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ABSTRACT

Sari, Novika Negrita. 2014Commisive Speech Act in The Second US
Presidential Debate. Study Program of English, Faculty of Cultural Béas,
Universitas Brawijaya. Supervisor: Eni Maharsi; §igervisor: Didik Hartono.

Keywords: Speech Acts, Commisive Speect Acts Vebhsect Speech acts,
Indirect Speech, Second US Presidential Debate.

Communicating is one of the fundamental requiresémt someone to be
able to understand each other. In this study, theemexamined the commissive
speech act inherent in the debate between Presiinack Obama and Mitt
Romney in Second U.S. Presidential Debate edilibere are three problems in
this study: (1a) what types of commisive speech @di) what are the
classifications of commisive speech acts (2) what the direct and indirect
commisive speech act.

This study used a qualitative approach. Researsigmevas text analysis
which was applied to analyze the data. The dat& wWer sentences produced by
Barack Obama and Mitt Romney in the Second U.Ssitkatial Debate. The
writer also put the results of the analysis in thigle to make it easier to read the
results of the analysis.

The results showed there are kinds of commissiie & the debate.
Researchers found 23 conversations that indicaklecutionary acts of
commissive. Of these 23, 2 were respectively offersavhich the President or
governor speech aim to provide a quote form designsevolution to the
American nation. There were also 4 promises whaeedebater aimed to give a
promise to perform his obligations as a good pesgidor the country. After that,
there are 6 refusings in which the speaker triegive the refusal or denial of the
statement that is not true. In addition, thereGawe@wing acts aimed to give oaths
so that the listeners can be more confident aneéveehny major changes which
are made to countries such as the U.S. increagecbtimtry's economy. Last is 5
volunteering acts which have a goal to not give adrmte relief from the
president who made volunteering acts without amgcigie purpose. All these
results indicate that the debate contains movedntsentences that have implied
meaning and purposes.

The writer suggests to the next reaserchers corastiidy on speech act
focusing on two-way communication among other mulijures because there
will be more various types of illocutionary acttimo-way communication.



ABSTRAK

Sari, Novika Negrita 2014. Tindak Tutur Komisif Dalam Second US Presidential
Debate. Program Studi Sastra Inggris, Universitas Brawijaya. Pembimbing (1) Eni
Maharsi, (1) Didik Hartono.

Kata Kunci: Tindak Tutur, Tindak tutur komisif, Tindak tutur langsung, Tindak
tutur tidk langsung, Second US Presidential Debate.

Berkomunikasi adalah salah satu kebutuhan mendasar seseorang untuk
dapat memahami satu sama lain. Dalam penelitian ini, penulis meneliti tindak
tutur komisif yang terdapat di dalam perdebatan antara presiden Barack Obama
dan Mitt romney dalam edisi Second US Presidential Debate. Ada tiga rumusan
masalah dalam penelitian ini yaitu (1a) jenis tindak illokusi komisif apa sajakah
yang ada (1b) memeriksa lebih luas tindak komisif apa sgja (2) penyampaian
langsung dan tidak langsungkah.

Penelitian ini menggunakan pendekatan kualitatif. Rancangan penelitian
digunakan dalam mengaplikasikan bentuk teks untuk menganalisis data. Data
diambil dari ungkapan debat oleh Barack Obama dan Mitt Romney dalam Second
US Presidential Debate. Penulis juga meletakkan hasil analisis dalam tabel untuk
memudahkan membaca hasil analisis.

Hasil penelitian menunjukkan terdapat semua jenis tindak komisif di
dalam perdebatan. Peneliti menemukan 23 percakapan yang menunjukkan tindak
ilokusi dari komisif. Dari 23 tersebut masing-masing terdapat 2 penawaran,
seperti dalam ujaran Presiden atau gubernur yang memiliki tujuan untuk
memberikan penawaran berupa rancangan-rancangan demi menuju perubahan
besar negara Amerika. Selain itu juga terdapat 4 berjanji dimana para pembicara
berjanji untuk melakukan kewagjibannya sebaga Presiden yang balk untuk
negaranya. Setelah itu, terdapat 6 penolakan di mana pembicara berusaha untuk
memberikan bantahan atau penolakan terhadap ungkapan yang tidak benar. Selain
itu, terdapat 6 pernyataan sumpah yang bertujuan untuk memberikan sumpah agar
para pendengar lebih yakin dan percaya adanya perubahan besar yang dilakukan
untuk negara Amerika seperti meningkatnya perekonomian negara. Terakhir
adalah 5 bantuan atau pengungkapan suka rela yang memiliki tujuan untuk
meberikan bantuan langsung dari Presiden tanpa ada maksud tertentu. Dari semua
hasil tersebut menunjukkan bahwa dalam debat lebih banyak menggunakan
kalimat tidak langsung yang memiliki makna dan tujuan tersirat.

Penulis menyarankan kepada peneliti selanjutnya untuk mencari subyek
penelitian yang didalamnya melibat dua orang. Serta mencari bahan yang akan
diteliti lebih dari satu dan menggunakan teori lain untuk meneliti agar
mendapatkan hasil yang berbeda.

Vi
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CHAPTERII

INTRODUCTION

This chapter presents an Introductiorsiiimg of background of the study,

problems of the study, objectives of the study defihition of key terms.

1.1 Background of the Study
Everybody uses language to communicate. Larguammes in many

shapes and sound. Morever, language is simultalyepbgsical process and a
way of sharing meaning among people. Language expression of an idea and
it is used to interact with each other either ia tbrm of spoken, written, and even
a gesture. In speaking, it is known that human desn express their opinions
directly and orally. In communication, human mustduce both utterances and
acts to be given to others. Utterance could be asichain point in speech acts. In
everyday life, when people communicate to eachrpthey have an expression to
receive the utterance. It means that when people aaonversation, there occurs
act or perform. People perform action through thtdrance.

“Utterance means what is said by person beforaf@r another person
begins to speak (Richard et al, 1985, p. 302)mdans that when people have a
conversation, there occurs utterances. People rperfaction through that
utterance. Acording to Austin (1996, p. 47) caliedpeech acts. Speech act is a
way of expressing human’s thought through the woidany of them may
include some certain acts which are used to inlaesthers. A study of speech

act can be applied in various situations.



In speech act, the presence of particular antees can even be used to
perform actions without remove some physical orgem@rder to reveal our
minds. Moreover, it is obvious that utterances dbsccertain acts as stated by
Austin (1975, p. 153). From what Austin alreadytesiapeople say something, do
something because they performs an action andnsesflection of speech acts.
According to Austin (1962, p. 149) when a speakégrsi a sentence, she or he
may perform the three types of acts. There aretilmuary act, illocutionary act
and perlocutionary act. In general, the objectivehe research is to describe
phenomena of speech acts in communication thatctefl on Presidential Debate
The specific aim of this research is to find ou¢ tbcutionary act, commisive
speech act in illocutionary act and the indirentictire of commisive speech act
that are used by President Obama and RepublicaineernMitt Romney. Thus,
utterances is necessary to convey messages eacltrotigh the use of language.

In the world of pragmatics, Searle @9@. 23-24) divides the kinds of
acts into three types. They are locutionary, iltameary, and perlocutionary acts.
Locutionary act is the act of saying something witgrances, while illocutionary
act performs through the communicative in sayingething, and perlocutionary
act is the effect of the utterances to the he&autionary act is anything uttered
by the speech participans in the process of coatiers According to Mey (2009,
p. 1002), locutionary acts is the production of @amingful linguistic expression.
Every utterance which is uttered by the speakether writer has meaning.
lllocutionary act is act of utterances which ardivieed by the speaker which

must. be understood by the hearer. The final conaptspeech act is



perlocutionary act. It is the impact for the heatter receiving both locution and
illocution from the speaker. In this case the wribaly chooses locutionary act
and one kind of the illocutionary act which is edlicommisive speech act.

The writer analyzed the Second US PresiadleDebate. Then it will be
classified into types of locutionary acts, illoautary acts which belong with
speech acts. The writer is interested in doingareseof the commisive speech act
in the second US Presidential debate because Hhiticipns have different
expressions making utterances which are statenoertsscriptions, or which are
acts, such as, for example, promises, apologids, bewarnings. It is supposed
to be a distinction between utterances which ayenga and utterances which are
doings. Then, the spesific reason why the writeroske the video of presidential
debate because in this debate there is a lot dfigabl appointments. This
appoinment will be included in the sentence of casiwra speech act verbs. The
limitation of this study, the writer chooses toaliss commisive speech act verb.
Why? Because in this video there are many kindsoaimisive. For examplef*
you graduated in the top quarter of your class, we gave you a Jhon and Abigail
Adams Scholarship...” the sentence include of commisive becauseeiams that
Mitt Romney promises to someone to give a schoirsh

So in this case the writer mainly concern in thengosive speech act in
the second US Presidential debate for her reseéarahswer the phenomenon of
speech act that are used by President Barack Oaadislitt Romney in different
form. By analyzing their perform types of acts whare used by President and

Republican nominee, at hemstead 16, October New, YaiY the researcher will



be able to answer and give clear description ofynpeanform types of acts belong

speech acts.

