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Abstract 

The study, a pragmatic analysis of the language of cooperative principle in interviews in the Guardian 

newspaper was designed to determine the applicability of Grice’s (1975) cooperative principles on media 

interview with the prime focus of identifying instances of observance and non-observance of the maxims, 

and to particularly find out if participants flout, violate, infringe, suspend or opt out of the maxims. Data for 

analysis was collected from The Guardian published in February, March, April, May, November and 

December 2017. The study finds that there are both cases of observance and non-observance of the Grice 

(1975) conversational maxims; that the cases of maxims’ flouting are more recurrent than those of violation 

in the interview data analysed; and there are no cases of infringement, suspension and opting out. Also, in a 

single discourse contribution, an interlocutor can flout or violate more than one conversational maxim. 

Based on the findings of the study, the researcher reaches the conclusion that since there is no case of 

maxim infringement, the discourse participants are competent, however, interviewees often fail to cooperate 

with their interviewers by either deviating or concealing the required information that are meant to answer 

certain questions with a view to in most cases, generate an implicature by giving responses that would 

imply their opinion on the matter that is being discussed and in some case mislead media personnel and the 

general public who constitute their audience.  

Key Words: Cooperative principles, conversational implicature, Grice maxims, maxims of conversation, 

media discourse, media interviews, interviewers, interviewees. 

 

Introduction 

Language is the most important 

phenomenon that has affected and shaped all 

activities in the human world. Whatever 

achievement that has been made by human beings 

has only been possible with language as a 

facilitating factor. Omachonu (2011) remarked 

that language is so vital to human existence that 

there is hardly any situation or human function 

where language is not required. Language 

therefore, is the tangible manifestation of human 

thoughts, through an outward expression of 

man’s feelings and ideas, etc, in a communicative 

situation. In this way, communication is 

understood to be the primary or main essence of 

human language.  

As an instrument of thought which gives 

clear and vivid meaning to human expressions for 

the purpose of interaction (communication), the 

human language achieves its communicative 

essence when users are able to establish common 

ties (shared knowledge) between the participants 

in a communicative event. This can only be 

achieved through appropriate use of words within 

a clearly established context. The implication is 

that, establishing shared meaning which is the 

objective of communication is not just attained by 

a speaker when he/she speaks language correctly 

in terms of his grammatical coordination. Suffice 

therefore, to say that grammatical competence 

alone cannot make one an effective user of 

language. Competence in communication is 

usually achieved in an established context when 

the listener is able to decode the meanings 

communicated irrespective of whether the words 

are explicitly expressive of it (the intended 

meaning) or not. The whole gamut of 

communication, therefore, needs to be taken into 

due consideration, when analysis of a 

communicative event is to be effectively done. 

This is where pragmatics comes in.     

Pragmatics deals with the study of the 

meanings of utterances as they occur in a 

communicative context. It focuses on the 

interpretation of meanings that are established in 

human interactions (conversations).  In other 

words, to fully understand the meanings of 

human utterances, a pragmatic investigation is 

usually a useful venture to engage in.  This 

approach allows the total context of a discourse 

to be understood, and therefore, enhances 

meaning interpretation and identification of the 
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speaker’s intentions (intended meanings). 

Basically, Grice’s (1975) Conversational 

Implicature is based on the assumption that 

interlocutors have some basic goals in common 

that is governed by the Cooperative Principles of 

communication.  Grice observes that, most of the 

time, speakers and listeners tend to speak 

cooperatively with one another in order to be 

understood in a particular way or achieve certain 

communicative goals. Therefore, Grice’s (1975) 

Theory of Cooperative Principle was proposed to 

describe how effective communication is 

achieved in common situations. 

In this study, the researcher applied the 

maxims developed in connection with the 

cooperative principle to analyse structured 

interviews in The Guardian. That is, the 

investigator applied these principles 

(conversational maxims) in the analysis of the 

selected interviews with a view to determining 

whether the interviewees observed all the maxims 

or not. And in the case of non-observance of the 

maxims, the researcher tries to find out if the 

interviewees failed to observe the maxims by 

flouting, violating, infringing, suspending, or 

opting of the maxims during the conversations 

(with their interviewers). This therefore, is the 

prime objective of the study. 

2. Literature review 

This section contains a review of 

literature on the concept of pragmatics, context, 

newspaper media interview as well as the theory 

of cooperative principle propounded by Grice 

(1975). 

