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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 

This section presents background of study, statement of problem, purpose of 

the study, scope and limitation, significance of the study, and definition of the study. 

1.1 Background of study 

Language plays an important role in human life. It helps human to share ideas, 

thoughts and feelings to others. Thus, language is a tool of communication. Besides, 

language also can be used as a study. There are many studies in language field with 

the purposes are to be successful in communication and to prevent human from 

misunderstanding about the language itself.  

One of the fields of language study is called as discourse analysis. “The word 

‘discourse’ is usually defined as ‘language beyond the sentence’ and the analysis of 

discourse is typically concerned with the study of language in text and conversation” 

(Yule, 2006:124). Discourse analysis is the study about how people use, understand, 

and interpret the language. It focused on the record, whether it is spoken or written, of 

the process by which language is used in some context to express intention (Yule, 

1996:84). 

In daily conversation, sometimes what someone says is not what he really 

meant to say. He is not only saying an utterance, but also performing something using 

the utterance. For example, a boss in a company says to his employee who is being 

late by saying “good morning”, it’s not really a salutation, as what it means literally, 
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but actually it’s a satire to his employee. This matter is still in the field of discourse 

analysis which is known as the speech act.  

According to Yule (2006:118), “Speech act is the action performed by the 

speaker with an utterance”. Austin (1962: 6-7) proposed a term he called 

“performative sentence”, that is issuing the utterance is the performing of an action, it 

is not normally thought of as just saying something. Austin (1975, cited Wardhaugh, 

2006: 285) stated that “in using a performative utterance, a person is not just saying 

something but is actually doing something if certain real-world conditions are met”.  

He divided performative utterance into five categories, namely; verdictives, 

exercitives, commissives, behabitives, and expositives. In additions, Austin also 

mentioned that there are three kinds of speech act, they are; locutionary, illocutionary 

and perlocutionary.  

Another philosopher who also developed the theory of speech act, Searle, 

focused his theory of speech act on how a hearer perceives a particular utterance. 

Wardhaugh states that: 
       In contrast to Austin, who focused his attention on how speakers realize 

their    intentions in speaking, Searle focused on how listeners respond to 
the utterances, that is, how one person tries to figure out how another is 
using a particular utterance (2006:288-289).  

The explanation above is the reason why the writer uses Searle’s theory of 

speech act in this research. The term of speech act is more often refers to 

illocutionary of an utterance. Searle divided illocutionary acts into five categories 

they are; assertives, commisives, expressive, directives, and declarations. 
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In order to understand what is the speaker really meant to say, understanding 

the meaning is really crucial. When a hearer misunderstanding what a speaker says, 

there will be a miscommunication which may cause a conflict between them. There 

are two kinds of meaning of speech act that are focused on this research, one is literal 

meaning and another is non-literal meaning.  

According to Yule (2006: 100), in the study of literal meaning, there is always 

an attempt to focus on what the words conventionally mean, rather than on what an 

individual speaker might want them to mean on a particular occasion. In speech act 

theory, this kind of meaning is also known as propositional meaning, that is basic 

literal meaning conveyed by particular words and structures that the utterances 

contain. The example of propositional meaning is when someone says “I apologize” 

when he intends to ask for an apology. Then, based on that example, the hearer can 

guess the meaning literally. 

Another meaning of speech act is non literal meaning. As mentioned above 

that what a speaker says sometimes is not what he really meant to say. There might be 

an invisible meaning behind the utterance. Meyer stated that people need to 

understand the social context when the sentence was produced (2009:48). Thus, a 

hearer must considers what a speaker says, not only the grammatical meaning, but 

also the context when the language is produced, whether it is the place, the time and 

the situation to understand what speaker means. 
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There are several researchers who have done the research in the field of 

speech act. Anggraeni (2011) studied about speech act used by the main characters in 

comic “Spongebob Squarepants”. She found that the main characters use all of the 

types of speech acts through their utterance. They were directives, commisives, 

representatives, declaratives, and expressive. Beside the types, there are four 

functions of illocutionary acts which are produced by the main characters. They were 

convivial, competitive, conflictive and collaborative. In addition, it was found that 

speech acts are directly (literally) and indirectly (non-literally) performed by the main 

characters. 

