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CHAPTER
| NTRODUCTI ON

This chapter covers six main parts. Those are: the
statenment of the problem the inportance of the study, the
scope and limtation of the study, t he under | yi ng
t heori es, t he definition of key terns, and t he

organi sation of the study.

STATEMENT CF THE PROBLEM

Many critical analyses have already been witten on
Shakespeare's "Ronmeo and Juliet" but the analysis of the
characterisation of Ronmeo and Juliet is not conplete. In
the first place, it seens that the critics do not attenpt
to give a definite and satisfying assessnent of Roneo and
Juliet's characters based on the literary approach. Sone
critics say that Romeo and Juliet's characters devel op.
However, one critic says that though both Ronmeo and Juli et
devel op Roneo undergoes nore changes than Juliet. On the
ot her hand, another critic says that Roneo's character
does not change so nuch as Juliet's. In contrast to those
findings above, one critic says that Roneo and Juliet's
personalities do not really develop ( for further details,
see chapter 11).

The second problemis that the critics do not really
deal wth the actual |anguage being used by Roneo and

Juliet. It seens that the critics deal nostly wth the
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content of the nessage, that is to say, what t he
characters say rather than relating the form of the
| anguage in relation to the characters' social context.
Sonme critics only nention sone |anguage aspects being used
by Roneo and Juliet while others conme to conclusion that
Roneo's |anguage is artificial and that Juliet's |anguage
is nore direct than his. However, the critics do not
mention all the social aspects that nay affect Roneo and

Juliet's use of [|anguage.

| MPORTANCE OF THE STUDY

It goes wi thout saying that characterisation is one
of the nost interesting and satisfying studies in a play.
In nost cases, the success or the failure of a play
depends on how successfully or poorly the characters in
it are portrayed. An author may reveal a character in many
ways. |In general, a character can be revealed by what he
does, what he says, what he thinks, what he feels, and
what is said about him ( Roberts, 1977 : 55-56 ).

Havi ng faced the conflicting ideas about t he
characters of Ronmeo and Juliet from previous studies, the
witer of this thesis feels dissatisfied and confused.
Therefore, in this thesis she is going to try to solve the
problem of the characterisation of Ronmeo and Juliet wth
the help of sociolinguistic as well as literary theories.

The fact that characterisation is closely related to
the |anguage nakes the witer interested in discussing

Shakespeare's "Roneo and Juliet"” through a sociolinguistic
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approach. The reason is that this approach enables her to
relate the |anguage being used by the characters to the
social factors that affect the use.

Hamlet's fanobus line "To be or not to be," for
exanple, tells about his indecisiveness because the soci al
factors surrounding himforce himto say so. Simlarly, in
"Roneo and Juliet,"” Shakespeare gives clues about the
characters through the |anguage being used by them and the
social factors underlying the use. In a play like "Roneo
and Juliet,"” the language naturally reflects the character
of t he partici pant speaking. Sonetines, t he sane
participant my speak in tw different ways in two
di fferent contexts.

Thus, by studying the |anguage of the characters and
the social factors behind that, a character study can be
done fully. Therefore, this study attenpts to solve the
probl em of the conflicting ideas about Ronmeo and Juliet's
characters as nentioned above. Mbreover, the result of
this study may help readers to understand the play better

as well as the characters.

SCOPE AND LI M TATION OF THE STUDY

This thesis deals only wth the characters of Roneo
and Juliet as seen through a sociolinguistic approach. The
reason is that this approach provides enough information
on the |l anguage as well as on the social factors in order
to make the analysis nore fully and obj ectively.

Meanwhi | e, the characterisation is only limted to the
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characters of Roneo and Juliet because t hey are
particularly interesting from a sociolinguistic viewpoint,
in other words, so nmuch is revealed of their characters
and background through their |anguage.

Further, in order to investigate both characters nore
deeply and fully, the study is Ilimted to the analysis of
terms of address, figures of speech, and inmagery. The
reason is that the play itself provides nuch information
on these three fields and they are the nost interesting
parts of the |anguage aspects that show Ronmeo and Juliet's
charact ers.

In addition, this study is l|imted to the dyadic
conversation, that is to say, the conversation held only
by two participants functioning as speaker and |istener
( Hymes, 1972 : 58-59 ). In the play, Ronmeo or Juliet
al ways functions as the speaker and another group ( the
priest, the nurse, the servant, or friends ) functions as
the listener. Meanwhile, the conversation between Roneo
and Juliet is treated as a two-way conversation in which
bot h can function as the speaker or the |istener. In
consideration to that kind of conversation, the analysis

of the use of terns of address is Ilimted to the foll ow ng

types:

1. Title of respect : { (personal pronoun) + (adjective) +
title }.

2. Title of profession : { (interjection) + (personal

pronoun) + (adjective) + profession }.

