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ABSTRACT:

The current paper explores the functions of implicatures in Northern Kurmanji (NK). It lays concentration on the
non-literal meanings (interpretation) that speakers convey beyond the literal one of either their speech or writing.
Data were collected through purposive sampling from senior university students in experimental and control
groups. The participants were chosen for their availability and willingness to participate. They self-recorded
informal conversations to explore various functions of implicature, including explanation, criticism, empathy,
contemplation, and humor. There was identification of the reasons behind implicatures, which included
explanation, criticism, empathy, philosophical contemplation, and humor. The results dictate that, in one hand a
strategic use of implicatures was utilized by the control group. The participants of the control group often
employed implicatures to help with expressing deeper emotional and philosophical engagement. On the other
hand, the experimental group used implicatures mainly for functions related to immediate and practical social
exchanges. It is also found that the functions of implicatures in NK represents the cultural and contextual
dynamics which denotes communicative strategies of the NK. Further studies can be explored to identify the role
of implicatures in modern digital communication and to compare data across different Kurdish dialects and
sociocultural contexts.

KEYWORDS: Northern Kurmanji, Implicatures, Pragmatics, Conversational Analysis, Cultural Dynamics,

Social Interactions, Communicative Strategies.

1. Introduction
1.1. Background

Human interactions are essentially based on
communication. When people communicate, they
exchange information, express their feelings, and achieve
goals socially and personally. Communication is defined
by Davis and Newstrom (1981) as the process of sharing
information and developing mutual understanding.
Nevertheless, mutual understanding is not always
achieved among speakers as the communication can
sometimes be misleading; especially when the literal
meaning does not match the interpretation of the words.
When the speaker’s intended meaning is not successfully
conveyed to the listener, misunderstandings often arise.
This emphasizes the difficulties of establishing meaning in
interpersonal communications.

The study of meaning is one of the important subfields of
linguistics. Moreover, pragmatics, the study of how
context affects the interpretations of words, is an essential
subdiscipline. Grice (1975) introduced the concept of
implicature within the subfield of pragmatics. The term

* Corresponding Author.

“implicature” refers to hidden meaning rather than
explicitly expressed. It requires listeners to deduce the
speaker's intended message from the context and shared
knowledge. The Cooperative Principle was proposed by
Grice (1975) which supports successful communication
and it has four conversational maxims:

1- Maxim of Quality — Say what you believe to be
true.

Example:
A: “Is John a good cook?”
B: “Well, he hasn’t burned anything this week.”

This sarcastic remark implies John is usually a poor cook,
flouting the Maxim of Quality.

2- Maxim of Quantity — Provide as much

information as needed, but not more than necessary.

Example:
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A: “Where are you from?”
B: “The Middle East.”

If B is from Zakho and the context calls for specificity, this
under-informative reply flouts the Maxim of Quantity,
possibly to avoid disclosing personal details.

3- Maxim of Relation — Be relevant.

Example:
A: “How did the meeting go?”’
B: “I saw Rana outside smoking.”

The response may seem unrelated unless it is implied that
Rana skipped the meeting. This flouts the Maxim of
Relation to convey criticism indirectly.

4- Maxim of Manner — Be clear, orderly, and avoid
ambiguity.

Example:
A: “Do you like my painting?”’
B: “It’s... interesting.”

The vague and hesitant tone flouts the Maxim of Manner
which suggests a negative opinion while avoiding direct
offense.

Speakers frequently flout these maxims deliberately to
produce implicatures—meanings that the listener must
infer from context. Such use of implicature serves various
communicative functions, including sarcasm, politeness,
humor, and indirectness, which are deeply shaped by
cultural and social norms.

According to Grice (1975), in order for a communication
to be successful and effective, it must go through the four
maxims. However, speakers do not usually follow the
maxims; they often violate or flout them to create
implicatures. Speakers, for example, might intentionally
flout the maxims of conversations to convey different
functions of implicatures such as sarcasm or irony, which
leaves the listeners to infer the intended meanings.

Although there is extensive literature on implicatures in
English and Arabic, Kurdish dialects, especially the NK,
remain poorly studied. Based on a study conducted by
Hasan (2022), it is noted that the research on implicature
in Kurdish dialects is still limited which leaves substantial
academic gaps towards understanding how implicatures
are utilized and created, how meaning is interpreted and
implied in Kurdish dialects. The NK, a subdialect of
Kurmanji Kurdish mainly spoken in Zakho, Duhok,
Amedi, and Akre provinces in Iraqi Kurdistan, has distinct
syntactic, semantic, and cultural features that affect how
its speakers produce and interpret implicatures. It has been
clarified by Moheddin & Hamadamin (2022) how Kurdish
speakers’ utilization and understanding of implicatures are
shaped by the idiomatic expressions, politeness strategies,
and cultural norms, which observes that these functions of
implicatures are to be studied in this dialect.

1.2. Research Gap
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While implicature has been widely studied in English,
Arabic, and other major languages, Kurdish dialects—
particularly Northern Kurmanji (NK)—have received
limited scholarly attention. This lack of research leaves
significant gaps in our understanding of how implicatures
are formed and interpreted in NK, especially considering
the role of idiomatic expressions, politeness strategies, and
sociocultural norms.

