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Chapter 5 

Conclusion  

Summary and Conclusion 

This study showed that Grice‟s conversational cooperative principle which consists of 

a set of rules of maxims could not cover whole communication activities as conducted by 

every speaker and hearer in the debate competition held on September 13
th

 – 15
th

, 2013 at 

Politeknik Negeri Malang (POLINEMA). Grice‟s conversational cooperative principle is not 

universal and cannot be accepted and implemented precisely as what Grice believed.    

In the competition any decision on whether or not an argument in competitive debates 

should be considered as a violation or an observation (obey) of the principle of maxim should 

refer back to the standard of argumentation acceptance that has been regulated in the 

parliamentary debate system in a competitive debate. Even some experts, like what has been 

mentioned in the previous chapters, critized that there are several principles in the Grice‟s 

principle that raised some significant questions. Most of the questions were about the 

inconsistency of Grice‟s principle when being contended with some other societies and the 

way how they communicate and interact to each other. It is because the way how they 

communicate is not following the principle of Grice‟s maxim.  

This study found that eventhough the Grice‟s principles and the debate principles had 

similarities, yet undeniably, Grice‟s conversational cooperative principle of maxim, in the 

term of its violation and observation, behaved differently under the culture of debate society 

or the communication system of competitive debate. This principle should also be based on  

the uniqueness of the debate society standard of acceptance toward an argument. 
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In conclusion, the researcher humbly expects that the result of this study would 

provide significant contribution to enrich the study of pragmatics, especially  in the field of 

the maxims and competitive debate.  

Suggestion  

An important suggestion that the researcher can give for future researcher in the field 

of debate competition is, it nis better for the next researcher to do the research on debate team 

who have high skills of English and only make little grammatical mistakes. It is to ease the 

burden of the researcher in doing the research and in analyzing the argument. 

The researcher is aware that there‟s nobody including the researcher is perfect, thus 

the researcher should open himself for any contructive feedback from any other future 

researchers or debaters out there who could provide a significant improvement toward this 

research, especially in the maxim interpretation and analysis that can be accepted by every 

practitioner of Grice maxim principles and debate principles. 
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