Coherencell & & % & W /- B L EE X P — %

W EFER (RS KD

[ 13 Ui —-BrE3i35 58 D 48 & coherence s ¥t

B, 7F AN EBRFEPBHNEHEONH TR TFAIPT 4 Ra—2IcBW 3
coherence(FEHPIN A I 2=/ —v a3 V7ot XA TS TBEEFRHIIOVTEZRKETR
NTONTHED KEHEOBLTHLEDHMEN R X ICENI I TE TV S Nunanid |
“coherence” & i3\ “The extent to which discourse is perceived to hang together
rather than being a set of unrelated sentences or utterance.” (1> LEFEL TS
D HE DD VIREENR OB LZEAL VWD T 28N EihbEL &b ZEOEKRA
HEMAFUOEMITE LD ICHBE L TERIN TV 3139 O3B - LEE M sk dr
PREBE= 2 —ARETR TF A IRUNVOEELEVOLDE L TRIFICRZAIS
NI BWHFERBED ICHILOEENLDOA TV R T TH 5.4 > T HAKFED “co-
herence” & 13 575 5 3B h4F D “coherence” 21 B 1 DFHHM O ZRihic AR TE B T &
BTEELENDLL DD PTVEXERBEALODTHLDONITOVTOEMER
DL DRI OBMICIEVBEDOTRIEVNEEL S,

BAEHEROREZETRIFREE 2 —AKFEILEOZHROBEPL—BHFEL N
DRFFERFEDEZ TEXEFPRE= 2 — AP EMELTMY LFSshTHEH . IHLE
B L TRFPADOHKPEHEEROAVLICRAZION S, ) LcBMER IR
ETR EFNROHMOE R RF+ 77 —RBELCODVTOEENYREETH 5%,
TN S5ICHA T, “coherence” NS DM bAEDVIAA TV E 2B II 2z —2 3
ICF W B “coherence’ DEEHICOVWT DAL RED S B BFHAEFEICRS T WA VA
BH T REEZRALDHE VWD T2 . A EVFLELTHRELEZVALVFELLDT
BEFIC b IEGEIEFD “coherencelC BT A ENTE S LD ICHY FKEaAI a4/ - 3
VHEANDR LSRN EDTRIEVNEEZ B,

KB T ) LIeREEREM L TO L ZERDPIEIC L ORFAFICES £ TOREE
FERTRGERN M HEOFR L EEZFLICEE LT  HAE L IR 3453
F¥D “coherence” E WS bDEHE VY FH TEAR I ENEL TN KEAZE LZ
HREWMITRENOSSBEMU LY T TWEIERHDVEDEL>TVWEDTIREL
NERUB LB 455 AMTII EBORERRERE X 10H 5 KFZHH L F L 0
" coherence” ICHE S A B WA HBREICOWTELTALL,

I1. 7% X bIC “coherence” % b 7= 5 ¢ 252 A

KO EERT T 2. SEEFEDLEFTHEX T F X biccoherence® 7= 59 &
EZZOoNTVRFERNER AT LD Z LI HADOEKE COXREHRETCEL LRI
EDREAN—ZINTOEZDONNFEL . BERODKEENREFRSITOVWTEDREOHMES
FoTOV200 I REFHHMEFELEICE ) LEBRNEDL I BETEIATL 200



WO WVWTHFE THRET L TH WM I, “coherence” & FifLl L 7238 i< “cohesion” 233 % 3 Wi
tH D Nunanii “cohesion” Ic > W Tld, “The formal links that mark various

types of inter-clause and inter-sentence relationships within discourse” (2> &
Wo i EBHKEEZTWVWS,97b b “coherence” & IZ R FENRFEEZAL D JHW/zh L
TRUM B LD E &% 0 FERMZEBKT 505, “cohesion” & 13 % 9 L 7z “coherence” D
EEICHET IMEMBERELTEE®RL.Z ) L 2 DB “cohesive device” & If
¥ %, “coherence” % ¥ ¢ BRI 24 #1E T 5 L 7z “cohesive devices” EHulh& L7cb D
TdH o N DHSEFOFEICLE WV “cohesive devices” LA b5 1 FH 024
B U 7225 2R A8 “coherence” DEBLUC AKX FHELTWA I EEM I . £ LKk
AERICOVWT LD TR EA TV S,

