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ABSTRACT 

This research focuses on the case of ambiguity found in Hooray textbook 

which is used by the sixth grade of elementary school students. The research is 

aimed at analyzing: 1) the types of ambiguity found in Hooray textbook, 2) the 

frequency of each type of ambiguity, 3) the type of ambiguity which dominantly 

appears, 4) describing the causes of the ambiguous sentence and 5) describing 

the way to disambiguate the sentences. The topic of this research is ambiguity. 

The objects of this research are ambiguous words, phrases and sentences which 

found in Hooray textbook.  

The type of this research is descriptive qualitative research. The data of this 

research are ambiguous words, phrases and sentences. The data source of this 

research is Hooray textbook used by the sixth grade of elementary students. The 

data collection technique is documentation. In data collection technique, the 

writer does several steps such as: 1) The writer reads the textbook that is 

Hooray English textbook, until the writer understands the data to be analyzed. 

2) The writer identifies the ambiguous words, phrases or sentences and than 

gives a mark the types of ambiguity of it. 3) The writer classifies all types of 

ambiguity whether include in lexical ambiguity, surface structure ambiguity or 

deep structure ambiguity. The writer uses several theories such as from 

Kreidler, Kess and Fauziati to analyze the type of ambiguity.  

From the result of the data analysis, the research reveals that: 1) the writer 

finds three type of ambiguity which are lexical ambiguity, referential ambiguity 

and surface structure ambiguity, 2) the frequency of each type of ambiguity are 

52 lexical ambiguity (29, 7%), 94 referential ambiguity (53, 7%) and 29 surface 

structure ambiguity (16, 6%), 3) the dominant type of ambiguity is referential 

ambiguity because there are 94 referential ambiguity (53, 7%), 4) the causes of 

ambiguity are without context, ambiguous word order, improper or missing 

punctuation and faulty pronoun reference and 5) the way to disambiguate the 

sentences which are paraphrasing, adding preposition, moving sentence 

construction, adding additional context and using picture.  

 

Keywords: Ambiguity, lexical, referential, surface structure, deep structure 
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A. Introduction 

Textbook means a created material designed as materials for teaching 

learning process in order to increase the learners’ knowledge and experience. 

Textbook also can be defined as a book prepared for school’s students in 

teaching learning process. If there are some ambiguous sentences in the 

textbook which made the students fill confuse and can not understand the 

lesson from the textbook, so it is become a problem to select a good textbook 

for the students.  

Sometimes there is an ambiguous word or ambiguous sentence in the 

students textbooks which make them confuse when they translate and 

understand it. This textbook has some sentences which misunderstanding. 

Because there are some ambiguous sentences which can find in it. So, the 

writer has some reasons to study about ambiguity which found in Hooray 

textbook. 

There are some previous studies related to this study. The first researcher 

is Al Hakim (UMS, 2009) who conducted the research which entitled A Study 

on The Ambiguity Found in English Test for Junior High School Students. This 

researcher aims:(1) to describe the types of ambiguity that found in English 

Test for Junior High School students, (2) he also analyzes the ambiguous 

sentences which found in that English test, (3) the researcher also gives the 

frequency of each types of ambiguity, and (4) he describes the way to 

disambiguate of the ambiguous sentences. In collecting the data, the researcher 

used reading and observing. The researcher found three types of ambiguity. 

There are lexical ambiguity, surface structure ambiguity, and deep structure 

ambiguity. Lexical ambiguity is more dominant type then the others. Al Hakim 

found the method to disambiguate namely: paraphrase selection and truth 

conditional selection. 

The second previous study is Pramitasih (UMS, 2012) which entitled on A 

Study on The Ambiguity Found in English Exercises of Vocational School 

Student’s Exercise Books. This research is aimed to describing the type of 

ambiguity which found in English Exercises of Vocational School student’s 
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exercise books, describing the frequency and dominant type of ambiguous 

sentences, and describing the way to disambiguate. Pramitasih found two types 

of ambiguous sentences. Those are lexical ambiguity and structural/syntactic 

ambiguity. Structural/syntactic ambiguities are more dominant than the others. 

Pramitasih found the four causes of ambiguity, that is: (1) without context, (2) 

improper or missing punctuation, (3) faulty sentence construction, and (4) 

faulty pronoun reference. She also finds the method to disambiguate namely: 

paraphrasing, adding preposition of, moving sentence construction, adding 

additional context, hypen (-) and picture. 

The writer uses some theories in this research. There are from Kreidler 

(2002: 11) explains that a sentence that has two meanings is ambiguous. 

