CHAPTER YV

CONCLUSION

In this thesis the writer have three problems, namely (1) what are
the social conflicts of the main characters on William Shakespeare’s King
Richard 17 ?, (2) what are the causes of them ?, and (3) what are the
effects of them. Accordingly, the aims of the study are (1) to know the
social conflict of the main characters on William Shakespeare’s King
Richard 11, (2) to describe the causes of them, and (3) and to know the
effects of them. This is library research using deductive method. Library
research is applied to find the relevant theoretical base. The theoritical
framework is used to find and analyze data.

King Richard II is one of plays written by William Shakespeare. It
is a historical play of England. There are many conflicts occurred among
the characters. King Richard II presents King Richard as an extravagant,
self-indulgent king. He has a bad attitude and never thinks of his people.
He just thinks about war, so the people do not like him very much. King
Richard exiles two feuding noblemen, Henry Bolingbroke and Thomas
Mowbray. John of Gaunt feels uncomfortable when he knows the
punishment of his son Henry Bolingbroke. John of Gaunt does everything
to save Henry Bolingbroke save from the exile, but King Richard remains
to his decision, that is, to exile Henry Bolingbroke. John of Gaunt is very

sad because he cannot meet his son until he is dead.
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Henry Bolingbroke arranges the plan to descend King Richard in
the exile. He wants King Richard to release his crown and sends him to the
Tower. King Richard kills two keepers in the Tower and suddenly Sir
Pierce of Exton sees it and strikes King Richard until he passes away. In
the end of the play, Henry Bolingbroke becomes a king after he gets the
crown from King Richard. King Richard passed away because of his fault.
He is an arrogant man and just thinks about himself.

From this play, the writer can study that egoism will get bad effect
to our life because an egoist can not respect other people. One thing that

1

must be remembered: we do not leave alone.
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