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ABSTRACT

Purpose – This study examines the forms and functions of speech acts performed by ten characters
in The Last Supper movie.

Methodology – This research employed a descriptive qualitative method to systematically describe
and interpret meanings within the data. The subjects were ten characters: Jesus, Judas, Caiaphas,
Peter, John the Apostle, Caiaphas’ Servant, a Roman Soldier, Mark, Rachel, and the devil. The
researcher served as the main instrument, supported by the movie subtitle script, devices, and data
sheets. Data were collected through observation and documentation, analyzed using content analysis,
and validated through source and technique triangulation.

Findings – Declarative utterance forms were predominantly used to make statements, express
opinions, present arguments, deliver judgments, represent public opinion, emphasize authority, defend
personal perspectives, and influence others’ decisions. Representative acts were the most dominant
illocutionary acts, while declarative acts occurred least frequently.

Novelty – This study offers originality by analyzing a movie that has not been examined by previous
researchers.

Significance – The findings benefit future pragmatics researchers, society, and educational institutions.
They may also help teachers become more aware of strategies conveyed through utterances and use
language effectively to enhance students’ motivation in learning English, particularly in classroom
communication and instructional contexts.
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1. Introduction
Language is a human instrument of communication. Language comprehension can be viewed
as important in communication because communication is a key skill in almost every aspect
right now. Language can be considered successful when both participants achieve their
purpose of communication. Kalra & Danis (2024), stated that language becoming so crucial
because the role and function of language are closely connected with linguistics. The speaker
plays a big role; they are trying to make the listener understand clearly (Budasi & Suadnyani,
2021). Moreover, the listener’s inferences are also needed to achieve the goal of
communication. Rees et al., (2026), argued that rational reasoning can help the listener's
inferences. One way to connect their inference is by giving all necessary information stated
by an utterance. In this case, a rational speaker’s utterance should be as relevant, informative,
and simple as possible. The information also should be well understood to avoid
communication errors (Santosa & Tantra, 2021; Rismayani, 2022). This argument also
supported by Bergey & Yurovsky (2022), who believed that all of the decisions conveyed
through the speaker’s utterance should be appropriate and not redundant and overload, so it
can help the listener’s comprehension as a signal that allows them to make a
constrative/reasonable inference as a reflection for the speaker. In short, all of those aspects
are needed in the conversation for both participants, the listener and the speaker. In short, the
conversation between the speaker and the listener is the act of transferring necessary
information.

People use language through utterances in communication to express their thoughts
and feelings in a verbal way. Spoken language, in which the utterances are uttered by the
speaker themselves, not from writing or the sign form Putra & Suarnajaya (2020).
Communication through spoken language and face-to-face interactions allows the listener to
understand the speaker’s utterance more deeply than written form (Suryana & Agus Permana,
2025). Pragmatic and linguistic aspects could not be separated (Lubis et al., 2025). If
pragmatic cues cannot be fully understood by the speaker and the listener, that makes
communication fail, and the purpose of the communication cannot be achieved. Moreover,
both participants have to consider the mind reasoning/cognitive mechanism that enables
pragmatic competence in daily communication (Kosinski, 2024; Chen et al., 2024). Pragmatic
competence covered about five aspects: meaning disambiguation, complete meaning
transfer, differentiating utterance meaning from what the speaker says, how the hearer
interpret utterance, and figuring out why people communicate (Yu et al., 2026; Raditiyanto et
al., 2026). Pragmatic competence becomes crucial for ensuring the communication is not only
linguistically correct but also contextually appropriate and understood by both participants in
the interaction (Tantra & Ramendra, 2020).

One of the pragmatic studies is speech acts. Speech acts have many functions in our
social life. In the linguistic study, speech acts can be observed through the speaker’s utterance
whether its functions to express their idea, command other, and respond to others. Speech
acts are one study that belongs to intellectual activities that require the human brain to process
language and the things that speakers function of utterance simultaneously, the activity such
as questioning, commanding, forming beliefs, making a declaration, etc (Weston et al., 2024).

