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Gerasymiv L. Ya. The communicative situation of Accusation/Excuse as a special type of 
con  ict interaction. The article deals with the communicative situation of accusation/excuse as 
a special type of con  ict interaction. The author describes the basic phases, types and causes of 
con  ict interaction, traces the peculiarities of con  ict interaction in the communicative situation of 
accusation/excuse, substantiates the attribution of the situation of accusation/ excuse to the harmo-
nizing type of con  ict interaction, describes the praxeogram of verbal interaction in the situation 
of accusation/excuse, and provides the characteristic features of the completely/partially settled or 
unsettled con  ict interaction in the situation of accusation/excuse. 

Key words: communicative situation of accusation/excuse, con  ict interaction, harmonizing 
type, settled con  ict, unsettled con  ict, interaction praxeogram.
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“Your hands are  lthy, Nigel! When did you last wash them?
Well, let me think, Nigel said. That’s rather dif  cult to remember exactly. It could have been yes-

terday or it could have been the day before. 
The Trunchbull’s whole body and face seemed to swell up as though she were being in  ated by a 

bicycle-pump.
I knew it! She bellowed”(15, 138).
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“Don’t argue with me, for heaven’s sake, woman! This little brute Matilda or whatever her name 

is has stink-bombed my study! There is no doubt about it! Thank you for suggesting it. 
But I didn’t suggest it, Headmistress. 
Of course, you did! Now what is it you want, Miss Honey? Why are you wasting my time?”(15, 

81). 
      ,  -

     (Now what is it you want, Miss Honey?). 
        

 .     ,  : 1)   
  ; 2)    ; 3)   -

   , - :
“That cake was made from real butter and real cream! And he, that rober-bandit, that safe crack-

er, that highwayman standing over there with his socks around his ankles stole it and ate it!
I never did, the boy exclaimed, turning from grey to white.
Don’t lie to me, Bogtrotter! Barked the Trunchbull. The cook saw you! What’s more, she saw you 

eating it!” (15, 116). 
      (Don’t lie to me, Bogtrotter)  

  ,    ,     -
  (The cook saw you! What’s more, she saw you eating it!). 

    ,   ,   -
       ,    -

    .   ,   
    :

“You… you little cheat! The father suddenly shouted, pointing with his  nger. You looked at my 
bit of paper! You read it off from what I’ve got written here!

Daddy, I’m the other side of the room, Matilda said. How could I possibly see it?
Don’t give me that rubbish!” the Father shouted. Of course you looked! You must have looked! 

No one in the world could give the right answer just like that, especially a girl! You’re a little cheat, 
madam, that’s what you are! A cheat and a liar!”(15, 51). 
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