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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

1.1 The Background of the Study

All human beings as the social creature needs to interact and to
communicate with the others to show our experience, thought, feeling, and
uﬁormahmmus,xtmustbeammmmthntgoesasamediumorasa
bridge between one and another. Then, language becomnes the system of
thought transference. It is as invisible garments ttmt shows symbohc
expression (Sapir, 1921 :221). Hence, langunge%\wytm ortant in hur »A

ym gexnuseand it

is comnuthed to an mvest:gahon of what langmge is used for (Brown and
Yule, 1983:6). It takes a pragmatic approach which views the use of language
in communication, particularly the relationship between sentences and the
context - situation in which they are used. The idea of using Discourse
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Analysis approach is due to the analysis which is done by Mick Short in his
article in titled Discourse Analysis and the Analysis of Drama. In this article, he
shows some of Discourse Analysis theories which is used to analyze dramatic
texts. One of them is that the theory of Cooperative Principle. It gives the
idea to see King Lear from this pomt of view, too..

Discourse Analysis deals with language in context, language used by
participants and how participants construct and interpret linguistics
messages for a communicative purpose. Especially, this theory is chosen
because in a drama, the lguage used s alwaysthe contextual one whech is
used by the charactérs in the drama. From the point of view of Discourse
Analysis, a drama is a suitable material to be analyzed since it consists of
dialogues of its characters that seem to be the real conversation. So, dramatic
texts, as the scripts for a performing of pseudo conversation, can be
approached with techniques developed to analyze a real conversation.
Originally, a drama is proposed to be performed. However, when teachers
and students read a drama, they still understand it without seeing it
performed. That is whjr a drama is also an interesting object to study.

ThetheoryofﬂueCcopemhvecmdPahbaumupleom used to
eﬂpem&lly chosen because &ey }WW M‘y of how people 1se
hngmgeandﬂmbaaﬂheorymﬁimWinbomewﬁcmxmu
the “rules’ in communication. Using these rules the analysis is done.

There are lots of works on drama, but Shakespeare's works are
interesting ones among them. Shakespeare states that a drama is not a view
printed pages of dialogues for the reader, but it must be performed on the
stage (Eccles, 1965:3). King Lear is generally regarded as the greatest of all
Shakespeare’s drama. Since many criticism states that King Lear cannot be
acted on the stage, then, it is chosen to be analyzed in this thesis.
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King Lear is a slory of a king which demands the expression of
affection from his three daughters. In this dramna, the three of Lear's
daughters have misled their father to his rash judgment which contributes to
the dramatic and tragic value of this drama. This happens when Goneril,
Regan, and Edmund words violate the Cooperative Principle, and
successfully get their father's dower. While Cordelia, the faithful and loving
daughter, who adheres to the Cooperative Principle has been pursued. This
occurs when Lear's feeling is offended by Cordelia’s sincere and simple
speeches. Then, he becomes angry at the youngest daughter’s reticence, and
punishes her and then he is himself punished.

In this drama, Shakespeare combines two plots; the main and the sub
plots. The main plot is the plot concerned with the hero and the sub plot is the
other. The sub plot in this drama is about Gloucester’s story that has a close
like to the story of Lear: both men misunderstand their children, mistaking
the good for the evil, and both suffer terribly for their misunderstanding.

‘The mimm@rstandmg causes denthly trouble in those men’s hfe It

morally good because of Edmund’s iricks. ‘

Lear and Gloucester assume that the intention of someone else is
literally expressed by his words. It can mislead them, to the truth of the
utterances. From the drama, we can find how Goneril and Regan mislead his |
father by their utterances, so that Lear believes that what they say is what
they intent to. In fact, they do not. They say such a beautiful language only in



http://repository.unej.ac.id/
http://repository.unej.ac.id/

the purpose of getting Lear’s land. Then, Gloucester is of the same case;
believing Edmund who deceives Edgar to get his father’s properties.

In relation to Discourse Analysis Theory, such kind of cases happen
because some characters of the drama’s utterances violate the maxims of the
Cooperative Principle in order to mislead their addressee by adhering the
maxims of the Politeness Principle. Here, there must be certain causes that
make them do so. It is also possible that there can be some eﬁyﬁs wh:ch wﬂl
follow. e / :

The Cooperative Principle which is formulated by Grice is based on /
the fact that people try to cooperate in order to live with each other. The /y
always make conversations and then, Grice identifies them through some
maxims. Cook (1989) states that according to these principles, we interpret
language on the assumption that its sender is obeying four maxims, they are
quality maxim (be irue), quantity maxim (be brigf), relation maxim (be
relevant), and manner maxim (be clear).

However, people cannot sometimes say sincerely, relevantly, and

clearly while making convexmtmns as Gr:ce 5 inﬁenmn xn hxs Cooperatﬂe

people face. He means that people both avoxd disturbing each other’s
territory, make the other persons feel good, presumably on the assumption
that the same will be done to them (Cock, 1989:34). Therefore, the

Cooperative Principle is not enough in this case.

Sometimes people have to lie to safe their interlocutor’s face and avoid
the problem that might happen if they tell the truth. The Politeness Principle,
then is also used. It cannot be judged as another principle to be added to the
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Cooperative Principle, but as a necessary complement, which rescue the
Cooperative Principle from serious troubles (Leech, 1983:80). This theory is
very important to complete the Cooperative Principle theory (Leech,
1983:131). It is a principle of communication to maintain social equilibrium
and the friendly relation, which enable people who assume that their
interlocutors are being cooperative in the first place. So, people may adhere to
the Politeness Principle for some reasons. The two principles may be applied
differently by certain communities. This matter relates to the application of
the principles in a wide scope. Moreover, it has social-psychological
orientation. The c&temte also answer a question why people tend n use
i mlvenuomi;; aqmm iatio

A e ewne

& tiﬁﬁ'&‘l(“‘*‘"u**“'i"*‘hf‘ﬁtlQlC«t%iv& &"““*Q"—-w*"ﬁ_m‘ww;"“f-’*fh“#q
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1.3 The Scope of the Study

This thesis is focused on the analysis of the Cooperative and Politeness
Principles, especially in the case of that some of the dramatic texts which
violate the maxims of the Cooperah've. Principle by adhering the maxims of
the Politeness Principle in Shakespeare’s King Lear. The study tries to
investigate the causes of that violation and then to find out the effects.

