ISSN 2460-4739 (print)

*Correspondence:
Nadirah

Investigating
Lexical and Syntactic Ambiguity On
Native Facebook Celebritism.

Investigating Lexical and Syntactic Ambiguity
on Native Facebook Celebritism

Nadirah?, La Baba 2, Ibrahim Manda 2, Juliana 4 Sam Hermansyah®

-4 English Education Department, Universitas Muhammadiyah Sidenreng Rappang, Indonesia

ABSTRACT

The objectives of the research are to know why do many readers not understand about the
meaning of the facebook post by native facebook celebritism and to find out the types of
ambiguity and dominant type of lexical and syntactical ambiguity use in Facebook Post by
native facebook celebritism.In this research, researcher applied desriptive qualitative method.
Qualitative research, like other types of research, is descriptive, with data collected in the form
of words or images rather than numbers. Choosing, reading, and underlining were the methods
used to collect data. Identifying, classifying, analyzing, calculating, and interpreting the data
were all used to analyze the data. Homonymy, polysemy, synonymy, and antonymy were
among the linguistic ambiguities. Surface structure ambiguity and deep structure ambiguity
were the two types of syntactical ambiguity.Nine of the ten Facebook posts had unclear
meanings, whereas one had no confusing meanings. There were two sorts of ambiguity in
certain Facebook posts: lexical and syntactical ambiguity. There were eight lexically
ambiguous sentences and one syntactically ambiguous sentence, therefore lexical ambiguity
was the most dominant.
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INTRODUCTION

In everyday life, language is a tool for communicating with others. Language is a symbol that
is used in social interactions to communicate with others. People's language has meaning
regardless of whether it is spoken or written. Language must convey a specific meaning in
order for the intended to be understood. We must be able to comprehend or get information
about what our interlocutor is saying when communicating. As a result, the message will not
be misunderstood. The sound system of language is a symbol system. A symbol undoubtedly
represents something, such as comprehension, a concept, an idea, or a thought.

When we don't state what we mean explicitly, the listeners or readers are left to interpret our
meaning in a variety of ways. Written language is more to comprehend than spoken language.
If the listeners don't understand what we're doing , they may ask us what we mean. On the
other hand, if readers do not understand what we have written in a book, a novel, a magazine,
an essay, or otherwise, they cannot explicitly ask us, which can lead to confusion. This
common confusion is referred to as ambiguity.

People can find it difficult to understand words or written sentences so if they do not
understand words or sentences in conversation, they may immediately ask the speaker again.
However, if the words or sentences are written incorrectly, the reader can misinterpret them.
The researcher must keep the headlines brief and use only lexical terms such as nouns, main
verb, adjectives, and so on. Those kinds of factors will lead to people as ambiguity.
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1.1 Lexical Ambiguity

Lexical ambiguity or commonly known as semantic ambiguity. According to Lyons (2006:56)
lexical ambiguity is lexical beyond its ambiguity depending on the lexical difference of the
two lexemes. As a result, lexical ambiguity occurs when the structure of the sentence, rather
than the meanings of the words, causes the issue such as in "call me a cab,” where it's
unclear if the "cab" (name me a cab) part applies to the person or the vehicle (call a
taxi for me).

1.1.1 Homonymy

Homonymy occur when two or more words have the same phonological shape and
pronunciation, but have different meanings. Saeed (2009:63) states that homonym is an
understanding that is not related to the same phonological meaning of the same phonology but
the meaning of the word can be different and used in other context. In addition, Hurford and
Heasley (2007: 130) homonyms are one of the ambiguous words which mean that they differ
greatly from each other and are not clearly related to each other in any way supported by the
intuition of native speakers. In addition, that homonym is a word that has the same spelling
and the same pronunciation has different meanings. (Dharmayanti, Tika, and Sudana:2017).
For example words knot and not. Additionally, examples for words that are total homophones
but not homograph would be noun pairs tale/tal. Story/story or queue/cue. Partial homophones
are numerous: threw/through, write/right, there/their, whole/hole, and to\two\too.

