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ABSTRACT

Wijaya, M. Aziz. 2011.A Study on Implicatures on Kabar Bang One
Animated Cartoon Based on Relevance TheoryStudy Program of English,
University of Brawijaya. Supervisor: (I) Lalu MergliCo.Supervisor: Istigomah
Wulandari

Keywords: Implicature, Relevance Theokgbar Bang Oné\nimated Cartoon.

Implicature or implicit meaning can be found Kabar Bang One
animated cartoon. This study uses relevance theotye theoretical framework.
This study aims at describing how implicatures aneovered orKabar Bang
One animated cartoon. Furthermore, this study invastsg the implicatures on
Kabar Bang Onanimated Cartoon.

The data of this study are in the form of videoahhtontains images and
written utterances or texts. Therefore, the reswarcsed qualitative approach
with document analysis design to analyze the implies onKabar Bang One
animated cartoon.

This study reveals that implicatures appear whenhiarer/viewer has
particular relevant assumptions on speaker’s uitesisentences. Besides, it is
found that the gestures or imageskabar Bang Onenimated cartoon contained
implicatures. Explicature is used to give detaieegblanation on ambiguous or
unclear utterances and too short utterances. latpticpremises are constructed
based on the context. Implicated conclusion isiobthby drawing conclusion
from the whole previous process that includes eaplire and implicated
premises. Implicated premises and implicated cammfumust be limited to the
topic discussed in order not to make the impli@gubecome unintended
inferences.

This study concludes that implicatures are intégateby drawing
inferences retrieved from the context, backgroundvkdedge or memory, and
assumptions. The researcher suggests further cheearconduct similar research
about relevance theory with different object ofdstioy giving detailed analysis
on higher level explicature which has not been@gul in this research yet.



ABSTRAK

Wijaya, M. Aziz. 2011 Penelitian tentang Implikatur dalam Kartun Animasi
Kabar Bang One berdasarkan Teori RelevansiProgram Studi Sastra Inggris,
Universitas Brawijaya. Pembimbing: (1) Lalu Mer@l) Istiqgomah Wulandari.

Kata Kunci: Implikatur, Teori Relevansi, Kartun Amasi Kabar Bang One.

Implikatur atau makna tersirat dapat ditemukan rdakartun animasi
Kabar Bang One. Penelitian ini menggunakan tedevessi sebagai landasan
teori. Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk memaparkagammana implikatur diungkap
dalam kartun animasi Kabar Bang One. Disamping panelitian ini juga
bertujuan untuk mencari tahu implikatur yang teedagalam kartun animasi
Kabar Bang One.

Data pada penelitian ini berupa video yang memaatb@ar-gambar dan
ucapan tertulis atau tulisan-tulisan. Oleh kareha penulis menggunakan
pendekatan kualitatif dengan model analisa dokunuetuk menganalisa
implikatur yang terdapat dalam kartun animasi Kakeng One.

Penelitian ini ~ menemukan bahwa implikatur muncul tikee
pendengar/penonton mempunyai asumsi tertentu yametpvan pada
ucapan/kalimat pembicara. Selain itu, ditemukarajbghwa gerak isyarat atau
gambar-gambar pada kartun animasi Kabar Bang Orsapat implikatur.
Eksplikatur digunakan untuk memberikan penjelagamg rinci pada ucapan-
ucapan yang rancu atau tidak jelas dan ucapan-ucgpag terlalu pendek.
Implikatur premis digagas berdasarkan konteks. ikapir kesimpulan diperoleh
dengan membuat kesimpulan dari seluruh proses wsehgh yang meliputi
ekspikatur dan implikatur premis. Implikatur prendgian implikatur kesimpulan
harus dibatasi pada pokok bahasan agar supayanieladperoleh implikatur yang
menyimpang.

Penelitian ini menyimpulkan bahwa implikatur dipahia dengan
membuat kesimpulan-kesimpulan yang diperoleh damiéks, pengetahuan dasar
atau memori serta asumsi-asumsi. Penulis menyarameaa peneliti lain
melakukan penelitian yang serupa tentang teorvaeks dengan bahan penelitian
yang lain dengan memberikan analisis yang rinciapaksplikatur tingkat lebih
tinggi yang mana belum dijabarkan pada penelitian i
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION
This chapter presents background of the study,areseproblems,

objectives of the study, and definition of key term

1.1 Background of the Study

As human beings, people cannot live alone withatgraction with
others. In interacting with each other, they usechto communicate, that is a
language. Language as a means of communicatios playmportant role in
human life. According to Longman Dictionary of Cemiporary English
(2005), communication is the process by which peepichange information
or express their thoughts and feelings. Therefarepmmunicating with each
other, people share information such as asking andwering about
something, expressing their opinion, emaotion, feglidea, etc.

Communication can be done directly or indirectly.irebdt
communication happens when people make conversationexchange
information from one to another directly. It doed require supporting media
of communication. So people talk to each otheradiyeface to face. On the
contrary, indirect communication requires media admmunication in
exchanging information.

In some cases, indirect communication is more gffe@nd efficient
in exchanging information than direct communicatitins because indirect

communication uses media of communication in exgimaninformation such



as telephone, sms, email, etc, so that informatanbe transferred or spread
wider. For example, when someone wants to infornmething to many
people, he does not need to meet the person litstdcan save his time by
sending texts through email or sms. Other exampdés media of
communication are newspaper, magazine, radio, &adision. Those media
of communications are commonly called mass mediaesit functions as
sources for all people in finding out the situatibat is happening at the
moment.

As we know, besides informing the news to the mlohe of the roles
of mass media is keeping a watch on political, eauin, social, and cultural
issues of a country. They write, publish or broatica criticism such as
political criticism, social criticism, economic tdism, etc. This is the way
how to control the government policy and give conde other public issues.
There are various ways how to express their csiticio the government and
public such as by publishing an essay, articldcaarre, comic strip, parody,
animated cartoon, etc.

Each of the media above has strengths and wealnésseessay and
article, it presents a criticism in a detail sotthi®e readers can understand
completely about something that it is being crgd. But the weakness is,
perhaps people do not have time or they do not watake effort to read all
the essays or articles because the critique isldog. It is different from
caricature and comic strip. It presents more otupgcrather than the words or

sentences. By looking at caricature and comic spigture which are



presented in a funny way, people are more attractesge because it is more
eye-catching than articles and news. But sometipexsgple do not understand
what messages the author wants to deliver as ctehplas the essays and
articles. Similar to caricatures and comic strigsimated cartoon presents
picture and few conversations. It is different frararicatures and comic
strips, animated cartoon does not only presentifgstand few conversations
but also moving pictures. It is more alive and egé&ehing than caricatures
and comic strips.

Animated cartoon can be represented as commumcatich is used
by mass media in expressing their views, thougbfsnion, and idea
especially on television. One of the examples oimaied cartoon and
perhaps the only one that is shown on televisiomdonesia iKabar Bang
One It presents animated cartoon which includes pestimages, gestures,
words, and sentence. They create a cartoon animgtigive criticism about
government policy and public issues.

Since it presents few sentences or even a single, vammetimes
people take time to understand the intended measmthose few words and
sentences are frequently confusing and unclearitiddelly, viewers who do
not know the hot issues at the moment, they gétudify to understand the
intended meaning that the author wants to convelgdoziewer. However, by
looking at the cartoon characters and the peopiedte being criticized who
are closely resembled, at least the viewers know are being criticized in

that animated cartoon.



Starting from the animated cartoon K&bar Bang Ongwe can see
language phenomena that exist in our surroundiragold (1990, p.119)
defines pragmatics as the study of the use of gbtiianake inferences about
meaning. So in understanding the intended meamngaibar Bang One
animated cartoon, we use the context to make sameusions. Pragmatics
as the branch of linguistics field which studiesvito carry out the messages
and how to interpret the intended meaning can ke us describe the
language phenomena founddabar Bang Onenimated cartoon.

SinceKabar Bang Oneanimated cartoon mostly expresses their ideas
and criticize problems indirectly and presents hrously, this leads to create
implicit meanings in the conversation among the pteeovho are being
criticized andBang Onehimself. Instead of just watching the animated
cartoon which is more entertaining, people do ealize that actually there
are intended messages that the author wants teegdhvough the implicit
meanings (implicatures) behind the conversatiortofding to Grice’s theory
(1975) of conversational implicature, in order tavé a good conversation,
both the speaker and the listener have to be catperand have to give
contributions that are needed in conversations telated to the cooperative
principle which has four maxims. The cooperativin@ple is suggested
principle that should be followed by each particip@&n a conversation to
achieve successful communication.

Whereas according to relevance theory proposed fmwrb8r and

Wilson (1995), it is not because speakers are é@pelo obey Cooperative



Principle and maxims, but because the search fevaece is a basic feature
of human cognition, which communicators may expldit order to have

successful communication, communicators have tabbe to uncover other’s
relevance. To interpret an utterance involves mibr@n identifying the

assumption explicitly expressed but it also invelveiorking out the

consequences of adding assumption to a set of asem® that have

themselves already been processed. It involvesirigokt the contextual
effect of this assumption in a context determinegd darlier acts of

comprehension (Sperber and Wilson, 1995, p.118)sTho matter how short
the sentences or utterances are, they can uncheeretevance since the
viewers have a good cognitive ability and know thentext. The

communication will run smoothly.

Based on the explanation above, the writer willeedvthe language
phenomena orKabar Bang Oneanimated cartoon by using relevance
theoretic approach. The writer chooses relevanesryhto uncover the
relevance oKabar Bang One@nimated cartoon because it can explain widely
how we interpret an utterance or sentence. By kngwihe relevance, the
viewers are expected to know the intended meamnotding the implicit
meaning of that animated cartoon conversation.

By giving analysis on that phenomenon, theoretycdtlis expected to
give worth contribution to Pragmatics field, espdlgi in analyzing the
process how the hearer understands the intendedimgeand what the

implicit meaning (implicature) is behind the corsetion by applying



relevance theoretic approach. Practically, thigaesh is expected to enrich
the knowledge of the readers concerning how tapné¢ intended meaning
so that the reader simultaneously can uncovemtipdidgit meaning behind the
conversation. ' Generally, this research can givethwoontribution to all
readers to take notice of what actually the impinessage is about that the
author wants to convey behind the conversation.

Based on the explanation above, the writer conduate@esearch in
analyzing how to infer the intended meaningkabar Bang Oneanimated
cartoon so that finally it will be found the imglioneaning (implicature)
behind the conversation presented. In analyzingptbeess and the implicit
meaning, the writer relies on the Relevance Theasythe branch of
Pragmatics study. Therefore the writer writes asithentitied A Study on
Implicatures on Kabar Bang One Animated Cartoon Based on Relevance

Theory”.

1.2 Research Problems
1. How are implicit meanings (implicatures) depicteadl Kabar Bang
Oneanimated cartoon?
2. What are the implicatures behind the conversatfddatbar Bang One

animated cartoon?



1.3 Objective of the Study
1. To know how implicit meaning (implicatures) deputt®n Kabar
Bang Oneanimated cartoon.
2. To uncover the implicit meanings (implicatures)kabar Bang One

animated cartoon.

1.4 Definition of Key Terms
1. Implicature
Any assumption communicated, but not explicitly $®,an implicitly
communicated (Sperber and Wilson, 1995, p.182).
2. Kabar Bang One Animated Cartoon
An animated cartoon which main characteBang Onenserted in every
news program of TVone to give response or criticisferring to the
current issues.
(http://id.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bang_One).
3. Relevance Theory
Relevance Theory is an inferential approach to mpedgs which is based
on a definition of relevance and two principle efewance: a Cognitive
Principle (that human cognition is geared to theximaation of
relevance), and a Communicative Principle (thateratices create

expectations of optimal relevance). (Sperber aniddj 2002, p.1)



CHAPTER I

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

This chapter presents a brief description and @&gbien about the theories
that support this study. There are several thedhat are important to discuss.
This chapter begins with general description alppagmatics as the foundation of
relevance theory. Then the researcher will maimgwbs the notion of Relevance

Theory.

2.1 Theoretical Framework
2.1.1 Pragmatics

Grundy (2000, p.3) defines pragmatics as, “theysalibut explaining
how we produce and understand such everyday batrepiby rather peculiar
uses of language.” Speaker’s utterances are nefssacly the same as what
speaker means. Therefore, there is more meaningdéhe utterances. By
studying pragmatics, we are expected to understhadreal message or
meaning behind utterances.

According to Cutting (2002, p.2) pragmatics is€‘tstudy of context,
text and function.” So in pragmatics, context, textd function play an
important role in communication. As utterances rave necessarily the same
as the literal meaning, we need context, text amttfon to understand
someone’s utterances. It is similar to Fasold 0199.119), who says,

“pragmatics is the study of the use of context takeninferences about



meaning.” Peccei as quoted by Cutting (2002, px®Jaens context as ‘the
aspects that influence communication such as krdgeletime and place in
which the words are uttered or written. The texéneto pieces of spoken or
written discourse.’

Another view of pragmatics is defined by Levinsd®&3, p.9), by
saying that pragmatics is “the study of those retat between language and
context that are grammaticalized or encoded instinecture of language.”
This indicates that through context we can undedstsomeone intention.
From those explanations, we may say that pragmgtitise study of human
language use as it is determined by the contexna&e inferences about
meaning. In conclusion, pragmatics can describe homan communication
is produced and interpreted as it is explained mamethe subfield of

pragmatics which is relevance theory.

