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Abstract: Dialogue is an integral part of human communication, in which two or
more characters are represented as conversing. It is used by writers as a way of advancing
their plot of their story, by getting their characters to reveal their plans of action or share
their inner thoughts and emotions. This article discusses different types of dialogues
illustrating with some examples.
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Dialogic speech is a type of speech in which direct exchange of statements
between two or more persons. The conditions under which dialogical speech
proceeds determine a number of its features: brevity of expression, wide usenon-
verbal means of communication (facial expressions, gestures), a large role of
intonation, variety of incomplete proposals, free from strict norms book speech,
the syntactic design of the statement, the predominance simple suggestions.
According to the types of communicative attitude, it can be divided into two: a
dialogue-conversation and dialogue-dispute.

Dialogue-conversation is distinguished with the widespread use of simple
one-part sentences with a predominance of declarative and interrogative sentences
over incentive and exclamatory. In this type there can be commonly find the
predominant use of various interrogative, including alternative interrogative
sentences; among complex proposals relatively often complex subordinate and
especially explanatory sentences of the modal type are used; frequent use of
incomplete sentences, ellipses (yes, no); the presence of individual statements, in
structural and semantic terms close to the monologue. In a dialogue-conversation,
the leading units of learning are stimulus replicas (initiative replicas) and response
replicas (reactive replicas)

Dialogue-dispute is an exchange of opinions with the aim of making a
decision or finding out the truth, explanatory argumentation and contradictory
argumentation. It includes language tools that describe the argumentation in the



dialogue-dispute cover all language levels. At the same time, the means of

expressing argumentation include verbs, negative adverbs, pronouns, adversative
conjunctions, a negative particle and phraseological units with a negative meaning.
The remaining lexical, grammatical and prosodic means of expressing the
argument acquire the appropriate meaning in the context, the affirmative
exclamatory nature of the replicas prevails

According to the nature of the interaction of communicants, the dialogues are
divided into: Dialogue-equality, dialogue cooperation and dialogue dependence.
Both participants in the dialogue conduct a conversation that is not aimed at the
achievement of some joint, specific result, for example, an interview dialogue.

Dialogue-equality is characterized by a cooperative strategy, linguistic form,
which is expressed in question-answer replication. Dialog dependence is
characterized by the subordination of one of the participants over the other, for
example, a dialogue between an employer and a job seeker. The predominant
nature of the replicas is affirmatively interrogative.

Dialogue cooperation is aimed at achieving a common goal of the
communicants, therefore, it is marked by the predominance of cooperative
strategies. For example: a telephone conversation between a client and an
employee of the company for computer repair (both the client and the employee of
the company strive to solve a problem together, the question-answer character of
replicas is realized.

By the nature of the interaction of participants, it happens: dialogue -
questioning, dialogue (polylogue) - discussion, dialogue - dissonance
(disagreement), dialogue - clarification

1. Dialogue-questioning

Dialogs of this type are built according to the model:

*request for general or private information;

* answer to the question (short or extended).

For dialogue-questioning, questions of a general nature are typical:

Who it...? What's happened...? What the...? What is...? What is...? What is the
science of...

These questions concern the scientist, the nature of the object (phenomenon),

a scientific event, the result of an action, etc. In addition, private clarification
questions about the time and the place of the event, the purpose of the action, the
distinctive features of the object (phenomena): What is...? What is...? What is...?
What are...? What are the signs inherent...? What does it consist of...?



Questions-assumptions are also possible, that is, questions without an
interrogative word like: Is this concept polysemantic?

A short answer is usually focused on the logical center of the question and
contains a topic and a rheme, and a detailed answer contains more explanations
andclarifications.

2. Unison dialogue (= agreement)

Dialogs of this type are built according to the following models:

1st model:

* affirmative statement of some person;

* statement by another person who agrees with the information

first person;

2nd model:

* affirmative statement of some person;

* a statement by another person that not only agrees with information of the
tirst, but also illustrates it with concrete examples and evidence;

* affirmative statement of some person;

3rd model:

* a statement by another person that not only agrees with

information of the first, but also develops the expressed idea further,
complementing and expanding it.

Speech implementations are needed to build a unison dialogue
communication needs such as:

1) agreement with the information received (I think so too; I completely agree
with you and under.);

2) illustration of information (I can illustrate this example; This is easily
proved by the fact that...; This can be shown on example (of what?) etc.);

3) logical conclusion in the argument (From this...; What else can you say
about about this? etc.) or c) asking the interlocutor to clarify someone's point

vision (you too c3) maintaining contact with the interlocutor: a) attracting
attention interlocutor (I ask you ...; Agree that ...; Do you think that + paraphrasing
the interlocutor's thoughts; and under.); b) requesting information about opinion
of the interlocutor (What is your opinion? It is interesting to hear your opinion and
under); c) stimulating the interlocutor to express his position (I am listening to you
carefully ...; what you are talking about is very interesting and under.); d) limiting
the activity of the interlocutor (Sorry ...; Allow you abort...; Excuse me, can I ask a
question? and under.); e) a request for correction of the method of information
transmission (Slower / louder, Please; Please, not so fast... etc.).



4) own inclusion in the conversation:

a) request to be allowed to speak (Let me speak; Let me say a few words... and
under.);

b) joining an already expressed point of view (I also I think; Here our opinions
coincide and under.);

c) an expression of doubt the reliability of the inform

ation (This is doubtful ...; No complete certainty that...; I'm not entirely sure
about this...and under);

d) expression disagreement with the interlocutor (It seems to us that ... is not
right; I think otherwise; I have a different point of view and so on.);

e) expression objections (causes an objection ...; I would like to object; I have
there is an objection and under.);

f) refutation of someone else's opinion or position with giving
counterarguments (= illustrative examples; references to famous scientists;
references to the common memory of the participants in the dialogue): Let's start
with what we show...; And now let's turn to ..., As already mentioned ...; IN let's
give an example to confirm what has been said...; This position can illustrate with
a number of examples...; Some researchers think that...; according to the teaching...;
As you know...; As you remember...; And under.);

g) an explanation of his position (As it seems to us ...; On our sight...; I think
that ...; From our point of view ... and so on.); and) self-correction (I mean...; I would
like to say...; I'm not quite sure expressed ... and under). are you reading? And what
do you think? What do you about it think? etc.)

5) summing up the private and general results of the discussion,
summarizing the information expressed during the discussion, placing emphasis
(So, in this way ...; Based on the above ...; It is necessary to draw a conclusion about.;
Summarizing what has been said, we will make conclusion. etc.)
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