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Naturaleza ortoépica de la declaracion de
hechos en el componente de respuesta del
dialogo (material de la Lengua Yakut)

RESUMEN

Este articulo analiza las principales caracteristicas estructural-semantica y funcional-
entonacional de la frase de respuesta en el lenguaje Yakut. Las construcciones
dialégicas tipicas con una declaraciéon de hechos, que interactian con los
componentes interrogativos del didlogo, se determinan a partir de un material
lingiifstico real con contenido intelectual y comunicativo.

PALABRAS CLAVE: Lenguaje yakut, unidad dialégica, componente de respuesta
del didlogo, declaracion de hechos, ritmo melédico, intervalos de frecuencia de
tono.

Introduction

In modern Yakut fiction, especially in prose and drama, the dialogue, defined as
“one form of speech, in which each statement is directly addressed to the interlocutor
and is limited to the direct topic of conversation” (Kondakov, 1971), is characterized
by structural peculiarities and species diversity. The dialogue of the interlocutors
in writing can be closely woven lexico-grammatically, situationally thematically and
sometimes loses its syntactic independence (Laptev, 1976), which characterizes its
clear difference from the writing-monologue. The minimum of conditions, without
which the right dialogue cannot exist, is that the parties (interlocutors) participating
in it must have two-way contact, the communication must take place in the field of
vision of both interlocutors. Contact can be a multilateral (Torsueva, 1979; Budagov,
1971). The generally recognized property of the dialogue is the direction of the replica
to the interlocutor and the receipt of a response replica, while the interlocutors are
constantly changing roles (Laptev, 1976).

Response replicas are carried out in various forms; A meaningful plan for the
response component of the dialogue makes it possible to distinguish various species
differences that are included in the response replica classification classes.

The statement of facts, as one of the intellectual-communicative types of response
replica, is a set of information made by the interlocutor at the time of the conversation
with the person talking about really accomplished, committed or imperfect actions,
events, phenomena. The interlocutor (or a group of interlocutors) establishes the
presence or certainty of the action.

The statement of facts is not defined as a separate communicative implementation
of verbal communication in other studies (Olshevskaya, 1974; Moyseenko, 1982;
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Bruzhajte, 1972; Shub, 1966), because in most cases the classification was not carried
out by content.

In speech communication, the statement of facts is of paramount importance in
relation to other types which according to the contents occupy the subsequent ranks
in classification.

1. The first group of answers of statement of facts

A conversation between two (or more) persons usually begins with an
acquaintance. The first component of the dialogue is the question, the second is the
answer. However, the acquaintance is not limited to the identification of the person
and his occupation, the dialogue, as a rule, continues in several brief remarks, more
fully revealing the content of the reported. The most typical thorough answer to the
statement of facts is the example: ~-Aambirr? — Cunun ousu. — Asarn aama? — Imud
Cunun ousn. — Qamunusaw? — Tyox oaa? — Apacnaannvarw Kumuil ouubun? —
Cyoe03panmap ouunnap... — Caahvirr? — Omym ukkum.— Hohunuseurn?- Hohunuseum
0yo? Xammuvaga 6yonnagvim ouu. — Apaw yyha? — Asam yyha... Kethamauoap
Qusmmum. — Otioxmooxxyn dyo? — baap. — Oonooxxyn 0yo? — baannap. — Xahwuii,
xac ogonooxxynyu? — Uxkku oporooxnyu (KY BlJob 69). What is your name)? - I'm
Philip. - Middle name? - Philip too. - What is the last name? - I'm sorry, what? - I ask (1), what
is the last name (your)? —Fyodorow ... - How old are you? - Thirty-two (me). “What village are you
Srom?” =My village? I'm from Khamnyagi. - What clan are you from? - From which clan? My clan
is Kysatay. - Are you married? - Yes. - Do you have children? - Yes. - How many, how many children
do you have? - Two children (I have) *

