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Abstract 

Pragmatik merupakan cabang ilmu linguistik yang relatif baru. Pragmatik dapat diartikan sebagai cabang ilmu bahasa yang mempelajari makna yang dimaksudkan oleh penutur atau yang lebih sering disebut mempelajari bahasa dari segi pemakai bahasa. Bahasa memegang peranan penting dalam berkomunikasi. Peran tersebut akan berdampak pada penerimaan lawan bicara terhadap penutur. Terkadang bahasa yang diucapkan berfungsi dalam bentuk yang berbeda. Artinya, apa yang diucapkan dengan apa yang dimaksudkan tidak selalu sama. Kajian ini akan dibahas dalam implikatur percakapan. Implikatur percakapan mencoba menganalisis sebuah percakapan sehingga diperoleh makna yang benar. Konsep implikatur percakapan digunakan untuk menjelaskan perbedaan yang sering terjadi antara apa yang diucapkan dengan apa yang diimplikasikan. Humor adalah kemampuan mental untuk menemukan, mengekspresikan, atau mengapresiasi sesuatu yang lucu atau sesuatu yang benar-benar tidak biasa. Setiap implikatur memiliki maksud dan tujuan tertentu oleh setiap penutur.
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INTRODUCTION
Humans are essentially social creatures. As social creatures we always communicate with people in society. The occurrence of communication between humans is characterized by the person who is the source of information (communicator) and the person who is the recipient of information (communicant). There is also a means of communication, namely the use of language and a set of speech tools. One form of interaction is by having a conversation. Through language humans express feelings and opinions, even with language, humans can think and reason. Language is the most important tool to communicate between humans. In other words, humans will be very dependent on a language and remember also that humans are social creatures, creatures that cannot live without other people. Language as a means of communication must be understood by speakers and their speech partners so that its use does not cause misunderstanding. The message of a speaker to his speech partner can go well if the speech partner and the speaker understand the meaning of the speech that is being spoken. Understanding of speech is not only in the explicit meaning but also must understand the implied meaning.
Various phenomena that arise in practical life will have a major effect on a language. Often the agreed language rules experience stagnation in the face of the phenomenon of language use at a practical level. The study of language that examines the implied meaning and is able to accommodate aspects outside the language in its study is pragmatics. In addition, Djadjasudarma (in Tania, 2019: 2) reveals that pragmatics is the science of language regarding speech used in certain conditions. That is, how the speaker can use good and correct language in communication. Conversation is a container that allows the formation of communication in language events. Conversation is a form of cooperative activity in the form of communicative interaction as stated by Gumperz in Rustono (1999: 48). It is in this conversation that pragmatics is applied. Nababan (in Sarwiji et al., 1996: 1) defines pragmatics as the use of language to communicate (communicate) according to and in connection with the context and situation of the user.
Applied pragmatics are often used to refresh the atmosphere, to satirize subtly and so on but create a pleasant impression. For this reason, it is necessary to understand the implicature of conversation, so that what is said can be understood by the interlocutor. In conditions where speakers express their opinions in conversations that contain hidden meanings, a study of conversational implicature has the right role to study language use. Understanding the implicature is also very dependent on the situation and conditions when the speech takes place. Whether the speakers and interlocutors already know each other and at the time of the conversation use the right intonation or not, because intonation plays an important role in oral conversation. Humans as social creatures in communication often use the form of implicature. In conversational implicatures there is also general humor that is often conveyed by speakers. Often we convey humor in different ways depending on who our interlocutors are. 
Humorous conversations can occur wherever we are. Sometimes some humorous conversations conveyed by speakers contain implied meanings to their interlocutors but still use humor so as not to sound too serious or just to refresh the situation at that time. Based on the background of the problems that the researchers have described above, the researchers formulate the problems in this paper as follows: The analysis of the application of pragmatics in conversations containing fresh humor in general and the goal that the author wants to achieve in this paper is to find out the description of the application of pragmatics in conversations containing humor that often occurs within the scope of students.
This research will present a study of the implicature of humor conversations that occur in a social group in the campus environment, namely STKIP PGRI Sidoarjo. In communication between students, it is possible for a humorous conversation to appear that contains certain intentions that are sometimes different from what is contained in the humor. 