(1)Halliday/Hassan®'7k L 7zcohesive devices

“coherence” PR D LEEH T & % Halliday & Hassanid 19764 1 5% L 7= “Cohesion in
English” ¢3> O T F5REH D “cohesive devices” 2154 L 7o, T Dt Halliday &
HassaniZ 3 FPEH ISV OHDEFEEMA TV SN I TR LIELIFSIHESH S 54
DTS B,

(i)reference(#H7REBL) X O BEHHEIR(BTEHR) &L D223 PR E R 728
® “cohesive devices” =T % (& (he, it7s &)PHR7RE (this, that, these,
those’s E)IC il A T.now, then, here, there& \ - 7cEERIFHIc > W TORREE S D
FEICEEN S, 35 ICEL EREFD “the” bEEUIHREBOVEOTH 2. EHEHD
BB B E O ek in A T “same” | “equal (ly)”. “identical(ly)”. “similar(ly)”.
“different(ly)”. “otherwise” . “further” 7 F D EAFAPRIZADL ChicEdEh 3,

(ii)substitution(fGHZEI ) ———Ch I LB PRHi R ELABEESMA S 7DICHL
SNAEEBT. Zhick-> THHEFHEDOUNRY BEB I L2V TIE “one(s)”
“the same”ic & » T BEic> W Tid “do(does, did, doing)”ic & » T E - fHilic>2W\W Tt
“I hope so.”%“I hope not.” D & HIZ“so”" P “not”Ick » T H LARHNTON S,

(iiidellipsis(HBE)-—F TIKBRA L E2HBLUENS TIRIZBRITF L L EbIC
FTTIChR/AcZ & EDifEbREN S & 5 1LEBL T, “Sone observers say---. Others
say" D &k H I i D —IPHhAEE = f-v  “] will study English as hard as I can.”
DEHICH GO —EBHLEEE XN/ . “'n sure he is alive. But I don’t know
where. "® & 5 ICHiO—EHNEBE SNz I 5,

(iv)conjunction(#ke KB BEHAIH E Do 70 H3 0 (R o8 KR AR BRI >
IRV ENE RS- D4~ DiE4)T.and, also, or, furthermore, likewise, in
other words, in addition, yet, though, but, rather, instead, because, for this

reason, under the circumstances, first, second, finally, up to now, at this



point, now, anyway’Ss EFfix OEBNhiIcEFETh B,

(v)lexical cohesion(GESA45HMIE)-—- X P DN ZERNOLEADICE->TH
coherenceNEHL X h 5 Hv Halliday and Hassanid T % “reiteration” (dhE L )&
“collocation” GEHM LD 1EH D 2 B izh : # Z 1E fire, hot, burn’s & )i 55 L 72 .4
ICREE T HARGE ISR T, “reiteration” D e DEE N B E C FA—EXEVELEDY
REFATEVRA B TR EREH the” VAN SRIFBBEPRFBEIEV LD,
EALEE S ETEVRA A0 FBMHMICEVRA LD T B ENAFETH B, P14 e
B LcEAZEH D “Sony Corp.” %1 KR ¢ 72 % ic “the company” & L 7 v “the
Japanese electronic giant” & BBMICE WRZ 72D T E LAETH B L. XHDAL
“John™ % 4% ¥ 3§ DIz “he” 721 TId 75 < . “the boy”, “the lad” & \\ - /- EH P Z D | {izE
T& % “the child"S&ETRT L bTE B,

5 D5 D Deohesive devicesDH T (DN S UVIC DWW T ¥ EEKL N LDk
AREON THEHEAXEREE LTHN—INTOVB B KEEL NI B &P
LOLTEMEFLLEST Z2ZAMCTRBETVBBILEL F EXONFTHMICT S L
“cohesive devices” ZZIRMICIERT A LN TEB LS THB. L L (VD
leixical cohesion®H @ FIcF W Z T & B “reiteration” & W H T &iciE B & k24
LA THH ML TS T &0 B Z1E OECDCRRH 171 B B ) 0 8 % R
L %1k - 732 % T, “The Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development said
————— .The Paris-based agency said-—-"& W o 7c KBNS 5 & 32 & 2K D FEEDG
XOEFELIABRICOECDEIF L TS EEMMTE T [/3Y ickibhid 5 HRBE |75 & &
WoltBBRET BEENZ 2 VB, 7 V7 ORE[BHER - cinFodh T,