NK, the Northern Kurmanji subdialect spoken primarily in
Zakho, Duhok, Amedi, and Akre in Iraqi Kurdistan, has
distinct syntactic and pragmatic features. Exploring
implicature in this dialect offers not only linguistic insight
but also a window into its rich cultural fabric.

1.3. Research Problem

The central problem this study addresses is the lack of
empirical and theoretical understanding of implicature use
in Northern Kurmanji, despite its unique pragmatic and
cultural characteristics.

1.4. Questions

By examining the types and functions of implicatures from
a pragmatic stance in the NK, the following research
questions will be addressed in the present study:

1. What types of implicatures are commonly used in
NK conversations?

2. What functions do these implicatures serve in the
NK?

1.5. Research Objectives
The main objectives of the current paper are to:

1- identify and categorize the types of implicatures
used by native speakers of NK.

2- analyze the communicative
implicatures perform.

3- explore the cultural and pragmatic norms that shape
implicature use in NK.

functions these

1.6 Research Hypothesis

It is hypothesized that the experimental group (with
awareness of pragmatic principles) will utilize
implicatures more effectively than the control group
(without such training or exposure).

1.7. Analytical Framework

This study adopts Grice’s (1975) theory of Conversational
Implicature and Conversational Analysis as the primary
frameworks for analyzing naturally occurring NK
conversations.

1.8. Scope and Limitations

The study is limited to native speakers of NK. It solely
focuses on recorded conversational data collected from
speakers in Iraqi-Kurdistan. It does not cover written texts
or other Kurdish dialects.

1.9. Value of the Study
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This study is considered a contribution to the field of
pragmatics by investigating implicatures in the NK,
revealing the relationship between language techniques
and cultural norms in a less studied dialect. This leads to
enriching the greater knowledge of cross-cultural
communication.

2. Literature Review
2.1. Definition of Implicature

The term ‘implicature’ was first coined by Grice (1975)
and he defines it as a pragmatic process of implying
meaning indirectly beyond the interpretation of speech.
The implicit meaning relies on the listeners to infer it based
on conversational maxims and the cooperative principle. A
similar definition is given by Levinson (1983) which he
refers to implicatures as “a type of inferred meaning that
emerges when linguistic expressions interact with
contextual factors, creating meanings not explicitly
stated.” From a Kurdish perspective, Sengul (2018) in
Customized Forms of Kurdishness in Turkey: State
Rhetoric, Locality, and Language Use elaborates that the
connection between language use and contextual factors
creates implicatures in communication; therefore,
implicatures are products of the intertwine between the
different aspects of culture and the use of language. It can
be said that these definitions share common thoughts that
implicature hinges on language, context, and inference.
The emphasis of Grice’s definition is on the structured
principles guiding implicature, while Levinson highlights
contextual dynamics, and Sengul underlines its cultural
foundations in Kurdish discourse. To illustrate implicature,
consider this example in English:

A. "Have you done your task?"
B. "Well, I watched three episodes of my favorite
show."

Here, B does not explicitly state whether they did the task,
but the implicature is that they likely did not, as their time
was spent on leisure activities rather than studying. This
implicature arises from the listener's inference based on the
relevance and cooperative principle.

If one looks at the exchange above from a discoursal
perspective, they can be analyzed from cohesion and
coherence perspectives:

Exchange 1

A: Have you done your task?

B: No, I haven’t done it.

Exchange 2

A: Have tou done your task?

B: Well, I watched three episodes of my favorite show.

While the first exchange is cohesive in which the answer
is grammatically and literally related to the question, it is
also coherent as they two utterances are relvant.

539

As for the second exchange, it is not cohesive because the
answer seems to be far from the question literally, it is
coherent as the anser is still relevant to the question.

One can come to the point that coherence is a crucial
criterion for successful communication more than
cohesion, the former being majorly related to the domain
of pragmatics.

2.2. Types of Implicature

Implicatures can be broadly categorized into
conversational implicatures and conventional
implicatures, with  further  subdivisions  within

conversational implicatures. These distinctions provide a
structured framework for analyzing how implicit meanings
are conveyed in communication.

2.2.1. Conversational Implicatures: Conversational
implicatures, introduced by Grice (1975), emerge from the
interplay between a speaker’s utterance and the
cooperative principle, governed by the maxims of quality,
quantity, relation, and manner. Levinson (1983) further
divides these into generalized conversational implicatures,
which occur in most contexts without the need for
extensive background knowledge, and particularized
conversational implicatures, which rely heavily on specific
contextual information. To illustrate the generalized
conversational implicature, in the following example, B’s
response implicates that not all students attended, as the
term "some" generally implies “not all” in most contexts.
This inference arises naturally without requiring additional
information.

A: "Did all the students attend the lecture?"
B: "Some of them did."

In contrast, the implying meaning is different when it
comes to the particularized conversational implicature:

A: "Can you help me with this report?"
B: "I have a meeting in five minutes."

In the above conversation, B’s response does not directly
answer the question but implicates that they cannot help
due to their upcoming meeting. This meaning depends on
the listener’s ability to infer the relevance of B’s statement
in the given context.

One can state that in conversational implicature, there is at
least one word in the sentence that can show the intended
meaning while in conversational implicature, there is no
word that shows the intended meaning; rather, it is only the
context of situation that shows the meaning beyond the
sentence.