Crystal (1922: 15) states that ambiguity is the reference to a word or sentence 

which expresses more than one meaning and this reference has to do with 

linguistic. Fauziati (2011: 75) explains that a word or a sentence is ambiguous 

when it can be interpreted in more than one ways. 

Based on Kreidler and Kess in Fauziati (2011: 75), the writer classifies 

ambiguity in four types, there are lexical ambiguity, referential ambiguity, 

surface structure ambiguity, and deep structure ambiguity. Kreidler (2002: 50) 

states that lexical meaning is a meaning that proposed by lexeme. Some 

linguists divided lexical ambiguity into some kinds those are: homonym, 

homophones, and polysemy. 

In Kreidler (2002: 169-170) theory Surface structure ambiguity divided 

into 6 types which are: (1) constructions containing the coordinators and and 

or, (2) a coordinate head with one modifier, (3) a head with a coordinate 

modifier, (4) a head with an inner modifier and an outer modifier, (5) a 

complement and modifier or two complements, and (6) certain function words. 

Based on Kreidler (2002: 151-152) there are four types of referential 

ambiguity, that is: (1) referential ambiguity occurs when 1 an indefinite 

referring expression may be specific or not; (2) Anaphora is unclear because a 

personal pronoun; (3) The pronoun you is used generically or specifically; (4) 

A noun phrase with every can have distributed reference or collected reference. 
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In Kreidler (2002) theory, deep structure ambiguity divided into 3 types, 

there are: (1) gerund + object or participle modifying a noun, (2) adjective + 

infinitive tied to subject or to complement, (3) ellipses in comparative 

construction. 

The writer found several causes of ambiguity, such as: (1) without context 

(Reed, 2005: 189); 2) ambiguous word order (Mohunen and Portunen, 2012: 

3); 3) improper or missing punctuation (Lamb, 2008: 1) and 4) Faulty pronoun 

reference (Hasnain, 2011:1). There are some theories which discuss about the 

way to disambiguate the sentence which used by the writer to analyze the data, 

such as: paraphrasing (Hurford, 2007: 108-109), adding preposition (Bhaskara, 

2010: 454), moving sentence construction (Schlenker, 1998: 8), adding 

additional context (Reed, 1998: 41-43), and using a picture (Barnard, 2005: 

28). 

From the explanation, the writer formulates the problem statement of this 

research that is, what is the ambiguity which found in Hooray textbook which 

used by the sixth grade of elementary school students. Based on the problem 

statement above, the writer formulates the research questions such as: (1) What 

are the types of ambiguity which found in the sixth grade of elementary text 

book which titled Hooray? (2) What is the frequency of ambiguity? (3) What 

type of ambiguity which dominantly appears? (4) What are the cases of the 

ambiguous sentence? (5) How to disambiguate the sentences? 

The writer also formulates the objectives of this research are: (1) To 

describe the types of ambiguity which found in the sixth grade of elementary 

text book which titled Hooray; (2) To describe the frequency of each type of 

ambiguity; (3) To describe the dominant of ambiguity; (4) To describe the 

cases of ambiguous sentence found in Hooray text book; (5) To describe how 

to disambiguate the sentences. 

B. Research Method 

This part deals with the method which used by the writer to analyze the 

ambiguous sentences found in Hooray text book. The writer elaborates five 

main points concerning how to conduct the research. They are (1) type of the 
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study, (2) object of research, (3) data and data source, (4) data collecting 

technique, and (5) data analysis technique. 

The type of this research is descriptive qualitative research because the 

writer describes the types of ambiguity which found in Hooray textbook. The 

object of this research is the ambiguous words, ambiguous phrases or 

ambiguous sentences. The data of this research are words, phrases or sentences 

which are ambiguous in Hooray text book. The data source of this research is 

the sixth grade of elementary text book which titled Hooray which written by 

Dr. Mukarto, M.Sc. and friends published in 2006 that published by Erlangga. 

The researcher applies documentation as the method of collecting data in her 

research to get the data accurately. The technique of analyzing data, the writer 

is using descriptive qualitative. 

C. Research Finding and Discussion 

The writer explains research finding and explains the discussion of this 

study.  

1. Research Finding  

In research finding, the writer explains the type of ambiguity, the 

frequency and the dominant type of ambiguity, the causes of ambiguity and 

the way to disambiguate the sentence in the following bellow: 

a. Type of Ambiguity 

Research findings answer the research problem there are type of 

ambiguity, the frequency of each ambiguity, the dominant type of 

ambiguity, the causes of ambiguity, and also the way to disambiguate 

ambiguity.  

