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ABSTRACT:

The aim of this research study is to examine the use of conversational implicature (Grice,
1975) in the political talk of Sayyed Hassan Nasrallah to discover the types and functions of
these implicatures. The study is based on pragmatic theories namely, ‘Cooperative principles
and implicature’. The current analysis follows pragmatic concepts which deal with meaning
of utterances made by the speaker and interpreted by the listener. Politicians do not usually
obey the maxims of conversation blatantly and flout them to give rise to an implicature that
achieve a certain communicative effect (Chilton, 2004). The data collected for this study were
selected from an interview that was broadcast live on AlMayadin TV channel on May 2019 in
a talk show presented by the journalist Ghassan ben Jiddo. The findings revealed that the
application of conversational implicatures tended to provide enormous benefits on the level of
reassuring the supporters and intimidating the enemy. The application of Conversational
Implicatures performed various functions which eventually made the talk more effective and
persuasive. This type of research is descriptive qualitative because it does not need to focus
on number and statistics, rather it deals with words and sentences and analyzes data obtained
from reading the selected parts from the political interview.

15608




CONVERSATIONAL IMPLICATURES IN THE POLITICAL TALK OF SAYYED HASSAN NASRALLAH PJAEE, 17 (6) (2020)

Research questions:
The research question formulated by the study is the following:

What are the types and functions of conversational implicature employed in
the political talk of Sayyed Hassan Nasrallah?

Objective of the study:
This study aims at investigating:
Types and functions of conversational implicatures used in the political talk
of Sayyed Hassan Nasrallah
Aim of the study:

This study aims at examining the language of a sample (a televised
interview) from the political talk of Sayyed Hassan Nasrallah based on
pragmatic theories applied on spoken language. Linguistically speaking, some
pragmatic theories are utilized to investigate how the speaker is able to convey
his implied message through the channel of speaking using conversational
implicature to communicate indirectly with his audience. Political interviews are
face to face interpersonal role situation in which the interviewer asks the
politician questions designed to obtain certain answers. The receivers of the
answers are, besides the interviewer who is present at the scene, the general
public that are represented by their leaders (Bhatia 2006).The study focuses on
the mode by which the speaker manipulates the same information to secure his
supporters on one hand and threaten his enemy on the second.

Significance of the study:

This study is important for everyone who is interested in studying language
in a scientific way. Written and spoken language can be analyzed for the hidden
and undercover ideas that are sent by the addresser to the addressee. Such
studies enable the linguist to observe the pragmatic aspects behind the choice of
every utterance and its effect on the receiver. Moreover, this study enables its
reader take a look at the rules of political language and its effectiveness. Besides
showing how the skillful politician persuades his audience and send them
messages of reassurance and empowerment that are needed for every critical
situation or during any tense occasion.

Scope and limitations:

The scope of this study is pragmatic analysis because it deals with the
analysis of conversations in a scientific way based linguistic concepts that focus
on the background and context of the conversation. Implicature is one of the
main branches of pragmatics. It tackles mainly the forms of words and sentences
in language. The study is related to the conversational implicatures used by the
guest of a political interview on a popular Lebanese TV channel called “Al
Mayadin”, its types and functions. The limitations are in the small size of the
data. The study focused on one interview. It couldn’t analyze more interviews
because the content should be limited. It would be more convincing if further
research studies conduct analyses for more speeches and interviews. Moreover,
it would be more valid if media and public opinions about the skill of public
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talking and effectiveness of Sayyed Hassan Nasrallah speeches are investigated
to emphasize the researcher’s point of view.
Introduction:

In some occasions people do not directly say what they mean. In many
instances speakers mean much more than they say. For example; if | say: It’s
cold in here! what I really mean is give me your jacket, or close the window, or
use the electric heater, or I’'m leaving this place. So the interpretation completely
depends on the context and can be figured out due to the relationship between
the speakers. More than that speakers can even mean the opposite of what they
say for example; If someone didn’t come to the meeting and shows up the other
day without apologizing or giving an excuse. | might say: It was great to know
that you are very punctuate. Or what a shame, your phone is so ineffective lately,
or even how exciting it was to see u at the meeting yesterday.

Accordingly, Thomas (1995), wonders how speakers are able to skillfully
mean something different from what they say, and how does the listener manage
to understand the implied message directly?

These question and many other similar ones are sought to be answered
linguistically in the field of pragmatics. Pragmatics studies many issues related
to ‘language in use’. Wray et al. (1998) say that pragmatics deals with the
hidden messages.

