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ABSTRACT 
 
The objectives of this study are: (1) to identify the forms of commissive 

utterance used in The Wizard of Oz movie manuscript, (2) to describe the 
implicature of commissive utterance used in The Wizard of Oz movie manuscript, 
and (3) to describe the politeness patterns of commissive utterance used in The 
Wizard of Oz movie manuscript. The type of this research is descriptive 
qualitative research. The object of this study is commissive utterance in The 
Wizard of Oz movie manuscript. In collecting the data, the writer uses 
documentation. There are three steps to collect data, namely: the writer reads the 
movie manuscript, then the writer selects the commissive utterances in The 
Wizard of Oz by underlining the dialogues which contain commissive utterances 
then collects them, and the last the writer codes the data that are forms of words, 
phrases, and sentences which have correlation with commissive utterance in the 
movie manuscript. The collected data are analyzed by using Frank theory of types 
of sentences, Grice theory of implicature, FTA’s theory of politeness patterns. The 
results of the research show that: (1) the forms of commissive utterances are, 
declarative sentence (50%), interrogative sentence (30%), imperative sentence 
(17,5%), and exclamatory sentence (2,5%). (2) There are two kinds of 
implicature, namely conventional implicature, including offer (17,5%), 
volunteering (5%), promising (27,5%), refusing (5%), forbidden (7,5%), and also 
conversational implicature, including promise (5%), swear (15%), threat (5%), 
and warning (12,5%). (3) The politeness patterns of commissive utterance are 
bald on record (25%), positive politeness (60%), negative politeness (10%), and 
off-record strategy (5%).  
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A. INTRODUCTION 

When people do something, they, of course, have their own reasons. 

Knowing what truly drives them to do it is one way to understand them. It is 

not fair when judging people without knowing their reasons. Every human 

being in this world has to communicate to each other to fulfill his or her own 

needs. In reaching the goal of communication, at least, there will be two 

parties; they are speaker and hearer. A successful communication only can be 

reached if both of the speaker and the hearer are able to convey and 

understand thoughts, feelings, and desires of each other.  

In communication, people usually speak about anything, whether about 

past, present, even future actions. For example, speaker said about something 

that caused the hearer wants or not to do something in the future. Also there is 

a moment when the hearer doesn’t believe in the speaker’s words, and then the 

speaker commits his/herself to make the hearer believes with his/her words. 

Therefore, people use commissive utterances in their communication to show 

their acts in the future. 

According to Kreidler (1998:192), commissive is utterances used in the 

theory of speech acts that commit a speaker to a course of action. These 

include promises, threats, pledges, vows, etc. commissive verbs are illustrated 

by agree, ask, offer, refuse, swear, all with following infinitive. They are 

prospective and concerned with the speaker’s commitment to the future action. 

For example, I promise/I guarantee. 

The writer finds the phenomena dealing with such commissive 

utterances in The Wizard of Oz movie manuscript since the social strata of the 

community (The Wizard (King), proletarian, breeder, laborer, servant, slave, 

etc) is various. In this script, the writer finds some conversation in commissive 

utterances with its situational context, its relationship between speakers.  

According to Frank (1972:220), there are four types of sentences: 

Declarative Sentence, Interrogative Sentence, Imperative Sentence, and 



 
 

 
 

Exclamatory Sentence. Grice (1975:24) says “implicature is what a speaker 

can imply, suggest, or mean as distinct from what he/she literally says. It is an 

implied message that is based on the interpretation of the language use and its 

context of communication”. He points out that there are two kinds of 

implicature, namely, conventional and conversational implicature. Politeness 

is a very important principle in a language use, and in communication, it can 

be defined as a means to show awareness of another person’s face. Therefore, 

a speaker needs to use certain strategies for accomplishing FTA in order to 

reduce the risk of damaging hearer’s face. Brown and Levinson (in Bonvillain: 

2003) distinguish strategies of polite behavior to perform FTA, they are: Bald 

on Record, Positive Politeness, Negative Politeness, and Off-Record Strategy. 