. ; 3 '

1.4 The Purpose of the Study
In general, from the analysis it is hoped to show how a Discourse

to apply the theory of linguistics to a literary work.
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1.6 The Organization of the Study

This theéis consists of five chhpters; introduction, theoretical review,
research methodology, discussion, and conclusion. Chaptér one, introduction,
consists of the Background of the study, the problems to discuss, the scope of
the study, the purpose of the study, the importance of the study, and the
organization of the study. Chapter two is theoretical review that consists of
some related theories on the field in which the thesis works. It is divided into
four sub dupterw The Discourse Analysis theory, the conversabonal
unphatufe, the CooMahve Prmcnple, and the Pﬂhtﬂn&ss Prmcxple theory.

AR P I N S e

3 4 3 2 b
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CHAPTER 11
THEORETICAL REVIEW

2.1 Discourse Analysis Theory
In dramatic texts how a plot is built, h¢ w a character is portrayed, and

how the whole sbory from the main parts to its detail are told by meens of
language. It means that they are mainly told through language i m use which is
the main concern of Discourse Aralysis. In their Discourse Analysis, Brown
and Yule, (1983:1) said that Discourse Analysis examines ‘how humans use
language to communicate’ and in particular how to investigate what the
language is used for. It is also to examine how addresser constructs linguistic
messages for addressee and also how addressee works on linguistic messages
in order to interpret them. The addresser, the people who communicate and
the addressee, the people who interpret and the communicative context, then,
are the most important factors in the Discourse Analysis.

Brown and Yule remark that there are 3 views used in analyzing group
of words (1983:23-24). They are as ﬁoﬂm(’l) Genmas o*ct view, (2) hut
o product view, and (3) divsourse as process view. The s 1

mdependeatlyofmy mcﬁwdual speakerof&mtwlgmgu Whﬂem text as

product view, there are the producer and the receiver of sentence, or
extended texts, but the analysis concentrates solely on the pn,o;iuct, that the
‘words-on-the page’ and does not involve any consideration of how the
product is produced or how it is recaived. This view does not take account of
those principles whiéh constrain the production and those which constrain
the interpretation of | t:exts Therefore, the view in this study is tﬁe third view.

In this view we shall ¢onsider words, phrases, and sentences which appear in



http://repository.unej.ac.id/
http://repository.unej.ac.id/

the textual record of a discourse tv be evidence that are attempted by a
producer (spoken or written) to communicate his message to a receiver that
might come to comprehend the producer’s intended message on a particular
occasion; or as discourse as a process view. That is why this study wants to
dgcribe the way we use the theory of Discourse Analysis in discussing how
the readers of dramatic texts might come to comprehend intended messages.

In relation with the thing explained above, Cook (1989) states that
there are two different kinds of language as potential object for study: one
abstracted in order to teach a language or literacy, or to study how the rules
of language work, and another which is used to communicate something and
is felt to be coherent. The kind of language -language in use for
communication- is called discourse, and the study or the search for what gives
discourse coherence is Discourse Analysis (Cook, 1989:6).

Discourse may be composed one or more of well formed sentences but
it does not have to be. It can have grammatical mistakes in it. That is why
discourse analysis treats the rules of grammar as a resource, conforming to
them when it needs to, but deparhng from them when it does not (Cook,
19897) What mathrs are mt onforming to the rules

pec of subjectviy n ying a \guage
be mamngful and communmks ﬁa om *person in a wgy wluch amother
person does not the necessary knowledge to make sense of (Cook, 1989:7).

In this sub chapters, we will study how the Cooperative Prmcxpié
applied in this analysis. It is stated that Grice (1975) is one of the first attempts
to account for meaning as it develops in conversation. He distinguishes
between what a sentence means and what someone means by uttering that

sentence. Hence in the following possible dialog:
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1. (A) Did you enjoy ihe play?
(B) Well, I thought the ice creams they sold in the interval were good.
{Short, 1989:132)

It is quite apparent that (B) is saying in an indirect and therefore relatively
polite way that he did not enjoy the play, eventhough he does not actually say
s0. In ordinary language terms we might say that (B) implied that he did not
like the play eventhough he did not say so. In order to avoid confusion over
the term “imply’, which has a more technical use within philosophical logic,
Grice coins the term “implicature’ for this kind of indirect, context-determined
meaning. Hence, in the above example, (B) implicates that he did not enjoy
the play.

22 The

hnpliuumwiﬁdt

mfmmﬁmmhmeism&mawnlpﬁ:uple
which participants will be expected to observe plus a number of maxims

D

El
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which speakers will normaily obey. The general principie is called Cooperative
Principle which is presented in the following terms:

“Make your conversational contribution such as is
required, at the stage at which it occurs, by the accepted
purpose or divection of the talk exchange in which you are
engaged”. (Brown and Yule, 1983:31)

Levinson remarks Grice’s suggestion that there is a set of over-arching

assumptions guiding the conduct of conversation. These arises, it seems from
basic rational considerations and may be formulated as guidelines for the
effective and efficient use of language in conversation for further cooperative
ends (1983:101). Levinson (1983:97) points out that implicature provides some
exphcxt account of how it is pmmble to nmﬂn some gqul‘al oenae) more

WM

asmpummatﬂwywﬂbemmpm&dasdehMahﬂmﬁngofﬁmMgeb
‘Be true’ rather than as untruths intended to deceive (Cook, 1%9:31). Faor

example:

e
1T
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2) Queen Victoria was made of iron (Levinson, 1983:110)

The meaning of this kind of methaporical sentence is that since Queen
Victoria in fact lack the definitional properties of iron, she merely had some
of the incidental properties like hardness, resilience, non-flexibility or
durability (Levinson, 1983:110).