Theoretical Background
Pragmatics:

Pragmatics first appeared as a linguistic level which is distinguished from

other levels.
According to Adams (1985) it has developed in the twentieth century step by
step from one linguistic level to another from phonology to syntax to semantics
and finally to pragmatics. There are many definitions for pragmatics that aim
principally to differentiate it from semantics. Accordingly, Morris (1983) states
that pragmatics is the “relation of signs to the interpreters”. Gadzar (1979)
defines pragmatics as the utterances that have a meaning which has less truth
conditions. However, Mey (2001) acknowledges the “center attention of
pragmatics is the language users”, where he maintains that the study of language
is divided into two independent parts, they are namely, language as a human
product and language in its human use. Levinson (1983) reveals that pragmatics
is the study of aspects of language, such as deictic and indexical words, that
need reference to the users of the language. Leech (1983) suggests “pragmatic
eclecticism” to delimit pragmatics and differentiate it from semantics.
Furthermore, pragmatics cannot work without realizing the figurative or hidden
meaning in the conversational exchange.

In 1968, John Austen proposed classification of the concept of speech acts
which was set in stone in the world of pragmatics. Later John Searle developed
this linguistic theory more philosophically to shed light on the idea of intended
meaning of spoken language. In the year 1975, Grice made a further move by
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signalizing implicatures that determine the precise meaning found in a language
that people hear in a dialogue or conversation.

Cooperation and Implicature:

Cooperation is defined as a term which is utilized to explain the human

behavior in a conversation (Davies, 2007). The conversational exchange works
when there are the addresser and the addressee. When speakers and listeners
indulge in a conversation, they unconsciously assume that each party will be
cooperative with the other one. To clarify, when someone says ‘my wife’, the
listener is supposed to accept the speaker’s presupposition that he is really
married and not aimlessly misleading, confusing, or tricking others. Hence. it is
generally considered that people having a conversation tend always to be honest
and conduct germane information.
It is useful to imagine for instance that your sister prepares a sandwich for you to
eat. After finishing it she asks you: How was the sandwich? You answer: A
sandwich is a sandwich. In this case, when receiving this answer, the listener
should expect that the speaker is cooperating in this conversation but he/she is
intending to communicate something, and the listener has to figure out what it is.
From a logical point of view solely, the reply has no communicative value since
it expresses something very clear. However, it is often used in communication to
communicate more than is said. For example: ‘Business is business’, and ‘boys
will be boys’. These expressions are called tautologies (Yule 1996).

Non-conventional or conversational implicature work with the cooperative
principle and Grice’s maxims. Grice defines the cooperative principle as “make
your conversational implicature such as is required, at the stage at which it
occurs, by the accepted purpose or direction of the talk exchange in which you
are engaged.” (Grice 1975)

Conversational implicature are the properties that convey additional
meaning which is behind the semantic meaning of the words (Thomas, 1995). It
can be either directly observed or indirectly observed. In other words, people can
either sense the cooperative principle of the conversation or they aren’t aware of
it. Henry (1996) states that the intentions are employed in the communicative
acts and applied to the speech acts. This will help to observe the fulfillment and
violations of Grice’s maxims, when the fulfillment fails, Conversational
implicata is generated. Searle (1985) states that the speaker and hearer cooperate
based on the assumptions of the Cooperative Principle called maxims, which can
in turn, be manipulated to reset the maxims and generate implicatures.
Conversational Implicature

An implicature is the additional assumed meaning conveyed indirectly by
the speaker and understood by the listener.

It is assumed that in conversation, the participants usually adhere to the
cooperative principle and the maxims.
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The following example elaborates: Sara asks Jane:
[1] Sara: Did you bring the books and the laptop?
Jane: | brought the books.

Sara has to assume that Jane is cooperative and not aware of the quantity
maxim, but she didn’t get the laptop. If she had brought the laptop, she would
have mentioned it in her response to adhere to the quantity maxim and provide
sufficient information. Jane must intend that Sara infer that what wasn’t
mentioned was not brought. Hence, Sara has conveyed more than she has said in
the conversational implicature.

What was said can be represented with: b (=books) and c(=laptop) as in [2].
For implicature, the symbol +> will be used. Besides, the additional conveyed
meaning can be represented as follows:

[2]: Sara: b & ¢?

Jane: b (+> Not c)

It is essential to inform that speakers are the part who send meaning via
implicature indirectly, and listeners interpret the implied meaning via inference.
The performed inferences keep the concept of cooperation maintained among
the speech participants.

Generalized conversational implicature:

It is a type of conversational implicature which possess an understandable
meaning because it does not use any specific knowledge when it is uttered. No
specific background knowledge of the context of utterance is required in order to
make the necessary inferences.