2.1. The concept of Pragmatics 

Pragmatics has been defined by different 

scholars based on their own views. However, 

they seem to agree that pragmatics deals with 

language in use. Thus, pragmatics examines the 

various ways in which context contributes to 

meaning. Osisanwo (2003) defines pragmatics as 

involving the message being communicated, the 

participants’ social identities, social situation 

powers and their expectations and activities in 

situational settings of language use, while Fasold 

(1990) sees it as the study of the use of context to 

the fore front. 

According to Crystal (2008) pragmatics 

studies the factors that govern our choice of 

language in social interaction, as well as the 

effects of our choice on others. Crystal’s 

definition though not exhaustive, expresses the 

entire essence of pragmatics as a linguistic 

method to studying language. However, to Yule 

(1996), pragmatics deals with the study of 

interpreting what is unsaid in an interaction, 

while Leech and Short (1981), posit that 

pragmatics is the investigation into that aspect of 

meaning which is derived not from the formal 

properties of words, but from the way in which 

utterances are used and how they relate to the 

context in which they are uttered. 

Corroborating with Leech and Shorts 

(1981) position in defining pragmatics, Levinson 

(1983) states that pragmatics is the study of those 

aspects of the relationship between language and 

context that are relevant to the writing of 

grammars. This assertion however, illustrates the 

fact that language and the principles of language 

use is context dependent, hence language use 

cannot be analyzed without considering the 

context of usage.  

Other scholars like Bach and Harnish 

(1979) believe that pragmatics accounts only for 

those aspects of linguistics that have to do with 

the determination of specific meanings of 

utterances, especially, the social and situational 

contexts. This marks its point of deviation from 

semantics which accounts for the general 

(dictionary) meanings of words, sentences and 

utterances. Elaborating on this fact, Leech (1983) 

defines pragmatics as the study of meaning in 

relation to speech situations. Thus, we come to 

the conclusion that speech is goal oriented, hence, 

in making a conversation, there is a specific 

meaning which the speaker or writer intends to 

communicate.    

2.2. Context 

Context according to Ibrahim (2014) 

covers the activities going on in the same place 

where the utterance occurs, the knowledge of the 

speaker and the expectations and discursive 

practice of the people among whom the utterance 

is being made, in addition to the roles and 

relationships between the speaker and the 

addressee. It does not only refer to the physical 

context of the real world around, but also to 

everything that surrounds the making of an 
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utterance, or to use Yule's (2006) term co-text or 

linguistic context.  

However, according to Leech (1983), 

context is the relevant aspect of the physical or 

social setting of utterance, while Yule (1996) 

refers to it as the physical environment where an 

expression is conveyed. This means that the 

meaning which a hearer gives to an utterance, as 

well as the impact of the utterance on the hearer 

is determined by the way, environment, and time 

the utterance is being made. Corroborating with 

this fact, Nunan (1993) asserts that, context refers 

to any situation influencing a discourse. Based on 

this, Nunan (1993) divides context into two types, 

they are: the linguistic context and nonlinguistic 

context.  

The linguistic context is the language of 

the society i.e. the words, the utterances, and the 

sentences used by the surrounding, whereas, non-

linguistic context includes the type, the topic, the 

purpose, the participants, and the background 

knowledge of a communicative event (e.g. joke, 

lecture, greeting, religious ceremony, 

conversation), and also the relationship between 

them (Nunan, 1993). There are certain features 

which describes context. Hymes 1964 (as cited in 

Brown and Yule, 1983) identifies the following 

general contextual features: 

Participants, i.e. the people involved, e.g. 

husband and wife, neighbors, colleagues, teachers 

and students etc. 

Topic i.e. what the discourse is about, e.g. 

politics, religion, race, heath, etc. 

Setting, i.e. where the event takes place, e.g. at 

home, at work, at school etc. 

Channel, e.g. medium – speech, writing, non-

verbal) 

Code (dialect/style). 

Message form (debate, chat etc). 

2.3. Newspaper Media Interview 

Newspapers are one of the most widely 

read types of written texts (Panjunen 2008). 

However, one of the most important features or 

segment of a newspaper today is the interview 

segment, which is usually encompassed of the 

journalist and one or more figure(s) - which could 

be a politician especially during the run up period 

to elections, electoral or economic mishap. 

According to Huls and Vawijk (2010) the 

interviewers usually set the topic, ask the 

questions, determine who speaks and also decide 

when a question has been answered sufficiently. 

Greatbatch (1998) and Clayman and 

Heritage (2002) claim that news interviews as 

members of the journalistic profession are 

expected to adhere to basic standards of 

professional conduct, the most important one 

being objectivity. Kantara (2012) states that 

Objectivity is not as straightforward a concept as 

it may seem, hence, journalists may have to keep 

the balance between promoting ideological 

equilibrium and neutrality and as a result, the 

interviewer is expected to elicit information from 

the interviewee objectively, reserving the 

formation of personal opinion for the audience. 

