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Abgtract: This sudy attempts to describe the communicative acts of an

Indonesian child by using the coding system of speech acts proposed by
Ninio and Show. The data are the subject’s gpoken utterances which
were recorded. The findings show that the subject performed (in

frequency of occurrence order) Questions and Responses (33.96%),
Directives and Responses (25.15%), Satements and Responses
(1949%), Markings and Responses (7.54%0), Evaluations (5.66%),
Commitments and Responses (5.66%), Dedarations and Responses
(1.25%), and Feech Hidtations and Responses (1.25%). The
Performances and Demands for Clarifications were not performed by
thesubject at all.
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Deveopment of ordl language is ore of the child's most neturd ad
impressive accomplishments. All children learn their language a an early
ace through use and without formd ingtruction. It implies thet one source
for learning must be innate. According to Chomsky a child possesses a st
of imate principles which guide language processing (Ellis, 1986, p. 14).
This erdbles children to work through linguistic rules on their own. As
humen beings have an innate gift, they are capable of figuring out the rules
of the language used in thelr environment. However, children are born not
just to spesk but aso to interact socidly. Even before they are able to use
words, they use cries ad gestures to corvey meaning. In addition, they
often understand the meaning that others corvey. The point of learning
language and interacting socidly, then, is not to mester rules but to meke
comnections with other people and to meke sense of experiences.

Ord language, the complex system thet rdates sounds to meaning, is
mede up of three components. the phonologicd, semartic, and syrtactic.
Soeakers of a language constartly use these three components of language
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together, usudly in socid Stuations. However, the use of these three
comporents in socid situation will be complete with the existence of the
fourth comporert, i.e. pragmetics which deds with rules of language use.
Pragmetics rules are part of our communicative competence, our ability to
Speek appropriately in different Situaions. For example, in a conversationdl
way a home and in a more forma way a a job interview. Young children
need to learn the different ways of spesking to their parerts at home and to
their teachers a school where, for exanple, teachers often ask rhetorical
questions. Learning pragmtic rules is as importart as leaming the rules of
the other three comporents of language, since people are perceived and
judged based on bothwhet they say and whento say it.

A child may pronounce words clearly, have a large vocabulary, use
long and complex sentences, but Hill have a communication problem if he
or she has not medered the rules for appropriate socid language or
pragmetics. The pragmetic skills in children manifest in various ways. It
can be saying appropriate or relaed things during conversations, following
the rules of taking turns, meking requests, asking for permission, aswering
cdls, or expressing sympahy. A child needs to know how to exhibit
atentiveness to hearer, or ask question politely. Therefore, acquiring
pragmetic skills is absolutely necessary. According to Ninio and Sow
(1996), pragretic skills cover, among others, the communicative acts or
peech acts to use Searle's term (1969). Knowing how importart it is for a
child to mester the rules of language use as early as possible and seeing the
scarcity of studies focused on children's communicative acts performance,
this sudy is then an datempt to describe the communicetive acts
performance of an Indonesian child.

Communicative Acts

In ligt of theoretical work by philosophers such as Austin and Searle,
interpersondl use of gpeech involves types of knowedge go beyord the
rules of syntax and semartics (Ninio, & Sow, 1996, p. 15). Soeechis used
to perform socid acts such as to gret, to request, or to draw another's
atention to something. A mgjor developmentd task in the domain of
pragmetics is leaning to use speech for the peformance of such
communicative acts. These acts comsist of the intentiord and overt
communication of some contert to another person. Nino and Show
propose a coding system thet distinguishes sixty-three codes of speech acts

English Department, Faculty of Letters, Petra Christian University
http:/Aww.petra.ac.id/~pudit/journalg/dir.php?Department| D=ING



Palupi, Communi cative Acts Performance of AnIndonesan Child 139

for individua utterances in interchanges. These sixty-three codes are the
ones the writer refers to in reveding the subject’'s communicative acts
performance.