“the Asian economic crisis----. The turmoil----- . ————the trouble in Southeast
Asia. " IS EEH B E. OBV THOE—DFWT 7V 7 DIERFEH DD “reiteration”
DBV ONATVEERBTHZ L 2BRTET OO ZTATHICEIREES
TROTHORALTLEVHAECERICIBECER( L ->TLEIZEDFZ VL THD
B LAEEVWBRAKRBRB HABICRS IV RONLVEERFO LD TH 3720
VSRR TbIE 0 E  BRARLEICE > TROZ > THESRERT 2 L TOREICK -
TLE D EREDNSH 5 XFZHMEF ISR ZHLEST VBRI T 2A05 50T 25
LS DD DPRMBBEME L THEMT 2 ENTEZ b0 EBbh 3,

QB #R D S FriER~ D it | & topic structure

—RRIC T FOEMOP I T CILHFLET ATIHERIZZIFOBEROPICELDIE -
TRV IHERICETIE A NBE TR R PRE OHERET 2 HESR L VD
‘readability” 23 & 2 MlA) 238 % o4 > T topic(F: Hi=theme) LB i< 13 IH 1SR
comment (I xfi=rhene )P/ BHIFHMEBR VAL LRI ROV PTVXICHNZ EED
h o Nitte ca> 1F T DB HI - TH X Dsentence topicic [HtEHRAE B W (a)d . h
L2 A—NETH 2H T DS I K LH IR~ AR O i 78 3 & 5 icsentence



topicE B W (D) ZER L, KBFFEHOFLEICE > TELLOXFENRAPT VD E
ETDHRBRET 10, COMR(QODHRERAMICHAP I REDAFNZEICEL P
FTWEWsokiicE L. 3b b I 5 Lisentence topicDifE & NI K%
EZHB32HELEREL->TVWE I EE2MHERZL I,

(a)The Odyssey is an excellent example of an epic poem.

Epic poems usually include a long narrative or story.

This story is almost always marked by certain conventions.
One of these is the epic similie. It is normally used to
enhance the stature of a great hero. Such a hero personifies
the ideals of particular societies. -———(#RE)

(b)An excellent example of an epic poem is The Odyssey. A long
narrative or story is usually included in epic poems. Certain
conventions almost always mark this story. The epic similie is
one of these. The stature of a great hero is enhanced through
its use. The ideals of particular societies are personified
in such hero. ———(#:HB%)

L L. BERBEBOHEICRTFBFBLEHRLEONEILIZ 24 H D1 0bdH > ThH. LD &
9 1L HKFE D “cohesive device” DFHISHARAFZHEICR G VEHMINTVEITH D%
B EaL D (@) (b)EEHFDMY S S ZOHARANFZECHKIETAHARLLEIA BLEALEDE
G —H D ZEE T A D REBIBICIE - TV 5 & W - 7okl « XHEHFE DEWVWIZDOWT
BIEMICHE LR TELORHmART VM IE VI HBICXH L TR B DEENED
SHEUTHBIEDTDDANRART VL ELEA MK E TOXREFEETIE (a)
EMDXFEDHFNADFE VL EIC DV TIRBENZEITIUD >0k D TH AT,
grammar-translation method® N — ZiZ L7- BRI HMIC L 2 HREFBEINMDIT->TE
TR KRR X EMEEZ B E D SN S MEP ) HAEICEHEMA LI EENIDEXS
e FEEHROBREHNICEBBO TR NS> TLE-TVWE LD ICRZIT SN2,
O LIRS IS EEI I 2oy —2 a YOEYFLEL - A B TO0EN
WISIERELE DN Z T FICE > THAHAIL LGP I VHNOBEWERXEZH S THIS T DD
SICAIE L TLU & S bRk & 5 RFH BRI B BB QI (TRERF DTHRT LS
W B EHREM T E S &) I IHEHR O SHEHR~OH N CHFcHEL TEO LD
DOPREZLTHLEmTOTSChicEMENLS S,