Based on this assertion, Baym (2007:97) states 

that “interviews reflect a traditional perspective 

on the journalistic interview combined with a 

more conversational, celebrity-type chat- a hybrid 

mode of publicity and political discourse”. 

According to Jones 2009 (as cited in 

Hoffman, 2013), the traditional journalistic 

interview is often combative, relying on “gotcha” 

journalism, or an attempt to reveal insider 

information from public officials and political 

pundits. Hulls and Varwijk (2010) assert that 

interviewers are proponents of a particular 

society; hence, in other to ask penetrating and 

opposing questions and prevent evasive answers, 

journalists have to approach their sources 

critically and should not be passive extensions of 

the interviewer’s voice so as to discover the real 

facts. Fairclough (1995) posits that there should 

be orderliness in interviews. He considers 

orderliness in interviews as the smoothness of the 

interaction and the adherence to interview format, 

achieved by the participants’ fulfilment of their 

assigned roles. 

2.4. The theory cooperative principles (Grice 

1975)   

Grice (1975) cooperative principles is 

founded based on Austin (1962) and Searle 

(1969) notion indicating that there is a clear 

difference between what is ‘said’ and what is 

‘meant’. Grice (1975:45) identifies Cooperative 

Principle as a situation in which you “make your 

contribution such as is required, at the stage at 

which it occurs, by the accepted purpose or 
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direction of the talk exchange in which you are 

engaged”. Based on this description of the 

cooperative principle Grice (1975) propounded 

four (4) maxims, they include: the maxim of 

quality, quantity, relevance and manner. 

On the maxim of quality, he made two assertions: 

1) Do not say what you believe to be false. 

2) Do not say that for which you lack adequate 

evidence. 

Example 1: (adapted from Al-qaderi 2015). 

Interviewer: What are the reasons that cause all 

the current problems in Yemen? 

Participant: The prime reason is the society's 

ignorance. There is still 65% of illiteracy. For 

instance, ISIS or Al-Qaida is supported by KSA 

whereas AlHuthi is supported by Iran. Therefore, 

it is our ignorance which paved the way for the 

outside powers to intervene with our matters. It is 

ignorance which leads us to accept these 

agendas/ideas. 

In this example, the participant was asked 

about the reasons behind the current situation in 

Yemen. His answer started stating that it is the 

society's ignorance and 65% of illiteracy that are 

the causing all the current problems in Yemen. 

This piece of information lacks evidence, thus, 

one cannot categorically say it is true or false.  

According to Grice (1975), the maxim of quantity 

also has two assertions, which include: 

1) Make your contribution as informative as is 

required for the current purposes of the exchange. 

2) Do not make your contribution more 

informative than is required. 

Example 2: (adapted from Alduais 2012) 

Interviewer: How is Yemen? How is everything 

and how is IBB?  

Participant: The weather is very nice. Thanks 

God! It has not started raining yet, still it looks 

not green. It rained once but a little, it was 

cloudy, and they said it has rained three days 

before I have arrived to IBB. Well, I have spent 

my holiday happily and I am very comfortable. I 

wished you were there, to invite you and spend 

some time with you. I did not meet brother 

Ameen Alduais. I wished I met brother Ameen.  

In this example we can see that the maxim of 

quantity has not been observed because the 

participant’s response to the question asked is 

more informative than is required. 

The Maxim of relevance on the other hand refers 

to how relevant ones responds to a particular 

question is. It requires information to only 

mention what is relevant in a conversation,  thus 

here Grice (1975) states: “Be relevant”. 

Example 3: (Adapted from Zhou 2009) 

Interviewer: Mr. Premier, could you please tell 

me, why you Chinese having high aspiration and 

boldness of vision still use the pen made in U. 

S.A.? 

Participant: Talking about this pen, there’s a long 

story. This is not an ordinary pen. It’s war booty, 

in fighting against the U. S. troops, sent by a 

Korea friend of mine, as a souvenir. I thought it 

significant, and accept this pen, which is 

manufactured in your country. 

This example fails to observe the maxim of 

relation and there by leading to non-observance 

of the maxim of quantity as well. Here, the 

participant fails to answer the question directly, 

but rather goes ahead to provide information that 

is not relevant to the question that is been asked. 

Lastly, on the Maxim of manner Grice (1975) 

suggests that when you speak, the information 

should be perspicuous, thus you should: 

1) Avoid obscurity of expression. 

2) Avoid ambiguity. 

