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PRONOMINAL QUESTION

WITHIN THE INTERROGANIVE DIALOGUE

The article deals with the peculiarities of functioning of pronominal questions within
the interrogative dialogue. It is distinguished, that in linguistics, the point of view according to which
the communicative meaning of the interrogative pronoun is considered depending on its text-forming

function is most clearly presented. This fact consists in indicating an unknown element of thought
and requiring the elimination of this unknown part in the answer. It is noted in the article, that
the boundaries of the information gap of interest to the questioner are determined by the semantic
values of the well-known components of the situation as the denotation of the question. It is
considered, that pronominal questions are aimed at clarifying certain elements of the statement,
but at the same time, the issue is not only the position in the logical-syntactic or communicative
structure of the statement, but the semantic content itself. It is underlined, that questions in English
have a fairly clear specialization, each question word is used to find the corresponding actant. It is
noted, that the system of the English language has at its disposal a whole series of question words,
strictly divided according to their functions, some question words have only one function, and some
are multifunctional (for example, what or how), with their help we can construct different questions
or search for different actants. It is explained in the article, that the interrogative dialogue can be
formed not only in the form of a single interrogative statement, but also in the form of a complex

of interrogative statements. The identified reasons for the development of interrogative dialogue can
be divided into reasons of a linguistic nature, they include evasion of an answer and clarification,
extralinguistic factors that lead to the development of an interrogative dialogue with an initiation
such as a pronominal question can include the presupposition ignore. It is proved, that the reluctance
to answer the question is one of the reasons for the appearance of the following questions, which
violate the principle of communicative cooperation and the strategy of changing the topic is used,
and the communicator, who initiates the conversation, uses the strategy of communicative pressure.

1t is underlined in the article, that the most frequent strategies used by communicators in this type
of dialogue are: clarification, repetition, amplification. As for the principles of dialogue construction,
the principles of communicative sufficiency, interaction and cooperation are mostly violated.

Key words: dialogue, pronominal question, dialogical entity, communication, question, answer,
speech act, definition, initiating line.

Problem statement and relevance. English
grammars traditionally distinguish two main types
of questions — general and special ones [2, p. 45;
11, p. 56].

In more recent studies most grammars by tradition
include general, special and alternative questions on
the basis of general [3, p. 65].

In German language, researchers mainly
distinguish two basic types of interrogative sentences,
they are without a question word (Entscheidungsfrage)
and interrogative sentences with a question word
(Erganzungsfrage). Both types of questions are posed
to a specific component statements. Applied at one
time to interrogative sentences, the term Satzfrage
means question to the whole sentence [1, p. 74].
According to the author, the most successful names
of the main varieties of interrogative sentences are

“pronominal” questions (with a question word) and
“non—pronominal” questions (without question word)
[1, p. 75].

To denote interrogative statements, where the main
intention is reduced to the requirement for responding
interlocutor to confirm or refute the correctness
information available to the initiating communicant,
we use the term “non-pronominal question”.
Interrogative  sentences where communicative
intention — a request for information about one of
the actors, denoted by a question word, we define as
pronominal ones.

In linguistics, the point of view is most clearly
represented, according to which the communicative
meaning of the interrogative pronoun considered
depending on its text—forming function, consisting
in pointing to an unknown element of thought and
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demanding elimination of this uncertainty in the
responsive statement [4, p. 130-153; 5, p. 125-245].

The boundaries of the information gap that interests
the questioner, determined by the semantic meanings
of the known components of the situation as a
denotation of an interrogative statement. Pronominal
interrogative sentences are aimed at clarifying certain
elements of the utterance, but at the same time, the
issue is not their position in the logical-syntactic or
the communicative structure of the utterance, but the
semantic content itself.

The question fulfills in
communication two functions:

1) expresses the opinion of the questioner to
obtain knowledge and refers to the informant in order
to satisfy this need;

2) communicates to the intended informant
knowledge of what interested in the relevant aspect,
based on which lack of knowledge should be satisfied
[6, p. 76].