2.1.2 Relevance Theory
According to Grice (1975), in order to have a sssbd

communication, the speaker and the listener hav® toooperative and have
to give contributions that are needed in the cosatesn. Cooperative
Principle suggests principle that should be folldwsy each participant. So
that in order to have a successful communicatienpérticipant should obey
the four maxims: quantity, quality, relation, andammer. Frequently, speakers
produce utterances which disobey one or more ofrthems, but the hearers

still understand the intention that is deliveredthg speakers. According to
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Cutting (2002), communication is understood by Beasimply by selecting
the relevant features of context, and recogniziftatever speakers say as
relevant to the conversation. “When hearer or reagigkes sense of a text,
they interpret the connections between utterancesnaaningful, making
inferences by drawing on their own background keagke of the world”
(Cutting 2002, p.43). It can be seen that the psgpaf communication is as a
matter of enlarging mutual cognitive environmentgt of duplicating
thoughts (Sperber and Wilson 1995, p.193). So,essfal communication is
not based on obeying the cooperative principle.

Fransico Yus (1999, p.2) explains “Relevance thesrg cognitive
approach to human communication based upon theatetdim that human
cognition is geared to the addressees’ searchefevance in the in-coming
(non)-verbal stimuli that they process in the ceurd a conversational
interaction”. Sperber and Wilson (as cited in H&WVard, 2007, p.607) says
“Relevance theory may be seen as an attempt to watrkn details one. of
Grice’s central claims: that an essential featdirmast human communication
is the expression and recognition of intentionséc&ynizing intention is a
normal characteristic of human cognition (Sperbet Wilson 1995). Sperber
and Wilson propose this theory because they aresatisfied with the
probabilistic nature of Gricean implicature. Thegwe that a single principle
of relevance is adequate to explain the processttefance understanding.
“They want a theory which goes beyond the probstisliand enables

addressees to be sure that they have recoveredntst relevant of a
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potentially infinite set of inferences”, (Grundy @ p.101). In conclusion,
communication is not about obeying the coopergtiveciple but it is because
of human cognition.

In the first chapter of their book entitled RelesanCommunication
and Cognition, Sperber and Wilson argue that coddemnof communication
is inadequate to comprehension process. “Compraireirs/olves more than
decoding of linguistics signal”, (Sperber and Wilsb995, p.6). Therefore,
Sperber and Wilson support inferential communicatichich an inferential
process simultaneously functioning as a decodingcgss (Sperber and
Wilson 1995, p.14). As a result, the foundatiomedévance theory is based on
the inferential communication. Verbal communicati@so employs a code
such as the grammar of particular language. Howengbal communication
cannot be explained solely in terms of a code thewr communication.
Natural language consists of indexical expressiamh ss pronouns which do
not encode their referents. Moreover, there areiguols expressions in
language which need to be disambiguated; it isrdleav this process cannot
be explained in code theory terms.

Inferential communication aims to explain how theliance infers
the communicator’s intended meaning based on ev@@novided (Horn &
Ward 2007). Such inferences conform to certain etgtiens that are created
by communication. Unlike Grice, Relevance Theoryesiot postulate
conversational (maxim) as the standard that a ssidlecommunication relies

on obeying Cooperative Principles. Instead, Relegahheory claims that
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interpretation is primarily a cognitive phenomenehich depends on how
humans process information. In other words, Relesdarheory is rooted in an
account of cognition.

Sperber and Wilson (as cited in Horn & Ward, 208%te that
“Relevance is a potential property not only of tdtees and other observable
phenomena, but of thoughts, memories and conclsisténinferences”. Of
course, in searching the relevance, an input igletdo be processed in
human mind. Sperber and Wilson (as cited in HowWa&rd, 2007) state that

“an input (a sight, a sound, an utterance, a memisry

relevant to an individual when it connects with kground

information he has available to yield conclusidmat imatter

to him, for example, by answering a question he imad

mind, improving his knowledge on a certain topgitlsng a

doubt, confirming a suspicion, or correcting a aksn

impression.”

An input also provides a stimulus which enables dlddressee to identify
information by recognizing the speaker’s intentiortonvey it.

In Relevance Theory, the inferential communicatisralso called
ostensive inferential communication. The main poibout ostensive
inferential communication is that communicator imienally provides
evidence that he intends the audience to arriveeriin conclusion (Sperber
and Wilson 1995). As Sperber and Wilson say (19950), “an ostensive
stimulus is a behavior”, so that it can only belakxpged on the assumption that

the communicators wanted to give evidence of timéntion to convey some

information.
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An example of ostensive inferential communicationcess can be
described as follows: Yanto is in South Africa vidng world cup match.
Unfortunately, he has got toothache. He wants tp &dudrug to heal his
toothache. Another bad luck, he doesn't know Afaiks, and the seller
indicates that he doesn’t speak English. So he ositfie act of someone who
has got toothache. He holds his jaw and feels e in it. The pharmacist
understands perfectly and brought some pills fasthtache, and so the
purchase runs smoothly. In mimicking the act ofdimal the jaw and feeling
the pain, he produces evidence which, together ejpropriate contextual
assumption, leads the pharmacist to draw conclugi().

a. Someone who walks into a drugstore wants to buyesioimg which
he believes is sold there.

b. The customer is acting in a way similar to the @iccomeone who
has got a toothache.

c. For healing the toothache one needs a drug fon&cbe.

d. Toothache drugs are sold at the pharmacist’'s drugst

e. The customer wants to buy a toothache drugs.

Here, ostensive inferential communication involes methods of
communication, code model and inferential commurooa A code model
holds that speaker encodes some information A, wthie addressee has then
to decode. The signal itself does not provide ewedefor the conclusion that
the speaker intended to convey this informatioenicodes the information A

itself. It is clear that every single piece of ende gained from a stimulus can
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be interpreted against some of contextual assumptiaws the inference of

what the speaker wanted to convey.

2.1.2.1 Principle of Relevance

Relevance theory is based on a definition of relegaand two
principles of relevance: a Cognitive Principle efevance is human cognition
tends to be geared to the maximization of relevaaod a Communicative
Principle of relevance that every act of ostensigemmunication
communicates a presumption of its own optimal retee (Sperber & Wilson
1995, p.260). In other words, human cognition tetadpick out information
which connects to existing assumptions in such § a& to improve the
individual's overall representation of the word imaking it richer, providing
better-evidenced, and more likely to be true.

According to the cognitive principle of relevancthe human
cognition attends only to information which seemslevant. If the
communicator wants to be understood, then she prostuce her ostensive
stimulus in such a way that it will seem relevamttie audience under the
intended interpretation. Thus it can be said thatre act of ostensive
communication creates in the audience a presumigtianit will be relevant
enough to be worth the audience’s attention.

Grundy (2000) has summarized the key principlesRefevance
Theory proposed by Sperber and Wilson. Here arek#he principles of

relevance theory:
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every utterance comes with a guarantee of its owmicolar
relevance, so that to understand an utterance igrdve its
relevance. The goal of human cognition is to mazemthe
relevance of the information processed.

because the addressee cannot prove the relevancieof
utterance without relating it to the context, thmeaker has to
have very accurate assumptions of the hearers’ittogmbility
and contextual resources, which will necessarilydikected in
the way s/he communicates, and in particular in twélze
chooses to make explicit or what s/he choosesazel implicit.
“however apparently grammaticalized linguistic sttwe may
be, utterances are, as we have seen, radically-gietiermined.
So a single syntactic relation may represent a weag range of
logical and semantics relations. Even the detertioinaf sense
requires an inferential process.” (Grundy 200006)1

once the propositional form of an utterance hasn biegly
elaborated, the utterance may be regarded as aserewhich,
taken together with other, no-linguistic premiseailable to the
hearer as contextual resources, enable him to ddtieaelevant
understanding.

“the most accessible interpretation is the mostvaait. This is
an important notion because it enables us to discate in a

principled way.” (Grundy 2000, p.106). Hence thame two
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assumption related to the relevance and the priocessfort.

First, the greater the effect of an utterance,ntoee relevant it
is. Second, the harder we have to try to underssamnagething,
the less relevant it is.

“context is not treated as given common ground,ratiter as a
set of more or less accessible items of informatdmch are
stored in short term and encyclopedic memories anifest in

the physical environment.” (Grundy 2000, p.107).

2.1.2.2 Relevance-theoretic comprehension strategy

Sperber and Wilson (as cited in Horn & Ward, 20@Ad Robin

Carston (2002, p. 143) explain how the comprehensiorks on the

relevance-theoretic conception. Here is the foll@yvi comprehension

procedure.

a.

b.

Consider interpretations (disambiguation, esfee assignments,
enrichments, contextual assumption, implication) &t order of
accessibility (i.e. follow a path of least effom computing
cognitive effects)

Stop when the expected level of relevance ished

According to relevance theory, there is a procedworanterpret

utterances. The hearer should take the decodedidirgmeaning; following a

path of least effort, he should enrich it at thelext level and complement it

at the implicit level until the resulting interpagibn meets his expectations of
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relevance. In other words, the audience shouldviol path of least effort in
computing cognitive — effects, considering interptieta in  order of
accessibility, and accepting the first interpretatiwhich satisfies their
expectations of relevance.

Korta and Perry (2006) say that communication Wwél successful
when the hearers or addressees recognize speakiergion. Recognizing
speaker intention means recover the relevancenSwder to come to the
relevance, hearers or audiences should infer tleaksp's intention since
inferential communication is the foundation of k&lace theory. Sperber and
Wilson (as cited in Horn & Ward, 2007) explain that order to infer
speaker’s intention, hearers and audiences is romtisig a hypothesis about
the speaker’'s meaning that satisfies the presumpfioelevance conveyed by
the utterance. Here are the sub-tasks in the dwaraiprehension process to
recover the relevance according to Sperber andowilas cited in the
Handbook of pragmatics by L. Horn & G. Ward (2007):

a. Constructing an appropriate hypothesis abopticix content
(EXPLICATURES) via decoding, disambiguation, reference
resolution, and other pragmatic enrichment prosesse

b. Constructing an appropriate hypothesis aboa itftended
contextual assumptions/PLICATED PREMISES.

c. Constructing an appropriate hypothesis abowt ittended

contextual implicationSIIPLICATED CONCLUSIONS.
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From the explanation above, in order to recoverréievance, we
need explicature and implicature. In addition, @Gy(R000) also puts higher
level explicature as ways to prove the relevancettdrance. According to
Grundy (2000), higher level explicature is a wayregeal the propositional
attitude of the speaker to his/her utterance. Higgneel explicature relates to
the characteristics of the speaker. It means thatder to know someone’s
intention, addressee have to know the charactsigtf the speaker. This
makes higher level explicature is the most diffidelel. Actually this way is
very subjective one, since the hearers should ketalpredict the intention
which- may have different meaning for different persbased on the
characteristics.

After recovering those explicatures, we can recakierimplicature.
Grundy (2000) states that implicature is obtaingdehtirely inferentially
deriving from explicature, so that the hearersabsgical form different from
that of the original utterances. Those three waysalicature, higher level
explicature, and implicature; should be recovereanike inferences about
someone’s meaning. Those inferred meanings arents relevant ways of
understanding what the speaker intends to convey.

Sperber and Wilson (1995, p. 182) define expli@atas “an
explicitly communicated assumption”. While Carst(#2000, p.9) explains
more about explicature as “a propositional form oamicated by utterance
which is pragmatically constructed on the basighefpropositional schema or

template (logical form) that the utterance encodsscontent is an amalgam



19

of linguistically decoded material and pragmatiaihferred material.” It
seems that explicature is pragmatic process tlainaolved in developing
what is encoded by an utterance into the propostithat are actually
communicated (Haugh, 2002).

Another similar view, Grundy (2000, p.103) defiregplicature as
“the inference or series of inferences that entieh under-determined form
produced by the speaker to a full propositionahfare motivated by the
indeterminacy of language”. Grundy (2000) sees ieaplre as an
intermediate level of understanding between whatid and the implicature
that are entirely inferred. So in explicating thregimal statements, it requires
an inferential process which provides an enrichadrpretation consistent
with the context of the utterance and the spealartyclopaedic knowledge.
As explained above, explicating the original staamis needed to make
contextual assumption to derive an implicature.

Sperber and Wilson (1995, p.182) define implicata®e “any
assumption communicated, but not explicitly samiplicitly communicated”.
Horn (2007, p.3) defines implicature as a componéispeaker meaning that
constitutes an aspect of what is meant in a spesakiterances without being
part of what is said.” another definition of im@tare defined by Carston
(2000, p.9) as “any other propositional form cominated by an utterance;
its content consists of wholly pragmatically infgrmatter.

From those definitions, it is assumed implicatues lcharacteristic

that what is said is not necessarily what is me&at.there is a hidden
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message in someone’s utterances. In conclusionliceiyre is any
assumption communicated that contains implicit nreanbehind the
utterances.

Sperber and Wilson (1995) distinguish implicatumeoitwo kinds:
implicated premises and implicated conclusion. @000, p.112) states
that “deriving implicature from an explicature i®nsetimes a two-step
process which requires a first implicature, or iwgtled premise, before the
consequent implicature, or implicated conclusicem) e inferred.” Sperber
and Wilson (1995, p.195) explain that “implicate@pises must be supplied
by the hearer, who must either retrieve them froemmry or construct them
by developing assumption schema retrieved from mgmdvieanwhile,
implicated conclusion is deduced from the expliceduof the utterance and
the context (Sperber & Wilson 1995).

As stated above, the researcher concludes thdtgheers start the
interpretation of an utterance with identification its logical form. This
logical form is then enriched with contextual infation to generate
explicature. After explicature process which inwsv decoding,
disambiguation, reference resolution, and othergmpedic enrichment
processes are done, then implicated premises anedidy supplying and
constructing contextual effect or contextual assionp Together with
explicature and the context that are combined, etivéds implicated

conclusion.
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From those notions of relevance theory, the rebearwill analyze
the data based on relevance-theoretic comprehessategy that is proposed
by Sperber and Wilson. So in uncovering the implices, the researcher uses
sub-tasks of overall comprehension process whialsists of explicature,
implicated premises, and implicated conclusion.ther the researcher also
identifies the context and constructs the contdxgff@ct in order to derive
implicated premises which are needed to derive igafdd conclusion. The

following figure illustrates the process of uncaugrimplicatures.