The meanings created by these violation are often social, signaling the
attitude of the sender to the receiver of the méssage, and the kind of
relationship which exists or is developing between them (Cook, 1989).

Brown and Yule (1983) quote a brief exchange proposed by Grice as an
example of the violation :

3) A: Iamoutofpetrol e |

s] Myh“ e Lt b o ] Gus® gl ad

B e T ———

""*?'pwm the Polit
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3 The Cooperative Principle
As a guideline for the efficient and effective use of language in
conversation to further coopérative ends, Grice proposes four basic maxims
of conversation or general principles underlying the efficient cooperative use
of language which is called Cooperative Principle. These principles are
expressed as follows:
Quantity Maxim: Give the right amount of information:
¢ Make your contribution as informative as is required.
¢ Do not make yoﬁr contribution more informative than is required.
Quality Maxim: Try to mxake your contribution one that is true.
¢ Do not say what you believe to be false.
¢ Do not say that for which you lack adequate evidence.
Relation Maxim: Be relevant
Manner Maxim: Be perspicuous
» Avoid obscurity of expression.
¢ Avoid ambiguity v
 Be brief (avoid ssary prolixity).

a entio NOLTY -yoBeyed A
conversahon wﬂl not foﬂmv the patbem they do tfevery aﬁbement made has |
assumed to be false. So, people expect th;nt the people one is talking to are
telling the truth. It is the violation of these conventions which Grice suggests
is the basis for the ﬂexibility of the message that can be conveyed by the
means of a single sentence (Kempson, 1977:69).

However, maxims are not as strongly regulative as grammatical rules,

therefore they are quite violated. Grice states that a participant in a talk
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exchange may fail to fulfill a maxim in various ways, which include the

following:

¢ A speaker may unostentiously violate a maxim; this accounts for lies and
deceits.

¢ He may opt out of the Cooperative Principle, as, for example, members of
| government do when they refuse to answer questions on the ground that
| the information required is classified,
¢ He may be faced with a clash, and will have therefore to break one maxim

or another,

ﬂ ¢ He may ostentatiously flout a maxim, so that 1tiswarentbol'us
mterlocuhou (Short, 1909-.151)

m\porlnme of the qtnlityiy mnxim for mﬁve
measured by the number of expression we use to indicate ﬂntwkntwem

saying may not totally accurate. Broadly speaking, there are times where the
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quality maxim by saying éomething which is truly false in context. For
example:
4) You are the cream in my coffee. (Kempson, 1977:70)

Sentence (4) is a metaphorical remark which is a falsity. The sentence
will leave the hearer with the task of inferring non-literal aspect of meaning
the speaker intends to convey. Then, if the hearer rejects the intended
meaning of the speaker by violating the quality maxim, then the resulting
utterance will naturally be read as a false one.

2.3.2 The Quantity Maxim
Thwmaﬂm relam'm the qumnty of

ere 1975*45) It p

i W
"‘u"&-l..» B —— mk@'mvﬂ‘”“

One wﬂl infer that kﬂm has many (nathnndmd as it is literally
stated). That is the implicature of sentence (6) However, the sentence will be
a lie if the listener does not mfer it so. Smce, in fact, John has many friends not

hundreds. This sentence is undoubtedly violates the quantity maxim
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(especially in make your contribution as informative as is required) in a
purpose.Inthiscase,itisaﬁgureofspeechtosh'engﬂ\entlmlanguageuse.

2.3.3 The Relation Maxim

Under the category of Relation there is a single maxim namely “be
relevant”. Grice (1975:46) states that through the maxim itself is terse its
formulation conceals a number of problems: questions about what different
kindsmdfocusesofmlaﬁon&mmybe,lwwﬁneseslﬁftin&uecmrseofa
talkexchange,howtoaﬂowforthefact&utsubjectofconvemaﬁonue
legi&nuhelychmge,mdsomFurﬂuer,inmderhocoopemhewiﬂwomeone
else, one says something in a conversation a relevant utterance to what is

Mhm(bem-at)mammﬂmﬁedmnhh&e
upechmofmhhonmnbefoundwbmmﬂ\enuddleofopedu’s talk they
myﬂnx}phke”%by&umy’mdgombmhonmpommny
unconnected information during a conversation (Yule, 1996:38). Here, the
speakeralsoseemshouseexﬁmeﬁonlike'myway’or'weumyway’,bo
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indicabe&mttheymywanthochangethewpicof&\eomwersaﬁommuse
of the markers act as hedges on their expectation of relation (Yule, 1996:38).

2.3.4 The Manner Maxim
Theawamnessof&\enmmernmximmyleadspeakerwproduce&\e

utterance which is expected by this maxim: Avoid obscurity, avoid ambiguity, be
bﬁe];andbewdcrly.ﬁere,&\eepeakerwmm&mirhearerjud@eﬁ\emwbe
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2.4 The Politeness Principle

The term ’politeness’ in an interaction can be defined as the means
employed to show awareness of another person’s face (Yule, 1996:6). Within
an interaction, however, there is more narrowly specified type of politeness
within a particular culture. The politeness is basic to the production of social
order, and a precondition of human cooperation.