Example
[3] a. Rosie: Did you see Bella and Cathy? (b & c?)

b. Sami: | saw Bella. (b+> Not c)
Scalar implicature
Certain information is always communicated by choosing a word which
expresses one value from a scale of values. This is mainly clear when we express
quantity, as shown in the scales in [4] {all, most, many, some, few}

{always, often, sometimes}
In a chosen utterance, one might choose a word from the scale to show the
situation of (quantity and quality) to be as vivid and correct as possible: as in [5]
[5] ’'m writing a novel and I’ve finished some of the main chapters.
By selecting ‘some’, the speaker performs the following implicature: (+> not all)

The main point to be highlighted in a scalar implicature is that, when any
form in the scale is assured, the negative of all forms higher on the scale is
implicated. The scale in [5] ‘all’, ‘most’, and ‘many’, are higher than ‘some’.
Thus, in saying ‘some of the main chapters’, the other created implicature is “+>
not all of the chapters’ or ‘+> not most of them”.
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Particularized conversational implicature:

In the two previous types of implicature, participants were able to figure out
the implicature without any special reference to particular context. Nonetheless
many of our conversations happen in very unique situations where situational
identified inferences are considered. Such inferences are required to recognize
the delivered meanings that Re produced by particularized conversational
implicatures. For clarification, consider the following example: [6]

[6] Jack: Are you going to the party tonight?

Tim: It’s my mom’s birthday.

Evid ently, Tim’s response doesn’t seem to adhere to on the surface to
adhere to relevance. (A simply relevant answer would be ‘Yes’ or ‘No’).

For the sake of making Tim’s response relevant, Jack has to draw on some
assumed knowledge that Tim is going to spend the evening with his family
celebrating his mom’s birthday (as a result, +>Tim is not at party).

Particularized conversational implicatures are principally called implicatures
because they are the most common. An example will be provided where the
speaker seems to flout the maxim of ‘manner’ is: [7]:

[7]: Andy: Where are you taking your daughter?

Max: To the D-E-N-T-E-S-T.

In the situational context of the speakers, the daughter hates to go to the
dentist, so her father produces a spelled out word, implying that he doesn’t want
the girl to know the place they’re going to.

In example [8], relevance maxim is flouted intentionally.
[8] Linn: Whoa! Has your partner gone crazy?

Mary: Lets go to the cafeteria?
To preserve the concept of cooperation in this conversation, Linn will assume
that Mary doesn’t want to talk about the problem with her partner in that place
because he might be standing nearby.
That’s why (or for a similar reason), Linn has made such an irrelevant remark.
These implicatures are part of what is communicated and not said. (Yule, 2006)

To sum up, the criteria of particularized conversational implicature is
conversational implicature whose meaning is interpreted is identified depending
on the background and shared knowledge of the utterances to be figured out. To
give a further explanation, we can say it is the inference that the hearer makes
based on the conditions and contextual situation in which the conversation is
taking place. Levinson (1992) considers that this implicature focuses on the
violation of the cooperative maxims intentionally. In such cases, the hearer must
observe the cooperative principle on a deeper level for the sake of making the
hearer grasp his intentions.
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Functions of Implicatures:

Arousing people’s curiosity, awareness, and excitement can be done
intentionally by using implicatures. Channel (1994) also delved into a more
detailed description of these functions. According to him implicatures aim at
self-protection, exert power and politeness, give information, entertain the
audiences, and/or lack of specific information.

Brown and Levinson (1978 &1987) listed the functions of implicature as to
maintain politeness and to create sense of humor. They mention that linguistic
politeness is a means of showing concern for people’s ‘face’. According to them,
people diverge from direct and clear communication in order to protect their
own face needs and take the account of those of their addressee as well. They
give an outline of different kinds of politeness strategies which include as
positive strategies, making offers, joking and giving sympathy, and as negative
politeness strategies, hedging, apologizing and giving difference.

In other cases, the economy of language (conveying more information with
less words) is one of the advantageous functions of implicatures (Geis, 1987). It
occurs when a speaker flouts the maxim of quantity by providing less
information to create an implicature.

Self-protection: Expression of implicature is sometimes used to express
caution even when the speaker knows the information. In such situation the
speaker gives approximate information to avoid clashing with other if it turns
out that he/she is mistaken.

Power and Politeness: Price (2000) considers the most important
characteristic of political talk, the power behind it. The speaker tries to have
control over his hearer by means of the authority assigned to him. As a result,
the speaker is responsible to attract the attention of his audience by utilizing
effective convincing language. It is preferable that the utterances performed in a
political text are indirect, due to awareness of some social and political
deliberate thinking from the part of speaker. This feature plays a role in
establishing and keeping a stable communication between him and his
spectators.