External Stimulus
(Visual, auditory,
linguistics, other)

l Processed in human mind

altsy O
/ Human mind \

Background

knowledge Memory

(Encyclopaedic I:D:I (Schematic, |:||:||:| Context
knowledge) conceptual)

=T

!

Explicature

|

Implicated premises

!

Implicated conclusion

Figure 2.1. Process of uncovering implicatures (Add from Sperber and
Wilson, 2002, p.261, andichjenbroers, 1990, p.2)
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2.1.3Kabar Bang One Animated Cartoon

Bang Oneis a cartoon character who becomes the icon ocahad
TV One. Meriam-Webster Dictionary defines a cartas “a preparatory
design, drawing, or painting (as for a fresco)”"wascan see heigang Onéds
drawing characteBang Oneis not only presented in the form static cartoon
character, but moving cartoon. Oxford Advance LedmDictionary defines
animated cartoon as “a film/movie made by photogiragp a series of
gradually changing drawing or models, so they laskif they are moving”.
Based on that definitioBang Ones categorized as animated cartoon.

Wwnorton.com in its essay entitled Evolution of Awation
Techniques (2010, para.l) categorizes animatedarestinto three basic
types: hand-drawn, stop motion and digital. Haraladr animation is created
by drawing or painting images that are then phaplhed one frame at a time
in a film camera. It is different from stop-motianimation which records the
movement of object (toys, puppets, clay figures,cotouts) with a film
camera. While, digital animation is the same asifdmawn animation at first
creating the character which is by drawing or pagttwo dimensional
pictures, but it is totally different in the finateps, digital animation is
presented in three dimensional forms. Based oncétbegory,Bang Oneis
hand-drawn animation since it presents in two dsm@ral pictures.

As we know cartoon is not necessarily presentedhén form of
comic book, but also presented in printed mass andtliis presented in

humor way as Longman Dictionary of Contemporary|Bshgdefines cartoon
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as “a funny drawing in a newspaper or magazinee@alby about politicians
or events in the news”. They use cartoon as paliaad social satire, so that
people will be attracted to know the issues that laging criticized by the
media.

Nowadays, a cartoon is also presented in electrorass media
especially on TV. The goal is quite similar to pech media, which is to
criticize about political and social issues. Thosgtoons are also known as
editorial cartoon. Wikipedia (2010, para.l) defiresitorial cartoon as “an
editorial cartoon, also known as political carto@nan illustration or comic
strip containing a political or social message thstally relates to current
events or personalities.” It can be said tBahg Oneis a kind of animated
political or editorial cartoon. As noted abo®gng Ones animated editorial
cartoon which presents criticism of current poditiand social issues.

Bang Oneanimated cartoon is presented on TV One news anogr
Sometimes it is inserted in Kabar Pagi, Kabar Siang Kabar MalanBang
Oneanimated cartoon presents a silent cartoon togetitle music. So when
the characters are speaking, it appears ballodrotesallouts which contains

words or sentence instead of producing a direetaitce.

2.2 Previous studies
Pragmatics research has been conducted in mang. Wayelation with
this research, there are previous studies that baea conducted. Previously,

Yadi Purwohusodo (2009) conducted a research d@kang OneentitledA Study
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of Conversational Implicature on Bang One’s ComicoB Based on Grices
Cooperative Principle and Its Maximble attempts to analyze pragmatically the
conversational implicature ddang Onecomic book based on Grices Cooperative
Principle and its maxims. Grice’s work on the Caapige principle initiated the
current interest in pragmatics, and led to its tigwment as a separate discipline
within linguistics. The main object of the studytesdiscover how utterance can
go beyond its literal meaning by disobeying or flog of some principles by the
speaker in cooperative dialogue. He found that raintae Maxim of Quality is
flouted. Maxim of Quantity is the most frequentlpudted maxim. The second
frequently flouted is Maxim of Relation, and follead by Maxim of Manner.

As Relevance Theory deals with explicature and icaplre, another
previous study about implicature was also condudigdYiyik Ajeng Retnani
Putri (2005). She conducted a thesis entiBeagmatic Study on the Implicature
on “The Born Loser” Comic Strip SentenceShe investigated about the
implicature that can be inferred from the senterineSThe Born Loser” comic
strip. In analyzing the implicature which she hadrfd, she analyzed the maxims
to derive the implicature. She also uncovered tthare are two kinds of
implicatures used in the sentences of “The Bornetosomic strip. Those are
generalized and particularized implicature.

Although the first research which is conducted Pyrwohusodo has
similarities with this research, there are thingsoh make it different from one
another. First, Purwohusodo investigates implieaton Bang Onecomic book

based on Grice’s cooperative principle and its exi Meanwhile, this research



25

is trying to investigate the process how audienoés character’s utterances in
Bang Oneanimated cartoon show based on Relevance Thempoged by
Sperber and Wilson.

Second, Purwohusodo udgang Onecomic book as his object of the data,
meanwhile, this research uBang Oneanimated cartoon which is presented in
TV One. HereBang OneComic Book only presents static pictures whichewver
obtained from earliest edition &ang One Meanwhile, the data of this research
are in the form of video animated cartoon whichspres the latest edition Bang
One Therefore, the data that are taken in both rebearwill be different from
each other.

In relation with second previous study which waadwcted by Putri, this
research is different in investigating the impligat Putri uses maxims to derive
an implicature based on Grice’s theory, while tresearch use explicature to
explicate the original statement and build someteodnal assumption to derive
implicature. Putri uncovered generalized and palided implicature, while this
research attempts to uncovered implicated prenaisésmplicated conclusion.

This research uses Relevance Theory which is mopécable than the
four maxims in Cooperative Principle. People cafi shderstand someone’s
intention even though they do not obey the maximh<aoperative Principle.
People use their cognitive ability to recognizeaiee’s intention by recovering
the relevance, so that Relevance Theory is morkcapje. In addition, Relevance
Theory can be used in analyzing non-verbal languaget uses contextual

assumption based on the cognition, while Cooperdninciple cannot.
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RESEARCH METHODS

In this chapter, the researcher discusses somdsdefathe research
methods applied in this research. It presents relsedesign, data sources, data

collection and data analysis.

3.1 Type of Research

Research type plays an important thing in condgcéirresearch. This is
because research type is a guideline for the r@selain conducting the research.
This research applies qualitative approach. Theeesame considerations why
this research belongs to the qualitative resedfikt in this research, all of the
data collected are in the form of words rather thambers. As Ary et al (2002,
p.425) state that the “qualitative inquirer deaithvhe data that are in the form of
words rather than numbers or statistics.”

Furthermore, Miles and Huberman (1994, p.1) sta# qualitative data
are usually in the form of words rather than nurebehich are related to the
social sciences like anthropology, history, anditipal science. Secondly, this
research analyzes the language phenomena whichgaelsocial phenomena. As
Ary et al (2002, p.422) state that qualitative eesh utilizes words to answer the
questions or problems and tries to understand hamdrsocial behavior. It is also

supported by Creswell (1998, p.15) that “Qualitatikesearch is an inquiry

26
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process of understanding based on distinct metbgaal traditions of inquiry
that explore a social or human problem.”

Concerning the research type, this research apgbesment or content
analysis since it attempts to analyze the implieain the conversation among
characters irKabar Bang Onenimated cartoon. This is also supported by éry
al (2002, p.442), who say that textual (document)ysmais a research method
which is applied to written or visual material suab textbook, newspapers,
speeches, television programs, advertisementspyofother kinds documents.
In short, this research applies document or coraralysis technique because the
researcher analyzes document or materials of dateeiform of animated cartoon

that can be categorized as films.

3.2. Data Sources

As the research is concerned withbar Bang Onenimated cartoon, the
data sources of this research are the vide#&@bar Bang Onenimated cartoon.
So the data are in the form of animated cartoon wodids. The data of this
research are limited to the latest editions duthig thesis writing process. The
researcher chooses the latest edition becauseataeml be more relevant to the
current issues as they are up to date to the ws#aat is conducted.

The researcher also limits the data to 7 videoKalbar Bang One
animated cartoons that are going to be analyzedali@tive research does not
necessarily need large data as samples. Sincathak representative, then they

are adequate to be analyzed as samples.
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As Ary et al (2002) explain that qualitative resdear tries to obtain a
sample of observation which they believed to beasgntative. Furthermore, Ary
et al (2002, p. 428) state that “qualitative reskars select purposive samples
believed to be sufficient to provide maximum insigihd understanding of what
they are studying”. So in order to have represamatata, the researcher tries to
select purposive sample.

Ary et al (2010) mention several variations on @sige sampling which
are based on Miles and Huberman (1994) and MarahdlRossman (2006). The
variations of purposive sampling are comprehensaenpling, critical case
sampling, maximum variation sampling, extreme caaepling, typical case
sampling, negative case sampling, homogenous sagnpsnowball or chain
sampling, intensity sampling, stratified purposesampling, random purposeful
sampling, theoretical sampling, criterion sampliogportunistic sampling, and
convenience sampling.

Here, the researcher chose maximum variation saqh selecting the
data that were going to be analyzed. Ary et al Q241 429) explain that “in
maximum variation sampling, units are included thwximize differences on
specified characteristics.” Based on the considmrathe researcher selects the

data by looking at the differences such as thectogiscussed.

3.3 Data Collection
Based on the research design, the reseacoliected the data by using

document analysis. The researcher chose documalysensince the materials or
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documents are in the form of videos which contaiitten utterances or texts. As
Ary et al (2002, p.430) state that there are three commadhaus in collecting
data: observation, interviewing, and document ansly

According to Ary et al. (2002, p. 424), in qualtat studies, “the human
investigator is the primary instrument for gathgriend analyzing the data.” So
the main instrument of this study is the researtimmself. Here are the steps in
collecting the data:

1. Opening the website of TV One dtitp://www.tvone.co.id/ The

researcher opened the website and weKatmar Bang Onesection.

2. Watching the latest videos &fabar Bang Oneanimated cartoon. Here
the researcher selected different topicsKabar Bang Oneanimated
video.

3. Downloading the videos ¢abar Bang Onanimated cartoon. Because
the data cannot be downloaded from the websitettirehe researcher
used Internet Download Manager to download the thetBwere going
to be analyzed.

4. Saving the data then marking them with its titlesl #he date they are
published on TV. The researcher saves the datalapt@p. After that,
the researcher marks the data by writing its tifles/ided and the date
they were published on TV.

5. Writing all written utterances produced by all daers which appear

in the conversation.
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6. Arranging the data collected from the earlier editio the latest edition
systematically.

Before analyzing the data, the researcher had te riiee data good to be
analyzed. In order to make the data good, the relseatook peer review or peer
debriefing so that the researcher can get feeddamksother reviewers. Here the
“reviewers identify problems in the interpretatiand stress the need for
additional data” (Ary et al, 2002, p. 452). Besidd&x® researcher can compare the
understanding between the researcher and the rendewhe researcher chose
students who also conduct a study about relevameary. This is because the
researcher needs feedbacks which are reasonabkdl bas the theoretical

framework. As a result, the researcher obtainedrate, valid, and credible data.

3.4. Data Analysis

After all the credible and dependable data areectdd, the researcher
began analyzing the data. In data analysis, treareser analyzed and interpreted
the data collected and then presented the resulirew the conclusion. “Data
analysis is a process whereby researchers systathasearch and arrange the
data in order to increase their understanding avearticular phenomenon being
researched and to enable the researcher to prebeamtthey learned to others”
(Ary et al, 2002, p. 465).

According to Ary et al (2002) data analysis inv@viaree main steps.

They are organizing the data, summarizing, and ihesrpreting the data. In
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analyzing the data, the researcher organised th& loka giving number or
highlighting the data so that they can be easibcdbed and interpreted.
Here are the steps of data analysis:
1. Organizing the data
The researcher organised the data by giving nurabeérhighlighting the
data which contain implicatures.
2. Summarizing the data
The researcher summarized the context by givingf lestplanation on the
issues that are being criticized Kabar Bang On@animated cartoon. This
step must be done in order to gain the contexfifieat¢ts which are needed
to interpret the data.
3. Interpreting the data
The last step, the researcher interpreted theenriitterances that convey
implicature based on relevance theory comprehensiocess as explained
in chapter 1l. Finally, the writer draws conclusibased on the results

which are found.



CHAPTER IV

FINDINGS AND DISCUSSION

This chapter presents research findings basedeoprtiblems proposed in
Chapter I. Further, the researcher discusses tigkn§is based on the theoretical

framework which has presented in Chapter 1.

4.1 Findings

In this chapter, the researcher presents writtemversations orikKabar
Bang Oneanimated cartoon and answers research problemdirsthproblem of
this research concerns about the processes of emegvmplicatures orkKabar
Bang Oneanimated cartoon. Here, the researcher explithéesriginal statement
if it is unclear or stated shortly via decodingsainbiguation, reference resolution,
and other pragmatic enrichment processes. Themegsi®archer constructs several
premises or assumptions based on sentence andicpnéeided. The second
research problem of this research is to uncovert Wieimplicatures or implicit
meaning behindKabar Bang Oneanimated cartoon. Here, the researcher
concludes the implicatures or identifies the imgiexl conclusion.

