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1. M8

MNed A7 FAHA B8 Ul F7x
(main structure)®t H 7 Z(side structure)®l
TERE AT dojg Fopgto] ol HFEH
B ME d7el #BMHo] 3 & "3 X
o A dud Aduo] shEdtch WA @3
Wl Bzg F3ze FEsts YFS
A A o] Heojel wiet @3t oA @3}
HEAEo] @ F2E BRAdFc A& MEF
229 AA oA 7)&e)o)

ddojsl, 2jn) &, Horol w3l
Ao HEo & A3 (prominence) ]
yEo & HAgE &3l FxE Y
2z gked, gsle F9 HEEE 74
2o 7dEe] YR AP P

RES Pt B3 delede zelrt
Atk A& @3t Fdoi F2 dag F3¢
z9} RITZE Aol Role  HA
(foreground)® ©} 7 (background)®] =}o]%}

N
AFT A%

% ox 2k ol
lv}i e ae o

Fus A 28 S Holg 4P
Aeiq) Sowasl MEFZEY AA WAA Fae AFH Pz 1 3
Aoly EAQ w8 Exel B slEe WEe ANwc
Fx9} B8 ¥

A4 ®E
& deds
AddAz 4, A A
e &4 wAE WA
T v EAA MEdES M2 A

ARNEH HEEAHY e 7% 5 HE BAES

£Usg. MAL olobr] 2718 FHsE
AAE2 ERHED AN EA7F ABA
EA% QAYE B 9P YRE oA B
RE AA E4o] Aojy BEHQ Fus
2 PyEd.

Mg BTN e Bojso] Agd

o}, narrative skeleton/narrative backbone

(l:  Labov 1972, 1981), foreground/
background(sl: Hopper 1979 Reinhart
1984), main line story event clauses/

durative descriptive clauses(Polanyi 1989)
9} FAHE/BFZ(A Von %tutterhaimﬂ}
Klein 1989) Folt}. £xte] A 8ol M&
s Fxol ABAlA ek Bole ol
% BH3n BIARE FFRe e
SE¥Hog g 49 7]%% 7}k @&
sabgol Aolm EA el BFe AN )
A Al ¥+t (Hopper 1979 Labov 1981;
Reinhart 1984).
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7t @2 235 deig) o9A dBFHE A
o BE NZTE F7| Y& AMEEE A9y
%} 2] o] th(Schiffrin 1987). A4rdoigtel A&
AFE0°] B2 (global) B3 TF WelA el
HEE ®EAlEed sdeiMel o5 HA e 9
&g 7z Grosz®t Sidner 1986;
Reichman 1985; Cohen 1984). dl& E9°] by
the waye Y (digression)e] A&+ H AL}
I anyways dE2RE EHA(return)E
UEl 2 nowe M2E FAR H3E
122LA=

B E=FoMEe Sowad /NETFxREY A
A el @3te] AFH TR 1 FRE
UJells odojz g4 @3 A oF
YEsts WES AAEo 71EY Ad TR
28 dueHel MNdgES t4sta Pt
A 718 F Added g&Exe 9
NET e ragE

B =Fo 4L g Zo WA, 2%
o 4 Sowa2l 71EAHQ MEd4zEe A
i A3 7)& AAE EFSHAl Bl 3%
AMe g3le ASH Fzo #I F3rxd
BPz2 Uyol Adsia T2E YEWE
28 FA ALg9 48 AN F g TER
29 AA HalM rleste WHS A
th vixigto 2 4%eA BES WER, FF
g BAE A A FC

2. MEx=E

Sowa®l 7ldFZE Peirce(1883)9]
40 g F1
ato] Ea]Hola 3
S+ Az AFE o3 Adde M
A QA 8T F YE 3
i}, g NP T Ro|E S 9
T3 ld Aol o EEA
H o) golt},

Z2HEAA M EgTxYd &
7ldbo 2 zrgalal xddel EAe

= =
[¢]

g3

HBAAH g FEE F AUe A A o]
2 A EEAde el AEEAL RKTHH o
3, AAA o A e BA o
2 FAEY. U< ‘Mary

gave John a book.'9] 7|d = Aolc}.