Soeech Acts Codes, Categories, and Defintions, by Mgor Pragmetic
Force (Nino A., & Sow, C.E., 199)

Directives and Responses

RP

Request/propose/suggest action for hearer; proposed action might
adsoinvolve spesker

RQ Yes/no question about hearer’s wishes and intertions that functions
asasuggestion

DR  Dare=chdlenge hearer to performaction

WD Cdl attentionto hearer by name or by substitute exclamations

SS dgd to dat peforming an act, eg to run or rall a bal; pace
performance of acts by hearer

AD Ageetodo=agreeto cary out requested or proposed by other

AL Ageetodoforthelasttime

RD  Refuse to do=refuse to carry out act requested or proposed by other;
including refusals by giving excuses and reasons for noncompliance

CS  Counter suggestion; anindirect refusal

Gl  Givein accept other’ sinsistence or refusal

Ac  Amswer cals, show atentiveness to communications

GR  Give reason; justify a request for action, refusd, prohibition, and so
on

Speech Hlicitations and Responses

El Hlicit imitation of word or sertence by explicit command

MU  Modd utterance for imitation without explicit request

EC Hiait utterance of word or serntence

EX  Hicit completion of rote-learned text

EA  Hicit mimicking of noises mede by animals, and soon

RT  Repest/imitate other’s utterance

SC Conplete satement or other utterance in compliance with request
diciting completion

CX Conpleaetext if so demanded
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Commitments and Responses

S| State intent to carry out act by speaker

FP  Askfor permissionto cary out act by spesker
PD  Pomise

TD Thretentodo

PA  Permit hearer to performact

P Prohibit/forbid hearer to performact

Declarations and Responses

DC Declare=cregte anew state of affairs by declaration
YD Ageetoadeclaraion

ND Object to adeclaration

Markings and Responses

MK Mak occurrence of everts (i.e, thark, gredt, gpologize, conga
tulete, tc.)

TO  Mark transfer of object to hearer

CM  Commiserate, express sympethy for hearer’s distress

EM BExcamindistress, pain

EN  Endearment=express positive emotion

ES BExdaminsurprise=express surprise

XA  Bxhibit attentiveness to hearer

PT  Politeresponseto tharking

Saterments and Respornses

ST Sate=meke a declarative Statement

AP Agreewith proposition expressed by previous spesker
DW  Disagree with proposition expressed by previous spesker
WS Expressawish

CN  Court

Questions and Respornses

QN  Whquestion=ask a product question

YQ Yesho question=ask ayes/no question
TQ Redtricted dtermetive

SA  Amswer awhquestion with a statement
AA  Answe indfirmative to ayes’no question
QA  Arswer in negetive to ayes/no question
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YA  Anmswer aquestionwithayes'no question
NA  Norsatisfying answer to question
RA  Refuseto amswer

Performances
PR Peaformverbd moveingame

Evauations

PM  Praisefor motor acts, thet is, nonverba behavior

ET Exdam in enthusasmexpress enthusiasm for hearer's perfor-
mance

CR  Ciriticize=point out error in norverba act

AB  Approve of appropriate behavior; express postive evaudtion of
hearer's or speaker’s acts; approve of hearer’s or spesker’s acts

DS Disgpprove, scold, protest disruptive behavior; express neggtive
evauation of hearer's or speaker’s behavior as ingppropriate

ED Exdamindisapprova

Demands for Clarification
RR  Rerunrequest=request to repest utterance

METHODOLOGY

This study is descriptive and quditative in nature. It describes the
observed phenomema in the form of utterances. Basicdly, this is a case
study. It is an in depth investigation of a unit in its real context. One mgjor
data gethering technique of this case study was obsarvation (Cohen,
Marnion, & Morrison, 2000, p. 186). The two principle kinds of observation
in case dudy—paticipat observation and nonpaticipat obsarvation-
were gpplied. Both the participant and norntparticipant were done in order
to gt sufficient and representative data from the subject. In participant
obsarvation, ddiberate dicitation was sometimes done to obtain the
intended responses from the subject. However the dicitation was dore in a
subtle way, i.e. without meking the subject aware thet he was being
dicited. The data gathered were then identified and quditatively described
and andlyzed based on the theories of communicative acts.

The subject of the study was a mde child, Ignatius Refian Mahendra,
He was bomn physicdly and mentaly normal in October 21%, 1999 in
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Surakarta. He was three years and four months old when his utterances
darted being recorded. The recording lasted for 6 morths.

The data of the study were the subject’s conversations with his parens,
caretaker, aunts, ad classmetes in school which were recorded a two
different places, i.e. & home or any place where the subject was with his
parents, aunt, or caretaker, and in school when the subject was with his
classmates. The observation which took place @ home was dore everyday
without any time limitation. The observation which took place in school
was done three times a week (every Monday, Wednesday, and Friday). It
was done for more or less thirty minutes during the playtime and meditime.