To emphasize and give information: One of the major properties of
language is that it’s a means to convey information. Hale (2003) emphasized that
language users can function as giving literal messages from themselves to their
addressers implicitly or explicitly.

To entertain the audiences: Joking can be a good tool to improve positivity
and enhance friendship, particularly in Western countries. According to Brown
and Levinson (1987), “joking is a positive politeness technique”. Sometimes
indirect utterances are a fitting tool to amuse the people and gain their affection.

Since implicature are not explicitly stated, this allows speakers to deny that
they intended to convey such meanings (Yule, 1996). Politicians can avoid the
responsibility to defend the claim since the audience is also involved in inferring
the assumption. Accordingly, it’s the responsibility of the audience to figure out
the meaning of utterances.
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Political Language:

Language is a unique characteristic of human beings. It is generally
exploited by individuals for various purposes such as exchanging of thoughts,
concepts, knowledge, and information as well as sharing experience and
expressing knowledge. It is used by politicians to create expressions and beliefs
that aspire to set new realities, support claims, or issue new concepts. Bayley's
(2000) proclaims that since "power can only be exercised in social relation, and
language has an indispensable role in maintaining these relations, politicians
manipulate language to shape people’s thought". Moreover, it can be considered
that politicians’ language is in some cases full of euphemism and fuzziness. It is
designed to “make lies sound truthful and murder respectable and to give an
appearance of solidity to pure wind” (Orwel, 1946:157).

Some scholars assure that there is an intrinsic relation between language
and politics. Chilton and Schaffner (1994,1997), for instance, assert that
“politics cannot be conducted without language, and it is probably the case that
the use of language in the construction of social groups leads to what we call
‘politics’ in a broad sense”. Furthermore, Pelinka (2007) confirms that language
must be seen as a political phenomenon” that should be studied persistently as
other domains of language studies such as literature and linguistics to study the
power of the spoken words, where politicians sometimes communicate in and
mysterious, semantically heavy, hidden terms and rather in an indirect mode. In
an effect, they communicate obscurely.

Murray Edelman’s endeavors to highlight language and the symbolic
nature politics (1988). He carried out an exemplification of the linguistic turn in
political science. He, additionally, supposes in his approach that making up
meaning is crucial to political practice and to the “construction of beliefs about
events, policies, leaders, problems, and crises that rationalize or challenge
existing inequalities” (1988: 104). In another contribution, he maintains that the
meaning making behaviors of politics involve both political actions and the
political language needed to define them. “Both are symbolic forms that shape
and disseminate public meanings of intrinsically ambiguous and complex
political phenomena” (1964:1). To sum up, Edelman asserts that politics is a
symbolic norm, that can be interpreted in many ways and exhibited due to the
public’s own experience of events. Politics is not only conducted through
language, but much of it is language, it "partly consists in the disputes which
occur in language and over language"(Partington, 2003:27).

“Sayyed Hassan Nasrallah” a name to remember:

What is strange about Sayyed Hassan Nasralla is that when he speaks, he
draws attention. He speaks clearly and with confidence and brevity. He is a great
source of information and good sender for appropriate messages. When he is
silent, he also draws attention. His presence and his absence attract attention.
When he speaks to a crowd he mobilizes people with his energy. And when he
speaks, he convinces through the strength of his serenity.
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When he addresses his enemy, he accentuates the minds of the politicians
and commentators as well as the military and security officials. Their analyses
start and never ends. They bring to the fore what he said and take it into account
after giving prominence seriously to every word. They even highlight his body
language and point up the way he moved his hands, lips, eyeglasses and feature
raising his finger and the intensity of its meaning.

It is said that the “Israeli” public believe him more than they trust their
leaders. Some rulers ‘including some Arab rulers’ accuse his resistance against
“Israel” with terrorism. They doubted his sincerity, promoted lies and fake news
about his attitude. The American government lately imposed many sanctions on
his party and organization and even on some of his supporters. They demoralize
him and say he misleads or overpower the Lebanese people. They launch all
kinds of political, security, and media blockade wars against him.

He draws attention for having practical imprints in resistant Palestine,
practical influence on steadfast Yemen, practical support to loyal Iraq, practical
presence in Syria pioneering liberation, to triumph over Takfirism, Terrorism
and the projects of division and fragmentation for the Arab countries.

It’s the era of tweets and social media. When the name Sayyed Hassan
Nasralla is simply used as a Hashtag, millions and millions of people interact
with concordance and love (Bin Jiddo, 2019).

