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CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 

       This chapter presents this study's conclusions and suggestions for next 

researchers to conduct research related to speech acts. 

5.1 Conclusion 

       There are the results of the types and functions found in the imperfect movie 

dialog. 

1. There are six types of directive illocutionary acts found in the Imperfect movie 

dialog with the number of a sentence: requests 26 sentences, question 7 

sentences, requirements 43 sentences, prohibition 8 sentences, permissions 3 

sentences, and advisories 30 sentences.  

2. There are some functions of directive illocutionary acts found in the Imperfect 

movie dialog: Request has the function of beg 18 sentences, implore 1 

sentence, and invite 7 sentences. Question has the function of query 7 

sentences. Requirements has the function of command 39 sentences, instruct 1 

sentence, and require 3 sentences. Prohibition has the function of forbid 5 

sentences and prohibit 3 sentences. Permission has a function of allow 2 

sentences and forgive 1 sentence. Advisories has the function of admonish 10 

sentences, advice 8 sentences, suggest 9 sentences, and warn 3 sentences. 
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5.2 Suggestion 

The suggestion of this research as follows : 

1. For students, it is suggested that this study be used as additional knowledge 

of directive illocutionary acts. 

2. For further researchers,it is suggested touse another theory to research 

directive illocutionary acts to compare and show the similarities and 

differences of this study. The next researcher can also examine the 

locutionary, illocutionary, and perlocutionary speech in the Imperfect 

movie dialog or use novels as objects of research and different research 

questions. 
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