The recorded data were fird transcribed. Based upon the trans
criptions, the corversations were then amdlyzed on the bads of
communicative acts theory. To ensure rdiability, a triangulation was done
which involved a trained rater who coded the same data. Then the results or
findings of the andlyss were identified and described to ascertain the
communicative acts acquired by the subject.

FINDINGSAND DISCUSS ON

The results of the data analysis of the ten peech act codes which are
reflected in different categories are as follows:

Table 1. Directives and Responses

No Communicative Frequency of  Proportion
ActsCodes Occurrence (in%)

1 RP 16 40
2 RD 9 25
3 ss 4 10
4 AD 4 10
5 GR 3 75
6 RQ 1 25
7 DR 1 25
8 cL 1 25
9 AC 1 25
10 WD 0 0
1 AL 0 0
12 cs 0 0
13 Gl 0 0
TOTAL 40 100
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The table above shows thet RP, i.e. request/propose/suggest action for
hearer, hes the highest frequency of occurrence. The followings are some
examples:

1. Buatinsusu. (Make a battle of milk for me.)
2. Ambilingtarmya, Ma (Take the guitar for me, Mom,)
3. Ayah jdan, lai. Lag Yah lag. (Dad, walk, run. Do it again, Dad,

again.)
4. Adek, gendong (Carry me)

The subject performed RD, i.e. refuse to do=refuse to carry out act
requested or proposed by others, 9 times. The utterances thet reflected this
codeare:

1. Moather: Nggek boleh ... nati Adek batuk-batuk. (No... you may
cough)
Ignes : Biar, Adek mau sama keinci di sini. (I want to be with the
rabbit)
2. Father : IyaDek... ayo bobok. (O.k. Dek, it's bedtime)

Ignes : Adek maulibet film (I want to watch the film,)

3. Caetaker: Dek, nh Yagi tdpon (Dek, grandma wants you on the

lges : Adek barumain (| amsiill playing.)

Other communicative act codes from this category performed by the
subject were SS (Sigd to start performing an act), AD (agree to do=agree
to carry out act requested by other), GR (gve reason; judtify a request for
action, prohbition, etc), RQ (yesino question about hearer's wishes and
inertions thet function as suggestion), DR (dare=chdlenge hearer to
perform action), CL (cdl attertion to hearer by name or by subdtitute
exclamations), axdd AC (amswer cdls, show attentiveness to communi-
cation).

Table 2. Speech Elicitations and Responses
No Communicative  Frequencyof  Proportion(in

ActsCodes Occurrence %)

1 EC 1 50
2 RT 1 50
3 El 0 0
4 EX 0 0
5 EA 0 0
6 MU 0 0
7 C 0 0
8 CX 0 0

TOTAL 2 100

English Department, Faculty of Letters, Petra Christian University
http:/Aww.petra.ac.id/~pudlit/journalg/dir . php?Department| D=ING



144 ME VOLUME 8, NUMBER 2, DECEMBER 2006: 137-154

In this Speech Hlicitations and Responses category, the codes which
were performed by the subject were only two. They were EC (dicit
completion of word or sentence) and RT (repeat/imitate other’s utterance).
Each code occurred once. The following is the utterance in which EC was
found:

The subject performed RT inthe utterance below:

1. Aunty : Bilangyangbaik dong, pakai tarte manis.
(Say it nicdly, please, using sweet aunty.)
Iges : Tatemanis... (Sveetaunty ...)

Other codes, El (dicit imitation of word or sertence by explicit
command), MU (modd utterance for imitation without explicit request),
EX (dicit completion of rote-learned text), EA (dicit mimicking of noises
mede by animds, ec.), SC (complete statement or other utterance), and
CX (complete text) were not performed a al by the subject.

