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Abstract. The article proves that the condition for the genesis of the
dialogical statement is the mirror symmetry/asymmetry of the communicative
situation. It is proved that in the acts of a symmetrical/asymmetrical
communication the speaker acts as the speaker or the receiver, or as the sender
and the receiver at the same time, a 'mixing’ of the two positions, carrying out the
pragmatic derivability of the signified language sign from its signifier. The
understanding of the genesis of the dialogical utterance proposed in the work
coincides with the derivational theory of dialogue, which recognizes the
communicative situation as the communicative precursor of the dialogical
utterance. In the existing models of text formation, which can be conventionally
designated as anthropodynamic, the condition for the genesis of a dialogical
utterance is recognized as the asymmetry of the dialogical situation, which is
revealed in the change of roles of the participants in the communicative situation,
who carry out acts of the text formation — the change of speech acts. The
communicative situation "Discussion"” is considered both symmetrical and

asymmetrical, where the central communication scheme is the dialogical utterance
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vector "duel<duet.” In a symmetrical communicative situation "Discussion”, the
"dialogue-duet” dominates, where the sender (expert-police) and the receiver
(expert-police - opponent) are equal in their statuses and roles. In the
asymmetrical scheme of the communicative situation "Discussion" (expert-police-
(expert-police/criminal), where communicators have different social indicators, the
"dialogue-duel” is more common. Depending on the type of communication
situation  (asymmetrical-  duel/symmetrical-duet) and the role of the
communicatively active sender/receiver in the communicative situation
"Discussion"”, a narrative-analytical strategy is implemented. This strategy
involves mutual informing by the sender to the receiver, modeling reality, and the
presence of a large number of subjective judgments of a qualificative nature
concerning the participants in the communicative situation.

Keywords: communicative situation, symmetrical/asymmetrical, dialogical

utterance vector, duel—duet, narrative-analytical strategy.

Formulation of the problem. The success of the dialogical scheme
"duel>duet" in the communicative situation "Discussion" (CSD) implies the
mandatory consideration of the status of the sender and receiver. Being a complex
value, communicative status is determined by factors that designate the positional axis
of the participants in the communication situation (Semeniuk Zumrutdal, 2020, pp.
35-36): communicative role; social status of the sender and receiver; psychological
status; conventions that regulate the interaction.

A participant in the dialogical interaction who has more communicative rights
and fewer communicative obligations is characterized by a higher communicative
status, and their position is dominant. Conversely, the position of the communicator
with a lower status is subordinate. If both interlocutors have the same communicative

status, their relationships in the situation are equivalent.

International Electronic Scientific and Practical Journal « WaySciencey», Vol. 8 (Ne 1), 2025 (ISSN 2664-4819)



154

Analysis of recent research and publications.

The communicative situation is defined in various ways. We will adhere to the
approach of linguists Slavova L. (2000), Savchuk (2007) and Filimonova G. (2002),
who understand this term as a complex of ideal (linguistic and extralinguistic) and
material (physical) factors, the interaction of which results in a speech utterance. The
formation of a communicative situation is conditioned by the desire of one individual
to transmit or receive information from another. It is important to understand that any
communication is primarily realized within the framework of a social situation, and it
is the social conditions, environment, and setting of the conversation that determine
the type of discourse which represents the deep structure of human thinking,
perception, and speech (Biihrman, Schneider, 2008, p. 12) characterizing this
particular situation, and it is this that determines the choice of specific lexical,
grammatical, and prosodic means of the conversation. In general understanding, a
communicative situation is considered to be a segment of real reality reflected in
language; it is a combination of external conditions and circumstances, together with
the internal states of the communicants, in which the act of communication takes
place (Dijk, 2008).

Methodology. The research involves a comprehensive data analysis based
on texts of contemporary American detective fiction. The illustrative materials
count 320 texts of the communicative situation "Discussion" collected and have
revealed at least 242 dialogical schemes "duel<—duet" selected from eight
American detective fiction novels: Sandford J. Secret Prey (1999), Chase James H.
A Lotus for Miss Quon (2005), Levin 1. (2004). A Kiss Before Dying, Jance J.A.
Dewil’s Claw (2001), Jance J.A. Partner in Crime (2002), Abrahams P. The Tutor
(2003), Koontz D. Frankenstein (2005), Crais R. L.A. Requiem (2000). By using
quantitative content analysis, the research aims to analyze how different

communicative tactics are used to implement the narrative-analytical strategy in an
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asymmetrical duel situation and symmetrical duet situation "Discussion". To
deepen and accurate the study, the focus of the study is turned to the qualitative
coding method to develop a coding scheme to classify different communicative
tactics used in symmetrical (duet) and asymmetrical (duel) situations in the
communicative situation "Discussion".

