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Abstract

This research focuses on investigating Gricean Theory of Conversational Implicature and its
application to the Arabic language. Semi-structured interviews with 15 participants who
speak the Yemeni dialect were recorded for the purpose of investigating such a theory. There
were four Ph.D. candidates, four M.A. candidates and seven B.A. candidates. All interviews
were audio-recorded, transcribed, translated and interpreted. Both a qualitative and a
quantitative approach were adopted. The analysis focused on flouting the maxims. The
findings revealed that Gricean Theory of Conversational Implicature can be applied to Arabic
language, particularly the Yemeni dialect. Additionally, the analyzed data showed that the
maxim of Quantity was most frequently flouted. After that, the maxims of Relation, Quality
and Manner were flouted respectively.

Keywords: Conversational Implicature, Maxims of speech, Flouting the maxims, Arabic
language, Yemeni dialect
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1. Introduction
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It is an axiomatic truth that languages have appeared and developed in the history of mankind
for the sake of communication. People need to indulge in some kind of conversation in order
to communicate and convey their messages. During a conversation, they do not produce
separate sentences, but rather they try to adapt to a general set of rules in accordance with
their need to make up the whole of their messages and this is the core idea of pragmatics (Zor,
2006, p.20). As a branch of philosophy of language, pragmatics is concerned with studying
the relation of signs to interpreters (users of language) as opposed to semiotics which is
concerned only with the study of signs or syntax that deals with the study of the formal
relation of signs to one another or semantics which is the study of the relation of signs to the
objects to which the signs apply.

Among the most influential pragmatic theories that has captured the attention of the
researcher is Gricean Theory of Conversational Implicature. Grice makes a clear-cut
distinction between what is said and what is meant. In comparison and with reference to this
theory, an empirical study is going to be presented for the purpose of investigating the
application of this theory to Arabic language, particularly the Yemeni dialect.

1.1 Gricean Theory of Conversational Implicature

Many would agree that the prime aim of communication is to exchange information. In his
Theory of Conversational Implicature, Grice claims that speakers might often produce
implicit meanings and their discourse participants are able to infer these intended meaning
from their conversations. He believes that people follow certain rules in their interactions.
These rules do not determine how one should talk, but they explicate the listeners'
assumptions with regard to the way speakers talk (Hadi, 2013, p.69).

1.2 Gricean Cooperative Principle and the Maxims of Conversation

Basically, Gricean Cooperative Principle suggests that when people tend to be involved in a
conversation, they can be assumed to cooperate with one another in order to understand each
other. The Cooperative Principle and the maxims of conversation were defined by Grice as
the principles that people abide by for successful communication. In his article "Logic and
Conversation” (1975), Grice defines how people communicate by stating that:

Our talk exchanges do not normally consist of a succession of disconnected remarks, and
would not be rational if they did. They are characteristically, to some degree at least,
cooperative efforts; and each participant recognizes in them, to some extent, a common
purpose or set of purposes, or at least a mutually accepted direction. (Grice, 1975, p.47 in
Zor, 2006, p.20)

Grice subdivided his Cooperative Principle into nine maxims of conversation which were
meant to explain how implicatures get conveyed. Then he classified these nine maxims into
four categories: Quality, Quantity, Relation and Manner. They are used, according to Bach
(2006, p.5), to explain the relation between utterances and what is understood from them.
Bach (2006, p.6) also claims that we, as listeners, assume that the speaker is being
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cooperative by speaking truthfully, informatively, relevantly and appropriately. If an utterance
appears not to conform to any of these presumptions, we look for another way of taking it so
that it makes sense.

Zhou (2009, p.42) explains the importance of Gricean Cooperative Principle by stating that
Gricean Cooperative Principle is considered one of the prime principles that guide people's
communication.

In his article "Logic and Conversation™ (1975), Grice defines the Cooperative Principle as
follows: "make your contribution such as is required, at the stage at which it occurs, by the
accepted purpose of the talk exchange in which you are engaged” (p.45). Therefore, Grice's
logic of conversation is based on the idea that contributors to a conversation are rational
agents; that is, that they obey a general principle of rationality known as the cooperative
principle.