This dialogic unity is constructed in such a way that the question - the answer
continues until the topic of conversation in this situation of acquaintance is exhausted.
The underlined response replicas of the statement of facts are components of the
overall plan for the topic of the committee. The facts of the person being asked
are clarified or stated: name, surname, age, village, clan, marital status. There is a
relationship between the question and the answer, which is characterized by the natural
development of the dialogue. The unknown in the first component of the dialogue
is expressed by both neutral and specifically neutral questions. In another example
of “acquaintance”, the response of the statement of facts is transmitted by several
information phrases in one remark, and the interlocutor asks a counter question to
clarify the identity of the speaker (the questioner), to which a concise answer of the
statement of facts is given: - Kon, uyeahaa, xoncomusx, sn kumwunuti? — buhueu
Haaxapa ousn doudymman kanbunnum. Mun Cyedsp ousn yoatidaaxnvin, 631sm
aamvim Aanuvix. n aamoi kumuti? — Mun aamovim Comonuux (TC TA 221). “ Come
here, let’s talk, who are you? - We came from the area Nabara. I have a brother Fedor, and ny name

is Anchik. What is your name? - My name is Semenchik’.

The response of the statement of facts in one replica reveals the contents of
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two unknowns: - Xaiia aammaaxxwinsiil, 0o500p, myoxxa myoascmun? — Caxxaax
bahvinaii ousmmun. Cenvcogem cypykcymyh koipoaadvimoim (AA 111197). - What
is your name, buddy, what happened to you? - I'm Sahhah Vasiliy. I beat up the
village council secretary’.

Answers of the statement of facts are given to various questions,
where the unknown is directed to the compulsory clarification of
the interlocutor. Depending on the question, the response with the
statement of facts has a wide variety in content. Regardless of the
volume of replicas in the dialogue, the responses of the statement of
facts take, along with other possible types of responses, their specific
place. For example, a counter-question-answer of refutation, denial and
recognition is preceded by a group of answers to the statement of facts.-
Caiibin myey evimmbikkoimolil? — KolbuiiaaOvinnolm, Kelpamoix... —
Onepoykkym 0yo? — Hkku Kolvlivl en16pen. — Koivlieeim smun myzay
ebimmbikkoimolil? — Cusounnum. — Kyp ogyc smuesp Oyakyiian 0yo?
— Xannaager ogycnym smuesp oynkyiyoxnymyu? — Kuhuw colnevt smun
oynoam sma 0yo? — Cyox. Cyox 6yonbam! Dmus colmblilanvlbl MypagblH.
Kyn wipaaxmaapwiea 6ypyiy, marwapapa aHbblblHbl OHOCHOH IPIBUH.
— Owocmybannein, mouonyom, Kelpowvbiknvin osmaoun (KY B/Jvb 70).
What did you do in the summer? - We bunted a little on the elk ... - Killed? “We
killed two elkes.” - Where did you put the meat of dead elfs? - Ate? - With last year’s
meat of fattened bull? - What meat of a bull? - Your mate did not get horse mreat? -
Not. - Why not? Again, you're lying. Before the king of guilt, before God, you begin
1o create sin. - I'm not guilty, master, I'm telling the trut!’

The answer of the factual statement in the first replica is not fully disclosed,
therefore the thematic scope of the dialogue is expanded by other replicas, where the
full answer is given - Topo biwvipoimmap? — bapap yhyoyn. — Xatioax?.. Xauna?
— Amuwin yaacka (CD CS 4). ~ Why did they call you? - They say 1 have to leave. - How? ..
Where? - To another military unit.’

The ascertaining answer is achieved by asking the questioner about the state of
health, the intetlocutor’s actions: Apaa, 6yeyH xatioaxxviHwlii? — Yyyymansl keimma
KONCONNUNRUMMIH YIaxanubik coiiaudvim (NY A 246). “Dad, how do you feel today? -
D' very tired of talking to the teacher.”

The answers of the statement of facts, aimed at determining or explaining the
interlocutor’s actions, can be constructed in the form of listing individual syntagmas
ot phrases with a generalized ascertaining content: - Xorobypa xumnsssu abaahv
kopopynyu? — Hoykyy amvivitheimel... Opovonymaan ouyyHy... HKKUSHHIpUH
unnu6ap oammaamoim! (HS 1982 7 42). ~ For example, who do you hate? - Merchant
Nick ... Shaman Ordionumaan ... 1 killed both!’.

Characteristically, the interlocutors choose a specific topic for disclosure for a
replica of the facts of the first group, and the second component, as a rule, is built
with a predicate in the form of the first person in the singular and plural form.