3. Name : { (adjective ) + forenane }.
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Further, as the main interest of this study is in the
characters of Roneo and Juliet, it s wort hwhi | e
di scussing the terns of address used by them reciprocally.

The reason is that by doing so the interaction of the

characters to each other can be seen clearly as listed
bel ow :
1. Title of respect : { (pronoun) + title }.

2. Title of profession : { (interjection) + (pronoun) +
(noun) + (title of respect) + profession }.
3. Nanme: { (interjection) + (pronoun) + (adjective) +
forenane/ surnane }.

Then, the wuse of figures of speech in the play is
di scussed based on its sinplicity and conplexity, nanely,
pun, oxynoron, apostrophe, dramatic irony, equivocation,
paradox, hyperbole, simle, netaphor, and personification.
In addition, imagery 1is discussed in a separate part

because it is another neans of expression.

UNDERLYI NG THEORI ES

The present study is |oosely based on sociolinguistic
theories of Dell Hynmes and Peter Trudgill. Hymes, in his
"Mbdels of the Interaction of Language and Social Life,"
says that sociolinguistics deals wth the interaction
between | anguage being used by the participants and the
sociological as well as the psychological factors that
affect the use of |anguage. Furthernore, Hynes indentifies
a conplete set of social factors in the acronym SPEAKI NG (

for further details, see chapter Il ) that may affect the
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use of |anguage. SPEAKI NG conponents, according to Hynes
can be used for any kinds of |anguage use, from day-to-day
use to the literary use. In other words, Hynes' theory
covers a wide range of |anguage use. However, this study
deals only with the influence of social factors on the use
of | anguage. Meanwhile, Trudgill's theory in hi s

Soci ol i ngui sti c: An. I ntroducti on S necessary for

under standi ng and maki ng Hynmes' theory applicable.
Moreover, this study is also based on the Iliterary

theory of characterisation of Edgar V. Roberts in his

book Witing Thenes About Literature : "The Thene of
Char acter Analysis.” In this book, he talks about
charact er definition, character anal ysis, and t he

j udgenment of the conpl eteness of character devel opnent.

Fur t her nor e, Laurence Perrine's Sound and. Sense

provides definitions for the key terns related to figures
of speech and imagery. Raynond W Barry and A J. Wight's

Literary Terns also provides information about figures of

speech and imagery. Furthernore, Edward P. J. Corbett in

Tlie Little Rhetoric gives further information about the

definition of figures of speech, particularly, pun.

DEFI NI TI ON OF KEY TERMS

Here follow the definitions of key terns used,
divided into two parts. Part | deals wth the definitions
of language factors mainly taken from Hynmes' SPEAKI NG
factors, nanely the "I" or the instrumentality factor.

Part Il deals wth the definition of sociolinguistic
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term nology such as various social and psychol ogi cal
factors that affect the wuse of |anguage. They are
basically taken fromHynes' SPEAKING factors, nanely, "S,"
"P, " "E," "A" "K," and "N' factors : setting,

participant, end or goal, act sequence, keys, and norm

.1. The Definition of Key Terns of Language Factors

The "1" or the instrunentality factor is t he

partici pant's neans of expression ( Hynmes, 1972 : 63 ). In
this study, the instrunentality deals with the use of
ternms of address, figures of speech, and inmagery.

Ternms of address: are the ternms of expression which

are wused by the participant to address to the person he
talks to ( Trudgill, 1974 : 105-108 ).

Figures of speech: are the ornanental devices of

| anguage which are used to say sonething different from
the ordinary way in order to «create pleasing sounds
( Barry & Wight, 1966 : 37 ). In "Ronmeo and Juliet"” the
types of figures of speech used are

Hinis a "wordplay, such as repeating a word in two
different senses or using that sound which is alike but
has di fferent nmeani ngs" ( Corbett, 1977 : 108 ).

xvnoron nmakes use of two successive words that seem
to contradict to each other ( Perrine, 1966 : 193 ).

Apostrophe "consists of addressing soneone absent or
sonmething nonhuman as if it were alive and present and
could reply to what is being said" ( Perrine, 1969 : 63 ).

Dramatic irony where the speaker is unaware of
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certain circunstances which have been revealed to the
audi ence. ( Barry & Wight, 1966 : 29 ).