In answering those research problems, the rdseraanswers two research
problems in integrated analysis. This is becausavanng the first research
problem is a part of answering the second reseproblem, and vice versa.
Therefore the analysis cannot be separated. Teand®er first presents the data

and then analyses the data. In presenting the ttearesearcher describes the

32
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context about the video and shows the conversatioongst characters in the
video. To differentiate between sentence and gesttime researcher puts
parentheses “( )” for sentences and brackets’ for]gestures. Each of sentence
and gesture is numbered consecutively on the tightof the parentheses and
bracket such as “(*)or “[ ]?". The researcher also puts braces “{ }" to mar& t
number of each video. After presenting the data,résearcher analyses the data

based on relevance theory that has been discuss$eearetical framework.

1. SJvs. SD {Video 1}June 17, 2010
Context :

Sjahril accused Susno of engaging in bribery adsBT Salmah
Arwana in manipulating its tax. Before Sjahril spoto the public, Susno
accused him first as the mafia of tax in some meutid also in house of
representative. Sjahril accused him back of recgia bribe IDR 500 million
from Gayus through his intermediary. Sjahril aldteged that Susno had
planned to meet him in Singapore to discuss these dogether before Susno
was intercepted by some policemen at Soekarno-Hag@rt. Susno denied
that allegations, he went to Singapore for medit@ck-up reason. Receiving
report from Sjahril and Susno, police called bothttem for investigation.
Sjahril came to the police station while Susno @idome due to the unclear
police summons. But finally he accepted to cometlfier investigation. In the

end, Police determined Susno as a suspect.
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Conversation:

Sjahril Djohan  :Susno terima uang Rp. 500 Juta (Susno received Rp.
500 million)’

Susno Duadiji :Saya  siap  diperiksa.!  (I'm ready to be
interrogated..!)?

Sjahril Djohan  :Saya diajak susno bertemu di Singapura (I was invited
by Susno to meet in Singapore)®

Susno Duadiji : Saya sudah malas menjelaskan (I' m tired to explain)*

Sjahril Djohan  : Susno jadi laki—laki lah, be gentlemen (Susno be a
man, be gentlemen)®

Susno’ s Lawyer : Dipanggil sebagai saksi.!! (Called as a witness.)°

Investigator : Tersangka..!' (A suspect..M)’

Bang One : Tiga pukulan Sjahrial." Sang Jendral tamat..? (three
Sjahrial’ s punches..!" Is the general over?)®

Bang One : Tau ah gelap..@#"." (I don’ t know @#".1)°

Conversation 1 has nine sentences spoken by fivieretit
characters. They are Sjahrial Djohan, Susno DuaS8jisno’s lawyer,

investigator, an®ang One

{1} Susno received Rp. 500 million (sentence 1)

Sentence 1 is not clear enough why Sjahril Djohagrily says that
Susno received money. Because the sentence lleaueaough so we need to
explicate it into fully elaborated sentence. Loakat the context, money that
Sjahril means here is a bribe from Gayus throughrtermediary. That is why

Sjahril was angry to Susno because Susno receheedribe from him. The
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explicature of the first sentence becom&isno received a bribe IDR 500
million from Gayus through my intermediary
Having that explicatured sentence above, we canstagost
implicated premises like below:
1. Bribe is money or a gift that you illegally gisomeone to persuade them
to do something for you.
2. lllegal means it is not allowed by the law.
3. Bribery is not allowed by the law.
4. Susno received the bribe.
5. Susno is guilty because he breaks the law.
Implicated conclusion
To derive implicated conclusion, we have to lobkvaole previous
processes that include explicature and implicatesinses. As the context
provided, Susno revealed PT Salmah Arwana caseldypify Gayus and
Sjahril. Then, Sjahril said that Susno was alsdtybily accepting the bribe. So

the implicated conclusion isStisno also got involved in this bribery cdse

{1} I' m ready to be interrogated..!! (sentence 2)

Sentence 2 is also unclear enough since it is wmRkn@ho will
interrogate Susno. This kind of case is always lahdby the official or
department that has authority to do investigatibime official or department

that has authority under the law to do investigai® police. Based on that
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context, the explicature of the original statemisnt’m (Susno) ready to be
interrogated by police.”

Looking at his sentence together with his contemysugesture
while he was uttering that sentence, it seems $wsno was brave to be
interrogated by the police. We can have assumptbiosit his sentence. Here
are the implicated premises:

1. Interrogation is done by the police to prove whetthrenot someone is
guilty.
2. Susno was ready to be interrogated by the politecof
3. Be ready means be brave to be interrogated by aheepthat he was
confident and he wanted to prove that he was omnighétrack.
4. Susno wanted to prove that he was not guilty.
Implicated conclusion

As the context provided, Sjahril accused him afegting bribe from
Gayus by his intermediary. If Susno wanted to pritvag he was not guilty, it
means he did not do anything accused by Shahritsidering that denial, so
the implicated conclusion isStusno wanted to prove that he did not accept the

bribe from Gayus by his (Sjahrial) intermedidry.

{1} 1 was invited by Susno to meet in Singapore (sentence 3)
Sentence 3 can be enriched further by explicatingiere Sjahril
showed evidence about. So the explicature of seat@nis ‘Sjahril showed

evidence about Susno’s departure to Singapore wagon medical checkups
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but for inviting Sjahril to meet Susno in Singagore Looking back at the
context, this sentence has assumptions that caorstructed further. Here are
the contextual assumptions:
1. If Susno wanted to meet Sjahril in Singapore, theas a reason why
Susno wanted to meet Shjahril.
2. Susno admitted that he went to Singapore just futioal checkups.

Those two implicated premises above are not entoigiupport an
appropriate implicated conclusion because theyraditt each other. The next
implicated premise will b&usno did not meet Sjahril in Singapore due to his
medical checkupa/Vhile the other implicated premiseSsisno wanted to meet
Sjahril in Singapore for particular reasorContradictory implicated premise
will lead big different interpretation amongst hexar and therefore it cannot
either be true or correct. In order to make thelicaged premise which is not
contradictive, the researcher only focused on fealker's sentence (Sjahril’'s
sentence) or intention so that the hearers can thevgeame interpretation about
the speaker’s intention. Based on the consideratibe third implicated
premise isSusno wanted to meet Sjahril in Singapore for palér reason
Implicated conclusion

Sentence 3 is the other accusation of Sjahril tn8uAccording to
the speaker, Sjahril, he wanted the public to kittsvtruth why Susno went to
Singapore. Looking the implicated premise, Sjalvehted to show that Susno
lied about his departure to Singapore for his nadicheckup. So the

implicated conclusion isSusno was lying about his departure to Singapore
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{1} 1" m tired to explain (sentence 4)

Sentence 4 is still unclear enough so it shouldxXpicated first. We
may have questions what Susno wanted to explaimduydSusno was tired to
explain. Considering the context, they were acausiach other of their guilty
to the public. What Susno to explain was his cagh ®jahril. What made
Susno feel tired to explain his case with Sjahalsvbecause of accusing each
other too long in media is like wasting time. Fridmse reasons the explicature
will be “I'm (Susno) tired to explain my case with Sjahatause it wastes my
time’. From that explicature, we can have implicategihpises like below:

1. Wasting time means spending time inappropriately.
2. Spending time inappropriately means spending toneding nothing or
doing something that is not useful.
3. Susno did not want to speak more on media explgihis case with
Sjahril because it was not useful.
Implicated conclusion:
Looking at that implicated premises, if Susno didl want to speak
in media, it means he wanted to avoid the medianferviews or any kind of
that. So it can be concluded that the implicatetthsion is‘l (Susno) do not

want to have media interview right now”

{1} Susno, be a man, be gentlemen. (sentence 5)

Sentence 5 has unclear meaning so it should becated. As we

know Susno is a physically man but Sjahril askeat o be a man and a
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gentleman. The man and gentleman that Sjahril meatigt sentence are the
real man and real gentleman. So the explicaturgenfence 5 isSusno, be a
real man and be a real gentlenfafrom that explicature, it can be interpreted
further by constructing intended contextual assionst Here are the
implicated premises:

1. Real man and real gentleman are not cowards.

2. Not coward means be brave to admit for what hedoag and be ready

to be blamed if he is guilty.

3. Susno must be responsible for his action.
Implicated conclusion:

Sentence 5 is kind of a satire from Sjahril to reusBased on the
context, both Susno and Sjaril were called by gofar investigation. Sjahril
fulfilled the police call accompanied by his lawyart Susno refused to fulfil
police call due to the vague police summons. ThaslenSjahril satirized him.
Based on the implicated premises, Sjahril wants1&us be responsible for his
action. What Sjahril means by responsible for fusoa is Susno must prove
his previous statement that he was ready to beragated by police. It can be
concluded that Susno must come to police stationinieestigation. So the

implicated conclusion isSusno must come to police station for investigation

{1} Called as a witness..!" (sentence 6)

Sentence 6 is not clear who was called as a witdes®e know in
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the context provided, Sjahril and Susno were cadiggolice for investigation.
Sentence 6 was spoken by the Susno’s lawyer salkedtabout his client
instead of Sjahril. So the explicature of senteids “Susno was called as a
witness. We may have implicated premises of sentencel@be
1. Witness is someone who sees an event or a crireetlgir
2. If someone sees an event or a crime directly, amaehe can describe
the event or the crime that has happened.
3. The event that has happened here is about brilzesy of PT. Salmah
Arwana in manipulating its tax.
4. Susno was only asked by police to tell about thibeby case of PT.
Salmah Arwana in manipulating its tax.
Implicated conclusion :

Sentence 6, based on the context, Susno did ribttfid police call
because the police summons was not clear. Thersta@teses for someone to
be called by police, as a witness or as a suspemm that implicated premise,
now it is clear that Susno was asked to tell theneas a witness. So it can be
concluded the implicated conclusion isetause Susno’s status is clear as a

witness, now we (Susno’s lawyer and Susno) areyrgafllfil the police call

{1} A suspect.." (sentence7)
Sentence 7 above is stated too shortly. It onlysist® of noun word
that is a suspect. Because it is stated shortlythsd sentence should be

explicated. To explicate this sentence, we can oy at the picture. It was
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depicted police trapping Susno by a net and thdicepsaid “a suspect”. It
means that police has determined Susno as a subj@etwe have to look at
the context by retrieving our mind that this vidells about the bribery case of
PT. Salmah Arwana. So the explicature beconiés (police) have determined
Susno as the Suspect of the bribery case of PTmaBalArwana in
manipulating its taX The premises or the assumptions which can be
constructed from the sentence that has been etqulifiast are:

1. A suspect is someone who is thought to be guilty afime.

2. Police decision to determine someone as a suspbeased on evidence,
fact, and law.

3. If police has determined a person as a suspeugans police has found
evidence, confirmed the fact and charged him whk trime by
particular article and section.

4. Police determine Susno as a suspect of the bribérlT. Salmah
Arwana in manipulating its tax.

5. Police succeeded to prove that Susno was guilty.

Implicated conclusion :

Looking at the previous implicated premises, if some is stated
guilty by police so he has done something wrongpreak the law. Based on
the context, Susno was accused by Sjahril of rewgiribe IDR 500 million.
This means the accusation was right because pbhsecharged him as a

suspect. So it can be concluded in implicated amieh that Police could
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prove that Susno has received the bribe IDR 500omifrom Gayus through

Sjahril.”

{1} Three Sjahril’ s punches." Is the general over? (sentence 8)

Sentence 8 above is still unclear enough so it Idhbe explicated
first. The first sentencehree Sjahril’'s punchess unclear because it has not
yet known to whom the three punches were landedmuad is meant by punch
in that sentence. To know to whom the three punerere landed, we should
highlight the subject in the second sentemsdhe general overn the second
sentence, the subject is the general so it maatikg about the general. Because
the first sentence and the second sentence atedétaeach other, so the first
sentence also talks about the general.

What about punch then? To make it clear what ianhky the punch
in that sentence, we have to refer back to theesdn@s it is mentioned in the
context, Sjahril accused Susno of receiving thédeb@nd revealing behind
Susno’s departure for Singapore. Then finally hes wtated as suspect by
police. Considering the context, so the word tHgril’'s punches mean two
Sjahril’'s accusations and police confirmed Sjakrdtcusation.

The second sentence is also unclearly stated whoeant by the
general and what is over in the general. Lookinghat context, the general
whom Bang Onemeans is Susno Duadji due to his police rank amstef
Sjahril who do not has military rank. To make ieal what is meant by the

phrase ‘is over’, we have to look at the contexdiagAs the context mentions,
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both of them were in a conflict, blaming each otlzerd revealing their guilty
to public. For Susno, this conflict also risks taeeer as the general because he
firstly opened this big case. So the phrase ‘ig’anethat sentence refers to the
general career. In conclusion, the explicaturehef whole sentence becomes
“Susno got two accusations from Sjahril and finatgted as a suspect by
police, is General Susnao’s career over?

Looking at the explicature above, it is clear mmerstand thaBang
Onejust wants to deliver the message about Sjalsiicess in making Susno
a suspect and wonders about Susno’s next step.eBtnse 8 has no

implicature.

{1} 1 don’ t know @#".I' (sentence 9)

Sentence 9 indicates an unclearly statement. Wehaag question,
Bang Onedoes not know for what, so that sentence neells txplicated. The
explicature is I' don’t know what Susno’s next step, let's”s@éhe marks

“@#”.!” that appeared in sentence 9 represented an aimtgror complexity.

We can have implicated premises below:
1. If someone does not know a thing, it means thegthgrtoo complicated
to be solved.
2. Complicated thing can mostly be solved by the esper

3. The experts for revealing crime case are poliderray, and judge.
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Implicated conclusion:

From the previous explicature and implicated psasjBang One
would see what will happen to the case and Susmexs$ step. It means that
Bang Onewould wait for the final result of the case anduldbsee Susno’s
next step. Because police has processed the chsst,8ang Ongust wait for
the Susno’s lawyer, attorney and judge to prodessase further in court. So
we can conclude th&ang Onewould let the court process the case. So the

implicated conclusion isBang One let the court process the case fufther

2. Kampung besar (Big village) {Video2}
Context:
This video depicts about the condition of peoplewte in Jakarta.
Here, they complain the poor facilities especiabout the bad tap water.

