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The Effect oF Linguletic Ambiguity
on English Utterance Comprehension

Br. Zubeir AF-Juboors

1.1 Introduction

There seems o be a consensus
among lingusts in general and
psycholinguists in particular upon
the effect of linguistic and
non-linguistic aspects on the choics
of the appropriate interpretation of
English ambiguous utterances
- Native as well a5 non-native

speakers of English are equally -

subject to the effect of this
phenomanon , though in differsnt
degrees (Foss , 1970 Foss and
Jenkins , 1973).

Ambiguity is a linguistic
phenomeneon that refers to the case
when a single ullerance s
understood in {wo or more ways or
to an utierance that can have rorg
than one meaning . Hartman ,
(1972) asserts the sams fact when he
states that a construction is said 1o be
ambiguous when more than ome
intsrpretation can be assigned to it .
The sentance .

1- I saw her in the street .

can he either associated to “ I saw
her when ! was in the street * or " 1
saw her when she was in the street *

Thus , the above emplé &
glisfies the condition o be
ambiguous owing to the fact that it
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can be intgrpreted-in two ways .

This study is conducted to
provide an account of the effect of
different types of linguistic
ambiguity on the comprehension
of some Iragi postgraduates of
English when dealing with some
amnbiguous utierances .

1.2 The Terr " Ambiguity "

As a ferm , ambiguily is used
to refer o " a word or other
expressions whose mpeaning is
doubtful , uncertain , capabls of
being misunderstcod or of being
understoed in more than once "
(Shaw , 1970 274"). "

Another definition is
orovided by Crystal {1985 15 as
he states that the term "ambiguity”
refers  "a word or sentence
which exprasses more than one
rosaning " As for the ambiguity of
words , many examples can be
found such as .
bank : 1- edge of ariver

2-financial institution .
can ;. 1- an auwxliary verh .
Z- a metal container .
3-putinic acan.
Table: I-four-leg piece of furniture
2~ diagram showing numbers
, items |, tums |, elc



Eagaiglse of m aﬁzeégmm
sopiavees and »mvwm ran be
sasily found in the English t&fzgmg:*

. Visiiting relatives czn b

A~ [To visit ore's reletive) can

be Hring
B {Wrhen  relalives  wisit
ﬁi‘?ﬁl&@!‘&e} an be tring

3- old men and women visited
ihe museun 3
A- Both |, men and wonwen sre

B- (Oid men) and womsn |, 1.8,
oy men ave old |

4- This is a veactifl girls
The giri who ig beautifid
has acdress. o
B- The dress of the girl is
beautiful |

The notion of "mmitiple
rneEnngs” of ambzg’mm

consiructions is referred o by all

linguuists who deal with fhis
shencmsnon (Uf. Foss | i@?ﬁ ,
G956 ; Mackay , 1966 427 ; Simpson

fe8! 120 Redford
a.m others ).
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raron feature in ihe
trestment  of s phanomenon
carried  ouwt by the  ahows -
neEntioned  avthors 8 W g8l &
distinclion beiween Uogustic ad
non-tinguistic  ambiguty ToR
Tormer refers o the structares that
are amoigucus due to the fallure of
the lingustic merkers or o the

maie which manifaest the o -
infended . Such type of mng&:t?f

Ancther co

0] FUCE
FEHH g}ie
, 1.8,
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aguistic ar %zgx::; 7 rmﬁee *‘:as
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troes m*:i:%gm constracti

Cowing o te madequacy of %‘1@

pavalinguisiic markers which arw
supposed | to aatmm;z&rv the
,ﬁ;sz'fm@ aam:emi Cinswhacase
an avalyst has nothang to comrment
a:&:' svnlestic | camantic  or
E’ﬁiﬁ‘ﬁﬁswa’éb?‘ﬁ factors bl on ihs

aralingustic signals required |
E’*’w‘a&%&rm@m , lingustic ambigaity
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COMEINCAlon wharass in
por-linguistic  ambiguity  the

paralinguisic elements which can

disambiguate the ullerance ars
superitnesed on U uiterance

wvolved . Consider the following
gxonnie

o The train iz long .
Whan w above sentencs is
e &emz‘é gt a E@g station mere

{'N( g *‘;x‘*é“" 'x’
o i! T i it

= :,

“’ﬁ

ﬁﬁea-& Li"'
am%:zgmm sincs the hearer doesn t
know wheihsr the speaker weans
the train of passangars or the part
of the dress which las hahind the

