (relative clause) 

234. The gossip that the president is sick is true. (appositive clause) 

 

In example (233), 'that' is a relative pronoun and could be replaced by which. Here 

the relative pronoun 'that' functions as subject of the clause. In example (234), 

'that' is conjunction which does not have a function within the clause and cannot be 

replaced by 'which' (Leech & Svartvik, 2002: 250). In addition, appositive clauses 

are also closely connected to the head in that they present the complete content of 

the HN, whereas the relationship between the relative clause and the HN is looser. 

Besides, appositive clauses can stand on their own as independent sentences as in 

the following examples (Biber et al., 1999: 645): 

235. You must have heard the news that the opposition won. 

236. The opposition won. 

 

On the other hand, relative clauses cannot stand on their own as independent 

sentences because structurally they are not complete i.e. they have a gap. Thus, the 

relative clause in example (233) above has a gab in subject position, that is the 

underlying meaning of the relative clause is that the gossip is spreading but the 'the 
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gossip' is not mentioned in the relative clause itself (Biber et al., 1999: 645). 

However, de Haan (1989:  59) points out that both appositive clauses and relative 

clauses "can be used either to identify the head noun or to provide additional 

information." Consequently, Quirk et al. (1985: 1260) divide appositive clauses 

into restrictive and non-restrictive." Thus, appositive clauses so far illustrated have 

been restrictive. An example of non-restrictive is given below: 

237. His main argument, that scientific laws have been no exception, was 

considered absurd. (Leech & Svartvik, 2002: 250) (Emphasis in the origin) 

 

3.1.1.4.8.2 Non-Finite Appositive Clauses 

       According to Quirk et al. (1985: 1271), appositive post-modification occurs 

with only two nonfinite structures, infinitive and –ing clauses. Nominal to-

infinitive clauses are fairly common in appositive post-modification e.g.: 

238. His wish to succeed was fulfilled. 

239. The gang was thinking of a plan to kidnap the ambassador's daughter. 

 

The subject of the infinitive clause can be either implicit (i.e. inferred from the 

context) or expressed by a prepositionally introduced subject: 

 

240. The appeal (for us/ to us) to give blood received strong support. (ibid.) 

(Emphasis in the origin) 

 

Another less common type of appositive post-modification is by ing-clauses, as in: 

 

241. I am looking for a job driving cars. (ibid.) (Emphasis in the origin)) 

 

        Besides, Quirk et al. (ibid.) argue that "the typical post-modifying function of 

–ing clauses is as complement of a preposition (the job of driving cars, the problem 

of learning English)". 
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3.1.2 Function 

       In clauses, NPs can realize any structural element except the predicator. NPs 

perform many grammatical functions within sentences in the English language. At 

phrase rank they can be embedded in PPs as complements of the preposition and in 

NPs as pre- or post-modifiers of the head element.  

 

3.1.2.1 Subject 

        The first function that an NP can perform is the subject of a clause. The 

subject usually precedes the verb. Mullany and Stockwell (2010: 74) define the 

subject as "the thing that enacts the verb in the clause". Alexander (1988: 3) notes 

that "the verb must agree with the subject, so the subject dictates the form of the 

verb". For example, the following italicized NPs function as subjects: 

242. The baby cried. 

243. The mountains that surround the city of Duhok have always been 

attractive. 

244. He ran fast. 

 

3.1.2.2 Predicate Nominatives 

      NPs can also function as predicate nominative. Predicate nominatives are 

defined as nouns and NPs that follow a copular or linking verb such as be and 

become and refer back to the subject. According to Biber et al. (2009: 191), 

predicative nominatives function "to provide descriptive information about the 

noun in subject position". For example, the following italicized NPs function as 

predicate nominatives: 

245. My grandfather is a lawyer.  

246. My favorite team is Duhok. 
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3.1.2.3 Direct Objects 

       The third grammatical function of NPs is the direct object. Greenbaum & 

Nelson (2002: 26) point out that "the direct object typically refers to a person or 

thing directly affected by the action described in the sentence". For example, the 

following italicized NPs function as direct objects: 

247. They bought a new car. 

248. The old man hunted the fish. 

249. That brave policeman arrested the bank robber.  

3.1.2.4 Object Complements 

      NPs can also occur as the object complement. Eastwood (1994: 12) indicates 

that "the object complement is related to the object of the clause". For example, the 

following italicized NPs function as object complements: 

250. The Iraqi Parliament elected Talabani President. 

251. They consider him their inspirer. 

252. John calls his wife honey. 

3.1.2.5 Indirect Objects 

       The fifth grammatical function of NPs is the indirect object. Alexander (1988: 

7) suggests that the indirect object always occurs after the verb and usually refers 

to a person indirectly affected by the action described in the sentence. For example, 

the following italicized NPs function as indirect objects: 

253. Jack bought his darling a new piano.  

254. Lucy sent her lovely friend a letter. 

255. He told the police the true story. 

3.1.2.6 Prepositional Complements 

       The sixth grammatical function that NPs can perform is the prepositional 

complement. Prepositional complements are defined as the word or phrase that 

functions as the object of a preposition (Eastwood, 1994: 179). For example, the 

following italicized NPs function as prepositional complements: 
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256. The Government sent an envoy to China. 

257. The book is on the table.  

258. The whole staff worked during their weekend break. 

3.1.2.7 Noun Phrase Modifiers 

       The seventh grammatical function that NPs can perform is the NP modifier. 

NP modifiers are defined as words and phrases that describe NP (cf. 3.1.1.3.3 and 

3.1.1.4.5 above). For example, the following italicized NPs function as NP 

modifiers: 

259. Oil Production suffers from many problems in Iraq. 

260. The carpenter fixed the broken table leg. 

261. He told me his entire life story. 

3.1.2.8 Appositives 

       The eighth grammatical function that NPs can perform is the appositive. 

Apposition is a relationship between two NPs which have identical reference 

(Huddleston & Pullum, 2005: 96). For example, the following italicized NPs 

function as appositives: 

262. Our neighbor, Mr. Hussein, is a teacher. 

263. The man is a fool, a complete idiot. 

3.1.2.9 Adverbials 

       The ninth grammatical function that NPs can perform is the adverbial. 

Adverbials are defined as words, phrases, and clauses that modify an entire clause 

by providing information such as time, place, manner, condition, reason, or 

purpose (Diamond & Dutwin, 1997: 356). For example, the following italicized 

NPs function as adverbials: 

264. He signed the contract last week. 
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265. The term finishes next week. 

266. The team arrived the day before yesterday. 
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Endnote: 

* According to van Valin (2001: 89), a unilateral dependence means that "the head 

can occur without any dependents. Accordingly while the dependents require the 

head for their occurrence, the head is not subject to the corresponding restriction 

and can occur alone." 
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Chapter Four 

The Structure of the Noun Phrase in Modern Syriac 

 

4.1 The Structure of Syriac 

4.1.1The Structure of Modern Syriac  

      MS is a dialect whose roots extend deep to the Aramaic language which 

Tsereteli (1978: 15) classifies as one of the most ancient Semitic languages and 

which, according to Khan (2007: 3), in the second half of the 1
st
 millennium B.C., 

was one of the major languages used as a lingua franca from northern India to the 

South of Egypt. Tsereteli (1978:15) assumes that the new Aramaic dialects form 

three main groups: Western Aramaic, Central Aramaic and Eastern Aramaic. MS is 

the eastern dialect of the Aramaic language which, during the early centuries of the 

Christian era, prevailed in Mesopotamia and the adjoining regions. Khoshaba 

(2011: 4) affirms that a mixture of the old Aramaic language with the dialects of 

the old Assyrian, Babylonian, and mainly Sumerian People of ancient Iraq, 

Mesopotamia, produced a third language known as the MS vernacular. Many 

attempts have been made to organize and stabilize this vernacular and put it in a 

written form. In this respect, Odisho (1988: 19) points out that at the end of the 19
th

 

century attempts have been made to create a standard written language and one of 

the local dialects (Urmi dialect) was reduced to writing so as to serve as the 

language of the church and education. Odisho (ibid.: 20) goes further to state that 

"the newly established standard written language was not an exact replica of the 

Urmi dialect; elements from the old language and other spoken dialects were 

brought in when necessary". In addition, many of the Kurdish, Persian and Turkish 

loanwords found their way into the standard written language (ibid.). MS is now 

used for different purposes such as writing, mass media and schools.       

       Tsereteli (1978: 89) maintains that although MS has no rigid word order in a 

sentence, most sentences begin with the subject followed by the predicate. Berg 

(1999: 19) also notes that MS is a Semitic language that has free constituent order 

http://www.1911encyclopedia.org/Syriac
http://www.1911encyclopedia.org/Dialect
http://www.1911encyclopedia.org/Mesopotamia
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but the normal or the basic word order is SVO. That is, many examples can be 

found of clauses in which the grammatical properties of the constituents are the 

same, whereas the constituent order is different. These grammatical properties as 

such are not able to account for the different constituent orders that occur in the 

texts.  

       Moreover, MS also shares with other languages of this family its striking 

morphological structure. Khoshaba (2003: 40) claims that MS is an agglutinative
1
 

language. It should be noted, however, that MS, like any of her living Semitic 

sisters, Arabic and Hebrew, is generally viewed as an inflectional language. It often 

conveys grammatical information through inflection. Words in the sentence are 

marked for all kinds of tenses and agreements. For example, MS uses inflection for 

adjectives to indicate both number and gender. In particular each verb has a root to 

which various affixes are added to indicate number, gender and tense. Generally 

speaking, inflectional languages in contrast with agglutinative languages "permit, 

not only the addition of affixes but the actual modification of the root, to the extent 

that root and affix become fused" (Bell, 1976: 146). G. Khan (personal 

communication, January 08, 2012) confirms that MS cannot be classified as an 

agglutinative language to the same degree as Turkish, since in some of its 

morphology it changes its stem. Thus, from the stem /krɪb/ 'to get mad', a wide 

range of specific meanings can be created by adding various types of affixes and 

modifications to the root itself, e.g.: 

267./kɐrba/ 

   She gets mad. 

268./karɪb/ 

    He gets mad. 

269./kɐrbɪn/ 

I get mad. 
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Consequently, it could be argued that when the words in the sentence are inflected 

to show agreement and to express different grammatical relations, the word order 

becomes very flexible. In a subsequent personal communication and discussion 

with M. P. Khoshaba (personal communication, January 07, 2012), he concedes 

that MS is mainly an inflectional language. Agglutination is evident in different 

types of languages since no language can be said to be a hundred percent of a 

certain type (Bell, 1976: 146). 

         Furthermore, MS makes use of prepositions as in the following example: 

270. /tel-e                              mɪn      iraq/ 

came- he                         from    Iraq 

He came from Iraq. 

 

       According to Berg (1999: 195), nouns and adjectives in MS are not marked for 

case, but as Stoddard (1855:117) notes, the different relations are generally 

expressed by prepositions.  

       The category of gender in MS is grammatical which means that all nouns are 

categorized as being in one of two classes which are usually given the names 

masculine and feminine (Brown & Miller, 1980: 98). According to Thackston 

(1999: 3), MS has two grammatical genders feminine and masculine. He adds that 

there is a correspondence between gender and form i.e., almost all feminine nouns 

are marked by the ending /–ta/ in the emphatic state as in /mɐlkta/ 'queen', whereas 

masculine nouns have no special ending other than the /a/ termination of the 

emphatic state as in /mɐlca/ 'king'. Moreover, Khoshaba (2003: 9) affirms that the 

category of gender in MS occurs with certain parts of speech such as nouns, 

adjectives, personal pronouns, verbs to be, and demonstratives. He goes on to say 

that MS has two types of gender: natural gender and grammatical gender. Natural 

gender means that there are many entities that are easily classifiable as male and 

female.  On the other hand, the distinction becomes grammaticalised and all nouns, 
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sexed or sexless, are classified as masculine and feminine. Abuna (2001: 43), in 

turn, classifies gender in MS into three types: 

- Masculine like /baba/ 'father', /qaţo / 'cat' masculine. 

- Feminine like /jema/ 'mother', /qaţonta/ 'cat' feminine. 

- Neuter like /ʂara/ 'moon'. 

 

      Accordingly, the gender of the noun needs to be identified so as appropriate 

grammatical rules can be applied. For example, the rules of concord ensure that a 

masculine noun co-occurs with the masculine form of the demonstrative and 

adjective and a feminine noun co-occurs with a feminine form of the demonstrative 

and adjective. There are also two numbers, singular and plural:  

271. /ɐja             brata               χlita                tila/   

        this-f             girl               sweet-f           came-f 

This sweet girl came. 

272. /ɐwa                brona               χilja                   tile/ 

        this-m                boy              sweet-m               came-m  

This sweet boy came  

 

       It is worth mentioning that adjectives and demonstratives always agree in 

number and gender with the nouns they modify. However, Khoshaba (2011: 24) 

argues that "there is a tendency to use the masculine plural adjectives for plural 

feminine" as is clear in the following examples: 

273. /jale            ʃumane / 

             boys           naughty-pl. 

            Naughty boys 
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274. /bnate        ʃumane/  

              girls         naughty-pl. 

            Naughty girls 

  

       Moreover, the non-finite verb forms are the infinitive and the active and 

passive participles. The finite verbs carry person, number and gender (except in the 

first person). That is, they agree with the subject nominative in person, gender and 

number: 

275. /jalopa                 tile/ 

      student-m          came-m  

(The) (a) student came. 

276. /jalope                      tilei/ 

   students-m             came-pl. 

(The) students came. 

277. /jalopta                      tila/ 

   student-f                 came-f  

(The) (a) student came. 

278. /jalopjate               tilei/ 

        students-f           came-pl. 

(The) students came. 

279. /ana                        tili/ 

                 I                   came (m)-(f) 

          I came. 

 

      It is noteworthy, however, that in the plural case the verb does not show gender 

distinction with the subject noun as is clear in (276) and (278) above. 