1.2 Problemsof the Study
. The writer formulates three mains problems toabswered as stated in
following research questions:
1. a. What kind of commisive speech act can be foundhe second US
presidential debate?
b. What are the classifications of commisive speed¢s iacThe Second US
Presidential Debate?
2. What is the syntactic realization of indirect andecdt speech act in

commisive speech act found in the US Second Prasad®ebate?

1.3 Objectives of the Study
In general, the study is intended to analymephenomena of locutionary

and commisive speech act verbs in illocutionaryg axdtutterances by President

Obama and Republican nominee Mitt Romney. The tibgsof the study are:

1. a. To find out the kind of commisive speech aatbseused in the Second
Presidential Debate.

b. To investigate the extent to which the commisiveesih act verbs used in

the second Presidential Debate.

2. To find the syntactic realization of indirect andredt speech act in

commisive speech act found in the Second Presaldi¢ibate.



1.4 Definition of Key Terms

The following are some key terms that will be usetuunderstand this study

better:

1.

Speech Acts: The action performed through utterances (Yul€61b p.
47)

Commisive Speect Acts Verbs: This is the act when the speaker commit
themselves to future actions. (Austin 1962, p.)150

Direct Speech acts: Direct speech acts are speech acts done byg usin
sentences/utterances whose forms and functionshntatceach other
(Grundy 2000, p. 59)

Indirect Speech: Indirect speech acts are speech acts produceding
sentences/utterances whose forms and functionsotlonatch (Grundy
2000, p. 59)

Second US Presidential Debate: Debriefing conducted by president
Barack Obama with Republican nominee Mitt Romnéye Guestion was
given from the audience from Hofstra University wivant to give their
thoughts to president and Mitt Romney. This is #egond debate by
President Barack Obama and Mitt Romney, moderagedamdy Crowley

of CNN'’s State of the Union. This debate was showadOctober 16,

2012 in Hempsteadhttp://pd.npr.ory

Syntactic Realization: The realization of illocutionary act that is

commonly used in different ways.



CHAPTERII

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

In conducting the research, the writexdsethe linguistic theories as a basis
of her study on speech act and also the typesmpeidd acts, which are related to
the statement of the problem. In order to know ebexet, the writer reviewed the
significant theories and the previous study abpeesh act and types perform of

acts which has ever been made as the referenoppors the study.

2.1 Theoretical Frameworks
Theoretical fameworks includes theorretated to this study such as

pragmatics, speech act, locutionary act, perlonatip act and previous study.

2.1.1Pragmatics

Pragmatic mostly concerns with analgzpeaker meaning at the level of
utterances and this amounts to a sentence, rdiaertéxt, sized unit of language
use (Grice 1975:51). According to Morris (1938)agmatics is the study of the
relation of signs to interpreters. Thus, pragmascthe study of how interpreters
engage in the “taking-account-of” designata (thestaction of interptretants) of
sign-vehicles. Grice describes a contemporary @ersif pragmatics which
focuses on meaning in context, but expands bothsiga” and the “user” ends of
the sign-user relationship. Grice divided pragnsaiitto two concept, speaker
meaning and the cooperative principle. Pragmasca study about the use of

language in social contexts and the ways in whidopfe produce and



comprehend meanings through language. Accordingute (1996, p.3) there are
four areas that pragmatics concerned with. Thosasaare speaker meaning,
contextual meaning, implicit meaning (how to getrencommunicated than is
said), and the expression of relative distancemRtwose areas, it can be said that
pragmatic study consists of deixis, speech act eawent, implicature, and

politness.

2.1.1.1 Speech acts

According to Sadock (2009) when peoppeak, they use language to
achieve a variety of functions like expresing difet emotions, started an
argument or even insults someone. All of the ‘tsirdescribed before can be said
to be speech acts: ‘acts done in the process aksypg. For the study of speech
acts three things have to be considered (i) langusse, (ii) intention of the
speaker and (iii) interaction in a social contéearle (1969:16) assures that all
linguistic communication involves linguistic actsThe unit of linguistic
communication is not only symbol, word or sentermegven the token of the
symbol, word or sentence, but rather the produatioissuance of the symbol or
word or sentence in the performance of speech lcteans that speech acts tend
to use spoken language than written form Speechisa@ kind of verbal
communication. The words speech acts are derivad two words arespeech
and act. Speech is the utterance that occurs and act mediaos.alhat is the
reason why people have to interprate the meaningpofunication or language
through speech acts. Many times, in conversatiaplpedo not only saying, but

also forcing the hearer to do something. Based ostiA (in Levinson 1969:12)



point of view, speech acts are divided into thragg They are locutionary acts,

illocutionary acts and perlocutionary acts.

21.1.1.1 Locutionary Acts

When person saying something, peopleadly did the locutionary acts.
According to David and Hanley (2003, p.1), we ndexllevel of locutionary acts,
acts of saying something and we can use a senteiticea given locutionary
coontent in a variety of ways. It means that inrgvetterances which are
delivered by the speaker included the content ensiidthe utterances. According
to Mey (2009, p. 1002) states that locutionary daststhe production of a
meaningfull linguistic expression. It means thaérmgvexpression which is made
by people has a meaning, such as utterances debydhe speaker. According to
Mey (2009, p.1002), locutionary is the basic acthef speaking. It means that all

utterances delivering called locutionary act.

2.1.1.1.2Illocutionary Acts

The illocutionary act is analyzed basadcontext; it is about what’s going
on behind the text. Context is the background kedgé assumed to be shared by
s (speaker) andh (hearer) and which contributes Is interpretation of what s
means by given utterance (Leech, 1983:13). For plalfeels hot, isn?” To
find the illocutionary aspect in this sentenceught to relate to the context when
this utterance occurs. Searle (1969) continuediAsdheory about illocutionary
acts by dividing illocutionary ract into five typesxpositives, behabitives,

commisives, exercitives, and verdictives. Theseiltionary acts are theoretically



indicated by the presence of perfomative verbs sischapologize, | admit, and |
argue. The complete definition is presented asvi!

a. Expositives
It is the first type of illocutionary act which @ommonly produced to
state information. Utterances containing expositigan be identified
using these performative verbs are explicitly statethe beginning of
the statement. However, expositives also indicatéti the use of
proposition of the utterances such as affirmingforiming,
announcing, aswering, claiming, classifying, comugyr confirming,
and insisting. These speech act can be used to amleement to
others.

b. Behabitives
This is the second type of illocutionary act proetlicco exhibits
attitudes and idea. It also can be defined as iogadb other’s
behavior or psycological state. Examples are ajmlug
congratulating, commending, condoling, cursing, aiallenging.
Example,I'm sorry to hear that!

c. Commissives
In these acts the speakers commit themselves teefaictions. The act can
be a promise, a simple statement but the functoomthat the person is
committed to the statement s/he has given. Thatiote behind commisive
acts is that of offering, promising, refusing, vagi and volunteering

(Cutting, 2002). Statements which commit the spe&ke course of action

as described by the propositional content. Exampia, going to do
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something According to Austin (1962, p. 150) Commisive &ypified by
promising or otherwise undertaking. These verbsnitrthe speaker to do
something but include also declarations or annaumecgs of intention,
which are not promises, and also rather vague shirfgch like espousals, as
for example siding with. The point of ' a commisigetd commit the speaker
to a certain course of action. In Second US PresmleDebate, there are
commisive in promise. The speaker will doing pramis another people or
himself for the future action. It is happen to mdke listener belief with
what the speaker said. The Longman Dictionary ofit€mporary English
(1978, p. 878) specifies that promising is “a stast, which someone else
has a right to believe and depend on, that oneowiltill not do something,
give something, etc.”. The Webster's Seventh NewvleQ@te Dictionary
(1990, p. 682) mentions that promising is “a dextian that one will do or
refrain from doing something specified”. Promisimgy take the form of an
oath, conditional promise, or one word promise”céing to Wierzbicka

(1987, p. 204-13)vhen someone promise, he is trying to strengthen th
degree of assurance to the hearer, whereas in gpwia speaker is
trying to obligate himself to do a certain act. g difference between
promising and vowing can be accounted for in tgbtlof assumption
that promising is hearer-oriented while vowing [geaker-oriented.
Moreover, vowing includes the use of scared erititythe speaker,
whereas promising does not necessitate such ay.dntithe same
spirit, vowing is private while pledging is publaecause in vowing
the speaker asks God as a witness that he will dotodo something,

while in pledging the speaker would like all peopdeknow that he
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will do a certain actOne example according to Joan Cutting (2002, p. 17)
that saidl will love you, dear, | will love yquthat the example from
promising act when Till China and Africa meet. Tlarical verb promising
that have been showed is “I will’. The statemeke [il will always be
there for you' can conclude as vowing. It meanstti@ speaker make
a obligate to always be there for the hearer with lbig impact in the
fuuture of their life.