2.2.2. Conventional Implicatures: Horn (2004) and Potts
(2005) state that this type of implicatures is tied to specific
linguistic expressions and is not context-dependent. These
implicatures are often created by the use of certain words
such as "but," "even," or "therefore." The following
example contains a conventional implicature:

"He is a good person but annoying."
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In this example, the conjunction "but" conventionally
implicates that there is a contrast between the traits of
being good and annoying which is independent of the
surrounding context.

2.3. Functions of Implicature

When people communicate, they use a diverse variety of
functions of implicatures which are highly context-
dependent. These functions of implicatures help speakers
to convey indirect meaning as well as avoiding
explicitness when addressing sensitive topics. Social
dynamics are maintained by the use of indirect functions
of implicatures. Furthermore, according to Grice (1975),
social dynamics and speech acts such as politeness,
commands, requests, or criticisms are often softened by
using implicatures. Besides, creative linguistic purposes
such as expressing humor, irony, or sarcasm can also be
served by using implicatures which helps speakers in more
nuanced and layered interactions. Moreover, complicated
social dynamics can further be navigated by implicatures;
as Leech (1983) states, implicatures help speakers in
signaling shared knowledge, cultural norms, or social
hierarchy without overt expressions. Thus, a deeper and a
more implicit communication can be formed. In a study
by Ahmed and Majeed (2019), it was observed that
implicatures are often employed in political discourse to
hide intentions, for example, when a politician says, “We
will do what’s necessary to protect our national interests,”
the intended meaning might imply potential military action
or economic sanctions without explicitly stating so. On the
other hand, FagAbdulla (2023) highlighted their use in
Kurdish comedy to create humor and irony like when
someone is busy working in the kitchen and their sister
sitting doing nothing, they may ask her "Would your
highness like some coffee?". Likewise, Musa et al. (2022)
recognized that implicatures are frequently used in daily
communications to soften face-threatening acts and
enhance social harmony. These studies underline the
importance of implicature as a tool for managing meaning
and social relationships in various communicative
contexts. The researchers have created this figure to
illustrate the most common functions of implicatures:

~{ Directive Function

ﬂ{

~{ Contrastive Function

Empathy and Pity

~{ Social Cue ‘
~{ Reaasurance ‘
T e ~{ Criticism ‘
22
S8 H { Efficiency and Focus ‘
Q g,
i g ~{ Self-justification ‘
B ~{ Sarcasm ‘

Figure 1: Functions of Implicatures
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The following examples are provided to further clarify and
illustrate the various functions of implicatures identified in
Figure 1. The directive function can be seen when
someone says, “It’s cold in here,” implying a request to
close the window. As a social cue, a statement like “You’re
quite the early bird today,” can imply surprise or approval,
helping maintain social bonds. In terms of reassurance, a
remark such as “You did your best” might imply that
failure is acceptable, offering comfort without stating it
outright. Criticism is often implied, as in “That’s an
interesting choice,” which might suggest disapproval
depending on tone and context. The function of efficiency
and focus appears in phrases like “He’s not the sharpest
tool in the shed,” which concisely conveys a complex
judgment. Self-justification can be implied in a statement
like “T was only trying to help,” signaling defense without
directly responding to an accusation. For sarcasm, saying
“Great job!” after a clear mistake conveys the opposite of
the literal meaning. Empathy and pity are reflected in
utterances like “Some people have no one to go home to,”
suggesting concern or sympathy without direct
consolation. Finally, a contrastive function can be
observed in a statement like “She’s smart, but not wise,”
subtly highlighting a nuanced difference without explicitly
defining it. These examples show how implicatures enrich
communication by conveying layered meanings beyond
the literal.

Beyond their commonly discussed roles in indirectness,
politeness, and criticism (Grice, 1975; Levinson, 1983),
implicatures (what one implies rather than directly states)
serve a broader range of functions in real conversations.
For instance, they facilitate acknowledgement, where
speakers subtly recognize a listener's contribution without
overt statements; consider how "That's one way to see it"
can imply agreement without full commitment, as Tannen
(1994) explains. Implicatures also contribute to efficiency,
enabling speakers to say less and mean more by relying on
shared knowledge, thereby reducing redundancy and
promote communicative economy, particularly in rapid
exchanges (Levinson, 2000). Furthermore, they can fulfill
a philosophical or reflective function when it allows
speakers to raise abstract or critical points without direct
confrontation, often challenge assumptions or highlight
contradictions subtly in philosophical discourse (Horn,
2004). Understanding these diverse functional dimensions
is highly relevant to the present study, as it offers a more
nuanced perspective on how implicatures operate in
Northern Kurmanji conversation that aims to account for
their varied roles which shape meaning beyond the literal
level.

Grice’s groundbreaking study of Cooperative Principles in
(1975) has contributed to effective communication when
the conversation between the speakers and listeners adhere
to the conversational maxims (i.e., quantity, quality,
relevance, and manner). The emergence of implicatures
rely on flouting these maxims which allows speakers to
provide implicit meaning. To emphasize this, the Neo-
Gricean theory refines this view stating that there is a
complex interaction between the intention of the speakers
and the inferences of the listeners. The Grice’s framework
was expanded by Levinson (2000) and Sperber & Wilson
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(1986) as they introduced the idea that implicatures are
context-dependent and driven by the relevance of
information to the listeners. These theories are linked to
the communications in the NK because the implicatures
are mainly related to social and cultural context.

