
Chapter 5 Conclusion 

 The present study analyzes the language uses of Waiting for Godot from the 

pragmatic point of view, and proposes the persistence principle and a model of literary 

interpretation to illustrate how pragmatics is manipulated in literature reading. Waiting 

for Godot is one of the most famous absurd plays, in which the form and content are 

coordinated to convey the theme of absurdity. The settings, actions, and language uses 

are all against the convention of traditional plays. Therefore, the conversations of 

Waiting for Godot are filled with disordered, chaotic, and incoherent exchanges, 

which make the dialogues nearly incomprehensible, and finally turn out to be the 

effect of absurdity. The effect of absurdity is thus a result of violation of pragmatic 

principles.  

The present study identifies the unusual language uses, categorizes them in terms 

of the violated pragmatic principles, calculate the violation cases, and offer 

explanation from the pragmatic point of view. The violation cases are divided into the 

following categories: the first is the flouting of cooperative principle and its maxims, 

which contains the flouting of the maxim of quantity, relation, and manner. The 

second type is the violation of speech act theory. The most dominant one is the 

flouting of the maxim of relation (106 cases among 2701 units), which is the main 

reason to make the conversations disordered and incoherent. It is also Samuel 



Beckett’s major strategy to construct the dramatic effect of absurdity, and probably the 

core of absurdity. The second dominant one is the violation of speech act theory, 

which concerns mainly about the mismatch between the characters’ verbal and 

non-verbal behavior. Although the number of the violation cases of this type is not 

impressive (14 cases among 2701 units), the quality is. Other types of violation cases 

are relatively insignificant, but they still contribute to the construction of the effect of 

absurdity. 

After analyzing the language use of the absurd play, the researcher finds one 

question is left unresolved: why and how could the readers/audiences still understand 

the play? Though the conversations of Waiting for Godot are full of violations of 

pragmatic principles, people seem not to have problem in understanding and 

interpreting the play. It indicates that literary reading is quite from daily 

communication, in which both the speaker and hearer cooperate to reach to an agreed 

conclusion. In the field of literary critics, the author’s opinion about his own text is 

not important. What matters is how the readers interpret the text. However, not much 

attention from the field of pragmatics is paid to literary interpretation, and the 

pragmatic principles are not able to offer satisfying explanation to how people 

interpret literary work. Thus, the present study proposes the persistence principle and 

two extent conditions to illustrate why and how the readers search for the meaning. In 



addition, a model of literary interpretation is established to demonstrate the 

differences between daily communication and literary interpretation. 

There is one controversial point of this study: the identification of the violation 

cases, especially the flouting of the maxim of relation. As Sperber and Wilson indicate, 

the degree of relevance of an utterance is thus counted through the effect an utterance 

brings to the context and the effort which the processing requires. The more the 

contextual effect is, the more relevant the utterance is. The less the effort is required, 

the more relevant the utterance is (Sperber and Wilson, 1986). However, there is no 

concrete standard for us to measure the contextual effect and the processing effort. 

The relevance between utterances thus would be different to different people, making 

the identification of the violation cases difficult and controversial.  

The present study tries to establish a bridge between linguistics and literature. 

Both literature and daily communication belong to human language use, and we 

expect that pragmatics could be applied to the analysis of the two. Plays are just one 

branch of literature, and we expect pragmatics reach to novels and poems as well. 

Also, we do believe that phonology, syntax, and semantics could be applied to the 

analysis of literary works. The connection between linguistics and literature is worth 

more attention and further study. 

 
 


