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Classification of Coherence Relations in Discourse by A. Kehler

Yoshio MomoucHr*

Hoxl

NI O FREE P B 12 35 1) 2 B 2 e & LT, #EHICB T % B PR & BS
PRI EFED D S . A. Kehlerld, T5ED. Humell X A, ABOBRZIZBITLE &0 H
GIT 2 AR 2 FHI IR W GEBE RO 2 A7V, BB RO # 12D W T
DEGZEMD TV L, WHERR & FICEROMIT 2 AR 2 AZIREL, (L
e ER, WA R ERDIT VDS EORZYEOMGED EH T b KIEH
1, KehlerSHED TV 2 #EH I 351T 2 HEEAR O /I 2 BFIE D SR 2 555 122w
THREITIDDOTH 2.

1. IUBIC

N OFGEEHRLBIE IS BT 2 IR 2 ATEAE & LT, EEICBIT 2 EEMR & RISBItRD
ATBFED D S . A. Kehlerld, ¥4 HAD. Humell X A, AMOBZICBITL8l&DHEAIZHET
B B 2 F I IO W CEREBRO G 217, SRR OBITBRICOWTOESE 2175
TWh, HEEER L RICEROMBHT 2 AR DM AFIRE L, LB SFEEMN R HEER,
IARHFAH) 7 EER AT 055 ZOZ B EOMGE D #D T b, BARM 2 BROZE I, §F
HEEFM A 547D N72] R Hobbs |2 & A 4 ICHERE A @ W T WA, AEFIE, Kehler
HHED T B FGH I BT B HE RO M & AT IZB T A WFFE D IR 25800 12D W TR &
790D THAH. HKhIIBIT 5 HEBERMR, HobbslZ X 5473, HumelZ X % %%%, KehlerlZ & 5
HIEERO T L Z ORI ER IOV TR Z D 5.

AL R RS TAAREE IR AR

* Department of Electronics and Information Engineering, Faculty of Engineering, Hokkai—Gakuen University
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2. BREEICHT 2 EERRF

ARG IC BT IR L, SR T A2 ERE TH LI UL, HLVIEFELIIBITLH L
HiEDMIEN) T, LVREREM, 2FVERNBFLEOT LT 2L 572 XDES (X
i) OMOBERI D400 BREZ V). SRR OME) 2B, SEEoSfEEDE LW
HFEANEORDY, BEWIIEHFLEROERO LV BEVEELZ L2573, 2% 0, blvbh
BRI OME ) 2 BB L C, REEICBIT A “HR—EW S EAM AR TWwD L)
ZENTEDY,

BRI, REEAEMKT A [EE] OMICKY Lo, COBEZROZ Lt s Ay b e
ATWS, T, ZO%EE Kt 72 v ) LR3EDIHIRLDTHL LEZNITLI VD
THHHID. ZOHMNIE, FBOEHTEZLE, §i, X, BRNELOT LIV 2L -2
DELE COCH), LHITHIENTEL., ZOHMTH- L A/NELRBNIHTHY, WIET
b, LEE2 OB S, THECP ORI END V) BRICH 5. HivLL ) HAL
DFREN, MBI OBREERETRIND EEZTL v, BEIEE, BRANSLOFEED 2D
SR, EOL)ICHEATPRBELTVINTH L. ZOR#IE, br)L, HiERMHE
FRICBU A FHIRe R L kL OR, 5 \WIZSURITOMERICB T 248 & 3L DRIFRIC
PTWBEVRE, 72771, TNSERL LD, HEEROBRICBIT I EZLEZOMD
BIERAT “HERE)” RBERTH L L V) HTH L. MRS ERNLERTHLETLE, £
DEFZOHAL L, FBEB EOERICL > TTIIARL, ZOEREORHIZL > TIRASIE)
BLwv, LLOMERR, €0L) REAL LT, [m#E] 23AL T3,

B - BIERYCld, REHRERERET T2 & 3558, BERNLNEZTr2) &7
0%, E5I, LEONE - EICED 58 E LT, CEOME (WikE - HE)
TR ETBHHM, EOBFHIEE LTORHE, Lvwo)filEr s L GEEMMBZERL,
I BRIEAT AR D E TIAL, SCREMEE O~ OJRR, EIEER & BISBIRO BT O H Y
GHBEICOWTOEEFITToTWA.