The second group of answers of the statement of facts combines the forms
of response cues with content about the third person. The interlocutor states, reports
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other facts. In this case, actions occur, take place at different times. The actual material
for this group is distributed to the answers in the form of the present time and the
answers in the forms of the past tense.

The answers of the facts are given by the interlocutor about the actions, events
occurring at the time of the conversation. in this case, attention is focused on the
specific person who performs the action: -KepesyH 0yo, on kyosac. — Xauua, xauna?
— On CO9HMIH Kye2d Kuupdu 3pap. — Tbivlil KyousH onepyexxs... — Kabuc, kyeiiyma,
Kyoaes kuupout. OHHO KbipObasac Kelatian kemye cyosa (NG SC 380). ‘— See, loon
over there. - Where where? - From the river swims into the lake. - Well, come on, kill ... Wait, do not

kill, let the loon swins in the lake. Narrowly there, the loon cannot fly ont.”

Response replicas of the statement of facts, interconnected with the interrogative
components of the dialogue, in addition to reporting that an action has been performed
at a given time, show the degree of reliability of the facts realized: - Xaiia, noxoo,
vipaaxmaapwl yhynryoymyeap mehe yepoyw? — Yepon 6ese oyonnasa! [Hvon oa
yopoyma-kennyms cyp0aax (AA IV 301). ‘— Well, man, are you very happy that the king
was overthrown? - Of conrse, I was exultant, delighted! The people are also delighted!.

In addition, the answer of the interlocutor about past events, but continuing or
unfinished, is stated in the form of the present tense: - ... By 21iusH3 050H cypykcym
9ma 0yy? — 29, OMmMoH umu 0CKyo1asd yepiInd camulolp OUl, MAHAL2bL KbLIAaNbIH
oymapaspu colnovap (K KT 176). Your son seems to be a secribe? - Yes, he tries to study at
school, now he finishes the first class’.

Unlike the examples of the second group cited above, the answers of the statement
of facts about events that have just occurred or actions with a third-person predicate
have semantic independence.- Zfosop, 0osop, myoxmar cohytioyw? — Tyox aps kanam
MbIOBIC-MBLMHBLbL, UOUC-UHYUIBIU UTUUMUHIH UMIPULMINIIH KopOe... On bacmaan
Myya-oum Kypoyk oma... OHmon yhykmyOoymym KoHHI UL UMIPUUIMINIIIH KOPOO. —
Hns 0aa?.. — Uns... (K KT 40). ‘— Friend, what are you afraid of ? - Something incomprebensible
came up and stroked with its cold and wet hand ... At first it was like a dream ... Then, when I woke
up, be stroked it in real. - In reality? .. - Yes, in reality....".

The action performed in the past is stated by the interlocutor in the form of the
present tense, since in the act of communication the action transforms into a real
event: - Tyey cyoanacmunsp? — Tyey ounusxnunuii? Xomowo xaauan kaoucmuisp.
HYYY4anbivl Koneamoandp. Apai “Yypanua, Yypanua” ouunidps uhunizp (AA 1
331). ‘= What did they consult about? - How should I know. They locked me in the crib. They talk
in Russian. 1 only heard them say “Churapcha, Churapcha™.

The interlocutor states the facts committed by a third party in the past tense (form
ta-Aap). The object of discussion may be not only man, but also animals, natural
phenomena, events, etc.:- Capcvin mennepep unueun? — TeHHOpoOH-MOHHODOH. —
Xanman ounusm Oynnyw? — Oponop amuviviraameiiap (HS 1982 8 18). Wil you
return tomorrow? - I will, I will. - Where did you get the ticket? - The guys have sold
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The statement of the facts is given by the interlocutor about the event that
lasted for a certain period of time: - Xobopooc, Guan amrraap AopOyypyrap yypoyr
smararrapuml.. — Tyox Oyonaynap?.. — Ypym Kunuisp 91 Xoc Kyonaubl: KOMOMYHIH
carwapamiapa... bunueun Osusnps xuhunuu cawapannap! (HS 1982 7 38). ‘< —
Hoboroos, where are my anmmlets that 1 put on the barn shelf! - What happened? - Before, they spoke
with your second voice ... Now they speak humanly!’.

