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interactions that are used by teachers, including (1) specific implicatures,
(2) general implicatures, and (3) scaled implicatures. conversational
implications identified by the teacher using specific conversational
implicatures of the dominant type.

Introduction

One form of human relations that cannot be separated in life in the world is a social relationship
between humans. In this case, indicated by the form of interaction. This interaction is well
structured and related and, if mutual understanding in communication, will be in line with the
purpose of the conversation. To achieve good interaction and communication, we must be able
to use a tool or a medium used by the most important human being called language. Language
as a system of phonetic symbols is arbitrary and is used by society, language to collaborate,
communicate, and define themselves (Uktolseja et al., 2019). From this, we can conclude that
language is the focus and also the main key in human interaction. Language is the main tool
that plays an important role in human life, for example as a medium for sending messages and
communicating (Gibson t al., 2019). According to Buz et al (2016) in every act of
communication, the speaker expects that the listener or interlocutor will understand and be able
to catch what he wants to be informed so that there is no misunderstanding. To avoid these
misunderstandings, one must be able to know and understand how to use words in
communication between speakers and listeners according to the situation and to whom to speak
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by paying attention to the meaning contained in each utterance which is called conversational
implicature in linguistics.

Conversational implicature is a basic assumption in a conversation in which the listeners and
listeners adhere to cooperative principles and maxims. Maxim is an assumption to use speech
in the information given by the speaker or writer. Betti & Khalaf (2021) conveys the message
that conversational implications are not part of what is actually said, but can result from proper
investigation or direct violation of the speaker. This suggests that it is more than a logical
conclusion. Speech implication is speech that suggests something other than what was actually
said (Abrar et al., 2018). The speaker's intentions are not expressed clearly as well as in
different ways (Hellbernd & Sammler, 2016). In other words, the implication is an intention,
desire, or utterance hidden from the mind which is then communicated (Moore, 2017,
Tsoumou, 2020). From the explanation above, it can be concluded that an implicature is an
indirect speech that provides more information and requires the speaker to guess what is meant
by the narrative. The guess or conjecture depends on the context of the speech and the
background of the speech.

Communication can be said to be good and effective if it requires good understanding and
connectivity between the language and its users (Omotayo, 2015). Wilson & Kolaiti (2017)
says that every utterance is seen to communicate various propositions, some explicitly and
others implicitly. Many language users use language based only on their needs because there
are no accurate and internationally agreed rules for using language (Kupisch & Rothman,
2018). However, culturally, instead of conveying a message through direct communication,
sometimes we can also say it indirectly (Yonashiro-Cho et al., 2016). In addition, the symbols
used by speakers in conversation in communication do not only refer to the subject but also to
realize their meaning.

Huang & Snedeker (2018) argues that implicature depends on understanding the background
context and situation of the two speakers. and also the benefits of conversational implicature
according to (Nida, 2015) provides an explanation of the facts and meanings of linguistics that
cannot be achieved by linguistic theory, and also provide a clear and real description and
explanation of apparent differences of the intended language users. Implicatures are also useful
for explaining different and seemingly unrelated meanings from what is said. Based on the
explanation above, the researcher concludes that implicature is communication caused by the
existence of contextual conversational goals. The inference of information or messages
conveyed is outside of what is said in the true sense and violates the maxims in the principle
of cooperation (Tsojon & Jonah, 2016). The information conveyed sometimes requires the
speaker to guess what the speaker means. This can happen in the communication environment,
one of which is in schools, which occurs between teachers and students

Skordos & Papafragou, (2016) states that such inferences are needed to construct the meaning
of the delivery resulting from certain conversational implicatures that are carried out and
Speech inferences do not occur in the context at all. Therefore, this study focuses on analyzing
the types of implicature conversations that are carried out and occur by teachers in interactions
in the school classroom with their students.