wanrgr | Bud if e *psaiggr ooas
o e bridal gown while uitering

the sams sevdance | ihe s:emsma
will be non-ambiguous
poinling hes  the

drsarnbiguatin

Fa b

T 5
mie of
tha vilsrance

L AL
., V=

fnd .”1; uﬁ.ff“‘!“ ﬁl&i"i
2 confusion rmgm ha@paz: if an
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viierance is not accompanisd by
paralinguistic signals | To eiucidate
thie , e gives an sxample . & litlls
girle was asked by ber roother
whether the doll she was holding
was her “son” . To amswer ihe
quastion | the little girl went to the
wvindow and pointed o the sky
saying , “That is my son" . Ii s
abvious that the ambiguily arises
sirce the mother hed not pointed fo
her girls doll when she asked her
guestion .

In spite of what has besn
mentionsd | linguisls seem to agres
that there is no clear-cut between
linguistic and non-tinguistic
ambiguous constructions . For this
reason , many linguists and scholars
such as (Empson , 1957 ; Palmer |
1976 ; Pakhry |, 1928) deal with this
phenomenon in terms of “types of
ambiguity” since they talk about
ambiguities rather than about
ambiguity alone . As this study is

mainly concernsd with linguistic
armbiguity |, ths following section

will only deal with the micro types
of this broad class .

}YTes oF JANEUISUS
It is 2 well-known
gramnmbical components are , in
ore way or another |, subject o this
phenomsnon . Thus |, it seens
difficuit o spsak about z certain
type of ambiguity without making
any refernce W other {ypss

Howsver , most linguisis sesm o
agree o e classfaction  that

comprises the phonclogical |
morpholegical and syntactic
ambiguities .
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I order Yo save & much
space a8 possible | the above types
ars going to be discussed very

]
AR
(@rluab.g .

1- Phonological Arabiguity .
Since this type of ambiguily

refers to the spoken language | it

wili be out of the scope of this
study whith {5 only concerned
with the analwsis of the written
language . Never-theless | the
writer finds it useful %o give the
reader a geveral ides about this
typs of ambiguity which amanates
irom words or uilerances that
hawe similar pronuncaticn but
different graghic forms and
different weanings . Words like
"night rate” and "nitraie” “bear”
and "bare” , "weak" and "week" |
“ail” and “tale" |, "whole" and
“hole” , "meat” and "meet’ | eic .
are ambiguous whan they are said
elons . This type of ambiguity can
be sasily solved by wsing the above
words in their right contexts or
the speaker can be asked w0 solwe
the ambiguity .

In merphelogical
constructions it is the word that
causes the ambiguily . This is
emanated from the fact that each
word in the comsiruciion has its
OWn meaning corresponding to the
whole meaning  of  that
construction . Thus , ambiguity of .
this kind resulis from eiiher the
use of certain words that may
refer 1o more than one word class
or 2 single word that is liabla to be
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irderprated in more than ovs lexical
meaning . &n exarapls of the first
typs s ¢

&- They are hanging curiains
The inierprefation of the above
sevdance indicates that “hanging”
refers 0 two word classes | e &5
an adgcuve modifying e poun
"curtains” or as the main warh of the
sanience .

An sxample of the second case
of s type of the ambiguity is
7- She cannot tear children .
which sither means .
& She canmol give brith
chlidren .
or
b- Sha sannot tolerats children
Thus , the two maeanings of the word
bear are mgpoz}sﬁhie for the
ambiguity of (7).

In s;mactm / s*imi?uz'az
arcbiguily | it is the structure of the
seniance that permifs more than one
interpreiation rather than the words
of the senisnce . Henee |, savihat e
seniencs is *’?mzmaﬁv ambiguous
means that the arrangsment of
words is the cause of the ambiguwiy |
8. it is difficult for the reader or
islener 0 assign which word o &
senterce goes with which , ¢ g

&~ The shooting of the humters
was ierribls

Here | the sentence doms not
reveal whether

a- The way in which the hunter

hot sometd ?“mg was errible or ’

b- The fact that the hunlers
were shot was terrible .

-}

[}

Syviatlc ambiguily may arise
fram q‘h@ @@iig%&ﬁﬁf‘?
1~ Tirme-tense re alationehip |
Q. ‘?mz put s mast
10 Yo oud 1f there
Z2- Neaw phease modification

i1-8ally iv an English teacher
k at the Franeh Lectorey

Mewn premodification |

That is e burving place

{ told vou shout

14 lasters i that religiows

leader

A e 52
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25- They kept the care in the
garage .

