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CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 

This chapter discusses the conclusion and suggestion. Conclusion is formed 

after doing research, finding and analysis of the data. Suggestion leads further 

researchers who are interested to analyze similar topic of research. 

 

CONCLUSION 

 After conducting the research problem, collecting the data and analyze the 

movie, the researcher found some conclusion about the research. The researcher 

found there are 20 data which violates the both maxim, maxim of quality and maxim 

relevance. It consist of 8 data violates the maxim of quality and 12 violates the 

maxim of relevance. The 8 data which violate the maxim of quality because of the 

utterances sometimes not tell a right situation. A dishonest answer also being the 

reason of why the data called violates the quality maxim. In addition, sometimes the 

interlocutor said a not real answer based the context or situation that happened from 

that movie. Besides that, the 12 data violate the relevance maxim. This caused the 

speaker and the interlocutor in their conversation doing an irrelevant conversation. 

They sometimes answer their speakers question with irrelevance answer. This caused 

the utterances violate the maxim even they understand what the speaker said.  

 Based on the explanation above, this mean on this movie, the character 

much violate the maxim of relevance. The character here is Michael Oher who much 
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makes a violation of his utterance. This cause he is the main character of this movie. 

So the chance to make a violation when speak is big. Michael Oher, on this dialogue 

often become as the interlocutor. In some utterance he violate quality and relevance 

maxim because he sometimes give a dishonest answer and irrelevant utterances based 

of what the speaker said. This caused he always want to hiding something. He did not 

want the other people know his real reason. 

 The violation on the 20 data is consisting of some data which violates 

because of some reason. They are 2 DATA violates because to showing anger (1) and 

(17). 8 DATA violations for the reason to hiding something (2), (3), (4), (5), (6), (15), 

(20). Conversation (7) violates the maxim because want to change topic of speak. 

DATA (8) means to ridicule someone. DATA (9), (12), and (16) means to refuse or 

rejecting someone’s offers. DATA (10) means to clarify something. DATA (11) is to 

showing anger. DATA (14) and (17) means to accepting someone’s offers. DATA 

(13) to declaring command and DATA (19) to tell someone’s proud of something. 

 From the data, the big reasons why the speaker and the interlocutor violate 

the maxim in the blind side movie are to hiding something and sometimes to refusing 

offers. This caused by the situation of the interlocutor. Michael as the main character 

and the person who always broke or violate the maxim usually want to hide the true 

situation of him. He did not want the other people know the true story of him. He also 

thinks that he is a black skin man and much of the speakers are white skin people. He 

felt doubt if he tell the true. He doubts that they can understand what he means. 
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 SUGGESTION 

Based on the result of the research, there is some suggestion for the next 

researcher who are interesting in doing similar research. This research contributes to 

comprehend the violation of quality and relevance maxim of cooperative principle. 

Hopefully, the research gives inspiration and guidance for the further researcher to be 

more careful in doing research, so that the result is being better than this. For the next 

researcher, this the Blind side movie can be a good reference if they want to look for 

the examples of the violation of quality and relevance maxim in cooperative 

principles  

For the students university who want to know more about the violation of 

maxims specifically the applied of quality and relevance maxim in the utterance, they 

can use this skripsi as the guidance for them to know about the using of both maxim 

which is proposed by Grice. This skipsi will be more easily to indentify the quality 

and relevance used in utterance which exists in our life. 
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