Knowledge of interest of the questioner is not
information known at the time statements. The
interrogative element of the initiating remark is
actively participating in obtaining this information,
outlines it. Interrogative element is not information,
but a signal about the desire to receive information,
therefore, in the composition of dialogical entity,
it cannot be a rheme, but outlines a rheme, which
implemented in a reactive line [7, p. 300]. Pronominal
interrogative sentences mark the information gap as
rhematic component and represent the requirement of
its semantic filling.

The purpose of the article. The purpose of
the article is to identify the main components and
peculiarities of the dialogical entity and to describe
the specificity of interrogative dialogues including
questions with pronouns.

The presentation of the main material. Due
to the generalized semantic filling, interrogative
pronouns set only the search frame for the rheme
of the reaction of the utterance. As for pronominal
interrogative utterances, the rheme has an intended
character [9, p. 87].

As mentioned above, pronominal questions are
questions beginning with interrogative pronouns.
In linguistic terms we also encounter the term
“interrogative word” — this is a quantifier pronoun, it
indicates only the denotative status of the expression,
not calling him. In other words, the presence of
interrogative pronouns in statement does not yet
make its intention interrogative.

Conative interrogative statements have a
communicative purpose of encouraging the addressee

the process of
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to a certain activity, a goal of expressing their
mental-emotional relation to reality or to the replica
of the second communicant. Under the last type we
understand rhetorical questions. Conative questions,
in their turn, can be further divided into two groups
depending on the nature activities: informative —
encouraging to report information about the material
world and the inner world of a human being,
uninformative, encouraging psychophysical activity
not related to transmission of the information. In
informative questions, it can be also singled out
the actual informative questions that are based on
the speaker’s ignorance some information and the
desire to receive it from the addressee, i.e. these
are questions where the intention of questioning is
presented in its pure form and not complicated by
additional contextual intentions.

Thus, the pronominal question is an indicator of
information about new, requesting information about
one or two components of situations corresponding to
one or two arguments of the proposition.

Interrogative dialogues are most often initiated
with a single interrogative statement. To search for
the required actant, can be used the corresponding
question word. Question words in the English language
have a fairly clear specialization. Every question
word is designed to search for the corresponding
actant. English language system has a whole set of
interrogative words, strictly distributed according
to their functions [8, p. 37; 10, p. 100]. Some of the
question words have only one function, and some are
polyfunctional (for example, what or how), with their
help you can build different interrogative utterances
or search for various actants.

With the participation of the pronoun what, many
interrogative questions are built statements. The
nature of the issue and its functional focus depend on
which proposal model underlies the implementation,
and what question word is used.

Consider questions with the pronoun what.
question word outlines:

A) Perceptive, which should be named in the
reaction of the interlocutor.

— What! You’ve got my book! What do you think
of it?

— Do you suppose I would read such a book, sir?

— Then why did you buy it? (Shaw, Man and
Superman)

The considered interrogative dialogue consists
of three interrogative sentences linked together.
Communicative situation is a conversation that takes
place between Ramsden and Tanner, who are Annie’s
guardians. They only today we found out that they were
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appointed guardians, and we are very dissatisfied with
this, because. They people of different generations.
Ramsden says he would not like to Annie was brought
up on the basis of the ideas that are preached in the
book. Tanner. Tanner is very surprised that Ramsden
knows about his book and asks what he thinks of it,
assuming to hear the reader’s opinion about it, that is
tries to find out the general communicative attitude
of the speaker. But the communicant, not justifying
his hopes, reacts emotionally: “Really Do you think
I would read such a book? As the analysis shows
situation, the appearance of the second interrogative
line is due to the unwillingness answer the question,
which is a violation of the principle interaction, when
the speaker responds inadequately to a question, an
answer to which there should have been an utterance
that complied with the rules speech etiquette, while
using an avoidance strategy. But the interlocutor
in order to implement his communicative attitude,
he formulates a question, which can confuse the
interlocutor. Tanner wonders why Ramsden then
bought this book. The communicator violates the
principle of communicative cooperation and applies
a strategy of strengthening, putting its purpose is to
rather put the interlocutor in an awkward, hopeless
position than find out this information.

Descriptive function.

— What is the name of that apparition that
brought me here?