Under the Cooperative Principle, there are four maxims and below each maxim, there are
some other sub-maxims (1975, Pp.45-46):

I. The maxim of Quantity

e Make your contribution as informative as is required.
¢ Do not make your contribution more informative than is required.
I1. The maxim of Quality
e Do not say what you believe to be false.
e Do not say that for which you lack adequate evidence.
[11. The maxim of Relation
e Make your contributions relevant.

IV. The maxim of Manner

e Avoid ambiguity.

e Avoid obscurity of expression.
e Be brief

e Be orderly.

Grice supported the Cooperative Principle with four conversation maxims and he identifies
four ways in which discourse participants may break or fail to fulfill maxims in a
conversation: flouting, violating, clashing and opting out. (Lindblom, 2001, p.1603).

In this research the focus is going to be on flouting the maxims that occurs when the
participant blatantly fails to observe a maxim with a deliberate intention of generating an
implicature. This investigation is going to be applied to Arabic language, particularly the
Yemeni dialect and this is going to be the objective of this research.

1.3 An Overview of Yemeni Arabic

Linguistically speaking, Arabic, like other languages, has got its own unique features and
shared features with other languages. For instance, graphically it has twenty eight letters
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written from the right to the left. Phonetically, Arabic has thirty consonants and six vowels
(three short and three long). Syntactically, the typical structure of the sentence in Arabic is
(V+S+0O/Comp).and morphologically, Arabic is a root-pattern inflectional language (Alduais,
2012 in Al-Qaderi, 2015, p. 23).

Generally, within each language there are various dialects and each dialect has got its own
characteristics that make it up independent of other languages. Yemeni Arabic, for instance, is
considered one of the Arabic varieties spoken in Yemen. It has got several dialects each with
its own vocabulary and phonology. Some of the most important of these dialects are Sana‘ani,
Adeni, Ibbi, Ta'zzi, Tihami and Hadhrami. The most noticeable difference lies in the
distinction between the dialect of the northern part of Yemen and that of the southern part of
Yemen (Al-Qaderi, 2015, p. 31).

2. Method

After an intensive reading of various research approaches, the author has found that the most
appropriate research approach that would achieve the aim of the study was the qualitative
approach. This approach seems to be appropriate since it requires individual interviews, focus
groups, observations, a review of existing literature, or a number of theses. This idea is also
highlighted by Hancock and Algozzine's (2006) following statement:

The individual interviews and focus groups inherent in qualitative research may slow
one's research efforts if access to individuals is difficult. It is also worth mentioning that
in qualitative research, the goal is to understand the situation under investigation
primarily from the participants' and not the researchers' perspective. (p.7)

Within this approach, the author will focus on a case study in which semi-structured
interviews were designed to investigate the study participants' responses. The semi-structured
questions and the consent form were translated into the participants’ mother tongue (Arabic).
The data were then transcribed and translated from Arabic into English.

After being analyzed qualitatively, a quantitative approach is going to be taken on. In other
words, all the collected data that were analyzed qualitatively is going to be analyzed
quantitatively by means of presenting some tables and figures.

2.1 Participants

This study was conducted in Warsaw city in Poland. All the chosen participants were
interviewed individually in the dormitories wherein they live.

The participants of this study were classified into three groups. First consists of Ph.D.
candidates (n = 4), second of M.A. candidates (n = 4), and the third and the last one was
composed of undergraduate candidates (n = 7).

The Ph.D. candidates were selected and classified as the first group of the study participants.
They were four candidates who are currently enrolled at the University of Warsaw, Poland.
They were given these labels: Participant 1, Participant 2, Participant 3, and Participant 4.

The M.A. candidates were classified as the second group of the study participants. They were
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also four candidates who are currently enrolled at the University of Warsaw, Poland. They
were given these labels: Participant 5, Participant 6, Participant 7, and Participant 8.

The undergraduate candidates were classified as the third and the final group of the study
participants. They were seven candidates who are currently enrolled at the University of
Warsaw, Poland. They were given the following labels: Participant 9, Participant 10,
Participant 11, Participant 12, Participant 13, Participant 14and Participant 15.

