CHAPTERY

CONCLUSION

This research is about the varicties of language, especially the use of
humor language in Internet (http://www.humorindonesia.com). The problems of
this study are what are the types of humor language based on meaning and the
kinds of humor based on topics used in hitp;//www.humorindonesia.com.
Consequently, the aims of this study are to describe the types of humor based on
meaning and the kinds of humor language based on topics used in
hﬁp:/’;’ijvwhumqnndcnesia.com. The data was taken from Internet, especially in
http://www.humorindonesia.com on June 1" until June 30, 2003. Based on the
data, this study uses document technique.

All the collected data are fifty. The types of humors based on the meaning
are Conceptual meaning (13 Data or 26%), Collocative meaning {i5 Data or 30
%), , Connotative meaning (8 Data or 16 %), Stylistic meaning (7 Data or 14 %),
Thematic meaning (6 Data or 12 %), Affective meaning ( 4 Data or 8%) and
Reflected meaning (3 Data or 6%). So it implies that Conceptual meaning is the

most meaning used in Internet and Reflected meaning 1s rarely meaning used in

Internet.
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The kinds of humors based on topics are Ethnic humor (7 Data or 14 %),
Sexual humor (1 Data or 2%) and Political humor (0). Beside of the kinds of
humor which 1s analyzed, the writer finds the language humor which occurs
because the specific terms used by speakers in certain situation (42 Data or 84 %).
It means that language humor is the most kinds of humor language found in

Internet.
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