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INTRODUCTION

Prazmatics Jdeals with measing in context, especially speker meaning (L eech, 1983 Leviuson,
T985: Mev 1993, Cutting, 20020 To undersiand the speaker meaning. the hearer shou ld lmn the
pragmatic competence. that is. the ability te anderstand whar i3 meant by the speaker is not
easy to figure out the speaker meaning because in daily communication. pzople do not suyv what
they mean to sayv. They mean one thing buat say something else which is known as implicature,
The ailure of the hearer to understand the speaker meaning will fead o misunderstanding and
miscommuication.
Fhis paper s trving to analyee the impHeature and the cooperative principles in LA
RIS storres. LA Hil s stories are tamous and widely used i reading comprehension classes fir
the studtents of ESL or EFL. Although the level of vocabulary and the patterns vsed in the stories
are simplifted to adjust them o the Tevel of proficieney of the stadents, the stories stilt retlect e
freshness of originality. One thing that muakes these stories interesting 15 that they are ver-
humerous.. Therefore, these stories are imeresting to analyze from pragmatic point of view, The
mam question is what makes those storics humorous Since there are so many Hill's stories, o
selection has to be made and it follows that there are only twe staries which will be analyzed here
and thev are taken from Advanced Steps to Understanding (1980). The vwo stories are those
Unit 11 (page 24) and Unit 21 (ppage 44) .

AN OVERVIEW OF INPLICATURE AND COOPERATIVE PRINCIPLES

Tmplicarure

Implicature 1s one of the main fopics in pragmatics because pragmatics deals with the study of
meaning n relation to speech situation (Leech. 19830 1) Implicature, according 1o Mely (1993
99-100). comes from the word ‘to imply” which means “to fold something into something else in
arder to be understood”. The noun form is “implicature”. Grice (1973) distinguishes “to imphy™ apd
‘1o implicate’. The noun implicawmre derives from "o implicate” which means something - what &
implicd. To put it in another way. to imply means to mean soniething by saving something eisc
According to Grice (Wijana ,1997), an utterance can mply a propasition which is not part of tha
utterance. The propesition which 13 implied i3 called implicature. The relationship between the
implicature and the utterance i3 not a necessary consequence. Mely (19934 0s right when he sz
that “logic and everyday life does not always look a things in the same way™. What a cpce”-nr
means is determined by the smal‘u s intention, Acgording to Searie (190090 17-18 40 thwe <peaker
uticranes may have twe different meanin
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Cooserave Principles.

Crice states that in erder to ca.ry out the cooperative principles, every speaker should  ober the
four conversational maxims, that is. maxim of quantits. maxim of quaim, maxim of relevance.
and masim of manner. (Brown and Yule, 1983 31-320 Leecli 195830 T19-134) Wijana, [vvé. <2-
S0 Lovinson, 1983: 100-101). These maxims can be summarized as follows:

Maxim of quantitv ¢ Make vour contribution as informative as is required.
Do ot make vour contribution more informative than required.
Maxim of quality Do not say what vou believe to be false
Maxim of relevance : Make vour contribution relevant.
Maxim of manner : Be briei’ Be orderly. Avoid ambiguiny. .
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