In addition to their status as universal principles of human interaction,
politeness phenomena by their nature are reflected in language. Societies
everywhere, no matter what their degree of isolation or their socioeconomic
complexity, show these some principles at work; yet what counts as polite
may differ from group to group, from situation to situation, or from
individual to individual (Brown, Pand S. C. Levinson, 1989: xiii).

In fact, the Politeness and Cooperative Principles are often in conflict
with each other. It can be seen that politeness and truth are often mutually
incompatible and so are politeness and brevity (Cook, 1989:33). Therefore .
s0Meone must aware in using these two principles. For examples:

9 (A) Mathematics is very difficult.

(B) It is true, but the Arithmetic is guite easy.
B should be considered to be impolite if he says the truth, that he has no
pmblem in studying nat 5 e el i "

The approach needs mother principle that is Pohﬁ#us Principle. It,
as Cooperative Prihd;;le, has some maxims. They are tact, generosity,
approbation, modesty, agreement, and sympathy maxims. This approach
involves two conversation participant ,: self and other. Self is the addresser
and other is the addressee and the one being the object of their conversations

(Leech, 1983:131).
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Before further talking about those six maxims, it is important to talk
about the form of utterance which is used to express those six maxims. The
form of utterances are. impositive, commisive, expressive, and assertive
(Leech, 1983:105). Commisive utterance is the utterance that functions to
express promise and offering. Impositive utterance is the utterance functions
to express order or command. Expressive utterance is the utterance functions
to express speaker feeling toward a certain condition. Assertive utterance is
the utterance functions to express the truth of the proposition being speak out
by the speaker (Wijana, 1996:55). Finally, each maxim of the Politeness
Principle will be described in the following sub chapters.

2.4.1 The Tact Maxim

The tact maxim can be examined in impositive and commisive
utterances. This maxim suggests us to minimize cost to other and maximize
benefit to other (Leech, 1983:107). The following utterance will show the
degree of politeness which different another. They are as follows:

10) Answer the phone! (lmpqhte)
11) Wall you answer the phone?
12) Can you answer the phone? .
13) Would you mind answmmg the phone? (polite) (Leech, 1983:107)

~ In this case, it can be said tfut the kmw one’s utterances the stronger
one’s intention to be more polite to his addressee. In addlhon, the indirect
utterance is considered more polite compared to the direct utterance. In this
case, giving order or command in question utterance is more polite than in
imperative form. In line with this idea, Yule states that the imperative form is
a kind of approach to address the other as a meaning of expressing our needs.

(see sent. 10) 'I'hls kind of sentence is known as ‘bald on record’ (Yule, 1996:63).
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The bald on record forms may be followed by expressions like ‘please’ and
‘would you’ which serve to soften the demand and are called ‘mitigating
devices’. For example: Give me the salt please?

If the speaker has tried to maximize the benefit of the addressee, he
must maximize cost for himself, not vice versa. This phenomenon is called
Pragmatic Paradox (Wijana, 1996:57). For examples:

14) (A) Let me carry your bag?
(B) No thanks. 1 can do it myself.
15. (A) Let me carry your bag?
(B) OK, You are my good friend.
The 1st pairs of utterance shows that both of the participants apply the tact
maxim or pragmatic paradox. While, in the secqnd only the addresser applies

the tact maxim.

2.4.2 The Generosity Maxim
It is applied in commisive and impositi\'re utterances. The bilateral

aspect of 1mpos:hve and commisive means that in pmchce, there is little need

the generosity maxim. For |

16) You can lend me your car (impolit

17) I can lend you may car,
18) Yoﬁ must come and have dinner with us. |
19) We must come and have dinner iuith you. (impolite) (Leech, 1983:133)

The offer (17) and invitation (18) are presumed to be polite for two
reasons. Firstly they imply benefit to other, and secoﬁd]y they imply cost to
self. But in (16) and (19), the relation between self and other is reversed. On the

other hand, sometimes the illocution is such that the tact maxim alone is
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relevant: a piece of advice such as “Yonu can get them for less than half the price at
the market” (Leech, 1983:134) is meant to be beneficial to other, but does not

imply any cost to self apart from the verbal effort in giving the advice itself.

Sometimes, the generosity maxim appears to apply without the tact
maxim, for example: a request for a second helping is slightly more polite if
other’s role as potential benefactor is surprised: “Could I have some more X?.
Marginally still greater politeness s achieved if reference is omitted to self as
beneficiary:” Is there some more X?” (Leech, 1983:134)

2.4.3 The Approbation Maxim

On the contrary to the tact and generosity maxim, approbation maxim
is expressed by the expressive and assertive sentences. By using the
expressive and assertive sentences, it is clear that addresser should be polite
not only in commanding and offering something but also in expressing his
feeling and thoughts. An unflattering subtitle for the approbation maxim
would be ‘the Flattery Maxz’m’ but the term ﬂatheiy is generally reserved for

insincere aPProbnhon In xt:s more unportance negnuve lspect, this maxim
oay*a vond gayl“g : , f o i

The approbahon mim dnmnnds eVery addreom to mlmmize puise o
other and minimize djspmse to other (Leech, 1983:135). For example:
20) (A) Her performance was outstanding!

(B) Yes, wasn’t it. .
21) (A) Your performance was outstanding!

(B) Yes, wasn’tit. (Leech, 1983:135)
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The addresser in sentences (20 and 21) tries to maximize praise to
other. The addressee (B) in sentence (20) tries to obey the paradox pragmatics
by minimize praise to self. In contrast, the addressee (B) in sentence (21) is
impolite by violating the approbation maxim. Further, this theory can be
applied to make statement, such as:

22) Your skirt is black.
This sentence is considered impolite, then, when we apply approbation

maxim we must soften the sentence, so it will be polite (Wijana, 1996:58), such

as:

23) Your skirt is rather dark.