Hence, the speaker/the interlocutors need to understand pragmatics, especially speech
acts so their utterance can function communicatively (Zhenguang G., 2022). The study of
speech acts helps the speakers use language appropriately in communication. (Swandana et
al., 2026; Merdeka, 2023) argued that the purpose of speaker utterances is not only about
transferring information, but the speaker also provide/ give knowledge that contributes to the
enhancement of the listener’s cognitive process. Based on (Austin, 1962) framework, there
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are three level of speech acts, locutionary acts, illocutionary acts, and perlocutionary acts.
These three level work together in daily communication. The form of speech acts (locutionary
acts) are divided into four form (Austin, 1962) includes declarative, imperative, interrogative
and exclamation form. According to Yule (1996) locutionary acts focuses on the explicit way,
such as delivering information, stating a fact, expressing surprise through exclamation form
by the speaker. In addition, Villalba (2025), argued that exclamations form reflect the speaker’s
expectation when a situation differs from what is normally expected so this form combine three
basic form such as declaratives, interrogatives, and imperatives with adding the intensity for
an emotive predicate. Next, it is illocutionary acts that focus on the functions of the speech
acts like representative, directive, expressive, commissive, and declarative (Searle, 1979).
The illocutionary acts focuses on what the speaker is trying to accomplish with their utterance
rather than the literal meaning of the words they use (Anisa et al., 2025). And the last one is
perlocutionary acts, this type carried out the effect of speech acts, such as the response from
the listener, in which the speaker can recognized through the facial expression from the
listeners (Saputra et al., 2026).

However, there are still a lot of misunderstanding and misinterpretation in our society
because of communication gap. The first phenomenon is from the speaker’s side. The speaker
are not aware of the functions of their utterance; their capability in uttered/conveyed the
appropriate utterance in their brain still limited/ lack of pragmatic competence (Yu et al., 2026).
The second problem from the speaker, they do not understand what they are saying, or they
may have multiple meanings for what they are thinking (Sari, 2025)The second phenomenon
is from the listener’s side, in which they faced ambiguous utterance. This problem appeared
because of two things consideration: the difficult word/sentences stated by the speaker and
the listener has poor language comprehension in processing the utterance produced by the
speaker (Felser, 2026; Patria, 2023). In short, all of that case, was appeared when the
speaker’s stated something through their own speech acts. The consequence of poor
language comprehension from the listener would leads to different act because their
perspective was still limited.

In many cases, the function of speech act looks similar (Handayani & Arfani, 2026); in
addition the speaker have to understand about the context of utterance so it can achieved by
the listener’s inference, like the writer already said previously, is needed in the speech act
study. Based on the brief observation from the writer, those problems are not only found in
real life, but also found in movies. As a medium of entertainment, a movie consists of many
dialogues about human experience and activities. The dialogue occurs between its characters
that can be analysed using the speech act theory. The utterances from the movie can be
useful as an object of the study to identify and analyse the form of locutionary acts, and the
function of illocutionary acts. Moreover, movies help the writer to think critically after being
served in many situations. It is worth analysing more and more regarding the language use of
speech acts, such as in the conversation in a particular movie. Furthermore, the Last Supper
movie has not been analysed by previous researchers, making this study a novel contribution
to the existing body of research. The previous study had analyzed speech acts in movies
using Searle’s speech act theory. Khodijah et al., (2025) found the dominant form was
imperative form and representative acts was the most dominant act in the Gorge Movie, while
Diffani & Kholis (2023) only analyzed the function of speech acts, they found expressive acts
was the most dominant type in Turning Red movie. Other studies focused on specific speech
act types, such as directive (Trihanto, 2022), commissive (Devi & Degaf, 2021), and
representative (Izar et al., 2020). However, the previous studies mainly focused on the
functions of speech acts and limited characters. In addition, this study filled the gap by
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examined the forms of speech acts (locutionary acts) using (Austin, 1962) theory and also the
functions of speech acts (illocutionary acts) using (Searle, 1979) theory to provide a more
comprehensive analysis of the pragmatic study. This present research is important to conduct
in order to confirm that the study of speech acts is urgent, so that the gap can be filled. It seeks
to examine the forms of speech acts and the functions of speech acts performed by ten
characters in the movie. This makes the research highly relevant. The writer analysed the
utterance that appeared in the movie entitled “The Last Supper Movie” directed by Mauro
Borelli, which was released in 2025.

