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CHAPTERV 

CONCLUSIONS AND SUGGESTIONS 

5.1 Conclusions 

After analyzing the data. conclusions can be drawn suc6 as the following: 

1 There are three tyges of ambiguous meaning are found in head · 

daily The Jdlwrta Post. They are structural, lexical, and referential. 

2 Lexical is the dominant type of ambiguous meaning used are 

headlines of the daily The Jakarta Post. 

3 Ambiguous meaning must be interpreted based on context situation because it 

leads the readers to know the real meaning of the sentences and get more 

understanding about the ambiguous meaning. 

5.2 Suggestions 

Having seen the result of the study, the writer would like to offer the 

following suggestions: 

I. lt is advisable for the readers to understand the ambiguous meaning as well 

they can comprehend the headlines of newspaper. 

2. anguage in newspaper is greatly influenced by the mission or voice o the 

Politician, so it is suggested for the writer to propose balance information to 
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3. It is suggested that based on the findings of the study, the readers would pay 

attention to the context of situation to understand the meaning of the sentences 

in newspaper. 
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