3) Be brief (avoid unnecessary prolixity). 

4) Be orderly.  

Example 4: (Adapted from Zhou 2009) 

A: Shall we get something for the kids? 

B: Yes. But I veto C-A-N-D-Y. 

Here B fails to observe the maxim of Manner by 

spelling out the word “candy”, thereby making 

his response obscured and ambiguous.  

In addition to the cooperative principle, 

Grice (1975) comes up with the notion of 

‘implicature’ for indirect and context-determined 

meanings which accounts for what speaker can 

imply, suggest or mean. Grice (1975) uses the 

term ‘conversational implicature’, to account for 

the inferences that the listener generates from the 

speaker’s expressions beyond the semantic 

content of the utterances uttered, which enables 

the listener to understand the speaker’s implied 

meaning, thereby accounting for the reason why a 

particular maxim is not observed. Based on this, 

Grice (1975) identifies five ways in which 

speakers may fail to observe these maxims in 
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conversation, they are:   Flouting: which occurs 

when a speaker fails to observe a maxim, without 

any intention of deceiving or misleading, 

Violation: where a speaker blatantly fails to 

observe a maxim with an intent to deceive or 

mislead the hearer, Opting out: which occurs 

when a speaker indicates the unwillingness to co-

operate or fulfil the maxim, Infringing: which is a 

result of a speaker’s imperfect linguistics 

performance and Suspension: which occurs when 

there is no expectation of the speaker to observe 

maxims under certain circumstances. 

3. Data Presentation and Analysis 

In this section, the interview data from 

The Guardian published February, March, April, 

May, November and December, 2017 is 

presented and analysed using Grice’s 

conversational principles or maxims with a prime 

view to find out if the interviewees observed all 

the maxims of conversation or not. Analysis also 

explains the maxims that are observed, and the 

maxims that are not observed, as well as the 

manner in which the observed maxims are 

observed. The analysis shall also explain how the 

interviewees fail to observe the maxims that are 

not observed.  

DATA 1 (The Guardian, Friday, February 3, 

2017, Pg 30) 

Context:  

General: Interview held with Mr. Olufemi 

Willaims, the managing director of CHAMS 

PLC, one of Nigeria’s leading company. He is 

being interviewed on the focus of a CEO. 

Specific: Interviewer sought to know from the 

interviewee, on ‘the challenges of entrepreneurs 

in 2016 and his expectations in the year 2017’.    

Interviewer: Last year was a very challenging 

year for entrepreneurs, what are your 

expectations in the New Year? 

Interviewee’s Response: As you rightly pointed 

out, the year 2016 was a very difficult and 

challenging year for Nigerian entrepreneurs, 

because we have a new government which did 

not get to work on time. You could rightly say 

that business in the public sector was completely 

shut down in 2016. I expect increased activity in 

the public sector area which forms part of our 

business. Apart from that, we experienced some 

challenges of depression, inflation and recession 

to which many of us (business managers) are 

trying to understand the real impact of what we 

could do and all our strategy are meant to take 

care of the seeming challenges. I’m much hopeful 

in the year 2017 as surviving the recession all 

depends on how well prepared you are as well as 

how well you understand the market. 

Analysis 

The information above shows that the 

maxims of quality, quantity and manner have not 

been observed by the interviewee. On the other 

hand, the maxim of relation was observed, since 

the responses given by the interviewee are 

relevant to the context of discussion, as he went 

ahead to say he is “much hopeful in the year 

2017…” However, the maxim of quality is said to 

be unobserved because the interviewee gave 

information that he has no evidence for when he 

said that “business in the public sector has been 

completely shut down in 2016”. This information 

is considered to be false because the interviewer 

has no prove or evidence as to whether business 

in the public sector was completely shut down or 

not. In the same vein, the maxim of quantity is 

not upheld as a result of the excess information 

provided by the interviewee. This can be seen 

from his response “…the year 2016 was a very 

difficult and challenging year for Nigerian 

entrepreneurs, because we have a new 

government which did not get to work on time.” 

He was not asked the reason why 2016 was a 

difficult and challenging year for entrepreneurs, 

but was rather asked what his expectations are for 

the New Year. Thus, this piece of information is 

too much. Similarly, it is evident from the 

interviewee’s response that the maxim of Manner 

is also not observed since his answer to the 

question was not brief and concise as required by 

this maxim; he rather gave lengthy, yet obscure 

and false information to the question asked.  

However, since it is not clear that the 

interviewee’s intention is to mislead or deceive 

his listeners (the interviewer and other readers); 

the interviewee has not violated the maxims. 