In this research, implicature is defined as the indirect
meaning a speaker wants to convey without saying it
directly, which the listener understands through the context
of the conversation and the cultural norms of Northern
Kurmanji.

2.4. Previous Studies

Research on implicatures in English has been instrumental
in shaping one’s understanding of the phenomenon and its
various functions across diverse contexts, ranging from
casual conversations to formal discourse. For instance,
Thomas (1995) explored how implicatures in English
facilitated politeness, especially in face-threatening
situations. Her work highlights that indirectness, achieved
through implicatures, helps speakers navigate sensitive
topics without causing offense. Taguchi (2011)
investigated how non-native speakers of English
interpreted implicatures, demonstrating that pragmatic
competence in implicature comprehension often lags
behind grammatical proficiency. This finding underscores
the complexity of implicatures and their reliance on
cultural and contextual knowledge. Similarly, Li (2024)
examined the role of implicatures in humor, showing how
English speakers used implicatures to convey jokes that
depended on shared cultural knowledge and subtle
deviations from conversational norms. The functional
aspects of implicatures in English have also been studied.
For example, Drew and Heritage (1992) analyzed
conversational implicatures in institutional talk, such as
courtroom exchanges and medical consultations, where
speakers strategically used implicatures to manage power
dynamics and achieve specific objectives.

Studies on the Northern Kurmanji dialect have begun to
explore how cultural norms shape the pragmatic functions
of implicatures. For instance, Ahmed and Majeed’s (2019)
analysis of hedging in Kurdish parliamentary debates
revealed that implicatures in formal contexts serve
strategic purposes, such as politeness and political
maneuvering. Hedging was observed as a prominent
strategy. Their study underscored the multifunctionality of
implicatures in both formal and informal settings. Hasan
(2022) discussed how indirectness in the NK aligns with
cultural values of politeness and social harmony, reflecting
broader social norms that discourage direct confrontation.
This cultural specificity highlights the need for localized
studies that consider the unique aspects of the NK
conversational implicatures. Idris and Mohammed (2022)
presented how implicatures in everyday conversations
facilitate social harmony, with speakers often choosing
indirect language to avoid direct confrontations and
preserve relationships. FagAbdulla (2023) conducted a
qualitative analysis of conversational implicatures in a
Kurdish comedy drama, highlighting how humor and
critical engagement with societal issues are conveyed
through indirect speech acts.
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In sum, despite the progress made in understanding
implicatures in the NK, several gaps remain. Existing
research often lacks methodological diversity, with a
heavy reliance on qualitative methods that may not capture
the full range of implicature functions. Additionally, many
studies focus on specific contexts such as comedy or
political discourse, leaving other domains underexplored.

This research stands out from other Kurdish research on
implicatures by narrowing its scope to only how the
functions of implicatures are utilized in the NK. It steers
clear of other domains such as English as a Foreign
Language (EFL), political discourse, religious sermons,
and other fields. By concentrating on how implicatures
function in everyday conversations among the NK
speakers, this study aims to offer a clear and meaningful
understanding of their role in real-life communication.

3. Method

Both quantitative and qualitative methods were used to
examine the data in this study. In order to investigate the
many kinds of implicatures and to comprehend their usage,
context, and purposes in the conversational data, the
researchers employed conversational analysis. The study's
participants and data gathering methods are elaborated
below in the ensuing subsections.

3.1 Ethical Considerations

The researchers maintain the confidentiality of the
identities of all participants throughout the investigation.
Participants' identities are never revealed, and their
personal information is kept strictly confidential. The
recordings for data collection are solely for the purpose of
this study and will not be shared or used in any other
context. In addition, all participants provide informed
permission, ensuring that they fully understood the nature
of the study and their role in it.

3.2. Participants

Forty senior university students (20 males and 20 females)
from various departments at the University of Zakho
participated in the study during the academic year 2023—
2024. These individuals were chosen on the basis of their
NK language skills, availability, willingness to participate,
ensuring that they could converse in their mother tongue
with ease. The participants' ages ranged from 22 to 28,
which is typical of university-level senior students. To
make the study easier, two groups were created, each with
unique circumstances to inspect implicatures in various
settings.

3.2.1. The Experimental Group: Twenty students (ten
males and ten females) made up this group, and before
making any recordings, they were made aware of the
purpose of the study. They received a concise explanation
of implicatures and their applications in communication.
This strategy was intended to guarantee that they
understood the objectives of the study and could
intentionally employ implicatures in the discourse. This
group's recorded conversations lasted from around two to
seven minutes.

3.2.2 The Control Group
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The control group also included 20 participants (ten males
and ten females) who were not given any detail on the
nature of the paper, nor the concept of implicatures before
recording their conversation. We merely advised the group
to pick a random topic and have a casual conversation in
the NK. The goal of this was to collect actual
conversational data without being aware of the research
objectives; that allows for examining implicatures utilized
in  spontaneous communication. The  recorded
conversations in this group lasted between 2 and 7
minutes, similar to those in the experimental group.

3.3. Data Collection Procedures

For this study, the data were collected using a self-
recording method (smartphones or digital voice recorders)
from 40 senior university students at the University of
Zakho; they then were divided into two groups: an
experimental group and a control group.