The tap water is dirty and not flowing well.

Conversation:

Person 1 : Jakarta kota metropolitan. Pusat pemerintahan. Pusat
perdagangan. (Jakarta is a Metropolitan City. Government
Centre. Trade centre.)’

Person 2 : Tapi air ledeng kacau..! (But the tap water is poor)’

Person 3 : Netes Doang..!" Kotor lagi..!" (Only drips..!! Dirty also)®
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Person 4 : terpaksa mandi pun pake air mineral.! (No other ways, we
use drinking water for bathing)*

Bang One : Jakarta masih kampung besar.!! (Jakarta is still a Big
Village)®

Conversation 2 has 5 sentences and is spoken bgrpé&r person

2, person 3, person 4 who represent people of tdatadBang One

{2} Jakarta is a Metropolitan City, Government Centre, Trade centre.

(sentence 1)

Sentence 1 can be enriched more by explicatinih#. person who
uttered sentence 1 was proudly introducing Jakagametropolitan city,
government centre, and trade centre. It indicatest tJakarta provides
everything to its people. So the explicature JaKarta provides everything to
its peoplebecause Jakarta is metropolitan city, governmenmitreg and trade
centré. We may have implicated premises like below:

1. Metropolitan city is a developed large city.

2. A developed large city means the city has any lohdacilities and
modern infrastructure.

3. Government centre is a place where all governmeivity is centred.

4. If all government activities are centred in a platemeans the
government can work more easily with each other.

5. If government can work easily, they solve problerd eespond people’s

complaint quickly.
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6. A trade centre is a place where there are massawnsdctions between
sellers and buyers per day.
7. Jakarta provides good public facilities, good goweent service, and
offers best place for business activity.
Implicated conclusion:

Sentence 1, the speaker introduced the condifidakarta city that
leads to implicated premise a3akarta provides good public facilities, good
government service, and offers best place for legsiractivity. This means
the city is comfortable to live. Thus the implicdteonclusion is Jakarta is

comfortable city to livé

{2} But the tap water is poor. (sentence 2)

Sentence 2 indicates a contradiction because ntaked by the
word ‘but in front of the sentence. This sentence is incleteby stated so it
needs to be explicated to make it clear and retathe context. As it is just
mentioned, this sentence is kind of contradictiortlsere are two statements
which are different from each other. We can finé thther statement by
referring back to the previous statement. So th#ieture becomesJakarta
is comfortable city to live, but the tap water mop” From that explicature, we
may have intended contextual assumptions like below

1. Tap water is water flowing in pipes which are mathdy PDAM
(municipal waterworks).

2. The tap water in Jakarta is poor.
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3. If the tap water is poor so it is under bad managerand maintenance.
4. PDAM (municipal waterworks) has bad management rmathtenance
of tap water.
Implicated conclusion:

In sentence 2, the speaker was complaining abautah water
which is in bad condition. Based on the implicafgdmises, the municipal
waterworks is not serious in handling the tap waier solve this problem,
they have to manage and maintain the tap watehegking whether or not the
duct is either leaking or clogging and whether arthe water is both fresh and
dirty. They have to do that every day in order @kesure that the tap water is
in good condition. Based on that consideration, ithglicated conclusion is
“the municipal waterworks must improve their perfante in handling the tap

water’.

{2} Only drips..I' Dirty too (sentence 3)
Sentence 3 is shortly stated so it needs to beicexgdl. This

conversation talks about tap water, so the worddy“drips” and “dirty” refer
to the tap water. Therefore, the explicature oftesgre 3 is the tap water is
only dripping and dirty tod.Looking at that sentence, we may have implicated
premises like below:

1. The tap water is only dripping and dirty too.

2. If the tap water is only dripping and dirty tooete must be something

wrong.
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3. The tap water is in serious problem
Implicated conclusion:
Sentence 3 is other speaker’'s complaint about #uetdp water.
Considering the previous implicated premise, iidates that the people would
only have the tap water repaired. So the implicatedclusion is The

municipal waterworks must fix the bad tap water edrately.

{2} No other ways, we use drinking water for having a bath (sentence 4)

Sentence 4 can be enriched into fully elaborateitesee by
explicating it. The reason why people use drinkivager is because they need
clean water for bathing to keep their body clead bealhy. If they use tap
water which is dirty, perhaps they will have arhitar other skin diseases. So
the explicature isNo other ways, in order to keep our body clean aedlthy
we use drinking water for bathihgBased on sentence 4, the implicated
premises that can be constructed as follows:

1. Drinking water must clean and fresh water.

2. They use drinking water and fresh water to havath.b

3. They want to take a bath by using clean and frestem
Implicated conclusion:

Sentence 4 has the wordo' other wayswhich means they are
forced to do something because it is a necesssyth& implicated premise
mentioned, they want have a bath by using clean and fresh nateshows

that having a bath with fresh and clean waterng@essity for people whao live
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in big city. Here it indicates how bad the tap wat#ich is very dirty so the
people cannot tolerate it anymore. Based on thsideration, the implicated

conclusion is the tap water is inappropriate to use

{2} Jakarta is still a Big Village (sentence 5)

Sentence 5 can be explicated by enriching it intty felaborated
sentence. As we know, long time ago, Jakarta wakage and developed into
metropolitan city, government centre, and tradetreerSentence 5 describes
the condition of Jakarta is the same as it was lage. Based on the
consideration, the explicature of sentence 5 isidaks still big village like it
was a village long time ago. We can have implicgteshises as follows:

1. Jakarta is still a big village.
2. Village is a very small town in the countryside.
3. A very small town must have poor public facilities.
4. Jakarta has poor public facilities.
Implicated conclusion:

Sentence 5 is actually a criticism levelled atadtk government
especially the municipal waterworks about its badnagement of the tap
water. Here Jakarta is considered as equivaleatvdkage. Moreover the word
still indicates that for long time Jakarta has not bEenging significantly on
its public facilities. Therefore, in order not te bonsidered as big village, the
government must improve the public facilities asrs@s possible. Based on

the consideration, the implicated conclusion Thé government of Jakarta
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especially the municipal waterworks must improvee tfacilities and

infrastructure immediately

3. Perbuatan mesum (Sex scandal) [Video,3]June 2%, 2010
Context:
This video tells about the case of sex scandal riél Aeterpan,
Luna Maya and Cut Tari who are alleged to be therglo Some infotainments
were highlighting inappropriate adult video whick mot supposed to be

exposed that much.

Conversation:

KPI . Peringatan pertama.!! Bisa keluar peringatan kedua..!
(First warning.!! It could be issued the second
warning..!n)’

DPK : Program bisa dihentikan sementara.!! Kalau perlu
dihentikan  permanen.!" (the program can  be

suspended.!! if it is necessary it can be stopped
permanently)’

Linda Gumelar : Ekspose media terlalu vulgar.!! (Media exposures are
too vulgar)®

Person 1 :Kalau begituan, semua heboh.!' (If the case is

something like that, all are excited..!!)*
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Person 1 : Untung korupsi tak dianggap perbuatan mesum
(fortunately, corruption is not considered sex scandal)®
Bang One . Buktinya.. Koruptor ketawa di depan kamera (the fact

that corruptor laughs in front of camera)®

Conversation 3 has six sentences spoken by 5 eliffepeople

whom two of them represent two institutions.

{3} First warning..! It could be issued the second warning..!' (Sentence 1)

Sentence 1 above is not clear enough, so we haegpiccate it
into fully elaborated sentence. Looking at the ynet(see appendix, pg.), the
speaker (KPl/Indonesian Broadcasting Commissiorg p@inting out to the
TV station which means they are warned by the casion. So the explicature
becomes KPIl/Indonesian Broadcasting Commission warns TMi@taby
issuing First Warning and it could be possibly isguthe second warnirig
We may have intended contextual assumptions below:

1. Warning is only issued due to violation.
2. KPl/Indonesian Broadcasting Commission issued trst fvarning to
TV station.
3. TV stations have made violation broadcasting topthiaic.
Implicated conclusion:

Based on the implicated premises, the TV statlmosidcasted a

program which was not suitable for particular group this case it was

children. This made KPIl/Indonesian Broadcasting @wssion issued the first
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warning to some TV stations. Issuing a warning eme TV stations was
actually an order. The order was, to discontinueg@ms which are
considered as violation. So the implicated conolusis “KPIl/Indonesian

Broadcasting Commission was ordering some TV statibat have been given
the first warning to discontinue their programs wHniare considered as

violation.”

{3} The programs can be suspended.! if it is necessary it can be stopped
permanently (sentence 2).

In sentence 2, we need to determine what progra@aiscan be
suspended. Based on the context, the programsadhabe suspended are the
infotainments that still broadcast rude show. Soékplicature of sentence 2 is
“The programs especially infotainments that stitbdmcast rude show can be
susupended, if it is necessary it can be stoppetgeently. We can build
implicated premises as follows:

1. Being suspended means to officially stop somethioigp continuing for
a short time.
2. If the authority officially stops a program on a Btation, the TV station
has broken the rule in broadcasting the program.
Implicated conclusion:

Based on the assumptions above, it indicates tiRd{/Board of

Broadcasting Community which is also the part of I/Kielonesian

Broadcasting commission, warned the TV station$ kize ignored the first
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warning. This means the authority issued the seoeathing to the TV

stations that ignored the first warning. If theharity issued a warning for the
second time, it means the TV stations still broatithe programs which are
considered as violation. So the implicated conolusis “Some programs
considered as violation were still broadcasted loyne TV stations to the

public’.

{3} Media exposures are too vulgar. (sentence 3)

In sentence 3, we should determine what had beposed by
media. Based on the context, the exposure hehe isex scandal tape of Ariel,
Luna and Cut Tari. So the explicature of sentene"“Bedia exposures of sex
scandal tape of Ariel, Luna, and Cut Tari are taggar’. From that sentence
we may have intended contextual assumptions asafsll|

1. Exposure means showing the truth about someone oorething,
especially when it is bad and hidden.

2. Something bad and hidden in this context is thessaxdal tape of Ariel
and Luna.

3. Vulgar means impolite and offensive.

4. The media show the sex scandal tape of Ariel andalLwhich is
considered very impolite and offensive.

Implicated conclusion:
Sentence 3 indicates a disappointment of Linda Ganres the

State Minister for Woman Empowerment and Childrestéttion. In this case,
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her job is to protect children from inappropriateows. Meanwhile, as
mentioned in implicated premiseTHe media show the sex scandal tape of
Ariel and Luna which is considered very impolitelaifensivg indicates that
TV stations do not care the impact on the viewspseeially the children. They
just think their profit to increase their ratingv Btations must be aware of the
impacts on showing inappropriate programs. Althotinghvideo was blurred, it

is not important to show it to public. If it is sked, TV station must consider
showing it in the right time while most children neesleeping. Based on the
consideration previously, the implicated concludioat can be derived iShe
media does not need to show the blurred sex scaagalof Ariel and Luna, if

they want to show it they have to consider thetrighe to broadcast

{3} If the case is something like that, all are excited.."" (sentence 4)

Sentence 4 is not clear enough, so we have tocaxglit into fully
elaborated sentence. Here we have to describeisvhegant by something like
that. Based on the contextsomething like thatmeans the sex scandal tape of
Ariel and Luna. So the explicature becomeakiie case concerning about the
sex scandal tape of Ariel and Luna, all the pe@pkeexcitedl From that fully
elaborated sentence, it is clear that all peoptevary enthusiastic due to the
shocking event. There are no worthwhile assumptitras can be built to

derive implicatures. Consequently, sentence 4 basplicature.
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{3} Fortunately, corruption is not considered sex scandal (sentence 5)

Sentence 5 compares the people response of camugEse to sex
scandal case. The explicature of sentence S5Fwtiinately, most people
consider that corruption case is not bad as sexndah casé€ There are
implicated premises that can be constructed asvstl

1. Corruption is dishonest and illegal way which isiddy someone with
power, especially about taking the state fund &mspnal use.
2. Sex scandal is a very shameful action in whicheegtly someone
important, behaves in a bad way by having sex irgppately.
3. Although corruption is dishonest and illegal waypshpeople do not
consider it very shameful action.
Implicated conclusion:

Sentence 5 is such comparison of immoral behawbnden sex
scandal and corruption. From the implicated premisendicates that sex
scandal is worse and more shameful than corruptiois proved by over
exposure in any kind of media, TV news programetahments, newspaper,
magazine, even on twitter in which it became the t@nding topics. All
people including the government and NGO expredsen $trong disapproval
even some of them cursed Ariel and Luna. That's méngon 1 said the word
‘fortunately which means he would not experience like Arietldruna had.

