CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
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1.1 The Background of the S

*ﬁ about the information presented in the conversation. For instance
the two speakers ask questions about a certain topic, they then k

w::onversation is not easy.

Wﬂmm a necessnty.

ﬂlrough conversation, information or knowledge is transmitted as language
z the function of transaction (Yule,1985:5). People need information f

ir daily life, It is true that without conversation, people may lose their sel

entity. As the speakers exchange information, they learn more about tve

own life.

&here are many linguistic elements that should be oonside@n

understanding a conversation. When two people speak to each other, there

2 noticeable #uch as turn-taking, elicitation (gM
“Shouid _know wh e"o i up !e must

moment to continue the Versa 30, there must be a way of signaling
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the other speaker to talk. The speakers’ body language is an important aspect
of the conversation because there is meaning in the body movement.

It is believed that for a conversation to function successfully, each

speaker’s turn should not go on ghould be accomplished without

interruption, and at end of one speaker’s turn another speaker should take

oo long an in ing p
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g to fail. There must be a balance of e

takin a conversation. Elicitation functions well when the tw
wen to interrupt or close the conversation. These elements should be
fa r to those who want to know well about conversation.

w At the initial stage of conversation, a topic is the most important

al

QInen 8l alm

he—geveinopet—io ake the conversatio

Jmesﬁng. If there is no continuation of the talk between the two speakers, U

activity will produce a breakdown of communication. Silence is the result
ZGing unable to develop and sustain the conversation. It is said that L
rsation comes to a deadlock. Thus, a problem arises in the process e

mmunicating to one another.

@'\ere are various ways of topic development. First, a topic c&e

shifted or changed. When a certain idea cannot make the speakers express

ing, the may choose another topic. Thi during

more information to

knowledge of the
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speakers is required for the development of the topic. If the speakers have
extremely different knowledge background about a topic, it is almost

impossible to sustain the conversation.

Facial expression can_sh vhethenthe speakers really understand

the topic. When aspeaker grimaces, this indicates that tt ic is unfamiliar.

5-NE

A co P be identified by ' &n.

In ‘Kuny speakers do not have skilis *g a
C

convew. Through the daily observation on how people act

r, there is clear evidence that speakers should know the strategy of

ion of the speaking

uall

ng. This is quite acceptable. People have different ways of express

selves. Some may be straightforward and honest. Others try to keep 2

al

2ACHA-the-ehd tney-nave .-'-".-_il' ® D BACH Speaxker. na

ﬂthe case, again conversation is not an easy matter, U

Evasive answers are also intended to sustain a conversation. Th:b

son is that people do not want to expose themselves to the truth. Hones
? always the best policy in conversation. Sometimes the truth must
X

plained indirectly. This event can be observed or proved when speakers

use%ﬁarent style such as the choice of words. When two professione%«

about their business, they may use certain terms to protect themseives from

other people’s ”ntion.
onvers ca#n]ed segsp . It cz
iscussedifrom.the view of the topie. Th n be general ongpecif

matter how and wha

toDiC ¢ Speakers should be ready for the
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continuation of the topic. This spoken discourse can also be discussed from
the viewpoint of strateqy. People have different responses to the same

stimulus. Many want to make conversation more than a common talk. A

secret can be told indirectly so.that hearers may not know it. An indirect

ing is called “implicature” (indireciness). This is also

called a conversational gaturNhE istinguished from
nai'&§ G 6

Ha‘ idered the nature and function of con @is 0
intergnow how people usually sustain a conversation. All t ’s

#d above must be incorporated in understanding pragmatic aspect
language. It is believed that many students who have studied Engli

(17

ot sustain a conversation because they have little information abo

1l

sation-itself | ts-thi ane 3 ‘d’o s ne 10pIC 10 be discussed In

ﬂs study.

By conducting a research on the performance of speakers irb

versation, it is believed that the problems of communication are solved

ain problem is concerned with the functions of implicature in sustaini

a conversation. This topic is treated as a scientific view of how speakers

su conversations. &

The Probhae Study 9
“The prob of Ny 1 fo;M inao questiont
1) are the functions of impli susfaining a_cg

found in the recorded conversations
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2) What is the context where the implicature is performed or realized by

the speakers in a conversation ?

1.3 The Scope of the Study

e

lnll'lg a conversation vary fro

aimost im E er
of conversatio

piicatu u as a starting point to sustain a conversa

0 is in the analysis of conversational implicatures

ized and particularized implicatures. The two types are mcorporate

ne speaker to

to sustain

versational implicature for the analysis of the data.

1l

ne-Ubiective or-the Fle)’

— This study is aimed at finding out the functions of conversationalc
licature in sustaining a conversation and also attempting to find out the b

text in which the implicature is performed or realized in a conversation.

:.5 The Significance of the Study

@’ne findings of this study are expected to be useful for those wh@t

to improve their speaking skill because conversation is the ultimate goal for

teaching arelgn language like English. Ent especia
s of E ﬁ!oe fﬁ se they €an
8l of conversa f teaching the ng skill.

design af

tea

‘Readers in general will be e nature of talking.




