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ABSTRACT

This study discussed the use of Hedges to
observe cooperative principle rule, especially in
debate. As is known that in a debate, usually a
moderator gives questions to the debaters and
the debaters try to answer the question. And
when they are not sure about their answer,
hedges are used which function to make things
fuzzier as defined by Lakoff (1975). This
study’s aims are to analyze the use of hedges for
observing the cooperative principles rule and to
analyze the interlocuter’s responses in the 2020
American presidential election debate between
Joe Biden versus Donald Trump. The researcher
adopted the theory about understanding hedges
from Lakoff, (1973), the hedges’ function from
Fraser (2010), and the cooperative principle
theory from Grice maxim (1983). This research
is qualitative research and to analyze the data
the researcher uses discourse analysis. The
sources of the data were the transcripts and the
videos of Joe Biden and Donald Trump’s
presidential debate. From the results of the
study, the researcher found that the 2020
American presidential candidate, Joe Biden,
broke the maxim quality 4 times and obeyed the
maxim quality once, for the maxim quantity
Biden neither broke nor obeyed the maxim
guantity. while for maxim relation, Biden broke
5 times and obeyed once, and for maxim
manner, Biden broke once and 0 obeyed with
maxim manner. While the 2020 American
presidential candidate, Donald Trump broke the
maxim quality 4 times and obeyed the maxim
quality once, for the maxim quantity Trump
neither broke nor obeyed the maxim quantity.
while for maxim relation, Trump broke 5 times

and obeyed once, and for maxim manner,
Trump broke once and 0 obeyed with maxim
manner.

Keywords: Hedges, Cooperative Principle, Joe
Biden, and Donald Trump debate

INTRODUCTION

Lakoff (1973) defines Hedges are words
whose job is to make things fuzzier or less
fuzzy. The use of hedges in political
discourse is relatively underexplored, even
though hedges are frequently used as
mitigating devices in such discursive
contexts. Moreover, most of the research on
hedges focuses on written text (e.g., Chen
and Zhang, 2017, Itakura, 2013, Yang,
2019) rather than oral texts (e.g., Ahmed &
Maros, 2017). This study focuses on The
2020 US Presidential debate between Joe
Biden and Donald Trump to fill these gaps.
The concept of the Cooperative Principle
was introduced by philosopher H Paul Grice
in his article “Logic and Conversation “at
Harvard University. He proposes that
participants in a conversation obey a general
Cooperative Principle (CP), which is
expected to be in force whenever a
conversation  unfolds:  “Make  your
conversational contribution such as is
required, at the stage at which it occurs, by
the accepted purpose or direction of the talk
exchange in which you are engaged.” Grice
thinks there is a sense of privacy between
speaker and hearer that the two parties
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should obey in all language
communications. To guarantee the dialogue
can be carried out smoothly and ensure that
the task can be completed effectively, both
sides of the speakers ought to observe this

principle. Grice  views pragmatic
interpretation as heavily relying on
inferential processes; the hearer can

hypothesize about the speaker’s meaning,
based on the importance of the sentence
uttered,  background  or  contextual
assumptions, and, last but not least, on the
general communicative principles which
speakers are expected to observe.

In addition, the Cooperative Principle
includes four maxims: the maxim of
quantity, the maxim of quality, the maxim
of relation, and the maxim of manner (Liu
Runging 2014, p.154). It is straightforward
to meet misunderstandings if you violate
one of these maxims. So it is crucial to
observe the Cooperative Principle to
achieve interaction and communication
between Joe Biden and Donald Trump in
the 2020 US Presidential election debate.

In the debate, the candidate must answer
some questions from the moderator and the
other candidates. They should answer the
questions and respond to the other
candidate’s statements. Their answer should
be relevant, based on the specific data, etc.
In short, the way they answer the question
and respond to the other candidate’s
statement must follow the Cooperative
Principle that consists of four maxims as
stated by Grice. Therefore, this study aims
to explain the use of hedges for Observing
the Cooperative Principle in the 2020
American Presidential election debate.
Unfortunately, most researchers focus on
politeness strategies such as (Maharani,
2018, Makejeve, 2017, Zakia, 2018 and
Boncea, 2013) rather than hedges in
Cooperative Principle. Therefore | am eager
to do research on the Use of Hedges for
Observing The Cooperative Principle in the
Joe Biden versus Donald Trump Debate in
The 2020 American Presidential Election

METHODS

Discourse analysis was used in analyzing
this study. Because Discourse analysis
examines language in use, rather than the
psychological phenomena, such as attitudes,
memory, or emotions, which are
traditionally presumed to underlie talk and
be revealed through it. (Wetherell, Taylor,
& Yates, 2001ab). While according to Potter
& Wetherell in 1987 stated that Discourse
analysis, therefore, examines how certain
issues are constructed in people’s accounts
and the variability in these accounts, and
explores the rhetorical aspects and the
functions of talk in the context of ongoing
interaction.

This study focused on the use of hedges for
observing the Cooperative Principle in the
Joe Biden versus Donald trump American
Presidential debate in 2020. It was observed
(Quality Maxim, Quantity Maxim, Relation
Maxim, and Manner Maxim) using an
observation sheet.

The methods of collecting data in this
research were documents and records. The
instrument was an observation sheet. It was
used to analyze the American Presidential
debate in 2020 between Joe Biden and
Donald Trump.