3.3.1. Instructions: Both groups were given extensive
instructions on how to use the recording devices and they
were assured of their privacy and the purpose of the
recordings. The experimental group received additional
training and information regarding implicatures and how
they are used in everyday discourse.

3.2.2. Recording: Participants were requested to
document talks with peers or acquaintances from their
social network platforms. The topics were open-ended, and
the discussions could vary from academic life to social
issues, future aspirations, or personal experiences.
Participants were able to engage in natural dialog without
being limited by subject matter due to the freedom of topic
selection. This method opens the ground for a comparative
examination of the experimental and the control groups;
this reveals how prior knowledge of implicatures affects
their use in NK conversations.

3.3.3. Conversation Coding System: A coding system
was established, similar to methods utilized in earlier
studies such as Kasper and Wagner (2014), to simplify the
structure and referencing of the acquired conversational
data. In this study, a unique code was assigned to each
recorded discussion depending on its group and sequence.
Conversations from the experimental group were
classified as EGCn (e.g., EGC7 for Experimental Group
Conversation 7) and CGCn for the control group. This
method made data organization easier and ensured clear
separation between groups throughout analysis.

3.4 Model Adopted

This study adopts a combined analytical framework,
drawing primarily on Grice’s (1975) theory of
Conversational Implicature and the principles of
Conversational Analysis. These models provide the
theoretical and methodological basis for examining how
meaning is constructed, inferred, and negotiated in
naturally occurring conversations in Northern Kurmanji.
The analysis also considers the role of context, speaker
intention, and cultural norms in shaping implicature use.

4. Data Analysis and Discussion of the Results
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The process of the data analysis stated after the
conversation samples were collected from the participants.
The recordings were analyzed interpreted and analyzed
qualitatively. The analysis and the discussion of the
experimental group and the control group are presented in
the following subsections respectively.

4.1. Data Analysis of the Control Group

After the analysis process of the conversations of the
control group for conversational implicatures, the results
showed that the conversational implicatures were used to
utilize a wide range of communication functions. In the
control group conversations, it was shown that
implicatures, beside serving as tools for conveying indirect
meaning, helped managing the social dynamics in
communication.

Looking at CGC1, the implicature is used by the speaker
to utilize both philosophical reflection and empathy. The
utterance “SU J b 45 Yo ail jo_j4i” (“I know your house is
in Akre”) and “4ios Lugia oy sl 048" (“You take care
of everything”) convey familiarity and acknowledgment
of the listener’s circumstances. The function of this
implicature is empathy as the speaker recognizes the
listener’s independence or self-reliance. In the same
conversation, another philosophical function is indirectly
expressed by the use of the phrase “ Lots ¢y 50 ol J
wloga” (“As it goes, life goes on”); it implies that human
beings should accepts the fact that life has a passing nature.
It is evident that using implicatures in indirect
communication supports both emotional connection and
existential reflection. Therefore, based on the analysis,
acknowledgment, empathy, and philosophical reflection
functions are expressed by the use of the conversational
implicature which not only conveys personal knowledge
but philosophical contemplation of the speaker.

The functions of the implicatures in CGC2 and CGC4 are
mainly to increase efficiency and focus while speaking.
The utterance “<isS Stesid 7 (“Briefly”) in CGC2
signals that the communication must shift towards a
concise mode. The case is similar to CGC4 as the phrase
“a b add g U 58 (“I will make it brief”) indicates
brevity. The speaker is probably motivated by the listener’s
efficiency or a limited attention span. In these two
conversations, the efficiency function of implicature is
reflected minimizing pointless explanation and focusing
on the core elements of the speech. The implicature
function of clarification is also underscored when the shift
to more concise form of expression is demonstrated.

One of the implicature functions is the directive function
which the speaker uses implicature to direct the attention
of the listener as in CGC3 and CGCS5. In both
conversations, the implicatures are utilized to direct
attention and convey sarcasm. The phrase “/ i s <o
(““You must know!”) in CGC3 directs the attention of the
listener to focus on an important point of the conversation.
On the contrary, the sarcastic function of implicature is
illustrated in CGC5. The utterance “ Lid 47 ¢ s 5028 Lota
S <37 (“Is that it? You really outdid yourself!”)
sarcastically criticizes the efforts of parents for being
inconsequential or exaggerated. This function is used to
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mock as well as express frustration caused by the
irresponsible actions of the parents. Hence, it can be said
that these functions of the implicature in both
conversations are used to manage the direction of the
conversation and to sarcastically express disapproval.

The implicatures criticism and self-justification are
conveyed in CGC7. The speaker’s conversation that
contains “fcw 4 K e” (“You only found one!”)
indirectly expresses the function of disappointment,
signaling insufficient efforts by the listener. The speaker
implies and critiques that they were expecting more
results. The sentence ” (e b ola 50 (o oot ol (2 5C0 (s
US4 55 ¥ (“1 didn’t answer the first, but I did answer the
second one, I took revenge, meaning I compensated the
loss”) in the same conversation expresses a self-
Justification function, which contains an indirect attempt
for self-justification asserting that they have taken more
steps and have achieved success. These functions of
implicature show how indirect communication can be used
by speakers to critique others and to justify their own
activities. The functions here suggest that the
conversational dynamic conveys a negotiation of social
roles in which the speaker justifies their actions to defend
themselves, while challenging the listener’s wherein the
speaker defends their competence and simultaneously
challenges the listener’s insufficient efforts.