Findings and Discussion

In the finding section it is attempted to present detailed information by
explaining the types of conversational implicature used by SHN in the interview
with the journalist Ghassan bin Jiddo .. Henceforth, thorough explanation will be
provided for the findings.

The types of conversational implicature will be explained based on each
related type of violated

maxim by the interviewee. Besides, the researcher analyzes the basic
utterances utterance of the guest, from the beginning to the end to get the
maximum amount of data.

Resulting from the process of analysis ----- utterances containing
conversational implicature were discovered. Each datum containing an answer
that constitutes of a conversation part and an implicature that is signed with bold
type. It will be followed with the context description and analysis of the listed
conversation.

The first data is analyzed below based on the type of conversational
implicature and its function as follows:

Datum 1:

Interviewer: Why have you been silent since November 10 and decided to
speak now?

Interviewee: Certainly the silence did not have any connection to health
conditions.

The answer is not direct to the question, and its meaning is associated with
the expression that he is healthy and never better before. A direct answer can be:
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I decided to speak now because the | want to inform people that my absence is
related to different reasons (like the discovery of the tunnels). Or: | decided to
speak now about new strategies of military defense against the enemy.

Conversational implicature is generalized: the interview resorted to give an
implied message to the audience that his health is good, and all the rumors that
he was sick or even dead are fake. In the context of the interview he said: “I
assure you that all was said are baseless lies. My brain, heart, and body as well
as my soul and affection are all good, God willing. | do not have any health
problems or complications at all. Thank God.

Datum 2:

Interviewer: What is your first comment regarding the subject of the tunnels
that were discovered by the Israelis on the occupied Palestinian territories?
Interviewee: The lIsraelis are waiting for that answer and | will fulfill their
desire.

The flouted maxim is relevance.

The answer doesn’t directly comment on the discovery of the tunnels. A
direct answer would be: “It is a dangerous discovery, or it was a trivial
discovery” then the speaker would justify his answer.

Particularized conversational implicature rather moves toward the enemy’s
mentality in order to counterattack their claims that ‘Hezbollah dug the tunnels’
and take it as an allegation to start a new war.

In the context of the interview Sayyed Hassan Nasrallah explained that | am
not obligated to accept or say that Hezbollah dug these tunnels regardless of who
dug these tunnels. Because we always prefer what we call constructive
ambiguity. No one should work for the Israelis and provide them with free
information. Until now the Israelis claim that a certain side has dug these
tunnels, but so far they have not provided any proof. Transparency, here, in the
battle does not mean being transparent in everything, but we state facts. In a later
guestion Ghassan bin Jiddo emphasizes in a question intonation: ‘But there are
tunnels’; Sayyed Nasrallah assures: ‘Of course there are, regardless of whether
they are old or new, who dug them, their number, their value and their
importance.’

Datum 3:

Interviewer: According to your information, have all the tunnels been
uncovered?

Interviewee: This must remain ambiguous.

The flouted principle here is quantity.

Particularized conversational implicature: Sayyed Nasralla provides no
direct information in his answer. Thus, the quantity is less than required by the
conversation partner. However, in the following context of the interview Sayyed
Nasralla provides related elaboration on this particular point. He mentions that
former chief of staff and defense minister “Moshe Yaalon” told the settlers in the
north during the Northern Shield Operation that they knew about the tunnels two
years ago. This is because the settlers said that two years ago we told the army
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that there are indications that of tunnels being dug at the border or in the north.
But the army denied this categorically. What does “Yaalon” say? He says yes
there were tunnels being dug. But we lied to the settlers in order to mislead the
enemy. My question (Sayyed Nasrallah’s) to all the settlers in the northern
border of occupied Palestine is: are you sure that ‘Netanyahu, Eisenkot and the
new chief of staff” are not lying to you about no more tunnels in the north? You
must check this matter.

Datum 4:

Interviewer: How will Galilee be captured?

Interviewee: Ask them. They will tell you.

The violated maxim is manner.

A possible answer could be: The Galilee will be captured by our trained
troops who follow a sophisticated plan prepared for this battle.

Particularized conversational implicature which Sayyed Nasrallah hinted to
in a relevant context from the conversation is: the generals who understand in
‘Israel’ say that Hezbollah do not need tunnels to enter the Galilee. To inter the
Galilee, you the tunnels may be limited or partial help. But an operation this big,
if it was decided to take place, in one of these days, needs the entire border,
including the valleys, the hills and the mountains. | tell them, you do not know
where we are going to enter from if we decide. In case a war erupted in
Lebanon, then we will decide whether we enter the Galilee or not.