      In a nutshell, the category of gender in MS is overt in that the grammatical 

categories are themselves usually marked for gender in addition to the fact that 

http://en.academic.ru/dic.nsf/enwiki/26782
http://en.academic.ru/dic.nsf/enwiki/7816
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gender becomes clear from its co-occurrence with, for example, demonstrative 

pronouns.  Thus, G. Khan (personal communication, January 02, 2012) rationalizes 

this by stating that "there is no regular morphological marking of gender in the 

plural and there is a pronounced tendency to neutralize it. It has been neutralized in 

verbs and adjectives and is showing tendencies of being neutralized in nouns."  

        Besides, adjectives in MS share characteristics with nouns in that they inflect 

for number and gender, and their morphology is the same as that for nouns. They 

occur in most of the environments taken to be criterial for nouns. The distributional 

criteria reflect the ability of the adjectives to operate as heads of the NPs and hence 

to co-occur with demonstratives, numerals, etc. within the NP. Then, as NPs they 

have a distribution as subject, object, etc. of the verb: 

280. /ɐne            ʃapire                      tilei/  

 these      beautiful-m-pl.           came-pl. 

These beautiful ones came. 

 

In this example, the word /ʃapire/ is an adjective functioning as the head of the NP 

and it agrees in number with the demonstrative /ɐne/ 'these'. However, there are, 

certainly, restrictions - adjectives unlike nouns, can be used in the comparative and 

superlative forms /buʃ ʃapire/ 'more beautiful' and can be modified by intensifying 

expressions such as /raba ʃapire/ 'very beautiful'. Adjectives also inflect for both 

genders, whereas nouns have inherent gender. 

 

4.1.2 The Structure of Classical Syriac 

      Classical Syriac (henceforth CS) is mainly used in churches, although it is not 

understood by common people. As Berg (1999: 87) argues, the common people are 

not able to understand CS, and therefore could not comprehend the church 

services. The structure of CS is almost like those in other Semitic languages such 

as Arabic and Hebrew. In CS, nouns are built from triliteral roots and carry 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Noun
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Triliteral
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grammatical gender (masculine or feminine). They also show number distinction 

i.e. they can be either singular or plural (and some can be dual) and can exist in one 

of three grammatical states. CS has three states: 

a. The absolute state is the basic form of the noun as in /mɐlca/ 'king': /mlec/ 

'king-sing', /mɐlcɪn/ 'king-pl') and is the normal state with numbers as in 

/tlata jawmin/ 'three days'. 

b. The emphatic state usually represents a definite or indefinite noun as in 

/ctawa/ 'a book' or 'the book'. 

c. The construct state indicates a relationship between two nouns. The 

construct state is used when two nouns or a noun and a descriptive phrase 

are put together in a genitive or limiting relationship. Thus, nouns in the 

construct state are put in construct with another noun (generally emphatic 

state) as in /mlec mɐlce/ 'king of kings' (ibid.: 52).   

Thus, in CS, most genitive noun relationships are expressed by using the construct 

state as in the example stated above or by the use of the preposition /d/ 'of' as in 

/mɐlca  d   mɐlce/ 'king of kings'. 

       Adjectives in CS agree in gender, number and state with the nouns they 

modify as in /ʃliχe    χɐcime/ 'wise apostles'. They also occur in the absolute state 

as in /ţaw/ 'good-sing', /ţawɪn/ 'good-pl.' and in the emphatic state as in /ţawa/ 

'good-sing', /ţawe/ 'good-pl.' (ibid.: 44-45). 

 

4.2 The Structure of the Noun Phrase in Modern Syriac  

      NPs usually contain additional elements apart from the HN i.e., a noun can 

usually take syntactic dependents, such as possessive/genitive complements, PPs, 

adjectives, determiners (numerals, quantifiers, etc.) and relative clauses.  

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Grammatical_gender
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Genitive_case
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Adjective
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       The NPs in MS may be (i) simple NPs, which are made up of only pronouns or 

nouns plus simple dependents like determiners, or adjectives e.g. (/ɐwa bruna 

ţawa/ 'this good boy'; (ii) complex NPs, which contain more complex sorts of 

dependents, like genitive or possessive modifiers and relative clauses (/beta d ile 

brɪ ʃ ţura/ 'house which is on top of the mountain'; and (iii) various sorts of NPs 

which lack a HN (/χa ʃapɪrta tila) 'one beautiful (girl) came'. (Dryer, 2007b: 136)       

       Sara (1974: 98) argues that an NP in MS is always syntactically equivalent to a 

simple noun and derives its expansions from a rigid structural pattern. That is, 

within the NP structure no conjunction of simple nouns is permitted. In other 

words, demonstratives and adjectives in the singular case must be repeated for 

every noun to which they accrue and this is because demonstratives and adjectives 

in MS have to agree in number and gender with the nouns they refer to and modify 

as is illustrated in the following example: 

281. /ɐwa           ɟɐwra         cɐʃira            w             pɐlaχa                     w              

           this-m          man         clever-m        and     hard-working-m             and      

 mhira             w       ɐja             bɐχta                cɐʃɪrta             w                             

        skillful-m         and      this-f          woman               clever-f           and   

                     pɐlɐχta                         w        mhɪrta                   te-lei/  

    hard-working-f                   and      skillful-f              came-pl.        

This clever, hard-working and skilful man and this clever, hard-working and 

skillful woman came. 

 

      As far as definiteness is concerned, Berg (1999: 198) asserts that the distinction 

between definite and indefinite is no longer used in the morphology the noun i.e. 

MS has properly no definite and indefinite articles. In this respect, Khan (2008: 

449) argues that the definite and indefinite articles are not expressed in MS. The 
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high frequency of NPs consisting of just a noun in MS reflects the fact that this 

language lacks articles as shown in the following examples: 

282. /ɐcara            zarɪʕ     ʕɪnwe       b         ɐrʕa               cɐhinta/ 

          farmer-m        plant-m   grapes     in         land-f              fertile-f 

           The farmer plants grapes in a /the fertile land. 

283. /at           iw-et                     mɐlca       d             prɐχta/ 

       you     are-you-m                 king-m     of              flying 

You are the king of flying.  

284. /ɪt-li                 beta               ɟora/ 

            have-I           house-m            big-m 

          I have a big house. 

 

      Stoddard (1855: 146) maintains that the definite article is not expressed even in 

cases where the NP denotes something known to both the speaker and hearer such 

as references to the sun or the moon as in the following example: 

285. /ʃɪmʃa                dɐnχa           mɪn      mɐdɪnχa/ 

    sun-f                 rise-f           from         east   

            The sun rises in the east. 

 

Berg (1999: 198) assumes that if necessary for distinction, definite NPs are marked 

by the presence of the unstressed numeral /χɐ/ 'a', 'one' and by the absence of 

markers for definiteness as is shown in the following example: 

286. /toma       ɪt-le             χɐ                rɐχma                    ʃapira/ 

 Tom     have-he        a (one)          friend-m            nice-looking-m  

 Tom has a nice looking friend.  

 

      Khan (2008: 454) claims "when the indefinite noun has a possessive 

pronominal suffix and so denotes one member of a set of items in the possession of 
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the referent of the suffix, the particle is obligatory, e.g. /χɐ - χori/ ‘a friend of 

mine’…" However, in this study it is felt that this is questionable because in such 

cases it is also possible to say /χori tile/ 'a friend of mine came'. 

      On the other hand, definite NPs are marked by the presence of demonstrative 

pronouns, pronominal suffixes and personal names and by the absence of the 

indefinite marker /χɐ/ 'a', 'one': 

287. /ɐwa     naʃa     ɟora     tile/ 

  that      man      big     came 

The (that) big man came. 

                       

       Typically, in MS demonstratives used as definite markers are not obligatory. In 

this respect, Dreyer (2007b: 155) assumes: 

The use of demonstratives as definite markers reflects the fact that they are a common 

diachronic source for definite articles: they start as demonstratives, get extended to 

anaphoric usage and then finally (in some cases) can be used non-anaphorically as well. 

 

     The structure of the NP in MS consists of: demonstrative pronoun, numeral, 

noun, adjective, PP and a relative clause. The HN is the most important constituent 

around which all other elements cluster. The elements that precede the head are 

called pre-head dependents which include determiners. The elements that follow 

the head are called post-head dependents, which include post-modifiers. The 

constituents that make up the structure of the NP in MS are discussed in the 

following sections. 

 

4.2.1 The Head  

     The prototypical head word in MS is either a noun or a pronoun. In MS, the 

number and gender of the headword of the NP determines the form of the verb.  
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4.2.1.1 The Noun 

     The HN shows two properties or grammatical features with which inflected 

modifiers agree: number and gender. In MS, the noun is inflected for number. It 

makes a two-way distinction between singular and plural. Nearly all MS nouns end 

in /–a/ (masculine) or /–ta/ (feminine) and they are inflected for number (Fassberg, 

2010: 51). Various plural endings are present in MS but the most frequent of them 

is the /–e/: 

 

Singular                                         Plural 

/ʃɐmaʃa/      'deacon'                    /ʃɐmaʃe/                           'deacons' 

/ctawa/         'book'                       /ctawe/ ~ /ctawane/            'books' 

/baba/          'father'                      /babe/ ~ /babawaa/          'fathers'           

/nɪʃa/           'woman'                   /nɪʃe/                                 'women'          

/brata/           'girl'                       /bnate/                                'girls'          

          

       However, Sara (1974: 55) maintains that masculine nouns in MS are unmarked 

for gender, whereas feminine nouns show gender distinction. Feminine nouns show 

various gender endings. It seems, here, that Sara considers the form used for 

masculine as the unmarked form: 

   Masculine                   Feminine 

  /susa/ 'horse'                  /susta/                 'mare' 

 /sawa/ 'old man'             /swota/                  'old woman' 

 /cɐlbe/  'dogs'                /cɐlɪbjate/             'bitches' 

 /ʃɐmaʃe/ 'deacons'        /ʃɐmɐʃjate/            'deacons' 
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Sara's argument is true in the case of natural gender where both masculine and 

feminine forms are hyponyms of the superordinate form which is normally that of 

the masculine as shown in the examples below: 

               /susa/   (horse)                                            /cɐlba/ (dog)                

 

 /susa/                     /susta/                           /cɐlba/                /cɐlbta/ 

(horse/male)            (mare)                         (dog/male)              (bitch) 

 

In the case of grammatical gender where the noun does not have a counter-sex 

"twin", the argument does not seem to work so smoothly. It might be argued that 

both forms are marked because there is no unmarked form to refer to.  

        Abuna (2001: 43) maintains that masculine nouns are those that lack the 

sound /t/ at the end of the words and belong either to the natural gender like 

/ɟɐwra/ 'man' or to the grammatical gender like /ɟuda/ 'wall' (masculine). The same 

is true of feminine nouns. Feminine nouns belong either to natural gender where a 

noun has a masculine counter-sex for example, /cɐlba/ 'dog' (masculine) and 

/cɐlbta/ 'dog' (feminine) or grammatical gender where a noun has no masculine 

counter-sex such as /sɪpta/ 'lip'.  

      It is noteworthy that the majority of feminine nouns are derived from their 

masculine counterparts such as /mɐlca/ 'king' and /mɐlcta/ 'queen'. Some feminine 

nouns are not derived from their masculine counterparts such as /ɟɐwra/ 'man' and 

bɐχta/ 'woman' (ibid.). There are some nouns that can occur both as masculine and 

feminine such as /ɐrnuwa/ 'rabbit', /dɐʃna/ 'present', /dera/ 'monastery', etc (ibid.: 

46). 

        From another perspective, nouns in MS can be classified into proper and 

common nouns. 
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Proper nouns include words like: (/nohɐdra/ 'Nohadra', /χɐmmo/ 'Khamo', /aʃor/ 

'Ashor', /moʂel/ 'Mosul'…etc.) and Common nouns include words such as: 

(/bɐχta/ 'woman', /ilɐna/ 'tree', /jalopa/ 'student'…etc.).  

Proper nouns form an NP without any modifiers e.g.: 

288. /nɐrse            dmeχ-le/      

 Narse-m      slept-m - he    

              Narse slept. 

 

In this example, the highlighted constituent is an NP which is made up of the 

proper noun /nɐrse/. 

       Common nouns, on the other hand, can be accompanied by other constituents 

in the NP structure such as determiners and modifiers: 

289. /χɐ     ʕɐwra         coma        tule      ʕɐl      χda      taqta      d       ilana/  

           one-m   crow-m      black-m    sat-it-m     on     one-f    trunk-f   of      tree-m      

            One (a) black crow sat on trunk of one (a) tree.  

 

In this example, the highlighted constituent is an NP which consists of the noun 

/ʕɐwra/ as a head, preceded by the determiner /χɐ/ and post-modified by the 

adjective /coma/. Notice the difference between /χɐ/ 'masculine' and /χda/ 

'feminine' respectively.  

       Common nouns in MS can be subdivided into countable and uncountable 

nouns. Whitley (2002: 147) defines countable nouns as those words that are viewed 

as entities which occur as individual units with physical boundaries delineating 

them from the rest of the world e.g.: /ctawa/ 'book', /ilana/ 'tree', /arja/ 'lion'. 

These nouns can be counted because their referents are discrete and stable enough 

to be counted in quantity. Other entities do not occur as self-contained things that 
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can be counted but as shapeless substances or abstractions e.g.: /mija/ 'water', 

/ʃlama/ 'peace'. These are called uncountable nouns.  

       Khoshaba (2011: 19), on his part, distinguishes between two types of nouns in 

MS: non-derivational concrete nouns and derivational abstracts nouns. Non-

derivational concrete nouns are very limited when it comes to deriving a verb from 

them, for example (/ɐrʕa/ 'earth', /tɐrʕa/ 'door', etc…). Derivational abstract nouns, 

on the other hand, are considered the source from which the verbs are derived for 

example (/bɐʃɐlta/ 'cooking', /tɐχmɐnta/ 'thinking', etc…).  