In theory of commisive there not only promgsior vowing,
but also offering. Another example for the kindcoimmisive speech
act is a statementcome on’, he said, | will gift you a lifis a direct
commisive offering a lift to the inspector, and cuitting himself to
future action. Offer is regarded as a common woreMery day usage
of language for the purpose of presenting sometturige accepted or
refused (to offer someone a drink, money or hefpjocexpress ones
willingness or intention to do something and ledve offer free to
accept or refuse that offer (Oxford Modern Englxbtionary, 1992:
739). The other kinds of commisive is volunteeraay that for give a
statement purpose to help someone or people insonee future
action. For example i¢ll come and help at the weeken@he lexical
verb of volunteering i8Sl will help” that means the speaker will give
some help to the hearer without any regulation. Tdst of the

example is about refusing in statemeklVe’ will not do that! The
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lexical verb of refusing iswill not” it means that the speaker want to
refuse that he/she will not do anyting in someubdife action.

d. Verdictives
Verdictives have connection to fact and value whiglfor different
reasons hard to be certain about. Some propositiaicating
verdictives are dismissing, christening,  naming, adgrg,
characterizing. Exampleybu’are out” said by a teacher to student
because she/he noisy in the class.

e. Exercitives
This act is used to get someone else to do songetbinthe speaker.
The example for this kind of illocutionary are co@mding,
requesting, warning and ordering. Example sentecméld you open
the window for me, pleasd?means that the speaker request to hearer

for open the window because she/he fell hot irceffbom.

2.1.1.1.3 Perlocutionary Acts

Perlocutionary act means the act of éifigcsomeone (Wijana, 1996: 20).
In perlocutionary, there is an influence affecteTdpeaker tries to influence the
hearer to do what he/she wants to do. Accordingridte (1996, p.48) the
utterance which is meaningful and containing cerfanction also has intended
meaning which gives an effect for the hearer. lorstihe action of the hearer as

the effect of the speaker’s utterance is perlooatip acts.
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21.1.2 Syntactical Realizations

Speech act can be devided into two kivadsely direct and indirect speech.
Thus, direct and indirect speech act are the wayeadple to perform the
locutionary act and illocutionary act. In definingther people perform direct and
indirect speech act, they need to know about thtesee type and the function of
sentence. Yule (1996, p. 55) states that whenédwaxetis a direct relationship
between a structure or form and a function, itafled as a direct speech act.
While, whenever there is an indirect relationshigiween a stucture and a
function, it is called as indirect speech act. Egkmm
1) Il never sell her
2) | wonder when the train leaves
These example above describe the direct and indipeech act. Example number
one is syntactically declarative sentence withftimetion as a statement. It is as a
direct speech act because the sentence form ahdhdson is match each other.
While in number two, it is an indirect speech aetduse the sentence form with
the function do not match each other. The declarasentence should be
functioned to give a statement but in the exampleve it is functioning as a
qustion ‘do you know when the train leaves?

Moreover, Grundy (2000, p. 59) arguedt tactually every sentence type
can be used for every utterance function. The el@arapove shows that the
declarative sentence can be taken not only as & gfatement, but also as an
indirect question or order or as a request. Anoth@mpleTell me whay it's a

good idea This example, as can be seen, is syntacticadlyzed as an imperative
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sentence but the function not for ordering or retjng, but as a question in which
the speaker hopes to know the answer of why itgsal idea. From the examples
above,it can concluded that every sentence typetewba it is syntactically
declarative, imperative and interrogrative senteitcean be used also for every
utterance functioned as a asseration, order oestgu a question. In fact, as can
be seen in every day life, when people make a stqureorder, they almost do it

indirectly by using the integorrative sentence.

2.2 Previous Studies
Related to the study, there are someipus studies conducted to analyze

the phenomena of illocutionary acts. The firsthis study of ‘Speech Acts in the
Main Characters’ Utterances Containing ConflictSinmdog MillionaireMovie”
by Ulfa (2010). The study aimed to analyze the fiotiary and lllocutionary act
found in the main characters utterances containtogflicts in Slamdog
Millionaire movie. In the study she used Searleotlieto analyze the main
characters utterances which consist of conflictsat movie. In her result study,
she found 57 utterances from 10 conversationsmfland Salim which consist
of conflicts in Slamdog Millionaire movie. There&rshe found all types of
locutionary acts and four types illocutionary datthe finding, she found out that
conflicts could happen because there was sometinogg with speech act which
means that the listener could not catch the message

The second previous study is the jouohdEpeech Act Study: Differences
Between Native and Nonnative Speaker Complaint t&jres” by Moon,

(unavailable year). This journal presented the cpesct used by native and
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nonnative speakers of American English when theydaing complaint. Actually

they have many differents words and utterances vthemative and nonnative
speak to each other. They have to know how to perfthe speech act by
considering aspects like the hearer, the relatipnsith the hearer, the topic, the
purpose of the speech, and the appropriate lingumtms for the speech act in
their sociocultural of linguistics. In fact, it fsequently observed that nonnative
speakers fail in successful communication in aeiatgnguage. The journal also
talked about what the rule of complaint and levelgammar and vocabulary
between native and nonnative speakers.

There are some similarities and diffeenbetween this study and those
studies. The similarity lays on the theory of prafimused to analyze the objects.
The difference lays on the focus analysis. In tbése, Ulfa uses Slumdog
Millionaire movie as her object and Kyunghye Moaes! Differences Native and
Nonnative Speaker Complaint Strategies as his tdjedhis research the writer
used Second US Presidential Debate as the obgetiisl study the writer aimed
to analyze the illocutionary and kinds of commiswezb speech acts found in the
Second US Presidential Debate by President Baraaim@ with Mitt Romney as
the nominee. The writer identified the syntacticedlizations. In addition, the
writer did not use Searly theory to complete tlesearch. The writer chose Joan

Cutting (2002) theory as a reference to analyzeghidy.



CHAPTER 111

RESEARCH METHOD

The researcher divides this chapter sdme points which discuss some
aspects related to the research methods. Theyeaearch design, data source,
data collection, and data analysis. On the basthefesearch problem, the type
of this research was data analysis in qualitater@ach. According to Denzin
and Lincoln which is quoted by Creswell (1994, gi2at qualitative research is
multi method in focus, involving an interpretiveataralistic approach to its
subject matter. From those description, qualitatesearchers study these things
in their natural setting, attempting to make seoker interpret phenomena in
terms of the meanings people bring to them. Qual@gaesearch to the studied
use and collection of a variety of empirical matkoase study, personal
experience, instropective, life story, interview,bservational, historical,

interaction.

3.1 Type of Research

This study was classified as a qualiatiesearch focusing on pragmatic
based on the meaning and the reason use utteransesond US Presidential
Debate. The design of this research was documealysas: in qualitative
approach. According to Denzin and Lincoln whichyisoted by Creswell (1994,
p.2):

Qualitative reaserch is multi method on focus, lavm an interpretive

naturalistic approach to its subject matter. Thisans that qualitative

16
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researches study these things in their naturahgetittempting to make
sense of or interpret phenomena in term of the mgarpeople bring to
them. Qualitative research involves the studied ars@ collection of a
variety of empirical materials-case study, persoraperience,
introspective, life story, interview, observationhlstorical, interaction,
and visual texts that describe routines and proalemmoments and
meaning in idividual’s lives.

Furthermore, Creswell (1998, p.15) states “Qualatresearch is an inquiry

process of understanding based on distinct metbgall traditions of inquiry
that explore social or human problems. The researchilds a complex, holistic
picture, analyzes word, reports detailed, viewsnébrmants and condacts the
study in a natural setting”. So, qualitative reaBervas an approach which learned

more about the social or human phenomena that @cound us.

3.2 Data Source

In this research, the data were theantzes in presidential debate between
US president Barack Obama and Mitt Romney in Sedaeloate which contain
commisive acts, because in this video there arenapy utterances that show
promissing, vowing, refusing, voluntering, offeringhe second US Presidential
debate has already got votes from youtubers. Tisé diebate got votes 5.862
views, while in the second US Presidential Debatevgtes 250.997 views. So
this video is the one of the interesting debatectvhs promising by President
Barack Obama and Mitt Romney. The utterances wenesc¢ribed into script
which then classified into commisive speech acbsend the script becomes the

source of the data.
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3.3 Data Collection

Data collection steps were elaborated as follows:

1. Downloading the video on youtube at 02 Novembei3201
2. Watching the video of US second presidential debate

3. Transcribing the dialogue debate.

4. Identify utterances containing commisive acts.

3.4 DataAnalysis

In this process the writer did some pohges to analyze the data. Miles
and Huberman (1994) reveal three current flows ath canalysis, namely data
reduction, data display, and conclusion drawingfieation. Data reduction is the
process of the selecting, focusing, simplifyingstadicting. Data display is the
way of presenting the obtained data. Conclusionvith@ is aimed to state the
result of the study. Thus, steps of analyzing dathis research include:
4.4.1 Data Reduction

In this step the writer reduced the utterancesatoimg locutionary act and
kind of commisive illocutionary act used by Presidand Republican nominee in
US second presidential debate. The utterances meheéced since there were
similar types of commisive illocutionary act. Theosen utterances were selected
based on the representative type of illocutionatg.a
4.4.2 DataDisplay

The writer presented the data which hasen reduced. In the context of

the study, the data were presented in systemdtie.tAfter presenting the data,
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the writer analyzed each utterance. Then, the widentified the utterances
which belong to commisive speech act. In orderaseethe process of the data
display, the writer used table to put the clastfaa of the utterances of second
Presidential debate based on the type of the conenibocutionaryt act. The

table can be seen in table (3.1).

Table 3.1 Classification of Utterances based on Illocutionary acts and Types

of Commisive | llocutionary acts

No. | Illocutionary acts Commisive lllocutionary acts
Off. Pro. Ref. Vow. | Vol

1

2.