CG(CY9 and CGCI0 contain implicatures that are used to
provide information and, again, to offer self-justifications.
In CGCY, the statement “U S s <ble 7 (“And they
took the roll call”) conveys indirect information to the
listener about the significance of the roll call. This
implicature signals that the listener’s absence was
registered and that they will face consequences. In CGC10,
o T s e e (S L Gl e e ol
U b i el ey J Ol e J il i 65 s A0 o) i4S 5 i
i i ga Lueds U edia 7 (“My grades are fairly good
overall, except for Modern Literature. That one was bad. I
don't know whether it was my fault or the questions. I’d
say it wasn’t just me—no one was really able to answer
them.”), the implicature is used to function as self-
Justification as they attempt to find justifications for their
poor performance in the exam. In this implicature, the
speaker implies that the reason behind their
underperformance was due to the unfair questions but not
his lack of preparation, justifying that everyone did not
answer not only he. The function of self-justification in
this implicature is utilized by the speaker to cover his
failure and keep his self-esteem high. The functions of
implicatures in these examples show how the audience
views one's behavior and negatively affect personal
responsibility.

Overall, different communicative functions like
clarification, criticism, self-justification, sarcasm, and
philosophical reflection were detected in the conversations
of the control group. Beside guiding the flow of the
conversations, these functions mirror deeper cultural and
social dynamics, including the negotiation of identity, the
assertion of values, and the management of relationships
within the context of the conversation. The use of the
implicature’s  functions in the control group’s
conversations illustrates how meaning can be strategically
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implied to manage social roles and guide social
interactions.

4.2. Data Analysis of the Experimental Group

The data analysis of the experimental group’s recordings
reveals a variety of implicature functions expressed in
everyday Kurdish conversations. All the recordings are
provided with pragmatic interpretation and English
translation. In EGCI, the phrase "5 ¢ laad U <o " ("t
was like a piece of cake") implies the function of
simplification where the speaker uses implicature to
indicate that the task does not require much efforts and that
it can be handled by them. The speaker is probably
reassuring that the task does not deserve any concerns, it
is called the reassurance function. The other sentence
"5 o Ul 48 S4udS" ("He had a big mouth") is used to
convey a criticism function to criticize an outrageously
talkative person and their disrespectful communication
style. In the same conversation, there is the use of
euphemism through the use of implicature function in the
utterance, "ss = 2" ("He was hungry!"); it is used to
indirectly comment on someone’s inappropriate sexual
behaviour. It is commonly known that NK speakers use
indirect language to refer to sensitive topics. Finally, the
utterance "4% ) w2 52" ("She is stubborn as a mule")
can equally have two interpretations; either positive or
negative. Based on the conversation between the speaker
and listener, this function of the implicature is utilized to
criticize the unnecessary determination of someone who is
unwell but not checking on their health.

Concerning EGC2, the conversation does not contain any
implicature as it complies with all the maxims of
conversation. There are several phrases in EGC3 that
imply different implicature functions. The first utterance in
this conversation is " b 55 L aSa e glal" ("Can’t you
see!? I am juggling the flaming swords!") conveys the
function of frustration. The speaker uses this function to
express their frustration of being too busy. Another line,
"8 E L 4 (5558 i Y s4a!" ("Come on, no one can get
along with you!"), serves to criticize the person’s behavior,
suggesting that they are difficult to deal with due to being
overly sensitive or temperamental. In "adlwi i <y K"
("She said that she is sick"), the speaker validates the claim
by reinforcing that her actions (not attending an event)
align with her statement of being unwell, thus performing
a validation function. The phrase " s55 5 s 848 4
<" ("Poor guy, he can’t never catch a break") conveys
empathy, showing concern for someone who seems
perpetually unfortunate. Another expression, " sss> ¢
&S ("He has gone to Duhok"), functions as a
clarification, explaining why someone is unavailable.
Meanwhile, "ls s So g 4lis Leaa" ("Leave it, it is the same
as always") implies a sense of routine, suggesting that no
changes have occurred. The utterance " cliid i J 3"
("It’s really far") justifies the speaker’s refusal to
participate in a particular activity by focusing on the
external factor of distance. Lastly, "cslis s i)™ ("Car
beeping, he is here!") functions as a social cue, prompting
the listener to take action without direct instruction.

In EGC4, the first utterance "4 35, Uiaa colle J Lean "
("Honestly, it’s just the usual daily routine at home") is a
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simplification of daily life, downplaying the significance
of the speaker's routine to create a sense of calm. The
second line, "4x CSALI (< oo g 5 i 4S4a LnE" ("But when
it is a written exam, it’s a whole different story") serves as
a contrastive function, emphasizing the difficulty of
written exams in comparison to oral ones.