[ - @) o+ @]
=)@

a9 1 HdEA

M= AL Adg Yetlz
< g #AE dedd 8719 B A
7y oA AEEE AMgdtn ddi B3 E
AbEEte) AFA AR Ugd £x o
(DL 1919 AFA &7] AAelrt

¢))
[PERSON: Mary]«(AGNT)—[GIVE]-*(OB})~[BOOK]
[PERSON: Johnl«—(RCP' I

A BAE AA ABA, FABA, &4,
AL BA, £33 @A, o) dA2 F¥
51 28EA JEiE Ae 237 3
A HPEt FEL AT WAANS B

8171 A% 71 BT Z7F A7k (schema)olt},

3. &5 U ASH =9 g3t EX9
7l&
3.1 F3px9 B2px
Grosz®} Sidner(1985, 1986)9] @3t+=
ol2& wale] Frxel B Jdd o
YRR J1ES A Hez AAFTL w
= LHEV"S’(intentiona!ity)Bl 2 of] A]
AP HA ez I3 HF(leading) ¥
Bol 71982 e ABRE T o) A
AolM 7dEes BRpxes dgz BEAMAL,
ol iAol o) RHEo dAZAE 3 7
TE ERe F o FE# X 9H(salient)
@3l B8 23 (discourse segment purpose)
& 7R =d 23 83 (discourse purpose)3}
BARE 7ol St B9 @3 2y
5A4e g Z Ao 7|odF,
A9H/HMAH ANELE FAHsE AR

)3 71%& F Labov(1972, 1982 A& ¢
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gtol F Fx AE-g A% Me Gl &3}
© Aedd A9y 7188 g8 gol Al
A&t} And then what happened?®t <
T8 Ao dig HF3 go] Hop soie
Aeolt}, Klein®#} Von Stutterheim(1987)-&
71& 71&ol vt WA wjg P
g F23 FE X4z}

A (topic)/+= ¥ (comment) 2]
3to] OE Fx4 S Alelg FHEE
8 21FE FANY FA/=He Al
g o] AA WA A 7HA dE FF9
3 A % FEE, T =
(substructure), H-7+z2 ¥ Yeluzn
AN Bd o 29 o

g2

4 K AN o

A

main structure substructure

side structure

ad 2 439 AFH 7=

g3le] FFx2E AFse FA4 g4 AT
g digez BEddu oM FaA ¥4
AL A9 <3 FAE Ao, wd
of st TtRE AT Ayoln Ags
= 3T &4 A WE o &4
TFERE FA FAY A% E dAdE F42
9] FRoln. Hldol RIEzy F4 d¥S
oAl g},

Van Kuppevelt(1995)= FAMAdo] w3

T2 712HA 74 dHolge AAE Al
Agtd, 2AA stEe @39 BEA
(segmentation) 7Z7} W3 A A&3 FA-

=9 7z o8 AwETE Aot A
oobd wEagA gRAA #e A9 @

3 H¥el A%z ARE FAZL 2749 o
FA Qgol dolvth thgel doE
AR FAQEe A%z AR-d@soR
FAHE AolEE #7327} dehdth

(2) Fi A Today the
Agriculture of the

Ministers  of

European

Community were not present at the
installation of their new member.

Qi B: Why not?

A/Fs A! They had a meeting about the
large European butter surplus.

Q: B: (By the way,) what solution did
they propose for this problem?

As A: They proposed to undersell this
butter on the European market.

Q3 B: Why did they have to meet today?

A3 A! Any postponement would be

irresponsible in view of the recent

worsening of the problem. (Kuppevelt

1995: 820)
(2)8] @3 )7 e B2d Fzg 712
o
(3) MS: [F; [Q1A, [Qs As]ll
|
SS: [F2 [Q2 A»]]

FA dge A F AR FAT FAl4

A¥(current) 8}, FFEAZF AFA7 AR

g3 ¢ oAds @8 Ao ad FFEAE
HAALES A3 dudtzyoz 34 ek
o] A ALE Al AW =4
£ 8AsY. FA 98 dAHY =% 9
I HFHY Fx Uk by the wayst 2
@3 BA7L AFEEAY M2 P BRe
MAIE HAIstE YA Holm ddojadzior
FAEA F& 49 5 HA A A Fd
T sA7E AZIHD HAES HEY 0 4
Hygy, 27zE Big EAEY. Rz
PAo 3ANE vty oz AAHE A
(Reinhart 1984)2.2 (4)9} 2ol Heolgc}.

