
AN EXAMINATION OF LUCKYS SPEECH

Not speaking english properly but have yall heard them talk to their pets before of luckys speech in a play content
analysis an examination of web based. Traces.

The speech is insightful of the rest of the play and therefore open to explanation. Lucky's speech is an
incoherent jumble of words which seems to upset Vladimir and Estragon, for sporadically both rise to protest
some element of the speech. Furthermore, the speech is filled with various academic sounding words, some
real words like aphasia a loss of speech; here it refers to the fact that God from his divine heights now has
divine aphasia or a divine silence and some words like apathia or athambia which do not exist even though
apathia is closely aligned to apathy and thus becomes another oblique comment on the apathy of God in the
universe. The fact that God perceives us makes for our reality. Throughout his monologue, Lucky tries to
deliver a perception into the human situation â€” that man has been abandoned by God but that God still has
compassion for him. Even when human beings try to structure their lives around physical activities, such as
sports, they are bereft of any hope of dealing with their present condition. There is lack of coherence as
random allusions and references are made. Therefore, they knock-off his hat, which is an act of physical
violence, to silence him. Here, we have a combination of the use of scholastic, theological terminology along
with the absurd and the nonsensical. Thus they decide to have Lucky think. In turn, what the audience is
confronted with is the most graphic ritual in the play. However, this structure too falls short of imparting any
meaning to modern life. Vladimir and Estrogen are slaves of time. It is clear that even though human efforts
are meaningless, yet one must strive to achieve something positive. Beckett suggests that even when time
passes, it does not reveal anything substantial. He has someone telling him what to do and when to do it. The
difference between them and Lucky is that the latter can see the rope around his neck, while Vladimir and
Estragon cannot. This speech seems to be a vain attempt to make a statement about man and God since it
acknowledges the existence of a personal God, one who exists beyond time and one that loves us dearly, but
has abandoned us. Pozzo asserts that Lucky needs his hat to do so. In fact, the use of puns is liberal; nearly
every mention he makes of supposed scholars is a veiled witticism. At times, Pozzo pulls on Lucky's rope,
making it even more difficult for him to continue with his speech. However, this argument is highly
problematic in terms of modern development. One is that they are derived from the French names, Testu et
Conard. Lucky speaks of a personal God whose authority is arbitrarily derived from anybody, even a ticket
puncher Puncher or a tramp driver Wattmann. Time holds the characters prisoners of their conditions. This
speech is given near the middle of the play and take up nearly three pages of the play in itself. So Lucky faces
the auditorium and commences his speech. The ensuing logorrhea when Lucky dons his hat has spawned
innumerable interpretations and attempts to decipher the crux of it. It takes the form of a long, seemingly
incoherent speech. But with time, his condition has deteriorated and his mind, in trying to cope with all the
information, has collapsed under the mental burden he is carrying, just as he is carrying physical burden.
Lucky envisages in the third section of his speech an apocalyptic earth where Nature would have run its course
and darkness would prevail. The ultimate function of all these double entendres is to further emphasize the
degradation of man; even in these incredibly austere and profound moments Lucky himself is bathetic. He is
unfeeling, unseeing, and inattentive. The speech is delivered as a set piece, yet it is anything but a set piece.
Often Vladimir and Estragon run forward and try to stop Lucky from continuing his speech. They are clown-
like characters lumbering their way through life because they do not know what else to do. The father
visualized is contrasted with the theological concept empty of real meaning: a being outside time. In fact, the
very existence of God is in doubt. Through the repetition of certain sounds and meaningless phrases, it seems
that God is ridiculed as much as it is criticized. In doing so, they suppress their irrational bestial thoughts. It
points out how humans engage in various activities in their efforts to improve themselves, but all in vain.