The writer classifies the types of ambiguity based on Kreidler 

(2002: 41-169) and Kess in Fauziati (2011: 75) theories. The writer finds 

three types of ambiguity which are lexical ambiguity, referential 

ambiguity and surface structure ambiguity from Hooray textbook. There 

are some examples of lexical ambiguities: 

1) Come to Makassar and don’t miss the fun at Trans World studio. 

(Hooray textbook, page 16). 
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The sentence is belonging to lexical ambiguity in term homonyms 

because the word miss may have two different meanings in that 

sentence. The meanings are: (1) The first one is forget, (forget the fun 

moments), and (2) the second one is feels homesick or miss (miss for 

the fun moments).  

2) They can play on a swing, ride a seesaw, or climb and swing on a 

jungle gym. (Hooray textbook, page 15). 

Swing in here has a function as a noun and the meaning is related 

as a thing. So it is concluded in polysemy. 

There are four types of referential ambiguity which find in Hooray 

textbook:  

1) An indefinite referring expression may be specific or not, for example: 

I want some apples. (Hooray textbook, page 28). 

Here apples may refer to specific apple or some apple, any apples. 

The ambiguity disappears if we add, on the one hand, but I can’t find 

it or on the other hand but I can’t fine one.  

2) Anaphora is unclear because a personal pronoun, he, she, it or they 

can be linked to either of two referring expressions, for example: 

Mutia stayed home and watched TV. It was boring. (Hooray textbook, 

page 6). 

The personal pronoun it in this sentence is unclear because the 

reader also confuses. It in here has several perceptions because it is 

not clear referring to stayed home, referring to watched TV or referring 

to both of them. 

3) The pronoun you is used generically or specifically, for example: 

You can save your money in here. (Hooray textbook, page 15). 

In general pronoun you in here referring to all the reader, but 

pronoun you in here used specifically for the person who wants to 

save his/her money. 

4) A noun phrase with every can have distributes reference or collected 

reference, for example: 
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Everybody enjoyed the activities. (Hooray textbook, page 55). 

(All persons enjoyed the activities or each person enjoyed the 

activities).  

There are some examples of referential ambiguity which find in 

Hooray textbook: 

1) A coordinate head with one modifier, for example: 

People do this because they love the stories and the characters. 

(Hooray textbook, page 168). 

→ ([love the stories] and [characters], loves [the stories and the 

characters]). 

2) A head with an inner modifier and an outer modifier, for example: 

It is a small town in Central Java. (Hooray textbook, page 40). 

→ ([small] [town in Central Java], [small town] [in Central Java]). 

3) A complement and modifier or two complements, for example: 

Lani bought some fruits for her grandpa. (Hooray textbook, page 77). 

→ ([bought] [some fruits for her grandpa], [bought some fruits] [for 

her grandpa]). 

4) Certain function words, including not, have possible differences in 

scope, for example: 

Foxy only looked at Ellie and the lovely soup. (Hooray textbook, page 

142). 

→ ([Foxy only] or [only looked at Ellie]). 

b. Frequency and Dominant Type of Ambiguity 

The writer finds 175 ambiguous sentences found in Hooray 

textbook. Based on the frequency, there are: 52 lexical ambiguities (29, 

7%), 94 referential ambiguities (53, 7%) and 29 surface structure 

ambiguities (16, 6%). The dominant type of ambiguity which found in 

hooray textbook is referential ambiguity because there are 94 sentences 

which ambiguous (53, 7%) and in detail, the dominant type of referential 

ambiguity is anaphora, because anaphora consists of 42 sentences (44, 

7%). 
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c. Causes of Ambiguity 

The writer explains the causes of ambiguity in the following 

bellow: 

1) Without context, for example: 

It was interesting. (Hooray textbook, page 3). 

The sentence is ambiguous in referential ambiguity that is personal 

pronoun which unclear or anaphora. It is ambiguous because there is 

not a context that support pronoun it, what interesting is, interesting in 

here pointed to whom or what condition which refer to interesting is.  

2) Ambiguous word order, for example: 

Why don’t we stop and eat? (Hooray textbook, page 22). 

The sentence becomes ambiguous in the word eat. The verb of eat, 

for instance, seems to have related meanings when we speak eat in the 

morning (breakfast), eat in the afternoon (lunch), and eat in the 

evening (dinner). The type of ambiguity which made by this sentence 

is lexical ambiguity that is polysemy. 

3) Improper or missing punctuation, for example: 

But then the hare decided to stop and take a rest. (Hooray textbook, 

page 97). 