BEXEPTHCZOXELAOLMEN B LS HtopichiED LS iR Eh
e ZAbLic £ BEYE LD T30 d 5 topic structuresr#r btEA TEH D
ZTORBRIEERBEOFHTHEILOINTETWS,—Fil% HF 5 & Connorld \ Fi2 ®
KOWMRBIMILINEESTA T4 VIV DRETHEHADIEBFZEDSA T4 7D
“coherence” [ L X ¥ 2 5 A THEIN2 EBRTWVD, 5>

(i)parallel progression (T D /3% — T LFED L R
sentence topic& U CTIHANMiIcBIN 3)

e. g. Chocolates are a national craving. Records show
they are sold in huge quantities---11.2 pounds
per capita. Designer chocolates often sell for
nearly $30 per pound. ---)




(ii)sequential progression (Z D% —  Tld Nitted it (a) @l & [ EE
WX DR RL D FERRE 185 & 5 1L Tsentence topichhiToHN D)
e.g. Computer interviews are used by market
researchers to assess product demand.
Using these, many different products
are analyzed. For example, people
may be asked about detergent.

(iii)extended parallel progression(parallel progression®ZEET. D/ X7 —
TR\ XEL2UKOFEHENEICH DAADAD LN S bIWFHIMICRENS)
e. g. Body language varies from culture to culture.
To say yes, Americans nod their heads up and
down. Italians use the same nod to say no.
Body language is an important skill for international
managers. 6>

HARAKFHIZ.Z S Lictopic structure® /¥ 7 — U SN XEDERMEIC b 712 5 T 88
KOWTHBINETORBFETHENEALIENBOVELI TH 3.0 - T HBlacHFo
KHT. T H Lictopic structureiciFH X €3 & AMA CRIXELKROFEHAIEL L &
LABIENTEDLICHBL L EERTOASYXELERTIEALVWEREZITFIC
IELRE B LD BA[HREMED D B,

@235 7 5 T E G & U 7o SCEHE R

Kaplan®Hinds?$ &% 3 U & 95 “contrastive rhetoric” 3B DOPFREFIC L » TLHK
MEHAERGED /NS 75 THEL O MBI D W THIFMPFR A 72 R . topic sentence®
RS 75 7OEBPUCE X Z DdH &I “supporting evidence” 2R L7-/85 7 5 7 2 A4 E
RBEBI S DCERBICEIRA FEREERGEFHR IC L > T H RGO RRIELL |2 bA
ATHMNIEE 7+ 0= LI { . ZDHIC “coherence” M T X 74\ T & NILAF X
NI LD L EKRD T 5 LcpRidE ICFER X (expository writing)2 (R E LA DT
o1l R UKEOXELEV>TH Vv VDRI DEMBELRILZISTTHEE
OHHINEGE D WA Y ¥ YVHIOISIKFLVHIRSED ShE I iciE >, T L1
MR DOH LAY TH 5Swalesid " Genres provide ways to constrain information in
socially recognized forms and these genres forms are closely tied to cultures
and discourse communities.” (7> &FERL TS Swalest'T T THRIFLTWS
“discourse community” [ NED 7 + — LIV TH FHL FICHINATOVEIAHAFIC
2 W T b3k D “background knowledge” % Hf> 5% F F4EH |2 &% T 3,

REFHEFOLE Bl F RAVLF MR L E T ORI ENRIES L,
M RNE FRELFOF TH R R — VB8 i3 ok % > TV % Kaplan
PHindsHHL Y LF7c & 9 BFFRXOREIC DV TR OEE £y 7 —ARBERZ R LD
LT BREARDELGMUBICMA 210D T 7 = v 7 & LTREAFICFEAL
EEZDFENDED VB 1 BRI D SBAINLEREDSA T4 v 7+ 5 XTY
TIFEEHLTHD T OHBMEYEMBIA T4 V7 ICEHTEB LT > TV B4
bABISHORZT 5N 5, L L EEHHOP O 2 DY v VL ORRFEOMRE % ¥ 3
CLILE > T I TR DN S X EMREEFETHOFE L S SICBHUERE