3.

Therefore, there were some codes us in this talile. codes were aimed to
represent each type of commisive illocutionary &bese codes will be obviously
elaborated as follows:

Off : Offering

Pro : Promising

Vow  :Vowing

Vol : Volunteering

Ref : Refusing
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Table 3.2 Indirect Commisive Speech Act.

No. | Utterances SR Sentence Form Function
Grundy (2000) Grundy (2000)
Ind. | Dir. | Dec. | Imp. |Int. | Ass. | Order | Quest.
1.
2.

Therefore, there were some codes use In this tdlle. codes were aimed to
represent each type of indirect commisive speethratthe function of sentence.

These codes are obviously elaborated as follows:

Dec : Declarative Ass  : Assertive
Imp . Imperative Order : Order/request
Int . Interogative Quest. : Question

3.4.3 Conclusion Drawing
Finally the writer will draw a conclusidrased on the locutionary and types

of commisive illocutionary acts in each utterances.




CHAPTER IV

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSIONS

This chapter exposes findings and disicuns arising from the obtained
data in relation to the two research problemss ivided into two separate parts,
namely findings and discussions. In findings, tremeefour stages in analyzing the
data, namely data reduction, data display, datiysisaand conclusion drawing.
However, the data analysis is written in separaté\phich then investigates both
the types of illocutionary act and the syntactalizations of the illocutionary act
for each utterance. The writer has differentiatezldata when doing analyze. The
first data are presented in tabled 4.1.2.1, whetteasecond data are presentend in
tabled 4.1.3.1. The discussion paragraphs are lgfolaborated after presenting
the analysis of the data based on the theoretyaaieiworks and the previous

studies.

4.1 Findings

This subheading illustrated the firgdinderived from the research
problems. The first question concerns with typedlotutionary act based on J.
Cutting commisive speech act theory (2002). Theorsg@cconcern with the
syntactic realizations of those obtained indirewd direct speect act. The analysis
of the utterances is focused on two parts, nanm&ytpes of illocutionary act and

the syntactic realizations of indirect and dirgmtexch act for each utterances.

21
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4.1.1 Data Description and Analysis

There were 23 utterances containing commisive $peet and 30 utterances
containing syntactic realization found in this studrhese utterances were
obtained from trancribed script of Second US Peadidl Debate by President
Barrack Obama with Mitt Romney as a governor. Sirsggne utterances

contained similar commisive speech acts, the wptesented some representative
utterances consisting similar types of commisiveesp act such as promising,
refusing, vowing, volunteering, offering. Then tlsyntactic realization is

presented consisting of sentence form and the rssnteinction based on theory
that the sentence form such as dirrective, imperatnterogative. However the

sentence function such as assertive, order or sg¢galed question. The complete

utterances were put in appendix part.

After presenting the data, it was necessary toyamathese utterances
based on the types of commisive speech act inutliocary act and the syntactic
realization of the illocutionaryt act. The obatingiterances were then selected in
relation to some features of commisive speech &t sis the lexical indication
and the proposition of each utterances. There ®8retterances of commisive
speech act presented in this part, while, theree\@€r utterances of direct and

indirect speech act in this part.



4.1.2 Types of Commisive Speech Act

In this part the data were put into particular l¢albased on the
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classification illocutionary act and the types ofiremisive speech act in order to

make them clear. The complete explanation is edbdrin table 4.1.2.1. The

writer used some codes for the classification ehigasive speech act, namely Off

(Offering), Pro (Promising), Vow (Vowing), Vol (Vohteering), Ref (Refusing).

4.1 Classification of Illocutionary acts and Type®f Commisive lllocutionary

acts
No. lllocutionary Act Commisive Speech Act
Off. | Pro. | Reff.| Vow. | Vol.
1. I'm going to change that. | know what it takes|to N
create good jobs again.
2. But the key thing is to make sure you can get a|job \
when you get out of school.
3. | know what it takes to make sure that you haee|th N
kind of opportunity you deserve. And kids across th
country are going to recognize we're bringing back
economy. It's not going to be like the last fouange
4. And what | want to do is build on the 5 million b N
that we've created over the last 30 months in|the
private sector alone.
5. I want to build manufacturing jobs in this country N
again.
6. I also want to make sure that community colleges|ar v
offering slots for workers to get retrained for jbbs
that are out there right now and the jobs of thergi
7. That's why | put out a five-point plan that gets N
America 12 million new jobs in four years and rgsin
take-home pay.
8. Candy, what Governor Romney said just isn't true N
0. I'll get America rand -North America energy- V
independent. Il do it by more drilling, more

permits and licenses




Table Continued: Classification of

Commisive lllocutionary acts
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lllocutionary ads and Types of

No. lllocutionary Act Commisive Speech Act
Off. | Pro. | Reff.| Vow. | Vol.
10. Candy, there's no doubt that world demand's gone up N
11. But that's not what you done in the last four years N
12 What | want to do is to create an economy that is N
strong and at the same time produce energy
13. I'm going to reduce the tax burden on middle-incgme N
families. And what's that going to do? It's goimg|t
help those families, and it's going to create itives
to start growing jobs again in this country.
14. | said | would cut taxes for middle-class familiasd N
that's what I've done by $3,600
15. | want to get America's economy going again. N
16. | supporting women in the workforce. \
17. | want our legal system to work better. | wanbitbe N
streamlined, | want it to be clearer.
18. I'll put in place an employment verification system N
19. | we did was to streamline the legal immigratioN

system to reduce the backlog, make it easier, simpl
and cheaper for people who are waiting in line,
obeying the law, to make sure that they can come
here and contribute to our country.




Table Continued: Classification of

Commisive lllocutionary acts
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lllocutionary ads and Types of

No. lllocutionary Act Commisive Speech Act
Off. | Pro. | Reff.| Vow. | Vol.
20. | This is the way we're going to create jobs in this N
country...
21. | You know, | don't look at my pension. N
22. | thought we were talking about immigration. N
23. | who is very different than who | am. N

Total

These codes will be obviously elaborated as follows

Off

Pro

Vow

Vol

Ref

: Offering
: Promising
: Vowing
> Volunteering

: Refusing

Based on the findings, there were 23 utterancesacong commisive,

consist of 2 offering, 4 promising, 6 refusing, 6wng, and 5 volunteering.

However, almost utterances used the refusing attvahlunteering act. The first

debater used refusing act to refuse the staternamt the rival. The first debater

as the President and the second governor mostlly adaut the volunteer then

promised to the American. These utterances werkaiega more clearly in data

analysis.
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In this part the data were put into particular ¢alidased on the

classification of indirect speech act as the semeiorm and the function in

commisive speech act to make them clear. The cdenplglanation is elaborated

in table 4.1.2.2. The writer used some codes fer dlassification of sentence

form, namely Int (Interogative), Imp (Imperatived)ec (Declarative) and the

function of sentence, namely Ass (Assertive), Or@@rder/request), Quest.

(Question).

4.2 Table of The Direct and Indirect Speech act irfBecond US Presidential

Debate
No. Utterances SR Sentence Form Sentence functio
Ind | Dirc. | Dec. Imp. Int. | Ass. Ord. Quest

1. | When do you graduate? N N N

2. | Number two, we've got to make
sure that we have the begst \ <
education system in the world.

3. | ... We have not made the progress
we need to make to put people | \ \/
back to work...

4. | Don't take my word for it... v N N

5. | And Governor Romney says he's
got a five-point plan. Governgr
Romney doesn't have a five-point \ v v
plan; he has a one-point plan.

6. | So here's what I've done since Ive
been president. v v v

7. | We continue to make a — it ja
priority for us to go after natural v v v
gas
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Table Continued: The Direct and Indirect Speech acin Second US
Presidential Debate

No. Utterances SR Sentence Form Sentence Functiq
Ind | Dirc. | Dec. Imp. | Int. | Ass. Ord. Quest.

8. | So what I've tried to do is be
consistent. v v v

9. | No, no, how much did you cut
licenses and permits on federal v v v
land and federal waters?

10. | you want me to answer a questign,

I'm — \/ \/ \/

11. | I dont think anyone really
believes that you're a person v v v
who's going to be pushing for qil
and gas and coal.

12. | What | want to do is to create an

economy that is strong and at the v ol v
same time produce energy.
13. | Now, how about deductions? \ N N

14. | Governor Romney has a different
philosophy. He was on "60
Minutes" just two weeks ago, and
he was asked, is it fair fqr
somebody like you, making $20 N \
million a year, to pay a lower ta
rate than a nurse or a bus driver,
somebody making $50,000 a year?
And he said, yes, | think that's fajr.
Not only that, he said, | think
that's what grows the economy.

X

15. | I want to get America's economy
going again. v v v

16. | For me, I look at what's happened
in the last four years and say, this
has been a disappointment. We\/ v v
can do better than this

17. | how come all the people for thes
jobs are — are all men? V \ N

D

18. | how come all the people for thes
jobs are — are all men? \ \ \

A1%

19. | — can't we find some — some
women that are also qualified? v v v
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Table Continued: The Direct and Indirect Speech actin Second US
Presidential Debate

No.

Utterances

SR

Sentence Form

Sentence Func

tion

Ind.

Dirc.

Dec.

Imp.

Int.

ASS.

Ord.

Quest.

20.

