CHAPTER V
CONCLUSION

The research entitled The Use of Slang Related to Sex in Eminem’s Rap
Songs’ Lyrics, discusses the problems of the study about the meaning of slang
terms and the purposes of using slang in Eminem’s Rap Songs’ Lyrics. The
objectives of study are to describe the meaning of slang terms and the purpose of

using them.

The result of this analysis shows that there are 53 items which are included
into sexual terms based on Luttermoser’s classifications; they are sexual organs
(15 items), sexual activity (17 items), gender identity sexuality (10 items), and

sexual perversion (11 items).

Furthermore, the researcher categorizes the purposes of using slang based
on Eric Partridge’s classifications. They are slang used to show a pleasure which
consists of 2 items, to express a humor which consists of 3 items, to express in a
distinct and individual way which consists of 3 items, and to be picturesque which
consists of 2 items. The other classifications are slang used to escape from clichés,
or to be brief and concise which consists of 2 items, to show a rejection which
consists of 2 items, to soften the tragedy which consists of 2 items, and to show
self identity which consists of 6 items. The last classification is slang used to be

secret which consists of 2 items.

In conclusion, slang terms which occurred in Eminem’s Rap Songs’ Lyrics

have several meanings. Besides, the meaning of slang terms also has various
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purposes. However, the speakers of slang should increase their creativity in using
slang to communicate to others, since it can enrich the vocabulary in such a

language.
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