Table 3. Commitments and Responses

No Communicative Frequencyof  Proportion
ActsCodes Occurrence (in%)

1 P 3 333
2 FP 2 22
3 PD 2 22
4 PA 2 22
5 S 0 0
6 TD 0 0
TOTAL 9 100

The table shows that the subject performed PF (prohibit/probed heerer
to perform act) the mog, i.e. three times. The PF code was performed in
these utterances:

1. Mother : Mamabobok duluya. (Let me deep ahead.)
lges : Don't degp Ma. Don't. (Don't degp, Mom. Don't)
2. Mother : Dek nih matanya Mama tinggd 2 watt. (Dek, | can't keep
My eyes open.)
lges : Nggek bobok, nggek bobok. (Don't deep, don't deep.)

Other communicative acts codes performed by the subject are FP (ask
permission to cary out act by spesker), PD (promise), and PA (permit
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hearer to perform act). The fallowings are the utterances in which FP code
was found:

1. Tante, Adek bolehmintaini. (Aunty, may | havethis?)

2. Tante manis, Adek boleh pinam (Swveet aunty, may | borrow this?)

The subject performed PD inthe utterances below:
1 Aunty : Ya tapi Adek janji bukanyapdantpdan Janji?
(Yes, but please promise that you will open it dowy.
Promise?)
lges : Ya(Yes)
2. lwon'tdoitagain.

There two codes which were not performed by the subject, i.e. S and TD.

Table 4. Declarations and Responses

No Communicative Frequencyof  Proportion
ActsCodes Occurrence (in%)

1 DP 2 100
2 DC 0 0
3 YD 0 0
4 ND 0 0
TOTAL 2 100

The results of the data andlysis preserted in the above table shows thet
in this category there is only one code performed by the subject, i.e. DP
(declare (fantasy)=creste meke believe redity by declaration). This code
performed twice in these following utterances:

1. Mbah mbah robotnya terbang, megazone, hihmm aku robot megazone.
(Mbah, Mbah the roboat is flying, megazone, hhmm | am the megazone
robot)

‘mbah’ inthisartiderefersto Ignas’ caretaker which means grandme.

2. Aku robot megazone, doeng (the sound of collision). Awas mbah.

(I amthe megazone robot, doeeng. Watch out Mbah.)

The other three codes, i.e. DC (declare=cregte a new state of affairs by
declaration), YD (agree to a declaration), ad ND (object to a declaration)
were not performed by the subject.
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Table 5. Markings and Responses

No Communicative  Frequency of Proportion

ActsCodes Occurrence (in%)
1 M 4 333
2 MK 3 i)
3 XA 3 i)
4 EM 1 83
5 PT 1 83
6 TO 0 0
7 EN 0 0
8 ES 0 0
TOTAL 12 100

The results of the data andlysis presented in the above table shows that
CM (commiserate, express sympathy for hearer's distress) hes the highest
frequency of occurrence. It was performed four times in the followings
utterances:.
1. Ndak pa-pa Mananti lak sembuh sendiri. (It's ok Mom. It'll heal soon.)
2. Nai sembuh Ma. Mama ndak nangis.  (It'll heal, Mom. Don't ay
Mom.)
3. Noggek pa-pa Ma, entar jugasembuh. (It's ok Mom. Sooniit'll heal.)
4. Nanti sembunMa. (It will heal, Mom))

Both MK (mark occurrence of evert (i.e. thark, greet, apologize, €tc.))
and XA (exhibit atentiveness to hearer) were performed by the subject
three times. The utterances inwhich MK was performed are:

1. Teimakash (Thankyou.)
2. Ma&kash (Thanks.)
3. I'msorry Ma. (I'msorry, Mom.)

The followings are the utterances inwhich the subject performed XA code:
1. Moather : Terusjatuh aaaaaaggghhh. ..

(Then it falls aaaaaaggghhh. ..)

Ignes  : lyahiiiiii ... sakit. (Hiiii...it must be painful.)
2. Mother : lya Terusbuuk jatuhdi taneh
(Yes. Then bum, it falls on the ground.)
lgnes  : Aduh kurakuranyadituyaMa. Kakinyadi atas.
(Ouchl Theturtle fals like thet, Mom, doesrit it? Its legs are
intheair.)
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Other codes thet were performed by the subject are EM (exclam in
distress or pain) ad PT (polite response to tharking). Each of them was
performed by the subject once. TO (mark transfer of object to hearer), EN
(endearment=express positive emotion), and ES (exclaim in surprise) were
not performed by the subject.