This research is about a pragmatic analysis of commissive utterance in 

The Wizard of Oz movie manuscript. The data will be analyzed using Frank 

theory of types of sentences, Grice theory of implicature, FTA’s theory of 

politeness patterns.  

B. RESEARCH METHOD 

The type of research of this study is descriptive qualitative research 

because the writer collects the data, analyzes the data, and draw conclusion. 

This study aims at identifying the sentence types and clarifying the meanings 

and the politeness pattern of commissive utterance in The Wizard of Oz movie 

manuscript.  

The data of this research are in the forms of words, phrases, and 

sentences which have correlation with commissive utterance. Meanwhile, the 

data sources of this research are conducted from the movie manuscript of The 

Wizard of Oz. 

There are three steps that the writer uses to collect data, namely: the 

writer reads the movie manuscript, then the writer selects the commissive 

utterances in The Wizard of Oz by underlining the dialogues which contain 

commissive utterances then collects them, and the last the writer codes the 



 
 

 
 

data that are forms of words, phrases, and sentences which have correlation 

with commissive utterance in the movie manuscript.  

In analyzing the data, the writer applies descriptive approach. The 

steps are follows: describing the sentence types of the commissive utterances 

by referring to linguistic form, analyzing the implicature of the commissive 

utterances based on the context of pragmatic, and illuminating the politeness 

patterns of commissive utterances by using politeness principle. 

C. RESEARCH RESULT AND DISCUSSION 

This subchapter discusses the writer’s analysis of the result and 

discussion. From the research of the commissive utterance in The Wizard of 

Oz movie manuscript, the result of the analysis is as follows: 

1. RESEARCH RESULT  

a. The Forms of Commissive Utterances 

The result of the sentence types of commissive utterances is that 

first, there are twenty data belong to declarative sentence (50%). The 

second, there are twelve data of interrogative sentence (30%). Then, there 

are seven data of imperative sentence (17,5%). And the last, only one data 

of exclamatory sentence (2,5%) found in The Wizard of Oz movie 

manuscript. As the result, commissive utterances in Declarative sentence 

are the mostly used by the speaker addressee towards the hearer (50%). 

b. The Implicature of Commissive Utterances 

There are forty data of commissive utterances found in The Wizard 

of Oz movie manuscript. For the first category, conventional implicature, 

there are seven data that implies offer (17,5%), two data that implies 

volunteering (5%). Then, there are eleven data that implies promising 

(27,5%), two data that implies refusing (5%), and three data that implies 

forbidden (7,5%). The second is about conversational implicature. It is 

found two data that implies promise (5%), six data that implies swear 

(15%), two data that implies threat (5%), and five data that implies 

warning (12,5%). As the result, conventional implicature which implies 

promise is the most speaker used addressee towards the hearer (27,5%).  



 
 

 
 

c. The Politeness Pattern of Commissive Utterances 

The result of the politeness pattern of commissive utterances is that 

first, there are ten data in bald on record pattern (25%). The second, there 

are twenty four data in positive politeness pattern (60%). Then, the data in 

negative politeness pattern are four data (10%). And the data in off-record 

pattern are two data (5%). As the result, commissive utterances in positive 

politeness pattern are the most speaker used addresses towards the hearer 

(60%). 

2. DISCUSSION 

Commissive refers to an illocutionary act whose point is to commit 

the speaker(again in varying degrees) to some future course of action, such 

as promising, offering, threatening, refusing, vowing, and volunteering. 

Kreidler (1998:192) explains that commissive verbs are illustrated by 

agree, ask, offer, refuse, swear, all with following infinitives. There are 

seven kinds of commissive utterances, they are: Offering, Volunteering, 

Promising, Swearing, Refusing, Threatening, and Warning. According to 

Frank (1972:220), there are four types of sentences: Declarative Sentence, 

Interrogative Sentence, Imperative Sentence, and Exclamatory Sentence. 