Ons reading of the ahevs

sentence considers the prepositional .

phrase “in the garage® as a2 modifier
of the noun “the car® . Thus, the
sentence will be xntsrpretad as .

a~ Thsy kept the car which was

- in the garage .

The second reading considsrs
"in the garage" us a separate
constitusnt of the verb phrase | so it
will be interpreted as

b- It was in the garage that they
kept the car .

Hanee | there can be iwe ”

3

possible groupings of the units of
the same sentence as in
25~ They [(kept) (the car)} [(in

the garage}] .

Since the ambiguity of the
above senience resulls from two
different surface structures
associated with the same string of
words , such ambiguity is called
surface structure ambiguily .

Sentence (26) below iz an
example of deep  struchwe
ambiguity:

26- The alaphant is ready to
jift.

The two possible readings of
the above sentence are . ‘

a- the elephant is ready to lift
something .

b- Someons has just prepared
ihe alephant to lift it somewhers .

1 -

~ semanic roles .

= 3.‘.@3,@

1t is abvious that this type of
arobiguity is different from ths
abovs-discussed  type since it
derives from an alisrnation in the
functional relations betwsen ths
sentence constmmms and  their
, {a) and (b)
are derived from differant deep
structures .

1.4 flm Ambiguity
~ ot

Many hypotheses have besn
proposed to account for the effect
of ambiguity ¢n comprehension .
The most thres common of these
hypotheses and  theories ~are.
discussed telow .

1.4.1 The Garden Path Theory

The flourish of this theory
{sometimes referred o as one
meaning theory) is associated with
the work of Garrett (1976) .

of

The essence of this theory
involves the claim that people
wually compuie only one reading
and structure for the ambiguous
construction at a time . Usually |
This interpretation iz mantained
unless it iz mot confirmad by
subsequert input . In such cases ,
readersilistensrs  abandon  their
first interpretation and go back to
compule another meaning in the
light of the new input .

Cna support of this theory is
the otssrvalion thal even though
many everyday senlences are
actually ambiguous , we are rarely
aware of this fact | Another
support for this hypoihesis comes
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Prows two studiar ) the frst one w
conducted by Foss et af (1968) ard
tha other was cerried out by L&rw
st al (1970} . Bolh studiss try @
measure tha cv‘ﬁr:t of ambiguly oz:
reantion Wre . I was found thel the
verification a me regured  for
amibiguous serdances was not slower
than  the  wertfication ttme for
non-ambiguous ones provided thal
thie pac*ﬁm shown demorstraied the
saning sxpacted | 1L was also found
el when the  plclws showin
represented the unewpecied meaning
., werification time was jonger than
that reguirad for the corresponding
conirol sentencs .

1.4.2 Psregptual Support Theory
The one meardng theory stated
above has bhesn chalienged by
various experimental data . Mackay
(1%68) , for instance , has found
avidence thalt the presence of

ambiguity in 2 senferze slowsd the

3

processing of that gentence . His

subjects  were presenled with
sentence fragments typed on index
cards . The task was to think of a
relevant compietion for each
fregment and then say the eonhire
sentence aloud . When the task was
ovar |, Mackay found that though the
sublacls wers wnaware of the
ambiguity while complsting
serdences | they lake more Hme 0
cornolete ambiguos reniances than
unambiguous ones . Another finding
wezs the degree of difficulty in
completing ambiguous sentences

This is due to the liguistic level at
which the am‘csigmty takes place .

Septences  of  two  ambiguous
ropgtitionds are mors difficult o

Y
e
- it

WM,M inan those  nondaining
Oy onE ambiguous corshituent
S:Sii;;" s when e ambiguous
consiituents are of differant types |
the sentances that contsin them ars
harder to complets than those
h?%mg two ambiguous constituenis

of tha same tyoe .

4.3
£X¢

Pememxxzsi
¥
The uzzi ferlying orincipies of
dis theory-are cizary identified by
Mackay (1971 : 88) siating

SULDTession

b
i.
bw

i

b
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x

The basic assumption of the
theory i that in order %
parcaive ore meaning of an
be suppressed and the time
o SUDDress & meAning
varies with the saliencs of
the meaning sn the comext
of & senisnce |