The reason the researcher chose the topic of this research is that the researcher wants to know
the forms of conversational implicatures that are often used by teachers in class when
conducting learning activities in class. In addition, the researcher also wanted to know what
types of conversational implicatures the teacher dominantly used in the classroom when
teaching and learning activities were taking place. This will certainly be interesting because
researchers directly see, listen, and listen to the conversational implicature process that occurs.
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Pragmatics has a lot of research on the science of linguistics, one of which is implicature.
Pragmatics is a linguistic field that emerged and developed in the field of linguistics.
Furthermore Mazzarella et al (2018) pragmatics is said to be the study of how to express more
than what the speaker says. Pragmatics is a field of linguistics that studies various languages,
including conversational implicatures. Implicature is a sentence or word that is implied or has
an implied meaning or other meaning. In other words, the speaker's meaning is not part of what
is said, but an aspect of what the speaker means. What the speaker wants to convey is much
richer and more abundant than what the speaker expresses directly. Linguistic meaning cannot
be determined fundamentally by mediated and understood meaning. This is in accordance with
the view that an utterance can mean a statement that is not part of the utterance (Gisladottir et
al., 2015). This implicit statement is called conversational implicature.

Implicature approaches the form of a variety of concepts contained by speech in a language
situation or position that is not a component of the speech spoken by the speaker made by the
speaker and does not pronounce the actual meaning intended. Thus, the definition of
conversational implicature is something hidden or implied meaning in a conversation in actual
language use. Implicature is determined to consider if what is intended by the speaker is
different from what is shown prosaically and also Anggrarini (2017) implicature is a star
additional meaning, which must be maintained if the principle of cooperation can be
implemented. It can be said that implicature is indirect control, in other words, the meaning of
speech is often hidden so that what is implied does not look too conspicuous.

Conversational implicature is an important concept in pragmatics. Conversational implicatures
are the implications of pragmatic knowledge contained in conversations that occur as a result
of violating the principles of the conversation itself (Derakhshan & Eslami, 2020). In line with
the limitations on pragmatic implications, conversational implicature is a proportion or
'statement’ implicative, It may have a different meaning, meaning, or meaning from what the
speaker actually said in the conversation (Clark et al. 2019). The meaning of the conversation
is that the utterance that has meaning in the form of a statement actually stems from the fact
that it is not part of the utterance (Aresta, 2018). Nor is it the result of what is required of the
specific implicatures do not have to appear in conversation and do not rely on a particular
context to interpret them (Yulianti et al., 2022). Sofyan et al (2022) states that conversational
implicatures can be divided into three types: specific conversational implications, general
conversational implications, and scaled conversational implications.

Methods

Researchers use a qualitative research approach for facts and data collection and analysis.
Qualitative research is a general term for an extensive choice of approaches and methods for
the study of social life (McCusker & Gunaydin, 2015). The researcher, therefore, used a
qualitative content analysis method to interpret the explicit speech implicatures used by the
teacher in classroom interaction with the text-based linguistic data selected for this study. The
source of the data was taken from Elementary school in classroom interaction by teachers and
recorded during the learning activities take place.

Basically, the authors use these measures to collect qualitative data following the analysis of
Woods et al (2016). First, a textual analysis of the transcript of the records was conducted and
identified the conversations in the transcript. Transcripts containing conversational
implicatures. Furthermore, by using theory on conversational implicatures which divides There
are three types of conversational implication: specific implication, implication, and scale
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implication. The researcher explained the data discovery by describing the data regarding the
types of conversational implicatures and the dominant conversational implicatures uttered by
the teacher. Selected data were analyzed in three main stages: data reduction, data presentation,
inference, and validation (Azar & Hassanien, 2015). The analysis consists of several steps
based on the theory of Miles and Huberman. First, the researcher recorded and made a
transcript of the classroom interaction between the four teachers. Second, the resulting
transcript is then analyzed based on the problem in this study, namely, there are 3 types of
conversational implicatures. and Finally, the data is presented in the form of paragraphs or
extracts because it uses a qualitative methodology.

Results and Discussion

This part discusses the type of conversational Implicature by the teacher in Classroom. They
can be seen in the following extracts:

Specific conversational implicatures
Extract 1
Teacher: kepala..
Student:kepala..

Teacher: pundak lutut kaki lutut kaki...masih ada yang tidak fokus...oke, tepuk tangan
dulu- aduh@@ bau lain-lain lagi

Student: aiiiihhh,, aih @@ Q@@

In extract 1 above, it refers to a special type of conversational implicature, where special
conversational implicature is a meaning It comes from the conversation by recognizing or
referring to the social context of the conversation, the relationship between the speakers, and
their shared knowledge in the utterance. In this case, the implicature describes the relationship
between the speaker and the listener. In the extract, the teacher talks to his students by saying
"Aduh’ which means that the activities carried out by the students have things that the teacher
complains about and the teacher continues by saying "*@@smell others again@@"*(bau lain-
lain lagi” in the statement, the teacher says that the teacher smells something and make the
utterance into humor that makes other students laugh. This shows that teachers use special
implicatures because of their relationship with students without thinking students will be
offended.