Also, there are expectations for him to fulfil the 

maxims, given the fact that his listeners would 

want the absolute truth said in a clear, concise, 

and informative way; it is not a case of maxim 

suspension. On the other hand the interviewee did 
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not indicate interest to opt out of the maxims, and 

since there is no evidence to say he lacks 

linguistic competence, the maxims are not 

infringed. Therefore, it can be seen that the 

unobserved maxims have been flouted by the 

interviewee. This can be seen in the fact that his 

response: “you could rightly say that business in 

the public sector was completely shut down in 

2016” clearly shows an attempt at exaggeration. 

In the same vein, his response: “we experienced 

some challenges of depression, inflation and 

recession to which many of us (business 

managers) are trying to understand the real 

impact of what we could do and all our strategy 

are meant to take care of the seeming 

challenges…” which also shows excess 

information as required, thereby breeching the 

maxim of quantity and consequently the maxim 

of manner, given that the excess information 

provided has made his response less brief. This 

response shows that he was only trying to infer 

how badly and challenging the year 2016 was for 

entrepreneurs. 

DATA 2 (The Guardian, Wednesday, March 

1, 2017, Pg: 37)  

Context: 

General: Interview held with the M.D. of United 

Capital Asset Management, Mr Jude Chiemeka, 

to find out ‘how innovative products can be 

beneficial to the average Nigerian considering the 

varied investment opportunities available in 

Nigeria’. 

Specific: The interviewer sought to know how 

much investors need to subscribe to Wealth for 

Women Fund (WWF) 

Interviewer: How much do investors need to 

subscribe to the WWF? 

Interviewee’s Response: The fund requires a 

minimum investment of N10000 which 

immediately contributes to creating opportunities 

for female inclusion, encourages small business 

owners and entrepreneurs across Africa and in 

Diaspora. We have deliberately made the entry 

point reasonable to allow a wide range of 

investors to partake in this opportunity.  

Analysis 

Here, the maxim of quantity and manner 

are clearly not observed.  The maxim of quantity 

is not observed because, instead of addressing the 

issue -the amount investors need to subscribe to 

WWf- the interviewee after stating the amount 

needed went ahead to state why the amount is 

needed and how they have “deliberately made an 

entry point reasonable to allow a wide range of 

investors to partake in the opportunity provided”. 

This extra information has made the 

interviewee’s response less brief as is required of 

the manner maxim. However, it can be seen that 

the information given is quite relevant, given the 

fact that he answered the questions asked, and 

there is no evidence that shows that the response 

is false, hence, the maxims of relation and quality 

are observed.  

Since one cannot tell what his intention 

was (i.e. whether he wanted to mislead/deceive 

the interviewer or not), the interviewee has not 

violated the maxims. It can also be seen that as an 

important fellow in the entrepreneurial world, 

there are expectations for him to fulfil the 

maxims, given the fact that his listeners would 

want the absolute truth said in a clear, concise, 

and informative way; it is not a case of maxim 

suspension. Also it is evident that the interviewee 

did not indicate interest to opt out of the maxims, 

and since there is no evidence to say he lacks 

linguistic competence, it is also not a case of 

infringement of the maxims or opting out. 

However, the interviewee’s response that 

indicates that the maxims of quantity and manner 

are not observed: “…which immediately 

contributes to creating opportunities for female 

inclusion… …encourages small business owners 

and entrepreneurs across Africa and in Diaspora” 

clearly shows that he was trying to explain what 

the funds are for, thereby given his audience 

reasons as well as encouraging them to invest and 

partake in the opportunity. Therefore, the maxims 

of quantity and manner in this case are 

considered flouted. 

DATA 3 (The Guardian, Sunday, April 23, 

2017, Pg: 44) 

Context 

General: An interview conducted by The 

Guardian’s correspondent with the Speaker of the 

House of Representatives, Rt. Hon, Yakubu, on 

‘The burning national issues as relationship with 

the executive, Fulani herdsmen, militancy, 
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National Assembly, finance and compliance with 

legislative resolutions, among others’.  

Specific: The interviewer sought to know if the 

interviewee would say his party has disappointed 

Nigerians or not.  

Interviewer: By May 2017, this government will 

be two years in power, and we are approaching 

election year. Would you say your party has not 

disappointed Nigerians? 

Interviewee’s Response: I wouldn’t say we have 

not disappointed Nigerians. Before coming to that 

kind of conclusion, there are certain factors that 

must be taken into consideration, what did we 

meet on ground? What have we improved upon 

as a government? What is it we are seeking to 

do? I think it is only after looking at the whole 

gamut of these issues that you can decide whether 

we have disappointed Nigerians or not. You can’t 

talk about disappointment in a case that has to do 

with value judgement, because it depends on the 

expectation. It’s only when you have an 

expectation that you can be disappointed. 