The sentence becomes ambiguity because missing punctuation. The 

sentence include on surface structure ambiguity in a coordinate head 

with one modifier. The sentence should become like this; 

→ But then the hare decided to stop, and take a rest. 

4) Faulty pronoun reference, for example:  

Mutia stayed home and watched TV. It was boring. (Hooray textbook, 

page 6). 

The sentence is ambiguous  because personal pronoun it in this 

sentence is unclear, it in here referring to stayed at home, watched TV 

or both of them. This sentence include on referential ambiguity that is 

anaphora. 
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d. The Way to Disambiguate Ambiguity 

The writer explains the way to disambiguate the sentence in the 

following bellow: 

1) Paraphrasing, for example: 

Everybody joining the competition got support from their friends. 

(Hooray textbook, page 55). 

The writer paraphrases the sentence become like this: 

→ All person who follow the race got endorsement from their friends. 

2) Adding preposition, for example: 

You can have fun there. (Hooray textbook, page 16). 

The writer adds preposition “in” in the sentence become: 

→ You can have fun in there. 

3) Moving sentence construction, for example: 

You can study with your friends and teachers here. (Hooray textbook, 

page 106). 

→ You can study with teachers and your friends here. 

4) Adding additional context, for example: 

I want some apples. (Hooray textbook, page 28). 

→ I want some red apples which on the table.  

5) Using picture, for example: 

This animal has black feathers. It can fly and has a very loud voice. 

(Hooray textbook, page 101). 

It in here is misunderstanding, because unclear to referring what 

animals which can flies, has very loud voice and has black feathers. 

To disambiguate uses picture. 

      

It refers to the eagle.   It refers to the crow. 
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2. Discussion  

The writer discusses that there are several words and sentences which 

ambiguous in Hooray textbook. The writer finds three types of ambiguity 

that founded by the writer. The types of ambiguity which find are lexical 

ambiguity, referential ambiguity and surface structure ambiguity. The writer 

tries to compare this study with the previous study, the difference are the 

first previous study found two types of ambiguity those are lexical 

ambiguity and structural ambiguity, and the second previous study found 

two types of ambiguity, grammatical ambiguity and lexical ambiguity.  

The writer finds 175 ambiguous sentences. Based on the frequency, there 

are: 52 lexical ambiguities (29, 7%), 94 referential ambiguities (53, 7%) and 

29 surface structure ambiguities (16, 6%). Based on the frequency, the 

writer also tries to compare her finding with the previous finding. There is 

not similarity between the writer’s findings with all previous findings, but 

there are some differences between them. The differences are the first 

previous study found 38 ambiguous sentences which are 11 lexical 

ambiguous (28, 9%) and 27 structural ambiguous (71, 0%). 

Based on the frequency, the writer finds the dominant type of ambiguity 

that is referential ambiguity. There are 94 sentences or (53, 7%). The writer 

tries to compare her finding with all of previous study. There is not 

similarity between them. The differences are the first previous study found 

structural ambiguity as a result of dominant type of ambiguity. 

The writer establishes four causes of ambiguous sentences. There are: 

without context, ambiguous word order, improper or missing punctuation 

and faulty pronoun reference. The writer finds all of the causes above. The 

writer tries to compare these causes with the previous study. There is one 

researcher who explains the causes of ambiguity, she is Pramitasih. 

Pramitasih found four causes of ambiguity which are: without context, 

improper or missing punctuation, faulty sentence construction, and faulty 

pronoun reference, whereas the differences are the writer not finds faulty 

sentence construction and Pramitasih not found without context causes. 



11 

 

The writer also finds several ways to disambiguate the sentences which 

are paraphrasing, adding preposition, moving sentence constructions, adding 

additional context and using picture. The writer tries to compare this finding 

with previous study. The differences between this study with Pramitasih 

study are the writer finds the way to disambiguate as described above, and 

Pramitasih found the methods to disambiguate which are paraphrasing, 

adding preposition of, moving sentence construction, adding additional 

context, hypen (-) and picture.  

The writer also compares this research finding with the Keidler theory to 

find the similarities and the differences. The similarities both of them found 

lexical ambiguity, referential ambiguity and surface structure ambiguity. In 

Kreidler theory there are 4 types of ambiguity. The distinguish is the writer 

does not find deep structure ambiguity. In Kreidler theory surface structure 

ambiguity divided into 6 types which are: (1) constructions containing the 

coordinators and and or, (2) a coordinate head with one modifier, (3) a head 

with a coordinate modifier, (4) a head with an inner modifier and an outer 

modifier, (5) a complement and modifier or two complements, and (6) 

certain function words. The differences between this study with Kreidler 

theory are the writer just found 4 types of surface structure ambiguity, 

meanwhile in Kreidler theory as described above. The writer not finds a 

head with a coordinate modifier and constructions containing the 

coordinators and and or. 