       What is more, sometimes it is possible to pluralize uncountable nouns to 

indicate servings such as (/tre χelje/ 'two milks', /χɐmʃa    mije/ 'five waters'.  

       In a nutshell, MS permits NPs consisting of just a noun when that noun is a 

proper noun (/ana cɪbene toma/ 'I like Tom'), an uncountable noun (/toma ʃate 

mija/ 'Tom drinks water'), the plural of a count noun (/ana cɪbenei wɐrde/ 'I like 

flowers'), or even a singular count noun (/ɟomla  χɐje ɟaw bɐrija/ 'the camel lives 

in the desert'). 

 

4.2.1.2 Pronouns 

       According to Berg (1999: 190), pronouns in MS fall into two main types: 

independent and dependent pronouns. Independent pronouns are the constituents 

that occur separately in a clause. Dependent pronouns are the cliticized counter 

parts of the independent pronouns and serve in the flexion of nouns, verbs and 

prepositions. Berg (ibid.) maintains:  

independent pronouns consist only of nominative forms, whereas dependent pronouns 

perform all kinds of grammatical functions and have two different forms, a nominative 

form (that is morphologically related to the independent nominative form) and an 

oblique form.  
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Khoshaba (2003: 45) points out that the dependent pronouns have different forms 

although they give the same meaning. For instance, the dependent personal 

pronoun that occurs with past tense is different from the same dependent personal 

pronoun that occurs with present tense e.g.:  

290. /pɐlχ-ɪt/ 

     work-you 

You (masculine, singular) work. 

291. /plɪχ-loχ/ 

       worked-you 

You (masculine, singular) worked 

 

Table (5): Dependent Pronouns with the Verb /plaχa/ 'to work' 

Person Gender Verb in the Present Verb in the Past 

Singular Plural Singular Plural 

1st 

 

Masc. 
/pɐlχ-ɪn/  

'I work' /pɐlχ-ɐχ/ 

'We work' 

/plɪχ-li/ 

'I worked' 

/plɪχ-lɐn/ 

'We worked' 
Fem. 

/pɐlχ-ɐn/  

'I work' 

2nd 

Masc. 
/pɐlχ-ɪt/  

'You work' /pɐlχ-itun/ 

'Your work' 

/plɪχ-loχ/  

'You worked' /plɪχ-loχun/ 

'You Worked' 
Fem. 

/pɐlχ-ɐt/ 

'You work'  

/plɪχ-lɐχ/  

'You worked' 

3rd 

Masc. 
/pɐl-ɪχ/  

'He works' /pɐlχ-χi/ 

'They work' 

/plɪχ-le/  

'He worked' /plɪχ-lei/ 

'They worked' 
Fem. 

/pɐlχ-a/ 

'She works'  

/plɪχ-la /  

'She worked' 



 

 

- 100 - 

      Sara (1974: 63) classifies MS pronouns differently. He identifies four classes of 

pronouns: subjective personal, possessive, reflexive, and interrogative pronouns. 

These are discussed hereunder. 

 

4.2.1.2.1 Personal Pronouns 

        Personal pronouns have different forms according to person, gender, and 

number in the singular except in the first person, but only of person and number in 

the plural. The independent subjective personal pronouns are listed below: 

Person        Singular                                                     Plural 

    1
st
               /ana/           'I' (m. and f.)                        /ɐχni/               'we'  

                                                     

    2
nd

           /at/ (/ati/)
 (1)

   'you' (m. and f.)                    /ɐχtun/              'you' 

 

                     /aw/              'he', 'it'                                        

     3
rd

                                                                                /ani/             'they' 

                     /aj/              'she', 'it' 

Personal pronouns of the objective case are few in number and simple in their 

form. Phonologically they are treated as enclitics. They are listed below: 

Person                    Singular                                                         Plural 

     1
st
                /-i/ 'me' (m. and f.)                                               /-ɐn/ 'us' 

 

                        /-oχ/  'you' (m.)                                                                

     2
nd

                                                                                          /-oχon/ 'you' 

                        /-ɐχ/  'you' (f.) 

                        /-eh/, /o/ 'his' 

     3
rd

                                                                                           /-ɐj/ 'them'  

                        /-ɐh/, /-ɐw/ 'her' 
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4.2.1.2.2 Demonstrative Pronouns 

        Khoshaba (2003: 97) identifies two series of demonstrative pronouns in MS; 

the first series indicates that the referent is near: 

/ɐwa/                        'this' (m.)  

/ɐja/                         'this' ( f.)                          near 

/ɐnne/                      'these'(m. and f.)                     

 

The second series indicates that the referent is far away: 

 

/ɐwaha/                      'that' (m.) 

/ɐjaha/                       'that' (f.)                         far 

/ɐnaha/                       'those' (m. and f.) 

It is noteworthy that sometimes in MS /aha/ 'this' is used to refer to both genders as 

in /aha   jala/ 'this boy' and /aha    brata/ 'this girl'. 

       From a different perspective, Khan (2008: 468) classifies demonstratives into 

two types according to their use to refer to visible objects in the extra-linguistic 

speech situation and their use to refer to referents within the discourse. Thus, the 

pronoun system is said to be ‘hearer orientated’ when used to refer to extra-

linguistic objects and falls into three series:  

‘speaker deixis’: /ɐwa ctawa/ ‘this book (near me)’ 

‘far deixis’: /ɐwaha  ctawa/ ‘that book (remote from me and you) 

‘default’: /o-ctawa/ ‘that book (with you)’ 

 

Khan (ibid.: 469) maintains that ‘default’ is used when the item does not direct the 

attention of the hearer to a specific point in the surrounding environment. Rather, it 
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simply indicates that the item in question is identifiable somewhere in the 

accessible situation of the hearer. 

       According to usage, Berg (1999: 191) points out that demonstrative pronouns 

are employed either independently or attributively (i.e. accompanied by a noun). In 

other words, if demonstrative pronouns are employed independently, they can 

stand alone as full NPs. Khan (2008: 467) maintains that "independent 

demonstrative pronouns can occur in any syntactic position in a clause, such as 

subject, predicate, direct object of a verb or complement of a preposition or 

particle, for example: 

292. / ɐwa           ile        broni         χɐbiwa              d       bije           bsɪmlali/  

              this-m         is-he    son-my      beloved-m          of  with whom   glad- I am 

     This is my beloved son, with whom I am well pleased. (Mathew 3:7) 

In this example, /ɐwa / is a full NP which functions as the subject of the sentence.  

 

4.2.1.2.3 Interrogative Pronouns 

        Interrogative pronouns in MS include words like /mani/ 'who', /ɐjni/ 'which', 

/mudi/ 'what', /d mani/ 'whose', /cma/ 'how much' or 'how many' (Mutzafi, 2000: 

305), as in: 

293. /mani     mχele           iloχ/  

   who      hit-he      on-you-m? 

     Who hit you? 

 

It is noteworthy that /mudi/ 'what' when used as a determiner before a noun loses 

the/i/ sound and becomes /mud/ (c.f.4.2.2.3 below) (Stoddard, 1855: 24). 
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4.2.1.2.4 Indefinite Pronouns  

        Indefinite pronouns in MS include words such as /cul/ 'all' or 'every', /raba/ 

'many' or 'much', /χɐcma/ 'some', /χɐʧa/ 'a little, /cul mɪndi/ 'everything', /ʧu 

mɪndi/ 'nothing', /cul nasha d/ 'whoever', /cul mɪndi d/ 'whatever', /cul χɐ/ 'each 

one' or 'everyone' /χɐ (nasha)/ 'someone' or 'somebody', etc. Consider the 

following two examples: 

294. /qro-le            ʕeda      d    pɪʂχa    w      zɪlon         rabe      l      orɪʃlɪm/  

    come close-it-m     feast-m  of    Easter   and  went-they    many    to   Jerusalem  

      Easter approached and many went to Jerusalem.  

 

In this example, the indefinite pronoun /rabe/ 'many' is a full NP functioning as 

subject. It should be noted that, sometimes, the indefinite pronouns /raba/ 'many' 

and /χɐcma/ 'some' are changed to /rabe/ and /χɐcme/ respectively when used as a 

determiners. 

295. /cul mɪndi         χzeli      tama/  

             everything       saw-I     there 

            I saw everything there. 

In this example, the indefinite pronoun /cul mɪndi/ is a full NP functioning as 

object.  

 

4.2.1.2.5 Reciprocal Pronouns  

        According to MacLean (1895:  25), the two English reciprocal pronouns, each 

other and one another are expressed in MS by /χɐ    qɐ     d aw      χina/: 

296. /do-lei                hojer-e         χɐ       qɐ         d aw   χina/ 

          there -they       helped-they   each   other    (one another) 

        They helped each other (one another).  
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4.2.1.2.6 Possessive Pronouns  

      Berg (1999: 192) maintains that possessive pronouns can be attached to 

prepositions to denote genitive as in /di-jɐn/ 'of ours'. This construction can be used 

to replace a complete NP and can thus occur on its own i.e. it has an independent 

function as an NP as is illustrated in the following example: 

297. /ɐja                 ɐrʕa              di-jɐn-ela/ 

          this-f               land-f             of ours is-f 

This land is ours 

 

4.2.1.2.7 Reflexive Pronouns  

       According to Sara (1974: 64), these pronouns are formed by attaching the 

possessive pronouns to the noun /ɟana/ 'soul'. Bergs (1999: 192) notes that the 

combination of the noun /ɟana/ and the possessive pronoun functions as a reflexive 

pronoun as in /ɟan-i/ 'myself' (literally: my soul). Reflexive pronouns can function 

as a full in NP (e.g. /b ɟan-oχ tiloχ/ ' you came by yourself)'. 

  

4.2.1.3 Noun Phrases without Nouns 

       A typical NP always contains a noun or a pronoun as a head and possibly 

accompanied by other words or phrases modifying the noun or the pronoun. 

However, there are some constituents that are not of this form, but which are 

sometimes called ‘NPs’ because of grammatical similarities to typical instances of 

NPs, such as occurrence in subject or object position (Dryer, 2007b: 194). 

        In MS, sometimes the NP consists only of modifiers without any noun. In the 

following example, the highlighted string is an NP that consists of the determiner 

/χɐ/ 'one' and the adjective /ʃapɪrta/ 'beautiful'. The NP in this sentence functions 

as direct object: 
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298. /χze-li          χɐ       ʃapɪrta                  ɟaw     zujaχa/  

   saw-I        one       beautiful-f                 in       party 

           I saw a beautiful girl in the party. 

 

This syntactic function of the adjective in MS seems to be similar to what Quirk et 

al. (1985: 421) call "Adjectives as heads of noun phrases". The difference is that in 

MS the adjective may be used as a singular referent, whereas adjectives in English 

"are typically used as heads of noun phrases to refer to certain fairly well-

established classes of persons" (Quirk et al., 1985: 421). Similarly, in the following 

example the highlighted constituent /cpine/ is an NP that consists of an adjective 

and functions as a prepositional complement: 

299. /ţowa        l         cpine             l           zɐdiquta              d        

            blessing   for  hungry ones      for      righteousness       that   

              ani    bɪd              soʕi/  

             they   will     become full-they  

Blessed are those who hunger and thirst for righteousness, for they will be filled. 

(Mathew 5:6) 

      What is more, MS has three types of fused head constructions: simple, partitive 

and special. 

300. /arɐm     ɪtle     χa     ctawa     w      josɪp     ɪtle       tre/    (simple) 

            Aram    have   one     book     and   Joseph   have     two 

           Aram has one and Joseph has two. 

 

301. /χɐcme        mɪn        tɪlmid-eh/               (partitive) 

    some          of       disciples-his      

  Some of his disciples 
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302. /rɐbe        bɪt          peʃ i          dineh/               (special) 

     many       will      become       judged 

   Many will be judged.  

 

4.2.2 The Determiners 

       Determiners are function words which specify the reference of an NP. 

Determiners in MS include the following: Demonstratives, Possessive 

Determiners, Indefinites, Interrogatives and Numerals.  

    

4.2.2.1 Demonstratives 

       In MS Demonstrative determiners precede the noun they determine (Khan, 

2008: 467). Demonstrative pronouns and demonstrative determiners take the same 

form but differ in that the former modifies a noun and appears with it in an NP, 

while the latter appears on its own as is clear in the examples below: 

303. /ɐwa             i-le               ctawa                      ţawa/ 

             this-m        is-it-m           book-m                 precious-m 

          This is a precious book. 

304. /aha                  ctawa                    ţawa                    i-le/ 

             this-m                book-m             valuable-m            is-it-m     

          This book is valuable. 

 

Khan (2008: 467) avers that demonstratives may be combined with nouns that have 

possessive pronominal suffixes, e.g. "/ɐwa beuχ/" ‘this house of yours’. He (ibid.: 

471) maintains that demonstratives are sometimes used with proper names when 

these have been mentioned previously, e.g.:            

305. /aw-mtunele     aw-       χolma        qɐ -d-  o          χano    lɐpzerin. (ibid.) 

              he talked-he   that-m   dream-m    for    that-m   Khano    golden hand 

           He told the dream to Khano the Golden Hand. 
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4.2.2.2 Indefinites 

       Certain indefinite pronouns in MS also function as determiners when they are 

followed by a noun e.g.: 

306. /ɐwa                   beta               et-be         raba          zeite/ 

this-m                 house-m             have         many         olives 

This house has many olives. 

 

In this example, the highlighted constituent is an NP which consists of the 

determiner /raba/ 'many' and the HN /zeite/' olive'. 

 

4.2.2.3 Interrogatives 

       Interrogative pronouns in MS can also modify and precede a noun and hence 

function as determiners. Certain interrogative pronouns take a different form when 

they are used as determiners i.e. when they precede a noun as is illustrated below: 

307. /mud    ctawa        zwen-oχ/ 

  what   book-m   bought-you-m 

What book you bought? 