Table 6. Satements and Responses

No Communicative Frequencyof  Proportion
ActsCodes Occurrence (in%)

1 DW 14 451
2 ST 12 387
3 AP 5 161
4 WS 0 0
5 CN 0 0
TOTAL 31 100

This category has only five different codes; however, the occurrences
of the two of them were high. DW (disagree with proposition expressed by
previous speaker) occurred the most. The subject performed this in various
contexts. The followings are the utterances in which the code weas
performed:

1. Fiend : Sanddmuemes. (Your sandalsaregold.)
lges : ltuydlowitu. (They'reyelow.)
2. Friend : Ndak erek. (Itisnot tasty.)
lgnes : Enek kataMama (Mom saysit'stagty.)
3. Father : Tangan Dek. (Dek, hands.)
lges : Kaki. (Feet)
4. Fiend : Akumau pulang (I want to go home))
lgnes : Hujankok pulang. (It's raining. Why going home?)

ST (meke a declarative statement) was performed twelve times and
AP (agree with proposition expressed by previous speaker) was performed
by the subject five times. The followings are some of themt
1. Mother: Weah Adek hebat ya. (\Wow, Adekisgreet.)

lges : Gin Ma (showing his thumb up) (Like this, Mom.)

2. Mother: ... dilanta ya (...onthefloor.)

lges : Ya (Ok)
3. Hiend : Bolayaakudulu. (| kid the ball first.)
lges : Ya (Ok)
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There are two codes in this category which were not performed by the
subject. They are WS (express awish) and CN (court).

Table 7. Questions and Responses

No Comnunicative Frequencyof  Proportion
ActsCodes Occurrence (in%)

1 N 19 H1
2 SA 15 277
3 AA 10 185
4 YQ 5 92
5 TQ 2 37
6 AN 2 37
7 QA 1 18
8 YA 0 0
9 NA 0 0
10 RA 0 0
TOTAL 54 100

The table shows that QN code (Whrquestion=ask a product question)
hes the highest frequency. It occurred ningteen times. The second place
goes to SA code (answer a whrquestion with statement) which occurred 15
times. The followings are some examples of the subject’s utterances in
vvhchcodeQN was found:

Ok wWwNE

Kok lewat sini Yah? (Why do we go thisway, Dad?)

Kamu apa? (Who are you inthis game?)

Y ah, kok diputusi? (Dad, why are you autting it?)

Emesitu gpa? (What isgold?)

Y ah kok panjang Y ah Kok panjang? (Dad, why isit long? Why?)
Kengpa? Kok kamu nangis? (Why are you aying?)

The followings are some exanples of SA code performed by the subject:
1

Caretaker :

Ignes
2. Mother

Ignes
3. Mother

Ignes

Botolnyadi mana? Tadi Adek yang simpen to?
(Whereisthe bottle? You kept it, didn't you?)

. Di kamar. (In the bedroom.)
. Tadi Adek belgjar apa? (What did you learn at school ?)
: Adek lihat film (I watched a movie)

.. terus? (.. then?)

Buuk lag gini ... kayak monyet ... nunggng.
(Buuk like this. . like a monkey with his bottomup.)
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AA (answer in the affirmetive to yes/ino question) occurred ten times.
The followings utterances are some of them:
1. Caeaker : ...yangdingn? lya? (You want it cold? Don't you?)
. Dingin, Adek ndak mau anget. (Yes, | don't want it
warm)
2. Mother : Tadi Adek maindi tempatnyadik Niaya?
(You played at Nia's house, didn't you?)
lgnes : Ya(Yes)
3. Mother : Maimyadipangku? (Did you put it on your lap?)
Ignes . lya (Yes)

Other codes peformed by the subject are YQ code (yes/no
question=ask a yes/no question), TQ (restricted dternetive), AN (answer in
negative to yesino question), AN (answer in neggtive to yes/no question),
and QA (answer a question with question). In this category the subject did
not peform YA code (amswer a question with a yesno question), NA
(nonsatisfying answer to question), and RA (refuse to aswer).

Table 8. Performances

No Communicative Frequency of Proportion
ActsCodes  Occurrence (in%)

1 PR 0 0

TOTAL 0 0

This category has only ore code, i.e. PR (perform verbd move in a
game) and the subject did not performit at all.