Mr. President, why don't you get
in on this quickly, please?

\/

21.

My priority is jobs. | know how
to make that happen.

22.

This is a president who has n
been able to do what he said h
do. He said that he'd cut in ha
the deficit. He hasn't done th
either. In fact, he doubled it.

ot
p'd
\If
at

23.

This is for Governor Romney?

24.

Why did he fail to even promot
legislation that would hav
provided an answer for those th
want to come here legally and fi
those that are here illegally toda
That's a question | think the -
the president will have a chan
to answer right now.

pa

Mr. President, why don't you l¢
me finish?

26.

Mr. President, have you looked at

your pension?

\/

27.

Let me give you some advice.
Look at your pension.

28.

We're — we're — we're a littl
off topic here, yeah. Come o
The — | thought we were talkin
about immigration. | — I — | —|
— | — 11— Ildowantto—|do
want to — | do want to make su

O SO W

that —
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Table Continued: The Direct and Indirect Speech actin Second US
Presidential Debate

No. Utterances SR Sentence Form Sentence Functi

DN

Ind. | Dirc.| Dec. Imp. Int| Ass. Ord.

Ques

29. | So if you're starting a busines
where would you rather start i
We have to be competitive
we're going to create more jobs
here.

DO

_,,
2 4
2

30. | And in the course of that, | think
the president's campaign has
tried to characterize me as — @as \ v v
someone who — who is vety
different than who | am.

Total 18 12 14 3 13 14 7

The codes are aimed to represent each type okectdiommisive speech act and

the function of sentence. These codes will be alshpelaborated as follows:

SR . Syntactic Realization
Dec : Declarative Ass  : Assertive
Imp . Imperative Order : Order/request

Int . Interogative Quest. : Question
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4.1.4 Data Analysis

In the process of analyzing the data, the writeestigated both the types
of commisive speech act and the syntactic reatimaif illocutionary act in detail.
It was also aimed to elaborate the obtained dat miearly. The writer devided
the explaination of analysis of the data into tvaotg. First is the writer explained
the types of commisive speech act. Second the mexplained the types of
syntactic realization of illocutionary act. The bsés was focused on the speaker

that is the President and the governor.

4.1.4.1Types of Commisive Speech Act in Second Debate Fdential Debate

Datum 1

Mitt Romney:_I'm going tachange that. | know what it takes to create gobd |
again.

Types of commisive speech act: Promising

The utterance above is classified as promising (pobmise for the
audience to do in the future). Republican nominet Rlomney promised to the
American people for the state in the future. Thedsoused to make sure the
audience and sentences which can give assuranee been classified in the
promise. Speech that'th going to.." can be explained that Mitt Romney will
change America for (more jobs) future activitiefieTspeaker makes a promise
that he wants American kids get a college educamhfind a job after they are

graduated.
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Datum 2

Mitt Romney: But the key thing is to make sure ym@n get a job when you get
out of school. And what's happened over the last f@ars has
been very, very hard for America's young peopleait you to be
able to get a job...

Types of commisive speech act: Vowing

The context of the sentence which has been stgtétitt Romney above
shows that he wanted that the question raiser toageb in the future. It is
associated with the phrasé want you to be able...Wwhich shows the speaker
seriousness and hope to occur in the future. Farlbgsness and expectations
were included in the context of vowing. Difficuld get a job after graduating
from a university makes young Americans feel watrend do not trust the
current political system. Replubican Mitt Romneyondants to serve as president
tried to reassure the population by vowing to gieditical progress in the future.

In the future, getting a job can be easier as geloale dreamt.

Datum 3

Mit Romney: | know what it takes to make sure tlyau have the kind of
opportunity you deservéAnd kids across this country are going to
recognize we're bringing back an economy. It'sguatg to be like
the last four years.

Types of Commisive speech act: Volunteering

The speaker of the sentence above has appliedotbatary commisive
speech act. This sentence is usually uttered \wihritention to provide a broad

range of offers. This offer is made by Mitt Romnagcause he knows how to
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solve a problem that has been happening in Amedcg&mployment is widely
extend has happened in America, and it did makeé\therican people angry. In
fact, not all university graduates can get a jatilgdecause it offers a sentence or

often called voluntary help.

Datum 4

President Barack Obama: And what | want to do ikllmn the 5 million jobghat
we've created over the last 30 months in the pmrivat
sector alone. And there are a bunch of things weat
can do to make sure your future is bright.

Types of commisive speech act: Vowing

The sentence above can be said to be voluntarsedttey the President.
Given the oath to people as President, Barrack @banderstands how to
pronounce relief directly without having convolutede uttered firmly and
correctly, not just a promise that is not known theh. The phrasel fvant to do
. 1s similar with vowing to pronounce sentence stinwe directly and precisely
to the point. In other words he makes an oath dikeobligation to change the

American economy.

Datum 5

President Barack Obama: Number one, | want to buddufacturing jobs in this
country againYou know, when Governor Romney said
we should let Detroit go bankrupt, | said, we'rengdo
bet on American workers and the American auto
industry, and it's come surging back.

Types of commisive speech act: Vowing
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The sentence above is a sentence that showsrdsadéht Barack Obama
makes an activity that is helping. The meaninghaf $entencel 'want to build
manufacturing jobs in this country agairs to provide evidence in the form of
oath to the American during his work is expectecchange in future. It is an

obligation for the President.

Datum 6

President Barack Obama: ...And we worked hard tkensaire that student loans
are available for folks like yqubut | also want to make
sure that community colleges are offering slots for
workers to get retrained for the jobs that are tbete
right now and the jobs of the future.

Types of commisive speech act: Offering

The word offering’ clarifies the intention of President Barrack Olzata
offer workers who have not received job trainingcan expand the workforce
opportunity to get a chance to be proficient inwwek. He offers with confidence
and certainty. Speech act to an offer must corgentences that can convince an

audience to accept an offer.

Datum 7

Mitt Romney: That's why | put out a five-point pl#mat gets America 12 million
new jobs in four years and rising take-home pas.doing to help
Jeremy get a job when he comes a out of schaolgding to help
people across the country that are unemployed nigivt

Types of commisive speech act: Volunteering
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Mitt Romney has been seen to provide a change \begets questions
about unemployment in America. 23 million people siruggling to get jobs and
some of them do not get a lot of work in a verygame. With these events, Mitt
Romney quote freely commonly referredvimunteering Starting from the phrase
"that's why | put out a five-point plan ..." he gaa speech voluntarily without
discredit himself as a competitor of President 8egkrObama. Directly without

the repetition of the word he gave a plan thattdees thought of before.

Datum 8

Presiden Barrack Obama: Candy, what Governor Rorsaglyjust isn't trueHe
wanted to take them into bankruptcy without prowgi
them any way to stay open, and we would have lost a
million jobs.

Types of commisive speech act: Refusing

In the sentence above President Barrack Obama toieefute what has
been said by Mitt Romney. The phrasés"not true..” provides the evidence of
rejection, in other words the president does not@gvith what was said by Mitt
Romney. In the words of the political treatmentttiaows the meaning of the
word occur frequent disagreement. President toexhow what Mitt Romney said
IS not true. The statement showed that Mitt Romhayg the plan 5 which is
actually a lie. He only has one plan and it dodsgaoin accordance with existing

rules.
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Datum 9

Mitt Romney: I'll get America and North America egg-independent. I'll do it
by more drilling, more permits and licens&8e're going to bring
that pipeline in from Canada. How in the world gresident said
no to that pipeline, I will never knowhis is about bringing good
jobs back for the middle class of America, and thas what I'm
going to da

Types of commisive speech act: Vowing

In this utterances the governor Mitt Romney triedexplain about his
obligation, namely the natural oil which makes th&ldle class go bangkrupt,
makes the governor have a decision. The businessiale is to make North
America has energy independent. The underlineeseatcan show an oath from
the governor which brings an obligation for himaasandidate of President. The
vowing is private while pledging is public. Wherg#ise bold sentences become
some avidance from the oath. From the oath, thergav can bringing good jobs
back for the middle class of America. From the secé¢ “I'm going to do”
becomes a vow in which the speaker asks God astreessi that he will do

something.

Datum 10

President Obama: Candy, there's no doubt that waenidand's gone ufBut our
production is going up, and we're using oil morfecently.

Types of commisive speech act: Refusing

In the sentence above the President did not intendstify or reject the

truth spoken by Ms. Crowley as a moderator. Besigiesg rejection, the
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President also gave an explanation or a reasomtigit be called to support the

rejection.

Datum 11

Mr Mitt Romney: But_that's not what you done in tlast four yearsThat's the
problem.

Types of commisive speech act: Refusing

Mr. Romney tried to refuse the statement from [exdi Barrack Obama
when President Obama tried to clarify about thenadtgas production and used
car more effisiently. We can save money in our pocketbbomi Obama said that
the goverment was going to do in the next four yeAccording to Mr. Romney,
President Obama did not change the price of naia=lin the last four years yet.
The word but’ can be characteristic of refusing. Of course skRient Obama also

refused the statement from Mitt Romney.

Datum 12

President Obama: What | want to do is to createcmmomythat is strong and at
the same time produce energy... I'm all for oildarction.

Types of commisive speech act: Volunteering

In this statement president said with no presstom fothers. He really
wanted to change the economy of America becomengtemd increase at the
same time produce energy. Expression of honestdcorgate volunteering.