This msaw thal the iwo
possible meaning of an ambiguous
senience copmete with each other

to pop out . The msaning that wins

is the one that is enhanced by the
sm*mur.«,dsng comewt . This imgplies
that the coprostitton of the tw

nmgmr will delay the 9"(‘}89&;4‘111,@

time and a stale of "no rogarrg”

will be creaied urti! ome of the
n&gmz&“ ie chosen

144 Jlegee

Hypothesis

This hypothesis is §I“83ér’?8é
by Foss and Jenkins (1973) & an
alternative for the "one meaning
theory” (1.4.1% . They explain
their viewpoint as foliows - ’

L Y
LARCISION
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Both {all) interpretations of
3] ambiguous word
sentencs}  are always
activated and ansferres o

£

the working memory . A

6

@

kS

o,

decisionis then made & 0

&

whch meaning best fils with
prioy for  subssguent)
coviends In s cage , then
prior  comiaxt  has s
disarahiouating offect after
the ambiguous ilewn oceurs |
Henoe | the chelcs point Tor
daciding about the
zpproprisls meaning oCours
ai or after the mmbigwaly
not préer ko it

o order o ruaks 2 compromise
amony the hypotheses sialed above |
’ . '4 . Y2 f I v

Raver | Garrett, and Hurting (3973}

o%

siate therr acgument ag follows

{uring an ambiguous oimise
, both meaning are processad
, bui imrnediaisly afler the
clause is over | it 18 recorde
with only ong meaning
retained |

1.5 The Experiment and the Test

n order to achieve the
obectives of the stdy |, an
experiment was conducted o
svaluate the responses of fiflesn
posigraduate students of Engiish o a
three-question test

e

The first part of the {est i3 ssi
i measurs the ability of the subecls

to  point owt ambigacus  from
nen-ambiguous serdercss {App 1) .

This part congists of thirty thiee
fiems to which the subjecls bave to

mrovide  their  resporsss  within
fiftp-minute session |

The second part , based on
the pllot cavry-over of the frst
part | seeks to identify the effect of
varions type of  amiguows
senistes 58l ssolalion on the
arcunt of the sublkels, recal] of
the ssme senfences {AppZ) . In
of the tast i o fing out if tere is
onp-io-ong  cerrespendience  part
elveen the type of ambiguity
coded g pardower iem and the
amowst of recall revealed by the
raspong of @ non-nalive speaker of

?"“. N 4 %

S W Safegh

Foad J;%Ei&u, R
o

HlTR sy
Lol P &

A4 its third part , the fet
wods o sxamine the subjecis,
“aclive stralegles” when asked o

o b rmmed £8 bl pvs it
B2 LR EEGEELIVY s Wb

sertences {App. 3} . The same typas
of ammbiguity ars introduced in this
part to find out if there = any
relattionship between the iype of
ambigeity  and the  strategy
employed by the subjects Lo colve
it

1.2.1 Subjecis of the Test

Fifieen postgraduale sindents
of English have been chosen as the
subiscts of the ezperimsnt
Variables =uwch as  linpuistic
background |, aze |, sy
wocabulary storage | amount of
forsign languags instruction | eic |
ave been highly conlrolled in
order o zelneve a high degrae of
test wvalidity . All subjects are
graduates of English deparinents
at  Bghdad |, Mosul  and
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Uriversiliss .

vother tongus of all
5 *’,‘,E{Zi'igf . The shoice of tha
subipet was at random
Fattery of the Tust
shen comsiructing the dens of
| the writey triss to deal with
of Lngristic ambign {"« .

f*iwa berdng theg iyt £
s of aufmﬁi? f&zzm a.,-?

w;.» < »f»zm# iy

?ff}“*ﬁ : f»%g of thig g:é%;.i.amm , e
sfe A g pribdaatss Fes ou

Boalyie of e subjects pext SYIIROLE

i carried ouwl wih referonce m

setilenres
ps of

of ﬁﬁ@ig’iﬁ@w
the saine

gr@'s,zg“
marifesting
ambigaty .

The tast =ime at at providing
answars W the followving quselicons
f- To what extenl dosg the
%ngmstm ambiguity affect  the
processing  of  am ambiguows

Tabls |
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, do dwy compu
interpratst
consirdon ¥

3~ ot s the

‘bzswf;% i iyp%f of m,,eh;f dii;
!l ¢ ~“ ny 4 M
ard the cepability of s subist b
‘”rf%%i& 1l tham 3
&

What are he &m atiies

s vy e subecw Bva
ambiguous uitsrances 7
1.5.4 Resyll fdaivels

nopart 1 oof the fest | only
penty  wwee  esulencsy Are
ambigiows . The  other
povambdgious  sontencse  ave

irchuded as The bl

fi)

oelew  tho he munber  of
H R rind  om e fe i am Qia g

subjects gt are able 1o fnd ouwl

Aos oprnd dmy ) 4 : r

he M&zgmtf of the isrs and

reaiize
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ambigudly |
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Teble () below elucidates the subjects, responses classified according to the variovs

tyres of ambiguiry

Typeof ambiguicty

Number of subjectsrealizing such
tvpe of ambiguity

i-Lexical/morpbological ambiguity.
2- Syntacticambiguily .