308. /mudi      zwen-oχ?/ 

   what    bought-you-m 

            What did you buy? 

 

Note that in the second example where the pronoun is not used attributively (i.e. 

before a noun) it requires the suffix (–i) 
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4.2.2.4 Numerals 

       Numerals precede the HN and are of two types: Cardinal numerals and Ordinal 

numerals. Cardinal numerals usually precede the HN, whereas ordinal numerals 

follow it.  

Cardinal numerals in MS include numbers like /χɐ/ 'one', /tre/ 'two', /tla/ 'three', 

etc.  

309. /nɐrse         ɪt-le          tre      suse/  

   Narse        have-he     two    horses 

Narse has two horses 

310. /sɐrra       zwena              ɐrbi        w       χɐ       ctawe/ 

   Sarra     bought-she         forty      and      one     books 

Sarra bought forty one books 

 

       MacLean (1895: 67) argues that ordinals in MS are formed by prefixing /d/ to 

the cardinals with the exception of /qɐmaja/ which denotes 'first-m' and /qɐmeta/ 

'first-f' as in: 

311. /mata           d     ţla/ 

           village-f       of   three 

The third village. 

312. /mata                qɐmeta/ 

     village-f               first-f 

     The first village. 

 

According to Stoddard (1855: 133), ordinals can also be formed by adding a 

termination to the cardinals such as /tre/ 'two': /trɐjana/ 'second-m', /trɐjanita/ 

'second-f'; /ţla/ 'three': /ţlitaja/ 'third-m', /ţlitajta/ 'third-f'; /ɐrbʕa/ 'four': /rwiʕaja/ 

'fourth-m', /rwiʕeita/ 'fourth-f' and so on. 
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      Furthermore, numerals usually follow demonstrative determiners in the NP 

structure as in: 

313. /ɐnaha      tre       ţurane        raba       ramanenɐ / 

        those      two   mountains     very       high-pl.- are 

             Those two mountains are very high. 

 

4.2.2.5 Possessive Pronouns  

        In MS, the genitive pronoun takes the form of a suffix on the noun. Possessive 

pronouns are treated phonologically like enclitics. Berg (1999: 192) points out that 

the suffixed pronouns are attached to nouns. These pronouns are the same in form 

as personal suffixes of the objective case (cf. 4.2.1.2.1). Thus, the use of the 

possessive pronouns is illustrated with a noun below: 

 

Person                                       Singular                                   Plural  

    1
st
                                     /bet-i/ 'my house'                    /bet-ɐn/ 'our house' 

 

                                             /bet-oχ/ 'your house' (m.) 

    2
nd

                                                                                    /bet-oχon/ 'your house' 

                                             /bet-ɐχ/ 'your house' (f.) 

 

                                             /bet-eh/ 'his house'                  

     3
rd

                                                                                     /bet-ɐj/ 'their house' 

                                             /bet-ɐh/ 'her house' 

 

       Further, Berg (ibid.) assumes that possessive pronouns can be attached to 

prepositions to denote genitive as in /di-jɐn/ 'of ours'. This construction can also be 

used as a determiner in an NP when it follows the HN i.e. a possessive determiner 

is dependent on a noun as is illustrated in the following example: 
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314. /beta                   di-jɐn       raba           ʃapirele/  

          house-m              of- ours      very           nice-is-m 

Our house is very nice. 

  

4.2.3 Post-modifiers 

      The post-modifier in MS is realized by an AP, a PP, a relative clause, an 

appositive phrase, an appositive clause or a genitive phrase. 

   

4.2.3.1 Adjectives or Adjectival Phrases  

       As MacLean (1895: 57) argues, APs are considered the most frequent 

grammatical forms that function as NP post-modifiers. Thackston (1999: 44) points 

out that adjectives agree with the HD they modify in number and gender e.g.: 

315. /naʃa            χɐcima/ 

    man            wise-m  

 (the) (a) wise man 

316. /bɐχta              χɐcimta/ 

            woman              wise-f 

(the) (a) wise woman 

 

In the first example, the adjective /χɐcima/ 'wise' agrees in number and gender with 

the noun /naʃa/ 'man', i.e. /naʃa/ 'man' is singular and masculine and the adjective 

/χɐcima/ 'wise' has to be singular and masculine. In the second example, the 

adjective /χɐcimta/ 'wise' agrees in number and gender with the noun /bɐχta/ 

'woman', i.e. /bɐχta/ 'woman' is singular and feminine and the adjective /χɐcimta/ 

'wise' has to be singular and feminine.  

       From a different perspective M. P. Khoshaba (personal communication, 

October 07, 2011) asserts that the syntax of MS has the ability to derive three 
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forms of adjective: past participle, gerund (when used for human being or even 

animals) and meemated
(2)

 adjectives. The meaning in each form will change a bit 

with a certain nuance: 

- Gerund (-ing ) form = /cɐlba saruχa/ 'aggressive dog'= aggressive by nature 

(inherent) 

- Past participle form = /cɐlba sriχa/ 'aggressive dog' = the circumstances 

make the dog get this habit 

- Meemated form = /cɐlba musrɪχa/ 'aggressive dog' =  someone makes the 

dog aggressive 

 

       APs may consist of an adjective alone or an adjective plus a modifier. For 

example, the following highlighted APs function as noun modifiers: 

317. /nɪʃe         ɐttire/           

           women      rich-pl. 

          Rich women 

318. /naʃa      ʃaqe       pʧ ile/       

   man    legs-his      bow   

            a bow-legged man 

 

Khan (2008: 508) argues that adjectives which modify the HN do not normally 

express gender differences in their plural form a in: 

319. /ʔ orza             sniqa/  

      man            needy-m 

a needy man 

320. /bɐχta                sniqta/ 

   woman              needy-f 

 a needy woman 

 

http://www.suite101.com/content/english-adjectives-and-adjective-phrases-a104606
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321. /ʔ orze        sniqe/  

              man-pl.    needy-pl. 

              needy men 

322. /bɐχtate             sniqe/  

             women          needy-pl. 

           needy women 

 

In this respect, M. P. Khoshaba (personal communication, October 09, 2011) 

asserts that in the case of plural adjectives, gender takes one form unless we need 

to show the gender for the listener e.g.:  

323. /bnate            honane/  

     girls             smart-pl. 

Smart girls 

324. /bnone            honane/ 

     boys             smart-pl 

          Smart boys 

 If we want to emphasize gender, we use /honɐnjate/ for feminine:  

325. /bnate            honanjate/  

     girls             smart-pl-f. 

        Smart girls 

        

      Moreover, Khoshaba (2011: 63) finds it difficult to distinguish between 

adjectives and past participles. He maintains that present participles can also be 

used as adjectives (ibid.: 67). This point of view was expressed along time ago by 

Stoddard (1855: 130) who shows that a great number of participles are employed 

as adjectives as in the following examples: 
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326. /ɐwa         ʃula           ile          ʃula           mɐcʧɪχana/ 

           this-m     work-m        is-m      work-m        exhausting-m 

This is an exhausting work. 

327. /ɟure    cʧiχe        tulei      χut           ţlanita        d       χɐ          ilana/ 

             men exhausted   sat-pl.   under          shade-f      of     one         tree-m  

Exhausted men sat under the shade of a tree 

In these examples the participles function as adjectives, adding information to the 

nouns /ʃula/ 'work' and /naʃe/ 'men', respectively, and indicating whether the noun 

is the EXPERIENCER of the feeling (/naʃe    cʧiχe/ 'exhausted men') or the 

SOURCE of it (/ʃula mɐcʧɪχana/ 'exhausting work').  

       Furthermore, although adjectives regularly follow the nouns, a small number 

do precede them i.e. the unmarked position for adjectives is following the noun but 

there are some exceptions. MacLean (1895: 59) argues that when adjectives in MS 

are used as epithet they normally follow the noun they modify. Stoddard (1855: 

149) identifies a few adjectives that can also precede the noun they modify like 

/ʂpaji/ 'good', /raba/ (when used as an intensifier) 'very' to give increased emphasis 

as is shown in the following example: 

328. /χzelɐn              raba      ɟore        ilane /  

  saw-we              very       big        trees 

          We saw very big trees. 

329. /χzelɐn       ʂpaji          naʃe/ 

       saw-we      good          men 

      We saw good men. 
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Other cases are also allowable: 

330. /χzelɐn        ilane      ɟore      raba / 

  saw-we       trees       big       very 

      We saw very big trees 

331. /χzelɐn          naʃe            ʂpaji/ 

  saw-we         men            good 

 We saw good men. 

 

Stoddard (1855: 149) adds that qualifying adjectives sometimes are placed before 

the noun they modify to give more emphasis as in: 

332. /raba      ɟora            ţura/ 

   very        big       mountain-m 

 (the) (a) very big mountain 

 

Along the same lines, Khan (2008: 520) states that some adjectives may occur 

before the HN. When they are placed in this position they are non-restrictive 

attributes. They are generally evaluative, expressing a subjective assessment of a 

known referent by the speaker, e.g.: 

333. /aw mɪskina      naʃele/  

           he-poor-m     person-is            

         He is a poor person. 

334. /aw    χɪrba        naʃele/  

             he    bad-m      person-is  

              He is a bad person. 

 

4.2.3.2 Prepositional Phrases  

       A PP can occur as a noun modifier (Khan, 2008: 527). Prepositions in MS 

include words such as /d/ 'of', /mɪn/ 'from', /but/ 'about', /ɟɐw/ 'inside', /qɐ/ 'for', etc.  
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The PP in MS consists of a preposition plus complement and always appears after 

the noun it modifies as in the following examples: 

335. /w         pɪʃle       ʃɪmja          qala        mɪn       ʃmɐja         bimara../ 

 and     became      heard          voice      from        sky-f           saying… 

   And a voice came out of the sky, saying… (Luke 3:22) 

336. /χzelɐn       χɐ         naʃa           b         χɐ          ɐqla/   

saw-we      one         man         with      one           leg-f 

We saw a man with one leg. 

337. /zwen-i        χɐ           ctawa         but              liʃana              aramaja/   

            bought-I      one        book-m      about          language-m         Aramaic          

         I bought a book on Aramaic language. 

 

 

        It is noteworthy that in certain cases (especially when expressing locative 

relationships) a PP modifying a noun in MS is preceded by the relative marker /d/. 

In this respect, Berg (1999: 225-226) argues that these relative clauses without 

copula should rather be described as attributive PPs introduced by /d/: 

338. /dne          pilatos    l     iʃuʕ     l        mɐwta            d        ʕɐl       sqipa / 

sentenced-he   Pilate   for   Jesus  for      death-m       which     on     cross-m 

Pilate sentenced Jesus to death on the cross.  

 

Berg (ibid.: 226) goes on to say that the pragmatic difference between attributive 

PPs and relative clauses is difficult to state. 

      Besides, Khan (2008: 527) claims that a prepositional phrase may modify a 

demonstrative or personal pronoun, e.g.: 

339. /ɐχni     gu        ɐra          d         barwɐr/ (ibid.) 

         we       in        land-m-sing   of             Barwar 

           We in the land of Barwar 

http://bible.cc/luke/3-22.htm
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340. /ɐχni     gu      mɐtwate/ (Khan 2008: 527) 

          we      in       villages 

                We in the villages 

 

In both examples the pronoun /ɐχni/ is post-modified by the PPs / gu ɐra d    

barwɐr / and /gu   mɐtwate/ respectively. However, in this work, it is felt that this 

is questionable because in the examples (339) and (340) Khan (ibid.) cites above, 

the prepositional phrase is not a modifier of the pronoun but it is an adjunct, an 

adverbial of place. 

 

4.2.3.3 Genitive Construction 

       Genitive relations in MS are mainly realized by PPs. The preposition /d/ 'of' is 

employed to express the genitive relation between two nouns (Fassberg, 2010: 54):  

341. /brona       d       mɐlca/  

        son         of      king-m 

       Son of the king 

342. /zqipa            d       iʃoʕ/ 

            cross-m         of      Jesus 

The cross of Jesus 

343. /tɐlmide         d     mʃiχa/ 

  disciples       of     Christ 

The Disciples of Christ 

 

       Moreover, Stoddard (1855: 117) argues that the construct state, which is a 

remnant of the old Syriac (henceforth OS), is also found in MS. Tsereteli (1978: 

84) adds that "these combinations, typical of Semitic languages, are a rarity in MS 

and are restricted mainly to compound words". In this respect, Goldenberg (2000: 

79) maintains that in certain fixed expressions the old genitive has left its traces. It 
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remains in phrases that begin with /bɪ/ or /bɪ/ 'house'. MacLean (1895: 27) argues 

that /bɪ/ in OS is the construct state of the word /beta/ 'house' as is clear in the 

following examples: 

344. /bɪ           mar        ʃɪmon/  

          house        saint      Shimun 

         the household of Mar Shimun  

345. /bɪt       crihe/ 

house     sicks. 

the house of sick people (hospital) 

346. /bɪt       qwore/  

 house    graves 

     House of the graves (graveyard) 

 

It is also found in phrases that begin with /bɐr/ 'son' which is in OS the construct 

state of the word /brona/. For example: 

347. /bɐr         χmaha/ 

   son   mother in law 

             wife's brother (brother in law) 

348. /bɐr    naʃa/ 

   son    man 

 Son of man 

 

       In addition, Khan (2008: 487) argues that the genitive in MS can be used to 

express different semantic relationships as is clear in the following examples: 
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1- Item-Possessor: 

349.  /ctawa       d        josɪp/ 

         book       of      Joseph (Joseph's book) (a book that belongs to Joseph) 

2- Part-whole:  

350. /jomane       d         jɐrχa/ 

         days         of     the month 

351.  /qɪna     d     sɪpre/ 

         nest     of    the birds. 