2.2 Data-Collection Instruments

Data-collection instruments in qualitative research are various. One of these instruments is
interviewing. Interviews are considered a very effective instrument for expressing ideas,
beliefs, knowledge, etc. Seidman (2006) states that "...interviewing is an interest in
understanding the lived experience of other people and the meaning they make of that
experience" (p.10). Therefore, fifteen semi-structured interviews have been designed for the
three groups. Each group had its own questions. The questions used differ from one group to
another because they were not of the same educational level and age. There are, on the other
hand, some similar questions which were used to get some personal information. These
general questions were used to break the ice before moving to the more specific ones.

2.3 Data-Collection Procedures

When the interview questions were ready, the author tested the audio-recording tool in order
to make sure that it was picking up the sounds clearly and could record for a long time. After
that, the participants were contacted by phone and they agreed to be interviewed. After
making appointments with the interviewees, the author went to their dormitories wherein they
live. A consent form was prepared to introduce the study and to inform the interviewees how
they could participate in the study. The consent form was personally given to them before the
interviews and was taken back signed. The Arabic language (Yemeni dialect) was used during
the interviews. Each interview lasted for about fifteen minutes.

2.4 Data Analysis

The participants were given pseudonyms in order to protect their anonymity. The transcripts
were organized and separated in separate files to make the analysis process easier. Each
participant was given a separate file. These files encompassed all the data needed to be
analyzed. After printing all the fifteen files in both languages, they were given to another
researcher in order to check the translation. This was very important since it led to accuracy
and reliability. After receiving the feedback, the author made all the necessary changes and
started examining the whole translated data closely in order to select the most important
extracts that can be used to investigate the Gricean Theory of Conversational Implicature.

After transcribing and translating the data, the author started going through the transcripts
intensively many times that resulted in marking and segmenting the most important
utterances/extracts that might answer the questions of the study.

These classifications were coded by giving them some letters that refer to the whole words.
For instance, the author used FMR as a code for flouting the maxim of Relation. Next, the
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number of flouting of each maxim in each interview was identified.

A\ MacrOth i “k International Journal of Linguistics

To cut the long story short, the data are presented with further interpretation (qualitatively)
and tables and figures (quantitatively) in the following section.

3. Results and Discussion

This section presents a qualitative and quantitative of the analysis of the data collected from
the study participants. The first subsection presents an interpretational analysis that deals with
flouting the maxims. The author has selected eighteen illustrative examples to be analyzed
pragmatically. They were first given in Arabic. Then an English translation was given to them
as well. The second subsection takes on a quantitative approach.

3.1 Qualitative Analysis
3.1.1 Flouting the Maxims

Flouting/exploiting maxims occurs when the speaker may clearly violate a maxim by
implying something beyond what they say.

Example (1): (source in Arabic)

L) o ginalls D e el o oli L 5 il
CLLIJ/_;4J@.JJ LIA/JJ/uAJA20]0(53 y/_;‘plz.//clnﬁ Y/wa/dULALlech il o3a | ddwlf 38 £l i La
LI g0

Example (1): (translated into English)
Interviewer: What do you think of this year's winter compared to the previous years'?

Participant 2: There is no winter this year. We have been cheated. Last year or the year
before or in 2010 we were about to die out of the cold weather. It continued snowing till
April.

In this example, the interviewer asked about the Participant's opinion about the winter of this
year. However, the Participant's answer flouted the maxim of Quality since it seems to be a
kind of hyperbole especially when he stated that "[t]here is no winter this year. We have been
cheated”. It is well-known that all figures of speech indicate flouting the maxim of Quality.
Despite flouting the maxim of Quality, the Participant is essentially cooperative and has no
intention to mislead or deceive the interviewer. He is just intending to convey a meaning
which might say that there is no comparison between the winter of this year and the previous
year. Therefore, it is the interviewer's task to try to decipher the interviewee's meaning based
on the context of utterance.

Example (2): (source in Arabic)

il gol) dzllls &Ly !
A . ol Chiaill e B ads ., Dl Lali o balle ddiad] SV ARl il fas s 4 420
s a4 L a IS 5 ClalST) lany Lidli Jslad ) lgransi Lo cuns

Example (2): (translated into English)
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Interviewer: What do you think of the Polish language?

Participant 6: It is very difficult. It is regarded/classified as the first most difficult language
in the world. Regardless of the international ranking, based on what we hear or try to utter
some words, it is very difficult.