Table9. Evaluations

No Communicative Frequency of  Proportion
ActsCodes Occurrence (in%)

1 DS 4 444
2 ED 3 333
3 CR 1 111
4 AB 1 111
5 PV 0 0
6 ET 0 0
TOTAL 9 100
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The table above shows thet in this category DS code (disapprove,
scold, protest disruptive behavior, express negdtive evdudion of the
hearer's behavior as ingppropriate) hes the highest frequency of
occurrence. The subject performed this code four times. ED code (exclam
in disgpprovd) wes peformed by the subject three times. CR
(criticize=point out error in nonverba act) and AB (approve of appropriate
behavior; approvelexpress podtive evauation of hearer’'s acts) were
performed by the subject once. The other two codes in this category, i.e.
PM (prase for notor acts) ad ET (exdam in enthusiasmeexpress
enthusiasm for hearer’s performance) were not performed by the subject.
The followings are the utterances inwhich the subject performed DS code:

1. Mbah jangan gitu maimya, robotnya jatuh. Adek tendang tedi. Bukan
yangitu, yang blue, yang blue.
(Mbah, don't play like that. The robot falls down. | kicked it. Not that
one, the blue one))

2. Jauhnya di kapet, nggek di lantai. (It falls on the carpet, not on the
floor.)

3. Pukul-pukul, Adek nggek suka. (Hit... hit. | don't likeit.)

4. Bilang kok. (I told you.)

The subject performed ED three times.
1. Mau! (I wantit!)

2. Bisal (| canl)

3. Kamu nekd! (You are naughty?)

The AB was performed once in the following utterance:
1. Dilanta mbah, gtu yagtu. (Onthefloor, Mbah. Yes, likethat.)

The gesture below indicated the subject’ s performance on CR code.
1. Ignes. (shaking his head).

Table 10. Demands for Clarification

No Communicative Frequencyof — Proportion
ActsCodes Occurrence (in%)

1 RR 0 0

TOTAL 0 0
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This category hes orly ore code, i.e. RR (rerun request=request to
repedat utterance) and the subject did not performit at dl.

Fom dl the tables presented above, the commuricaive acts
performed by the subject are summearized as follows:

Table 11. Communicative Acts Performance

No  Communicative ActsCategory Frequency of  Proportion

Occurrence (in%)
1 Quesiorsand Responses 4 33.96
2 Directivesand Resporses 40 2515
3 Saementsand Resporses 31 1949
4 Markingsand Responses 12 754
5 Bvdudions 9 566
6 Commitmentsand Resporses 9 566
7 SpeechHlicitations and Responses 2 125
8 Dedaraionsand Resporses 2 125
9 Performances 0 0
10 Demardsfor Claificaions 0 0
TOTAL 159 100

The findings show that the totad number of communicative acts
performed by the subject is 159 times. Questions and Responses account
for 33.96% of the totd number of communicative acts performance.
Among the codes in this category, QN code (wh-questionrask a product
question) hes the highest frequency of occurrence. This fact shows thet at
the age of three the subject has a great curiogity in which he seeks ansvers
for dl his questions concerning with his world. SA code (amswer a wh
question with a statement) comes after the QN code. This indicates thet
asking and answering questions are the most frequert activities dore by the
subject. This is well supported by the fact thet the subject did not perform
the RA code (refuse to amswer) a al. The NA code did not occur either.
This means thet the subject has good comprehension of dl the questions
addressed to him as he amswered dl the questions and never gave
unsatisfying amswers. The subject’'s competence in answering questiors
was reflected in his ability to provide different answers appropriately to
different kind of questions. He was capable of answering in affirmative to
yesno questions (AA), aswering in negative to yesino questions (AN),
anwvering a whquestion with statement (SA), and amswering a question
withawh-question (QA).
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25.15 % of the totd number of communicative acts performed by the
subject is Directives and Responses category which hes thirteen different
codes. There is a significant difference in the occurrence of the codesinthis
category. Tota occurrence of the codes in this category is forty times and
sixteen of it is the total occurrence of RP code (request/propose/suggest
action for hearer). Then followed by RD (refuse to do = refuse to carry out
act requested or proposed by other) which occurred nine times. Thisis an
ineresting fact as the subject showed fondness for  requesting/
proposing/sugoesting actions to others, on the contrary he showed the
tendency to refuse to carry out act requested/proposed by others. However,
this tendency is somehow reduced by the performance of AD (agree to
do=agree to carry out requested or proposed by other) which occurred four
times. In requesting proposing/suggesting action, the subject often
sgeed the hearer to gart performing it by using the words ‘ayo’ (come
on) and ‘cepet’ (hurry up).