Personally I believe a lot has been achieved, even 

though unsung in most cases. In our society, 

people want to see first class roads and hospitals; 

they want to see the tangibles. But nobody places 

value on the intangibles. For those of us from the 

north east even some of us that live and work in 

Abuja... 

Analysis 

The interviewee’s response here indicates 

that the maxims of quantity, relation and manner 

have not been observed. The maxim of quantity 

here is not upheld because the interviewee gave 

more information than is required. This is seen 

where he began to talk about the things people 

want to see. His response “…people want to see 

first class roads and hospitals; they want to see 

the tangibles...” are clearly utterances that are too 

informative than required in the context of this 

conversation. This has thereby led to him giving 

some information that is irrelevant to the question 

asked. Example of such irrelevant information is 

seen where he said “for those of us from the north 

east, even some of us that live and work in 

Abuja…” This irrelevant and informative 

response has also made his response too lengthy, 

instead of being apt and precise as the maxim of 

manner requires. Although he answered the 

question been asked by saying “personally I 

believe a lot has been achieved…” and since 

there is no evidence to believe what he has said is 

false, he has upheld the maxim of quality.  

However, since there is no evidence to 

prove that he intended to mislead the interviewer, 

the interviewee has not violated the maxims. 

Also, as speaker of the house of representatives, 

so many people are looking up to him for the 

truth, hence there are expectations for him to 

fulfil the maxims, and as a result, the maxims 

cannot be said to be suspended. On the other 

hand the interviewee did not indicate interest to 

opt out of the maxims, and since there is no 

evidence to say he lacks linguistic competence, 

the maxims are neither infringed nor opted out of. 

Therefore, it can be said that the maxims have 

been flouted by the interviewee. This can be seen 

where he said “…before coming to that kind of 

conclusion, there are certain factors that must be 

taken into consideration…” This response only 

shows an attempt to imply the circumstances that 

could warrant Nigerians feeling disappointed at 

the government and also inferring the factors to 

be considered before deciding to say if they have 

disappointed Nigerians or not. 
 

DATA 4 (Same as in data 3 above) 

Context: 

General: Same as in 3 above 

Specific: The interviewer sought to know his 

view on the perception that the Executive and 

Legislative are not on the same page.  
 

Interviewer: What is your view on the perception 

that the Executive and Legislative are not on the 

same page? 

Interviewee’s Response: As politician, we 

sometimes don’t attack issues frontally. From the 

foundation of the principle of separation of 

powers, it was never anticipated that the 

legislative and Executive arms would work 

harmoniously on a continuous basis. There would 

always be frictions. Where you have human and 

individual factors, even in a family, which is the 

minute of unions expressed in humanity, there are 

bound to be conflicts. So, in the relationship 

between the executive and legislature, there will 

be conflicts as intricately bad. Conflicts may not 

be bad. Indeed, conflicts are sometimes necessary 
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for progress to be made. If you have a collection 

of conformists, chances are they will never make 

progress. For you to have innovation and 

progress, people must be free to disagree, and it is 

only in disagreeing that progress is made. When 

the legislature disagrees with the executive, it is 

viewed as conflict in most cases...   

Analysis 

The interviewee’s response above clearly 

flouts the maxim of quantity and manner. 

Obviously, the interviewee has provided more 

information than is required to answer the 

question he was asked. He also was not precise 

enough, but rather continues to talk so much 

about the question asked, thereby ended up not 

observing the maxim of quantity and manner 

which requires that his response be relevantly 

brief and precise. This is seen in the portion of his 

response where he said: “As politicians, we 

sometimes don’t attack issues frontally. From the 

foundation of the principles of separation of 

power… If you have a collection of conformists, 

chances are they will never make progress. For 

you to have innovation and progress, people must 

be free to disagree, and it is only in disagreeing 

that progress is made. When the legislature 

disagrees with the executive, it is viewed as 

conflict in most cases…” All of these responses 

made can be assumed to be made so as to 

elucidate the reasons for “the perception that the 

Executive and Legislative are not on the same 

page”, which is the question asked. However, the 

maxims of relation and quality are observed, 

since the interviewee’s response is relevant to the 

context of conversation, and there is no reason to 

assume that his response is false.  