Kehler’ Tid, =008 E» 5, #EZEROGHICET 2EROMELERL TnD. Fh
SlE, HERSREFNREE, SHESESNEN, LHESEFN LN TH 5. Kehler*” I,
Hume® Z 5| L C, Hume®D# 2 J7l23DWT, F 72, HobbslZ & A4703E W R Lt LT, i
AR OFEA 2 0 L AT AR, £ L CEBFENOIEHIZOWTEE2IToT\Wnh. RDE3
T, HobbsiZ X 50 HHIZOWT, 64 = CHumell X A2 A IZHT 52 EEI2OWTIR
~7:f%, #5 5 % CTKehlerll & % B BIFR D538 & AR 5 EHTEAR IOV TR T 5.

nB, RIFEHICBIUT L [FEE] 1, Kehle DFX s A4 MV ICE&EN A [discourse] DFRGE &
LTHTHNTW D IHGE] 1, s, FE5E, FLEELEA, SOUEEELART
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LBRELGATMEE LTIRAONL LD TH LN, KFEHTO [3:55] 12, ERENTER
ThLEXZSELLTO [FFAD ftext: XE| 22D ELTEZTVD

3. Hobbs|Z & % E RO E

Hobbs" i3, FIHESHFMAMHNEDLS, BRI ZNEZFFH,Y & LT, SRz 58
LTwa. PUFTId, KehlerlZ & % #E IR D77 H D JF 51D —DTd % Hobbs |2 & % HEZ 7
DIFFNZDOWTIEF T H. Hobbsld, D wEEY 5 EEMRE, XMOATZ L, Hf, T
BICHBHTRER S DL LTEDITTWA., 72, WP LB XLELET TR, KFEdLELH
A EATE S L LTwAh, Hobbsld, F9, #ifix iR —E L7 (coherent) b DT
L72WEWIGELFLHMEFOEREZRONUDICTF LD 5.
O MHROKERLFERO, BHFER—ELZRINE LTEEINTVDLHDIZDOWTEL,
POMETZVERS .

@ HELELTERLL) ELTOVLHEMITH LD 2WHE L SR LIV ERS).

® FELTE, HEFICLoTHLWZE, PRITE RV EE, HEFFITIZHM->TW
HETFMTEL I L LRI ERS.

@ FELFE, W L2 EFEFEMRICHEMRL T<NDE L)1, MEFoOMRFOEE
REBEL72VWERS.

INHDOMODEREEREL T, #EEMRE, K&, RORHPZ2EMR, SHEOREMR, &
OB, BAOBMRICHHE L. W, Si&S%, MEETICHFET 5, Mt L7z OO
WE (Rt AV Y) THbHETAH. Hobbsld, DS ES:DBIZEROMELERER-GEZ LT
DEHITHFEL TS
(A) 58RI BE A% (strong temporal relation)

(a) PR&FHINEIFR (occasion relation)

CSIOFEDSIKEE (state) OB SN, S0 61X ZOEALDRFAREI W S5 B

k.

- SIDOERD SIREBOEALA G S, S0 512 OEAL D WIS R S 5 BALR.

(b) WHELEAFR (enablement relation)
CSTTERSNTWVLIREEF 7213 HRFE (event) 2%, S, CERSINTWLIRAEF /13 HkFH %

TTRELC T B BAFR.

