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ABSIRACT

This article examines doublets in
Arabic, discussing the alternations
between the determinants in the doublets.
Moreover, it shows that the alternations
are the result of phonological changes.
The directions of the phonological
changes are suggested.

The conclusion shows that the' phono-
logical changes are in agreement with
the changes that have occurred in other
Semitic languages and in modern Arabic
dialects. Moreover, it shows that the
Classical Arabic is a mixture of
different pre-Islamic dialects and that
modern dialects are an extension of the
old Arabic dialects.

Finally, the article shows the advan-

tage of using the present to explain
the past,

ﬂﬁs article examines doublets in Arabic,
discussing the alternations between the
determinants in the doublets. Moreover,
it shows the alternations are the result
of phonological changes, the specific
Process being‘dialept borrowing [5].
Doublets can Be definhgd as two or more
?ﬁdSJn the same language, deriving
mggythe same source and having similar
icarlllngs. They .are phonemically ident-
sto except for one sound; that is, the
C(mI:sshare all sounds except one
Cauénant. The differing consonant, -
ed the determinant, could be any of

paitgonsonants in the root, but in a
Wmﬂd%?ar doublet, the determinant

fe s ave to appear in the same position,
°%. 1nitial, medial, or final. The

foupwing examples illustrate the point:
1. (bakka) -- (makka) "Mecca"
2. (qunfu®) -- (qunfud) "hedgehog"
3. (Fuxrﬁr) - (tdhrﬁr) "thin cloud”

In .
etgese examples three alternations of
etermlnants occur.

1. (b) -- (m) The alternation is
in the initial position. The
‘determinants differ in the

manner of articulation: (b) is
an oral ‘stop; (m) is a nasal
stop. .

2. (¥ -- (d) The alternation is
in the final position. The
determinants differ in both the
place and manner of articulation:
(®) is an interdental fricative;
(d) is a dental stop.

3. (X)) -- (h) The alternation is
in the medial position. The
determinants differ in the place
of articulation: (X) is uvular;

) is pharyngeal.

Is it possible to determine the direction
of the phonological change? To answer
such a question, we need to examine the
source of the doublets, for the source
allows us the possibility of determining
the direction of phonological change.

If the two forms of a certain doublet
were found in two different areas, tribes,
or dialects, then we may say that the two
forms were introduced into Classical
Arabic by the Arab grammarians when they
tried to systematize the Arabic language
[8]. In other words, the Classical
Arabic is a koine [3]. On the basis of-
this assumption, it is not easy to trace
the development of the two forms,
especially the phonological changes.

On the other hand, we could assume that
we have one form which was borrowed by
another dialect or speaker and which then
underwent the change. Or we could assume
that the change happened within the same
dialect due to the ease of articulation
or to children's mistakes in language
learning or to some other causes of
linguistic change [11].

For example, the deletion of a glottal
stop in Arabic is a very common process
(ra? s =» ras "head"), and it is also

_common in all Semitic languages [1]. If

this last process is the case, we could
trace the change with a reasonable cer-
tainty. L
However, without denying the p0351b111ty
of any or all of these processes occurring,
my judgment of the direction of the change
& .
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is based on the following assumptions:

1. The Semitic lanquages have a
tendency to change in the same direction.
For example, dental fricatives have
become either stops or alveolar fricatives
in most Semitic languages [9]. Conse-

S quently, .one could assume that similar

changes ‘could oc¢ccur*in Arabic.

2. Certain changes are more natural
than others. For example, it is more
natural for fricatives to become stops
than for stops to become fricatives. For
example, fricatives emerge after stops in
child language [10]. Voiceless cbstruents
are more natural than voiced obstruents,
and consonants with emphatic articulation
tend toward plain articulation.

3. Certain assumptions could be
deduced by comparing some forms in Modern
-Standard Arabic with other forms in Modexn--

Colloquial Arabic and, at the same time,
with -forms which.existed in old dialects
and inh" Classical Arabic before Islam. In
other words, we can compare forms before
Islam with forms after Islam. This can

be done by examining written records,
i.e. the scattered writings of the Arab
grammarians in which they attributed.
certain forms for certain tribes or . .
‘dialects.. By weighing which dialect was

. more prestigious or which form was more

common (the relative usuage of the forms),
we can determine the old form. - However,
this last method is not always reliable
because many of these items were reported
on the authority of a number of gram-
marians and transmitters of poetry.
However, we must be very cautious in our
use of such testimony, for pre-Islamic
literature is mainly poetry and is rather
suspect in its authenticity [6]. .

4. By comparing the distribution of
relative frequency of consonants, we can,
with the help of other criteria, decide
that the sound with a high frequency is
more stable and less susceptible to
change than the one used 1less freéuently.
The following are some representative
examples of doublets in Arabic:

[b-m] : [?abada]-[?amada}

"to linger"
[b-£f] : [dabbal-[daffa]
"to walk slowly"
(3-a1 : [d3a®Pafa]l-[dzaddafa]

"to row" _
[%-z) : rhaza)-rhaza)
"to own"
[6-t] [radama]~[ratama]
"to utter"
[6-s] : [maraéal-[marasa]
v “to macerate"_
[e-81 Lga?iea]-[nabiéa]
: 0il dugout from th "
[s-¥] [fagasa]-[faqaba]. ¢ earth
"to break"
[1-n] [?ismagill~[?ism593n]

“Ishmael”

v v
[1-r] : |saramal-|salama]

"to split"
[n-r] : [wakn]-[wakr]
llnessll -
C[¥-x] : [¥afir]-[xafir]
" g.llard“
{¥-9] : [musawwagl.~[musawwa¥-
N "permitted" | _
[xih] : [guxrur]—[;u rur]

"a thin cloud"
[dabaga]-[dabdﬁa]
"to lower the head in .. .
walking"
[matgal - [madda] - [matta]
"to stretch" .
{s~z-s]: [bagagal-[bazaqa]-[basaqa]
¢ "to spit" .
[k=gq] : [dakkal-I[daqgal

.- - "to. crush"
3-a] : [3abyl-[gaby]

"gazelle" . !

[94hy

..

lt=-d-t]

. On- the basis of phoneticisfﬁilarities‘

and the alterations between consonants
in the doublets and on the basis of the
assumptions discussed above, the following
phonological chanwyes can be suggested:
I. Plain (non-emphatic) consonants:
1. Labial consonants: '
[m} . .
(e > [b]

2. Front consona?ts:
’ R (!
(21 >
- [e1 > I[s
(4]
{s]

v
[sl >
3. Alveolar resonants:

[n])
(1> )

[r] > (n]
4. Back consonants:

[x]
(¥1 > [o]

{XI > fh
II. Emphatic éonsonants:
(6] > fa
51 15
k.
(a1 > {5

31 > [d] jcal
The conclusion shgas that the Ph°nggﬁ;é
changes are in agreement with the ‘
that have occurred in other Semitiiaws
languages and in modern Arabic diihe
l9, 2}, Moreover, it :ishows that
Classical Arabic is a mixture of 4 that
different pre-Islamic dialects an
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nodern dialects are an extension of the
old Arabic dialects.

Finally, the article shows that the
advantage of using the present to explain
the past [7, 4].
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