The purpose of the article. The study aims to classify different
communicative tactics used in symmetrical (duet) and asymmetrical (duel)
situations in the communicative situation "Discussion".

Main text. We assume that the communicative situation "Discussion" is
considered either symmetrical or asymmetrical, where the central communication
scheme is the dialogical vector "duel < duet"”. In a symmetrical CSD, the "dialogue-
duet" dominates, where the sender (expert-police) and the receiver (expert-police -
opponent) are equal in status and role. In an asymmetrical CSD scheme (expert-police
- expert-police/criminal), where communicators have different social indicators, the
"dialogue-duel" is more common.

Depending on the type of communication situation (asymmetrical-
duel/symmetrical-duet) and the role of the communicatively active sender/receiver in
the CSD, a narrative-analytical strategy 1s implemented, which involves informing
the receiver by the sender and vice versa; modeling reality, as well as the presence of
a large number of subjective judgments of a qualificative nature in the texts, which
concern the participants (Semeniuk Zumrutdal, 2020, p. 45).

To implement the narrative-analytical strategy in an asymmetrical duel
situation, the following tactics are used: implicit information request, command,
prohibition, emphasizing one's merits, "provocation,” silence. Let's analyze some of
the tactics used by the sender in an asymmetrical duel situation in more detail:

1. The tactic of implicit information request helps the sender obtain information

about the criminal without revealing their direct intentions. Such a tactical act is

International Electronic Scientific and Practical Journal « WayScience», Vol. 8 (Ne 1), 2025 (ISSN 2664-4819)



156

considered provocative (see Appendix A.l.). In the example, the sender (head of
the police department - Rose Marie Roux) chooses the tactic of implicit
information request, which is probably explained by the nature of the information
itself: the possibility of exposing a department employee who exceeded their
authority in solving a crime. The fact that this question is unpleasant for the
receiver is evidenced by their reply ("What happened?"), which confirms the
sender's information but does not comment on the situation that became the subject
of discussion.

2. The sender uses the tactic of command, which is characterized by the most
categorical form of urging action. Commands involve the objective will of the
sender, their legitimacy to direct the receiver due to their rank, authority, or
granted powers, and the mandatory execution of the command by the receiver (see
Appendix A.2.). Colonel On-din-kuk orders the inspector to find the girl suspected
of the crime. The command tactic is implemented through short imperative
sentences that indicate orders not subject to discussion. However, the receiver
refuses to execute the order, demonstrating the communicants' opposition despite
their different ranks.

Most often, the opponent-receiver in an asymmetrical duel situation uses the
following tactics:

1. The tactic of emphasizing one's merits, which is associated with the
attempt to demonstrate their professional abilities to the sender with a specific
goal, such as instilling fear (see Appendix A.3.). In the given example, the
receiver, during a conversation with their client (a private detective investigating
the murder of the daughters of a wealthy man), uses the tactic of emphasizing their
merits to intimidate the sender and obtain additional payment for services (the

receiver stole physical evidence from the suspect). The tactic is implemented
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through simple, incomplete, short sentences. The conversation escalates into a
confrontation ("Stole it?..."You crazy");

2. The tactic of silence. The use of this tactic by the receiver prompts the
sender to clarify their position, repeat, and persuade in what has been said. From
such a peculiar monologue, the sender can draw certain conclusions (see Appendix
A.4.). The sender (police officer Krantz) resorts to the tactic of silence to give the
receiver (a policeman from another precinct who is simultaneously investigating
"his case") the opportunity to speak out and obtain additional information from the
"competitor." The tactic is implemented through lexical units that describe
Detective Krantz's actions and reveal his negative attitude towards the interlocutor
(nodded; frowned; was still frowning).

Tactics used by the receiver-opponent in an asymmetrical duel situation:

1) The tactic of expressing disapproval of actions is implemented by the
receiver using lexical units that carry negative connotative meaning and are aimed
at creating conflict with the sender (see Appendix A.5.). In the example, the sender
(Sheriff Joanna Brady) uses this tactic in a conversation with the receiver -
subordinate (Frank Montoya) to highlight his low professional qualifications,
which he demonstrates during the investigation of Lucy Ryder's murder.

For the symmetrical duet situation, the following tactics are characteristic: the
tactic of group unity, the tactic of "agreement conclusion," the tactic of expressing
approval/disapproval of actions, the tactic of involving the receiver in cooperation, the
tactic of expressing common thoughts, views, knowledge; the tactic of diffusing the
situation; the tactic of cooperation, etc.