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION

The researcher got the findings from the
transcribe of the American debate 2020
between Joe Biden and Donald Trump. The
researcher analyzed the use of hedges for
observing the Grice cooperative principle
based on the 5 research questions. they are:
How is the use of hedges for observing
quality maxim in the Joe Biden versus
Donald trump debate in 2020, How is the
use of hedges for observing quantity maxim
in Joe Biden versus Donald trump debate in
2020, How is the use of hedges for
observing relation maxim in Joe Biden
versus Donald trump debate in 2020, How is
the use of hedges for observing manner
maxim in Joe Biden versus Donald trump
debate in 2020, and How is the
interlocutor’s response in using hedges in
the 2020 American Presidential Election.
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In a debate, there are two ways of
communication, they are the moderator asks
questions, and the debater tries to answer
the moderator's questions or respond to the
opponent's opinion as best as possible. In
giving an answer, a debater is sometimes
unsure of the answer, so he answers using
hedges. As defined by Lakoff (1973),
Hedges are words whose job is to make
things fuzzier or less fuzzy. It means that
when the speaker does not sure about his
statement, he may use hedges.

Related to the cooperative principles, there
are four maxims of cooperative principles
proposed by Grice (in Leech, 1983: 8). They
are quality maxim, quantity maxim, relation
maxim, and manner maxim.

1. The use of hedges for observing quality
maxim in the Joe Biden versus Donald
trump debate in 2020.

The quality maxim is the speaker and
hearers should deliver what they believe to
be the truth (Cutting, 2002: 35).

Table 1. The Form of Data Sheet for the use of hedges for observing quality maxim in Joe Biden versus Donald Trump debate in

2020.
No | Debater Quality Maxim | Hedges
Obey | Break | Approximators Shields Qccurrence
Adaptors | Rounders | Plausibility | Attribution
1. Joe Biden 4 1 5
2. Donald Trump | 4 7 11

Table 1 shows that Joe Biden break the
quality maxim four times and obey the
break quality maxim once. While Donald
Trump obeys the quality maxim 4 times and
breaks the quality maxim 7 times.

From the data analysis of the use of hedges
for observing the quality maxim in the Joe
Biden versus Donald trump debate in 2020,
the researcher found that Donald Trump
break more in the maxim of quality than Joe
Biden did.

2. The use of hedges for observing the
quantity maxim in the Joe Biden versus
Donald trump debate in 2020.

The Quantity maxim requires a speaker to
deliver information in the right amount.
What is meant by the correct amount is not
less or more than which is needed in
conversation (Cutting, 2002: 34).

Table 2. The use of hedges for observing the quantity maxim in the Joe Biden versus Donald Trump debate in 2020.

No | Debater Quantity Maxim | Hedges
Obey | Break | Approximators Shields Occurrence
Adaptors | Rounders | Plausibility | Attribution
1. Joe Biden 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2. Donald Trump | 0 1 0 0 1 0 1

Table 2 shows that Donald Trump breaks
the quantity maxim once and he does not
obey any quantity maxim. While Joe Biden
neither obeys the quantity maxim nor breaks
the quantity maxim.

3. The use of hedges for observing relation
maxim in the Joe Biden versus Donald
trump debate in 2020.

The relation maxim’s rule emphasizes the
need to be relevant in conducting a
conversation. Therefore, what is delivered
in conversation should be related to that
topic (Cutting, 2002: 35).

Table 3. The use of hedges for observing quantity maxim in the Joe Biden versus Donald Trump debate in 2020.

No | Debater Relation Maxim | Hedges
Obey | Break | Approximators Shields Occurrence
Adaptors | Rounders | Plausibility | Attribution
1. Joe Biden 1 5 6
2. Donald Trump | 0 26 26
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Table 3 shows that Joe Biden breaks the
relation maxim five times and obeys the
break relation maxim once. While for
Donald Trump does not obey any relation
maxim and breaks the relation maxim 26
times.

4. The use of hedges for observing manner
maxim in the Joe Biden versus Donald
trump debate in 2020.

According to Grice (in Yule, 1996: 37), the
speaker must be perspicuous. It means that
messages expressed during conversation
should not be vague. The speaker has to
deliver messages right to the point. Using a
brief and precise expression can be the
proper method to convey the speaker’s
utterances.

Table 4. The use of hedges for observing manner maxim in the Joe Biden versus Donald Trump debate in 2020.

No | Debater Manner Maxim | Hedges
Obey | Break | Approximators Shields Qccurrence
Adaptors | Rounders | Plausibility | Attribution
1. Joe Biden 0 1 0 0 1 0 1
2. Donald Trump | 0 5 0 1 4 0 5

Table 4 shows that Joe Biden breaks the
manner maxim once and obeys the 0
relation maxim. While for Donald Trump
does not obey any manner maxim and
breaks the relation maxim 5 times.

5. The interlocutor’s response to using
hedges in the 2020 American Presidential
Election

Table 5. The interlocutor’s response to using hedges in the
2020 American Presidential Election

No | The debater Positive | Negative
1. | Joe Biden \%
2. Donald Trump V

Table 5 shows that Joe Biden when he is
using hedges tends to give a positive
response while Donald Trump when he is
using hedges tends to give a negative
response.
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