METHOD 

Design 
This research uses a qualitative descriptive method that aims to describe the implicature of humorous conversations that arise in communication between students. Furthermore, Sugiyono (2018, p. 15) is a research method based on the philosophy of postpositivism which is usually used to examine natural object conditions, where the researcher acts as a key instrument and describes a situation objectively or based on visible facts. In this study, analysis and observation of the process is the focus; research is descriptive, explained by words and pictures rather than numbers, and literature shapes interpretation, so that process takes precedence over results. Researchers are the key reading tool in economic literature.
Participant 
	The researcher sometimes acts as a non-participant, which is only listening and paying attention to the conversation that occurs without being involved in the conversation. Sometimes the researcher acts as an active participant who is directly involved in conversations that occur between students. Sometimes the researcher also acts as a passive participant, not directly involved but the presence of the researcher is known by the students who have the conversation. Any participant in this research is a close friend of the researcher and her’s classmeet who is a student at STKIP PGRI Sidoarjo, and lecturers in the STKIP PGRI Sidoarjo.
Data and Source of Data 
Cresswell (2010: 267) states that qualitative observation is an observation in which researchers go directly to the field to observe the behavior and activities of individuals at the research location. As an explanation and definition about descriptive qualitative research according to what is desired by the researcher in conducting this research.
Data Collecting Technique 
	 Data collection techniques in this study using observation, in-depth interviews, document analysis, and paying attention to conversations that occur. Data analysis was carried out using the active interactive method. Raw data obtained in the field were selected with regard to the problem of conversational implicature. 


Data Analysis Technique 
	Apart from data collection techniques, the most important thing in research is data.
analysis. Data analysis is the process of examining, sorting, and classifying data in order to formulate it working hypothesis and lift it into a conclusion or theory in the research findings (Bakri, 2003). In this step, the researcher draws conclusions and verifies the answers to the research questions carried out in presenting data by comparing observation data and interview data.
 
