— E——

Senses and Meaning Analysis of Synaesthetic Metaphors

in the novel ‘Harry Porter and the Gebler of Fire’

AFHESNS 0 5

Submitted i Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements

For the Deygree ol “Sagana Sastra’

By

HIDAYATI KRAIRAT

T LBS OTS

=

EMNGLISH NDEPARTMENT

FACULTY {(#F LETTERS

ANDALAS UINIVERSITY
ZiHIE



TN

ABSTRAK

Dalam skripsi inl, penulis membahas cerapan indra dan makna metaiora sinestetik
vang ditemukan di dalam teks novel ‘Homy Porter and the Goblet of Fire' karya
LK Rowling. Tujuan dari penelitian ini adalah menentukan macam-macam perpindahan
pengalaman dari sato cerapan indra ke cerspan indra vang lain dan makna metafora
sinestetik vang terdapat dalam novel tersebut,

Untuk penelitian ini, dota yang di analisis sebanyak 15 data. Teorl penelitian ini
mengace pada gabungan teori yang dikemukakan oleh Ullmann dan Day vang membagi
emis cerapan indra menjadi enam, Adepen makns dari metafora sinestetik ito
disnterpretasikan dengan  menggunakan  prinsip-prinsip  interpretasi  retafors vang
dikemukakan olch Searle. Selain i, mukna metafora sinestetik ite juga ditentukan aleh
wonteks situasi dalzm kalimat ity sendiei.

Berdasarkan hasil analisis. penulis menemukan bahwa metafora sinestetik vang
paling sering muncut adalah jenis perpindaban cerapan pengolaman indra peraba ke indra
pendengaran (touch to sound). lenis metafora sinestetik ini muncul sebanyvak 4 metalon
sinestetik gt sebesar 26, 7 % Penggunaan jenis metafora sinestetik ini lebil sering
dibutubkan oleh penulis novel untuk mengekspresikan maksudnya,
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background of the Study

Language plays an impoctant role in human communicstion, Withour language,
we cannst communicate each other. By using language, we can express our thoughts and
ideas. This is in line with what Evans and Green say thal “lapguage aliows quick and
eflective expression, and provides a well developed means of encoding and transmitting
complex and subtle ideas™ (2006:0).

Language itself has form and meaning. They are the basic unit of languaae.
Language is & svstem for expression of meaning and for carrying oul its symbolic and
interactive function. A form is the ::lrdu‘.-gruphy representation 1hat we sec on the written
page. A meaning is the conventional semantic content that is associzted with the form.
For example, the Torm “cat’ is used to refer to a certain Xind ol meaning.

There are two kinds of language. They are literal lanpusge and Ggurative
fanguage. The literal languape has meaning as it is utterad. The Ggurative tanguage has
the implied meaning or we can say that the meaning of the figurative language i35 based
on the context. Figurative language is often used in the daily communication, literary
works, speech, and so on. As Ungerer and Schimd say that “it is commeoen knowledge that
words are often used in figurative senses™ (1926:114). Even the young children, they tend

o wse figurative language in communication.
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ne of the figures of speech in language that should be interpreted figuratively is
metephor. Metaphor as a linguistic device is the common figure of speech and exisis in
all buman language. We can find metaphor in every day Tife, not only in language hin
also in thought and action. “The way we think, whal we experience, and what we do
svery day 15 very much o matter of metaphor™ (Lakell & Jlohnson, 1980:3), This
condition makes metaphor become one of the most extensively discussed figurative
anguane.

Metaphor cannot be interpreted literalty, it must be interpreted mewphorically, It
1= like whal Black says in Ortony (1979:21} that “amang the mystery of human speech,
metaphor has remained one of the most baffling (Bovle, 1934, p. 23717 So the mystery, in
thiz case, simply means that metaphor has an implied meaning, When the metaphor user
savs something: he does not really mean thai. 1t is hike; they sav one thing and mean
another, :

Metaphor creates an unusual comparison between one thing and another thing that
unconnected to it. Actually, there is o lot of metaphoric ansfer in metaphor. One of the
most commaon types of metaphoric trimsfer is synaesthetic metaphor, This metaphorical
cupression is the unity of senses. In this metaphor. the transier of information is from ane
sense modality to another. There s guite unique comparison in this metaphor. The
comparison is between ore sense and another sense that not have similarity cach other.

fhe wnusual comparison could atract the writer atlention and enzame the writer in

working out its meaning.



CHAPTER 4

CONCLUSION

Afler analvzing the senses and the meaning of synaesthetic metaphors, the writer
concludes several points. In interpreting the meaning, the writer uses some of Searles
principles of metaphorical interpretation. But from the data that the writer analyzed, not
sl principles are spplicd to interpret the data.

Then, for the metaphoric tmansfers among sense modalities of the synaesthetic
metaphaors that being analyzed, the writer makes the diagram that is different from the
diagram suggested by Ullmann, Dlimann said that the metephoric transfers are onty
pessible fronn the lower sense oo the higher sense.

From the data thar the wriler analyzed, the writer, however, finds thal there are
few metaphoric transfers from the higher sense into the lower sense. We can tike the
example from datem 5 “said thickly’, In this synacsthetic metaphor, He motant
transfer occurs from “sound to touch’, Though, we know that the level of sound is higher
than touc!

the model of metaphoric transfers among sense modalites can be seen in the
Figure 1. From all of the analyzed data, the writer alse finds that the dominan o pe ol
metaphoric transfer is “from touch 1w sound’. We can see the mites o seeurrence in
Fe 4 LN weter azsumes that the Lype *from touch tosound” often S[ICHTE DECALSS
this type is often needed to express the idens of the novel writer and it also can impress

the reader.
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