Datum 5:

Interviewer: How will it happen? (referring to the way that Hezbollah will
use to break the walls and fences that the Israelis built on the border between
Lebanon an occupied Palestinian land)

Interviewee: Of course, | will not tell you.

He indirectly states that he knows the answer which could be: (a brief
explanation for the prepared plan of breaking the wall in case of a sudden war
outbreak).

The conversational implicature is generalized. It depends on particular
feature of the context that military plans should keep secrets. Similarly, that the
plan is very confidential and it shouldn’t be revealed under any condition
because if the enemy uncovers it he will take precautions against it and will be
able to succeed in the war.

Datum 6:

Interviewer: Do not give us a military plan. But give us a hint of how it will
happen.

Interviewee: Everything has a solution.

The flouted maxim here is relation and manner since the answer is general
and not exactly related to the question, it is also vague and does not supply clear
information.

A possible answer would be: It will happen by using weaponry designed
particularly for breaking walls.
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The conversational implicature here is that they have found a way to unravel
the complexity of this issue and nothing is impossible for the Hezbollah. They
think that the solution is possible. In a related context Sayyed Nasralla said:
“They have minds and we have minds. Our minds are more capable than theirs.
It is crucial to use our minds.

Datum 7:

Interviewer: In your latest speech you addressed the Israelis saying “We will
respond and you will regret it”. What do you mean by “you will regret it”?

Interviewee: When this happens everyone will know what “they will
regret it” means.

The violated maxim is manner. The answer does not provide clear or
sufficient information. A possible answer could be They will regret it because
there will be a large number of casualties and we will bombard their cities
establishments, institutions, and their nuclear power plant ...

Conversational implicature: Sayyed Nasralla implied all ideas that can lead
the enemy to regret taking the decision of starting the war. Thus, all the harm
that Hezbollah can cause to Israel will be inflicted. Sayyed Nasralla said in a
related context that all the options on the table and the all the choices are open.
With wisdom and courage, all the necessary requirements for steadfastness,
victory, and strengthening the deterrence is set out in this battle.

Datum 8:

Interviewer: Is it regret related to the cities? ... Does it mean they will regret
from the Galilee to the end of their border with Gaza?

Interviewee: 1 will go along with you. After all, our options are open.
Anyway, the rhetoric of the arrogant Americans and the ‘Israelis’ always tells
you that all options are on the table.

The violated maxim is relevance and quantity. The answer doesn’t provide
enough information about the method of causing regret to the enemy. Also ‘the
open options’ as an answer, doesn’t ordinarily convey anything about how they
will regret. So the implicature depends on the context as well as the utterance
itself.

Conversational Implicature: The options that are on the table is that the
resistance possesses the necessary requirements for victory. Many options mean
that one is strong and steadfast to deter the enemy and discourage him by
instilling fear and doubt of the consequences in the battle.

Datum 9:

Interviewer: (Assassination inside the Lebanese territory) Assassination of
whom?

Interviewee: Assassination of any person.

It is a generalized implicature. Any person means not a specific one. The rule
applies to anyone who works against Israel. The implicature doesn’t depend on
particular features of the context, but is instead typically associated with the
proposition expressed.

15619



CONVERSATIONAL IMPLICATURES IN THE POLITICAL TALK OF SAYYED HASSAN NASRALLAH PJAEE, 17 (6) (2020)

Conversational implicature: Hezbollah will denounce any hostile action
inside the Lebanese territory especially an assassination of members in the
resistance. ‘Any person’ is a term used to generalize and include any person
related to Hezbollah so that Israel would understand that this any miscalculated
action will not pass safely. In a related context, this point was clarified
Datum 10:

Interviewer: If he made a miscalculation, are you ready to respond?
Interviewee: The whole axis and we are ready to respond.

Generalized conversational implicature doesn’t depend on particular
features of the context. A well-known assumption in the latest political situation
in the middle east says that the group which the speaker represents are not weak
or lonely. This generalization is associated with the proposition that gives rise to
the implicature that the resistance in Lebanon or ‘Hezbollah’ are strong and
prepared. They are backed up by the whole axis. The allies will not leave the
Lebanese resistance alone facing ‘lsrael’, the meant group of countries will
respond to any possible hostility from the enemy along with the Lebanese party.
Datum 11:

Interviewer: Does your eminence consider that from now until the Israeli
elections, Netanyahu might make a mistake and launch aggression that might
lead to a major military escalation?

Interviewee: In Lebanon, it is unlikely.