3- Item-Affiliation 

352. /mɐlca         d       hodaje/ 

       The king     of       Jews  

  

       It should be noted, however, that MS tends to express the different semantic 

relations by the preposition /d/ 'of' e.g.: 

353.  /χori              d          zaχo/ 

     friend-my        of         Zakho 

       My friend from Zakho 

 

       Further, Khan (2008: 488) argues that the head of genitive construction may 

consist of two or more nouns. These may be conjoined together with the particle w 

'and', in which case the preposition /d/ occurs after the last noun only, e.g. /χona w 

χaa-d     χɪtna/ ' brother and sister of the groom'.  

       Moreover, Abuna (2001: 92) assumes that in MS it is possible to add a 

pronoun (attached or unattached) to the modified noun to give more emphasis: 

354. /ctaw-eh             d        alɐha/ 

book-m- his         of         God 

            The book of God 
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355. /ctawa            d         ile      d      alɐha/ 

           book-m       which      is      of       God  

       The book which belongs to God 

356. /ctaw-eh                d        ile    d      alɐha/ 

          book-m-his          which     is    of       God 

             The book which belongs to God 

 

Abuna (2001: 95) also points out that multi genitive constructions are also possible 

as in: 

357. /ctawe      d          jalope        d          bɪtʂawbe         d     bɐʁdɐd/  

   books     of        students      of         university-f     of    Baghdad 

The books of the students of the University of Baghdad 

 

4.2.3.4 Noun 

      In general, when a noun modifies another noun in MS, it is usually expressed 

by /d/ construction as in:  

358. /ɐsja          d           maa/ 

         doctor-m      of        village-f 

        The village doctor 

 

The exception is that nouns that indicate nationality and various types of affiliation 

usually function as modifiers and they nearly always come after the HN: 

359. /liʃana                 aramaja/ 

    language-m              Aramaic-m 

      (The) (an) Aramaic language 

360. /bɐχtaa           surajaa/ 

   women              Assyrian-f 

(The) Assyrian women 
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      Although, G. Khan (personal communication, January 08, 2012) regards 

constructions such as /bɐχtaa   surajaa/ 'Assyrian women' as appositives, in 

this work, it is felt that such constructions consist of two nouns, one of them is the 

HN and the other functions as a modifier.    

 

4.2.3.5 Relative Clauses  

       Relative clauses are used to give more information about the HN. Tsereteli 

(1978: 91) maintains that the function of relative clauses is to expound all the 

nominal parts of the principle clause. In MS, relative clauses are almost always 

introduced by the relative marker /d/. Khan (2008: 951) tells us that relative clauses 

are always placed after the noun they modify. Abuna (2001: 124) mentions that the 

relative marker /d/ does not show gender and number distinctions i.e. it is used for 

masculine and feminine and also for plural and singular. Thackston (1999: 15) 

opines that "the relative pronoun always stands (next or as close as possible) to its 

antecedent and is invariably the first element in the relative clause", e.g.: 

361. / w         lɐχma             d       ana    jɐwɪne          ile          pɐʁri…/  

  and      bread-m        which      I        give            is-it     body-my   

    And the bread that I will give for the life of the world is my flesh (John 6:51) 

 

In this example, the constituent (/lɐχma   d  ana   jɐwɪne/) is an NP which consists 

of the HN /lɐχma/ 'bread' modified by the relative clause /d  ana   jɐwɪne/ 'which I 

give'.  

       Moreover, Berg (1999: 225) introduces another type of relative clauses in MS 

which is expressed without relative marker. He assumes that the relation of the 

subordinate clause to the main clause is marked by the pronominal suffix e.g.: 

362. /ɐwaha         naʃa             ʃɪmeh             χɐmo     ile            sawoni/ 

             that-m         man        name-m-his        khamo     is      grandfather-my 

That man whose name is Khamo is my grandfather. 
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      It is worth mentioning that when in English the present participle is used as a 

post-modifier it is turned into relative construction in MS: 

363. /naʃe           d             plaχana          ɟaw     beta            χoranilei/  

 people      which    working-they-are   in    house-m     friend-my- are  

The people working in the house are my friends. 

  

        M. P. Khoshaba also shares the same opinion and argues that most of the 

times the present participles when following the HN are turned into relative 

constructions (personal communication, September 10, 2011). Moreover, Khan 

(2008: 951) distinguishes between restrictive and non-restrictive relative clauses. 

Restrictive relative clauses limit the reference of the HN e.g.: 

364. /ɐn   naʃe        d   χɐjiwa   ɟaw  mɐtwate      iwa         naʃe        pɐlaχe/  

           those people    who  lived     in   villages   were-they   people  hard-workers 

Those people who lived in the villages were hard-workers. 

 

The relative clause in this example is interpreted as restrictive in that it assists to 

identify the referent of the HN in the surrounding context. Non-restrictive relative 

clauses add supplementary information to the HN without limiting its reference 

e.g.: 

365. /ʔop       brateh,            d          ila    mɪn        dɪme            w      

   even  daughter-his     who     is-she   from  blood-m-his     and 

 bɪʂre,            la      humena         ɐl-e/   

        meat-m-his      no    believe-she     on-him 

        Even his daughter, who is from his blood and flesh, didn’t believe him. 

 

In example (365) above, the relative clause is interpreted as non-restrictive in that 

it provides additional description to the already identified HN 'his daughter'. 
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4.2.3.6 Infinitive Clauses  

      In MS, the noun can also be post-modified by an infinitive clause. The 

infinitive can be used with prepositions such as /qɐd/ 'to': 

366. /lɪt              mndi      qɐd        zɐbni/ 

       there is no       thing       to        sell-they 

       There is nothing for them to sell.  

 

M. P. Khoshaba (personal communication, September 14, 2011) shares the same 

opinion but he adds that the preposition /qɐd/ can be contracted to /d/ as in the 

following example: 

367. /bruna       d      naʃa       itle           ʃulţana       d     ʃawɪq           χţahe/ 

               son        of      man    have-he    authority-m    to   forgive-he       sins 

           The Son of Man has the authority to forgive sins. 

 

4.2.3.7 Past Participle Clauses  

       In MS, past participle clauses can occur as post-modifiers in NPs as in the 

following examples: 

368. /w       qwirewa        ɟaw     qowra         nqerta         b       isara/ 

            and  buried-m -was    in     grave-f      engraved-f      in    stone-m 

                …and was buried in a grave engraved in a stone. 

369. /w   motulon       l        iʃuʕ      b       qowra       dwerta            

  and  put-they    for     Jesus     in      grave-f     locked-f 

     b          cepa        rɐba/ 

            with      stone-m-       big 

            ...and they put Jesus in a grave locked with a big stone. 
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In both examples the HN /qowra/ is post-modified by the past participle clauses 

/nqerta   b  isara/ and /dwerta  b  cepa    rɐba/ respectively.  

       It should be noted here that the antecedent is always identical with the implied 

subject of the past participle post-modifying clause. In other words,   past participle 

clauses correspond with relative clauses that have the relative pronoun as subject. 

 

4.2.3.8 Appositive Phrases  

       A noun in MS can be also post-modified by an appositive NP as in the 

following examples: 

370. /anewɪn    josɪp       aχono-χon        d             qɐm  zɐbni-tun-li/  

   I am       Joseph     brother-your     that              sold-you-me 

            I am Joseph your brother that you sold me. (Gen. 45:4) 

371. /culχɐ           naʃa           lewa           χɪdjɐ        b         pulχana     

 everyone         man         not-was    happy-m      of        doing-m 

 d      marɐn      iʃuʕ       mʃiχa/   

          of     lord-our     Jesus      Christ 

          Not everyone was happy with the deeds of our lord, Jesus Christ. 

 

In example (370) above, the noun /josɪp/ 'Joseph' is post-modified by the noun 

/aχono-χon/ 'your brother', whereas in example (371) the noun /marɐn/ 'our lord' is 

post-modified by the NP /iʃuʕ mʃiχa/ 'Jesus Christ'.  

        According to MacLean (1895: 60), in MS titles precede the noun they refer to 

as in: 

372. /mjoqra              qaʃa            muʃe/ 

         reverend-m         priest-m         Moses 

The Reverend Priest Moses 

 



 

 

- 124 - 

373. /ţuwana         polos/ 

          blessed-m         Paul 

     Blessed Paul 

374. /mnaχa           ʃɐmaʃa           ɐodiʃo/ 

             late-m          deacon-m          Audisho 

The late Deacon Audisho 

 

4.2.3.9 Appositive Clauses  

        It is possible for a noun in MS to be post-modified by an appositive clause as 

in the following example: 

375. /zţema        d     ɐw      χojedle      ʕɐm           sɐqulajota           

      rumor-m    that    he   joined-m-he   with           opposition 

 lele             ʃarira/ 

        not-is-m          true-m 

The rumor that he joined the opposition is not true. 

376. /ţɪba            d       ʕiraq          qrɪmla         l              moraja        

           news-m       that     Iraq-m          won-f        for           match-m 

   mopʂɪχle              l    cole    ʕɐma/  

         made happy-m-it      for    all      people 

The news that Iraq won the match made all people happy. 

 

4.2.3.10 Adverbial Phrases  

       Locative demonstratives, words whose basic function is adverbial, like /lɐχa/ 

'here' and /tɐmaha/ 'there', can modify nouns as well, as in: 

377. /ɐjaha         mata         tɐmaha   rama     raba          sqɪltela / 

        that-f        village-f        there         up       very         nice-f-is-it  

   That village up there is very nice. 
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In this example, the adverb / tɐmaha   rama / 'up there' functions as a modifier for 

the HN /mata/. 

 

4.3  The Functions of the Noun Phrase in Modern Syriac 

      NPs in MS perform different grammatical functions within the sentence. The 

following are the main functions of the NP in MS: 

  

4.3.1 Subject 

          An NP in MS can function as subject as in the following example: 

378. /pila               ɪtle              pŭmɐ            w            lɪt-le             ɟolpane/  

      elephant-m        have-he        mouth-m-       and       no-have-it         wings 

         The elephant has a mouth and doesn’t have wings. 

 

In this example, the underlined element is an NP functioning as the subject of the 

sentence. It should be noted, however, that in MS the subject is the NP which the 

verb agrees with (Thackston, 1999: 5). Hence, one of the ways to identify the 

subject is that the verb agrees with it. Moreover, the subject can also be realized by 

inflections. MS has a flexible word order, i.e. it is not necessary that the subject 

precedes the verb e.g.: 

379. /iʃoʕ         mɟobe-le                      tɐlmidu             qɐmaje/  

  Jesus     chose-m-he                 disciples-his          first-pl. 

Jesus chose his first disciples.  

380.  /mɟobe -le           iʃoʕ             tɐlmidu             qɐmaje/  

           chose-m-he          Jesus         disciples-his         first-pl. 

Jesus chose his first disciples.  

381. /χon-oχ           bɪt             ɟɐrʃa  -     le         mɐrta/  

        brother-your      will              pull-f-him            Marta 

Marta will pull your brother. 
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382.     /χon-oχ           bɪt          ɟɐrʃ  -       le       josɪp/  

  brother-your      will    pull-m-sing -him      Josef 

Josef will pull your brother. 

 

In example (379), the verb /mɟobe –le/ which is singular and masculine agrees with 

the subject NP /iʃoʕ/ in number and gender. In example (381), the verb /ɟɐrʃa/ 

which is singular and feminine agrees in number and gender with the subject NP 

/mɐrta/ which is also singular and feminine. In example (382), the verb /ɟɐrʃ/ 

which is singular and masculine agrees with the subject NP /josɪp/ which is also 

singular and masculine. Moreover, in MS the occurrence of the subject could be 

implied and realized by the use of inflections i.e., it uses the third person singular 

verb form such as  

383. /tu: -le/ 

          'sat (he) it'  

           It sat.   

 

4.3.2 Predicative Nominative  

      The second function an NP in MS can perform is the predicative nominative, 

e.g.: 

384. /ana        iwɪn         xa       jalopa               mhira /  

     I          am-I        one    student-m          clever-m  

            I am a clever student. 

In MS the predicative nominative can be expressed without using the linking verb 

/waja/ 'to be' as in the following example: 

385. /ana         ɐrja            zriza/ 

     I         lion-m         brave-m 

I am (a) (the) brave lion. 
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       It seems here, that it is possible to omit the linking verb /waja/ 'to be' only 

when the subject is a pronoun. In this respect, Abuna (2001: 216) asserts that when 

the predicate follows the noun directly it will be treated as a modifier because in 

MS almost always the qualifying modifiers follow the HN as in: 

386. /ɐwa            naʃa           χɐcima/   

           this-m           man            wise-m 

This wise man 

 

Thus, in order to avoid confusion MS tends to use the verb 'to be': 

387. /  ɐwa          naʃa             χɐcima        ile/ 

              this-m        man             wise-m       is-he 

               This man is wise 

 

According to Sara (1974: 96), the verb / waja/ 'to be' has an enclitic form as in the 

following example: 

388. / yalo:pa -      wɪn / 

           student-m     I am 

          I am a student. 

 

When the noun is modified, either the modifier or the noun can take the enclitic 

form as shown below: 

389. /jalopa              mhi:ra -  wɪn/  

     student-m          clever-m   I am 

              I am a clever student. 

390. /jalopa - wɪn           mhi:ra/  

          student-m I am        clever-m 

             I am a clever student. 
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4.3.3 Direct Objects                                                                                                    

In MS the NP can also occur as a direct object as in the following example: 

391. /ţɐlja     mţoreʂ-le            ţɐjasta       ɟorta       mɪn         ţɐrpa/  

 Talia      made-m-he        airplane-f       big        from      paper-m  

           Talia made (a) (the) big airplane from (the) paper. 

 

In the example above, /ţɐjasta     ɟorta/ is an NP which functions as a direct object. 