Let's analyze some of the tactics used by the sender in a symmetrical duet
situation in more detail:

1) The tactic of involving the receiver in cooperation. Through this tactic,

the sender implements the strategy of showing solidarity with the receiver. This
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tactic relies on the presupposition of a friendly relationship, equal status of the
communicants, with the illocutionary function of advice, request, and the like (see
Appendix A.6.). Investigator Harry Bowles asks a colleague to review information
related to a series of murders. To express his request, he uses the tactic of
involving the receiver in cooperation, which is implemented through lexical units
with the illocutionary function of a request (I want you; I suppose; asking a little
much; you might want).

2) The tactic of expressing common thoughts, views, knowledge. The sender
uses this tactic to show solidarity with the receiver. The communicative task of this
tactic in the CSI is to exchange certain facts or information important for the
investigation of the crime (see Appendix A.7.). In this example, the forensic expert
uses the tactic of expressing shared thoughts, views, and knowledge to verify
information about a person suspected of committing a crime. During a
conversation with a colleague, the expert learns that the suspect had already been
convicted of arson. The suspect's parents died in the fire, but he was not convicted
because he was found to be mentally insane. This information helps the forensic
expert understand that the suspect is a dangerous person.

The tactics used by the ally in a symmetrical duet situation:

1. Cooperation tactic. Using this tactic, the addressee indicates a desire to
perform a common action (see Appendix A.8.). Detective Carson O'Connor uses
this tactic to push the addressee (her partner is Michael Edison) towards radical
punitive measures and suggests killing the suspect. This tactic relies on the
presupposition of business communication, equal status of communicators, and is
implemented by the addressee using the pronoun 'we,’ which conveys the
illocutionary function of shared actions.

2. Correction tactic. During communication, the addressee may disagree

with the social situational status assigned to them by the addresser, using various
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forms of address. By employing the chosen tactic, the addressee attempts to change
their status and convey their opinion to the interlocutor. The addressee tries to
change the tone of the communication, and as a result, the nature of the
relationship proposed by the addresser. The addressee's intention is for
communication to become more formal, or in other cases, the opposite (see
Appendix A.9.). In a communication situation, FBI agent Samantha Dolan uses the
correction tactic to obtain the desired form of address from the private detective
(Would you call me Samantha?). Simultaneously, the addressee tries to shift the
official tone of the conversation to an informal one (I mean, you're not just calling
to flirt?), which she succeeds in doing. The addresser also understands that he will
not receive the necessary information regarding the murder (I'm out of that,
remember? I'm off the Task Force, I don't know what Krantz is doing, and I don't
care).

Conclusions

The reviewed material allows us to conclude that in asymmetrical (duel) and
symmetrical (duet) communication situations, tactics are used that reveal the views
of the addresser and the addressee. The use of a specific communicative tactic in a
particular communication situation “Discussion” is predetermined by certain
extralinguistic conditions of its functioning, namely: the factor of objective reality
(the degree of interest of the communicators, the degree of necessity to perform the
action, the obligation of the addressee to perform the action, and vice versa), and

the nature of the interpersonal and social relationships of the communicators.
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APPENDIX A

1. "I swear to God, if you killed the smartest guy on the city council, the
average 1Q Minneapolis would go up two points. Don't quote me." ..."What
happened?" ..."The York case" ...“Yeah?” (Sanford, p. 50).

2. "Arrest her quietly. Bring her to me immediately. Sorry! It’s not my duty
(Chase, p. 173).

...'Stole 1t?..."You crazy ' (Levin, p. 280).

4. For example:"He's not coming here, Krantz." Krantz nodded...Now
Krantz frowned, and Lucy looked over, both hands draped on Ben's
shoulders....Krantz was still frowning. "He knows that it's only a matter of days
before we link the vies, and when we do we'll have a suspect pool, and he's in the
pool...I". (Abrahams, 2003, p. 133).

5. ...you're the worst-suited to ferreting information out of faceless corporate
entities and balky bureaucrats. Go get 'em, Frank (Jance, 2001, p. 171).

6. ... I want you there yesterday, but I suppose that's asking a little much. In
the meantime, while you're waiting for your travel packet, you might want to go
over this." (Jance, 2003, p. 111).

7. ..."What incidents?"..."Inexplicably violent ones. In this case, young
Sawyer burned down the family cottage in Sussex. ...His parents died in the
fire..."What mitigating circumstances?" "Psychological testimony (Abrahams,

2003, p. 350).
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8. "So what can we do?" Michael asked. ..."I've been thinking about that."
..."We kill him before he can kill us." (Koontz, 2005, p. 54).

9. "Are you okay, Dolan?" "Jesus. Would you call me Samantha?"
"Samantha." ...This has got to be about your buddy, right? I mean, you're not just
calling to flirt?" ..."It's Joe." "I'm out of that, remember? I'm off the Task Force, |

don't know what Krantz is doing, and I don't care (Crais, 2000, p. 28).
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