Generalized implicature. The proposition gives rise to the implicature that
Lebanon is secured. The °‘Israelis’ think twice before attacking due to the
deterrence equation that is set by Lebanon against ‘Israel’. Another proposition
is that in Lebanon it is unlikely, but likely to happen in other places like Syria or
Gaza. The speaker hinted in a related context that The place where the enemy
might make an error is Syria and they also might miscalculate in Gaza and attack
some military sites.

Datum 12:

In a question related to the earlier one where Sayyed Nasralla explained that in
Gaza there is political, psychological, moral and military preparedness against
the enemy and will never be forgiving and will not deal with any “Israeli”
aggression lightly.

Interviewer: What will they ‘Gaza’ do?

Interviewee: As they did in the past and even more. One rocket fell on
‘Ashkelon’, the entire state said: come brother lets reconsider this matter.

Generalized conversational implicature: The Palestinians did react in the
past. They bombarded The Israeli’ cities by rockets when they had to defend
themselves. It further implies that, in the meantime and in the future, the
Palestinians will react to the aggression by military escalation and throwing
rockets on ‘Israeli’ settlements to cause the maximum destruction they can cause
to the ‘Israeli’ community. Now the situation is different. People in Gaza will
not go easy with any attack against their homeland.
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Datum 13:

In a response to a request from Sayyed Nasralla, he said he wanted to tell the
‘Israelis’ a joke about inaccurate missiles. The discussion now is about whether
or not Hezbollah possesses precision missiles or no.

Interviewer: Pease go ahead.

Interviewee: I tell the ‘Israeli’ people that it is in your interest to tell Netanyahu
that it is better to let Hezbollah possess precision rockets.

Generalized Implicature: The proposition gives rise to the implicature that
if Hezbollah has precision rockets, they will strike military bases only. In case of
inaccurate missiles, the chance of missing the military target by 500 or 1000
meter is possible, and in this situation casualties from people will be likely to
take place.

Another implicature of this utterance is ridicule, since it is funny to see that
precision missiles in the hands of Hezbollah is in favor for ‘Israeli’ population.
Datum 14:

Interviewer: Are the others forced to discuss this issue with the Syrian state
when they used to refuse it before?

Interviewee: | estimate that the leadership in Syria is not in a hurry to
address this issue.

Generalized implicature that rises in this utterance is that in the meantime
Syria is strong and doesn’t want others to come and discuss older issues with
them. The Syrians now reached a point where they are collecting their strengths
and reaching settlements, after the war that happened in their land.

Datum 15:

Interviewer: (The same question about the situation of the Syrian state)
Interviewee: I think “Daesh” [Isis] will be eliminated. When we are done with
“Daesh” [Isis] we breathe easy. The Syrian state and the Syrian army will also
breathe easy.

Flouted maxim: the maxim of relevance is violated here since breathing (as an
involuntary human behavior) would ordinarily not convey anything and has
nothing to do with the idea of the peace and ending was in the Syrian state.

Particularized Conversational implicature: What is implied depending on
the context of the conversation is that the Syrian state will finally have a time of
calmness and a possible suspension of fighting for a considerable duration of
time or permanently with the opposing forces and ‘Isis’ fighters.

Datum 16:

Interviewer: Of course, it is an operation less than a war. At best it is ‘measures’
and not an operation.

Interviewee: It is much less than an operation.

In the first utterance, the proposition gives rise to a generalized implicature.
There is an operation but the operation which the enemy is bragging about is
nothing but a media bubble. It looks like they have exaggerated their discovery.
It is much less than an operation carries another implication which is the
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absurdity and weakness of the enemy since they cling to lies and speak about
alleged attacks from Hezbollah against ‘Israel’.

Datum 17:

Interviewer: Is it like the ‘Litani’ operation, for example?

Interviewer: When we heard him (Netanyahu) saying an operation, we expected
him to discover about 20 or 30 tunnels, for example. They did not find anything.
Interviewer: Is there such a number (of tunnels)?

Interviewee: God knows.

Flouted maxim: relevance.

Particularized conversational implicature: The information is confidential
and we eather know and don’t want to tell, or we know some information and
we are not very precise of its accuracy. So we can’t declare something that is
either not 100% true or something that is secretive and we can’t announce in the
meantime for its delicate condition.

Datum 18:

Inter viewer: Are you ready to discuss a defensive strategy again?

Interviewee: We have always been ready to discuss the defensive strategy.
Generalized implicature gives rise to the idea that they have been ready to
discuss the defensive strategy in the past. They also are ready now. Moreover, it
indicates the implied meaning that they are cooperative and do not have shields
against those whom they live with in the same country. “We are always open
and friendly to our fellow citizens”.