(4) topic digression:

The questions @,
introduces a topic digression relative to
some preceding topic T, . if it meets the

explicit or implicit

following three criteria:
(1) @y is asked as the result of (a part of)
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the preceding discourse

(i) @y is not a subquestion of the topic
constituting question defining T, . but
achieves a topic shift

(iii) In accordance with DPTT, topic Tpn
has not lost its actuality in the

discourse at the moment question @, is

asked (Kuppevelt 1995: 822)

49 Z S(true
interruption) (Grotz and Sidner  1985)¢] .}
ogui oz IFAKRE FH(Polanyi 1985)3}
FEs=w Zastd (5)o ddA  Stop
that you kidse A% Fehel oejr).

71EME A&

(5) John came in and left the groceries
Stop that you kids
and I put them away after he left

FAl dgo) M3
AR D AAE AL S
o 2]

J
Fie FT2E gsle AFH
3t 4 29 FEIn 7EGiDE FA
deg  H(associated)
Kuppevelt 1995)¢} T 3o},

3.27dT=N Tl

31904 g8k Wl 27z RPE, o9
g deuls 9REAEN dgol P
of il HmTH o HelNE AYFE

29 AA el HEze FAFEE Y
e d" S99 #d4e MdaAg 49
(digression; DIGR), 3}l A& (topic  shift;
T-SHFT), &(frame; FRAM)2 A 7}z A
dadleg AAdste 7les 2iv dee
=3le] TAAQA FAl sl thgsle =5
of ezl BAHAY A2 e FAR
woel BEgE viFE AL YEldY, o] o
= dde FAE FAs= A 71d8A @

3 tEAE GAH FA6 dE NzE F
% 9% EAE AA NZe HA7} A
£ @A) FA7F UFol tA AzY
Rolehs UEE Fh Bge dge oo
.

(6)a. I want to tell you about my trip,
but, by the way, how is your mother?
b. And, quite by the way, how is your
sister?
c. By the way, have you received that
letter yet?

(6a)e] AEL 93 e AdFza 7)
=g

(7) [PERSON: I=*x]<(EXPR)—[WANT]
—(THME)— [PROPOSITION:
[*x}—(AGNT)<[TELL]—(RCPT)—
(THME)—[TRIP]~(POSS)—[*x]]—
(DIGR)—[[STATE: A]=(CHRC)—
[MOTHER]—(POSS) [PERSON: Youll.

i

by the way 9ol t}3 o] <olet
el A% vt

oA

(8) By the bye, how do you spell your
name? (by here means sideway)

(9) a. he didn't want the

Incidentally,
book.

b. (DIGR)—[(NEG)—[[PERSON: He]«
(EXPR)<{WANT]—(OBJ)—[BOOK:

#]11.

dEE G3lE 1 ojd @z 2im
=3 ‘I’:‘ﬂ EA anyways (10a)lA Fo g
EHo g A BHEe 2 e D )
9 2

1=k Al
TERES (10b)st 2o} viehid

B
=
e

5

(10) a. Anyway, do you know the answer?
b. (RETN)—[(POL)—[PROPOSITION:
[PERSON: Youl—=(STAT)—
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[KNOW]—(OBJ)—[ANSWER: #]]1.

(11) Last weekend we went to Winchester
with Simon and Jane. They've got a
Ford now. Anyway, when we got
there we found that the Cathedral
was closed. (Blakemore 1987: 142)

(19 anyways= BIEZ Ao AFo] 94y
€ Uedd. 99 &3 & MEdTzxE JE
3 B =2},

(12) [[PERSON: We=+x]—(AGNT)«[GO]
—(DEST)—[CITY: Winchester]
—(ACCM)—[PERSON: Simon]
—[ADDN]—[PERSON: Jane]—(PTIM)
—[LAST-WEEKEND]]—(DIGR)—~
[[PERSON: Theyl—(STAT)—[HAVE]
—(0OB])—[FORD]—(PTIM)—[NOW]]—
(RETN)—[[*x]—(AGNT)<[FIND]—
(THME)—[[CATHEDRAL:#]—(CHRC)
—[CLOSED]J]—=(SIML)—[[*x]«
(AGNT)<[ARRIVE]—(LOC)—
{THERE]L

ShA] e MY A ¥ 3hA Hol
A AgEe Jeldo, Nowe QoA @3}
g AL daE 3da A2e vle AAE A
e AL gye A A EAolthQuirk
1985: 633).