2. Methods
In this research, the writer used a descriptive qualitative method. This study practiced a
qualitative descriptive approach because it aimed to describe the data obtained. Descriptive
qualitative research was an approach that aimed to systematically and objectively describe
data with an emphasis on interpreted the meanings contained within the data. In this approach,
the researcher not only described the data but also interpreted its deeper meaning within the
context in which they occurred, allowed the findings to provide a deeper understanding of the
phenomenon, particularly in linguistic studies. In addition, the writer compared the most
dominant and the least frequent occurrences to provided a more comprehensive and analytical
interpretation of the study of speech acts.

3. Findings and Discussion
3.1. Findings
3.1.1.Form of Speech Acts

Table 1 shows the frequency and percentage of the four speech act forms identified in the
utterances of the ten characters in The Last Supper movie based on Austin’s (1962)
framework.

Table 1 – Form of Speech Acts
Form of Speech Acts Frequency Precentages
Declarative Form 214 55 %
Imperative Form 81 20 %
Interrogative Form
Exclamation Form
Total

76
23
394

19 %
6 %

100 %

From the table above, there are 394 data found in which they were divided into four
form of speech act based on theory of (Austin, 1962). From the data above, it was found that
the most dominant form of speech acts identified in the Last Supper movie was the declarative
form, with a total of 214 utterances. This finding indicated that declarative form of utterance
were predominantly used by ten characters to make statements, express opinions, present
arguments, and deliver judgements. In additions, these utterances were used to represent
public opinion and emphasize authority. Moreover, the declarative forms were uttered by the
character to defend personal point of view/ perspective, and influence the decision of others.
The frequent use of declarative forms also reflected the intense conflicts, disagreements, and
opposing perspectives among the characters throughout the movie. While exclamatory form
was identified as the least frequently occurring form in The Last Supper movie. This form was
used to express the character’s spontaneous emotional responses to various situations.
Exclamatory utterances were produced during highly emotional scenes, especially those
leading to Jesus’ crucifixion, when intense anger, shock, fear, and frustration were uttered by
the characters. In short, the feelings of the people, especially Caiaphas, were conveyed
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through exclamatory utterances. The limited use of the exclamatory utterance indicated that
emotional expressions appeared only in specific situations requiring an intense response.

3.1.1.1 Declarative Form
Data 1
JA/Ut111/00:23:46
John the Apostle: “Master choose this man, Peter”.

The context theory from (Yule, 1996), Peter did not believe that the person had been
chosen by his master; therefore, John provided him with clear information. Based on the
structural form, this utterance was categorized as a declarative form because it was used to
inform a listener or hearer about something. This utterance followed the pattern Subject +
verb + object. In this pattern “Master” functioned as the subject, “choose” functioned as the
verb and the last one “this man” functioned as the object of the utterance.

Master chooses (this man)
(S) (V) (O)

Data 2
J/Ut64/00:17:46
Jesus: “This is a place of worship”.

The context theory from (Yule, 1996), that Jesus inform the hearer about the functions
of that place. The form of the utterance performed by Jesus would like to informed the hearer.
This is aligns with the form of utterance of declarative form. This utterance has a pattern
subject + linking verb + complement. Where “This” as the subject, “is” as the linking verb, “a
place of worship” as the subject complement. In short, declarative sentences were generally
used to give information or make statements.

This is (a place of worship)
(S) (Linking Verb) (Subject Complement)

3.1.1.2 Imperative Form
Data 1
D/Ut210/00:44:55
Devil: “Save yourself, Judas, before it is too late.”

The context from (Yule, 1996), Judas was instructed by the devil to run away from the
last meeting with the other disciples. Based on the structural form, this utterance was produced
in the form of an imperative form because it followed the pattern: main verb + reflective object
+ vocative + adverbial clause of time. The word “save” functions as the main verb in the
imperative sentence, while “yourself” functions as the reflective object of the verb. The noun
“Judas” serves as a vocative, identifying the person being addressed rather than functioning
as the subject. The phrase “before it is too late” functions as an adverbial clause of time limit
within which the action should be performed.

