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CHAPTER V 

This chapter in invented to give the conclusion based on the findings and 

discussion before. This chapter also presents the suggestion to the next researcher 

who would like to do analysis on pragmatic.  

A. Conclusion  

At the result, writer found 14 data which containing 6 utterances of 

Generalized Conversational Implicature and 8 utterances of Particularized 

Conversational Implicature. The Axe Files show also containing implied 

meaning which have 7 functions of language, they are: 3 utterance from 

personal, 1 utterance from regulatory, 4 utterances from representation, 1 

utterance from interactional, 2 utterances from instrumental, 2 utterances 

from heuristic, and 1 utterance from imaginative as the answers of research 

questions before. 

Based on the findings and discussion in the previous chapter, the 

researcher concludes that there are two types of conversational implicture that 

can be found on the Axe Files Talk Show; those are generalized 

conversational implicature and particularized conversational implicature 

based on the theory in chapter two. Generalized conversational implicature 

dominated the data because it is usually used in daily conversation. This 

result also happened in most of previous researchers.   

There are seven functions of using conversational implicature in the 

conversation of the Axe Files talk show and all those were use in the 

conversation. Beside, this is a kind of formal talk show, but, creating a sense 
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of humor were used also used on it as imaginative function which uttered by 

the host once, to entertain the audience during his conversation in the show. 

Basically, all of the function are used to create the atmosphere of the show as 

enjoy as possible. 

B. Suggestion 

Firstly, as the writer, hopefully from this analysis could give benefit in 

education. Then, for the teachers, they supposed to teach their students to 

become a kind person. The way to become a good person is the student must 

have a good conversation. Also could having good conversation with nice and 

match joking with friends. 

Secondly, for other people with other profession, the writer also hope 

that after reading this research, commonly they will understand about the 

conversational implicature which explains about the implied meaning of the 

utterance. Then, when they should be at any situation where implication is 

needed, it can help them by its knowledge. 

Officially, after finishing this research, writer also hope the reader can 

study about speaking. Because, if the people knowing about conversational 

implicature, they will speak well. In other hand, their friends can understand 

about what are they saying. So, reader can speak with other people at any 

context well. 
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