2.4.4 The Modesty Maxim

Modesty maxim is also expressed by expressive and assertive sentence.
If generosity maxim focuses on others, modesty maxim, on the other hands,
focuses on self. This maxim demands every addresser to maximize dispraise
to self and minimize praise to self. (Leech, 1983:136). For example:
24) (A) They were so kind to us.

(B) Yes they were, weren’t they?

25) (A) You were o kind to us.

" (B) Yes, I was, wasn’t I7 ~(Leech, 1983:136)

The sentences (24) obeys the Politeness Principle since (A) praises to
others and the respond (B) also does so. However, sentence (25) does not
obeys the Politeness Principle since (B) maximize praise to self. The correct
response of such utterance should minimize praise to self and maximize
dispraise to self (Wijana, 1996:59), such as:

26) (A) You were so kind to us.

(B) Oh, It’s nothing.
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2.4.5 The Agreement Maxim

As it is stated before approbation and generosity maxims use to
expressed by expressive and assertive sentences. The agreement maxim rules
that every addresser and addressee to maximize agreement between them
and minimize disagreement between them (Leech, 1983:132). Yule (1996:60)
says that politeness is a fixed concept. It means that the concept is agreed by
the member of culture in which it is used. So, to build a polite interaction
‘agreement’ is one of important factors to be considered. To be clear, examine
the examples below:

27) (A) English 1s a difficult language to leamn.
(B) True, but the grammar is quite €asy.
28) (A) English 1s a difficult language to learn.

(B) No, it is not.

The respond (B) in sentence (27) is more polite compared to the
respond (B) in sentence (28). This is because the respond in sentence (28)
maximize disagreement with addresser(Leech, 1983:138). In this case, it does
not mean the addresser and addressee shonld agree m whatever said in the
conversation. Thay m uw artial disagreer (Wijane 1996:60). For
example

(B) Yes, but that ﬁmguage 18 not easy to be understmd
Sentence (29) sounds more polite because the disagreement is not

totally expressed but partially. It means the addresser can maximize his

disagreement by saying ‘yes’ but stating the truth implicitly after that.



http://repository.unej.ac.id/
http://repository.unej.ac.id/

B R T I e W PN NP 2oy el S B S M A L B i - e ST e B SR I Tt >
s el S i e B e - e e i

24

2.4.6 The Sympathy Maxim

In a social interaction, there are what we call internal factors of
politeness, such as degree of friendliness, which are often negotiated during
an interaction (Yule, 1996:59). Then, sympathy is one of the internal factors
since it comes from the participants. In line with the agreement maxim, the
sympathy maxim is also expressed by expressive and assertive sentences.
This maxim rules every addresser and addressee to maximize sympathy and
minimize antipathy between self and other (Leech, 1983:132). For examples:
30) I am terribly sorry to hear about your cat.

31) I am delighted to hear about your cat. (Leech, 1983:139)

Both of sentence is applying the sympathy maxim. Such is the power of
the sympathy maxim is shown in (30) without further information we will
interpret it as a condolence, an expression of sympathy for misfortune and the
second sentence (31) as a congratulation when the meaning is that the cat is
winning of a price in the cat-show. Here, the addresses usually use the

utterances such as’congratulation’ or ‘sorry’ to express his sympathy.
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CHATTER 11
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

The process of collecting data is very meaningful for the sake of
organizing the thesis. It is necessary to contribute a particular methodology of
research as a sequence of systematic efforts which are done by operating |
some lechniques or instruments, Methods or that scientific effort will
facilitate the running of the activities. Research as one of the highest activities
ot umvermtv may be defined as the systematic and objective anﬁﬂa and
;emrdmg of controlled obmat;on that may lead to the de 3 pumt m
5 (aeog, 1981:16). The o&m-men&@ f
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3.1 Type of Research

In this thesis the data or theories which are quoted directly or
indirectly are taken from some books are quite significant. It means that
theory can help or to develop the science itself. The data and the theories
which are collected from the library, so this thesis is belong to the library

research.

3.2 Type of Data

communicated. Sometimes what happens also can be the reverse. A
participant violates a maxim and the writer finds out what they actually
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means that theory can help or to develop the science itself. The data and the
theories are collected from the librrary.

In doing the analysis, first of all the writer sees the whole discourses
and tries to find out which of the sppeeches are intended, consciously or not, to
mislead King Lear and Gloucesterr. Then, the writer will try to see how the
misleading idea is communicated.. Sometimes what happens also can be the
reverse. A participant violates a maxim and the writer finds out what they
actually want to meant by doing s0. ‘

¥ ; i i y Shi o _ L e
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3.5 Hypothesis

Hypothesis may be proved true or false in a study. However, it can
focus the research and discussion on its target. That is why the study
formulates the hypothesis as follows: .
1. Some characters (Goneril, Regan, and Edmund) violate the Cooperative

Principle in order to mislead their addressee (King Lear and Gloucester)

in getting their dower by adhering the Politeness Principle,
2. The result of their violation is King Lear and Gloucester hmre been tricked
by thdr own daughm and son, ﬁnaﬁy thgy ﬁstmderstand what their

« .cufcwes-.«wuv«m:tv"vvwwwvw«r@ﬂrvmtw#%%“‘cwvwm‘tm
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CHAPTER IV
DATA DESCRIPTION AND ANALYSIS

This chapter tries to analyze some data using Discourse Anéxlysis
theory. Further, the analysis is directed to determine the causes and effects of
violation in Shakespeare’s King Lear according to the Grice’s Cocperative
Principle and Leech’s Politeness Principle. The analysis of data will be
divided into two sub chapters, that is the causes of violaﬁng the Grice’s
Cooperative principle by a&ering the Leech’s Pohhem Prinmple and the

irmm of temry cdres of sm)

Which of you shall doth love us most.