The writer also compares this finding with some theories which study 

about the causes of ambiguity, such as: 1) without context (Reed), 2) 

ambiguous word order (Mohunen and Portunen), 3) improper or missing 

punctuation (Lamb) and 4) Faulty pronoun reference (Hasnain). There is not 

significant difference because the writer finds all of them in Hooray 

textbook. 

There are some theories which discuss about the way to disambiguate the 

sentence, such as: paraphrasing (Hurford), adding preposition, moving 

sentence construction (Schlenker), adding additional context (Reed), and 
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using a picture (Barnard). The writer tries to compares this finding with 

some theories above. The similarity is the writer can find all of them and 

there is not significant difference. 

D. Conclusion and Suggestion 

The writer explains the conclusion and some suggestions in the following 

bellow: 

1. Conclusion  

The writer finds 175 ambiguous sentences, the writer calculates and gets 

the frequency, there are 52 lexical ambiguities (29, 7%), 94 referential 

ambiguities (53, 7%) and 29 surface structure ambiguities (16, 6%). Based 

on the frequency, the writer reveals that there is one type which dominantly 

finds in Hooray textbook, that is referential ambiguity. 

The writer also assumes that there are: (1) Lexical ambiguities which 

consist of 38 homonyms (73, 07%), 0 homophones (0%) and 14 polysemes 

(26, 9%). (2) Referential ambiguities consist of 7 sentences which include 

on an indefinite referring expression may be specific or not (7, 4%), 42 

sentences which include on anaphora (44, 7%), 36 sentences which include 

on pronoun you that used generically or specifically (38, 3%) and 9 

sentences which include on a noun phrase with every (9, 6%). (3) Surface 

structure ambiguities consist of (0%) constructions containing the 

coordinators and and or, 10 sentences which include on a coordinate head 

with one modifier (34, 4%), (0%) a head with a coordinate modifier, 6 

sentences which include on a head with an inner modifier and an outer 

modifier (20, 7%), 6 sentences which include on a complement and modifier 

or two complements (20, 7%) and 7 sentences which include in certain 

function words (24, 2%).  

There are four causes of ambiguous sentences which find in Hooray 

textbook such as: without context, ambiguous word order, improper or 

missing punctuation and faulty pronoun reference. There are five ways to 

disambiguate the sentences such as: paraphrasing, adding preposition, 

moving sentence construction, adding additional context and using picture. 
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2. Pedagogical Implication  

In pedagogical implication, this research can improve the student’s 

knowledge about ambiguity. There are some ambiguous sentences which 

can find in student’s textbook, the students should know and understand the 

sentence is ambiguous or not. The students also can distinguish the type of 

ambiguity, the causes of ambiguity and the way to disambiguate the 

sentence. The students can difference the type of ambiguity and they also 

can presume why the sentences are ambiguous. Then they can disambiguate 

the sentence or make the ambiguous sentence become misunderstanding. 

The teachers also should accompany their students for give clear instruction 

based on the background or the context, so the students can understand. 

In other hand, when a writer write a textbook or writes other book, she or 

he should avoid the ambiguous word, phrase or sentence. She or he should 

be careful when choose the right word when they write a book, especially in 

textbook. It aims to help the students clearer understand.  

3. Suggestion 

Based on the research finding, the writer finds several types of ambiguity 

such as lexical ambiguity, referential ambiguity and surface structure 

ambiguity. The writer finds 175 ambiguous sentences, there are: lexical 

ambiguity consist of 52 sentences, referential ambiguities consist of 94 

sentences and surface structure ambiguities 29 sentences. Because of this 

reason, reader (students) often feel confuse to understand the sentence. 

Based on the result above, the writer gives some suggestion to the writers of 

Hooray textbook, should considers when select the right pronoun, right 

vocabulary, right punctuation. The writers of Hooray textbook also must be 

careful to choose clearer context, it aims to help the students understand 

easily. The writers of Hooray textbook have to avoid the sentences which 

have two interpretations (ambiguous). The writers can disambiguate by 

using paraphrasing, adding preposition, moving sentence construction, 

adding additional context and using picture. 
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The writer just focused on the ambiguous sentences in Hooray textbook. 

The writer hopes there are some other researchers who study about 

ambiguity in the future. The other researchers can study about ambiguity in 

different object, theory and different method to disambiguate. And hopes 

this research becomes references for the other researchers. The writer also 

wants that there are some researchers who get the results better than this 

research.   
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