M X B RE IOV TDHGEILT 5 CENTEDLIICNES I,

W= PO BRI D 5 ifi BN

Ub#RTELbDRWTRbED FHRFF X bR F 4 23— 2D “coherence”
MBS 12 HICEE D AL “cohesive devices” T - 72 A3, “coherence” D iz f] D FE I B
% & “coherence” & AR Z Y FANCEAIS W THH TEBIND LD TH LN 6T F
Z b FicHh 3 “cohesive devices™ 7213 T3t < (Z I PMoZAHICH D SHERK S
coherence” DEHLICHD TAEXHMBEHAERAZLTVWE,Z ) LB RE L TR ZTENT
FAIPTFA ZRI—AEMRT 25 2 THEH»t SR (inference for interpretation),
MEDHNERKELD Y + VDO LEHELTE £SO W TR FENF - T 2 HE =
schema(§ij# 2 “formal schema” #%#FiZ “content schema” & MEIE N % )P k-1l & DY
itk (situational relevance)’S ENHIFoh b,

F¥1 (schemalc W CTORRII KBEHEOBL T OO LV AN SN B LICHE->TETEH
D CEARIOKICH T B S EERRUEA I SGEPER O MY TR KDL
LR TALIOVWTOHBMNEETH B &2 TR L TOIHENZ L, (EBEKE
DENE ICEINIKEMERFEERUCEE S EIE T ) LA S &G
LOWBAERZ L Zhic 20 TEEIMIIL ol R ITHAES 5,)

LOLCO LEBBEIZARICEEE->TOVEEANPZVLI T RENTRHED
EDEINTOREOHAE UADPRISE OV TP HMRET 2B E8EAKD
¥ & 1 %~ Znon-Japanese NN H A D W TOHRAEF > TVWIEL T E2MEL TH
WAEMHRT 5LV LICE TRIET 2 FEEDIE0HIZIE L HADI9IBLAEJE & Kk
TEBLEI ETEHE VO VLOETERTOIEHBROT AR EE X “fiscal
1998” & 7214 B M FEH I £ non-Japanese D 5t A3k % Bak L € “fiscal 1998
ending March 317 & {5k % Hli > TR TX 52241378 W, — ) .non-Japanese % F 7z % 3
HETHEFHHE OB ARG F T HARCB Y 2 W5 AEEZE 53 FF 7278 Vnon-
JapaneselZ & -» T “coherence” DH 200 T VWL DICT 570 Lid DIEJEDFHRIC
Hohd &) BERUEIMAFICR O T BETIS LcEmcAERE LTV & %
it FDschema® TRl L THEMEM > 2D B EMA D LEANSRFBLTO( I EDOER
L zohkeEh 3BT LTSI,

GOBENA T 77—

X FIZ “coherence” 2 b7 59 b H 1D DEK & L T liffELakof 78 & & Hhubaic fhFE A
HEHSNTWBDIEIMAN A ¥ 7 7 —(conceptual metaphor) TH BB A Y 7 7 —&
BSCFPESIC R o 0 B & O MBI < AFENIE A 4 7 7 — & BRIED ZLOABDB I hE
TOHDPORREN—ZICEGICHBTE 2L ENEA Y 7 7 —ThHD McCaggld T %
“(Conceptual metaphor) is not a matter of language. (Conceptual)
metaphor is, instead, a matter of mind. (\pB&) -—-For example, we can generally

understand any long-term, purposeful activity as a journey.” ¢8> EL#BHL TV 3,



KEHHORFCTOAEELTRS LTI LB A Y 7 7 — DN TLHFD
“coherence” 2 EH TWA LbDMHKICR SN B, M Fac(a) TR EZMA LMz
M & B CTRARBREDBLR A S L (b)) TIZE ORF 2Tl EYW )RR ER LG R
BRIEBCE I REATRER ICEZTOBTENTFTRENSIDEIN.COMDA Y T 7 —
BOFhbah0PTOEENE LD TH 2056 —ERFETIND L5 & FAERMMO %
Nl EE2mUBAICLEI L LbORBONEINMELED S LI ICEY A SKELS
WG LT 3A b TE AL I BnlfigtEdd 5,