63
46
{classified as follows)

Typeoisyntacticambiguity f

Number of subjecizreatizing such
type of ambiguty

- {Fesitive ConSOuCtion.,

b Verb-phrase modification.,
o-wlulid-medification.

d- Coordisation .
e-Time-tensevetationshin.

{- Moun-phrase post modification

L

24
i?
15
12
| ¥
&

Table 2

With reference o the two
tables ahove |, the following
chearvations are inferred .

1- pany ambiguous items have
not been recognized by ihe subjects
Thiz validapts the hypothesis stated
by the Garden Path Theory {ses p.7}
. As teble(1) shows that none of the
subjects is able” fo recognize the
ambiguity in iems 5 and 10 .
Dealing with the other items , the
sublerts show different degrees of
awareness . While all the subjects
are aware of the ambiguily in itews
7, 12 and twelve of them are able to
realize the ambiguity in e § and
25 , only three of the subjects can
recogmiza that items 3, 24 and 34

81

are ambiguous .

2~ The rangs of awvarsness of
ambiguity stated above can be
atiributed o the different type of
amhiguity  which  the items
merifest . This is  clearly
designzied by the rnumbers sef
opposite sach iam in table (2)
This observation is also supported
by ihe results got from part One
of the test . In labie one | for
instance |, ifems 7, 12 and 13
appear o te the most evident for
alt the sample to Hentify . Thiz
proves that these iferns are the
most  problematic  though  they
belong to  differenmt ivpes of
ambiguity |, namely |, lsxical |
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genitive , and  verb-phrase

rrodifieation successively |

3- Throughout the whele tlems

Toarical arehioningtg Shoowme ToeaTe be
R poativec ) aﬁ,z@;agmg;muil LN }mwzﬂ: R

ne the easlest o idemify by the

subiocts (see table 2} . This 15 inline
with the hypothesis staled previously
, 18 lewicsl ambiguity s mors
protiematic for non-native speakers
of English than 1o native speakers
owing to the fact that the former do
not posgess the same ntuition of the
latter

4. Dt of what has been sad
ool the resvite mentiorad in iable !

angd 2, there seems o be & sort of

corrolation between the iype of

ambiguity  and  the  subjects
compatence io identify it . Table 2

shows the Thierarchy of swh
correlation hegning from lewical
ambiguity  and  ending  info
noun-phrase pogt-medification .

Though  intentionally  the
subjecis i this part e informed
that the items they ars dealing with
are ambiguows , the majority of
trern do not show their ability io
find out suwch ambiguity . This
indicates that they either lack the
intuitionn of finding out ambiguous

constructions or they  are
incompetent in using  and

comprehending the English language

W give all the probatle
inierpretations . Somelimes |, the

sabjscis havs tried o give move than
ong interpretation bui actually they
state the same meaning though using

g2

Cien of the subiscts |

¢

differerd paraphreses . A good
sysmmple of this cese fa em 6

Hem 6 | Ram thinks that she

N N T ;
chAEL I WB BEANL.

Whan dealing with thes e |
i 75%
provide the following
tnierpratations |

& "Raj suspeclts thal shw
failed in thy ewarg” |

b "Raje did not answer well
i the axe , so she thunks that she
fadled” .

o~ " Faja thinks that she failed

. 4 . ¥
v ine s;'*i e fyr Phm avmen e
WO S0G WIS D WB sReL .

Another example illustrating
this fact &5 tlem &

ltlem 9 © What disturbed john
i5 heing disregarded by his friends
. The following interpraiations are
given by nine subients

& " Being disregarded by his
friends distwrbed john” |

b~ “iobm is disturbed because
he ic diregarded by his friends” .