(c) REBFR (cause relation)

CSTERINTVLIREF 2 HRF,S, SSTERSNTWBIRESE 2213 HRFANRTED

QB SN LB, Tabb, SOSS.DERKTH 5 LR,

(B) #FfMiR84% (evaluation relation)
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SIS, SBHET—NVEERTLODTTYOFD1IAT v T ThHAHILEHRHTES
BIR.
CSBB, SHBLT-—NEERTLZODTTOND1I ATy TThEILEHRTED
BIR.
(C) H#FHEIFR (linkage relation)
(a) B5cP9+% (background relation)
C SIS T BRI R IE R E 52 5 IR
(b) FiHAEI4R (explanation relation)
CSITHFESNTVEIREF 2GRS, SSTEESNTWRIRET 23 kFrr sk
9, HLVIILIERI LD L) T L 2R TE SR,
(D) JEBABFR (expansion relation)
(a) IEDBIFR (positive relation)
(1) iATBI4R (parallel relation)
CSIOFEDLS@Ep (a, a, ..) FHEFL, SOFENISarE (b, by, ..) ZHmWTE
LB 22T, akbldTna b0 T5.
- [A]Z 942 (elaboration relation)
- S ESDOERN S Uay@px fifm T & 5 R,
(2) —#efbBItR (generalization relation)
“SIOERDPLp (a) THEL, SOTEPLp (A) ZHmR TS LB 22T, aldAn
BEPHTEETHLET S,
(3) BRI (exemplification relation)
CSOEEDSp (A) FHERL, SOTENSp (a) 2R TE LB, 22T, aldAD
BWEPHTEGTHHET B.
(b) BDOER (negative relation)
(1) *HEBI4R (contrast relation)
-SDFEENSp (a) FHREL, SOTEMSp (b) 2HRTEHEMR. 22T, akbd
BFEPCTHBb0LET 5. (0 HELT)
cSIOEEDLSp (a) L, S:OTE2Hp (b) IR TE LK. 22T, q (a)
»oq (b) THHE) LdbLWHPHEETSET 5. (2FD, qii20T, p (a),
p (b) Zii7zda, bAXILLTWA,)
(2) WfFEME3ERIFR (violated expectation relation)
CSIOFEDLLpE, SSOFED?S pE T 5 HR.
Hobbsld, HEZFAGR DM O @ 2 i B 2 HEim 0BAE & LT, UAGE% 812 & 2 BUGH
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RDIFHT S Z DB\ D P TREMEEATINFT S NS L V) BTV EREL T 5. [ R
TZ OO ZE R THhL ).
<1 >a KEBIE JLEAWED LHERE L Tz,

b. HAHDOAD W2 LfE LT,
X< 1a>2 5, believed CKEE, win (Ib&)) %L, X< 1b>72 Sbelieved (HAH D
N, win (X)) ZH#a@md 5. 46 K 2Z2BXELTRELTwS, 22T, Make L
T, member—of (KHEF, HAN) ZMWE L THHET S, ZHXIZ bR 20T 5L, @i
BIRIE—ffb L 2 5. RIS, ZABXA~O bR OW@IZ L - T, L& 97 DR
IR L. WIS, AR T OIRARA LR LTS, ZOfER, BRX
12 bR SRS AT, EERERE AL RIS S L WD T B TH B L\ ) MEe
T2ThHAI. EBRICEELLh—FHEw) T TiER{, AMOBEBOBRILIINS o0
WLFR A AR 2 T CRBREATUHENICED 5N TWAETH A ) EEZOLNL., ZDLH %
FERAAS, EEEEIMR & B BIER O EHT 2 M AR R 2 A A DFRFEIZ O L5 T b,

4. Humell X3 BESNESICEATEE

HumelZ & 2 £ 3 2 FEERO_OTHL. TITlE, ThETOLIAFEFLER
ZRIHILENRTE TV RVOT, V7Y Y M, FERE, HobbsXKehlerlZ £ % 5[ % S
L%%%5, Humell & ABIEOMEEIZH T 2 ZEIIOWTHINT 2.

