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FIRST PART

DIALOGICAL TURN



DIALOGICAL TURN

Dialogue
Dialogism
Dialogicality

Dialectics



DIALECTIC in GENERAL

By dialectics in the most general sense we mean the employment of
the possibilities of linguistic transformation

Three heads

(1) Merger and division

(2) The Three Major Pairs: action-passion,

mind-body,
being-nothing

(3) Transcendence

Kenneth Burke The Grammar of Motives p 402
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Other definitions of dialectic are: reasoning from opinion; the discovery of
truth by the give and take of converse and redefinition; the art of disputation;
the processes of "interaction" between the verbal and the non-verbal; the
competition of cooperation or the cooperation of competition; the spinning of
terms out of terms, as the dialectician proceeds to make explicit the
conclusions implicit in key terms or propositions used as generating principle
(the kind of internal development that distinguishes mathematical systems);
the internal dialogue of thought, as with the inward way of Thomas a Kempis,
or as with ratiocination and calculation generally; or any development (in
organisms, works of art, stages of history) got by the interplay of various
factors that mutually modify one another, and may be thought of as voices in a
dialogue or roles in a play, with each voice or role in its partiality contributing

to the development of the whole; or the placement of one thought or thing in
terms of its opposite; or the progressive or successive development and

reconciliation of opposites; or so putting questions to nature that nature can
give unequivocal answer. An ever closer approximation to truth by successive
redefinition is sometimes offered as the opposite of the dialectical method, or
such "spiraling” may very well be taken as the example par excellence of

dialectic.
Kenneth Burke A Grammar of Motives 1962 p403



DIALOGISM

Philosophical term as ontology and epistemology of humanity

Contrasts with monologism

The universe is no longer a mere IT to us but a THOU
W. James The will to believe (1896 pp25-27)



DIALECTICS

Take a dialogue and remove the voices (the partioning
of voices), remove the intonations (emotional and
individualizing ones), carve out abstact concepts and
judgments from living words and responses, cram
everything into one abstract consciousness-and you

have dialectics

M Bakhtin 1970/71

Dialectics of Nature versus Dialogic of Culture



DIALOGICALITY

Social-psychological capacity of humans to think,communicate

act and socially engage with others

Markova 2003 p85



DIALECTICS vs DIALOGICALITY

In contrast to Hegelian/Marxist dialectic,dialogicality
is not goal-directed.The Ego-Alter interdependence
is @ communicative interdependence(...)

Since dialogicality is open,multifaceted and
multivoiced teleological explanations make no sense

Markova 2003 p96



MACRO-DISCIPLINES

Natural Sciences
Social Sciences

Humanities



PSYCHOLOGY

Social psychology
Psycho-linguistics

Cultural psychology



PHILOSOPHY

Ontology
Epistemology
Ethics



BAKHTIN’S CIRCLE

M Bakhtin (1895-1975)

V N Volochinov (1895-1936)
P N Medevnev (1892-1938)




BIBLIOGRAPHY

The class will consist of a reading and discussion of all the works of M. M. Bakhtin and his
colleagues who formed the Bakhtin Circle. Students will write a research paper grounded in
Bakhtinian theory.

Texts (on order at Von’s; some may be out of print and will have to be acquired in other ways):
Bakhtin, M. M. Art and Answerability: Early Philosophical Essays by M. M. Bakhtin. Ed. Michael
Holquist and Vadim Liapunov. Trans. and notes Vadim Liapunov. Supplement trans.

Kenneth Brostrom. Austin: U of Texas P, 1990.

Bakhtin, M. M. Problems of Dostoevsky’s Poetics. Ed. and Trans. Caryl Emerson. Intro. Wayne C.
Booth. Minneapolis: U of Minnesota P, 1984.

Bakhtin, M. M. Rabelais and His World. Trans. Hélene Iswolsky. Bloomington: Indiana UP,

1984.

Bakhtin, M. M. Speech Genres and Other Late Essays. Ed. Caryl Emerson and Michael Holquist.
Trans. Vern W. McGee. Austin: U of Texas P, 1986.

Bakhtin, M. M. The Dialogic Imagination: Four Essays. Ed. Michael Holquist. Trans. Caryl
Emerson and Michael Holquist. Austin: U of Texas P, 1981.

Bakhtin, M. M. 1993. Toward a Philosophy of the Act. Ed. Michael Holquist and Vadim
Liapunov. Trans. and notes Vadim Liapunov. Austin: U of Texas P.

Medvedev, P. N. The Formal Method in Literary Scholarship: A Critical Introduction to Sociological
Poetics. Trans. Albert J. Wehrle. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins UP, 1978.

Shukman, Ann, ed. Bakhtin School Papers. Oxford: RPT Publications, 1983.

Voloshinov, V. N. Marxism and the Philosophy of Language. Trans. Ladislav Matejika and I. R.
Titunik. Cambridge: Harvard UP, 1986.

Voloshinov, V. N. Freudianism: A Critical Sketch. Trans. |. R. Titunik, and ed. in collaboration with
Neal H. Bruss. Bloomington: Indiana UP, 1987.