In this example, the maxim of Quality is flouted since the participant's response lacks an
adequate evidence. The interviewer asked about Muhammad's opinion about the Polish
language. The participant, on the other hand, assumed that the Polish language has been
classified as "the first most difficult language in the world", and this requires evidence to
support such an assumption. Certainly, the participant wanted to implicate that Polish
language is the most difficult language he has ever seen. Despite flouting the maxim of
Quality, it seems that the participant did not intend to mislead the interviewer. On the contrary,
he tried to be cooperative by providing such a piece of information.

Example (3): (source in Arabic)

Ll pasll g L sl ) 2
9’}'“Mgéjr’ﬂu‘ ela Lagj,u.u/dn ela bo _jed (o els Lo diw (po ela La

Example (3): (translated into English)
Interviewer: What do you think of the current situation in Yemen?

Participant 12: It is getting worse and worse every year, every month, every week and every
day.

In this example, the interviewer asked the participant's point of view about the current
situation in Yemen. However, it seems that the participant's answer involved a kind of
exaggeration and this figure of speech is considered a sign of flouting the maxim of Quality.
The exaggeration lies in the following utterance: "[i]t is getting worse and worse every year,
every month, every week and every day". The interviewee, based on the contextual
knowledge of both interlocutors, wanted to imply that the situation in Yemen is so terribly
bad however s/he does not have adequate evidence that the situation is deteriorating every
day, week or month. In spite of flouting the maxim of Quality, the participant is still
cooperative and has no intention to lie or mislead the interviewer.

Example (4): (source in Arabic)
£l gull A2y L )
olbd e an/ g ol e M/&d/gt&'/‘ua/“&/}a def o oda | Joa Jan L lolio i) Cudd 06 Lo 4/ pon
Al Sl ali anl g g iars po L] Lilly L) &l (3 s/ o))

Example (4): (translated into English)
Interviewer: What do you think of the Polish language?

Participant 14: Frankly speaking, | have not seen such a language. It is very difficult. This is
not a language indeed because you need two tongues. One will be used to pronounce the
sounds /s/-, /sh/ and /d3/ altogether. The other will be used to pronounce the rest of the
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sounds.

It goes without saying that flouting a maxim is a salient way of getting the addressee to draw
an inference and therefore recover an implicature. In this example, the interviewer asked
about the participant's opinion about the Polish language. However, the participant's response
was exaggerated especially when he stated that "I have not seen such a language”, and also
"you need two tongues”. Here the participant was not trying to mislead the interviewer by
providing untrue or unclear answer, but he was trying to play with words just to imply a
specific meaning that should be understood by the interviewer. The implicuture lies in the
fact that Polish language is very difficult.

Example (5): (source in Arabic)
flclan Y/ Silla i
iy Ol siv [0 o 5 i s i [ ] 0 e 0 jas . i il 5 5 jas (o5 (sic 5 5 e
Example (5): (translated into English)
Interviewer: Please tell me about your marital status.
Participant 2: | am married and | have got two sons; Hamza and Alzubair. Hamza is eleven
and a half years old and Alzubair is ten and a half years old.

In this example, the interviewer asked about the participant's marital status. The participant's
response was more informative to the expected degree. He was expected to answer whether
he is married or single. He was not supposed to talk about the number and the age of his
children as it is mentioned in his answer. However, the participant wanted to imply that he
has been married for more than ten years and he has got two children so far.

Example (6): (source in Arabic)
flail s 5 &l aS
Lo J gl 038 5 privanle Spiics Cies g Ay julail 4l Ll Livadl g | Lril g i) L of Lins Can o) Al 3 Lisal] 030
,a/JjjSJ

Example (6): (translated into English)
Interviewer: How long have you been in Poland?

Participant 3: This is the fifth year. In the first year, | studied Polish and in the second year, |
studied English. After that, | spent two years studying my M.A. program. And this is my first
year doing my Ph.D. program.

In this example, the interviewer asked the participant about the duration of his stay in Poland.
However, the participant's answer was not brief and to the point. He flouted the maxim of
Quantity by providing more details about his five years in Poland. For instance, he talked
about how the first year was spent in learning Polish language and the second year in learning
English language. Besides spending two years in doing his M.A. and the fifth one starting his
Ph.D. This means that providing more information than is required still indicates that the
participant is cooperative and has no intention to mislead the interviewer.