Moving to EGCS5, multiple expressions show a variety of
implicature functions. For instance, "(sssim 45 Luia J adi"
("I’m so tired of waiting too long") reveals frustration with
delays. "csis 5 s b sx 48 Jle diny adi a8y e 50" ("Staying
at home is much better than going to that place") reflects
preference, with the speaker showing a clear preference for
comfort over inconvenience. The utterance " s is J |»
4" ("Man, this place feels like a sauna") uses
exaggeration to express discomfort and indirectly rejects
the idea of staying or going somewhere similar. The
speaker implies they want to go somewhere without saying
it directly. Similarly, " <303 gy (048 03 (S a3 5 Sy
4l s s 8" ("Let’s at least get out of Duhok; it feels like
a desert here") uses metaphor to critique the environment,
expressing dissatisfaction with the location. In " 3K
S Jsb e n st " ("Its like a lightbulb just went off
above your head!"), the speaker indirectly praises the
listener for having a clever idea. Another utterance, " a4 45
4 b didy s (" ("No worries, I'm like a
professional tour guide"), reassures the listener, suggesting
confidence in navigating a trip. In " 4 4a 4w s AMA 7z W
S84y 5 S5 LS (S 4 3" ("Are we in danger
because of the Turkish-PKK concert?"), the speaker raises
awareness about potential risks. The utterance " ) » Leas Lo
b (" ("Yeah, T know you’re from Amedi!") affirms the
listener implicitly highlights the cultural traits associated
with Amedi—such as appreciation for etiquette,
refinement, and attention to delicate or tasteful matters.
Other expressions in this recording show the speaker
praising the listener indirectly or expressing personal
values, such as "cs 53 4% o 52 Cuili 52 45 ded (,S45 ) 2" ("The
food is so delicious; you’ll be licking your fingers!") and
"3 sas 0 g Jude" ("] swear, this is what really matters!").

Recording EGC6 lacks sufficient data for analysis as the
entire conversation is clear and does not break any maxims
of conversation. In EGC7, the phrases "4z » 43S a8, &
("Did the hell freeze over?") and "< 2 55 i e
S Y o s sS4 (" distributed my CV using a
helicopter") indicate surprise or disbelief, and
exaggeration, respectively. The speaker uses humor to
express frustration with their job search, suggesting that
their efforts were extreme, yet indirectly amusing. The
other lines, such as "S53 & Cunia g3 e ("[t°s OK,
everything is going to be all right") or " J&& 2 (s4a (s3c sa (1
i LS 55 5 s 445 5 W8aa" (" have an appointment with my
friend who came from Turkey"), employ reassurance and
politeness, maintaining a social balance in conversation.

In EGCS, the speaker sarcastically refers to someone not
being fired yet, expressing criticism indirectly. The phrase
S 583 x5 " (" am going to Duhok") as a response to
the dinner invitation to the dinner is a polite refusal to
participate in an activity and this is conversational type of
implicature, while "xtid 3 J4 S W" ("Who would put up
with her?") critiques someone’s behavior, implying they
are intolerable. "Gass ) AlS ilina) S ka9 0" ("The
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situation in Kurdistan is very difficult") highlights the
hardships faced in Kurdistan without directly specifying
the cause. The speaker also uses politeness when declining
invitations, as seen in "CpAs iy IS odia (e ¢Cpd J sl g A"
("I have something to do; if that’s OK with you").

The data in EGC9 reveals that the speaker expresses their
discomfort with the hot weather by saying " sSa4s o
Ja 45 il ("It was as if the AC was not on").

Last of all, the expressions in EGCI0 serve many
implicature functions. Expressions like " o5& couads 45 405
s R4S e 352 9" ("You will cry if you hear my story")
uses exaggeration to express emotional sorrow, while
"om plily A S (e Cudi " ("Mly students were very
annoying today") serves as criticism or catharsis to
express a relief after a hardworking long day. The phrase
"y b J 48 S4sdaa" ("They were absent-minded")
illustrates that the speaker wants to complain about a
classroom issue, which their students are not paying
attention. On the contrary, the same speaker uses " o3
55248 ) @ SA S ("It went perfect”) to offer to indicate to
positive outcome about the same class. Finally, the
expression "afi 43 JA8 540 e olsA 2 <" (" had
something, but I will join you") shows politeness function,
as the speaker does not want to refuse the invite and does
not want him to be alone.

4.3. Comparative Analysis of Conversational
Implicatures in Control and Experimental Groups

According to the analysis of conversational data, the
implicatures that have been discovered in both groups are
predominantly conversational rather than conventional,
since they are heavily influenced by the situational context
of the encounters. These implicatures have a dynamic
meaning that emerges from the interaction of the speaker's
intention and the conversational situation, i.e. they are not
fixed to specific linguistic words or interpretations.

The CG employs a diverse set of implicatures for empathy,
philosophical thought, sarcasm, criticism, self-justification
and so on. These conversational implicatures do not only
convey meaning indirectly, but they also aid in other
aspects such social interaction management and emotion
regulation. For example, taken a statement like "life is a
passing shadow", it illustrates the group's philosophical
leanings. Such introspective uses of implicatures are
consistent with the findings of Hasan (2022) and Mustafa
and Shahab (2024), emphasizing the philosophical and
pragmatic aspects of implicatures in NK talks. The EG also
employs implicatures, but with a greater emphasis on
criticism, irritation, and social balancing. There are other
utterances that indicate indirect criticism or irritation such
as "He had a big mouth" and "I am juggling flaming
swords".