President Obama tried to be honest and confidant.
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Datum 13

Mitt Romney: ...| want to bring the rates down, ant to simplify the tax code,
and | want to get middle-income taxpayers to haweel taxes...
Because under the last four years, they've beaedyiand_| want
to help people in the middle clas$ll get us on track to a balanced
budget, and I'm going to reduce the tax burden a@dlerincome
families. And what's that going to do? It's goirg help those
families, and it's going to create incentives tartsgrowing jobs
again in this country.

Types of commisive speech act: Volunteering

This sentence showed that the governor wanted fjp the American
especially in the middle class. He wanted to makeeconomy growing again by
giving a lower tax for the middle income. Not omhat, the governor would give
an incentives to middle families, so it is can groyvjobs in America. The
utterance of F'want to help indicating that volunteering act. After the voteer
sentence, the governor explained about how to thelfAmerican. For example is
the utterance of I'm going to reduce the tax burden on middle-incdamailies.
From the reduce of the tax on middle-income familman make jobs and

American economy growing again.

Datum 14

President Obama: ...and | said | would cut taxesmi@dle-class familiesand
that's what I've done by $3,600. | said | would m@axes for
small businesses, who are the drivers and engihgsowth,
and we've cut them 18 times. And | want to contithase tax
cuts for middle-class families and for small busses.

Types of commisive speech act: Promising
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The sentence above included into promising acthik sentence there is
usually used the word would/will to promise andegithe providing sentence
without any other purpose to God. The promisiniggarer-oriented. It means that
from society point of view, the president really nied to give unconditional
support to the community. By giving special taxdk® to middle-class people is

the best option to change the people's econonheifuture.

Datum 15

Mitt Romney: And why do | want to bring rates doamd at the same time lower
exemptions and deductions, particularly for pe@tléhe high end?
Because if you bring rates down, it makes it easoer small
business to keep more of their capital and hirgolgednd for me,
this is about jobhd want to get America's economy going again.

Types of commisive speech act: Vowing

The sentence above is the application of the vowctgThis is evidenced
by the sentence context and intent of the sentdiieeintent of the phraséwant
to get America's economy going adais a phrase that aims to get a change of
vows made for future periods cannot be restridiedther words, the activities to
be conducted in the future in a time that cannadétermined. One sentence that

can bring a lot of promise can be called as vowing.

Datum 16

Mitt Romney:: I'm going to help women in Americget — get good work by
getting a stronger economy and by supporting woinethe
workforce.

Types of commisisve speech act: Volunteering
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The sentence above is clearly could be concludelasteering sentence
act. Mitt Romney wanted to give back support towwenen in America to get a
job without having to burden them in domestic affaand to educate their
children become qualified. Given the emancipatmmwomen, and the number of
human resources that are less qualified becomeaiseoaf American economy.
For the sake of changing the future, the presidawue aid directly without giving

offering.

Datum 17

Mitt Romney:_| want our legal system to work betfewvant it to be streamlined, |
want it to be cleared. don't think you have to — shouldn't have to
hire a lawyer to figure out how to get into thisuotry legally. |
also think that we should give visas to people —eegr cards,
rather, to people who graduate with skills that mezd, people
around the world with accredited degrees in — iersme and math
get a green card stapled to their diploma, contbadJS of A. We
should make sure that our legal system works.

Types of commisive speech act: Promising

The sentence above can be classified as a proktigtdRomney indirectly
had promised to provide good service to the legsilesn in America. He wanted
to give a better changes than before. On the d¢thed, the hope that the present

has not been achieved. What he said also a hopedaty.

Datum 18

Mitt Romney: What_| will do is Il put in place aemployment verification
systemand make sure that employers that hire people have
come here illegally are sanctioned for doing so.
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Types of commisive speech act: Promising

The sentence is classified as promising act. Ugtiadl disclosure of such
appointment is necessary supporting sentencesriketered by Mitt Romney.
The phraseWhat | will do is I'll .."" included in future tenses sentence which is
basically used to express something like a pronsi. in these contexts of the
truth cannot be measured. Mitt Romney would likeptomise that he would
ensure that illegal workers from other countriegsehbeen granted permission to

work in America.

Datum 19

President Barack Obama: First thing we did was ti@amline the legal
immigration system to reduce the backloggke it
easier, simpler and cheaper for people who are
waiting in line, obeying the law, to make sure that
they can come here and contribute to our country.
And that's good for our economic growth. They'l
start new businesses. They'll make things happen to
create jobs here in the United States.

Types of commisive speech act: Offering

The sentence is classified as offering act. UsubBysentence offers some
evidence that there is clearly visible. It poingegurpose of the evidence as to
what has been said by the president that he waige convenience, ease and
provide cheap, as well as strong legal for peopi® Wwave not been granted
permission to work in United States. It also in@s@vidence provided in order to

offer in indirectly can be believe by the public.
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Datum 20

Mitt Romney: What | will do as presiderst make sure it's more attractive to come
to America again. This is the way we're going teate jobs in this
country... I want to make America the most attraciplace in the
world for entrepreneurs, for small business, fay business to
invest and grow in America.

Types of commisive speech act: Vowing

For giving a big change, and also for objects #ratnot needed, but the
promise of an oath. Promise is only for a smalkeekin the future. While the
vowing is made to give a big change for a long timehe future. This is also
done by Mitt Romney to gain the trust of the Amanublic. Big changes for

the future needs of society.

Datum 21

President Obama: You know, | don't look at my pemdi's not as big as yours,
so it — it doesn't take as long. The —

Types of commisive speech act: Refusing

From the utterance at the above it could be coeclutiat the governor
gave the speaker trying to refuse what. Becaugbdwght what he has is not as
much as what he had. In this cases president anérrgmr have opinions that

differ from each other.
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Datum 22

Mitt Romney: And in the course of that, | think theesident's campaign has tried
to characterizene as — as someone who — who is very different
than who I am.

Type of commisive speech act: Refusing

The utterances above conclude in refusing act.alee the speaker
wanted to clarify about the issue on him. When hated to be a President, there
IS a campaign by president who has tried to charizet him as someone who is
different with him. It means that for many timelbek a bad man front of people.

In other words, the governor will sai is not me? .

Datum 23

President Obama: We're — we're — we're a littletoffic here, yeahCome on.
The — | thought we were talking about immigratibp— | —
| —1— I —1—1do want to — | do want to — | dewant to
make sure that —

Types of commisive speech act: Refusing

In these cases the speaker refuse to answer tsgaqu&om the governor
about the self-deportation. Actually the next topic this section is about
immigration. Because of the governor still had satisfied with the explanation
from the speaker as a President, so he still spb&at the previous topic. But, the
president tried to make assertion that now is mpataking about the previous
topic. Now time to share about the immigration veftiti do not have green card.

So the sentence oWk are a little off topic here, yeals act from refusing.
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4.1.2.3.2 The Direct and Indirect Speech act in Saed US Presidential

Debate

Datum 1

Mitt Romney: When do you graduate?

The syntactic realization: Interrogative sentendrect speech act

The utterances above applied the interrogativeesestform. Interrogative
sentence form usually is used to give question. él@n the speaker use his
utterances to give question to the hearer. He wlatteknow when the hearer
graduated from his college. The syntactic realmaf this illocutionary act is

direct speech act because the function and the ®oonnect wich each others.

Datum 2

President Baract Obama: Number two, we've got tkensaire that we have the
best education system in the world.

The syntactic realization: Imperative sentencediétt speech act

Utterance the above applied question form. Howeher speaker does not
use the interrogative sentence words. Insteadspieaker uses the imperative
sentence in the speech. The intent of the senisrtbe speaker store and would
like to submit a question indirectly. President vilagught if America still has a
good education system today. Because, the edugati@ny important for a better
changes. Thus, the sintactic realization of illcaéry act is used form of Indirect

speech act as a function sentence and the seritgntes not the same.
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Datum 3
Mitt Romney: ... We have not made the progress @ggliito make to put people
back to work...

The syntactic realization: Declarative sentencediréct speech act

Utterance above is applied in the form of an ordlisually the sentence
which is functions to command or query included imperative sentences.
However, the speaker uses the form of declarateatesces in conveying
meaning. Otherwise, the governor wants to encoumgdeen called as a
command to get the job back. The number of unenmpéoy in America made
governor and President of worry for the country®rmmic progress. So the
conclution this sentence is not directly included the sentence because the

function and form of the sentence is not conedhwé#ch other.

Datum 4

President Obama: don't take my word for it...

The syntactic realization: Declarative sentenceredD speech act

Utterance above is applied in the form of assertideclarative sentences
usually serve to provide a statement, inform oo dl& confirmation. In this
speech the president made it clear to the govdoronot quoting the sentence
with another purpose. So the syntactic realizaisodirectly speech act because

the function and the form are connected each athers



45

Datum 5

President Obama: And Governor Romney says he'sagdive-point plan.
Governor Romney doesn't have a five-point planhbas a
one-point plan.

The syntactic realization: Declarative form — ledir speech act

The utterance above is applied in question act.alSge not use

interogative sentence to convey the meaning ospleech. Speakers prefer to use

declarative sentences that aim to repeat the sgemohthe governor. Otherwise,

the President wants to make sure the governoryréas 5 articles as stated

previously. As he said, the governor has only afferént from the previous plan.