Example (7): (source in Arabic)

60 www.macrothink.org/ijl



ISSN 1948-5425

\ MacrOthi“k International Journal of Linguistics
A Institute ™ 2015, Vol. 7, No. 6

Slig S pe 5 be b s el cndl) LuS 57 e (il pdR50Y A8 b CadiSS (a8 CilS 4eall
uﬁwﬁﬂlﬁ.ﬁfaj&aj/a.&u—[c Cule§ | C;LJ/ J3a o 4udiTy M‘jwﬁjﬂ/ JA7} CJAJ;&:SCL[«” ﬁj.mJlS//
leaww) s0Lo CJ«J/MAJQJ/MSJGA olial/ aJing?MU&A ‘5.1.// la J:'J‘é oe g dRiny LSl
& L g ll S 3 Sl Sl ) Ly | elal] Jia 5 pusacal) il jd] 5 i 3 5 e o e sole . Ja D
S s rpd Rl R ST SR e il Gl ja (A SR gl S U Lo Y iadl] 0 sand] e
Lo
Example (7): (translated into English)
Interviewer: What are the difficulties you encountered while writing your dissertation?

Participant 6: The difficulty lied in how to find a way to extract the protein from the coral
reefs. They are calcium carbonate, salt. Your job is to extract and purify the protein from that
salt. | did overcome this difficulty by using a technique called in Chemistry solid face
extraction which is used to filtering water ...

In this example, the participant was asked whether he had encountered any difficulties during
writing his dissertation. However, his answer signals flouting the maxim of Quantity. Because
the first sentence "the difficulty lied in how to find a way to extract the protein from the coral
reefs” was informative enough as an answer to the question being asked. But, the participant
continued providing more details about how the protein is being extracted. The implicature is
that this difficulty was time-consuming and hectic at the same time. This indicates the
participant's cooperativeness with the interviewer since there is no hint to mislead the
interviewer by providing wrong or ambiguous information, for instance.

Example (8): (source in Arabic)
gl 281,
s LildS | 4l 5 iiac] Lo
Example (8): (translated into English)
Interviewer: What do you think of the Polish culture?
Participant 13: I do not like it. Ours is better.

In this example, the interviewer asked the participant's opinion about the Polish culture.
However, the participant's answer seemed to be flouting the maxim of Quantity. The reason is
that the answer was not adequate enough. He just stated that he did not like the Polish culture
and his own culture is much better. In spite of being less informative, the participant is still
cooperative. He wanted to imply that he did not like the openness of the Polish/European
culture. And because of having a different religious and cultural background, he compared it
with his own culture.

Example (9): (source in Arabic)

all 6 Al ] SSLE Cyss il
ua ISl sl
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Example (9): (translated into English)
Interviewer: What are the reasons that cause all the current problems in Yemen?
Participant 13: The foreign countries.

In this example, the participant was asked about the reasons behind the current problems in
Yemen. However, his answer was less informative by stating that the reason lied in “the
foreign countries”. This indicates that the maxim of Quantity was flouted. By providing such
a brief and insufficiently informative answer and based on the contextual knowledge of the
interviewer, the participant wanted to imply that intervening the foreign countries such as
Iran and KSA was the main reason behind all the current problems in Yemen. However, the
participant seems to be cooperative since he has no intention to mislead the interviewer or to
lie to him.

Example (10): (source in Arabic)

."é/)acraf
1992/5/15 .. (ridYl ag.. 5 .. 1992 2l ga (10

Example (10): (translated into English)
Interviewer: Please tell me how old you are.
Participant 14: | was born in 1992, in May, on Monday, 15/05/1992.

In this example, the interviewer asked the participant about his age. However, instead of
stating a specific number, the participant mentioned the year, the month and the day.
Providing such a more informative answer indicates that the maxim of Quantity was flouted.
It also indicates that the participant was cooperative and has no intention to mislead the
interviewer.

