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Karoli Gaspar
Reformatus Egyetem

— Bennis 1990:
(4) Deze som is op te lossen
this sum Is PRT to solve.INF

a. This sum is to solve -> obligation
b. This sum can be solved - ability

— It might seem to be easy to disambiguate this: Bennis
suggests that we add ‘door’ or ‘voor’ PP-complements:

(5) Deze som iIs voor Henk op te lossen
Thissum is for Henk PRT to solve.INF
“This sum can be solved by Henk’

(6) Deze som is door Henk op te lossen
This sum is by Henk PRT to solve.INF

“This sum must be solved by Henk’

THE CRACKEN 1S
Pepny To BRT

— (5) and (6) native speaker responses cast doubt on the
unambiguity of these sentences > our aim Is to find out

— questionnaire: asking native speakers

—online, Google form

— forced choice

— task: sentences modified with door ‘by’ and voor ‘for’
complements = to choose from two possibilities, a

sentence that expresses ability = inserted word: kunnen

‘can’, and the other that denotes obligation = Inserted

word: moeten ‘must’

— Introductory part of the survey: personal questions:
dialect - In order to see If answers can be differentiated by
sociolinguistic factors
- e.g. In the case of Flemish: is it influenced by
French that has an impact on our research?

5. FIndings (questionnaire in progress)
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