(1) D. Hume : A Treatise of Human Nature, Being An Attempt to introduce the experimental

Method of Reasoning into Moral Subjects, Vol. I, Of the Understanding, 1739.
SRR TABIAMERG 1% AIConT [B1M B4 BlaoedesbbEs
IZDoWT]), REEFRER, BBORETIRE, 1995.
(2) D. Hume . An Enquiry concerning Human Understanding, 1748.
SRR D DARAITERFZE — 1 - AMIAMGRRE [(F3 % BleodaiionTl], Fk%
M, — /7 WIERSER, BRI S, 2004,

Humeld, FFioFEHE [ABAEG] B L0 TABMMENE] 2BWT, 7477 (ideas
&) PEEL, MESN T OGEREE LTORZIIBIT AN LR (HH) 2RD=212
FLOTWVS.

(D Resemblance FHPLEI %R

(2 Contiguity in time or space FF[H] F 7213222 BT 5 BEIERI1R

(® Cause and Effect KRR

ANHEDB NS OBRICHEDSE LS BELEDO T LTI, ZOHKREL L TOEETD
HFEL, TNOLOBBERML K ST EFHEEINSG, T2, 200 T, &
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RRER T AR AR E, HEERE LT, INOOBRICEDSW T - BT L2 EH
HumeD# 2 J5 % RO S HEOREBEL LTHV S LS TED I L2 MM LD
{¥Hobbs"' T % 7%, Humell X 5% 2 2ifio 72041347 H T, MITmTRAZL I, HAGDO%
AN & B EBER D554 % 47 > 72. Hobbs?® [Literature and Cognition 5. The Coherence and
Structure of Discourse, p. 102] "'C, 1 H 5 O#EIEFRO G L EHTIZ O VT DELE Z AT - 72
T, HimelZDOWTER LT A H T Z5IHT 4. E&LTWAHHumeDFEEIL, Lit#ElE

(2) TH%.

[One could argue that this style of discourse analysis is originally due to Hume. In his Inquiry Con-
cerning Human Understanding (Section III), he argued that there are general principles of coherent
discourse resting upon general principles for the association of ideas. “Were the loosest and freest
conversation to be transcribed, there would immediately be observed something, which connected it
in all its transcriptions. Or where this is wanting, the person, who broke the thread of discourse,
might still inform you, that there had secretly revolved in his mind a succession of thought, which
had gradually led him from the subject of conversation.” Moreover, the three principles he pro-
posed are very close to our principles of causality, figure—ground, and similarity : “To me, there ap-
pear to be only three principles of connexion among ideas, namely, Resemblance, Contiguity in
time or space, and Cause or Effect.” ]

CO5IHOMOEZEOTIHESOMRE LELEE (2) OWREN»SZEDO2DIZ5IHT 5.

[ENIEFHBTENIEABARIETD, RICRKET 2 LThE, 22 ICRELICZORG
OHOLWLHEBICEEL T, TNEHEELTVAMPIHFEL THA I ENEBDLNLTHA
. HEVIZINPRIFTVLGETYH, Mgz P L7z Ndeidh, HoLohT
ANHANFTIC—REDOBEND L ENT W70, INHFZDANERFEOTED O 4 1TE
SF72D72E V) ZEEREBICHRATINDLTHA) . ]

[RI2E->Tid, BEOMIZE=20FEH, F4bbHM, b2 Vidyit [=22H]
DI, T L TURHRZWLEER, Larzwnd)ilEbins. ]

HPER oI T, &5 (GE) CBEODLPDIZOVTERTWS., &I O5H
=D FEIORETH S, “only three” &\ ) BEIFEDMT G- SN T35,

5. KehlerlC & 2 HEEIC & T 2 EEERODHE EEAXN L FEITEE

Kehler” Tl&, [A Neo—Humean Analysis of Coherence and Its Application to Linguistic Theory |
EWVWHEHOL LT, IEHICX S EEBBROSE % [ A neo-Humean classification of coher-
ence relations GEFZEIFR Dneo—Humean734H) | & L TEE 2D T\ 5, BER O 5