Example (11): (source in Arabic)

il g 2Ll

Cpsie el st e i il e sine L il L Tt e o Al | s il - ple JS2
oo bl pats s d JS ing el g g gy pdleo gadily Hod g Lol ( in Y o oy aginnke
il sll o Lusdi ~ U g (N Fcaills U | iy in J3/ Uil - s - o g ole o gndil] Lo, 3] o i

Example (11): (translated into English)
Interviewer: What do you think of Poland?

Participant 2: Generally speaking, Poland is nice, very beautiful. From my own perspective, |
think that the Polish people are very respectful and one of the kindest people among other
peoples. They do feel unsecure towards a foreigner, but the moment they get to know you they
quickly merge and coexist with you. Regardless of anything else, other peoples may have a
kind of warning against foreigners. If they like you here, they integrate with you. For me, I
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am psychologically comfortable with the Poles.

In this example, the interviewer asked the participant's opinion about Poland. However, the
participant's response involved irrelevant information. For instance, besides giving his
opinion about Poland, he continued talking about the Polish people and how they are nice and
respectful and how they are ready to coexist with foreigners. This piece of information was
not needed according to the question being asked. However, it does indicate that the
participant is cooperative and has no the intention to mislead the interviewer. He just wanted
to implicate that his opinion about Poland is an integral part of his opinion of the Poles.
Example (12): (source in Arabic)

Fa3if op) (pe
! ] iS5 elrina A Sl g elrina A e 5 elein 2] o o Ul G814 o Aol ry | daa (0 s

Example (12): (translated into English)
Interviewer: Please tell me where you are from.

Participant 8: My origin is from Hajja. My father is from Hajja. But | was born and grew up
in Sana‘a. Our house is in Sana'a and | used to be with my mother most of the time. That's
why my dialect is Sana'ani.

In this example, the participant was asked about where he is from. However, his answer
seemed not related to the question being asked. For instance, the participant referred to the
origin of his father, the place of their house, his mother as well as his Sana'ani dialect. All
these pieces of information are irrelevant to the question of the interviewer and by this the
maxim of Relation was flouted. However, the participant is still cooperative and he does not
want to mislead the interviewer by giving untrue or obscure answer. Therefore, the
implicature was that the participant wanted to emphasize the fact that though his family's
origin is from Hajja, his birthplace and his dialect indicate that he is from Sana'a.

Example (13): (source in Arabic)

il g &Ly )
o) iy w0 oa Lo gf QL] Gln V) ans 468 8 Gl Y] ians lgloand 4l Ol gram g Jran Al il g
,/jaég@gy/j/gmj@g:m g uwlﬁ/@‘;//@@jr,b‘m; Lo el Lind) e

Example (13): (translated into English)
Interviewer: What do you think of Poland?

Participant 6: Poland is a beautiful country but there are some cultural difficulties.
Sometimes when you come from an Arabic and Yemeni environment to an open environment,
you will definitely get influenced/affected either negatively or positively.

Similar to the previous example, the maxim of Relation is flouted when the participant's
answer involved irrelevant information to the question being asked. The participant was
asked about his opinion about Poland, but his answer included some information about the
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Polish culture. And this piece of information is not related and not expected to be the answer
to the interviewer's question. It does not mean that the participant has done this purposefully,
but he tried to be cooperative and to implicate that in spite of his likeness to Poland, there are
some challenges that had encountered him. For instance, the Polish culture.

Example (14): (source in Arabic)

- International Journal of Linguistics
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oyl ) s )
Lis/ Mo Ly pal) il onieS Ul Ll .y s ol 3 ol gl e pann s (35S . sl ians 4 AUk
R Dlae 8 USLe | i G 5] 0215 AalS g a5 @l 5 G s e (58 ima Dy pall il S
) dla ¥ 038 & gaaall i o oar asl] o lgaled) S ibns) Al o S pund Cipe) U, is dins

Example (14): (translated into English)
Interviewer: What do you think of the Polish language?

Participant 12: There is a problem in pronouncing some sounds. There is a strange follow of
some sounds according to us as Arabic speakers. For instance, in Arabic it is difficult to have
sounds like /s/ or /sh/ following each other in one word or /sh/ and /sh/. I know some Spanish
expressions | learnt them in Yemen but they are not as difficult as the Polish language. It is
much easier.