Extract 2
Teacher: sikaap? Yah Menonjolkan dari...
Student: aaah? Tidak--
Teacher: kenapa bkan besokpi mudatang?
Student: itu ibu...

Teacher: eeee duduk moko cepak jammoko--jammoko jelaskangi ditauji bilang ko
sudah terlambat.

The extract above is a special type of conversational implicature, where special conversational
implicature is the implied meaning contained in the speaker's utterance by looking at the
relationship between the speaker and the listener. From this extract, the teacher said "*kenapa
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bukan besokpi mudatang?' (why don’t you come tomorrow) to students who enter class
means students who have just entered class are very late because they missed some
explanations about the material. The special implicature here can be seen from the teacher who
dares to give a sarcastic impression to the students because of the relationship between the
teacher and the students.

Extract 3

Teacher: iya bagus... kita iya nak?-kita iya nak..kita iya nak? lyaaa masih SMA belum
masanya...anu ini yang biasa na bilang orang cinta-cinta monyet...mutau itu monyet?

Student: tauuu..

Teacher: itukan juga salah satu pembhambat kemajuan negara kesatuan.
Student: (aiiihhhhh)..

Teacher: pacar-pacaran...dik...sekolahmi dulu baik-baik yah...

Extract 3 above shows special conversational implicatures. special conversational implicature
is a meaning It comes from the conversation by recognizing or referring to the social context
of the conversation, the relationship between the speakers, and their shared knowledge in the
utterance.The teacher tells the students **sekolah dulu baik-baik yah..."( just do good school)
meaning that the teacher told the students not to have a special relationship with their close
friends and told them to focus on their school. It can be seen here that this particular
conversational implicature emphasizes the relationship between speaker and listener where the
teacher gives advice to all his students.

Extract 4

S: kantongnya bu @@@@
T: kalo tidak ada ini tidak ada tetesan.

S:0@E@@@

T: atau kalo ini kantong berbunyi kalo jalan (kresek kresek kresekk) , bagus ini
tidak berbunyi

S:0@PEQEPEEEE

The extract above is a special type of conversational implicature, where special conversational
implicature is the implied meaning contained in the speaker's utterance by looking at the
relationship between the speaker and the listener. The class situation at that time studied the
human reproductive system. From this extract, the teacher said “atau kalo ini kantong
berbunyi kalo jalan (kresek kresek kresekk)”((or if this is the bag it reads if it goes (crack
crackle crack)) which means that the teacher explains the advantages of the male reproductive
system. And also saying "bagus ini tidak berbunyi “(good this doesn't sound) means the
function of the male reproductive system to the students. It can be seen that it is said to be a
special implicature because the teacher gives humor to the students in explaining the material
so that the students laugh.

Extract 5
S: Sperma dan sel telur.

T: Yah itu sel sperma dan sel telur, kalo hewan reproduksi seksual dan non seksual ,
yaitu aseksual kalo hewan di air reproduksinya internal atau eksternal ? kalo hewan
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air internal karena ovum dan sperma bertemu di air , katak dan ikan cukup datang
[prettttt] buang sperma [pretttt] datang katak betina [ekekeke]

S:Q@EQE@

In Extract above, it shows special conversational implicatures. Special conversational
implicatures are where special conversational implicature is the implied meaning contained in
the speaker's utterance by looking at the relationship between the speaker and the listener. The
teacher says to his students “katak dan ikan cukup datang [prettttt] buang sperma [pretttt]
datang katak betina [ekekeke]” (Frogs and fish just come [prettttt] throw sperm [pretttt]
come female frogs [ekekeke]) The use of the words "prett" and "ekekek" is included in a special
type of conversation where these words are meaningful in the activities of the reproductive
system between male and female frogs. It is said with special conversational implicatures
because the teacher gives meaning indirectly but is packed with humor so that students can
laugh and it can be seen from the special relationship between the teacher and the students who
are free and full of laughter.

General conversational implicatures
Extract 6

Teacher: janganmiki mencatat karna sudahmi dicatat to?..itu nanti saya
jelaskan..yang pertama nilai substitusi..yang pertama cara substitusi..yang kedua
cara..yang sudah biasa- yang kalian pake..