Based on the consideration, the implicated conatuss “Corruption is not
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considered as bad as celebrity sex scandal, sothigatorruptors do not need

to worry and scared to be denounced, deplored,camdlemned by pubfic

{3} The fact that corruptor laughs in front of camera (sentence 6)

In sentence @ang Oneshows evidence that corruption case is not
bad as sex scandal case. In sex scandal casetiftg, @ this context Ariel,
Luna and Cut Tari were condemned by many peoplendtle them feel
frustrated and ashamed. While in corruption ctsecorruptor still laughs in
front of camera. In front of camera here meansontfof public. Based on the
consideration, the explicature of sentence @he ‘fact that corruptor doesn’t
feel frustrated and ashamed, even they still lamgfiont of publi¢. We may
construct implicated premises as follows:

1. Corruptor is someone who behaves in illegal andviayl especially by
taking state funds for personal use.
2. Laughing in front of camera indicates that someam®s not do
anything wrong.
3. The corruptors who obviously behaves in bad wamktthat they do
not do anything wrong.
Implicated conclusion:

From the implicated premise of sentence 6 whichedta'the
corruptors who obviously behaves in bad way, thinkt they do not do
anything wrong, it indicates that the corruptors will probably @¢orruption

again. It is because corruption case has lessyeds®m public comparing
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with celebrity sex scandal. To create deterrenéctfto the corruptor, the
public should consider that corruption is as badedsbrity sex scandal. Based
on the consideration, the implicated conclusiofiTiee public should expose
corruption case much, denounce the corruptor, depkhem and condemn
their bad behavior just like what have they donedtebrity sex scandal case,

so that it gives deterrent effect and preventswgotor to do corruption again

4. Musuh KPK (KPK'’s foe) [Video 4], July 15", 2010
Context:
This video tells about the new leader of KPK. Eplaced Antasari
Azhar as the former leader because Antasari wassgest in murder case.
Public was questioning his new leadership whetleewas able to fight

against corruption.

Conversation:

AA : [Shooting with two guns randomly and fast]’

Corruptor : Mati kau..! Matilah KP..! (you die..!"! Get dead KPK..!")’
Person 1 : Saya ketua KPK yang baru.."!' (I’ m the new KPK leader..")?
Corruptor : Teman atau musuh nih..? (friend or foe..?)?

Bang One : Musuh dong.M' Harusnya begitu.." (Of course foe, that’s

how it should be)*
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Conversation {4} above has four sentences spokethiigg people,
they are the corruptor, person 1 who is considénednew KPK leader, and
Bang OneConversation 4 has one non-verbal language whiahted by A A.

{4} Shooting with two guns randomly. [gesture 1]

Actually, the sentence above is the process plicature of the A
A’s gesture by describing into sentence. Althouglh kave explicated the
motion into a sentence but it is not clear enowghrderstand. So we should
explicate it into fully elaborated sentence. Hehe, speaker is initialized by A
A. By looking at the context, we can directly kndmat the person who acts
like cowboy is the former KPK leader, Antasari Azha

Other thing that makes the sentence uncleaeisvtird shooting.
Shooting in this context does not mean deliberatalyng and hurting
someone by using gun but concerning KPK’s job wlaoh investigating and
prosecuting KPK’s foes. The other unclear wordhis word gun. Gun in this
context is the power and authority of Antasari Azhader the law instead of
the real weapon.

Based on the consideration, the explicature of #entence
becomes Antasari Azhar uses his power and authority undex taw to
investigate and prosecute KPK'’s foes randoinfrom the sentence that has
been explicated, it can be constructed the im@ataremises like below:

1. Antasari Azhar is investigating and prosecuting Kfiige.
2. KPK was established to fight against corruption.

3. KPK’ foes are the corruptors.
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4. Investigating and prosecuting randomly means Amitdgghts against
corruption indiscriminately.
Implicated conclusion:

As 'mentioned in implicated premises, investigatirand
prosecuting the corruptors indiscriminately mearsdbes not care whoever
they are; governor, mayors, and member of parliasnéinthey do corruption
so they are guilty. It indicates that Antasari iaue man in enforcing the law.
Based on the consideration the implicated conclusidAntasari Azhar was a

good former KPK'’s leadér

{4} You die..!! Get dead KPK..""" (sentence 1)

Sentence 1 is unclearly stated to whom the wyod refers to. So
sentence 1 needs to be explicated into fully ekstiedrsentence. Looking at the
picture, Antasari was killed by the corruptor soatthhe finally died.
Consequently, the wordyou refers to Antasari. Sentence 1 indicates an
exclamation sentence to the former KPK leader aRH Kself as institution.

Other thing that makes the sentence unclearkgdts the word
‘die’. The word ‘die’ means Antasari was dismissed thugis involvement in
murder case instead of the fact he really passeay.a®o the explicature
becomesfinally you were dismissed Antasari! Get dead KPK!

The implicated premises that can be construci@sed on the
sentence are as follows:

1. If Antasari was dismissed, nobody leads KPK.
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2. If there is no KPK leader, KPK cannot work sttty
Implicated conclusion:

From the implicated premises, if KPK cannot workosihly, the
corruption cases that were being handled will bstganed. As a result they
cannot continue investigating and even they castaut investigating for other
corruption cases. Sentence 1 is an exclamatioresentto the former KPK
leader, Antasari Azhar, and KPK itself. The exclaoraof that sentence is
negative which indicates that the corruptors hopgagari was dismissed so
that KPK cannot work smoothly. Now, their dream esmtrue and
consequently they are very happy. Based on theidemasion, the implicated
conclusion that can be derived ishé corruptors are very grateful for

Antasari’'s dismissél

{4} ' m the new KPK leader.."! (sentence 2)

Sentence 2 is kind of introduction to corruptorstise explicature
of sentence 2 ishey corruptors, let me introduce myself, I'm thevnePK
leader now. can be constructed like below:

1. New KPK leader is the replacement for the formeKK&ader.
2. Antasari Azhar is the former KPK leader.
3. He (the speaker) replaces Antasari Azhar for the KEK leader.
Implicated conclusion:
Sentence 2 is not only the introduction of the €@K leader to

corruptors but also there is an intention behind thtroduction. As the
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implicated mentioned, it indicates that the new KR&der will continue
Antasari’s duties. As we know, Antasari did his idstwell to fight for
corruption. In addition, corruptors are KPK'’s f@&@n the implicated conclusion
that can be derived isHe (the new KPK leader) has committed to fighting

against corruptior’

{4} Friend or foe..? (sentence 3)

Sentence 3 above is shortly stated so it needs &xplicated. The
explicature of sentence 3 is*he (the KPK leader) friend or fo&?t is clearly
stated that the corruptor asked whether the new KeB#er could be his friend
or really his foe. There are no significant assuomst or premises that can be
constructed to derive implicature. As a results teentence has no intention

which means there is no implicature.

{4} Of course foe, that’ s how it should be (sentence 4).

Sentence 5 above is stated incompletely so it nieebe explicated
into fully elaborated sentence. Sentence 5 is thewar of the previous
guestion. The complete answer of that questionamnthe explicature isof
course, corruptors are KPK'’s foe, that's how KPKosHll dd. It is clearly
stated thaBang Oneurged the new KPK leader which means also all KPK

members to keep on fighting against corruptors.
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5. Mirip atau asli? (alike or real?) [Video 5] July 20", 2010
Context:
After the sex scandal tapes of artists who werebed to be Ariel,
Luna, and Cut Tari have spread widely, they weponted to the police in
order to be investigated furthermore. The polick same experts to identify
the originality of the video. After the investigai has been done, Ariel was

put in jail. Meanwhile Luna and Cut Tari were nobyen guilty.

Conversation:

Ariel, Luna, Cut Tari : Itu mirip kami.. (that was only resemblance to us..)'
Police : Mirip atau asli..? (alike or real..?)?
Police - Ahli anatomi, ahli forensik, ahli IT, silahkan bantu..!

(Anatomy expert, forensic expert, IT expert, please

help..1)?

Luna :Minta maaf (Sorry)*

Cut Tari : Saya minta maaf (I’ m sorry)®

Police :Keduanya tersangka..!! (Both of them are the
suspect)®

Bang One : Bisa jadi, polisi gagal menemukan tokoh mirip artis...

(Probably, police failed to find the actors who
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resembled the artist.. Or maybe, police got

{5} That only resembled us. (sentence 1)

Sentence 1 is completely stated but there is uetlemiined word
‘that that should be explicated. The wottiat here refers to the actors in the
sex scandal video. So the explicature tise“actors in the sex scandal video
only resembled Us By looking at the context, we can construct naded
contextual assumptions like below:

1. Resemble means someone is similar to someone else.
2. If someone is similar to someone else, there are different people
who are almost the same in their appearance.
3. There is someone else who appeared in the sexalcaddo.
Implicated conclusion:

Sentence 1 indicates that Ariel, Luna and Cut balieve there is
someone else who appeared in the sex scandal Viddmws that they denied
the allegation of their involvement in the sex stanvideo. Based on the
consideration, the implicated conclusion Ariel, Luna and Cut Tari denied

that they got involved in the sex scandal video

{5} alike or real..? (sentence 2)

Sentence 2 above is shortly stated, so it needs texplicated.

Police asked whether or not the actors of sex standeo looked like Ariel,
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Luna, and Cut Tari. So the explicature is “Are Arlauna, and Cut Tari in the
sex scandal video just alike or real?”. It is digatated that police had no idea
about the originality of the video including thet@s who are believed to be
Ariel, Luna, and Cut Tari, so that police ask th#gioality of the video.
Because police only asked about the originalityhef video, so there is no

implicature behind that sentence.

{5} Anatomy expert, forensic expert, IT expert, please help.!! (sentence 3)

Sentence 3 is shortly stated so it needs to becexgdl. The word
please help is should be explicated in order tonkmibat they should do. From
the context we know that police got difficulty identifying the originality of
the sex scandal video, so what is meant by poBceasked the experts to
identify the originality of the video including treetors who are believed to be
Ariel, Luna, and Cut Tari. In conclusion, the egplure is “anatomy expert,
forensic expert, IT expert, please help us to ifletite originality of the video
and the actors”. Because the sentence is in litiethve intention, so there is no

implicature behind sentence 3.

{5} Sorry (sentence 4)

Sentence 4 is unclear to whom Luna Maya says sSoywe need
to explicate it. Here Luna Maya says sorry to pullbout her case.. So the
explicature of sentence 4 ikina Maya says sorry to public for the case that

annoys publit From that explicatured sentence, we have not kngstrwhy
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she apologizes to public, so there must be impireabehind that sentence. By
constructing implicated premises, later we canwaermplicated implicated
conclusion. Here are the implicated premises:
1. Saying sorry is used to tell that someone feelaraghl and unhappy
about something bad she had done.
2. Something bad in this case is the sex scandal \titEdchas been spread
widely.
3. Luna Maya felt ashamed and unhappy because she sexdscandal

video.

{5} I’ m sorry (sentence 5)

Sentence 5 has the same idea as sentence 4 incltsdimplicated
conclusion, so the researcher does not analyzsetitence again.
Implicated conclusion:

Sentence 4 and sentence 5 have the same ideauthatand Cut
Tari apologized to public. As the implicated preenmsentioned, it is clear that
they were involved in the making of the sex scand@éo. If they were not
involved in the sex scandal video, what for theglagize to public? They had
better prove that they were not guilty rather tl@oologize to public. This
indicates that they were involved in the sex schmiBeo. So the implicated
conclusion is Luna and Cut Tari are the people who act in the seandal

vided'.
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{5} Both of them are the suspect (sentence 6)

Sentence 6 has under-determined reference whitidisated by
the words both of therh That under-determined makes sentence 6 unclear
enough to be understood, so it needs to be expliceito fully elaborated
sentence. Based on the context, there are threstsawriel, Luna, and Cut
Tari, who are alleged to be the actors in the sexdal video. The word®oth
of them refers to Luna and Cut Tari because previousiythppeared at the
same time and said sorry. So the explicature besdmaa and Cut Tari are
the suspett From that explicature we can have intended odotd
assumptions like below:

1. A suspect is someone who is thought to be guilty ofime.

2. Police accusation against someone as a suspeesées! lbn evidence,
fact, and law.

3. Police determined Luna and Cut Tari as the suspkdex scandal
video.

4. If police has determined a person as a suspeugans police has found
evidence, confirmed the fact and charged someotie twe crime by
particular article and section.

5. Police succeeded to prove that Luna and Cut Tae geilty.

Implicated conclusion:
Sentence 6 indicates that police succeeded to prateLuna and
Cut Tari were guilty as mentioned in implicated mpige. If they are stated

guilty by police they had done something wrong mkien the law. Based on
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the context, Ariel, Luna, and Cut Tari were accustdaking the sex video.
This means the accusation was right because pbésecharged them as a
suspect. So it can be concluded in implicated emnch that Luna and Cut

Tari had made the sex video with Ariel

{5} Probably, police failed to find the actors who resembled the artist... Or

(sentence 7)

The explicature of sentence 7 Brobably, police failed to find the
actors (who act in sex scandal video) who resemthledartist (Ariel/Luna/Cut
Tari) or maybe, police got evidences that the aciarthe video (sex scandal
video) are the real actofs From that sentence, we may have implicated
premises like below:

1. If Police failed to find the actors who resemblée fartist, it means
police got difficulty to prove that there are sopeople who resemble
Ariel, Luna, and Cut Tari that made the sex schvideo.

2. If police got evidences that the actors in the oidee real, it means
police proves more easily that they are guilty.

3. For police, finding the actors who resemble Arlaipna and Cut Tari is
more difficult than proving their involvement ingfsex scandal video.

Implicated conclusion:
Sentence 7 is a kind of satire sentence uttereBang One It is

intentionally mentioning that it is easier for paito prove that Ariel, Luna and



68

Cut Tari are guilty rather than to prove that thesreomebody else in the sex
scandal video who resemble them. Police and somerexhave identified the
originality of the video and its actors are reaf. @urse the video and the
artists have been scientifically proven that theyraal. So there is little chance
that there are other people in the video who ang sienilar to Ariel, Luna, and
Cut Tari unless they have identical twin brother sister. Based on the
considerationBang Onewants Ariel, Luna, and Cut Tari to tell the trahout
their involvement in the sex scandal video. So ithplicated conclusion is
“Ariel, Luna and Cut Tari should admit their invatwent in the sex scandal

video since it has been scientifically proven toygoolice and some expetfts.