The interlocutor transmits information received from a famous person; the
information is evaluated by him as an ascertaining fact (predicate on the form yhy):
- Vaaxan xamnacmaax 6aapmeitianaax cynyycaiiea bapviax kypoyk yhy. — Ommon
Cuununs? — Apaxcan, O0ogop! Amvipovax mahvineivl apaxcan xaarbOvimmap.
baapmouianaax, yraxan cynyycaiiea bapuvlax kypovk yhy. Maacaw cupstiumam...
cupatiu3p ObOILO0X 20UM. YOHMAH MAXCA Cblll XOMY CbLI0bAH 0apan KIIoummasp
oa, apaxcan xaarovimmap (AA 111 67). ‘— They say she marries a party employee with a large
salary. - What about Philip? - They ve divorced! They parted forever. They say she is getting married
to a party member, a_famous employee. Maria is beantiful ... Her happiness is in beauty. For more
than ten years, they were in the north and immediately divorced after their arrival’.

In another case, the answer received from a particular person is stated as a true,
correct message, with which the interlocutor fully agrees: - Mun siusxs uiism copyeap
xoaaum. — Tyox copyeap? — Huiom blandvban oneepy evlind, 6apa-kans camaarn 0Oy
QUUCUH KIIDH XOHOH, cairapa myhon 6apovin ousw vivimma (K KT 59). “— 1 came to
you at the request of the mother. - What is her request? Mother dying, forced to invite you, so that
you came to spend the night and shamanize.’

The interlocutor speaks about past events or actions with a touch of some
condemnation ot disapproval: - O, 050 yhy dyo xunu? Xaiidax on Kypoyk
cawapaniapvii, 3? — Occo cawapaniapvbin aahan, Ovblananvlax 6yoranap.
Tyey-myey owoponnop? Tyopa xuhunu xahan 0a kepb6emex KypoyK ObOHHOp. —
On Topaumaii, 631ma-03UMunIH 0bOHHOPYH MO0 Oyoutbaxka, vipaac Kuhunu
ovthaasuimmapapuiii? — byotivosynaasap, xama, CoMIHU bIHbIPAH bLIAH, 0IUIMD
amud 010U _carrapovim youna Oypyiiea myodhunnapusx 6yoian occo caammblin
(DT KHK 223). ‘— He is not a child? How can you say so? - Moreover, they are going to initiate
a case. 1t is not known what else they will do. Like they had never seen a stranger. - Why can Terenty
not be able to calm his people and allows him to defile an honest person? “On the contrary, instead of
probibiting him, he should invite Senzyon, severely curse him and threaten to bring a case against hine’.

The intetlocutor states the fact with some assessment of the situational,
objective features of the event or the action being carried out. In this case, the
time of action becomes uncertain, although the object of action is specific: - On
ObUANIP Keme cuvliovap mabaheimmapea ananiaaxmap. Apeitiax ouhusxs Koaus.
bopyobanviaxneim. Xomoiiyox uhun, colananapa viapaxan. — Tehenyu? — Typap
0o1dma-yc muthvibinya Kypovk. — Oo, corana s6um! Y pyrxynarn omym methersinya. 93,
kapracrati dousbum opdyx NG SC 205). “— Those houses are intended for deer nomads. A few
pieces allocated to us. 1ets try. Unfortunately, they are expensive. - How much is? - The cost is about
three thousand. - Well, a little expensive! Thirty thousand old money. Nothing, onr frame house is
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better’.

Characteristic features are in the second group of answers the statement of facts:
about the action of a third person or about the event, the factis told by the interlocutor;
the interlocutor builds the predicate of his statement in various temporal inclination
forms; the extent of the dialogical unity is determined by the thematic critetion; The
answers of the facts are not positionally fixed in the corpus of dialogic unity.

The third group of answers of a statement of facts, in contrast to the previous
groups, combines response statements combined in person, number and time in one
replica. They are in addition to a statement of fact, events, etc. have the content of
evaluation, reasoning, approval, communication, etc.

The responses, in cooperation with the first and third person, state the events
that have passed, and at the same time continuing in the indefinite and the present,
which are due to unknown members in the first component of the dialogue: - Xaiia,
0BOHHbOP, omKkummaH uhsgun 0yy? Xapasavin xalaama? — 23, xapax kyhapan.
Kyopakka snnansocutisgd kuupap evina owopoyuap. Hvs, xaiioax obaabwl 6yonap,
oykamuir MOUmMAANIP Oyy... < — Well, how, old man, do you take medicine? How with
the eye? - Uh, I have a bad eye. I was determined to be sent to the city for an operation.
It is not known how it will be, maybe it will not save...” (AA III 156).