       Thackston (1999: 10) opines that the direct object may optionally be indicated 

by the /l/ 'for' especially when the object precedes the verb e.g.: 

392. /l     marɐn    χze-lɐn / 

  for    lord       saw-we 

           We saw the lord. 

 

Abuna (2001: 223) also states that the direct object is indicated by the /l/ to avoid 

confusion with the subject i.e. /l/ is used here as a case marker: 

393. /mχe-le        l        josep       jɐqo/ 

            hit-m-he     for     Joseph     Jacob 

            Jacob hit Joseph. 

 

M. P. Khoshaba (personal communication, September 16, 2011) tells us that if the 

object precedes the verb, the verb needs to have “presumptive” pronoun in order to 

refer to the object which occurs before the verb: 

394. /hɐmzɐmta         ɟriʃalɐ            l     ɟanah/ 

               speech-f        drew-f it-she         to    herself 

                    O + V + S 

          She takes it personal.  
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In this example /a/ in /ɟriʃalɐ/ is a “presumptive” pronoun which refers to 

/hɐmzɐmta/ 'speech'. 

When the object follows the verb, there is no need for the presumptive pronoun:  

395. /ɟriʃlɐ         hɐmzɐmta      l      ɟanah/ 

           drew-f- she       speech-f       to     herself 

            She takes it personal. 

 

4.3.4 Indirect Object  

       Another grammatical function that NPs in MS can perform is the indirect 

object. For example, the NP /bron-eh/ in the following example functions as 

indirect object: 

396. /toma     moχɪl-e   bron-eh   ʃorba/  (Sara, 1974: 98) (Emphasis is ours)  

 Toma   fed-m-he   son-his    broth-f 

Tom fed his son soup. 

 

       Abuna (2001: 223) believes that if a sentence has two objects, usually the 

indirect object precedes the direct object. He also maintains that if one of the 

objects is a pronoun it must occur before the direct object e.g.: 

397. /qɐm               mɐχz-e-le                   orχa/ 

past-marker     showed-m-he-him             way  

      He showed him the way 

 

He (ibid.) also points out that the direct object may precede the indirect object as in 

the following example: 

398. /qre-le          heijcle         l            bneinaʃa/ 

       called-m-he     skeletons      for       human being 

 He called human being skeletons. 
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According to Berg (1999: 211), the relationship of the indirect objects to the verb is 

mediated by the preposition /qa/ and is employed for datives: 

399. /toma           moχɪl-e            ʃorba       qɐ        bron-eh/            

 Toma          fed-m-he           broth-f      for        son-his       

           Tom fed (gave) soup to his son. 

 

4.3.5 Cognate (Unrestricted) Object 

        In MS an NP can also occur as cognate object. According to Abuna (2001: 

227), the cognate object either precedes or follows the verb. The cognate object is 

used to give more emphasis on the verb it occurs with as in: 

400. /zdelei           zdotɐ/ 

          feared-they      fear-f 

        They were very scared 

 

or to specify the type of the verb as in: 

401.  /metɪn       mowta             ţawa/ 

         die-I       death-m        virtuous-m 

     I die the death of the virtuous.  

 

or to indicate the number e.g.: 

402. /homzɪm-li  tre     hɐmzɐmjate/  

     said-I     two         words  

I said two words.  

 

4.3.6 Causative Object                                                                                     

       Another function of an NP in MS is that of causative object. Abuna (2001: 

229) mentions that the causative object follows the verb it occurs with and is  used 

to state the cause of its governor which is usually the verb. In MS the causative 

object is usually preceded by /l/ 'for' as in: 



 

 

- 131 - 

403. /nχɪ-li            l             iqara           d        mɐlca/  

   bowed-m-I         for         respect-m       of       king-m                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       

            I bowed with respect for the king.  

 

4.3.7 Prepositional Complements                                                                   

       Another function of an NP in MS is that of prepositional complement as in the 

following example (Abuna, 2001: 216): 

404. /ɟomle                  χɐji             ɟaw      bɐrije         χamime/ 

            camels              live-they           in       deserts          hot-pl 

           Camels live in hot deserts. 

The highlighted constituent '/bɐrije χamime/' is an NP that functions as a 

prepositional complement. 
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Endnotes: 

1- The second person pronoun /at/ (/ati/) does not show gender distinction but 

in writing /at/ is used to indicate masculine and (/ati/) is used to indicate 

feminine.  

2- Khoshaba (2011: 64) argues that the word "meemated" denotes adding /m/ at 

the beginning of the past participle to convey the meaning that the action is 

done by somebody else (agent) and not by the subject.   
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Chapter Five 

A Contrastive Analysis of the Structure of the Noun Phrase 

 in English and Modern Syriac 

 

5.1 Contrastive Analysis 

       Contrastive analysis (henceforth CA) is the systematic study of a pair of 

languages with a view to identifying their structural differences and similarities. As 

a general definition of CA, van Els et al. (1984: 38) adopt the following: "a 

systematic comparison of specific linguistic characteristics of two or more 

languages." Fisiak (1981: 2) identifies two types of contrastive studies: theoretical 

and applied. Theoretical contrastive studies provide an exhaustive account of the 

similarities and differences between two or more languages in order to get at an 

adequate model for their comparison, and "determine how and which elements are 

comparable, thus defining such notions as congruence, equivalence and 

correspondence, etc". Applied contrastive studies, on the other hand' "provide a 

framework for the comparison of languages, selecting whatever information is 

necessary for a specific purpose, e.g. teaching, bilingual analysis, translation, 

etc."(ibid.).    

       As van Els et al. (1984: 40) note, languages are not isomorphic i.e. there is no 

mapping between objects. A distinction can be made between divergence and 

convergence.  Van Els et al. (ibid.: 40) speak of divergence for second language 

(henceforth L2) learner when there are more structural elements available in the 

target language for expressing specific meanings than can be found in the source 

language, while the opposite holds true for the case of convergence. For example, 

in MS the English words house and home are expressed by one word which is 

/beta/. Van Els et al. (ibid.) also maintain that there may be lexical gaps in one of 

the languages especially with words which express socio-cultural or technical 

aspects typical of a particular language community which can only be described 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Language
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with great difficulty in another language.  In the hay day of CA, in the middle of 

the twentieth century, it was considered feasible that: 

 

The tools of structural linguistics, such as Fries' (1952) slot-filler grammar, would enable 

a linguist to accurately describe the two languages in question, and to match those two 

descriptions against each other to determine valid contrast, or differences between them 

(Brown, 2002: 208) 

  

      With regards to objectives, van Els et al. (1984: 38) note that there are a 

number of fundamental and applied objectives that have traditionally been 

attributed to CA: 

a. Providing insights into similarities and differences between languages; 

b. Explaining and predicting problems in L2 learning;  

c. Developing course materials for language teaching.  

 

       One of the tasks of applied studies is "the identification of probable areas of 

difficulty in another language where, for example, a given category is not 

represented in the surface and interference is likely to occur" (Fisiak, 1981: 3). In 

this ability to indicate potential areas of interference and errors lies the value and 

importance of contrastive studies. 

       Fisiak (ibid.: 7) sets as a task for error analysis to verify contrastive 

predictions, a posteriori, and to explain deviations from the prediction.     

It is worth mentioning that recently there does not seem to be much interest in the 

pedagogical applications of CA, i.e. CA was no longer claiming as much 

pedagogic attention as it once did before. According to van Els et al. (1984: 50), 

"linguistic differences between L1 and L2 do not automatically lead to L2 learning 

problems, and not all L2 learning problems can be retraced to linguistic differences 

between L1 and L2." 

        This chapter is intended to list the observations regarding worthwhile 

similarities and differences in the structure of the NP between English and MS. But 
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first, it is necessary to explain briefly the difference between the coding systems in 

MS and English. This will be done in the following section. 

     

5.2 Typological Classification of Modern Syriac and English * 

       Dryer (2007a: 61) argues that languages differ from one another in the order of 

the syntactic constituents, i.e. different languages can employ different orders. 

English has a relatively restrictive word order, often relying on the order of 

constituents to convey important grammatical information. MS, on the other hand, 

allows more flexibility which can be used to encode pragmatic information such as 

topicalisation or focus.  

      Moreover, the unmarked word order in English is SVO, whereas MS has no 

strict word order; rather, the sentence structure is highly flexible and reflects the 

pragmatics of the utterance. Berg (1999: 296) notes that in all Aramaic dialects all 

possible permutations of verb, subject and object occur. Nonetheless, the most 

frequent word order is SVO, especially when the subject is a noun. However, when 

the subject is a pronoun, the unmarked order is VSO where the subject is usually 

implied or deduced from the inflection of the verb as is illustrated in the following 

examples: 

405. /ţɐlja          mţoresle       ţɐjɐsta          mɪn          ţɐrpa/ 

    Talia         made-he     airplane-f       from        paper-m    

        Talia made an airplane from the paper. 

             S                    V                       O 

406. /χɪla         χa     χabuʃta                smoqta/ 

 ate-she      one     apple-f                 red-f 

 She ate a red apple. 

  V            S               O 

 

       Another common way of classifying languages is in terms of similarity of 

structure. Bell (1976: 145) assumes that according to this classification, languages 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pragmatics
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can be divided into four structural types: analytic, inflectional, agglutinative and 

polysynthetic/incorporating, "to which, to a greater or lesser degree, any particular 

language will conform, i.e. no language is tied wholly to the use of one type of 

structure to the exclusion of the others". Thus, MS is generally viewed as an 

inflectional language, i.e. different grammatical aspects are expressed in one word 

by changing the structure of that word either by adding affixes or modifying the 

core of the word. In this respect, M. P. Khoshaba (personal communication, 

January 09, 2012) notes that MS is an inflectional language, though not perfectly 

so, because word order and prepositions also are used to indicate the grammatical 

functions in a sentence and hence MS can be regarded also as an analytic language. 

English on the other hand is viewed as an analytic language because it makes use 

of very few bound morphemes (Barber, 2000: 6). In analytic languages such as 

English, the grammatical relationships are conveyed analytically by relying on 

strict word order and by using separate auxiliary verbs, pronouns or adjectives 

while the actual word remains unchanged.  

       Thus, in MS, one word is often sufficient to express what English can only 

achieve by using multiple words: 

407. /cɐt - wɪ n - ne/  (Khoshaba, 2003: 42) 

 write   I-m  it-m 

I write it. 

 

       It should be noted, however, that English is not totally viewed as an analytic 

language because it makes use of inflectional processes as well. Bell (1976: 146) 

opines that in English most lexical items are analytic such as go, cat, good, mouse, 

etc..., but words such as went, cats, better, mice, etc… are inflectional in that they 

mark tense, plurality, degree, etc. 
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5.3 The structure of the Noun Phrase in Modern Syriac and English 

Similarities  

       In discussing the structure of the NPs cross-linguistically three types of NPs 

are distinguished: (i) simple NPs, which contain only pronouns or nouns plus 

simple modifiers like articles, adjectives, demonstratives, or numerals; (ii) complex 

NPs, which contain more complex sorts of modifiers, like genitive or possessive 

modifiers and relative clauses; and (iii) NPs which lack a HN.  

       The NP in both languages has three primary elements: the head, which is the 

central element, the elements that occur in the pre-head position, and the elements 

that occur in the post-head position. The pre- and post-head elements are optional, 

i.e. can be omitted in the NP structure, whereas the HN is the only obligatory 

element. 

 

Differences   

The NP in MS permits no iteration of the HN as is illustrated in the following 

example: 

408. /ɐwa         brona      honana          w             ʃapira             w       χɪlja     w 

this-m         boy        wise-m        and       nice looking-m   and   sweet-m and 

 

'ɐja     brata   honɐnta      w             ʃapɪrta               w         χlita       

        

this-f     girl    wise-f        and         nice-looking-f       and     sweet-f   

ilei      χorane/ 

are-they friends          

This wise, nice-looking and sweet boy and this wise, nice-looking and sweet 

girl are friends. 

 

       In other words, within the NP structure no conjunction of simple nouns is 

permitted i.e. pronouns and adjectives must be repeated for every noun to which 
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they accrue and this is because nouns in MS have to agree in number and gender 

with the pronouns and adjectives as is clear in example (408) above.  

 

5.3.1 The Head in Modern Syriac and English 

       The head in both languages is realized either by a noun or a pronoun.  

 

5.3.1.1 The Noun 

5.3.1.1.1 Count/Mass Distinction  

Similarities  

       The noun in both languages is inflected for number. Both in English and in 

MS, suffixes can be used for the formation of the plural variant of a word.   They 

both make a two-way distinction between singular (one of something) and plural 

(two or more).  

      Moreover, in both languages some nouns are ordinarily not pluralized at all 

because they are mass nouns such as /mija/ 'water', /ɐrʕa/ 'earth', /mɪlχa/ 'salt'. On 

the other hand, there are other nouns that can be counted such as /χɐ ctawa/ 'one 

book', /tre ctawe/ 'two books'.  

       Besides, it is possible to count mass nouns in both languages to indicate 

servings, as in /χɐ  mije/ 'one water', /ţla  χɐlwe/ 'three milks'. 

 

Differences  

       While English permits NPs consisting of just a noun when that noun is a 

proper noun (I like Pat), a mass noun (I like milk) or the plural of a count noun (I 

like flowers), this is not possible with the singular of count nouns (*I like flower); 

in these cases, English requires some sort of determiner (I like the flower, I have 

brought you a flower), while corresponding NPs in MS would not require any 

determiner. That is, it is not only possible but very common for NPs to consist just 

of a noun e.g.: 
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409. /ɐrja         ʕɐmɪr            b        ʕawa/ 

             Lion      live-present       in        forest  

             (A, the) lion lives in (a, the) forest. 

