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Chapter 5: Conclusion and Suggestion 

This chapter provides the conclusion of the research based on the research finding 

and the suggestion of the research. 

Conclusion 

After analyzing and discussing the discourses in the film. The researcher can 

conclude several points. 

The characters in the film performs four kinds of illocutionary act based on 

Searle’s theory. They are assertive, directive, commissive and expressive. From 

four kinds of illocutionary act, the most dominant occurrence in illocutionary act 

is directive. It is because commanding, requesting and advising is performing 

mostly. Then, from three part of directive, requesting is mostly dominant in this 

film.  

Requesting is mostly dominant, because the characters in this film that act as the 

speaker and the hearer are in the same age. Such as Marni and Joanna, Joanna and 

Tim, Tim and Charlie, and also Gail and Ramona. They are performing a 

requesting in different context. Like Marni request Joanna to explain what exactly 

happening is, Joanna requests Tim to stop bothering her, Ramona requests Gail to 

do not tell anyone about their bad friendship, Tim requests Charlie to move from 

his seat in the wedding party, Gail requests Ramona to forget about bad event in 

the past time and some discourses that performing a request between them.   

Commanding as a part of directive also makes directive most dominant in this 

film. But, commanding is different from requesting. Requesting is happened 



90 
 

  

between the characters that in the same age while commanding is happened when 

the speaker always older than the hearer or the social status of the speaker is 

higher than the hearer. Like the boss and the employee, the plane’s security and 

the passenger, mother and daughter, father and son, and grandmother and 

granddaughter. Those are that the researcher found in this film.  

In all case of directive in this film, the speaker requests or commands the hearer 

indirectly. It is happened, because the speaker thinks that the hearer will 

understand what the speaker means. It is proved the hearer understand the 

intention of the speaker through perlocutionary act. There is a perlocutionary act 

as a response or effect that achieved from the speaker. The hearer responds what 

the speaker means in two ways, verbally and nonverbally.     

Furthermore, based on the effect of illocutionary act, the researcher discovers 

seven kinds of perlocutionary act in the film based on Austin’s theory. Those are 

convincing, persuading, deterring, even, say, and surprising. From seven kinds of 

perlocutionary acts, the most dominant utterance is convincing. It is because the 

hearers always make the speakers believe to something to make the speaker 

convinces about it. Such as Marni convinces Ben to allow her for sleeping in the 

tree house, Marni convinces Ben to agree with her plan to ruin Joanna’s wedding, 

Marni convinces her mother that she agrees to share a room with Joanna, Will 

convinces Marni that is fine to let Tim stay in the party, and some discourses that 

performing a convincing as a response of illocutionary act. 
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Suggestion  

After the researcher investigated this research about kinds of illocutionary act and 

the perlocutionary act, the researcher knows that to understand the speaker’s 

means to the hearer, it is important to know the context of the conversation 

occurs. Because the context of the conversation is the one of the element that most 

important to be considered in a conversation to know the certain aim from the 

speakers. The researcher also suggests for the next researcher can analyze how the 

perlocutionary act occurs or the causes of perlocutionary act. The researcher 

realizes that this research is still many deficiencies because of the limitation of 

knowledge of the researcher itself. Therefore, suggestion from the reader is 

expected by the researcher related to this focus.    
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