1.1.2 Polysemy

Polysemy describes a circumstance in which two words have the same spelling but have
different meaning. According to Lyons (2006:58) “polysemy is single lexeme that has multiple
meaning”. In other words, polysemy lexeme has several related meanings. For example the
word “head’ seems have related meanings when we speak of the head of person , the head of
person, the head of company, head of table or bad and etc. (Kreidler:2017, 52).

1.1.3 Synonymy

According to Hurford and Heasley (2007:106) Synonymy is the relationship between two
predicates that have the same sense. In example, in most dialect in English, the word stubborn
and obstinate are synonymy, the words mercury and quicksilver are synonymy, and the words
brigand and bandit are synonymy. Additionally, synonymy a word is said to be synonymy for
other words in the same language if one or more of its sense bears a similarity that is close
enough to one or more senses in other words. It should be noted that a complete identify of
meaning (absolute synonymy) is very rare if ever encountered. Words will be absolute
synonyms if there is no context in which the substitution of one another has semantics effect.
The problem of characterizing synonyms is one of determining the type and level of semantics
differences allowed. (Cruse:2006,176).

1.1.4 Antonym (opposites)

According to Kreidler (2017:2) antonym is the different sentences in polarity like this are
conflicting. If true the user must be wrong. Sentences that have the same subject and prediction
which are antonyms are also conflicting. Moreover, Cruse (2006;15) antonym (also known as
gradable boundaries) are various opposite of lexical. Most are gradable adjectives, although
some, like love; hate, are stative verbs common examples are; long: short, fast; slow, strong;
weak, and old: young. Antonyms shows degrees are variable properties such as length, weight,
or temperature.

1.2 Syntactic Ambiguity

Syntactical ambiguity is also known as the grammatical and structural ambiguity. Structural
ambiguity, occurs when the meaning of the component words can be combined in more than
one way (O’Grady et al. 1997), one of example of syntactic ambiguity is the sentence “I list
the books in library”. People will have two interpretation on it : (1) “ I list the books which
are in library “and (2) “ 1, in library, list the books”. Therefore, thit sentence is considered as
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ambigous.

Ovu (2016) syntactical ambiguity takes a place when no particular word is ambiguous rather
“ambiguity is due to structural relation in the sentence”. Examples of syntactical ambiguity
are: a) He killed the woman with knife, b) call me taxi and, c) visiting relatives can be boring.

Syntactic ambiguity generally results from poor word choice. If care is not used when selecting
phrases that taken in a connotative rather than a denotative context may have more than one
meaning, or if the sentences in which they're used are not properly constructed, the results can
often be confusing for readers or listeners.

1.3 Native Facebook Celebritism

Native Facebook Celebritism are people who are directly involved on Facebook but they are
native English speakers. Native English speakers is a person who is born into family whose
native language is English and then he uses that English language to communicate on a daily
life, including on Social media (Facebook). Usually, an native English speakers comes from a
country whose native language is English (USA, UK, Australia, Canada, etc).

Native English speakers usually communicate indirectly on facebook by posting status telling
about their daily life, provide information on a specific topic or things they like. But in the
status they many sentences that contain ambiguous sentences including lexicam ambiguity and
syntactic ambiguity. Therefore, the researcher want to research about it.

METHODS

This research was a descriptive qualitative research that refers to the method to formulate the
conclusion by collecting, classifying, and interpreting the data of the research. In descriptive
research, the researcher arranged the research systematically, based on the fact of the data. The
researcher only needed to describe the data based on the problem statements and found out the
result of the problem statements. Activities in the analysis include data reduction, data
presentation and drawing conclusions and verification. Qualitative approaches are intended to
obtain more in-depth data, to develop theories, and to describe the reality and complexity of the
phenomenon under research.

1. Data and Data Sources

The Source of data in research obtained from social media networking especially "Facebook".
The user of Facebook are children, teenager, and adult. In this case the resesarcher focused to
the native that used Facebook as the source of data. The subject of the study is ten Native
facebook Celebritism. The object of this research is the native who used lexical ambiguity and
syntactic ambiguity in their facebook status. The source of data in this research is the status or
their post on Facebook.