The result of the sentence types of commissive utterances in this research 

is that declarative sentence (50%), interrogative sentence (30%) imperative 

sentence (17,5%), and exclamatory sentence (2,5%) found in The Wizard 

of Oz movie manuscript. As the result, commissive utterances in 

Declarative sentence are the mostly used by the speaker addressee towards 

the hearer (50%). It is because the most of dialogue in the manuscript in in 

the form a statement. It is a sentence that the subject and predicate have 

formal order. Usually, it is used to inform the hearer. 

Grice (1975:24) says “implicature is what a speaker can imply, 

suggest, or mean as distinct from what he/she literally says. It is an 

implied message that is based on the interpretation of the language use and 

its context of communication”. He points out that there are two kinds of 



 
 

 
 

implicature, namely, conventional and conversational implicature. , in this 

research, the writer classifies the commissive utterances based on their 

implied meaning, then categorizes them into two categories. First, 

conventional implicature, there are offer (17,5%), volunteering (5%), 

promise (27,5%), refuse (5%), and forbidden (7,5%). Second, 

conversational implicature, there are promise (5%), swear (15%), threat 

(5%), and warning (12,5%). Conventional implicature which implies 

promise is the most speaker used addressee towards the hearer (27,5%). It 

happens since the promise mostly dominated the speaker in addressing 

commissive utterances. Promising is utterance contains commitment of the 

speaker to do something in the future.  

As one of the expressions of illocutionary acts which is about the 

power of the speaker’s utterance, commissive utterance has a chance to 

damage the hearer’s face or even the speaker’s own face; such acts are 

known as Face Threatening Act or FTAs. Therefore, a speaker needs to 

use certain strategies for accomplishing FTA in order to reduce the risk of 

damaging hearer’s face. Brown and Levinson (in Bonvillain: 2003) 

distinguish strategies of polite behavior to perform FTA, they are: Bald on 

Record, Positive Politeness, Negative Politeness, and Off-Record Strategy. 

The result of the politeness pattern of commissive utterances in this 

research is bald on record pattern (25%), positive politeness pattern (60%), 

negative politeness pattern (10%), and off-record pattern (5%). As the 

result, commissive utterances in positive politeness pattern are the most 

speaker used addresses towards the hearer (60%). It happens since the 

speaker and the hearer know each other well before. Quite often hedging 

and attempts to avoid conflict are used by the speaker in addressing 

commissive utterances.  

 

 



 
 

 
 

D. CONCLUSION  

Based on the data analysis presented in the chapter IV, the writer 

draws conclusion; those are: 

1. From forty data of commissive utterances found in The Wizard of Oz 

movie manuscript, there are four sentence types of commissive 

utterances, namely declarative sentence (50%), interrogative sentence 

(30%), imperative sentence (17,5%), and exclamatory sentence (2,5%). 

As the result, commissive utterances in Declarative sentence are the 

mostly used by the speaker addressee towards the hearer (50%). 

2. The implicature of commissive utterances that is implied in the 

conversation in conventional implicature, there are offer (17,5%), 

volunteering (5%), promising (27,5%), refusing (5%), and forbidden 

(7,5%). The second is about conversational implicature. It is found 

promise (5%), swear (15%), threat (5%), and warning (12,5%). As the 

result, conventional implicature which implies promise is the most 

speaker used addressee towards the hearer (27,5%).  

3. The politeness pattern of commissive utterances found in The Wizard 

of Oz movie manuscript, there are four types of politeness strategy; 

those are bald on record pattern (25%), positive politeness (60%), 

negative politeness (10%), and the data in off-record pattern (5%).As 

the result, commissive utterances in positive politeness pattern are the 

most speaker used addresses towards the hearer (60%). 
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