A. Kehler|Z & 2 #5612 BT 4 # RO GHIC OV T 109

&, EEREROHIKAEN SN D518 (H) O (type) &TDBHDIEMEL %> T A HLL
o7 dEs (AT BROE (ype) 2BV TAEMIZRL TS E LTUTOL ) 25HE
f1o7z. LT OfFFHIE, Kehler’ 2B L 22 0#0 505, —HEFOEELIS 20 % $R
L, 7, FHEIDETOMRELMRA T D, Haw O 72RER, EEMEREFEET L2 L
%, HWEEMMREZ AT S 2 & (establishing a coherence relation) & L CHEZ TW5,
(1) Cause—Effect relations ([HFRFIR)
Cause-EffectBIfR DAL, FERHICL > TEM SN L mEOMIZER (implication) DFEHE A
35 T & xRS S, Cause-Effect R DORRUER) 72 IR IIResult TH 5 .
@ Result (Fi4)
Infer P from the assertion of S; and Q from the assertion of S;, where normally P—>Q.
SOERDPLPEHEGG L, S.OERENLQEHR L T, #FIIP—~Q.
(@ Explanation (FiHH)
Infer P from the assertion of S, and Q from the assertion of S., where normally Q—P.
SOEENPSLPEHE L, S.OFEPSQEHmm L T, #HIZQ—P.
(® Violated expectation (HAFFHE%E)
Infer P from the assertion of S; and Q from the assertion of Sz, where normally P—>—Q.
SIOE®RDHPE MG L, S:DOFHRDHQEHimm L T, #HFIIP~>—Q.
@ Denial of preventer (FFiT5%E)
Infer P from the assertion of S, and Q from the assertion of S, where normally Q— —P.
SIOERDP HPE AR L, S:OERDHQE i L T, M IQ—~>P.
Cause—EffectfAtR % VAL 3 4720121, ME FIERFEICL > TEEREINLAGEPEQOH O E
& (implication) DFFHKEZFET 5.
(2) Resemblance relations (H{LRAFR)
Resemblance Bt D V.AEIE, dAT7% (parallel) PAtREXIRD, WInd A2EAOMIC, g

Resemblance B4R DEEHAE N 72 B4R (X Parallel T 5 .
@ Parallel (If4T)
Infer p (a1, as;, ...) from the assertion of S; and p (by, by, ...) from the assertion of S;, where
for some vector of sets of properties g, q; (a;) and qi (b)) for all i.
SOEEDGp (a, a, ...) &L, SOEELSp (by, by, ...) ZHiiwT 5.
ZZT, BUEEDH LN PLGIZOWT, TRTOIUIK L Tq (a) 222 (b).
(I3%EHFEEqET BT ML, qld5 1 $a L oD OHIEZ FHHT 2 BIEDES.)
@ Contrast (1) GIHE (1))