Since there is no evidence to prove that 

he intended to mislead the interviewer, and there 

are expectations for him to fulfil the maxims, as a 

political public figure Nigerians are looking up 

to, it cannot be said that he violated or suspended 

the maxims. On the other hand the interviewee 

did not indicate interest to opt out of the maxims, 

and since there is no evidence to say he lacks 

linguistic competence, the maxims are neither 

infringed nor opted out of. Therefore, it can be 

said that the maxims have been flouted by the 

interviewee.  

DATA 5 (The Guardian, Tuesday, May 2, 

2017. Pg: 37) 

Context: 

General: The interviewee, Mr. Richard Mark 

Mbaram, the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) of 

AgroNigeria, spoke on the ‘Feed Nigeria Summit 

Scheduled to hold on May 2 and May 3 2017, at 

the Intercontinental Hotel, Lagos’. 

Specific: The interviewer sought to know from 

the interviewee how possible it is for him to assist 

Small and Medium Enterprises especially in 

terms of funding.  

Interviewer: How possible is it for you to assist 

Small and Medium Enterprises (SMEs) especially 

in terms of funding? 

Interviewee’s Response: While AgroNigeria is 

not really a financial institution, our longstanding 

presence in the agricultural sector has brought us 

into relationship with several financial 

institutions and other development partner 

assisted programmes. Thus, we can leverage this 

relationship to ensure that groups and 

organizations SMEs in particular as well as 

cooperatives are more robustly provided for 

within the contemplation of credit provision... 

Analysis 

The interviewee’s response indicates that 

the maxims of relation and quality are fulfilled 

while the maxim of manner and quantity are not 

fulfilled. The maxim of relation is said to be 

fulfilled since the interviewee’s response: “…we 

can leverage this relationship to ensure that 

groups and organizations, SMEs in particular as 

well as cooperatives are more robustly provided 

for…” answers the question asked: “how possible 

is it for you to assist Small and Medium 

Enterprises (SMEs) especially in terms of 

funding?” given the fact that the response is 

relevant to the question. On the other hand, the 

maxim of quality is also considered to be fulfilled 

since there is no reason to assume that his 

response lacks truth and evidence. However, the 

maxim of quantity is not fulfilled because the 

interviewee made his response too informative 

than is required, this is seen in the extra 

information he added about “AgroNigeria not 

really being a financial institution…” He was not 

asked if AgroNigeria is a financial institution or 

not, therefore, this piece of information is 

considered more informative than required in this 
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context, consequently making the interviewee’s 

response less precise and brief, therefore making 

the maxim of manner not upheld. 

However, these maxims are considered 

flouted since from the interviewee’s response: 

“while AgroNigeria is not really a financial 

institution, our longstanding presence in the 

agricultural sector has brought us into 

relationship with several financial institutions and 

other development partner assisted 

programmes...” it can be deduced that he flouted 

the maxims of quantity and manner as a result of 

him trying to throw more light on “how possible 

it is for him to assist Small and Medium 

Enterprises (SMEs) especially in terms of 

funding.” His response is therefore considered to 

elaborate and give reasons why he is capable 

enough to assist SMEs in terms of funding and 

not one made in other to mislead or deceive his 

listeners, thus he has not violated the maxims. It 

can also be seen that there are expectations for 

him to fulfil the maxims, given the fact that his 

listeners would want the absolute truth said in a 

clear, concise, and informative way, since he is 

an important stakeholder in the world of 

entrepreneurship; it is not a case of maxim 

suspension. Also, it can be seen that the 

interviewee did not indicate interest to opt out of 

the maxims, so it is also not a case of maxim 

opting. And obviously, there is no evidence to 

say he lacks linguistic competence, therefore, the 

maxims are not considered to be infringed.  

DATA 6 (Thursday, November 24, 2016, Pg: 

43) 

Context: 

General: Interview held with the Senate President 

Bukola Saraki, on “the Code of Conduct of 

Tribunal (CCT) and how much he is worth.” 

Specific: Interviewer sought to know how much 

the interviewee is worth 

Interviewer: Many Nigerians see a lot of 

politicians, including you, as wealthy individuals. 

How much are you worth? 

Interviewee’s Response: I don’t know. 