Student: iya ibu

From the extract above are types of General conversational implicature, that is implicature
whose existence is not concerned with a particular context in it or in the situation. and is not
required to take into account the additional meaning conveyed, when the teacher says to the
students. “yang sudah biasa- ”(the usual-) means that it reminds us how to solve problems that
have been taught and explained previously to be used. and “yang kalian pake..” (you
wearing...) Your word is referring to the student, which students usually use in the problem.

Extract 7

Teacher: apa lagi? ada saluran. saluran vasdifren saluran yang panjang ini, p-
anjanggggg

Student: yang kayk urat bu?

Teacher: lya, saluran yang bawa sampe ke pesikulaseminalis, saluran apa lagi ?
Saluran ejakulasi. Saluran kemih atau saluran uretra ee terus saluran kelenjar, terus
prostat ,ee terus apa lagi kelenjar couper . ini kelenjar campuran antara sperma dan
mani. Kalo laki-laki mau disunat ininya yang dipotong

Student: ihhh@@@ @@

From the extract above are types of general conversational implicatures, that is implicature
whose existence is not concerned with a particular context in it or in the situation and is not
required to take into account the additional meaning conveyed. Speech sentence “Kalo laki-
laki mau disunat ininya yang dipotong”(If a man wants to be circumcised, this is what is
cut) dari kata “ininya”(this) Meaningful or referring to the structure of the previous language
where the teacher explains the reproductive system and its parts. The teacher shows that if a
man performs circumcision then the reproductive part is cut or removed without mentioning
the organ directly.

Suci Pole Mappaita.
83



BATARADIDI:

Celebes Scholar pg English Language Journal

Extract 8
T: kenapai? Apa kau fahri ?...
S : tidak ji bu%
S : anu bu na bahas mandul.

T: Ohh mandul, mandul itu banyak penyebabnya , kalo laki-laki jumlah itunya
kurang ..

The extract above includes types of general conversational implicature extracts or implicatures
that are carried out based on the structure of the sentence only. The general implicature is in
the sentence “kalo laki-laki jumlah itunya kurang . “(*"If it's a male, the amount is less) dari
kata “itunya”(This) means or refers to the part of the male reproductive system without
mentioning it directly.

Scaled Conversational Implicatures
Extract 9

Teacher: kalo ini.. diubah menjadi tiga kali satu tambah dua kali satu pangkat 3
kurang dua kali satu?

Student: tujuh

Teacher: tambabh...tentukan-

Student: tiga kali tiga

Teacher: berapapun pangkatnya kalo angkanya satu otomatis hasilnya?

The extract above, it includes conversational implicature on a scale. Scaled implicature states
a value from a value scale of a context in a conversation. The scale implicature seen in this
extract is when the teacher says “berapapun pangkatnya kalo angkanya satu otomatis
hasilnya?”( (Whatever the rank, if the number is one, the result will be automatic?) kata
“Berapapun’(whatever) refers or has the meaning that the teacher explains that all numbers
may be included in the multiplication in the context of mathematics.

Extract 10

Teacher: .....hmm.. kenapa bsa ? karena biasa di dalam kelenjar prostat ada sperma
yang lama. Biasa ini ada kakek-kakek tua yang tidak mampu lagi mengeluarkan
sperma , tidak bisa lagi olahraga. Kalo prostat rata-rata orang tua--

S: orang tua bede @@ @@

T: ihh ...memang orang tua

The extract above includes conversational implicature on a scale. Scaled implicature states a
value from a value scale of a context in a conversation. The scale implicature seen in this extract
is when the teacher says “Kalo prostat rata-rata orang tua—*“(If the prostate is an average
parent—) the teacher's use of the word “rata-rata”(average) refers to or means that half or
more of the elderly population has the prostate disease.

Extract 11

Teacher: jadi untuk selanjutnya (eee) Karena kalian punya buku ... ee coba di kerja
halaman 130 di tugas kelompok LK 5, tugas kelompok LK 5 bisa di kerja berempat
supaya cepat , sedikitji 2 nomorji nah 2 nomorji
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Student: lye bu.