Save yourself, Judas, before it is too late
(Main verb) (Reflective Object) (Vocative) (Adverbial Clause of time)

Data 2
RS/Ut61/00:17:21
Roman Soldier: “Stop, No, You have no authority”

The context theory from (Yule, 1996), that Roman Soldier saw Jesus made a chaos in
the marketplace, so the Roman soldier gave a command to Jesus to stop his activity. In this
situation, the utterances belong to imperative form because the Roman Soldier wants to stop
the hearer from destroyed the marketplace. Based on its structural form, the utterance was
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categorized as an imperative form because it had a pattern: “stop no” stand as imperative
verb, “you” as a subject and “have no authority” as the subject complement”.

Stop, No, You (have no authority)
Imperative part S complement

3.1.1.3 Interrogative Form
Data 1
J/Ut63/00:17:37
Jesus: “Do you think God is Blind?”

The context theory from (Yule, 1996), Jesus whereas, the people had turned the house
of prayer into a market in Jerusalem. The question was functioned to warn the people about
the original function of that place. Based on the structural form, this utterance was categorized
as an interrogative form because it followed the pattern “auxiliary + subject + verb + object +
a sign of question (?)”. Where “do” as auxiliary, “you” as subject, “think” as the verb, “God is
blind” as the object and “?” as the sign of question.

Do you think (God is Blind) ?
(Aux) (S) (V) (O) (A question sign)

Data 2
P/Ut261/00:59:23
Peter: “To whom do you speak, Judas?”

The context theory from (Yule, 1996), Peter asked to whom Judas was speaking. In this
context, Peter saw Judas talking to someone, even though there is no one else in the room.
From those utterances, Peter asked this question to clarify the situation. Based on structural
form, this utterance was categorized as an interrogative form because of it has a pattern object
+ auxiliary + subject + verb + ?. Where “to whom” was the object, “do” was an auxiliary verb”,
“speak” is a verb, and (?) was the sign of the question

(To whom) do you speak Judas ?
(O) (Aux) (S) (V) (A Question sign)

3.1.1.4 Declarative Form
Data 1
C/360/01:29:44
Caiaphas: “What a blasphemy!!!!”

The context theory from(Yule, 1996), Caiaphas expresses a strong emotion to the
soldiers to carry out the crucifixion of him. In this situation, the utterance presented an
exclamation utterance because it was spontaneously produced by the Roman Governor,
reflecting their anger and the serious consequences for him. Based on its structural form, the
utterance is categorized as an exclamation form because it has a pattern 5W1H (What) +
article a + noun + exclamation sign (!). Where “what” is the exclamatory determiner, “a” as an
indefinite article, “blasphemy” is the noun, and a sign of spontaneous anger by (!).

What a blasphemy (!)
(Exclamatory determiner) (article) (N) (Exclamatory sign)

Data 2
J/Ut66/00:18:02
Jesus: “How disrespectful you are to my father’s house !!!!!!”

The context theory from (Yule, 1996), Jesus was angry because he saw his father’s
house change into the marketplace that makes his angry in full action. The utterance
presented an exclamation utterance because it was spontaneously anger produced by Jesus
in the marketplace. Based on its structural form, the utterance is categorized as an
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exclamation form because it has a pattern 5W1H (How) + adjective + subject + verb +
exclamation sign (!). Where “how” is the exclamatory determiner, “disrespectful” is the
adjective, “you” as the subject, “are” as the verb, “to my father’s house” as the prepositional
phrase and “(!)” as the sign of spontaneous anger.

How disrespectful you are (to my father’s house) !!!!
(Exclamatory determiner) (a) (S) (V) (prepositional phrase) (exclamatory

sign).

3.1.2.Functions of Speech Acts

Table 2 shows the frequency and percentage of the five speech act functions identified in the
movie based on Searle’s (1979) classification of illocutionary acts.