In this example, the maxim of relation was flouted because the participant's answer involved
a piece of information that is not related to the question being asked. The interviewer asked
the participant about his opinion of the Polish language. However, the participant's response
included something irrelevant. For instance, when he mentioned the Spanish language and
compared it with the Polish language. This piece of information was not needed to answer the
interviewer's question. At the same time, it indicates that the participant was cooperative and
tried to enrich the topic under discussion as well as implicating that he knows something
about Spanish.
Example (15): (source in Arabic)
$il gal) dellls &L A
Ngaledy b dudi undy a5 o)

Example (15): (translated into English)
Interviewer: What do you think of the Polish language?
Participant 10: If you free yourself, you will learn it.

In this example, the interviewer asked the participant about her opinion of the Polish
language. However, her answer was not related to the question being asked and this indicates
flouting the maxim of Relation. The participant stated that if one is free, one will be able to
learn it. This implicates that she is not free to learn Polish. She might be tied up with other
courses. This means that the participant is cooperative and has no intention to mislead the
interviewer.

Example (16): (source in Arabic)
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G A S g ) g daals /12l g 8 i pd g g lrica drals /) (S S o i

OlalS Ll (85 da jing ) 5SS lua Jalals ., 50 cunly Ula Ll |, Cillal) ol ) 53S0 (o (i) Jalal) .,
dinia 7 )3 (el 5 palsal) Cuihe of Lls &LéSy | A5 GSLé Lo | Clli 868 (o (§ 5508 oo Jolady Lin/
A8 o ST ol el 5w AY] iSe i e s i a8l Sy Gllygain | e g Lils o il g gl
Bl 5 oS0 (o L gl LY Y] aanii L, as SII

Example (16): (translated into English)

Interviewer: Based on your experience, what is the difference between studying in Yemen and
Poland?

Participant 2: ...regarding the interpersonal relationships between the professor and the
student, I think this also plays an important role. Here the professor respects you and deals
with you as a human being. In Yemen, they deal with you as a creature coming from the third
planet. S/he does not allow you to speak. Here if you feel hungry or thirsty inside the class,
you have the right to bring out your sandwich and eat with a condition of not bothering
others. In Yemen, if you move over the chair, you will hear all the polite expressions said by
the professor besides being expelled from the class.

In this example the participant was asked about the difference between studying in Yemen
and in Poland. He stated that "[i]n Yemen, if you move over the chair, you will hear all the
polite expression said by the professor besides being expelled”. Actually, by using the
statement "polite expression”, the participant wanted to imply that some impolite and rude
expressions are stated by the professors inside the classroom. Based on the contextual
knowledge between both interlocutors, the ambiguous meaning was decoded successfully by
the interviewer.

Example (17): (source in Arabic)

Selille ) ol sie i)

o _pivalal) g pnpar S U1 00 s, Ly ols ulls | o Cuwy Lo 4] STy U A IS 6
bl dileio 5SS i ol] udi 6, olais) i dals ST L) alaid Y Dali o g 44D ol Lali e, Cpinal
Obud¥) (§5dn Jlae (A alge U Do dulsnd) oo (5 2laid Y] a8 e Lidl 3 ry | raas Jlao A Luslocd]
Oldivne 4405 o) 8§ Slie Ly 28 Canal] 1Y Llidivnal) 4405 oIl || Ll gal) iDLy

Example (17): (translated into English)
Interviewer: What is the title of your dissertation?

Participant 8: | have got some ideas. But | have not made up my mind yet. | am hesitant. | am
thinking of it from two angles. From the job angle and from the interest angle. I would like to
write something in line with my interest. At the same time | want it to be related to my major
the Political Science. You can say there are three things which control my decision. The
interest and the job. For example, | am interested in the political interests as human rights in
international relations, and the future career. Because the research may help you in the future
job.

In this example, the maxim of Manner was flouted by the participant. The interviewer asked
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the participant about the title of his dissertation. However, the participant's answer was not
brief. Instead of stating the title of his dissertation, he went to provide more details about his
interests as well as his future plans. Basically, this was not done purposefully. The participant
wanted to be cooperative with the interviewer by mentioning some more details that might
satisfy the question being asked. By stating some redundant information, the participant
wanted to implicate that his interest lies in studying the issues that are related to the political
sciences, human rights and the international relations.