What has besn stated above
elucidates the fact that the subjects
fail  to provide the proper
imerorelatiors for the majority of
the items in Part 2 bacause in their
compatsnce there g only one
meaning which is brought out
when the subjectz ave forced o
interpret such ambiguous items

This , in fact , cupporis the

hypethesis provided b tha Garden
Path Theory .
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The amalysis of the subjects,
responsss in Part 2 shows thal out of

ths 14 ilems , eleven have bsen
correctly infarpreted by 3 few
m;wv "‘E‘é@‘%&mdﬂ} 2, ?f,.«%

5,,"? g9, 10, 11, 12and 14 In
erims «::;“ the ivges of ambi f‘ﬂ*@?:zf
these iterns are grouped s follows :

Lexical ambignaily | idsms 2 and
10,

Gendtive ambigety  itam 3
Word Class ambiguily | itarn 4
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Noun g}%ﬁmge miedification
ambiguily © itsms 5, 11 and 1
Co-ordination m rnbig

ilem 7 . | |

Yerh phrase modification
Hame B Qand 12

The manberz of the subecis
who arg’capable of interpreting
sach type of ambiguily properly
are illustrated in the following
table -

Nugnber and type of ambigues

Nuamber of subjectsinterpreting

items properiy

2-laxical. 7
3-genitive, 5
4- word class . 9
5. non phrase modification . 2
7- co-ordination, 1
8- verb phrase modification . 3
9- verb phrase modification . 1

10-lexical . 8
11- noun phrase medification . 2
{2- verb phrase modification. 5
14- novn phrase modificasion 7

3

Ak

Table 3
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non-native speakers of English face
some sort difficulty when asked to
give ail the intrepretations of a
lexically ambiguous ulterance

The other fact emann
this study is that the Garden Path
Theory proves to be the most valid
of all other theories for the
explanation of the effect of
arnbiguity on sentence
comgprehension . [t is evideni that
when non-rative speakers of English
come across  ambiguous
constructions  ,  they  cannot
recogmize them so owing o the fact
that in their minds | there is only
one interpretation
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Part |
- Examine the following list of
ambiguous and non-ambiguous item
and if the ilem is ambiguous , write
(am) opposite to its number | if not |
write (non.am) :

1- He decided on the boat .

2- He decided to leave the hall .

3- They are eating apples .

4- They washed the car in the

age

5>- Will you
tomorrow ?

&~ They washed themsslves in
the bath .

7- She cannot bear children

8- The suit is light .

Q- The dull boy,s knife is there.
10- 1 promise to phone you this
night . ’

join us for dinner

&6

11- He could not understand
the lesson .

12-That 15 John,s pichare .

13- She answered the people
whe guestioned her honestly .

14- She answered all the

~ guestions honastly .

13- The girl who sat with the
chuidren somethes sang songs to
themn .

16~ She found the book on the
strest .

17- Ahmed was the firt
swinurer who reached the bank .

13- She can read one page per
mminute

19~ They cleaned the vase in
the store . | |

20- 1 like ice-cream and cake.

2l- He hit the blind man
ungnpaciadly .

22- Bricks and stones make
strong walls .

23~ The girl whose dress is
yllownis my sister .

24- 1t is difficult to find the
right page .

25- Box Leaves today .

26- Jafar went to the bank .

27- They can finish .

28~ Both Suha and Ahmed
leave today .

29- Wa put il here .

30- You cut the meat .

31- This 15 a burning house .

32- The student from ths
college 1 mentioned is the family
friend .

33~ This is a reading passage.

34- They passed the port at -
minight .
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TXagine Lo following
b Zuous E?DFQ’SLCTI carefully and

ﬁwn wrile all G urerpretations vou
can riFke for eonh |

T Flyinpy simer o oo be
dagperois

2- Thair .2 1w old friend .

3- The love of Cod s
appaeciable |

4- They are cleaning machines

>- He iz a criminal lawyer .

&- Raja thunks thatl she ‘failed in
the aszay .

S id men and  wemen
tonded the galy .

% Antonio likes bassanic more
than lorenzo .

9- What disturbed John is being
disregarded by his friends .

10~ Thedetective looked hard |

ii- He grested me by my first
nams ard handed me a letter but thus
dogs not surprise me

12- 1 promised to meet the
supervisor at seven o,ocleck .

13- They shot the men with a
pistol

14- T et e Ceriean history
tgachsr .
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5- The gﬂs w:th the children
who are laughing are nurses .

&- 1 ean see the man from the
upstairs flat .

7- The people who read my
work Treguently praise it .

- The requirements of the

corers which are listed will he
typed .
9. George should find

?1sabelia a good secratary .

10- The horse is ready o
ride.

11- There was one picture
and one glass for everyone at the
alrport .

12- Thay cailed him a doctor.

13- The children moved
rourd the {abies sach is adroned
with flowers and candles