Table 2 – Functions of Speech Acts
Functions of Speech Acts Frequency Precentages
Representative Acts 160 40 %
Directive Acts 149 38 %
Expressive Acts
Commissive Acts
Declarative Acts
Total

33
25
27
394

8 %
6 %
7 %

100 %
From the table above shows 394 utterances produced by ten characters in the movie

entitled Last Supper by Mauro Borelli were classified based on (Searle, 1979) theory of speech
acts. Based on the data and chart above, the representative act was identified as the most
dominant type of illocutionary act, while the declarative acts was the least type occurred in the
Last Supper movie.

The dominance of representative acts indicated that the utterance produced by the ten
characters used to express opinions, conveys their beliefs, communicate presuppositions that
were regarded as true, and present various arguments from different points of view among
characters. Through those utterances, resulting in the high frequency of representative acts
in the movie. Meanwhile, declarative acts occurred in only a limited number of utterances
because they could only be performed by characters who possessed institutional/ formal
occasion that appeared in the Last scene of the Last Supper movie. In the movie, declarative
acts were mainly produced during official judgements, particularly when Jesus was carried to
death by crucifixion after he had been regarded as a threat to the religious and social order.
3.1.2.1. Representative Act
Data 1 (Stating)
JI/Ut286/01:08:16
Judas Iscariot: “Something easy for you to understand, money.”

Based on those utterances, the speaker performed an utterance that belonged to a
representative act. The writer can indicate that from the utterance “something easy for you”,
which meant the speaker already knows the perspective of the hearer, especially for humans,
which is “money”. Those utterances were one example of representative acts that were based
on the speaker’s belief and presupposition (Vanderveken, 1990). In this case, Peter believed
the hearer understood what the speaker needed in the negotiation. Peter’s presupposition
was that humans always used money as a transaction during negotiations.
Data 2 (Predicting)
J/Ut274/01:06:18
Jesus: “Truly I said to you tonight before the rooster crows, you, yourself will demand me three
times.”
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Based on (Yule, 1996) theory, the context of the utterance was analysed as follows. A
prediction about a future event was expressed by the speaker. The speaker conveyed his
presupposition because it was strongly believed that the hearer would deny him three times
before the rooster crowed. Through this utterance, the speaker’s belief and warning regarding
the hearer’s future action were conveyed. Therefore, the utterance was categorized as a
representative act with the function of predicting, as it expressed by the speaker’s belief about
an event that had not yet occurred.
3.1.2.2. Directive Act
Data 1 (Commanding)
C/Ut360/01:29:44
C: “Crucify him now”

Based on those utterances, the speaker performed an utterance that belonged to
directive types. The writer indicated that from the utterance “crucify….now”, the word “now”
highlighted the speaker wanted the hearer to perform an action immediately after being
commanded. The speaker had the authority to command the hearer in this case. Those
utterances were one example of directive types for directing someone/to get the hearer
perform an action immediately (Dewi & Jannah, 2022). From those utterance, the speaker
urged the hearer to take immediate action due to the urgency of the situation.
Data 2 (Entreating)
P/Ut319/01:15:34
Peter: “Master, we ask for your forgiveness.”

Based on Yule (1996) theory, the context of the utterance was analysed as follows. The
participants involved in the conversation were Peter and the other disciples. During the
previous event, the disciples had failed to keep watch throughout the night because they had
fallen asleep and forgot about the instruction previously given by their master. In short,
forgiveness was sought from their Master through the utterance, “We ask for your
forgiveness.”. Therefore, the utterance was categorized as a directive act with the function of
entreating because forgiveness was requested from a person with higher position (Fraser,
1998). Compared with begging, entreating was characterized by a higher level of politeness.
3.1.2.3. Expressive Act
Data 1 (Deploring)
P/ Ut.366/01:34:48
Peter: “I failed you, my brother. I failed myself.”