2. Instrument of The Research

Two research instruments were used in this research. This first one was the researcher and the
second one was note. The data analysis method used by researcher was descriptive qualitative
method. According to Huberman & Miles (1994) there are three current activities have to be
conducted as follows: Data Reduction, Data Display and Conclusion Drawing/Verification.

3. Procedure of Conducting Data

In conducting this research, the researchers do some steps. The first is Looking the data of native
user in facebook; 2. Capture or photo the data which contain lexical ambiguity and syntactic
ambiguity; 3. Determine the data included in the types of lexical ambiguity and syntactic
ambiguity and then saving the data.

4. Technique of Analyzing Data
4.1 Data reduction
The data obtained from the fields is quite huge, therefore, data analysis needs to be done through

data reduction. Reducing the data means summarizing, choosing the main thing, focusing on
the important things, finding the topic and the form. Thus, the data that has been reduced will
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give clearer information, and make it easier for the researcher to collect next data. Reduction
data can be done with several process, such as; selecting, focusing, simplifying, abstracting, and
transforming of the raw data.

4.2 Data display

Next step, by displaying the data, the researcher was easy to understand and to analyze what
was happening with the data presented. And the researcher began to do the next plan of the
research based on what the researcher has experienced.

4.3 Conclusion Drawing and Verification

The third step of analysis data is conclusion drawing and verification. Conclusion in qualitative
research may be able to answer the formulation of the problem that has been formulated from
the beginning, but maybe not. In this case, it depends on valid and consistent evidence that
supports the next stage data collection as cited by Sugiyono (2015). It means the problems and
formulation of the problem in qualitative research are still temporary and can develop after
research in the field.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The entire number of ambiguities discovered by the researcher is listed below. Lexical
ambiguity and syntactic ambiguity are two types of ambiguity. Because one of the ten celebrity
Facebook posts used as research objects did not contain ambiguity words or sentences, nine
were included in the case of ambiguity. There were two sorts of ambiguity in certain Facebook
posts: lexical and syntactical ambiguity. The categories of ambiguity cases were used to
describe them all.

1. Lexical Ambiguity

The types of lexical ambiguity which have been identified on facebook post are;
1.1 Homonymy

Homonym was same phonological but the meaning of its word can be different and it used in
other context. The example of homonym found on facebook post were:

a. Statement:

“Breath of the air
Based on the picture and statement above, the underlined word was ambiguous because of the
word air, the word air can be interpreted into two interpretations. Air means “oxygen”, and “a
lilting tune or voice”. So, this sentence was included into homonym because it can interpreted
become oxygen and a lilting tune or voice.

b. Statement :

“Not mine but I would like it to be. Started loving cars again after taking a break from them.
So now iz’s time to build back my small collection. Any thoughts guys on what’s the newest
coolest cars out right now. ”
Based on statement above, the word “right” implied homonymy, Additionally, right can means
”to emphasize that you are referring to the present moment (time), “correct”, “direction” and
etc . It means that the word right is ambiguous because has different meaning based on the
context.
1.2 Polysemy

Polysemy belongs to lexical sense which is related to the same basic meaning of the word it
occurred in the different context. In others word, the basic meaning of the word is the same in
others sentences. The researcher found the data of polysemy as follows
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Statement :
“Yeah, yeah. We fight to the finish. We 're in it, to win it!”

Based on statement and picture above, The stetement contains polysemy which showed by the
word fight. The word fight as noun based on the Oxford dictionary means an angry argument
or disagreement for something and ability to keep fighting for something The second
interpretation of the confusing word fight is the most appropriate from both perspectives.
Because, given the circumstances, they continue to battle for victory. Thus, this meaning
indicates conceptual meaning. Both meaning were different but related.