The conversations belonging to CG indicate a deep,
complicated attitude to relationships. Participants employ
implicatures to define social positions and regulate
personal dynamics. For instance, comments like "You only
found one!" criticize the listener's efforts, whereas "I didn't
answer the first one, but I did answer the second one"
embodies a self-justification. The CG strikes a careful
balance between empathy and criticism, respecting the
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listener's independence while providing helpful feedback.
Based on Leech (1983) and Levinson (1983), this is in
parallel with larger trends in the use of implicatures to
balance politeness with criticism. Despite that, the EG uses
implicature more directly and frequently to alleviate
distress or seek reassurance. "She is stubborn as a mule" or
"Everything is going to be all right" are such examples that
demonstrate emotional reactions and a focus on everyday
issues. The EG focuses on simpler, more immediate social
interactions while the CG makes more strategic and
reflective use of implicature.

In line with strategy, the CG's implicature usage is
frequently intentional, with the goal of directing or
preserving the conversation's flow. For instance, "Briefly"
or "In a concise manner" implies a desire to avoid
superfluous complexity and concentrate on vital issues.
The CG also employs sarcasm and philosophical
contemplation to traverse complex social relationships,
following certain scholars’ guidelines for the strategic use
of implicatures (Horn, 2004). Although using implicature
to facilitate discussions, the EG focuses more on emotional
expressiveness, particularly while dealing with frustration
or empathy. Both groups employ implicature to speed up
discourse, but the CG does so more deliberately, for the
purpose of striving deeper connection and philosophical or
emotional depth. This intentional discourse participation is
in line with Taguchi's (2011) findings on the advanced
pragmatic competence of some speaker groups.

Considering diverse and purposeful CG's emotional tone,
it ranges from critical statements ("You only found one!")
to expressions of empathy ("Poor guy, he can't catch a
break") and philosophical insights. Speakers use these
emotional fluctuations deliberately to create a multilayered
landscape that balances empathy, frustration, and
introspection. In comparison, the EG's emotional tones are
more obvious, with a lingering sense of frustration. For
instance, "She had a big mouth" and "I'm so tired of
waiting" express dissatisfaction or irritation without the
complexities inherent in the EG's method. Humor and
sarcasm are regularly utilized in EG to deal with
dissatisfaction and lighten uncomfortable situations. These
are consistent with Eggins and Slade's (1997) results of
casual conversation tactics.

The implicature’s usage of CG is more complicated that
combines emotional, social, and philosophical functions.
Speakers belonging to this group use indirect
communication to negotiate interpersonal relationships as
well as larger existential problems. In contrast, the EG's
usage of implicature relies on common emotional
circumstances. Conversations in the EG tend to be about
immediate grievances, comedy, or personal preferences
rather than profound existential themes or philosophical
musings. The complexity of implicature use is
demonstrated by CG, with talks indicating a
multidimensional approach to communication, being in
line with Ahmed and Majeed's (2019) results.

Sarcasm and humor are used by both groups, but the CG
does it more strategically, frequently and employing lines
such as "Is that it? They really outdid themselves!" is used
to ridicule someone's conduct while simultaneously
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delivering societal commentary. Sarcasm in the CG can
play different roles simultaneously that functions as both a
criticism and a tool for deeper participation in the
discussion. While depending on sarcasm and comedy, the
EG uses these methods in a more overt and exaggerated
manner, with statements such "Did the hell freeze over?"
and "I distributed my CV using a helicopter", expressing
irritation or exaggeration in a lighter manner. These
findings are in line with Drew and Heritage's (1992)
insights about humor as a communication tool.

In essence, it is a known fact that both groups employ
implicature to express meaning indirectly and regulate
social relationships. The CG uses so in a more strategic and
sophisticated manner by using implicature to facilitate
philosophical reflection, self-justification, and complex
social navigation. However, the EG uses implicature more
for emotional expression and everyday circumstances,
with a greater emphasis on dissatisfaction, criticism, and
reassurance. These findings are congruent with prior
studies on the pragmatic and cultural dimensions of
implicatures in Kurdish and other linguistic contexts,
based on Hasan (2022).

5. Conclusions

The following key conclusions are reached in the current
work:

1. Implicatures are vital in Northern Kurmanji
discourse because they help people negotiate interpersonal
connections, maintain social peace, and deal with complex
social dynamics. Their various purposes include
conveying empathy, clarifying, offering criticism,
encouraging philosophical reflection, and using humor.

2. In the data analysis, the majority of participants
(both control and experimental groups) used implicatures.
The CG demonstrated a sophisticated use of implicatures,
using them for layered communication, emotional
involvement, and philosophical depth, indicating a more
purposeful and reflective conversational style. In contrast,
the EG emphasized quick emotional responses and
practical social exchanges, using implicatures to handle
frustration, offer reassurance, and manage everyday
circumstances.

3. The study provides valuable understanding for the
NK  speakers, emphasizing the importance of
understanding and applying implicatures in indirect and
context-dependent communication. This underscores the
importance of including pragmatic skills into language
teaching.

6. Recommendations for Further Research

Future studies should explore the use of implicatures in
digital communication and educational settings within the
Northern Kurmanji context, as these areas remain
underexplored.  Expanding research to include
comparative analyses across Kurdish dialects and among
different generations and genders would provide a deeper
and more nuanced understanding of how implicatures
function in diverse social and cultural contexts.
Additionally, incorporating innovative methodologies—
such as corpus linguistics and conversation analysis
software—could improve the reliability and broader
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applicability of findings, addressing current limitations in
generalizability often associated with qualitative
approaches.
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