Equi vocation where the speaker speaks in such a way

that the Ilistener m sunderstands what he talks about
( Barry & Wight, 1966 : 34 ).

Paradox where a statenment seens to contradict to
itself but is sonehow true ( Perrine, 1969 : 99 ).

Hyperbole where the truth is said in an exaggerated
manner. ( Perrine, 1969 : 100 ).

Simle makes a direct conparison between two things
t hrough the use of specific words such as: as, |ike, and
than ( Perrine, 1969 : 60 ).

Met aphor nmakes a conparison between two t hi ngs
basically unlike ( Perrine, 1969 : 60-61 ).

Personification where sonething nonhuman is given

human qualities such as, walking, running, crying, and
sleeping ( Perrine, 1969 : 62 ).

| magery: Is a selection of concrete words that are
used to appeal to the senses of sight, sound, taste,
touch, and snell ( see also: Barry & Wight, 1966 : 45 and
Pool ey, 1967 : 525 ). In many cases, imagery is identica
with figurative |anguage because imagery is often used to
signify various kinds of figures of speech, especially,
met aphor and simle ( Abrans, 1957 : 44 ). In addition
imagery is often used to sharpen dramatic irony. However,
in order to avoid the problem of overlapping, t he
i mgery discussed in this thesis are the 'pure' i magery,

that is to say, the imagery which do not take the fornms of
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figures of speech.

.2. The Definition of Keys Terns of Sooial Factors

Setting's is often used to refer to physical
ci rcunstances such as, the tine and the place in which a
conversation takes place. However, scene is different from
setting because it refers to the psychol ogical settings or
the cultural definition of an occasion ( Hynmes, 1972: 60).

Parti ci pants: are the speaker and the |Ilistener who

are involved in the conversation ( Hynes, 1972 : 58 ).
Participants are the nobst essential conponents of role
relation, relative status, and kinship. Role relation
refers to how a participant is related to the other
menbers of the sanme famly. Whereas, relative status is
often used to refer to the participant's power, or rather,
his social or professional status or rank. Kinship 1is
often used to refer to the famly relationship that
relates a participant to other participants.

End. : is the goal which refers to purpose of the
conversation and in which the goal intended does not have
to turn out as what is expected. ( Hymes, 1972 : 61 ).

Act: is the nmessage content which deals wth the
content of a conversation, or rather, the topics such as,
command, decision, and |ove.

Kgys: are the tone and manner of speaking in which
the conversation is held ( Hynmes, 1972 : 62 ). 1In
addition, keys are also used to refer to the feeling,

at nosphere, and attitude in which the conversation is
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held. In general, the tone and the atnosphere are used in
reference to settings. Wereas, the others, namel y,
feeling and manner are wused in reference to t he
partici pant. Followng are the definitions of keys 1in
details:

Tone: is wused to refer to the general spirit of the

scene, for exanple, brave, fierce, and fearful

Manner: is used in reference to the participant's way
of behaviour towards others such as, polite, inpolite,
respectful, intimate, distant, and worshipful.

Feeling: is often used to refer to enotions such as,
happy, rapturous, excited, anxious, shocked, terrified,
and desperate.

At nospher e: Is wused to refer to the feeling that

affects the mnd in a place or condition ( e.g. poverty )
such as, good, evil, or solem.

Attitude: refers to the participant's ways of
thinking and behaving towards a situation such as,
synpat hetic, optimstic, pessimstic, resolute, joking,
serious, noking, bitter, resentful.

Nor m is norm of interaction that refers to the

participant's norm of behaviour or social conduct that
governs his way of speaking ( Hymes, 1972 : 65 ).

Next, the general nethodology of this study is done
step by step. Those are: indentification, gr oupi ng,
relating the |anguage aspects to the social aspects, and

interpretation.
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ORGANI ZATI ON OF THE STUDY

This thesis is organised into five chapters. The
first chapter, the introduction, deals with the statenent
of the problem the inportance of the study, the scope and
l[imtation of the study, the wunderlying theories, the
definition of key terns, and the organisation of the
study. Following the introduction in chapter one, is a
review of related literature consisting the theories and
the studies in chapter twd. Next, chapter three, the
method of study deals with data collection and data
analysis. The fourth <chapter, the analysis, deals wth
the wuse of terns of address, figures of speech, and
imagery. A summary and conclusion are in chapter five,
and are followed by an interpretation of the study and
the findings. Lastly, the autobiography of Shakespeare and

the synopsis of the play are presented in the appendi x.
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