In this example, we have two NPs /ɐrja/ 'lion' and /ʕawa/ 'forest' each of which 

consists of only a noun (c.f. 3.1.1.1.1 and 4.2.1.1 above). Moreover, although 

English and MS happen to agree that nouns such as /ctawa/ 'book' can be counted 

and nouns such as /mija/ 'water' cannot be counted, there are cases where they 

differ. Thus, while the noun 'news' occurs as uncountable in English, it is treated as 

countable in MS /χɐ ţba/ 'one item of news' /tre ţbe/ 'two items of news'.   

 

5.3.1.1.2 Gender Distinction 

Similarities  

      In nature, there are many entities that are easily classifiable as male or female 

sex. Both languages have two genders This natural distinction reflects the 

biological notion of natural gender (i.e. the biological physique) and is the origin of 

the masculine/feminine distinction in MS as in (/ɐwa brona/, /ɐja brata/) and in 

English as in (this boy….he, this girl….. she).  

  

Differences 

      MS is one of the languages that manifest a mismatch between a syntactic and a 

semantic characterization through its grammatical category of "gender". All nouns 

in MS are characterised by being in one of two classes which are usually given the 

names "masculine" and "feminine" irrespective of whether they are sexed or 

sexless. The classification is often arbitrary (cf. Brown & Miller, 1980: 98). Thus, 

gender distinctions in MS are not a semantic matter, since all nouns are assigned to 

one class or the other even when the notion of sex is irrelevant.             

      The identification of the gender of the noun in MS is essential in order that the 

grammatical rules can be applied: for example the rules of "concord" that ensure 
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that a masculine noun co-occurs with the masculine form of the adjective e.g. 

(/brona msuqla/) 'elegant boy' and a feminine noun co-occurs with the masculine 

form of the adjective (/brata msuqlta/) 'elegant girl'.    

       English, strictly, has no grammatical gender at all (Palmer, 1983: 124). 

According to Quirk and Greenbaum (1973: 89), English makes very few gender 

distinctions. These distinctions when they are made are mainly biologically based, 

i.e. "the connection between the biological category 'sex' and the grammatical 

category 'gender' is very close, insofar as natural sex distinctions determine English 

gender distinctions" (ibid.). Although English has the pronouns he (masculine), she 

(feminine), and it (sex unknown), these are considered essentially markers of sex 

(Palmer, 1983:124). English has no special suffixes that are generally used as 

markers of sex distinctions. Moreover, no concord is made between the noun and 

the adjective or the article (Quirk & Greenbaum, 1973: 90).     

 

5.3.1.2 The Pronouns 

Similarities   

       In both languages, pronouns can function as full NPs and they generally occur 

alone in NPs without modifiers. 

  

Differences  

        In MS, the pronouns can be divided into two main types: independent 

(separate) and dependent (attached) pronouns. The first of these, the independent 

pronouns, consists of morphemes that constitute a separate constituent in a clause. 

The dependent pronouns are attached to nouns, verbs, and prepositions. 

Independent pronouns consist only of nominative forms, whereas dependent 

pronouns perform all kinds of grammatical functions. 
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5.3.1.2.1 Personal Pronouns 

Similarities  

       In MS and English, there is no distinction of gender in the second and third 

persons plural. (c.f. 3.1.1.1.2.1 and 4.2.1.2.1)   

 

Differences  

The differences identified are the following: 

1- In English, the personal pronouns he and she are used to refer to person and it is 

used to refer to inanimate entities or entities whose sex is unknown. On the 

contrary, MS uses the personal pronouns (/aw/ 'he', 'it') and (/aj/ 'she', 'it') to refer 

to both animate and inanimate entities e.g.: 

410. /aw         tile/ 

             he, it      came 

          (He) (It) came.          

 

2- The personal pronouns in English have different forms depending on different 

functions. In other words, the personal pronouns that function as a subject are: (I, 

you, he/she/it, we, you (pl.), and they), but when they function as an object they 

become: (me, you, him, her, it, us, and them). In MS, the personal pronouns of the 

first and second persons are not used in the objective case but they are substituted 

by the clitic (dependent) pronouns. Third person pronouns (/aw/, /aj/ and /ani/) are 

used objectively after certain prepositions and these pronouns, especially the first 

two, are generally accompanied by the noun to which they refer e.g.: 

411. / χzeli      qɐ    daw      naʃa/ 

   saw – I   for    him      man 

            I saw him (the man). 

 

 

 



 

 

- 142 - 

5.3.1.2.2 Reflexive Pronouns 

Similarities  

        Reflexive pronouns, in both languages, can form a full NP without modifiers. 

 

Differences  

       In English, these pronouns are formed by adding the word 'self' to the 

possessive pronouns (my, your, etc…) forming: (myself, yourself, etc...), whereas 

in MS they are formed by attaching the cliticized possessive pronouns (/i/ 'my', /oχ/ 

'your', etc…) to the noun /ɟana/ 'self' forming: /ɟani/ 'myself', /ɟanoχ/ 'yourself', 

etc..). (c.f. 3.1.1.1.2.3 and 4.2.1.2.7)          

 

5.3.1.2.3 Possessive Pronouns 

Similarities  

         In both languages, possessive pronouns can form an NP by themselves. (c.f. 

3.1.1.2.1.3 and 4.2.1.2.6) 

Differences  

The differences are listed below: 

1- In English, there are two different forms of possessive pronouns. The first set 

functions as determiners such as my, your, our, etc. The other one includes 

pronouns such as mine, yours, hers, his, etc. These pronouns can be used to replace 

a complete NP and can thus occur on their own i.e. they have an independent 

function as an NP. (cf. 3.1.1.1.2.2)    

       Contrary to that, MS uses one construction for both functions. That is, the 

cliticized possessive pronouns can be attached to the preposition /d/ 'of' to denote 

genitive as in /di-jɐn/ 'of ours'. This construction can be used as a determiner in an 

NP when it follows the HN i.e. a possessive determiner is dependent on the HN (cf. 

4.2.2.5). The same construction can also be used to replace a complete NP and can 

thus occur on its own i.e. it has an independent function as a full NP (cf.4.2.1.2.6). 
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2- In English, the pronoun 'yours' is used for both genders, whereas in MS its 

counterpart shows gender distinction in the singular case for example, /dijoχ/ 

'yours-male', /dijɐχ/ 'yours-female', etc… 

 

3- In English, a possessive pronoun cannot co-occur with a demonstrative (*that 

my son, *my that son), whereas the syntax of MS allows a pronominal possessive 

pronoun to co-occur with a demonstrative: 

412. /ɐwaha       brun-i     raba        ʃuman-ele/  

               that        son-my      very         naughty-is 

               That son of mine is very naughty. 

 

5.3.1.2.4 Demonstrative Pronouns 

Similarities  

The similarities identified are listed below: 

1- In both languages, demonstrative pronouns can occur independently i.e. by 

themselves as full NPs. 

2- In both languages, there are two series of demonstrative pronouns, the first 

series indicates that the referent is near and the second series indicates that the 

referent is far away (cf. 3.1.1.2.1.2 and 4.2.1.2.2): 

/ɐwa/                        'this' (m.)  

/aja/                         'this' (f.)                          near 

/ɐnne/                      'these'(m. and f.)                     

/ɐwaha/                      'that' (m.) 

/ɐjaha/                       'that' (f.)                         far 

/ɐnaha/                       'those' (m. and f.) 
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Differences  

        The only difference between demonstrative pronouns in both languages is that 

in MS these pronouns show gender distinction in the singular case, whereas in 

English there is no gender distinction. 

 

5.3.1.2.5 Interrogatives  

Similarities  

      The only similarity is that interrogatives in both languages can form an NP by 

themselves when they occur alone without a noun. (cf. 3.1.1.2.1.4 and 4.2.2.3)   

 

5.3.1.2.6 Reciprocal Pronouns 

Similarities  

       The only similarity between reciprocal pronouns in both languages is that they 

only occur alone as full NPs i.e. they do not function as determiners. 

 

5.3.1.2.7 Indefinite Pronouns 

Similarities  

       Indefinite pronouns, in both languages, can form full NPs (cf. 3.1.1.1.2 and 

4.2.1.2.4). 

 

5.3.1.3 The Determiners 

5.3.1.3.1 The Articles 

Differences  

       The definite and indefinite articles do not exist in MS. The high frequency of 

NPs consisting of just a noun indicates that the language lacks articles. Indefinite 

NPs are marked by the presence of the unstressed numeral /χɐ/ 'a', 'one' and by the 

absence of markers for definiteness. 
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       On the other hand, definite NPs are marked by the presence of demonstrative 

pronouns, pronominal suffixes and personal names and by the absence of the 

indefinite marker /χɐ/ 'a', 'one'. (cf. 4.2) 

       Quite the contrary, English makes use of definite and indefinite articles. The 

definite article the and the indefinite article a/an are the most common central 

determiners in English. (cf. 3.1.1.2.1.1)  

 

5.3.1.3.2 The Possessives 

Similarities  

      In both languages, possessive pronouns can function as determiners when they 

are accompanied by a noun. (cf. 5.3.1.2.3, 3.1.1.2.1.3 and 4.2.2.5) 

 

Differences  

The differences are illustrated below: 

1- In English, when possessive pronouns function as determiners, they precede the 

HN as in my book, your book, etc... In MS, these pronouns are treated 

phonologically like enclitics i.e. they take the form of suffixes on the noun as in 

/ctaw-i/ 'my book' /ctaw-oχ/ 'your book', etc… 

2- In English, the pronoun 'your' is used for both genders, whereas in MS it shows 

gender distinction, for example, /ctaw-oχ / 'your book-male' /ctaw-ɐχ/ 'your book-

female'. 

5.3.1.3.3 The Demonstratives 

Similarities 

The similarities are listed below:  

1- In both languages, demonstrative pronouns can occur as determiners when they 

are employed attributively with a noun.  

2- In both languages, the demonstratives occur before the HN (if any) in an NP 

structure.  
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Differences  

(See 5.3.1.2.4) 

 

5.3.1.3.4 The Interrogatives 

Similarities  

Both languages share the following points: 

1- Interrogatives, in both languages, can occur as determiners when they precede a 

noun (cf. 3.1.1.2.1.4 and 4.2.2.3).   

2- In both languages, the interrogatives occur before the noun (if any) in an NP. 

 

Differences  

     The only difference is that in MS the pronoun /mudi/ 'what', loses the last vowel 

/i/ when it is used as a determiner i.e. when it is followed by a noun. In English 

these pronouns take the same form in either cases i.e. when they function as 

determiners or when they occur alone as full NPs. (cf. 4.2.2.3) 

 

5.3.1.3.5 The Indefinites  

Similarities    

       In both languages, certain indefinite pronouns can function as determiners 

when they are followed by a noun. (cf. 3.1.1.2.1.5 and 4.2.2.2)   

 

5.3.1.3.6 Numerals 

Similarities 

Both languages have the following points in common:  

1- In both languages, there are two sorts of numeral words. One of these is 

cardinal numerals, words that indicate how many referents the NP denotes, 

as in /tre ctawe/ 'two books'. These contrast with ordinal numerals, which 

identify a referent in terms of its order with respect to other referents, as in 

/ctawa trɐjana/ 'the second book'. 

2-  
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2- In both languages, cardinals co-occur with demonstrative pronouns: 

413. /ɐne       tre      jale/ 

these     two      boys 

These two boys 

 

3- In both languages, cardinals precede the HN, whereas ordinals are employed 

attributively as modifiers of the HN. 

 

Differences  

      The only difference is that ordinals in MS are formed by prefixing /d/ to the 

cardinals with the exception of /qɐmaja/ which denotes 'first' (see example no.: 

312). They can also be formed by adding a termination to the cardinals such as 

/ţla/: /ţlitaja/ 'third-m', /ţlitajta/ 'third-f', /ɐrbʕa/: /rwiʕaja/ 'fourth-m' /rwiʕeita/ 

'fourth-f' and so on. Ordinals when formed in this way follow the HN; whereas in 

English they precede the HN: 

414. /draʃa       trɐjana/ 

 lesson         second 

The second lesson 

 

5.3.1.4 Modifiers in Modern Syriac and English 

       In MS, the elements that modify the HN occur mostly in the post-modifying 

position.  

 

5.3.1.4.1 Adjectives or Adjectival Phrases 

Similarities  

The points of similarity are listed below:       

1- In both languages, APs may consist of an adjective alone or an adjective plus a 

modifier (cf. 4.2.3.1 and 3.1.1.3.1) 

http://www.suite101.com/content/english-adjectives-and-adjective-phrases-a104606
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2- In both languages, APs are the most common and considered the most 

prototypical grammatical forms that function as NP modifiers. 

3- In both languages, there is no grammatical limit to the number of adjectives that 

occur in modifying position as in the following example: 

415. /χɐ        ʂodra      smoqta      w      χata       w       ʂqelta    

one        dress         red         and     new       and        nice 

 A nice new red dress 

 

Differences 

The differences are listed hereunder: 

1- In MS, adjectives share characteristics with nouns in that they inflect for number 

and gender, and the morphology is the same as that for nouns. They occur in most 

of the environments taken to be criterial for nouns. (cf. 4.1) 

In English, adjectives share few characteristics with nouns. In other words, they 

have grammatical characteristics which distinguish them from other words in the 

language. (cf. 3.1.1.3.1) 

2- In MS, adjectives agree in number and gender with the noun they modify, 

whereas in English they do not.  

3- In MS, adjectives regularly follow the nouns, but a small number precedes it i.e. 

the unmarked position for adjectives is following the noun but there are some 

exceptions. (cf. 4.2.3.1) 

      In English, the unmarked position for adjectives is before the noun but in some 

constructions (especially predicative adjectives) they follow the noun they modify. 

Most adjectives can appear before a noun as part of an NP, placed after determiners 

if there are any, and immediately before the noun.    

