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ABSTRACT

This study deals with the Arabic register. The study aims to propose relationships
between language function determined by situational or social factors and language form.
The Arabic register is seldom specified by Arab linguists where they usually categorize it
under Stylistic Studies where it is perceived as a kind of styles developed by a person’s
writing. This study tries to provide a clear and true definition of register in Arabic. The
study also attempts to promote the term “Namat al-Lughah” as a working term to mean
register since there are no standard terminologies for it. The theoretical part of this study
presents a way of identifying related terminologies and lexicon of the studied registers
which stem from the opinions of M. A. K. Halliday, Ure and Ellis, and Mohsein
Ghadessy in which they perceived that lexicon and terminologies play a vital role in
identifying registers. In addition, the study also attempts to examine the appropriateness
of Biber’s situational parameters when they are applied as Arabic registers. The
parameters are also created to examine English registers. Consequently these parameters
are also capable of determining the similarities or differences between two registers. The
analytical part of the study will focus on the analysis of eighteen articles published by al-
‘Arabi magazine, from three different fields (registers), in order to identify the
terminologies and lexicon used in them. These articles are crucial in identifying the three
registers. Even though grammar is one of the crucial features of register, the most obvious
feature is to be found in the terminologies and lexicon. Therefore, the main focus of this
study is to evaluate the effectiveness of the terminologies in marking the Arabic registers
which are recognized by experts. The study’s findings suggest that there are registers in
Arabic and they certainly cannot be categorized as style or dialect. The concept of register
has its own features and criteria compared to style and dialect. The study, therefore,
proposes that this concept which is based on terminologies and language structure can be
an important key to effective teaching of Arabic as a second language.
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