Another researcher who conducted a research about speech act is Mustofa 

(2009) who analyzed the Illocutionary Acts in Barack Obama’s Inaugural Speech. 

His study was to identify the types of illocutionary act and the function of the 

illocutionary acts used on Barrack obama’s inaugural speech. As the result, the most 

frequent assertive act performed by Obama was informing, the most frequent 

directive act performed by Obama was recommending, the most frequent commesive 

act performed by Obama was promising, the most frequent expressive act performed 

by Obama was thanking, and the most frequent expressive act performed by Obama 

was declaring.  

In addition to above findings, Ma’arif (2006) studied speech act used by the 

main characters of “are we there yet?” movie. From his analysis, he found that the 

types of illocutionary acts that occurred in the movie are directives, commisives, 
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representatives, and expressive. The researcher did not find declarative used by the 

main characters in this movie. 

This study is different from the previous researches as quoted above. The 

previous researchers mostly studied about the types that are used as the objects of 

their study and the way speech act being performed. Meanwhile, this study identifies 

the speech act used by Puss as the main character of ‘Puss in Boots” movie directed 

by Chris Miller, and also describes the meaning of speech act whether it is literal or 

non-literal meaning.  

“Puss in Boots” is a comedy animation, an adventure, and a heroic movie. 

Speech act can be found in every single activity of human life. It can also be found in 

movie. The writer chooses Puss in Boots movie because this movie has various 

setting of place and time, and it has similar situation like in daily life. Considering the 

main character is the one who dominating the movie whether in action or 

conversation, the writer chooses Puss as the object of this study because Puss is the 

main character. 

All of the explanation above is the reasons why the writer chooses speech act 

used by Puss in “Puss in Boots” movie as the object of the analysis.  

1.2 Statement of Problem 

Based on the background of study above, the writer found some problems that 

are formulated as: 

1. What are the speech act utterances used by Puss in “Puss in Boots” film by 

Chris miller? 



6 
 

2. What are the types of speech act used by Puss in “Puss in Boots” film by 

Chris miller? 

3. What are the meanings of speech act used by Puss in “Puss in Boots” film by 

Chris miller? 

1.3 Purposes of Study 

The purposes of this study are: 

1. To identify the speech act utterances used by Puss in “Puss in Boots” film by 

Chris miller 

2. To identify the types of speech act used by Puss in “Puss in Boots” film by 

Chris miller 

3. To describe the meanings of speech act used by Puss in “Puss in Boots” film 

by Chris miller  

1.4 Significance of the Study 

Theoretically, this study is conducted to enrich the theory of linguistic in the 

phenomena of speech act. Hopefully, this study can be advantageous and useful for 

the readers, especially for further research about speech act. 

Practically, this study will help the reader to understand the speech act, 

especially the types and the meaning, and to have a better communication in society. 

1.5 Scope and Limitation 

This study is in the area of discourse analysis focused on speech act especially 

illocutionary act. This study is limited on analyzing speech act utterances produced 

by Puss as the main character in “Puss in Boots” film by Chris miller which released 

on 2011.  
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1.6 Definition of key terms 

1. A speech act is the action performed by a speaker with an utterance (Yule, 

2006:118). 

2. Illocutionary act is the utterances that express the intent that speaker has 

(Wardhaugh, 2006:287) 

3. Literal meaning is the meaning that attempts to focus on what the words are 

conventionally mean rather than on what individual speaker’s intentionally 

means (Yule, 2006:100). 

4. Non literal meaning is the meaning that means not what our words means but 

something else instead (Bach as cited in Kusmiati. 2011). 

5. Puss in Boots is a comedy animation, an adventure, and a heroic film directed 

by Chris Miller, released in 2011 (www.rottentomattoes.com). 

6. Puss is one of the main characters of “Puss in Boots” film by Chris Miller.  