CONTEXT

Russian Formalists
Post Kantians Marburg

Freud

Vygotsky



COMMUNICATION MODELS

Bakhtine Jakobson

Object -------—------ - —--- referent --------------—-----————- context

utterer utterance interlocutor addresser message addressee

intertext contact

language code







SECOND PART

NEW DEVELOPMENTS



NEW DEVELOPMENTS
Dialogicality and Social Representations

Dialogicality and Social
Hepresentations




Most recent books:

Markova, |.: Dialogicality and Social Representations (2003/2005, CUP);

Markova, |. (ed.): Trust and Democratic Transition in Post-Communist Europe (OUP,
2004);

Moscovici, S. and Markova, |.: The Making of Modern Social Psychology (2006,
Polity Press);

Markova, 1., Linell, P., Grossen, M. and Salazar Orvig, A.: Dialogue in Focus Groups
(2007, Equinox);

Markova, I. and Gillespie, A. (eds.): Trust and Distrust: Sociocultural Perspectives
(2008, Information Age);

Markov3, |. and Gillespie, A. (eds.). Trust and Conflict: Representations, Culture,
Dialogue (2011, Routledge).



ORGANON MODEL

die Dinge

sprachliche Zeichen 4

einer der andere

Buhler, 1934
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FIGURE 1.1 Generai framework for the analysis of social communication
processes .

Klaus Fiedler, 2007



SEMIOTIC TRIANGLES

X Sinn Interpretant

z Zeichen Bedeutung Sign

Greeks Object
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Peirce
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-EPISTEMIC TRIANGLE

Object (social representation)

Alter

| Markova 2003, p 152



Triangle of Activity

Individual survival Emerqing

IPTEDPI'IVE: E‘é‘g'; {"Doing alone') NATURAL tool making

THE SPECIES ENVIRONMENT INDIYIDUSL /,/A\\ NATURAL AND
MEMBER OF ARTIFICIAL
THE SPECIES ENYIRONMENT

Social life
{'Being together™)

Collective survival
{'Doing together")

£ NN
POPULATION, Emerging collective Emerqing division
OTHER MEMBERS traditions, rituals of labor

OF THE SPECIES and rules

POPULATION;
COMMUNITY

The structure of a human activity system (Engestrom,
1987, p. 78)
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Two interacting activity systems as minimal unit of analysis for expansive design
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SOCIAL THINKING DYNAMICS

Thémata

Antinomies Social representations

| Markova, 2003



DYNAMICS

Antinomies in common sense become thémata in the course
of certain social and historical events, e.g.political, economical,
religious and so on, they turn into problems and become the
focus of attention and a source of tension and conflict

It is during such events that antinomies in thinking are
transformed into thémata: they enter into public discourse,
become problematised and further thematised.

Then they start to generate social representations with
respect to the phenomenon in question

Markova 2003 p184



3rd PART

LINKING SOCIAL REPRESENTATIONS TO COMMUNICATION



Back to Moscovici

1. Any representation is a representation of something
1.Everything is a representation of something
2.Every representation is a representation of someone

Psychonalysis 1976 19-21



Representing

...an object means both according the status of a sign
and getting to know it by making it significant

figure

Representation = ————
signification

Any figure has an aura of meaning, and any meaning
appears in a figurative or iconic pattern

Moscovici (1976) 21



RESEARCH STRATEGIES

Content analysis
Observational techniques
Conversational analysis

Hermeneutics



ALTERNATIVE MODELS

Structural

Social categorisation
Ethnographic

Dialogical



FOCUS GROUP

Thinking societies in miniature
1.External and internal framing

2.Heteroglossia

3.Addressivity and answerability

4.Historically and culturally shared social knowledge



CODA — REVIISTING THE PLATO’S SYMPOSIUM



Platoes Symposium: The Ethics of Desire

PLATO’S

Le Banquet ou de LISTULV «SYMPOSTUM»
"Amour
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DIALOGICAL AND DIALECTICAL FEATURES

1.Polyglossial and heteroglossial
2.Distinctive genre

3.Multidimensionality of structure plot

4.Intersection of past,everyday reality and future

5. Inconcludness and incompletness



Greimas Semiotic Square
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Figure 2: Applying Organizational Theory (semiotic squares) to the NTM-A organizational problem set

W1: “rigid W value” W2: “flexible W value”

* conservative (apolitical) « Liberal (apolitical)

* doctrine-centric - Adaptive/Innovative - experimental, improvisational
* traditional « event-driven/perpetual . m I ’ ing wi hin W
* static/uniformity * High skill/training « critical, creative thinking

* historical structuring * Western value-centric « non-conforming

+ Technological/Reductionist

* hierarchical
* eschatological (divine)
* centralized

* lack of technical emphasis
* non-western value-centric
* holistic/non-technological




MULTIPLE (Social) REPRESENTATIONS OF LOVE

Pausanias
Common sense 3 . Science
Phaedrus 8 « Eryximacus
Alcibiades X Socrates
Poetry L Pe——————————— > Philosophy
Aristophanes 5 Diotima

Agathon



THANK YOU!