       In the case of quantifiers ending in –body, -one, -thing, -where, the modifying 

adjective can only follow the head (cf. 3.1.1.4.6). In MS the adjectives modifying 

these quantifiers occupy the regular position i.e. following the noun as in the 

following examples: 
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416. /χɐmndi       ʂqilɐ/  

   Something    nice 

 

5.3.1.4.2 Nouns or Noun Phrases 

Differences  

      The syntax of English allows nouns to modify nouns without being marked for 

genitive meaning as in music teacher, boat race etc. (cf. 3.1.1.3.3). In MS, when a 

noun modifies another noun, it is usually done through the genitive /d/ construction 

as in /bɪt crihe d ɐjne/ 'eye hospital' (cf. 4.2.3.4). The exception is that nouns that 

indicate nationality and various types of affiliation usually function as modifiers 

and they nearly always come after the HN. 

 

5.3.1.4.3 Prepositional Phrases 

Similarities  

The following are the aspects of similarities in this respect: 

1- The PP, in both languages, consists of a preposition + complement 

2- The HN, in both languages, can be post-modified by a PP. 

 

Differences  

Differences in the area of prepositional phrases are as follows: 

1- In MS, in certain cases, (especially when expressing locative relationships) a PP 

modifying a noun is preceded by the relative marker /d/. These relative clauses 

without copula are described as attributive PPs introduced by /d/. (cf. 4.2.3.2) 

2- In English, a PP can also occur in the pre-modifying position, whereas in MS a 

PP occurs only in the post-modifying position (cf. 3.1.1.3.5, 3.1.1.4.1 and 4.2.3.2). 
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5.3.1.4.4 Finite Relative Clauses 

Similarities  

       The only similar feature in both languages is that the HN can be post-modified 

by relative clauses. That is, the relative clause occurs in post-modifying position. 

 

Differences 

The differences are as follows:  

1- In English, relative clauses are always introduced by different relativisers: who, 

whom, whose, which, that, where, when, why and zero (0) (cf. 3.1.1.4.2). In MS, 

relative clauses are almost always introduced by the relative marker /d/ but there is 

also another type of relative clauses which is expressed without a relative marker; 

the relation of the subordinate clause to the main clause is marked by the 

pronominal suffix (cf. 4.2.3.5).  

2- In MS, the relative marker /d/ does not show gender, function and number 

distinction. In English, the relativiser agrees with its antecedent in function whether 

the antecedent is personal or non-personal. (cf. 3.1.1.4.2 and 4.2.3.5)   

3- In English, the restrictive relative pronoun does not need to appear when it is not 

the subject of its own clause (the girl [0] I love; the book [0] I read). When a 

relative pronoun is implied in English, it is usually expressed in MS: 

417. /ʕomre               d          ɟaw           mɐtwate/ 

 churches         which        in              villages 

           The churches (which) are in the villages. 

 

4- In MS, a relative clause may occur without a copula, whereas in English the 

verb cannot be omitted as is clear in example (419) above. 

5- In MS, the verb in the relative clause takes a pronoun that refers back to the HN: 

418. /ctɐwane           d                qɐm                    qɐren-ei/ 

              books          which       past marker          read- I -them 

           The books which I read 

 



 

 

- 151 - 

The English counterpart of this example is clearly ungrammatical: 

419. *The books which I read them. 

 

5.3.1.4.5 Nonfinite Relative Clauses 

5.3.1.4.5.1 Infinitive Clauses  

Similarities  

       In both languages, the HN can be post-modified by an infinitive clause (cf. 

3.1.1.4.3 and 4.2.3.6).  

 

5.3.1.4.5.2 Participial Clauses 

Similarities 

The similar points are listed below: 

1- In both languages, the HN can be post-modified by participles. 

2- In both languages, the antecedent is always identical with the implied subject of 

the participle post-modifying clause (cf. 4.2.3.5 and 3.1.1.4.3). 

3- In both languages, there is a strong tendency for participles to act as adjectives. 

English examples of this include (the past participle of the verb spoken, used like 

an adjective (as in "the spoken word"), and going (the present participle of the verb 

go, used as an adjective in sentences such as 'Ten dollars per hour is the going 

rate'). MS examples include participles like /spisa/ 'decayed' used as an adjective as 

in /lɐχma spisa/ '(the) (a) decayed bread', /mɪrja/ 'sick' as in /naʃa mɪrja/ '(the) (a) 

sick man', etc. 

 

Differences    

The differences are the following: 

1- In English, we have two forms for expressing the participial clauses: ing- 

participle and ed-participle. In MS only one form is employed to express the 

participial clause. 
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2- When in English the present participle is used as a post-modifier, it is turned 

into a relative construction introduced by /d/ in MS: (cf. 4.2.3.5) 

3- In English participial clauses occur as both pre-modifiers and post-modifiers, 

whereas in MS they occur only in the post-modifying position. 

 

5.3.1.4.6 Genitive Constructions 

Similarities  

There are three points of similarity regarding genitive constructions: 

1- The HN, in both languages, can be modified by genitive constructions. 

2- Genitive constructions can be used for a variety of functional relationships in 

English and MS. (cf. 3.1.1.3.4 and 4.2.3.3)  

3- In both languages, multi genitive constructions are also possible (cf. 3.1.1.3.4 

and 4.2.3.3). 

 

Differences  

Both English and MS contrast as follows 

1- English has two genitive constructions: one uses the marker –s (Mary's book) 

and the other construction involves a PP with of (The book of Mary). Genitive 

relations, in MS, are expressed by a PP. The preposition /d/ 'of' is employed to 

express the genitive relation between two nouns as in /ctawa d mɐrjɐm/ 'the book 

of Mariam'. What is more, the construct state, which is a remnant of the OS, is also 

found in MS in certain fixed expressions such as /bɪt crihe/ 'hospital'. (cf. 3.1.1.3.4 

and 4.2.3.3)  

2- MS uses the /d/ 'of' construction even with pronominal possessors: /ctawa  di-

jɐn/, contrary to English usage: '*the book of ours' 

3- In MS, it is possible to add a pronoun (attached or unattached) to the modified 

noun to give more emphasis: /catw-eh d nɐrse/, as opposed to English: '*the book 

his of Tom'. (cf. 4.2.3.3) 

 



 

 

- 153 - 

5.3.1.4.7 Appositive Noun Phrases 

Similarities  

1- In both languages, the HN can be modified by an appositive phrase. 

2- In both languages, titles usually precede the noun they refer to (cf. 3.1.1.4.4 and 

4.2.3.8) 

 

5.3.1.4.8 Appositive Clause 

Similarities            

       It is possible for a noun in both languages to be post-modified by an appositive 

clause.  

 

5.3.1.4.8 Adverbial Phrases  

Similarities  

       Locative demonstratives, words whose basic function is adverbial in English 

and MS, can sometimes function as modifiers as well (cf. example (377) above) 

 

5.3.1.4.9 Fused-Head Constructions 

Similarities  

Both languages have three types of fused head constructions: simple, partitive and 

special. (cf. 3.1.1.1.3 and 4.2.1.3) 
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Endnote: 

* Bell (ibid.: 146) points out that in analytic structures "items consist mainly of 

free morphemes, i.e. can function as words without the addition of any kind of 

affix". Put differently, the words in analytic languages are not inflected, instead the 

grammatical relations are expressed by word order. In inflectional languages, on 

the other hand, "there is no clear boundary between morphemes, and thus 

semantically distinct features are usually merged in a single bound form or in 

closely united bound forms" (Aikhenvald, 2007: 4). In other words, the forms of 

words themselves change to express the grammatical relations.  Bell (1976: 145) 

asserts that "Such structure is very typical of Semitic languages but by no means 

confined to them." In agglutinative languages, in contrast with inflectional 

structures, "a word may consist of several morphemes but the boundaries between 

them are clear-cut" (Aikhenvald, 2007: 4). In other words, the meaningful units in 

such languages are combined easily but they are kept apart from one another and 

undergo no modification. Turkish is a typical example of such type of languages 

(ibid.). Finally, in polysynthetic languages the morphological system is very 

complex with most words containing a lot of meaningful items.  Denham and 

Lobeck (2009: 184) argue that such languages contain "a high number of 

morphemes per word". 
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Chapter Six 

Conclusions and Suggestions for Further Research 

 

 6.1 Conclusions         

        It is obvious that many grammarians from different backgrounds and 

approaches have contributed to the description of the NP in English.  From the time 

linguists began to recognize larger patterns in the structure of language, the 

description of some kind of noun group or NP has played an important role. 

      As hypothesized, the comparison of the structure of the NP in English and MS 

shows that there are a number of similarities as well as differences within the 

structure of an NP in both languages.   

       In general, both languages differentiate between three types of NPs: simple NP 

which consists only of noun or pronoun, accompanied by simple dependents like 

articles, adjectives, demonstratives, or numerals; complex NPs, which consists of 

more complex types of dependents, like genitive or possessive modifiers and 

relative clauses; and various kinds of NPs which occur without a HN. In this 

respect, the two languages differ in that, whereas English has a two-article system, 

definite and indefinite, MS does not have such a system. Indefiniteness in MS is 

expressed through the presence of the unstressed numeral /χɐ/ 'a', 'one' and by the 

absence of markers for definiteness, while definiteness is marked by the presence 

of demonstrative pronouns, pronominal suffixes and personal names and by the 

absence of the indefinite marker /χɐ/ 'a', 'one'. The main difference between these 

two languages revolves around the preferred order of the elements of an NP. In 

other words, both languages exhibit more complex ordering of various dependents 

with respect to the HN. Thus, in English, the modifiers occur in the pre-head and 

post-head position, whereas MS is head-first language, i.e. almost all the modifiers, 

with some exceptions occur in the post-head position. Accordingly, English has the 

(Adjective + Noun) order and MS has (Noun + Adjective) one.  
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       MS is a two-number-system language with singular, one, and plural, more than 

one. Nouns in both languages generally show number through suffixing. Number 

distinction in English and MS does not lie in absence versus presence of 

agreement, but in its extent. In English, few determiners agree in number e.g.: this 

book/ these books.  

       English has no grammatical gender at all, whereas MS has a grammatical 

gender system which means that adjectives and some other components of the NP 

such as the demonstratives have to show concord with their HN in number and 

gender. Needles to say, all nouns in MS are characterised by being either masculine 

or feminine even when the notion of sex is irrelevant. In English, however, 

distinctions of this type, which are manifested in personal pronouns, are essentially 

those of sex.  

       Moreover, in MS, the pronouns can be divided into two main types: 

independent (separate) and dependent (attached) pronouns, an attribute which has 

led some MS grammarians to misclassify it as an agglutinative language. English, 

however, does not have attached pronouns. Accordingly, the syntax of both 

languages allows demonstrative, possessive, indefinite and interrogative pronouns 

to function independently or attributively with a noun i.e. in both languages, these 

pronouns can function as full NPs or as determiners where they are accompanied 

by the noun they refer to.            

       Furthermore, it has been argued that in MS personal pronouns and 

demonstratives can be post-modified by PPs. However, in this study it has been 

shown that the PPs in such cases function as adjuncts, adverbials of time not as 

post-modifiers. In addition, in certain cases (especially when expressing locative 

relationships) a PP modifying a noun in MS is preceded by the relative marker /d/. 

These relative clauses are described as attributive PPs introduced by /d/. In a 

similar way, when in English the present participle is used as a post-modifier it is 

turned into a relative construction introduced by /d/ in MS. 

        Besides, in MS the verb in the relative clause takes a pronoun that refers back 

to the HN whereas in English this is clearly ungrammatical.   
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        Further, in MS adjectives share characteristics with nouns in that they inflect 

for number and gender, and the morphology is the same as that of nouns. They 

occur in most of the environments taken to be criterial for nouns. They can occur 

as head of the NP and hence co-occur with demonstratives, numerals, etc. within 

the NP. In English, on the other hand, adjectives share few characteristics with 

nouns, i.e. they have grammatical characteristics which distinguish them from 

other words in the language. 

        In both languages, there is a strong tendency for participles to act as 

adjectives, i.e. a great number of participles are employed as adjectives.  

        Additionally, English has two genitive constructions: one uses the marker –s 

(Mary's book) and the other construction involves a PP with of (The book of Mary). 

Genitive relations in MS are mainly expressed by a PP (/ctawa d mɐrjɐm/) 'book 

of Mariam', in addition to the construct state (/bɪt crihe/) 'house of sick people' 

(hospital). 

      This research has also shown that MS is mainly an inflectional language 

although other attributives such as being analytic and agglutinative can be found 

since no language is wholly pinned down to one and only coding property.   

       Moreover, what MS and English also share is that the NP has five main 

functions in the syntax of both languages: subject, direct and indirect object, 

prepositional complement, and predicative nominative, i.e. subject complement. 

However, they also differ in their organization of grammatical functions. Pronouns 

in MS areof two types of pronouns: independent and dependent. The first of these, 

the independent pronouns, consist of morphemes that constitute a separate 

constituent in a clause. The dependent pronouns, on the other hand, serve in the 

flexion of nouns, verbs, and prepositions i.e. they can perform all the grammatical 

functions. Personal pronouns clitics in MS can have the same functions of the NPs 

headed by nouns and pronouns. 

       Finally, the results have revealed that similar to the hypothesis set for the 

research, which reads "since English is an Indo-European language and MS is 

Semitic, differences in the structure of the NP in both languages outweigh the 
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similarities", the differences outweigh the similarities which means that the 

hypothesis is proved. 

 

6.2 Suggestions for Further Study 

       The main reason behind the present research is to give an idea about the 

relevance of the similarities and differences between the NP in English and MS for 

pedagogical purposes, particularly in those contexts in which English is taught as a 

second or a foreign language to students from Syriac speaking communities. For 

further studies conducting "The Structure of the VP in MS and English -A 

Contrastive Study", "Definiteness and Indefiniteness in MS" and "Word Order in 

MS" might be interesting subjects for the learners of MS and English languages.  

        Another rich field of research is that of empirical research to identify the 

difficulties faced by MS speaking learners of English. The fore-runner of these is 

research to investigate the difficulties made by such learners in learning the 

structure of the English NP.  
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