Teacher: iyoo kan nomor 1 anuji , tumbuhan mati , jadi baca-baca mi dulu itu
halaman 72 — 73 kerjakan memangi nah%

The extract above includes scaled conversational implicatures. Scaled implicatures express a
value from a value scale of a context in a conversation. The scalable implicature seen in this
extract is when the teacher says "sedikitji 2 nomorji nah 2 nomorji "( only a few, only two
numbers) the word "'sedikitji**(only a few) refers to the meaning that the given task can be
calculated and can be done quickly with approximately only 5 task numbers given by the
teacher.

Effective communication creates a key that directs professional relationships between teachers
and students in the classroom to achieve common goals (Sileo, 2011). There are eleven extracts
that have been analyzed and discussed above which show the types of conversational
implicatures used by teachers in classroom interactions. The findings show that teachers use
several variations of conversational implicatures include specific conversational implicatures
(the relationship between speaker and listener), general conversational implicatures (according
to the previous context, and also scaled conversational implicatures.

The first type is Specific Conversational Implicatures, found in extracts 1,2, 3, 4, and 5.
Specific conversational implicatures are implicatures that occur in communication events that
occur in specific contexts. Geurts (2019) explains further that to find out this type of implicature
we need to take into account the information we know about the communication event. Suryadi
& Muslim, (2019) said that specific conversational implicatures are implicatures that are
unique to the particular context in which their conversation takes place. In extracting the type
of specific conversational implicature used by the teacher, it has an implied meaning, but
because of the close relationship between the teacher and students, the teacher uses language
that is packed with humor.

The second type is called General Conversational Implicatures. Generalized conversational
implicatures do not require a special context. In general conversational implicatures usually
occur in conversations without referring to certain features of the context in the
conversation.This is in line with the opinion reveals that general conversational implicatures
do not require special background knowledge and certain speech contexts are required to make
the necessary conclusions. Papi (2010) suggests that general conversational implicatures are
implicatures that remain constant in all contexts. In extracts and types of general conversational
implicatures, the teacher conveys something according to the previous structure and context.

And the third type is called scaled conversational implicature, in this type of implicature,
certain information will be conveyed by choosing words that express the value of the value
scale in conversation. The implicature scale is a measure of the service value of a product or
service, such as the Quantitative scale: to some extent, little, almost, all frequency scale:
sometimes, often, always temperature scale: cold, warm, hot Scale certainty: may be the
negative value from the choice of words or statements of a certain scale in the phenomenon A
form of rejection of high (top) or low (bottom) numbers or values. In other words, if the speaker
uses or speaks on one side of the value in a conversation, it means that the speech contains a
negative contradiction to that value.

The dominant type of conversational implicature used by the teacher is a special conversational
implicature where the use of this special conversational implicature is used with humor but has
an implied meaning that can be seen in the relationship between the teacher and students.
wherein the use of this type of implicature the teacher gives utterances that do not think the
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students will be offended or angry but because of the relationship between the teacher and the
students, the teacher uses more types of special conversational implicatures in conveying
utterances from the implied meaning.

Conversational implicatures have implied speech meanings that can be understood depending
on the context and the ability to do something related to the speech being spoken. Implicature
is used to respect another person or interlocutor so that the speaker considers who he is talking
to, on what occasions the conversation took place, and also the extent to which the conversation
was intended. Implicatures make conversations more lively and meaningful. Context has an
important role to know the meaning intended by the speaker. Conversational implicature has
been carried out by many conversation participants. In fact, not all listeners can follow and
refer to what the speaker means. For listeners to see the context of the conversation that
occurred is a very important thing. Mozuraitis et al (2015) translates that context as (1) aspects
of the physical and social environment related to speech, and (2) shared knowledge possessed
by speakers and listeners. Furthermore, Alsmari (2020) explains that the factor of using
conversational implication which is a pragmatic competency teaching approach can produce
positive results in the development of communication for teachers and students in the
classroom. This can be seen from the positive results, one of which is as a basic building of
communicative competence.

Conclusion

This study examines the types of conversational implicatures used by teachers in classroom
interactions. Three types of conversational implicatures were found in this study, namely
specific conversational implicatures which explain the special relationship between teachers
and students who are close and without gaps, general conversational implicatures occur
because they are based on structure and context, and are scaled conversational implicatures.
implicature to convey a value based on the context. The dominant type of conversational
implicature used by the teacher is a special conversational implicature where the use of this
special conversational implicature is used with humor but has an implied meaning that can be
seen in the relationship between the teacher and his students. These findings provide valuable
input for the study of communication in educational settings by considering the importance and
breadth of conversational implicature in educational settings.
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