CHAPTER 4
CONCLUSION
Based on the analysis, Donald Trump and Hillary Clinton use Politeness Strategies such as Bald-On-Record, Positive Politeness, Negative Politeness, and Off-Record. From all of the Politeness Strategies that occurs, it is known that Donald Trump and Hillary Clinton more often use Negative Politeness than other strategies. Based on the analysis that has been done, it also can be seen that Donald Trump and Hillary Clinton are doing FTA either Negative or Positive Face. From all of the FTA that occurs, it is known that Donald Trump and Hillary Clinton are more often threatening their negative face as the speaker.
Negative Politeness Strategy and FTA that threatens speaker’s Negative Face that has been found such as “that’s your opinion. That is your opinion”, “that is just not accurate”, “No”, “that is not the facts”, “mine would create 10 million jobs and yours would lose us 3.5 million jobs”, “No, we're not. No, we're not”, “I don't see changes”, “he owes about $650 million to Wall Street and foreign banks”, “not right now”, “you're wrong”, “I did not. I did not. I do not say that”, “That was disaster”, “You can't bring back jobs”, “you haven’t done it. You haven’t it”, “you would approve that”, “Not”, “But you have no plan”, “Then you didn't read it”, “That was more than mistake”, “he paints such a dire negative picture of black communities in our country”, “No, I’m not”, “There was absolutely no evidence for it”, “No, you’re wrong. You’re wrong”, “You treated him with terrible disrespect”, “It really doesn’t work. It really doesn’t”, “That’s not good judgment”, “That is not the right temperament”, “he has no plan”, “the way they got out was a disaster”, “it’s a total mess”, “No, they were taunting us”, “It’s lies”, “I didn’t say that”, “I never said that”, “They’re untrue. And they’re misrepresentation”, “In fact, Donald was one of the people who rooted for the housing crisis”, “I know how to really work to get new jobs and to get exports that helped to create more new jobs”, “You can pick it up tomorrow at a book store”, “please go and take a look”, “that’s called business, by the way”, “You've been doing this for 30 years. Why are you just thinking about these solutions right now?”, “You called it the gold standard of trade deals. You said it's the finest deal you've ever seen”, “You are going to approve one of the biggest tax cuts in history”, “You are going to drive business out. Your regulations are a disaster, and you're going to increase regulations all over the place”, “you’re going to raise taxes big league, end of story”, “And take a look at mine, also, and you'll see”, “we have no leadership. And honestly, that starts with Secretary Clinton”, “Donald is unfit to be the commander-in-chief”, “Donald has consistently insulted Muslims abroad, Muslims at home”, “Donald never tells you what he would do”, and “he tried to switch from looks to stamina”.
Based on the analysis that has been done, it is known that Donald Trump and Hillary Clinton are more often threatening negative face as a speaker. This research analyzes several reasons why Donald Trump and Hillary Clinton use Negative Face threatening action. This research concludes that Donald Trump and Hillary Clinton use Negative Face threatening actions to challenge and break the arguments of the opposite in the form of sarcasm, criticism, disagreement, warning, request, rejection, suggestion, and accusation.
After reviewing this research, the writer finds that pragmatics is important in a debate. In pragmatics, there is a Politeness that talks about the concept of face. The concept of face in communication such as debate is important, because the hearer reacts directly to the speaker’s face in which the face can show self-esteem and reputation. In this debate, when Donald Trump and Hillary Clinton act as a speaker, they often threaten their Negative Face, because they try to give resistance to their opponents so they cannot be dropped and cornered.
The writer concludes that in everyday life, we cannot be separated from doing FTA either positive or Negative Face especially in a debate. Every person in the social process has a desire to be respected by others and a desire not to be disturbed, however, the FTA is something that is needed in the debate, because by doing FTA, someone can make the others acknowledge their mistakes, justify his allegation against the other person, clarify the current incident or issue that involves the hearer or the speaker, and dig more information about the other person. FTA is not always wrong in the communication process. If there is no FTA in the debate, the process of debate will not run smoothly, because if the speaker does not exist then the speakers are not able to defend and defeat the opponent, because the speaker cannot refuse the argument from the opponent who is able to make his argument weak, drop, and corner the speaker.



[bookmark: _GoBack]Therefore, the writer strongly believes that it is potential for the other researchers to conduct a further analysis focusing on FTA through other linguistics aspect that is sociolinguistics. Sociolinguistics talks about the usefulness and use of language in society. The use of language in the society may indicate social differences, give indications of the language situation, and reflect the objectives, topics, and modes of the use of that cannot be separated from the concept of face that threatens the other person face.
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