6. Lupa (Forget) {Video 6} August &', 2010
Context:
During the World cup match, many people withouteptmon the
government focused more on that game than any tthex things. Therefore
many important problems were forgotten. After therld Cup match was

over, they found that they have a lot of homeworka.

Conversation:

Bang One : Masih mengantuk..!! (I' m still sleepy)?

Bang One : Aduh..! (Ouch..!"")’ [Stumbling a stone]
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Bang One :Oh... lya." (Yeah!)* [Walking carefully and finding a bigger
stone]

Bang One : Terus... Terusan.! (Over and over again')’ [Finding another
bigger stone and removing it]

Bang One : Apa lagi itu? (What else is that?)® [Surprised and finding the
other bigger stone]

Bang One : Sudah terlupakan.."! (It has been forgotten.!)’

The explicature of sentence 1 ki€ world cup match 2010 that is
held in South Africa is over néwFrom the explicatured sentence and the
context, we may have assumptions like below:

1. Most people like the world cup match.

2. They will watch the match as much as possible.

3. The match is broadcasted mostly at midnight, sg #nre willing to stay
up all night or wake up at midnight although theyé to go to work in
the morning.

Implicated conclusion:

During the world cup match, most people were wglio stay up
late to watch the match. This caused most peogdiave less sleeping time. As
a result they would not focus on their jobs andvéws. If they did not focus

on their jobs, there would be many abandoned jadgasks. As the world cup
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match was over, the people would rarely stay up Et night anymore.
Consequently, they could focus on their activityalrs as usual. In accordance
with the title of the video, forget, it indicatelolt many people forgot their jobs
due to the world cup matches. Sentence 1 wasdadfiBang Onés appeal to
people to focus back on their jobs. Based on thmesideration, the implicated

conclusion that can be derived Is=t’s focus back to work!

{6} I' m still sleepy (sentence 2)

Sentence 2 is not clear wiBang Onesitill sleepy. We need to
explicate the sentence into fully elaborated ser@erdereBang Onejust
wanted to tell his condition that he was still plgdecause of watching the last
football match at midnight. So there the explicatisr‘I’'m still sleepy because
i watched the final of 2010 South Africa world amatch last nighit - This
sentence is not aimed to satire somebody or amythiinis sentence only
describes the condition dBang One So there is no implicature behind

sentence 2.

{6} Ouch.."! (sentence 3)

Sentence 3 is incomplete sentence so we have ticabepit. Here
Bang Onewas stumbling on a stone and it was written TDari{tdasar
listrik)/electricity basic tariff. 'This depicted dah Bang One has just
remembered about the increasing of electricity dodariff which was not

proportional to its service. Looking at the pictufee explicature of sentence 1
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is “Ouch, there was the increasing of electricity basiaff which was not
appropriate to its service This sentence was just kind dang One’s
expression as he remembered about the abandonétermproThere is no
specific purpose behind sentence 3. So there implicature behind sentence

3.

{6} Yeah! (sentence 4)

Sentence 4 is incomplete sentence, so it needs &xblicated in
order to make the sentence fully elaborated. Seateh is other kind of
expression oBang Oneas he has just remembered about activist as$eailt t
has been abandoned during world cup match. Soxhlecature is Yeah, I've
just remembered there was the case of activist utssd ooking at the
sentence and the conteang Onelooked little bit angry after finding the
bigger stone. The bigger stone here depicted alheumore serious problem
than any other problems. BecauBang Onewas intentionally producing
specific gesture, so it might have implicature berhe wordyeaHh. To know
the implicature, we should construct implicatednpises like below:

1. Activist assault case was caused by the exposuetofist's writing
about the large amount of some higher rank poliifieer’s savings
account

2. The activist who wrote the story was assaulted fiynown men when
he was on his way home.

3. The activist was hospitalised due to serious injury
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4. Police conducted a chase to the men who assabkeattivist.
5. The person who assaulted the activist has not teaeght yet.
Implicated conclusion:

In sentence 4, it seemed the large amount of hagik police
officer's savings account was true because thevistctivas assaulted. If the
high rank officer believed that they were in thghtitrack, this tragedy would
never happen. They would take legal action if thejected to the accusation
rather than attacked the activist. In the pictBeeng Oneremoved the stone
from the street in bit anger. This indicatBdng Onewanted this case to be
finished as soon as possible. Based on the coasioler the implicated
conclusion is Bang One urged the authority especially police hase back

the bad guys and conduct investigation seridusly

{6} Over and over again! (sentence 5)

Sentence 5 has not fully elaborated yet, so it ai¢ethe explicated.

Sentence 5 was also kind of expressi®ang Ondooked more upset realizing
that there were still many LPG cylinder explosieviach happened again and
again. Looking at the gestures and the senteBesg Oneintentionally
provided inputs to derive implicature. Implicategmises that can be built are
as follows:

1. LPG cylinder explosion was caused by the error @sdd PG tube and

the leakage of LPG cylinder.

2. LPG cylinder explosion mainly happened to 3 kg L&3@nder.
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3. 3 kg LPG cylinders were mainly used by the poorthes impact of
conversion from kerosene to gas.
4. The kerosene to LPG conversion program did not wadcessfully and
caused new problems to the poor.
Implicated conclusion:

Sentence 5 indicated that the conversion programndi work
successfully and caused new problems such as LpIBséan. There must be a
reason why it happened. Here the LPG explosioncaased by the error usage
and the leakage of the LPG cylinder. For the ensage, the people might have
lack information or explanation of how to use LP@iraer including the gas
cooker. For the leakage, the government might meéxamine the LPG
cylinder before it was distributed. Based on thesideration, it indicates that
government have lack of preparation in this coneerprogram. HeréBang
One reminded the government about this case with the & solving the
problem as soon as possible. So the implicatedlgsioo was government
must solve the LPG explosion problem by re-examiamchanging the broken

LPG cylinder and give more explanation about howsde it correctly

{6} What else is that? (sentence 6)

We need to explicate the word ‘else’ here. PreviguBang One
had found some stones from small stone to biggerestvhich depicted small
case to bigger case. The word ‘else’ here refethdastone which depicts the

other case. So the explicature of sentence @it other case is that?Here
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Bang Onefound the biggest stone, but it was only viewedtlom half side.
Looking at his expression, he was curious aboustbre and asked what was
that else. It was clear thBang Onewas only curious about the stone and then
he asked question like sentence 6. Based on th&dewation,Bang Onehad
no_other intention unless asking a question, seetinas no implicature on

sentence 6.

{6} It has been forgotten..!! (sentence 7 )

Sentence 7 was fully elaborated but had not clestated yet. Here
the word it” was underdetermined so it needed to be explicatee word it’
referred to the text on the stone which is writtkasus bank century/century
bank case So the explicature becameéntury bank case has been forgatten
Here Bang Onelooked very upset when he said that century bade dhad
been forgotten. Looking at the bhiggest stone, dicated thatBang One
prioritized the case at the most serious problecabse it has lost the country’s
large amount of money and involved some senioe stticials. Looking at his
angry expression, there might be implicature bekemtence 7. We might have
implicated premises like below:

1. Century bank case has lost the government fundrRta trillion.

2. The house of people’s representative conducted iediion of Century
Bank case.

3. The house of people’s representative stated thatuBGeBank bailout at

IDR 6 trillion was wrong.
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4. There were some people who were responsible ferctse but have not
been prosecuted yet.
5. Although it was stated wrongly by the House of Regp
Representative, Century Bank case has not beenlemtyfinished yet.
Implicated conclusion:

Sentence 7 indicated that Bank Century case has been
completely finished yet. Previously the House obfte’'s Representative has
finished their job in examining the case and staled the bailout was wrong.
For the next step, the government just continusHing the caseBang One
reminded the government with the aim of following the case as soon as
possible. Based on the consideration, the implicatenclusion was the
government should follow up the case by bringing geople who were

responsible for the bailout to trial

. Ahlak (Moral) {Video 7}, October 8, 2010
Context:

This video tells about the morality of many peoght the moment,
not a few people have a lack of good morality. Eaample government
officials practice corruption, collusion, and neapot. Rich people, who are
very arrogant, conceited, selfish and snobbishyTde not care with others.
Employers or industrialists, who treat their woskbad, manipulate tax, and do

other illegal business. Quite a few artists who igeblved in sex scandal,
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pornography, drugs, alcohol, etc. Members of pawdiats practice corruption,

bribery, etc.

Conversation:

A - [walking upstairs following ‘position signpost’ with a ball
that written ‘morality’ on his head]'

B : [walking upstairs following ‘wealth signpost’ with the ball
written ‘moral’ on his head]*

C : [walking upstairs following ‘level signpost’ with three balls
written ‘moral’ on his back]?

D : [walking upstairs following ‘profit signpost’ with the ball
written ‘moral’ on his back]’

E : [walking upstairs following ‘popularity signpost’ with the ball
written ‘moral’ on his head]’

F - Bikin repot! (It troubles me!)’

G - Bikin susah saja' (It makes me get difficulty!)?

Bang One : Menyelamatkan, tapi mulai sering ditinggalkan.."! (Saving, but

it has been abandoned..!")?

Conversation {7} above has three sentences spokerthtee

people, person F, person G, aBdng One In addition, they are non-verbal
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language which is marked by 5 gestures. To diftemenbetween sentence and
gesture, the researcher puts parentheses “( Beiotences and brackets “[ ]”
for gestures. Each of sentence and gesture is mechlm®nsecutively on the

right top of the parentheses and bracket such 3% 4r “[ 1%

{7} [Gesture 1]

From the explanation of gesture 1 we can explicate fully
elaborated sentence. In explicating the gesture,hase to determine the
person who was walking upstairs following the ‘piosi signpost’. Position
here is closely related to the government officaaik. So the explicature of
gesture 1 isthe official government brought the ball which de@d morality
on his head while walking upstairs following thespion signpost After
explicating the gesture we can build the implicapgdmises. Here are the
implicated premises:

1. Position is a level of job of government officials.
2. Walking upstairs means going from lower place gher place.
3. The government official was reaching higher positio

Going from lower place to higher place and follogvihe ‘position
signpost’ means reaching higher position. So tletuge has an understanding
that the government official wanted to reach highesition than before.
Implicated conclusion:

From the implicated premises previously, the pensas walking

upstairs which meant he wanted to reach highettipnsinan before. The ball
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on his head depicted morality. The morality lookeery heavy for the
government official. If a person is weighed dowo tmuch with something,
he/she will put down most of that burden. If thesggmment official put down
most of the morality, they just carry little motgli In other words, the
government official has only little morality. Thedeo shows a satire on
government official. That is a picture that showesvibad the morality of most
government officials are. They think that moralgya burden. It depicts how
hard they bring the ball on his head. Based onitmgicated premise, if
government officials have less morality in reachimgher position, it means
that they have reached it in dishonest or illegalywif government officials
reach higher position in dishonest way, it meaesettare particular things that
they want to get. If the government officials deithduties only for particular
purposes, it means they work disingenuously. Basethe consideration, the
implicated conclusion that can be derived government official do their

duties disingenuously

{7} [Gesture 2]

From the explanation of gesture 1 we can explicate fully
elaborated sentence. In explicating the gesture,hese to determine the
person who was walking upstairs following the ‘wkaignpost’. Wealth here
is closely related to the rich man. So the explicabf gesture 1 isthe rich

man brought the ball which depicted morality on hisad while walking
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upstairs following the wealth signpbdst After explicating the gesture we can
build the implicated premises. Here are the impdidgpremises:

1. Walking upstairs means going from lower place gher place.

2. The rich man was reaching higher wealth.

Going from lower place to higher place anddaiing the ‘wealth
signpost’ means increasing the amount of the we8ththe gesture has an
understanding that the rich man wanted to readhenigiealth than before.
Implicated conclusion:

From the previous implicated premises, the rich mas walking
upstairs which means he wanted to reach higherthvé@n before. The ball
on his head depicted morality. The morality lookenty heavy for the rich
man. If a person is weighed down too much with gbing, he/she will put
down most of that burden. If the rich man puts donwst of the morality, he
just carries little morality. In other words, thehr man has only little morality.
The video shows a satire on rich man. He thinks itharality is a burden. It
depicts how hard he brings the ball on his headeBaon the implicated
premise, if the rich man only has less moralityinoreasing his wealth, it
means that he has reached it in dishonest ayallleray. If the rich man
reaches higher wealth in dishonest way, there articplar purposes that he
wants to get. Relating to the context, most of nubn are very arrogant,
conceited, selfish and snobbish. So he increasaswealth in order to show
how wealthy he is. If the rich man increases hislttheonly to show-off, he

uses their wealth for bad purposes. Based on thsideration, the implicated
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conclusion that can be derived isch man increases their wealth for bad

purposes

{7} [Gesture 3]

Gesture 3 is actually the same as gesture 1. lurges, the person
in the video was following the ‘position signpodti. gesture 3, the person in
the video was following ‘rank signpost’. Here, dasi and rank have the same
meaning which is a level of job of someone. Becayessture 1 and gesture 3
have the same meaning, so it has the same impgligaenise and implicated

conclusion too. Gesture 3 is only restatement sfuge 1.

{7} [Gesture 4]

From the explanation of gesture 1 we can explicate fully
elaborated sentence. In explicating the gesture,hewe to determine the
person who was walking upstairs following the ‘mreignpost’. Profit here is
closely related to the business man. So the exptieaof gesture 1 isthe
business man brought the ball which depicted miyradin his head while
walking upstairs following the profit signpésiAfter explicating the gesture
we can build the implicated premises. Here ararttpdicated premises:

1. Profit is money that is gained by selling thingglomg business.
2. Walking upstairs means going from lower place gher place.