Actions in the responses of the statement of facts occur in present time with the
predicate in the first and third person: - ODu manna moso onoposyn? Bapawn ymyii.
HUmu yonea myywwy nponyhy mogo 6uspoun? — Cohapeohaoum. Kunu otideex o50.
Opony onye manmutorovin(AA I 204). “— Why are you sitting here? Go to sleep. Why did
you give this guy a night pass? - We talk. He is a smart kid. I love children very nuch’.

Answer of the facts in the form of past tense: - bapap OyoAOykkyH mMuH
ncrubntum... — Mcmubumurn 0yo? — Maagbli 0bu309p muulOumum, 31 cypyeyw
konoum 20um... (DT KHK 282). ‘— I heard that you're leaving ... - Did you hear that? - Going

home in the morning, 1 saw your letter’.

A fact is stated in the form of a verb of the future and the present: - Jlogoop,
caa bUIOAKKBIH ayo? — DMHUD TYyOXIyT caaraidl. — Apail sho TY03CTHH — O44ORO
XaibIblObIT? — Tyymyn yyuuveynamawn 0spuinus. Kyhywiy shs 6apxs ymaiiap
ouwnap (CD CS 332). ‘— Friend, won’t you take the gun? - Why should I take a gun? Suddenly
a bear will meet - what are we going to do? - Lets burn his skin. They say the antumn bear has a
good burning wool.

The statement of the facts in the second component of the dialogue is transmitted
by listing the presence of something in the predicate of the first interrogative
statement: - Taacman ypamer myey 0a yknamax 0yo? — Buup 60pooxxou enHoox
KOCMyyM marac 6aap YOHHA... MAAH MAKAC blpOadxsl YOHHA... Ouup obaxmap
oviraayyviiiama (NY A 54-55). ‘— Besides the stones, he did not put anything in the box? -
There is a gray suit and ... white shirt and ... one woman’s dress’.

In a few brief reply replicas, facts are established that are situationally determined
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in conjunction with the past and the present, the forms of the third and first person:
- Hopoobonopyr, mabaapvicmap! Ilpedcedamensy xannanvii? — Ilpedcedamens
cvox. Kvopaxka kuupoums. Kununu mun conovuadoin (AD /] 42).” — Hello comrades!
Where is the chairman? - There is no chairman. e left for the city. 1 replace hino’.

Response cues in the dialogue, which are close in content, are built with predicates
in second and third petson forms: - Ayy, 6y Kumutl, Kum cbl10baBbIH? — Mun Kan1UM,
0ohosmunnvuxnun. Cunun 6aap 0yo? — baapovin, smus myoxxa monutioun? — Mun
MIHULUIM OY0?.. Ambimmap naadviianiap... 93 myp! Kuupsp yhyeyn. Kunsshuw
virroimmapap (KY BIAvb 75-76). ‘— Ob, who is this, who is here? - 1, foreman, came. Philip
at home? - Here, you need me? - I'm not running after you ... Others need ... Well, get up! They tell
you to come. Prince calls’.

The fourth group of factual responses combines sentences with predicates of
no particular person, number, and time in one replica. In other words, the formal
uncertainty of the response is complemented by the content of the unknown in the
interrogative component of the dialogue: - byryrry xahslatsl aaxnarsie 1yo? —
VYoii, cyox 33. Tyox Gaapsiii? @uskynsrypa TyhyHaH 1yo? — Cnbskku tyhynan (AA
111154). ‘- Did not read today’s newspaper? - Ob, No. What is there? About physical education?
- About flowers’.