— My master and thin? (Twain, Yankee)

This dialogue consists of two interrogative
statements and takes place in a situation where the
communicant (he was captured) is trying to find out
where he is and asks the page who brought him to
the dungeon, what is his name and expects to hear
the specific name of the person who imprisoned him.
Page clarifies whose name the interlocutor would
like to hear, which may be related to by the fact that
the master gave the order to imprison, and the page
carried it out.

Thus, the appearance of the second interrogative
is due to the desire the interlocutor to clarify the
information so that the next step is more effective
filling of the information gap, which in turn is violation
of the principle of interaction, and the communicant
applies the strategy clarifications.

A question may ask for information about an
inanimate agent, cf.:

— What is wrong, Dick?

— Why did you take iron yesterday when 1'd told
you not to?

— But why should you tell me not to? (Fraser,
Tildy)

The dialogue under consideration consists of three
interrogative statements, the communicative context
is a conversation between Tildy and Dick, their
conversation takes place during a strike. Buyers of
coal decided to lower the purchase price of coal, and
stopped buying it from population. Tildy could not
lose working days and bought coal from suppliers,
because she needed to feed the baby.

The appearance of the second interrogative
statement is due to the desire of the interlocutor to
identify the general communicative attitude of the
partner and find out the reasons for this act of Tildy.
In this case, it happens violation of the principle
of communicative cooperation and is applied
amplification strategy for expressing the emotional
state of the communicant.

Thus, the initiating cue is searching for an
inanimate agent, and the following statements search
for the causative.

The third interrogative statement is presented as
a rhetorical question. The interlocutor does not want
to continue the conversation and reacts emotionally.
The use of the modal verb “should” reinforces
emotionality of the statement (bewilderment and
irritation). In this case, we can talk about evasion or a
strategy of refusal response.

Refusal to cooperate may be associated with
an internal psychological state, emotional stress
a communicant who perceives a request for
information as an attack on his\her social face. These
circumstances determine the appearance reactive
statements, which are refusals to answer. They are
not fill the information gap of the request and are
characterized by a reduced degree of cooperativeness,
as well as the lack of a positive result in realization of
the intention of the communicant asking the question.

In this situation, the refusal can be qualified
as indirect conflict, because no explicit denial or
non-interaction, but the strategy of such a refusal
is to attack, a negative emotional attitude to the
interlocutor, and this brings the dialogue to high
conflict, aggressive level.

Showing a result.

— What was it made of?

—  Madeof? Now howshould  know? (Galsworthy,
Property)

The analyzed dialogue is an articulation of two
interrogative statements, its deployment takes place
within the framework of the following communicative
context — this conversation takes place between
Aunt Esther and Susie, who describes Irene’s hat
as something extraordinarily beautiful. Aunt Esther
asks what this hat is made of, given an interrogative
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statement is used to search for a result. Analysis of the
communicative situation shows that the answer is an
interrogative complex consisting of two interrogative
statements, its appearance is due to the discrepancy
between the knowledge fund of the interlocutors.
Ignorance of the answer to the question causes an
emotional reaction of the interlocutor, as a result
of which a second interrogative statement appears
in the form rhetorical question. In an interesting
way of expressing unwillingness to communicate
with the interlocutor is the denial of the addresser
presuppositions of the question, although in this
communicative situation we do not we can confidently
say that they are true. In this case, there is a violation
of the principle of interaction and a reacting

The communicator uses an avoidance strategy.

Interrogative word + verb form ask for a specific
action

— What’s happened?

— What’s your doctor’s name?
Sunday)

This dialogue consists of two interrogatives and
is a conversation between Stella and Joel when
they returned from the theatre, from. telephone
conversation, they learned that Miles, her husband, had
died in plane crash. An analysis of the dialogue shows
that when asked about what happened, which aims
to clarify the general communicative. Installations
speaker, a seemingly unmotivated interrogative
saying: “What is your doctor’s name?” Joel asks.
Given the statement is motivated by the situation,
Stella may need help doctor when she learns of her
husband’s death. In this case, the principle is violated
communicative sufficiency, when the responding
communicant does not give enough information
about what happened and applies an evasion strategy.

The following example is similar:

—  What happened really?