3. The business man was reaching higher profit.
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Going from lower place to higher place and folilogvthe ‘profit
signpost’ means increasing the amount of the pr&fit the gesture has an
understanding that the business man wanted to reghbr profit than before.
Implicated conclusion:

The ball on his head depicted morality. The moydiioked very
heavy for the business man. If a person is weighedn too much with
something, he/she will put down most of that burdéthe business man put
down most of the morality weight, he just carrietld morality. In other
words, the business man had only little moralitgldiing to the context, the
business man who is meant here is the employdreointiustrialist. The video
shows a satire on employer’s morality. As the icgtied premise stated, the
employer had little morality. If the employer hattlé morality, she/he took
profit mostly for his/her own advantage. As a resilile employer would pay
his/her employer on low salary or the employer wik pay tax according to
the amount of the profit. In other words, the emplodoes not use the profit
that he/she gets appropriately. The video shows tthen employer is still
weighed down by the burden of morality. It mearet @ithough the employer
got higher profit than before, he still used thefppinappropriately. Based on
the consideration, the implicated conclusionasiffough the profit increases,

the employers still used it inappropriatély
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{7} [Gesture 5]

From the explanation of gesture 1 we can explicate fully
elaborated sentence. In explicating the gesture,hase to determine the
person who was walking upstairs following the ‘plapity signpost’. Position
here is closely related to the celebrity goal. B® éxplicature of gesture 1 is
“the celebrity brought the ball which depicted mayalon his head while
walking upstairs following the popularity signpbstfter explicating the
gesture we can build the implicated premises. ldezehe implicated premises:

1. Popularity is a thing that most celebrities want.
2. Walking upstairs means going from lower place gher place.
3. The celebrity was reaching higher popularity.

Going from lower place to higher place and follogv the
‘popularity signpost’ means increasing populari§o the gesture has an
understanding that the celebrity wanted to reaghéri popularity than before.
Implicated conclusion:

The video showed a satire on celebrity's moralifyst like
previous gestures, the celebrity also had less Iityorm increasing his
popularity. It means that he had gained it in irappate way. In other words,
he grew his popularity by making bad things so thahy infotainments would
expose him more. As a result, everyone would know'rer and he became
more popular. Relating to the context, there weamynscandals that celebrity
made, such as porn video case, drugs and alcoke) a#fair case, fight case,

etc. It indicated that the celebrities were willit@ydo that just for popularity.
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Based on the consideration, the implicated conafus “most celebrities were

willing to do bad things just to grow their populst”

{7} It troubles me (Sentence 1)

Sentence 1 has not fully elaborated yet so it neebts explicated
first. We have to determine the word and me to explicate the original
statement. From the previous gesture, some peopie Wwurdened with
morality. It indicates that morality is a troubler them. So the trouble that the
speaker means is morality. As a result the wibrdefers to morality. The
speaker of sentence 1 is in meeting room. Lookinth@ video, the meeting
room there is like Member of Parliaments’ room. &hsn the consideration,
the explicature isthe morality troubles Member of ParliamenhtBased on the
explicature and the video presented, we may haveragleassumptions like
below:

1. Member of Parliament is someone who has been dldoteepresent
people in a parliament.

2. Morality is beliefs or ideas about what is rightdamrong and about how
people should behave.

3. Trouble means there is an obstacle to do somesontpat people get
difficulty to do it.

4. Morality troubles Member of Parliament.
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Implicated conclusion:

From the implicated premises previously, moralitgswa trouble
for Member of Parliament. It means that with mdyalMember of Parliament
got difficulty or could not do something that thesant. On the video, the
speaker kicked the ball which depicted morality #&meh the ball was broken
by his friend. It was clear that Member of Parliandid not need morality.
Consequently, they worked in Parliament without atitr. As we know,
Members of Parliament represents people. So thek fwothe people. But the
fact is most of Members of Parliament work for thmivn advantage instead of
the wealth of people. That was a result of workiighout morality. For
example, they ask high budget for their own faetlitso that they can work
comfortably, despite the fact that there are mamyr people who need more
concern than Members of Parliament’s high budgease on that
consideration, the implicated conclusion that cardbrived is Because most
of Members of Parliament do not have morality, theyk for their advantage

instead of people’s advantdge

{7} It makes me get difficult (Sentence 2)

This statement is actually the same as sentenBeritence 1 and
sentence 2 have the same understanding. Sentaaab/ restatement about
how bad the morality of Members of Parliament. sitbecause both of the
sentences have the same meaning so the implicegadse and the implicated

conclusion are the same.
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{7} Saving, but it has been abandoned.!'(Sentence 3)

Sentence 3 above has not fully elaborated yett s@ads to be
explicated first. Looking at the context, most peodo bad things such as
government officials who practiced corruption, aslbn, and nepotism;
employers who treated their employee badly; artidte made scandal to gain
popularity, consumed drugs to increase their cenfe, etc. So the word
‘saving’ here means saving human from bad behaviSarthe explicature is
“Morality is saving human from bad behaviour, buldts been abandoned by
most people Based on the explicature and context we may heeseral
assumptions like below:

1. Morality prevents human from having bad behaviour.

2. Bad behaviour causes most people to do bad things.

3. Most people have abandoned morality.

4. Most people have bad behaviour because they haserlerality”.
Implicated conclusion:

Based on implicated premises, sentence 3 is ngtaudescription
of how bad the morality that people have, but @soencouragement not to
abandon morality. This can be seen wisiEng Onewas still willing to bring
the morality ball on his back happily. He wantsstmw the people about how
important the morality is. Based on the considerathe implicated conclusion

is “let’s keep our morality
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4.2 Discussion

Based on the findings that were presented in tbeigus subchapter, the
writer answered the problems of the study. Theifigsl of the study support
Sperber and Wilson’s Relevance Theory of impliGatubDealing with the
processes of uncovering the implicature, this stugyports Sperber and Wilson’s
Relevance-theoretic Comprehension Strategy whicludes the sub-tasks in the
overall comprehension process of uncovering impliea (as cited in Horn &
Ward, 2007) and Robin Carston (2002, p. 143). Tie-tasks in the overall
comprehension process are, explicature, implicgiezinises, and implicated
conclusion.

This study presents the process of explicature. Tesearcher only
explicates unclear and wrong statements becauskcaxpe is motivated by
indeterminacy of language (Grundy, 2000). To e@pécthe statement, the
researcher disambiguates the ambiguous statemesternmdnes reference
resolution that people or things refer to, and aws the statement into fully
elaborated sentences. So the function of explieasito get truth condition in a
sentence or utterance. As a result, the reseambatd not misinterpret the
sentence or utterance. Explicature can prevenhdlaeer from misunderstanding
utterances or sentences

This study presents the process of constructindicated premises. To
construct implicated premises, the researcherexetsi them from memory and
develops assumptions based on the context. Thearobsg must construct

assumptions based on the context in order to awtginterpretations of an
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utterance or a sentence. In this case, the coatektassumption were derived
from background knowledge, the videoKdbar Bang Ongand the issues at the
moment. It accords with the aim of relevance theanch “enables addressees to
be sure that they have recovered the most relevanegotentially infinite set of
inferences”, (Grundy 2000, p.101).

This study also presents implicated conclusion.litaped conclusion is
deduced from the explicatures of the utterancetbeaontext (Sperber & Wilson
1995). So, the researcher used explicature andtsdlen appropriate context
(implicated premises) to derive implicated conausiFinally, the researcher
could conclude the implicature. Implicatures appediren the viewers have
particular assumptions which are relevant to sp&akentences. On the contrary,
if the viewers do not have assumptions on spealsergences then there are no
implicature behind the sentences.

In identifying implicatures, the researcher usedlefREnce-theoretic
comprehension  strategy. “The researcher considensterpretations
(disambiguation, reference assignments, enrichmerdstextual assumption,
implication, etc) in order of accessibility (i.eollow a path of least effort in
computing cognitive effects) and stop when the etqikrelevance is reached”,
Sperber and Wilson (as cited in Horn & Ward, 20879 Robin Carston (2002, p.
143). As shown in findings, after the first intezfation found (weaker
implicature), the researcher stopped giving furthtarpretation.

In other book, Sperber and Wilson (1995, p.197estdt is enough that

the hearer should pay attention to some of thesakeveimplicatures for the
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relevance of the intended interpretation to becamaeifest”. So, despite the fact
that the researcher found further implicatures ietsentences, he only focused
on weaker implicatures rather than strong implicatu

For example in Video 1 sentence 1, it was saidnplicated conclusion,
“Susno also got involved in this bribery cdsehe researcher could make further
implicatures or strong implicature such as:

(1) People who got involved in bribery case waritedet extra money.

(2) Susno wanted to get extra money.

It is very doubtful that Sjahril has given the heapr researcher any
encouragement to supply the premise in (1) andvelezonclusion in (2). The
example above shows that there is no cut-off pbitiveen assumption and
utterance which make the implicatures become umdlge inferences. “A point is
reached at which the hearer receives no encourageateall to supply any
particular premise and conclusion”, Sperber ands@vil(1995, p.199).

Based on the findings, the researcher used anysrmih verbal and non-
verbal communication to indentify the implicatureaplicatures appear when the
viewers have particular assumptions which are egleto speaker’'s sentences or
gestures. On the contrary, if the viewers do notvehaelevant particular
assumptions on speaker’s sentences or gesturestitben are no implicatures
behind the sentences. Here the speaker intentyopraVides evidence and makes
particular gestures to attract viewers’ attentiom that they can uncover

implicatures behind the sentences and gestures.
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Comparing with previous study, this study is obgigudifferent in the
way of uncovering the implicature. This researclesufkelevance Theory in
identifying an implicature. While both of the preus studies use Grice’s maxims
cooperative principle to derive an implicature lthsm Grice's theory. So in
general the difference between Relevance TheoryGaiod’s theory can be seen
in the analysis process where the Grice conversatinplicature proposes that
successful communication could be achieved if theakers obeyed these 4
maxims; maxim of quality, maxim of quantity, maxioh relevant and maxim of
manner. If these 4 maxims are flouted there mustambeimplicature. While
Sperber and Wilson propose human cognition is th&cbfeature to seek for
relevant which is much simpler. So, in uncoveringieone’s relevance is relying
on human cognition. This research proves that geopé their human cognition,
in which encyclopaedic knowledge and memory areredto to uncover
implicature. Unlike Grice’s conversational theoryieh only limited to verbal
communication, Relevance Theory also applies nohalecommunication, such
as images or gestures. They support viewer/audiencederstand implicatures
deeper.

The researcher agrees with relevance theory thatcessful
communication is gained by recognizing other’svefee or intention. To gain
successful communication people must have gooditbegmbility. It is true that
people use their cognitive ability to recognize aqme’s intention by drawing
inferences to recover the relevance. This indicalted relevance theory is

applicable to human communication.



CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION

This chapter presents conclusion of the researchsaggestion for the

next study.

5.1Conclusion

Uncovering implicatures can be explained throwglawance theory which
describes the phenomenon of how human beings metaufierances or sentences.
This research tries to figure out how implicatua@ e uncovered iKabar Bang
Oneanimated cartoon. These are the conclusions otgearch:

1. There are processes in uncovering implicature. mefderiving
implicature, we must have adequate background leubyd such as
encyclopaedic knowledge and context. First, ittstaith the process
of explicature. In the level of explicature, amlogs, unclear and too
short utterances are explicated into fully elakemtatsentence.
Explicature is used to give detailed explanatiooudbutterances or
sentences by enriching the utterances or sentéases on the context
so that the utterance or sentences are clearlgdst&econd, in the
level of implicated premises, the viewerskafbar Bang Onanimated
cartoon must supply their own assumptions about sheaker’s
statement by constructing premises based on théexdonlf the

assumptions or premises are enough to derive iatplicconclusion

90



91

we should stop supplying another assumption becawsé not lead
the implicatures to become unintended inferencieslll, in the level
of implicated conclusion, the viewers conclude itin@licature based
on the context or situation that is occurring aittmoment, input
(sentences and gestures), explicatured sentenogésassumptions or
premises.

2. There are implicatures amongst characters’ sengeimcéabar Bang
Oneanimated cartoon. Besides, implicatures also apipegpeaker’s
gestures.

Kabar Bang Oneanimated cartoon is one type of communication twhic
presents written text and images or animated cartbothis video, we can see
both verbal and non-verbal languages which cansee as inputs in uncovering
implicature. Based on the findings, this resegrobves that implicatures are
interpreted by drawing inferences that are retdefvem the context, background
knowledge or memory, and assumptions. In addisancessful communication is

achieved if the viewers have good cognition.

5.2 Suggestions
For the improvement of this study, the researcheuldvlike to give some
suggestions for:
1. English Study Program
There are a few studies that use Relevance Theorthe theoretical

framework -due. to the lack of references. Therefdhe researcher
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suggests that English Study Program of Faculty oftufe Studies of
Brawijaya University should provide more referencdsaling with
Relevance Theory, so that students have rich fitezaeview to support
their research. Furthermore, students will be eraged to use Relevance

Theory as their theoretical framework in their gesé.

. Further researchers

Relevance theory is interesting to be discussee. researcher suggests
that next researchers conduct similar researchtabtavance theory with
different object of study by giving detailed anayson higher level

explicature which has not been explored in thisaesh yet.
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Appendix 1: Pictures dfabar Bang Onénimated Cartoon

SJ vs SD [Video 1]
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Kampung besar (Big village) [Video 2]
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Perbuatan mesum (Sex scandal) [Video3]
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Musuh KPK (KPK’s foe) [Video 4]
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Mirip atau asli? (alike or real?) [Video 5]
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Lupa (Forget) [Video 6]
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Ahlak (Moral) [Video 7]
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