Based on the context of Yule (1996) theory, the analysis was presented as follows: The
participants during the conversation were Peter, who was looking at Judas, who had already
died after hanging himself with a rope that he tied himself. The setting of the place was a
corner of Jerusalem. The goal of the conversation was that the speaker, namely Peter, was
deploring because he had failed as a loyal disciple and a good brother to Judas. Based on the
context, the function of the speaker’s utterance was to express his strong regret of losing his
friend and losing his teacher. This was indicated by his words “I failed you” and “failed myself”
that express a strong regret. (Paramartha & Chandra, 2024) argued this act was conveyed a
strong regret toward a situation.
Data 2 (Complimenting)
C/Ut302/01:11:48
Caiaphas: “How well you have done your job as a good traitor, Judas”

Based on the context of Yule (1996) theory, the analysis was presented as follows: The
participants during the conversation involve Caiaphas and Judas. The setting was in Caiaphas
house. The goal of the conversation was to give a compliment to Judas because Judas finally
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gave the information about his teacher’s location to Caiaphas. The function of utterance was
to compliment Judas. The compliment was given as praise for their action or performance. In
this context, Caiaphas successfully showed a compliment, in which as an expression of
admiration for something they feel, and responded to Judas’ information (Tursunovich, 2022).
3.1.2.4. Commissive Act
Data 1 (committing)
P/Ut280/01:06:20
Peter: “I will not leave you, I will not assault you.”

Based on the context of Yule (1996) theory, the analysis was presented as follows: The
participants during the conversation include Peter, Jesus, and the disciples. The setting of this
conversation was set in Mark’s house. The functions of the utterance was as an committing
act. Peter stated something that committed himself to a future action. By saying “I will,” he
expressed the action that would be performed in the future. This indicated that the utterances
presented a commissive act, in which the speaker committed himself to carrying out the action
action in the future (Searle & Vanderveken, 1985). This was related to the speaker’s
commitment to a future action. In short, this utterance represented commissive act.
Data 2 (Threatening)
C/Ut80/00:19:45
Caiaphas: “Are you prepare for the highest pay for him?”

Based on the context of Yule (1996) theory, the analysis was presented as follows: The
participants during the conversation include Caiaphas and Judas. The setting of the place
was set in Judas’ house. The goal of the conversation was to threaten Judas so that he would
be more careful about his future’s action. The function of the speaker’s utterance was identified
as a threatening act directed toward the listener, with the intention of making him feel guilty
and persuading him to change the situation after being threatened (Searle & Vanderveken,
1985).The threatening act was indicated by the utterance “are you prepare?” which meant the
speaker wanted the hearer to think twice before made a decision.
3.1.2.5. Declarative Act
Data 1 (Declaring)
C/Ut354/01:28:49
Caiaphas: “The verdict is he must die”

Based on those utterances, the speaker performed an utterance that belonged to the
declarative act. The writer indicated that from the utterance “the verdict”, those word only
used by someone who had high authority in one place. The position of Caiaphas of that region
was the highest among all of them, that made those utterance performed functionally as a
declared statement. In this case, the speaker uttered those utterances as official information
that immediately changed the situation of the suspect, and no one could disturb the verdict.
Those utterance also were also used only in formal places and occasions. Those utterance
were examples of declarative acts to declared the statement and changed a person’s situation
immediately through someone who had high authority (Putra et al., 2021).
Data 2 (Appointing)
J/Ut386/01:43:37
Jesus: “Peter, I hereby appoint you as a fisher of humans in this world.”

Based on the context of Yule (1996) theory, the analysis was presented as follows: the
participants during the conversation were Jesus and Peter, with the setting of the place in the
shore of Galilee. The goal of the conversation was to appoint Peter as a Leader of Christian
followers in this world. The function of the utterance to perform an appointing act as one
functions from a declarative act. This was indicated by the utterance “I hereby appoint you”,
from this utterance, the appointing act was clearly highlighted by the speaker. From those
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utterance, an appointing act was performed as declarative act. It was used to made something
official through the speaker’s statement and to appointed Peter, based on careful
consideration, to assume the responsibility (Searle & Vanderveken, 1985; Yunus et al., 2024).