That we our largest bounty may extend.

Where the nature doth with merit challenge. Gonerll,
Our eldest born, speak first.

29
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3. Lear

The converszton occurs at the time King Lea'r gﬂs”‘h:s yr. Mise
daughters by sayiny “which of you shall doth love ,gas most hat
bounty may e*nu . The mltences state his in '"

giVing' her one third part of his kingdom.
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Sir,  :\ove you more than word can wield the matter;
Dearcr than eye sight, space, and liberty;

Beyond what car be valued, rich or rare,

No less than life, with grace, health, beauty, honor;
As much as child e’er loved, or father found,

A love that makes breath poor, and speech unable.
Beyond all manner of so much | love you,

Of all these bounds, even from this line to this,
With shadowy forests, and with champains riched,
With r anteous rivers and wide-skirted meads,

We micike thee iady.

3,_.\“
Rk
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At the end, the conclusion is that Goneril violates the quality maxim
(be true) by lyisiy; and obeying the approbation maxim (minimize dispraise of
other and maximize praise of other) to flatter King Lear. This results lies and

deceits. Being flattered, King Lear thinks that Goneril is a sincere and faithful
daughter.

2. King Lear — Regan act 1, scene i: 67-81

4 [ear What says our second daughter,
_ Our dearest Regan, wife of Cornwall?
5 5. Regan i am made of that self mettle a my sister,
| Aw Pprize me at her worth, In my truth heart

true) by mampu.lahng her exprmian of tior to*I(mg
show that Goneril’; love is too small compared to her.
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the modesty 'y (minimize Praises of self and Mmaximize praise to other)
by giving sc muct, praises to King Lear in order to win her father's Jove, Sha
states that only thiug that make her happy is to make her father happy, as it ig
showrg iIn “And fine [ 2 glone felicitate in your degy highnees’ love”
application of the modesty maxim (minimize praises of self and maximize

) A,
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7. Leai

8. Cordelia
9. lear

10. Cordelia
11. Lear
12. Cordelia

13. Lear

14. Cordelia

R,
LA

AR
v \,u ;

expression of love for Ki
daughter, to do the same as her sisters have done before. Unfo ta
Cordelia thinks ditferently. She wants to say her feeling as it is r‘e&ll’y.

3. King Lear — Cordelia actl, scene i: 83-1209

- ——— Now our joy

Although our last and least; to whose young love
The vines of France and milk of Burgundy
Strive to be interest; what can you say to draw
A third more opulent than your sisters? Speak
Mothing. My lord.

Nothing?

Nothing.

Nothing will come nothing. Speak again.
Unhappy than | am, | cannot heave

My heart into my mouth. | fove your Majesty
According to my bond, no more no less.

How, how, Cordelia? Mend your speech a Mo Lest

you may mar your fortunes.
Good my lord,

Y

. X
Py L4

ng Lear. King Lear wants Cordelia, th
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shows that he is disgusted to
“How, how CorddnJMmd
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4. Gloucester - Edmund Act1, scene ii: 26-44

20. Gloucester —-Upon the gad? Edmund, how now?‘What news?
21. Edmund  So please your lordship, none.

22. Gloucester Why so eamestly seek you to put up that letter?
23. Edmund | know no news, my lord.

2%. Gloucester What paper you were reading?

25. Edmunc¢  Nothing, my lord.

25. Gloucesic: No? What needed then that terrible dispatch of it into your
pocket? The quality of nothing had not such need to hide
itself. Let's see. Come, if it be nothing, | shall not need
spectacies.

27. Edmund i beseech you, sir, pardon me. It is a letter from my brother
that | havz not all o’erread and for so much as | have
perused. | find it not fit for our o’erlooking.

28. Gloucester Give me the letter, sir.

28. Edmund | shall

30. Glouceste, Let's

truth in ”mmmesﬂy“mk_ww to put up that Ietter “. In this
ohsys the manner maxim (be clear) in which he corrects hmp
question, but the purpose is still the same. And, Edmund reply ﬁenwns the
same as he did before, he violates the quality maxim (be true) and at the same

IR
R e R R i R L T o

g Lo B
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This situation ;
i tuation is actually an artificia] one for Edmund has arranged ¢
AU on : 4 y o a
FUPOS, er beginning his tricks by violating the : ali
, quality
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shall offend, eith + to detmin or give it”, Whereas actually he really wants his
father to read it. 'then, being very curious, Gloucester asks him for the letter

by obeying the quantity maxim (be brief), which reflects his curiosity by

knowing the content of the letter, “Let see, let see”.

Finally, we can conclude by violating the quality maxim (be true)

Edmund wants to mislead his father feeling toward his legitimate son, Edgar.

Then, by obeying e approbation maxim (minimize dispraise of other and
 Mmaximize praise of uther) BEdmund wants to win his father’s love by praising

his father’s a Iot end to make his father believes him asa truthful son.

5. Burmund. T
' but inresp

36. Giluucester  Itis his.

37. Edmund It is his hand, my lord; but | hope his tmart is rm in the
contents.
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This corversation is still between Gloucester and Edmuna. The first
dialogue is uttered by Edmund who lies by violating the quality maxim (be

true) in “Thopc. [ my brother’s justification, he wrote this but as an essay or taste

of my virtue”, because it is not Edgar’s handwriting but as an essay Edmund’s
| hitnself. Then, he hands the letter to his father.

| As soon as Glcucester receives the letter, he reads aloud and what
E comes out from his mouth is trial to obey the relation mmdm'(bé relevant), as
| in “Hum! Conspiracy? ‘Sleep till 1 wake him, you should enjoy  half his revenue.
My son .\lvar! Had he a hund to amte this? A hsart and lwim to breed it in? When

came you to t!:s? Who brouj:t ;@;?" Here, he &mm bnng o "that he ha&imd

o
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Here, Edmund’s trick has overcome the honest stupidity of his fathor. That is
why at last he says " 15 his”.