Example (18): (source in Arabic)

Selidls pu oli Sles 2S
Cy il | gl ¥ il il ed e cuhd il Cus pp e OS5 2000 Srens 5l Jolil S
gl y il aa Llls || piis £ g iy 4o Bdin glio S 3/ Lbio | ] puelS

Example (18): (translated into English)

Interviewer: How much money do you have in your bank account?

Participant 8: | hoped that | would save 2000 Euro. But | could not because | needed money
to be engaged. | also bought a laptop and a camera. 1 am planning to save some money to
start a small project. Now | have about 1000.

Similarly, the maxim of Manner was flouted in this example. The participant was asked about
the amount of money he has got in his bank account. However, the answer was not brief
enough. Instead of stating a specific number, he went on providing some more details about
how he is running his financial issues. For instance, he mentioned something about how he
spent his money buying such items as a laptop and a camera and also about his engagement.
The participant, actually, wanted to implicate that he had spent a lot since he arrived in
Poland and from now on he will do his best to collect and save some money for the future.
Stating such redundant information does not mean that the participant was not cooperative.
On the contrary, he was cooperative and has no intention to mislead the interviewer.

To sum up, after discussing the analysis of the data of this study qualitatively, the following
subsection is going to present the main findings of this study quantitatively in detail.

3.2 Quantitative Analysis
3.2.1 Flouting the Maxims

The findings showed that flouting the maxims was a part and parcel of each interview.
Below is a table that displays the number of maxims flouted in each interview.

Table 1. Number of Maxims Flouted in Each Interview

Interviews 1 12|34 |5|6|7|8|9|10|11|12|13 |14 | 15| Total
Quality 2|/0|1|]0|]O0|]O|O|1T|O0O|1]|]O0|212]|2]|1]1 10
Quantity 1 /14|13 |1|2|1|2|4|]0]0]1]2]|2]1 25
Relation 2 1720|1131 (0|2|0]|]21]|0|0]1 15
Manner 2/0|1]0|1]0|4]0]|J]0]O0|0]JO|0]O0]O 8
Total 7|!5|5|3|3|[3|8|4|4|]3|0]|3|4] 3] 3 58

Based on the above table, we can observe that the maxim of Quantity was the maxim which
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was the most frequently flouted. It was flouted 25 times in all the interviews. This means that
most of the answers of the participants of the study were either more or less informative than
required. Second, the maxim of Relation was flouted 15 times in all the interviews. This
number indicates that most of the answers of the participants of the study were not related or
were irrelevant to the questions being asked. Their answers were not to the point. Third, the
maxim of Quality was flouted 10 times in all the interviews, so some answers were not true
or they lacked adequate evidence. The final one was the maxim of Manner which was flouted
8 times in all the interviews. This means that some of the answers were either ambiguous or
not brief. But this was the maxim which was flouted the least. The following figure (1)
depicts the total number of maxims flouted in each interview:

- International Journal of Linguistics
A\ MacrOthI“k ISSN 1948-5425

Figure 1. Number of Maxims Flouted in Each Interview
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At first glance, the above figure makes it clear that the maxim of Quantity was the most
frequently flouted maxim in each interview as it is indicated by the red line. In one interview
that greatest amount of instances of flouting the maxim of Quantity was 4 times (in the
interviews number two and nine). Similarly, the maxim of Manner (indicated by the purple
line) was also flouted a maximum of 4 times in an interview. The maxim of Relation which is
indicated by the green line shows the number of flouting of the maxim of Relation in each
interview. This maxim was flouted the maximum of 3 times in a single interview. Third, the
maxim of Quality which is illustrated by the blue line shows that the maximum number of
flouting the maxim of Quality was 2 times.

4. Conclusion

This research investigated Gricean Theory of Conversational Implicature and its application
to Arabic language. The data came from 15 Yemeni participants who had different academic
levels and different dialectal backgrounds and gathered through semi-structured interviews.
The interviews were transcribed, translated, organized and interpreted. The focus was on
flouting the maxims. In the analyzed data the maxim of Quantity was most frequently flouted.
After that, the maxims of Relation, Quality and Manner were flouted respectively.
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