1.3. Synonymy

Synonym is different phonological and spelling word which have the same or very similar
meanings but the word are related (Saeed 2009). The researcher found the data as below:
Statement:

“1 didn’t grow up with a dog. | wasn 't aware of what this kind of love could look like or feel
like. I didn 't understand how it would change me and transform my life.”

Based on the statement and picture above, both of the underlined words were synonymy
because between the words change and transform had the same meanings. Based on Oxford
dictionary the word change means the process of replacing something with something new or
different, and also we know that word transform means to change a thing into a different thing.

1.4. Antonym

According to Seed (2009) defines antonyms are words which opposite in meaning, it
described on the following explanation.
Statement :

“Bussiness on top, party on the bottom.”

Based on the statement and picture above, the antonym was created by the words top and
bottom which has opposite meaning. Based on Oxford dictionary, top means a the highest part.
But bottom means the lowest part. In other words, the meaning both are very contradictory.
Statement : “This past month has been a wild journey traveling around the world. I’m so grateful
that | found a lifelong partner that | can go on new adventures and pursue new opportunities
with. Not only do you allow me to be 100% me all the time, but you pick me up when i’m
down and raise me up even higher when i’m up.”

Based on the statement and picture above, the antonym showed by the words up and down
which has the opposite meaning as adverb. Based on Oxford dictionary, up means in higher
position or level but down means a lower level. In other words, the meaning both are very
contradictory or not accordance.

2. Syntactical Ambiguity

The types of syntactical ambiguity which have been invistigated on facebook post by celebrities
were:

2.1 Surface Structure Ambiguity

Surface structural ambiguity refers to the fact that words can be grouped together in a variety
of ways. The following are the several forms of surface structure:

2.1.1. A coordinate head with one modifier

A coordinate head is made up of two words that are linked together by the conjunction 'and.’
Because there were certain additions that changed before or after it, it will be unclear. As a
result, the researcher discovered ambiguous statements in a form of coordinate with one
modifier. Only one confusing sentence in the headlines featured a coordinate head with one
modifier, according to the study. As an example, A coordinate head with one modifier
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For example: the only people left were old men and women.

This sentence is ambiguous because it has one modifier, it is (Jold men] and [women], old [men
and women]).

2.2 Deep structural ambiguity

Kreidler’s (2017:170) states deep structure ambiguity is one of sequences of words may have
more than one interpretations, generally because the rules of contradiction of the sentence and
the deletion of what of is understood. In this research, the researcher only found one type of
deep structural ambiguity.

a. Gerund + object or participle modifying s noun.

Statement: “This past month has been a wild journey traveling around the world. I’'m so
grateful that | found a lifelong partner that | can go on new adventures and pursue new
opportunities with. Not only do you allow me to be 100% me all the time, but you pick me up
when i’m down and raise me up even higher when /’m up.”

Based on the picture above, the statement by Paris Hilton “This past month has been a wild
journey traveling around the world” is ambigous because has more than one interpretation, the
are: (‘traveling around” or traveling world).

The researcher discovered certain data that contained lexical and syntactic ambiguity on native
facebook celebritism based on the research findings. Lexical ambiguity included homonymy,
polysemy, synonym and antonym, and then syntactic ambiguity included surface structure
ambiguity and Deep structure Ambiguity.

In this field of research, from 10 facebook post by celebrities taken as research objects, there
were 9 included into the case of ambiguity because 1 of them did not contain ambiguity words
or sentences. In some facebook post there were two types of ambiguity both lexical and
syntactical ambiguity. The researcher found 8 facebook post included into lexical ambiguity
and 1 facebook post included syntactic ambiguity from 10 facebook post that taken as research.
So, the dominant type of ambiguity was lexical ambiguity.

CONCLUSION

Based on the findings of the research and the discussion. The researcher came at the following
conclusion, the researcher found some data which contained lexical and syntactic ambiguity on
native facebook celebritism. lexical ambiguity included homonymy, polysemy, synonym and
antonym, and then syntactic ambiguity included surface structure ambiguity and deep structure
ambiguity.
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