RESULT AND DISCUSSION 
	Humor is a gesture intended to make people smile and laugh. It is a concept taken from an old Latin medical term that asserts that human health and emotions control the humor, or balance, of bodily fluids.  Every person has a unique sense of humor. There are undoubtedly differences in people's levels of comedy. Events might inspire humor or the desire to make us laugh. Humor has long been employed as a therapeutic tool. Even in research, we can reduce tension and other things by laughing enough.  Setiawan claims that humor is a sensation or symptom that causes us to laugh or causes us to mentally laugh, It could be a consciousness or a sensation, a sign or something we create for ourselves or for someone else (in Thyas et al., 2014). There are many different types of comedy, including both positive and bad humor. Humor that contains something negative, such as something offensive, pornographic, insulting, or reproachful, is considered to be negative. Positive humor, on the other hand, is comedy that can make the listener feel happy. 
The recipient of comedy might feel motivated to perform at their highest level, while the recipient of humorous criticism might feel discouraged from being a nice person, and so forth. Conversations frequently involve the use of pragmatic comedy, which is sometimes only noticed after the fact because it often happens accidentally and isn't always planned or arranged beforehand. A dialogue involving two or more speakers may be regarded humorous to one speaker but not necessarily to the other speakers. The degree of each person's sensitivity and comprehension will have a significant impact on this person. The assumption is based on rational considerations and can be formulated as a guide to using language effectively and efficiently in conversation (Bambang Yudi Cahyono, 1997: 221). The general principles underlying the effective use of language based on cooperation are referred to as conversational maxims or conversational maxims. The principle of cooperation is a composite of four conversational maxims. Grice (in Nababan, 1987: 34) sees that there is a close connection between the basic rules of cooperation with the expectations and presumptions found in human interaction. 
	An utterance can imply a proposition, which is neither part of the utterance nor a logical consequence of the utterance, for clarity consider the following example.
 Nanda: Yaapa persentasie grup Billa? 
 Lala: Wah, basa Indonesia e bagus se. 
Lala's answer implies that Billa and her group's presentation in terms of content or presentation may not be good, the only good thing is the language. There are three things to note in the implicature example: 
(1) the implication that Billa and her group's presentation is not good is not part of Lala's speech because she does not say so, 
(2) the implicature is not a logical consequence of Lala's speech, 
(3) it is possible for an utterance to have more than one implicature, depending on the context. From Lala's answer, the inference can also be drawn that Billa and her group's presentation is different from that of the other group, whose Indonesian is poor. 
Lala's answer also implies that the presentation presented in the class was not as good as Billa's group's presentation. Almost every utterance has additional meaning or information that is not uttered by the speaker. Even though it is not said by the speaker, the extra meaning can be captured by the listener as long as he has communicative competence in the language concerned. 
The following are the results of the Analysis of the Application of Pragmatics in Conversations that contain Fresh Humor : 
1. Too Late 
In this discourse, the conversation takes place between students in a classroom while a lesson is in progress. A student is late to class, often even more than once, making all her close friends laugh when she enters. 
Irma : “Assalamu‟alaikum, permisi Mr”. (spontaneously, her friends laughed) 
(then suddenly there was a student who said) 
Karin : "Wah, iku mang arek e berangkat isuk banget loh, kejebak macet e gedangan koyok e! 
Karin's intention was that Irma would not be late again, so she said with a sarcastic sentence, whether with the sarcastic sentence Irma would change it or even be late again.
2. Clothing
 This conversation took place between students, in the classroom before the lecturer arrived. The humor in this conversation occurred when Nanda asked Tri, seeing Tri look different then Nanda asked Tri.
Nanda : “Kate pengajian ndek endi sayy?”
Tri : “Klambiku kabeh loh jek dicuci, terpaksa gamisan”
Nanda : “Walah, ta pikir hijrah teman iki mau hahaha”
Tri : “Aminin dulu deh”
What Tri meant was that some of the clothes she used to wear to college were being washed, which is why she wore a robe to college. So, Tri looked neat and wore a robe because some of her clothes were being washed and it was a new thing for Nanda because she had never seen Tri wearing a robe to campus.
3. Students like lecturers
In a lecture, a lecturer invites a student who arrives late or after the lecture has started.
Lecturer (Speakers 1) :”Silakan masuk, Pak Dosen. Tidak biasanya bapak terlambat” 
Student (Speakers 2) : ”Maaf, Pak” (most of the students in the class laughed)
Most of the students who laugh have the same background, perception, or understanding as the lecturer as the first speaker. With the same understanding and reference association, humorous communication can run well because both the speaker and the interlocutor have understood the meaning. The late student looks like a lecturer because his appearance is like a lecturer, which supports the understanding of this communication.
4. A male student with a long hair
This conversation took place between students, in the classroom before the lecturer arrived. 
Anggra : “YaAllah sa a pikir mahasiswi sopo iki mau kok teko mburih rambut e wapik banget, habis kamu catok ta?”
Ganesa : “Engga, ini tadi rambutku habis dibuat bahan praktikum sama adek kelas jurusan kecantikan, jadie di smoothing”
This incident is due to the context that there is a student who is called a female student because her hair has been smoothed and looks very straight like a woman's hair from behind.
5. Sincerity
The conversation was conducted between students who are members of the HIMA organization, the conversation took place in the campus hall when they were preparing for an event.
Inge : “Tirainya kapan dipasang ini ?”
Viqi : “Ini anak-anak yang cowo mau nyiapin, masih diambil kainnya”
Inge : “Ayo sing lungguh-lungguh bantu dekorasi seng lain, tolong keikhlasan tenaganya.”
Lily : “Waduh, aku gadue keikhlasan tenaga eh, ada e keikhlasan doa.”
In this condition Inge asked the friends who were sitting around to help put up the other decorations, Inge used the phrase "Sincerity of labor" as a sarcastic sentence. Lily who responded to Inge's words actually already knew the meaning of Inge's words, but she deliberately answered "sincerity of prayer" only humorously to liven up the atmosphere to make it more fun.

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 
	From the explanation above, the researcher can conclude the following based on the discussion of the previous problem: 1) pragmatics is a field of linguistics that studies the external structure of language, which means how language units are used in communication; 2) conversation is an spoken conversation between two or more people; 3) the use of pragmatics in conversations made by students containing humor is very common, which can be in the form of sarcasm, teasing, and humorous flattery.
This research aims to provide suggestions for students or teachers to further explore the meaning of conversational implicature, especially the implicature of humorous conversations that often occur between students or students with teachers. By understanding conversational implicature, the interlocutor can understand the implied intent of the speech partner.
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