On the other hand the subject did not merdly meke requests, refuse to
do requested acts, and prohibit others to do paticular actions as he
provided reasons to judtify his request for action, refusd, and prohibition
Chdllenged hearer to peaform action, caled atertion to hearer by name,
answvered cdl, ad asked yesno question that functioned as suggestion
were performed by the subject once.

In Satements and Responses category the subject often exhibited
disagreement with the propositions expressed by the previous speskers. It
frequently heppened thet the subject hed different or opposte ides!
opinionfintention about particular things. The frequency of occurrence of
this code is the highet, 45.16%. Comparing with AP code (agree with
proposition expressed by the previous spesker) there is a sgnificant
different in which AP occurrence is only 16.1%. This fact indicates thet the
subject had the tendency to debate or argues others' idedlintertion/opinion
The subject dso activdly mede declarative statements which were various
according to the different Stuationhe wasin

The subject's peformance on Markings and Responses covered
7.54% of the totd number of performed communicaive acts codes. There
are eight codes in this category and the subject performed five codes only.
From this five codes the subject performed CM (commiserate, express
sympathy for hearer’'s distress) four times. This code was ddiberatdy
eicited by the writer by pretending to be in distress of a wound. Without
knowing thet he was being dlicited, the subject sincerdly expressed his
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sympathy by saying “ Nggak pa-pa Ma. Nanti juga sembuh.” (It's ok mom
[t will heal soon.)

Besdes saying that heart warming sertence camly, the subject adso
showed a caring attention. To be honest the writer was somehow touched.
In his interaction with others the subject exhibited good mamers as he
tharked others when he received something from them and, on the
contrary, was adle to gve response to tharking palitely. In building
communication with others the subject was able to play his pat as a
listerer well. The subject was adso able to exclaim in pain, but he never
exclamed in surprise. The writer hed attempted to dicit this code;
however, it resulted invain.

In Commitments and Responses category the subject often prohibited
or forbade hearer to peform an act. He did this three times. On the
contrary, the subject dso peformed the opposite, i.e. permit hearer to
perform act twice. Therefore, it can be said thet the performance of these
two codes are somehow balanced. Nore surpasses the other. Before
carying out an act, the subject showed good mamers as he asked for
permisson beforehand. At the age of three the subject was dso dble to
meke a promise.

In interacting with others the subject quite frequently disapproved,
scolded, protested disruptive behavior then expressed negative evauation
on it as ingppropriate. In the Evauations category this code occurred four
times, the most frequently. Then followed by ED code or exclam in
disgpprovd, three times. It shows thet these two codes relae to one
another. As the subject disgpproved/protested particular behavior, he
expressed his disgpprova/protest in exclamation. The subject performance
on CR (criticize=point out eror in norverbad act) and AB (gpprove
gppropriate behavior) was low as each occurred once.

The subject’s performance on Speech Hicitations and Respornses ad
Declarations and Responses was aso low. In Speech Hlicitations ad
Responses only two codes out of 8 were performed by the subject.
Moreover each of those two codes was performed only once. The codes
were EC (dicit completion of word/isentence) and RT  (repeetfimitate
other's utterance). The subject performed EC when he expected his mother
to conplete his English sertence by mentioning its first word. Declarations
and Responses category has 4 codes and the subject performed only one of
them, i.e. when he was creating a meke-believe redity or declaring fantasy.
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CONCLUSON

From the discussion above we know thet the subject did not perform
two categories. They are Performances which hes 1 code, i.e. PR (perform
verbal move in a game) and Demands for Clarifications which also hes ore
code, i.e RR (rerun request=request to repeat utterance). There is no
underlying reason for this except due to the subject age in which a child of
the age of thvee 4ill needs more time and stimulus from hisher
environment to develop his pragmatic skills. According to Nino ad
Sow, children's ability to relate oné's own utterance to the preceding
utterance of the interlocutor and in a content-based way, provide answers,
acknomMedge requests, or request daification of the interlocutor’'s
utterance emerge later on (1996, p. 143). In Ignes case this late-emergng
abilities result in the absence of some communicative acts codes.
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