— Who can say? A push from behind? A piece of
cotton or string tied a cross

the top of the stairs and carefully removed
afterward? (Christie, Suspects)

The analyzed dialogue consists of two replicas,
the first one is presented pronominal question, and
the second by an interrogative complex consisting of
three interrogative sentences.

Communicative context.

Sir Henry began to talk about the mysterious
death, suggesting that it was murder. Interlocutors
speculated about how murders, but he rejected
them. One of the interlocutors asked: “What really
happened?”’ As the analysis of the situation shows. Sir
Henry answered with a series of rhetorical questions,

(Fitzgerald,
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since he himself did not know the answer to them,
this is a manifestation of the formula amplification
strategy, which used by the communicator to draw the
attention of interlocutors to discussed problem, but
violates the principle of communicative cooperation.

So, the interrogative word what brings into
the communicative course the intention to request
information about: 1) perceptive;2) descriptive;
3) inanimate agent of action; 4) result; 5) a request
for the action.

Thus, using what in an interrogative dialogue can
search for five arguments.

When deploying an interrogative dialogue, the
communicants use interrogative complexes most
often due to their emotional state. As our pragmatic
analysis shows communicative contexts reasons for
deployment interrogative dialogue with interrogative
complexes are similar interrogative dialogues with one
interrogative statement. However, the most common
reasons are the emotional state of the interlocutor, the
desire to clarify information and get attention.

Conclusions. In linguistics, the point of view
is most clearly represented, according to which the
communicative meaning of the interrogative pronoun
considered depending on its text-forming function,
consisting in pointing to an unknown element of
thought and demanding elimination of this uncertainty
in the response statement. For search necessary
argument, the corresponding interrogative is used
word. Interrogative words in English have a fairly
clear specialization. Each question word is meant
to be searched corresponding actant. The English
language system has a whole a set of interrogative
words, strictly distributed according to their functions.
A number of question words have only one function,
and some polyfunctional (for example, what or how),
with their help you can build different interrogative
statements or conduct a search various argument.

The initiating communicator assumes that the
requested arguments should be named in the reaction
of the interlocutor, but in a situation development of
an interrogative dialogue, this does not happen for
a number of reasons. The main reasons identified
during pragmatic analysis of interrogative dialogues
initiated pronominal interrogative sentences are:
emotional state of the interlocutor (irritation, surprise),
at the same time, the principle of communicative
communication is most often violated.

As pragmatic analysis shows, when requesting a
temporative, locative and causes of action the most
frequent cause of the appearance the subsequent
interrogative utterance is desire interlocutor to clarify
the information. When requesting other arguments
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the most common causes cannot be identified, which
is due to a wide range of reasons for the development
of an interrogative dialogue. The identified reasons
for the development of an interrogative dialogue can
be subdivided into reasons of a linguistic nature, to

them include evasion and clarification, extralinguistic
factors, leading to the development of an interrogative
dialogue with initiation in as a pronominal question,
we can include presupposition, ignoring and
communicative attitude of the speaker.
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CoBeTckass SHIUKIONEIUS,