Analysis 

Here the maxim of relation and manner is 

fulfilled, since the interviewee’s response “I don’t 

know” is clear, brief and precise. The maxim of 

relation is also fulfilled here because his response 

is relevant to the question asked. On the other 

hand, the interviewee fails to fulfil the maxim of 

quantity and quality. However, the maxim of 

quantity is not fulfilled because his response is 

not informative enough, while the maxim of 

quality is not fulfilled because his response is 

untrue. He was asked how much he is worth, and 

he replied “I don’t know”. This statement is 

untrue because as a serving president of the 

senate, he had made a declaration of his asserts 

and for him to make a declaration of his assets he 

must know how much he is worth. The 

interviewee failed to fulfil these maxims by 

violating them. This is because it is clear that the 

interviewee’s response is to intentionally mislead 

his listeners into believing that he doesn’t know 

how much he is worth. Furthermore, since the 

interviewee’s response is not said to generate an 

implicature but to mislead his listeners into 

believing he does not know how much he is 

worth, the maxim is not flouted. It can also be 

seen that there are expectations for him to fulfil 

the maxims, given the fact that his listeners 

would want the absolute truth, with the 

appropriate amount of information required, 

hence, the maxim is also not considered to be 

suspended. Also, it can be seen that the 

interviewee did not indicate interest to opt out of 

the maxims, so it is also not a case of maxim 

opting. And obviously, there is no evidence to 

say he lacks linguistic competence, therefore, the 

maxims of quality and quantity not observed are 

also not considered to be infringed, but flouted. 

DATA 7 (Saturday, December 3, 2016, Pg: 51) 

Interview question 2 

Context: 

General: Interview held with Celestine Omehia, a 

former governor of the state, on “the Rivers state 

election”. 

Specific: Interviewer sought to know how Rivers 

state got to its present state of disunity. 

Interviewer: How did Rivers get to its present 

situation? 

Interviewee’s Response: It is all about politics, 

people who believe that it is their birthright to 

rule. Some people believe that they have been 

cheated in politics; some other people believe that 

they have not been fairly treated. To them, the 

fight must continue irrespective of the losses to 
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the state. 

Analysis 

Data here indicates that all the maxims 

are fulfilled by the interviewee. By saying: “it is 

all about politics” which means that politics is the 

reason Rivers is at its present situation, the 

interviewee answers the question asked: “how did 

Rivers get to its present situation?” The maxim of 

quantity is fulfilled here because the information 

provided is adequate enough to explain why he 

thinks politics is the reason Rivers is at its present 

situation and not too informative. This can be 

seen in his response: “…people who believe that 

it is their birth-right to rule. Some people believe 

that they have been cheated in politics; some 

other people believe that they have not been 

fairly treated…” The maxim of relation on the 

other hand is said to be fulfilled since the 

interviewee’s response is relevant to the question 

asked while the maxim of quality is fulfilled 

since there is no reason to assume that the 

interviewee’s response is untrue or lacks proof. 

Also, the interviewee was clear and precise in his 

response, hence fulfilling the maxim of manner. 

4. Summary and conclusion 

This study was designed to determine the 

applicability of Grice’s (1975) cooperative 

principles/maxims of conversation on media 

interviews. The study examined selected 

interviews from The Guardian and found that 

there are cases where the interviewees observed 

the maxims, as well as cases where they failed to 

observe the maxims in the data analysed. The 

prime focus of the study, however, was to find 

out if the interviewees failed to observe the 

maxims (quality, quantity, relation and manner) 

by flouting, violating, infringing, suspending, or 

opting out of the maxims in the conversations 

(with their interviewers).  

The results of data analysis indicate that, 

indeed, the Gricean theory of cooperative 

principle is quite a fruitful approach to studying 

discourses. One can thus, describe as being 

insightful, his ideas which led to the development 

of these conversational maxims to check how 

cooperative or not interlocutors can be in 

communication. The study finds that there are 

cases of non-observance of the Gricean 

conversational maxims; that the cases of maxims’ 

flouting are more recurrent than those of 

violation, as it is seen in the analysis that there is 

only one case of violation and no case of 

suspension, infringement, and opting out. It can 

also be seen that in a single discourse 

contribution, an interlocutor can flout or violate 

more than one conversational maxim. Based on 

the findings of the study, the researcher reaches 

to the conclusion that since there is no case of 

maxim infringement, it can be assumed that 

discourse participants are competent. However, 

the interviewee’s responses indicate that the 

maxims of quantity and manner are flouted the 

most, due to the fact that interviewees tend to 

want to either make some inferences, encourage 

their listeners, or give an elaborate explanation to 

the conversation, thereby, generating an 

implicature. More so, the participant who 

violated the maxims (quality and quantity) is 

cunning with a clear motive to mislead and 

deceive his audience. Thus, it can be objectively 

inferred and concluded that interviewees often 

fail to cooperate with their interviewers by either 

deviating or concealing the required information 

that are meant to answer certain questions with a 

view to in most cases, generate an implicature by 

giving responses that would imply their opinion 

on the matter that is being discussed, and in some 

case mislead media personnel and the general 

public who constitute their audience.  
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