3.2. Discussions
The discussion of this research showed that the theories of speech acts from Austin (1962)
and (Searle, 1979) were relevant and appropriate to answer the research questions of the
research. Based on the findings, the writer found that the form and the functions of speech
acts, appeared clearly in the movie and could be analysed effectively through the theories
used in this study. The first one was the form of speech acts, The finding from the writer could
strongly support the (Austin, 1962) theory during the research process. The analysis showed
that the utterances produced by the characters in the Last Supper movie can be clearly
classified based on Austin’s theory. In previous studies by Khodijah et al., (2025), the
researchers had already discussed locution. However, from their studies, the writer found that
there are some differences in the dominant form of utterances from the research between the
writer’s findings and (Khodijah et al., 2025; Septiaji et al., 2025) findings. In their findings, the
dominant form of locutionary act was located in the imperative form; in the present study, the
most dominant form was located in the declarative form. The previous study found imperative
form dominant because the numerous instruction, and commands were delivered by main
characters. Their finding was depicted a role of Levi, which was reflecting a leader and soldier,
that took so many responsibilities in the movie. In the present study, the most dominant form
was the declarative form from ten characters in the Last Supper movie to give clarification and
expressed different points of view that represented their own beliefs.

Throughout the Last Supper movie, several conflicts and disagreements were depicted,
causing declarative form of utterance to be conveyed more frequently rather than other forms.
Additional tension was showed by the disclosure information by Judas, through which Jesus
were revealed to the Caiaphas, leading to his dead. Moreover, a major conflict among the
twelve disciples was created by Judas and was added by the denial of Jesus by Peter. The
confrontations between Jesus and Caiaphas were also depicted. In short, the dominance of
declarative form was considered to reflect selfishness, clarifications, sorrow, and dramatic
conflicts conveyed through the declarative form of utterances. The second one was the
functions of speech acts. The findings from the writer also highly support Searle’s theory
(1979) about the functions of speech acts study. The result indicated representative act
became the most dominant type with 160 data, the theory from Searle was considered suitable
for this research clear in analysis of classifying the utterance. The findings was not significantly
different from the previous studies from Khodijah et al., (2025). However, this research could
give a contribution for the future research because there was still a gap. In the previous
studies, the researcher did not find any declarative acts data, the reason behind it because as
a soldier, their job was the execution of orders by higher authorities, such as following
instructions and ensuring that commands were emphasized through the movie. In the present
study, the writer found declarative acts data that showed higher authority; the declarative acts
from the Last Supper movie were conveyed by Jesus and Caiaphas. Declarative acts were
able to be performed because the institutional authority was held by Caiaphas, who occupied
the highest position in Jerusalem. Caiaphas could give verdict to crucify Jesus, and the
decision could not be opposed by those under his authority. On the other hand, spiritual of
Christian authority was held by Jesus. Therefore, only these who leader depicted as
possessing the authority to made an official decision throughout The Last Supper movie.

4. Conclusions
This study investigated the speech acts study of 394 utterances spoken by ten characters in
the Last Supper Movie, classified by the forms of speech acts and the functions of speech
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acts. The analysis highlights two core findings central to understanding ten characters
communication style and character; first, Declarative forms with a total of 214 utterances,
reflected the intense conflicts, disagreements, and opposing perspectives among the
characters throughout the movie. In contrast, the exclamatory form was identified as the least
frequently occurring form in The Last Supper movie. This form was used to express the
character’s spontaneous emotional responses to various situations. Exclamatory utterances
reflecting the intense anger, shock, fear, and frustration were uttered by the characters
especially in the emotional scenes; in which in the scene crucifixion of Jesus. Regarding the
functions of speech acts, the dominant act was representative acts with a total 160 utterances,
demonstrating several arguments, different point of view, and defending their own beliefs,
arguing, and intense conflict. The last one is declarative acts, reflected official judgements,
particularly when Jesus was carried to death by crucifixion after he had been regarded as a
threat to the religious and social order.

In short, the value of this analysis lies on application of speech act theory that reflected
the pragmatic communication of each characters, beliefs, and arguments. This study proved
how linguistic forms and its function of utterance to the interaction among characters in the
Last Supper movie. Further studies were encouraged to extend the present research by
investigating speech acts in an educational setting, particularly an analysis of speech acts
produced by English teachers during classroom management. Such investigations were
expected to provide deeper insights into how speech acts were employed to explain the
learning material, give instructions, ask questions, give feedback, and facilitate students’
learning. In addition, future research was encouraged to be strengthened through the use of
different perspectives, broader analytical approaches, and more diverse data sources, thereby
expanding the understanding of speech acts in the school area.
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