(13) A: Now, where's my coat?
B: So, you're leaving, then?

ol 3% At nowE AA ZHLW A
o3 2g FHsa sz 4o g
TE2E IR g3 2o

(14X(T-SHF T)—[A]«(LOC)<[COAT]—
(POSS)—{PERSON: I—(EFCT)—
[(POL)—[PERSON: youl—(AGNT)«
[LEAVE]]L

@3 Z2xe Ay 92 ggde oo
FAHAR &3 EA o} o8] AgHE T2
A FEe 2¢ HEAD 5 o 2oy
3tz Age A4 Fasicr <3 gwx
E 7ZF ZAAY 93 58 el aBAES
el o 24 HAdE =& o
(Grosz®} Sidner 1986; Reichman 1985).
(15)8] ¢l M the system™ TF AETH o
HAF ite] WAL say9 thenm 2L F X9
Moz Lol ssH AE AAFH
AYr as an expert database for an
expert systeme FZZ o2 Erl:esin

2%

(15) If the system attempts to hold rules,
say as an expert database for an expert
system, then we expect it not only to
hold the rules but to in fact apply them
for us in appropriate  situations.
(Hirschberg$t Litman 1993: 504)

q71M saye @3 39 FAe AFL e
Wi thend 319 FAZRE ] EAHE et
dok FAge] Jout BAFE Mgz}
39 FAlo] el vl Al giwAst
F8 FAZ FASHY YeElyrz 2ygs
AYAZE F2H ol fR AAYDG 18 ¢
3 4 flole 2AHGsn A4 e A
YA EHEA] 2HAAN &£ A=A 9o
MNEEJE Rolth, FaA Fxo waAQ
AA A2 A 9] B2 glolE ofn A Ugo o
A Mo o &sfo gt

E& 988 dAD d9z 5= ad
Adod. giates g9 9HHL uE 5
© 89 98 FAsE RS 29537
B} well& AEFh A= AR WHaEs
o] dES & £ g7 gEq a9 gy
S 371 A FES o oM uiE A
/g o] THE oA} (Schegloff 1972).

B do 30

(16) Speaker A: [ Question 1
Speaker B: Question 2
Speaker A: [ Answer 2
Speaker B: - Answer 1

- 168 -



A e well2 B EAFoZH 27 I8
Ao duye vd Yoy Andes
2 9e nNY AE/AY 4 FL3 A7)
oot el g wA

(17) Debby: T[Q1] Do you think there’l]
ever be a time when
color doesn’t make a
difference?

Jack: [Q2] In this country?
Debby: [A2] Yeh.
Jack:  L[A1l] Well of course there

will,
(Schiffrin 1987: 112)

Aol e
.

N T2 71€dd g 2

(18) (POL)—{[[PERSON: Youl<(AGNT)
«[THINK]—(THME)—[[TIME)—
(STAT)—[EXIST]]->(SIML)—

[ [COLOR]—(AGNT)—[MAKE-A-
DIFFERENCE]]
(POL)—[(LOC)—[THIS COUNTRY]
(POS)
(FRAM)—[(POS)—[(FUTR)—{[TIME]
—(STAT)~[EXISTIIIL

WY A7)M e welsl A¥Ee Yoz
dae dEe Ay e A dosln gg
& AFHE F dgd AL 9 w3 A
o oj7le] AvHe ol Aol

B wEe 37 e #45d oa A7)
3 HATE 5ol @y

I<]
¥ FA2 dge Fiow

FrEE AUk WA A gge] 7
Zot AHolo] el $Msm Fon g4 A
g T2 AolE MHuyatcoh A gd@ o

oA Sowadl MEFZE AARNA 7
BAZ dg, A4 AE, B9 BAE ¥A
o g3 | AFFxe 93 RRyel on
A #AE FYstd.

Tz =4 g7 ¢ae 2
Jdei 2AAAe] B WA \41%% p:4
g F dv =2 A 22 gdAQ
AFT2EL =Holn HaSID
44 ¢& 5 A AFHo A% Ao
Ay F HA ol 88 = e FyZ 9
g 7 T AT EF g Frose
om & wer —% S 7 dolo o F 5y
B dol BHA ojFolmi EWMA S
oA E ALR" 5 Qi AAog, 9z
o] A Ao] gz Wy st A o)
AEdFzEe AA WolMm 2vnie sz
% WEs hFIeg YT EREL e
4L AR Ao

3 e FxAH YuE g Exe 4
2 AY R ool 2¢ sAF sz o
E S8 59 QAo Fasn g3 wx
o] AbEe FERA AAY wa RBEajo)g

é [Uo

A

rJ{>
H.EL —- ..!}. ro

r.u.

BAE YNHe death ¥ Pt @
A 25 dwel AA g5 7ze 23 A4
8 NYFZEY AANN FUABE 2
& olelgle dol | oju.
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