110 e W M

Infer p (a1, @z, ..) from the assertion of S; and -p (by, by, ...) from the assertion of Ss, where
for some vector of sets of properties d, q. (a) and q (b;) for all i.
SIOERDPSp (a, a, ..) TiEFL, SOFE,S-p (b, b, ..) TiEmwT 5.
ZIT, BUHESDH LR PLGIZOVT, $RTOUK LTq (a) »2q (b).
(3 Contrast (ii) (XM (ii))
Infer p (a1, as;, ...) from the assertion of S; and p (by, by, ...) from the assertion of S;, where
for some vector of sets of properties g, q: (a) and —~q; (b:) for all i.
SOEENSp (a, a, ..) FiiHL, SOTELSp (b, by, ...) 2HFHT 5.
22T, BEEEOH LR MVGIZR LT, $TRTOU L Tq (a) »2-q (b).
@ Exemplification (ffl7R)
Infer p (a5, as, ..) from the assertion of S; and p (by, by, ...) from the assertion of S;, where
b: is a member or subset of a; for some i .
SOFENPSp (a, a, ..) ZHFHL, SOEELSp (by, by ...) ZiHEwRT 5.
ZIT, bld, H2IUHLTaDEETHLPBITEEGTH 5.
(® Generalization (—#1k)
Infer p (a1, @, ..) from the assertion of S; and p (b, by, ...) from the assertion of S., where a;
is a member or subset of b; for some i .
SOEENSp (a, a, ..) Fiaw L, SOFELSp (b, b, ..) 2T 5.
22T, ald, UL TCODERETHLPHBIEETHS.
® Exception (1) (B4 (1))
Infer p (a1, as;, ..) from the assertion of S; and -p (by, by, ...) from the assertion of Ss, where
b: is a member or subset of a; for some i.
SIOEEDGp (a, a, ...) &L, SOEELS p (b, by, ...) THEFwHT 5.
ZIT, b, H5il L CaDERTHL MBI EETH 5.
(@  Exception (ii) (44 (ii))
Infer p (a;, as, ..) from the assertion of S; and =p (b;, bz, ...) from the assertion of S, where
a; is a member or subset of b; for some i.
SOFENPSp (a, a, ..) ZHFwL, SOFEELSp (by by, ..) ZHHRTS.
22T, ald, H2iUTHLTODEETHLPBIEETH 5.
Elaboration ([7]7%)
Infer p (a1, @, ..) from the assertions of S; and S..
S ESDOEEDSp (a, a, ..) TiEwT 5.
Resemblance PR % V3L 3 5 720121%, B & FE, HHO%ESa, a, &by, be, - IZH#H
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RO FATT H. N0 R, ResemblancefdtRIZ, AT IEAE A Cause—EffectH 1% & 1%
HLbDE 5. Cause—EffectBIfRIE, ZOF515 (GH) L NIVOGETDH 575, Resem-
blance PRI BT 25 HDFEIEX, & 50 COMEOIEN D 2 PHS5N TV ARWOT, EHEH
TRV, [JAEENLRELFOMEGpIIY I SO TEEHOT K% VL. BIDILS,
DO ORNEEED EOEFEN 2HHDLS:H S DI GES D EOEHRITIEATITHIL L TW5B 2
BRELZITNE RS2, 2w, i (BT ®B2E, BIRM7Z% LV o) o F
TIERT 52—, BIBORE L BB ICB W IO 2 EEOFHbIT) 2 LIk
0, ZDZ LD, ResemblanceffRIZH 5% D (TRTTIEARV) HKEGOEF (passages) #°
B B ILEE DL 2 AT 2 R HH 2 3T 5.

(3) Contiguity relations (F#EEI1R)

Contiguity FAFR 1213, 7272—2 D EItR0ccasion % 1 { . OccasionfdfRlL, 3JRD L AT L% H
L ETH—20RNE, ZORROTT I ZFLROMOKEE R E L CHED PRI 2 K58 %
WAHZEIZKDEBTHZLZWREICT 5.

@ Occasion (1) (#&ZFH5 (1))

Infer a change of state for a system of entities from S, inferring the final state for this system from

Sa.

SPOMREDY AT MW HIREOZALZ R L, S5 DY AT L DORMIRE % i

T5.

@  Occasion (ii) (B=FE51 (ii))

Infer a change of state for a system of entities from S., inferring the final state for this system from

Si.

SHROMRED Y AT LT HIREOLALZHTG L, S5 DY AT L ORMIREE % i

T 5.

Kehlerld, 5l&#t &, OccasionfAfRIZDOWT, KDL )BTV L [HEEBRB X OB
BfRE ZNODIYFED 72D IZER SN R (A7) BREICET 2H#I2oVWTIE, W bh
0 EBEMENT LB DNEA, OccasionBfRICZL > THEENAHIFIIZOWVTIHRRS Z &1
FIUTEWHETIE RV, —BEMDD 5 OccasionfARICHESTL2 LD DODE L1, NFHD
B LIS LN D Mk, NEDPHEZLRLZN,OAET L2122 b3 24 % (granularity) (2
EFEZENTVD. ZHETOWVL DD DOBZEIZBIT % Occasion BRI T, FefiHYy
JEAT (temporal progression) &R U & DL AR STz, ME—DRIFIE, FEEICB VTRl
ENAHHEZIIMFHICEH L THIM S ISESG L W) bDTHo72. Lal, RBOFI<4>D L
REFED VBB 2 FEELE O 5 7201 Himm SN DI 2 EHIE, R0 29772
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TS TREVEVR) ZEERLTNS. ]