Results and Analysis:

Types of

Utterances Conversational

Functions Of Conversational Implicatures

No

Containing
Conversational
Implicatures

Implicatures

G.Cl

P.C.I

Self-
Protectio
n

Power
and
Politenes
S

To give
informatio
n

To
entertain,
Joking

Certainly the silence
did not have any
connection to health
conditions.

\/

The Israelis are
waiting for that
answer and | will
fulfill their desire

This must remain
ambiguous.

Ask them. They
will tell you.

Of course, 1 will
not tell you.
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Everything has a
solution.

\/

Everyone will
know what “they
will regret it”
means.

I will go along with
you. Our options
are open.

Assassination of
any person.

10.

The whole axis and
we are ready to

respond.

11.

In Lebanon, it is
unlikely.

12.

As they did in the
past and even
more.

13.

it is better to let
Hezbollah possess
precision rockets.

14.

the leadership in

Syriaisnotina

hurry to address
this issue.

15.

The Syrians will
also breathe easy.

16.

It is much less than
an operation.

17.

God knows.
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We have always
been ready to

18. discuss the v v

defensive strategy.

G.Cl P.CI Self-protection Power and To give To entertain by
Politeness information joking
10 8 3 3 7 5

The tables above analyze and present the data or the previous findings. This
part answers the research question about the types and functions of
conversational implicatures used in the talk of Sayyed Hassan Nasrallah. The
types are Generalized conversational implicatures and Particularized
conversational implicatures. The number of G.C.l1 which do not need specific
knowledge to interpret was 10. It exceeded the number of P.C.I which was 8.
The meaning of P.C.I needed reference to the context to identify the implied
meaning. The audience could refer to the situational context of the conversation.
The study also found out that there were four functions being maintained by the
conversational implicatures throughout the conversation. They are self-
protection 3, power and politeness 3, Information giving 8, and entertaining
(creating sense of humor) 5. It can be noticed that the interviewee was focusing
on giving the right amount of information and hiding out the confidential part in
every suitable situation. The spectators of the conversation can figure out that
the whole course of the conversation was directed toward presenting new facts
and upcoming information related to military plans and defense strategies.
Although some of the utterances were limited and strict, especially when
tackling some truths for the first time, still it could be noticed that the speaker
kept the light tone. He used conversational implicatures in a funny way to
entertain the audience. Furthermore, the interviewee was far from being rude
since he was polite and powerful in rejecting to elaborate on some secretive
details.
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Conclusion:

As a matter of fact, Grice (1976) distinguishes two classes of implicature:
“conventional implicature” and “conversational Implicature”. Both types carry
an additional level of meaning beyond semantic meanings of the utterance. What
makes them different is the way both implicatures consider a context. While in
conventional implicature what is implied is always the same irrespective of the
context, in conversational implicature the implicature differs depending on the
context (Thomas 1995). However, the focus of this article is only on
conversational implicature that are derived from Grice’s Cooperative Principle
(Birner, 2013, p. 44). The study aimed at investigating the use of conversational
implicature in the political talk of Sayyed Hassan Nasrallah.. In the given
circumstances he managed to convey the right message in the right time. The
interview was conducted after rumors spread about his sickness, and more than
that, his death. His message was to provide the public with factual information
and be as persuasive as possible.

Moreover, to establish a valid interpretation of the message in his listeners’
minds, he provided hints and further elaboration for each claim throughout the
course of the interview. Hence, a number of conversational implicatures were
purposely performed by Sayyed Hassan Nasrallah by relating facts to earlier or
later explanation in spite of the inevitable necessity for confidentiality.

The results showed the employment of implicature in his talk tended to
provide enormous benefit to the political situation in the right time and place. He
aimed at using rhetorical devices and implications to invite the audience to
applause and cheer up. Thus, by being polite and powerful, and at the same time
light and amusing, he managed to achieve greater popularity, maintain group
identity, and solidarity with the party and people he represents. In some
instances, he aimed at simplifying complicated messages by providing
simplified information that soothe public understanding. He invited the audience
to act and take a stand against the Israeli politicians by ridicule. He also aimed,
as usual, at revealing the absurd images of the disgraced enemy leaders.
Suggestions

The researcher advises other researchers to pursue researching the topic of
conversational implicatures and choose exquisite domains such as political
debates; they carry lots of implied meanings and hints since politician are far
from being direct and open to avoid criticism or accusation. The researcher also
recommends that the talk of Sayyed Hassan Nasrallah be more emphasized and
analyzed since it is very precise and calculated. Furthermore, it can be figured
out practically because it is updated and closely related to the current political
situation in the Arab countries and the world.
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