As described in the previous teory that the fornd danction of unrelated

sentences is referred to as Indirect speech act.

Datum 6
President Obama: So here's what I've done sinedé&en president.
The syntactic realization: Interogative sententedirect speech act

The utterance above is applied in the form of asserThe other way, the
speaker used question sentence to give stresBimgyspeaker want to get the
answers that he wants from society for him sincbe@resident in America. He
wanted to prove that for her to be president soynmganod changes that occurred
in- America. They have one of them is increasedpoilduction to the highest
levels in 16 years. The syntactic realization direct speech act because the form

and the function is not connect each other.
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Datum 7

President Obama: We continue to make a — it aipyitor us to go after natural
gas

The syntactic realization: Declarative sentencediréct speech act

The sentence above is applied in order. Declarat@rgences are usually
used to provide information or give statement. @e bther hand, to give
command the speaker is usually using imperativéesens. In a speech on the
president to grant the request or can also bereefd¢o as the order in a smooth
way. Ofcourse, he uses declarative sentence fomm. siyntactic realization is
indirect speech act because the function of seatémmot connect with the

sentence form.

Datum 8
President Obama: So what I've tried to do is beistent.
The syntactic realization: Declarative sentencaredD speech act

The utterance above is applied in the assertiotesees. This sentence
contains affirmation of the statement which hadvignesly been the president
said. Speaker give an information or an affirmatiamat he's been trying it
consistent with what he had planned earlier. Spsakse declarative sentences.
The syntactic realization is direct speech act beedhe form and the function of

sentence is connect which each other.
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Datum 9

Mitt Romney: No, no, how much did you cut licensesl permits on federal land
and federal waters?

The syntactic realization: Interogative sentenceliréct speech act

The utterance above is applied in assertion functidctually, the
interogative sentence is used to give a questiothéohearer. However, the
speaker is not give a question but an assertiorausec of statement from
President early. President have been ever givatensént that he give cut permits
and licenses on federal land and federal waterkailfi Governor think that
president never give cut them because there areviience. So, the governor
give an interogative form to make them clear andemassertive. From the
analysis the syntactic realization is indirect gjeact because the form and the

function is not connect.

Datum 10

President Obama: you want me to answer a que$nor;-

The syntactic realization: Imperative sentencediétt speech act

The utterances above is applied in question functiActually the
president has no request or something to assefhaespeaker still confused with
the question from the governer about the word “momch”. If the governor give
question or the statement to make me down. So ljcttie speaker ask to

governor that “if you want me to give an answer you?"lt means that the
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function and the form of sentence is no connecke $intactic realization is

indirect speech act.
Datu 11
Mitt Romney: | don't think anyone really believésit you're a person who's going

to be pushing for oil and gas and coal.

The syntactic realization: Declarative sentencediéct speech act

The utterance above is applied in question functibhe declarative
sentence is usually used to give informasion destamething. In this case, the
speaker used declarative form to make presidenk thbout the question of “is
there anyone who believes?”. Because the speakértttat nobody who believes
that president a person whom has going to be pgsbmoil and gas and coal.
The syntactic realization of this illocutionaryimlirect speech act because there

are no connection with thefunction and the fornserfitence.
Datum 12
President Obama: What | want to do is to createcamomy that is strong and at

the same time produce energy.

The syntactic realization: Declarative sentenceareddspeech act

The utterances above is apllied in assertive fanfihe speaker want to
give a strong statement to all people. Becausbeottatement from the governor
Romney about the produce energy and economy makeptasident more

atractive. It means that he want to create thengtexonomy and strong produce
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energy. So the syntactic realization is direct spexct because there is connected

with the form and the function.

Datum 13

Mitt Romney: Now, how about deductions?

The syntactic realization: Interogative senten@#rect speech act

The utterances above is applied in question fanciThe speaker make a
question that ever become a people question. “hbautadeductions?” this
guestion absolutely there in american mind. Bec#usgovernor promise to give
a deduction of tax for middle class in America. &wmor want to be careful to
give a deduction for American in middle class beseahe want to bring rates
down across the board for everybody. From theslysiadhe syntactic realization
Is direct speech act because there is connectédthgtform and the function of

sentence.

Datum 14

President Obama: Governor Romney has a differeidgaiphy. He was on "60
Minutes" just two weeks ago, and he was asked, fari for
somebody like you, making $20 million a year, ty palower
tax rate than a nurse or a bus driver, somebodyingak
$50,000 a year? And he said, yes, | think thatts Kot only
that, he said, | think that's what grows the econpom

The syntactic realization: Declarative sentencediréct speech act

The utterances above is applied to question functatually the speaker

give an information from the governor about hisiggophy. There have been said
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that the governor want to give the change of tanfmldle class. So the economy
in- America will grows and strong. The utterancettiink that's what grows the
economy.” It means become a question like “whetheran economic growth?”
However, the speaker do not think that it is a grélee economy. So the syntactic
realization is indirect speech act because the forththe function of sentence not

connected.

Datum 15

Mitt Romney: | want to get America's economy goaggin.

The syntactic realization: Declarative sentencaredd speech act

The utterance above is applied in assertive functibhe speaker
expressed his desire directly. So it can not caese questions about the actual
desire. In the previous utterance he always makeva quetion come in his
statement. Because of the form and the functiocormect, so it can called as

direct speech act.

Datum 16

Mitt Romney: For me, | look at what's happenedhm liast four years and say, this
has been a disappointment. We can do better tl&n th

The syntactic realization: Declarative sentencediréct speech act

The utterance above is applied in order/requesttimm Actually for this
function the speaker usually use the imperativenfoFhe speaker want to make

sure that people can do better than before. It mt@at speaker commanded us to
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keep struggling to change the future and growsAtlmerican has economy. The

syntactic realization is indirect speech act.

Datum 17

Mitt Romney: how come all the people for these jatis— are all men?

The syntactic realization: Interogative sententedirect speech act

The utterance above is applied to assertive. Algtilaé speaker has the
own purpose with this utterance. All job in Ameristll dominated by men,
nothing woman who will get a job for growing theoeomy. Assertion in the
interrogative sentence is urgently needed. Purpafseaffirmation from the
utterance above is women need this job. The syotaelization of this utterance

Is indirect speech act because the function armd &&ntence is not connect.

Datum 18
Mitt Romney: — can't we find some — some women #ratalso qualified?

The syntatic realization: Interogative sentencaediréct speech act

The utterance above is applied in request/order Actually is not a
question, but a request to women to become a gdhlfomen. Lack of women's
emancipation resulted in a decline in the qualityaowoman's education and
excellence in work. American need a woman with gqodlified. So in this cases
the syntactic realization Is indirect speech acbni-the utterances, there are no

connection with form and the function of sentence.
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Datum 19

Ms. Crowley: Mr. President, why don't you get intbis quickly, please?

The syntactic realization: Interogative sententedirect speech act

The utterance above is applied in assertion. Ttexdgative sentence not
only used in question function, but also it candusethessertive function. Like in
these utterance the speaker used interogativensente give an assertion to the
hearer. Actually the speaker want to make a shatément from the hearer as a
president United States. However, the presidelhgste long statement in a short
time. Because of this, the speaker gives an asselike “make a short
explanation, please”. The syntactic realizatiorthad utterance is indirect speech

act. So, the form and the function is not connect.

Datum 20

Mitt Romney: My priority is jobs. | know how to makhat happen.

The syntactic realization: Declarative sentenceredd speech act

The utterance above is applied in assertion funci#es a theory before,
the declarative sentence is usually used to giaerstent or inform something.
The speaker has a purpose to give a statemenjottetas a president, make a
good change in economy, is his priority. The syitaealization is direct speech

act becau the form and the function of sentencensect with each other.
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Datum 21

Mitt Romney: This is a president who has not beele g0 do what he said he'd
do. He said that he'd cut in half the deficit. Hesiit done that
either. In fact, he doubled it.

The syntactic realization: Declarative sentencareddspeech act

The utterance above is applied in assertion functibhe Declarative
sentence ussually is used for give a statememiynmfsomething and give an
assertion. In these cases the speaker wanted & ayplanation and implied
assertion like making the hearer know which théhtrivot all which is said has

been done by the president. The syntactic readizasi direct speech act because

the form and function sentence is connect wich edlcér.

Datum 22

President Obama: This is for Governor Romney?

The syntactic realization: Interogative sententedirect speech act

The utterances above is applied in assertion. phaker used interogative
sentence to make confirmation. The assertion fangs to give implied assertion.
The other way, these utterance give a assertien‘Alctually, this question is for
Governor Romney” There are question from Lorrairsati@® about the immigrant
without their green cards. It means that only tbgegnor who can answer this
qusetion. The syntactic realization is indirect exe act because there is no

connection between form and the function of sergenc
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Datum 23

Mitt Romney: Why did he fail to even promote legigbn that would have
provided an answer for those that want to come legally and
for those that are here illegally today? That'si@stjon I think the
— the president will have a chance to answer mgiu.

The syntactic realization: Interogative sentent¢edirect speech act

The utterance above is applied in assertion fanctifhe question from
the speaker is like a truth declaration for himtuadly, until this time the legal or
immigrant do not have a legislation. The speakeergia question which is know
the answer it. The assertion sentence from thisrarte is like “ there is no
promote legislation that would have provided anthmse that want to come here
legally and for those that are here illegally tddayhe syntactic realization is
indirect speech act because form and functionesedlutterances are not connect

each other.