Cause—Effect[¥£%, Resemblanceff%, ContiguityBAFROBT %L (3H) O® & H#EFm (T B
BarFEDbERDEIILDLTHA ) D
R EZEBEROG L (H) oLy (FT) B oR!

ABETIIR 5% ) 0Nl e (W) BREOM
Cause—EffectPd % LRI DAERE AREO W OFHELAY 7 BR O HERR

— R0 72 I aE@ Ay O HE R

54T H A IO OB O MR
WEOY AT LEFLETLIRMOF | RO AT L x il & T HIRRDIK
DIRAE AL OB O HeR

Resemblancef% | XL XV D & Z D5 [$CTdHh % IH

Contiguity B £%

Kehler’ |2 B\ Tld, BRI L ICEENRPIATREINTWED, DIFT, 2o o
Mo 3FIEBHL, Kehle’ 2 BH L 2D, LRI OBEIZONTATAL).
- Cause-EffectP % . Result?®
< 2 >a. George W. Bush wanted to satisfy the right wing.
b. He introduced an initiative to allow government funding for faith—based charitable organiza-
tions.

M&EF GiaF) &, Lo 2 XOMICKHEEFResultZ FET 5 ThHH 9. ResultFdRDH
wld, <2a>THERLNTVWAEIE (i) PEEEZR->T, <2b>THERLRTNDE L

(A ) 2SHRERL LTRYBIEINL L) S e ilimT A2 LICE D VRSN G, Z Ol
X, —DOOFRENHIZENL LW T L, FFIZEOFITIE, [government funding for faith—
based charities is something that the right wing of Bush’s party wants. | 287z &b &\ 2 &
AEORT . ZORHEE < 2a>0MFIE, <2a>I0EEHBERERLATHEVITRED, F
72, ZOLEZOMFUIZOVWTORDEEL - L a7 LTH, METF HAT) &, #
EED T, MEPBEEUL AT L) LHXADTHA ). oL, HEF GiiaAF) O
HFUCET 2 ESIKAE LT, F/RRIBETITbNbs 2 Lk 5.

- Resemblance[# 4% : Parallel D3]
< 3 >a. Dick is worried about defense spending.

b. George is concerned with education policy.

Parallel B4R D w13, “is worried about” & “is concerned with” 75 FiL 5 & —fxfb L 723K
EREmIC X AmET R L, To51% (JH) THAH, “Dick” & “George”, % L T “defense
spending” & “education policy” ZSHEML L 72IH (ZNZNANA EBUAN GRE) THDH LWV
LRI A EICK YIFEE A, Kehler! TlE, 2@ amEp%, [what high govern-
ment officers are concerned about| & L CTW5. T2 T, BARMAEEE L TEIHINTWS
WWEEE — R L L CTIRZ A & v ) W, THOMOFUME L HE T 5B ThNE T LIl 5.
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- Contiguityf£% : Occasion (i) D
< 4 >a. George delivered his tax plan to Congress.
b. The Senate scheduled a debate for next week.

Occasion IR DOHERGIX, [ A7 ¥ 2 — ) N7z EBEDFEHEDY “Georgell & 2 BIFHE" % il
EFTAHEVIIRR] ZHELT, <4a>THlERHENLTWD, [“Georgell & 5 BIEIH” % .l
EFTDHEVHIRI] O TOIREOZAZ T T, FERIIZTIEHNT, <4b>THLHHN
TWAHRED, [“Georgell X BB .l E T2 LW IRE] O TiTbhizbw) 2 &
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