Cyima I. I1. BAUMEHHUKOBE IIUTAHHS B IHTEPOTATUBHOMY JIIAJIO31

Cmammio npucesueHo 00CHiONCeHHIO 0coOIUBOCmell YHKYIOHYBAHHS 3AUMEHHUKOBO20 NUMAHHSA 8 THmepo2a-
musHoMy Oianosi. 3’aco8ano, wo y aiHegicmuyi HatbbW YiMKO NpeoCmagneHd moykd 30py, 32i0H0 3 KO KOMYHI-
KamueHe 3HAYeHHs NUMAIbHO20 3AUMEHHUKA PO32TSAOAEMBCSL 8 3ANLEHCHOCI IO 11020 MEKCMOYMEOPIOIOHOT yHKYil,
Wo NoIsi2ac y 6KA3IBYL HA HeBIOOMULL eleMeHm OYMKU MA 8UMO2Y YCYHEHHSA Yiel Hegioomocmi y 8i0nosiol. Y cmammi
6I03HAUEHO, W0 MedHCT THGHOPMAYIIIHOT TAKYHU, WO YIKABUIMb 3aNUMYEadd, USHAUAIOLCS CEMAHMUYHUMU 3HAYEH-
HAMU BI0OMUX KOMNOHEHMIE CUmyayii K OeHomamy 3anumanHs. BusHaueHo, wo 3atiMeHHUKO8I RUMAHHA CHPIMO-
8aHI HA 3 SACYBAHHS NEGHUX e/IeMEHmMIB GUCTIOBTIOBAHMNS, Ale NPU YbOMY 3ANUMYEMbCA He IXHSL NO3UYIs 8 102IKO-CUH-
MAKCUYHIN YU KOMYHIKAMUBHIU CIMPYKMYPI BUCTOBTIIO8AHHS, 4 CeManmuunuti amicm. 1liokpecieno, wo 3anumanns
6 AH2TIICHKITL MOGI MalONb 00CUMb YIMK)Y CHeYianizayiio, KOJCHe NUMAIbHE CI080 NPUSHAYeHe O/ NOULYKY 8I0N0-
BI0HO20 AKMAHMA. 3A3HAUEHO, WO CUCTNEMA AH2TILICOKOT MOBU MAE Y CBOEMY POSNOPSONHCEHHT YLTY HUSKY NUMATL-
HUX CJ1i6, CYBOPO PO3NOOLIEHUX 3a C60IMU QYHKYISIMU, OCSIKI NUMATIbHI 10684 MAIOMb Jiuiie 00HY (IVHKYIIO, a OesKi
nonighynxyionanvHi (nanpuxaaod, what abo how), 3 ix donomozoio mModicna nodyoyeamu pi3Hi 3anumarHs abo eecmu
NOWLYK PISHUX aKmaumie. Y cmammi 3a3HA4eH0, w0 IHMepocamusHull 0ianoe Modxce OpopMIAMUCcs He MilbKu
¥V hopmi 00UHOUHO20 NUMATILHO20 BUCTOBNIIOBANHS, A U Y 8UTAOL KOMIAEKCY NUMATILHUX GUCLOGTIO8AHD. Buseneni
NPUYUHU PO32OPMAHHSL THMEPO2AMUBHO20 OIAI02Y MOXNCYMb Oymu po30LIeH] Ha NPUHUHU JITHEBICIUYHO20 XAPAK-
mepy, 00 HUX GIOHOCAMbCSL YXWISHHSL 6I0 8I0N06I0I Ma YMOUHEHHSl, 00 eKCIMPANIHeSICMUYHUX (aAKMOpIe, Wo npu-
380051Mb 00 PO320PMAHHS IHIMEPO2AMUBHO20 OIAN02Y 3 THIYIAYIEID MAKOIO SIK 3AUMEHHUKO8E NUMAHHS, MOICHA Gi0-
Hecmu npecynno3uyiio ienop. J{osedero, uwjo Hebaxicants 8i0nosidamu Ha nocmasiene 3anumantsa — 0OHA 3 NPUHUH
NOSI8U HACTYNHUX 3aNUMAHb, SKI NOPYULYIOMb NPUHYUN KOMYHIKAMUBHOT CRIBNPAYI ma 3aCMOCO8YEMbCS. CIMPAmMezis
IMIHU MeMU, a KOMYHIKAHM, WO HIYII0E PO3MOEY, BUKOPUCIOBYE CINPAMEII0 KOMYHIKAMUBHO20 TMUCKY.

Y emammi nioxpecneno, wo naviuacmiwiumu cmpameiimu, Ki UKOPUCMOBYIOMb KOMYHIKAHMU Y YbOMY
muni dianozy €: ymounenHs, nogmop, nocunents. [L[ooo npunyunie nobyoosu odianoey, mo RHOPYuLyiomsbCsl
30€0i1bUI020 NPUHYUN KOMYHIKAMUBHOT 00CMAMHOCMI, 83AEMO0II ma cnispodimHuymad.

Knrouogi cnosa: dianoe, 3avimennuxoge numanHs, Oianociuna €OHICMb, CRIIKYSAHHS, 3ANUMAHHI, 8i0N0-
8i0b, MOGNIeHHEBUL akm, Oeqhiniyis, iHiyiro4a penixa.
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