Datum 24

Mitt Romney: Mr. President, why don't you let meigh?

The syntactic realization: Interogative sententedirect speech act

The utterance above is applied in request funciitve. speaker still make
a coversation and explain the answer from the orest The president was
interrupt the conversation between governer andqgumestioner. The governer
feeling disturb because the interrupt by presid&ot.with reflect the governor

insist the president to allowing the conversatide |I“Let me finish to give
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answer”. So, the syntactic realization is indirepeech act because there are no

connection between form and the function of serdenc

Datum 25

Mitt Romney: Mr. President, have you looked at ypension?

The syntactic realization: Interogative sententeterogative speech act

The utterance above is applied in request. Fronsethgterances the
speaker has an implied assertion like requesthierpresident. Every body have
been talked about self-deportaion, the honorerthegension. The governor and
the president have some different opinion. To ltaktruth, the governor will try
to give request for president to look his penstémhe can compare with the other
American who have been self-deportation. The syictaealization is indirect
speech act because the form is interogative andumhetion as a request. Of

course there is no connection.

Datum 26

Mitt Romney: Let me give you some advice. Look @fitypension.

The syntactic realization: Imperative sentence re®ispeech act

The utterance above is applied in order functidre $peaker give an order
to the hearer as a president. The speaker thinkihtearesident need an advice so

he can feel what has been feeling by American geoplself deportation. The
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syntactic realization is direct speech act becdahseform and the function of

sentence is connect with each other.

Datum 27

President Obama: We're — we're — we're a littletofiic here, yeah. Come on.
The — | thought we were talking about immigratibR— | —
| —1— 1 — I —1do wantto — | do want to — | devant to
make sure that —

The syntactic realization: Declarative sentencediréct speech act

The utterance above applied in interogative seeteBat the speaker used
declarative sentence agin and again to give coafion. The topic before is about
self-deportation, but now they go to the next toplmout immigration. The
governor still not satisfied with the answer frohe tspeaker about the previous
topic. So the governor try to redoing the previdogic. It makes the speaker
confused and make a new question like “what will go?” Of course the speaker
give an assertion through the question like “what we talking about?”. The
syntactic realization is indirect speech act beeatlere are no connection

between form and the function of sentence.
Datum 28
Mitt Romney: So if you're starting a business, veheould you rather start it? We

have to be competitive if we're going to createerjobs here.

The syntactic realization: Interogative senten&#rect speech act
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The utterance above is applied in question functithe speaker ask to
the questioner if he will starting a business, \ehgould you rather start it? It is a
qguestion which is need an answer. Like a form drel function the syntactic

realization is direct speech act. Because thererisect which each other.

Datum 29

Mitt Romney: And in the course of that, | think theesident's campaign has tried
to characterize me as — as someone who — who ysdifferent
than who | am.

The syntactic realization: Declaration sentencearedd speech act

The utterance above is applied in assertion funct8ame with the form
that declaration of function is to give convirmatidn this cases the speaker want
to explain what has been discussed in a presidesdgiapaign is not my real
characteristics. From these, can conclused thatsynéactic realization of the

illocutionary is direct speech act.

4.2 Discussion

In these part the writer try to discuss aboutrésilt from the analysis of
commisive speech act based on J. Cutting commigreech act theory (2002)
and the types of speech act in Second US Presidledbdabate by President
Barrack Obama with Mitt Romney. The act from theerances can be found in
some types. From the analysis the writer has finedkind of commisive speech
act included offering, promising, refusing, vowiagd also volunteering. About

the syntactic realization, the writer also find tthem second US Presidential
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Debate. From the result of analysis in commisipeesh act there are so many
volunteering and refusing from the President ara dbvernor. The writer can
find offering only 2 cases, 4 of the promising &tf refusing, 6 of vowing, and

also 5 of volunteering.

Finally, the writer only find 23 of commisive spéeact because in this
debate the President and the governor only tryxfdaen the incident in a long
time ago and also try to make the hearer believehiir obligate. The governor
explain about what he is doing as a governor aagthsident only explain what
is he doing as a president yet. From the explath bbthem try to refusing the
statement and give a fact to support their assertivhen the American give a
guestion about the phenomena in their country,iék¥asand the governor give a
little promise and make it clear. Both of themtiygive offering and volunteering
to help the development of American economy. THerwwfg which is no more

certainty make the American still doubt with théuhe.

About the promising, in this case, the writer gesample in datum 18.
The uttrancesl“will do is I'll put in place an employment vegiition system’tan
show the promising act. The words of “I will pug’a lexical verb from promising
act. Mitt Romney would like to promise that he wibehsure that illegal workers
from other countries have been granted permissiowdrk in America. When
someone promise, he is trying to strengthen theedegf assurance to the hearer
(Wierzbicka, 1987, p. 204-13)The next commisive is vowing act like in datum 9
The utterancelll get America and North America energy-indepemdd|l do it

by more drilling, more permits and licenseshowed the vowing act because
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relevance with the theory that the vowing is angate himself to do a certain act.
The governor have a decision to bring good job#rnmerica especially for the
middle class. The next is volunteering act likedetum 16 in utterancel't

going to help women in Americahe lexical verb of voluntering in this utteranc
is the words “I'm going to help” means that the gmor want to help women in
amerika get a good job. However they are alreadyiethand have children, they
can has a job whithout having to burden them in e&im affairs and to educate

their children become qualified.

The third types of commisive speech act is refusikegy in datum 8. The
utterance Governor Romney said just isn't trushow the refusing act. The
President Barrack Obama want to refuse the statefrmn the governor Mitt
Romney which is already has 5 plan. But actuallyvias lie, because he only has
one plan and it does not go according with existinigs for make American
growing again. The word “is not true” show the ativerb of refusing act. The
last is the offering act like in datum 6. The wdtere of Wwe worked hard to make
sure that student loans are available for folksliol show the offering to
people who do not have cost for education theildodm. The loans cost can help
the children get a collage and has opportunityegbayjob. The lexical verb of
offering in this sentence is “to make sure” medmst the President invite or

overing someone to has loans cost for education.

After analyzed the classification of commisive sgeact, the writer also

find the types of speech act from the data. Theewigive example about the
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direct speech act in datum 1 . the utterance “Wdegou graduate?” is an direct
speech act because the function and the form isembnvith each other. The form
of sentence is interogative sentence, while thetfan is to give a question. The
other types is indirect speech act like in datum @tterance “No, no, how much
did you cut licenses and permits on federal land #ederal waters?” The
utterance above is applied in assertion functioiudlly, the interogative
sentence is used to give a question to the hedosvever, the speaker is not give
a guestion but an assertion because of statenmwnt President early. Governor
think that president never give cut permits andrges on federal land and federal
waters in half because there are no evidenceh8advernor give an interogative
form to make them clear and more assertive. So utierance show indirect

speech act because the form and the function isarotect.

The differences with my two previous study is thare so many kind of
illocutionary act.She found 57 utterances from 10 conversations wiland Salim
which consist of conflicts in Slamdog Millionaireowie. Therefore, she found all types
of locutionary acts and four types illocutionant.da the finding, she found out that
conflicts could happen because there was someitiriogg with speech act which means
that the listener could not catch the messayf@ile, in this study the writer only
found the kind of commisive speech act and theasymt realization. From the
result of analysis the types of speech act, théewanly find 29 of types. The
types included from 18 of indirect speech act aAdofll direct speech act. The

President and the governor have a implied assentidheir debate. The mostly
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CHAPTER YV

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION

This chapter presents conclusion and suggestion. The conclusion is drawn
beased on problem of the study, and the suggestion is expected to give some
information for the next researcher who are interested in conducting a study in the

same field.

5.1 Conclusion

After discussing the analysis result, there are some types of commisive
speech act found in this study, namely offering, promising, refusing, vowing and
volunteering used in Secon US Presidential Debate by President Barrack Obama
and the governor Romney. The data have been anayzed by using theory of
commisive speech act proposed by J. Cutting (2002). These commisive speech act

are mostly used in different ways.

Commisive speech act could be applied to perform different purposes, the
speakers also used their illocutionary acts in different purpose. They used offering
to offer something about American. Then, they used promising to promise that
they will change the country with has good quality in every aspect. The refusing
act was used to reject or refused something with the assertive statement. Next
most of them used volunteering to give some help for American grows. From

these acts, the speaker also have implied assertion in their speech.

62
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The syntactic realization also had been found in this debate. Mostly
syntactic was used in indirect speech act beacuse in word of politics there are so
many tactics and try to make his rival was down. There are SO many objection or
protest in every statement that has given by the speaker. From these result the
writer can concluded that in politics they mostly used utterances to make the

hearer belief because there are so many implied assertion.

5.2 Suggestion

This subheading isintended to give some suggestions:

1. People have to be more careful with the statement which has given by word
of politician.

2. People have to differ between promise and vowing that has given by
politician. Hopely people can understand the implied meaning and the
purpose of act.

3. The next reasercher can conduct a study on speech act focusing on two-way
communication among other public figures because there will be various type

of illocutionary act in doing two-way communication.
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