A statement of fact is transmitted in response by underlining, explaining, or even
approving, Such a response can be realized in a multicomponent dialogue, where
the thematic focus is due to one problem: - b3, nTu 6aap, KOIX03Ka OMUP M)
Yy4yrait agail canaiiaaqubl camap/blbl Taxcaapbl T'bIHAH SPAIRUHD, CYJI0y TapaaH
putaH uhaump. BuhurnHHEMKTIPrY KUMMUT yidauups Oyoiuta?.. (discontent).
— Cenrteex kuhuHHU, Y193 epe TahaapOakka, OMUp CUPrd TyTaH OJIOPYOH AyO?
(disapproval). — baiin oTTOH, caHa canaifaauubliiap YYHIH TaxchlaXTapbirap JAudpH
KYYT? TycTaxTapund? (condition). — J{bOHY TYPraHHMK MUTAH, YYHHIPAH HhUIXXD
nudH 6aap (statement of fact). — OTTOH HUTIIUIXXD TUIPH KYYTTIXX3?.. (advice).
— On0X OJyC TYPIIPHHHMK xaamap, KUHMHU cuTuh’H mhusxxs Haama (categorical
answer) (DT KHK 160). © — Wel, as soon as one good leader appears on the collective farm,
be is immediately taken away. Who will work with us? .. - How will you detain a capable person
if he can be promoted? - You can not wait until there are new leaders? - There is such a setting to
quickly prepare, raise people. - Why not wait until they are raised? - 1ife goes fast, and you can not
lag bebind it’.

The statement of facts in dialogical speech, as a response component, is formed by
various means of expression and has a variety of topics, an unknown fact is revealed,
explained, reportedly stated. At the same time, the response to the statement of facts
always comes from the interlocutor and is perceived by the speaker.

For example, in the response Ovms Cuawnrr ansn He is Philjp foo’, according to the
required question, the intonation component manifests itself in moderate intonation
(fig. 1). If quantitative indicators do not have a deviation, then the tonal and dynamic
parameters, compensating for their duration, form average rhythm-melodic figure.
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For example, in stating the name of the father the whole contour of the dialogical
unity stabilizes in the answer.The maximum frequency of the fundamental tone is
concentrated in the explanatory segment of speech Cuamir, the interval between 135-
194 HZ is an augmented forth at moderate intensity (19-28%).

t_a s m s s LLlip 1 B =

M.’_ ..... g W *___

\J ST NN ’I..\_ |

Figure 1. Intonogram of phrases

Oy Cranmr amsu ‘He is Philip too (announcer 11U)

Identical indicators are repeated in the announcer GGI (Fig. 2), which is
characterized by ascending rhythm-melodies in a dialogical unity. Thus, in an
interrogative phrase, an ascending contour with an interval of minor sixth is mirrored
in the response construct, implemented at intervals of an augmented forth. However,
the rhythm-melodic movement of the response phrase, unlike the interrogative
phrase, is characterized by a typological, i.e. ascending-descending, contour, which is
associated with the overall picture of the narrative. It can be noted that in the dialogic
construction there are interacting rhythm-melodic patterns that are reflected in the
formation of the specific contour associated with the previous components of the

dialogue.

wal et

Figure 2. Intonogram of phrases
Omus Cuann ansr ‘He is Philip too (announcer GGI)
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The response design with the semantics of approximate certainty Typap Gatiars
yc Thitheinaa kypayk About three thousand’ in the pronunciation of both speakets
is expressed by stable rhythm-melodic parameters, showing, in general, ascending-
descending movements of the frequency of the fundamental tone (Fig. 3-4). At the
moment of uncertainty of the response in the final segment of speech ThihbibIHYA
KYpPAYK, the minor seventh decrease in the thythm-melody contour prevails, and the
dynamic parameter is moderately descending,

Figure 3. Intonogram of the phrase Typap 63#13T3 yc TethbibiHTa
Kypayk About three thousand> (announcer of the VIU)

s ® b, L8 FIOIC

N

il P U S oA NN AL W

Figure 4. Intonogram of the phrase Typap 631313 yc ThthbibiHua
Kypayk <About three thousand» (announcer GGI)

Conclusions

Thus, the statement of facts in dialogical speech, as a response component, is
formed by various means of expression and has a variety of subjects, an unknown
fact is revealed, explained, reportedly stated. At the same time, the answer always
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160 nent of the dialogue (on the material of the Yakut Language)

comes from the interlocutor and is perceived by the speaker. When responding to the
facts, depending on the semantic importance of the reported fact, the overall design
of rhythm-melodies, as opposed to a question phrase, forms a typical ascending-
descending contour of the pitch frequency, which manifests itself in positive and
negative indicators of intonation values.
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