Tire fathor replies have given Edmund a chance to perfect the dialogue
by stressing that ttc letter is of Edgar's handwriting in “It 1s his hand, my lord;
but [ hope s irzart i< not i the contents.” Whatever he intends to say, he is
violating the quality inaxim (be true) since his words are not true at all.

At last, from the ialogues, we know that Edmund kah his lying is
violating the quality maxim (be true) is not only evd hlmmlt butthe cause of

evil in others, ihat is Gloucester, whom he ccmtamma% wx-t;h

son, Edgar.

> »

4.2 The mef v‘_

g the Grice’s C

6. King Lear - Goneril act ii,

38. Lear  Persuade me rather to be a slave and sun
To this detested groom.

39. Goneril At your choice, sir.

41. Lear | prithee daughter, do not make me mad.

o R e e g e e S T
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| will not trouble thee, my child; farewell.

We'll no more meet, no more see one another,
But yet thou art my flesh, my blood, my daughter,
Or rather a disease that’s in my flesh,

Which | must needs call mine. Thou art a boll,

A plague sore, or embossed carbuncle

In my corrupted blood. But I'll not chide thee.

Let shame come when it will, | do not call it.

| do not bid the thunder-bearer shoot, Nor tell tales of thee
to high judging Jove.

Mend when thou canst, be betier at thy leisure;

In the dialog, the conversation occurs between King Lear and Goneril.

Goneril's answer in “At your choice, sir” obeys the tact maxim (minimize cost
#- otfier and muximize Meﬁt to other), and viola quantit m (

them by beggmg her, which is of course agamst his pnde as her father.
The condition is difficult for the king now. However, he states

something which adheres to the generosity maxim (minimize bencfit to self
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and maxiimize cost to self) in “I will not trouble thee, my child; farewell”, Tt
mears, he has promised not to bother Goneril in taking care of him as his
daughter. He is trying to burden himself, while he gives Goneril the freedom
from her duty (take care of him). Then, King Lear violates the quantity
maxim (be brief) when he utters the unnecessary truth about his relationship
with Goneril in “We’ll no more meet, no more see one another, but yet thou art my
flesh, my blood, my daughter, or rather @ disease that's in my flesh”. Here, King
Lear explains his feeling to Goneril in such a way by repeating a great
number of information by those repetition are functioned to express that he
regrets to have Gonenl as lus daughter, who has betrayed hnn wﬂ:h her xdm

(e WWM M»mrm; rovide
For your fit welcome. Give ear, sir, to my sister'
For those that mingle reason with your passion
Must be content to think you old, and so—
But she knows what she does.
43. Lear Is this well spoken?

44. Regan | dare avouch it, sir. What, fifty followers?
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Speak ‘gainst so great a number? How in one house

Should many people, under two commands.

Hold amity? ‘Tis hard, almost impossible.

| The dialog above shows that King Lear which is rejected by Goneril

goes t¢ Regan palace. He seeks for Regan’s sympathy to support and invite

him to stay in her palace. |
Seieally, Regan has the same attitude with Goneril that is rejecting his

| father und his knights. Regan, feeling dislike to what her father is saying,

violates the quanti'y maxim (be brief) in saying “Not alwgether' so”. Here,
indirectly she wants her father knows her disagreament ’bﬁtt Mm same m
she waiits to soften the disagreement as minimal as possi

sPeakmg such an uttemnce, and hopes that she tries to corre
Then, he obeys the agreement maxim (minimize disagreement bets

and other and maximize agreement between self), in order to seek Regm’ s
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explanation about her speach to him. Here, King Lear still wants to minimize

the conflict between him and Regan. [ere, he thinks that Regan is ¢till one of
his beloved daughters and Regan will love him as she has beon uttered

before. On the other hand, Regan really means to what she said bv saying in

“I darc wovuch it, sir”, In this case, Regan adheres to the quantity siaxim (be
brief) to make King Lear returns to Goneril and reduce his knights.

To conclude, King lear also feels that Regan has b&uayed him
whenever she rej is King Lear with his kmghts to stay m;m p&luee | Regan

f‘Q
e il o e S e T

1e ffisdetr t!utGonen

I o O

for the monarch'«. cake itself. They want to warn thexrﬁ-‘fau

by carrying many I.nights. Goneril violates the quality maxim (be true) m,
“Wiy mught not you, my lord, i cceive allendance from those thal she cal!s servants,
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or from mine ?” by offering her servants to his father insincerely. It means she
tries to adhere to the generosity maxim ( minimize benefit to self and
maximize cost to self) in offering her or Regan’s servants to be bartered with

his father’s knights. The generosity lies in the Goneril’s offering to her father.

In this case, she maximizes cost and minimize benefit to herself by ordering

her servants to s2tv. King Lear.

Regan sitpports Goneril's idea in saying “Why might not you, my lord,

recerve attendance ~cr: those that she calls servants, or from mine., them," violates

the quality maxim (be true) in making some predictions to influence her i
fatl&r’.s rninde&e lm rathc,nm &mnge lue mind She also womes about h:s

H«e.mzmmmmwmmmmmmmwwofm gl v e
knights that he is powerless king now.

e e
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From this data, the conclusion is that both of Regan and Goneril
cooperate each other in violating, the quality maxim (be true) and adhering to
the generosity maxim ( minimize benefit to self and maximize cost to so of),
sympathy maxim (minimize antipathy batween self arid other and maximize
syinpathy between sell aud other), and the quantity maxim (be brief) in
reducing b~ father knights. Mecanwhile, King Lear starts to obey their rules
and adheres to the quantity maxim (be brief) to seek for Regan's sympathy.

9. King Lear -- Goneril —Regan ~ act1l, scene iv: 255-283
48. Lear (w_ Gom) il 90 with thee.

both of his daughter«; undemune his authcmty by reducxng tus kmgh&s e, i el
Being betvaved. King Lear adheres to the sympathy maxim (minimizoe '

antipathy betweern scif and other and maximize sympathy be,twéen self and

4
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other) in, “I’ll go wi* thee” in order to make his daughters realize that he still
has power. However, Goneril and Regan violate the relation maxim (be
relevant) and thev «dhere to the tact maxim (minimize cost t0 other and
maximizes berefit (v other). By violating the relation mexim (be relevant) ;
they ask their father 2 question that must be answered rationally if he were in
their position. She wants him to think if there were two authorities run in his
kingdom. Here, boih of them try te give hints to make him understand their
posxhous in their lunds, if they also must have to keep the king’s kunights. It

means it indirectly indicates that they are disagree if the king keeps his
knights. By giving a chance to King Lear to answer the quashons w1th hxi

ow 1 reasoning, Goneril and Regan hopes that Ki
mnds ton they nge to Mn i

WMch scarcely keeps the warm. am ue ne e B a
You heavens, give me that patience, p’hmwl naed. v St
You see me here, you gads, a poor oldman, e
As full of grief as age, wretched in both.

if it be you that stirs in these daughter’ hearts

e
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Against their father, fool me not so much

To bear it tarnely, touch me with noble ange:r,
| have my revenge on you both

That all the word shall - | will do such things-
The terrors ot the earth. You think Il weep.
No, 'l weep.

I'have full cause of weeping, but this heart
Shall break into a hundred thousand flaws
Or ere I'll weep. O fool, shall | go mad!

The conversation above shows that the king gels angry when he
| realizes what actually their daughters want to. All of these utherances 1is the
' expression of ng me’ s anﬁ"wthfs dat, hters. It ' |

84. Coidleha

55‘ ! 2 /-,r ¢ % = g . i 2 fy
I shc Jad e'en m with pity To see anaﬂwer thus L hi g
| I kncw not what io say. " |
56. Cordefia O leok upon me, sir. And hold your hand in benedlct!on o'erme. ¥
You must not kneel _ b
2
s AP S S N D R A A o S
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57. Lear Pray do not mo-k me. | am a very foolish fond old man.
I am very | am not in my perfect mind. Do not laugh at me,
For as | am a man, | think this lady.
To be my child Cordelia.
98. Cordelia And so | am, | am.
59. Lear Be your tears wet? Yes, faith. | pray, weep not.
If you have poison for me, | will drink it. "
| kncv. you do not love me: for your sisters
Hav:, »s | do remember, done me wrong.

You have some cause, they have not.
60. Cordelia No Cause, no cause. ‘

This data is “hout King Lear's regret.

to her. King Lear sti believes that he only e
Y ¥ T g i . A8

elia et . hard lo convince

& SR oo SR ‘$;;~3§'za“ aw:; g

King Lear’s regrot with Cordelia for his erutiis
Lear violates the quality maxim (ve true), or he only
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already ftorgotter: tha past. Here, Cordelia adheres to the tact maxim
(minimize praises of self and maxiimize dispraise of self) by ordering hiin not
to degrade himself to her.

To conciude, Cordelia still adheres to the manner maxim (be clear) and
tact ©:axim (minimize praises of sell and maximize dispraise of self, to
express her love and sincerity to King Lear. While King Lear violates tie
quality muxim (be true) and adheres to the modesty maxim (minimize
praises of seif and maximize dispraise of self) in order to make sure thet the

woman he me- s is his real and beloved daughter, Cordelia.

62. Glouceste
63. King Lear

The wren goes to't and the small gxlded ﬂy Does lecher in
my sight. Let's copulation thrive; for Gloucester's hastard son.
Wae kinder to his father than my daughters.

” 3 & 3 = d W % W % &y
W A S 4 ] $ 3 L L L s o e TR TR & i AL e S A'.i & l’& ¥ ;
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ot tween the lawful sheets. There hell, there's darkness
Theiz is the sulphurous pit; burning, scalding, stench,
canwumption.

64. Gloucester 0O, =i me kiss that hand.

| 65. King Lear  Let me wipe it first: it smells of mortality.

The corersation shows how both King Lear and Gloucester

seems o be suffering, and regret for what they have ever done. King Lear

adheres to the quality maxim (be true) in ”Ha! Goneri! with a white beo~d? "They
| flattered me like a dog, and told me | had the white hairs in my beard ere the black
ones were there”. He says that Goneril, in the past, always flatier him with a

beauhfnb Ianguage M now, he feels that all of Gcmenl’s s

heartles < that C Uv'eha reiaﬁv@fy éﬁeht a‘na t}mefore Bl Toves
him and succors him. Gloucester who also misunderstands the true natuie of

his two sons and pays wilh his eyes,
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CHAPTER V

; CONCLUSION

After analyzing the data, this study concludes the cause and effect of
the violation of Grice’s Cooperative Principle in the drama. The study finds
that the main cause of the violation of the Cooperative Principle in the drama
is the intention to flatter the interlocutor by saying lies and deceits. This is
especially done by violating the quality maxim (be true). There must be |
certain ambitions which will be intended by the address

Mmmtmmmmmm&om
: that to achieve a certain goal in conversation, one sometimes has to violate

3
]
|
j
|
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more than one maxims of &uCoopen&vePrinciple.Formtpb,ﬁ.nppmt
a lie (as the result of violating the quality maxim (be true) ) can also violate

4

*
-Mll

- & (be brief). Ve, A
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