(a)Prime Minister Ryutaro Hashimoto comes across these days
not as the captain of one of the world s most powerful
ships of state, but rather as a man overboard, bobbing waves
of popularity, threatened by an economic typhoon on the horizon.
The puzzle is that he seems unsure whether to inflate his
life jacket. ———(#RH&) 9>

(b)As Asia’s leaders survey the wreckage from the region’s finacial
typhoon, they must also address the task of building a more
stable monetary framework. -———(H1B&)

If increased stability can be achieved, the anchor country
can reap economic dividends. Monetary integration in Europe,
for example, has helped German shelter itself from the wide
swings in the exchange rate of the dollar and the mark. —— ()

By that time, Europe’s experience may provide more

explicit guidance for Asia’s monetary architects. «<¢10>

IT1. 2292

UERTERE IS GENDGND LT 2B & L THON K FHH - KR EF
13 “coherence” ZE M4 2 EHK ZHI S 7O DFHI D DEHTDH 5, Hbili 5% “coherence”
HCEH S 2 Ol Lc B 2R 0 GEYSHIFEZfid < Lic &k - TR T h E TXE
RIEPHMBEREDIDICT 7 = v 7 & LTI L TOILH S “cohesive devices™ &
L CREZEL TOLh - 2 FER TIHE ) ->TH i o it topic structure’s & &
ICTHETHEVRHL TV - oI HAGE & 3R 2 KB IFF D “coherence”
EAEBMTHIATEHML TS I LEBMTEDILHIRCUS ) Fh KIFLHABETR
“coherence” DA LN ED LS ICREZ00 bRBMT 5 ENTE B LIS,

Fad O E b E ONS EEH DV H A F DN R REE |7 5 X (A HRIGRE ) TEBRICHE
MU0 74 V=T IHOBFPEREZD < b ICB I 2 HHELFTH 50, DL

p AT

(BHEBD
The outcome could affect curriculums in schools across America

APTOS, California-—- (., A bitter battle over how best to teach math has
broken out in California, agitating parents and pitting «<.> school board
members and teachers against one another. Its outcomes could well affect
curriculums in public schools across the country.

<> The fight is between those who advocate the more traditional




drill-and-practice approach, and supporters of a newer program that
emphasizes word problems and team solutions

<a> The battle is nearing a climax, with (., the California
Board of Education under legislative mandate to update its mathematics
standards, binding on all the state’s districts, by Jan. 1. And whatever
the board decides will only fuel what promises to become a national
debate comparable to (., the earlier struggle over the best way to
teach reading. (That war pitted the old-fashioned sound-it-out approach
against a newer, “whole language” method emphasizing the story over
the syllables. )

<> The question as to which of the two math-instruction methods
works better has become the talk of (., this community south of
San Francisco, where the high school offers both, prompting teachers,
parents and students to choose up sides.
But (., the fight is hardly confined to Aptos. From Palo Alto to
San Diego, parents are circulating petitions, battle-weary
teachers have chosen early retirement, and the state’s most prominent
mathematicians are divided.

Some critics, alarmed that entire classes of high school students
cannot do long division without a calculator, dismiss the newer
approach as "fuzzy math,” "whole math” and, in a reference to the
failed effort to overhaul math instruction three decades ago, "new
new math.”

But its supporters say that the newer method, which casts
teachers in the role of coaches rather than suppliers of right
answers, is flexible and engaging, and that it is an acknowledgement
that a calculator is more relevant to success in the real world
than are multiplication tables.

Because California, with 5.5 million school children, tends to
set the national agenda on approaches to instruction, teachers,
scholars and political leaders across the country are closely
monitoring .,, the statewide debate. ———(#B) <11>

COLFED - TVHEDRETINAMM ORI GEROBY & i [ Fad ()~
WDESICTEH LB EERT > L NHFEMEHEN D L D EFEICVAVS EHBI LT
< E AR AW T B HIED “coherence” 2 EHL T 25 EKNZ D LD TH 55
HMNE 2 &H 0 EEMEFD “coherence” IO WTOHAANFADEBOME 2D TEFHEL
fzo & 72, “coherence” #FH T B W 2D BRI (FIZIE[FVM|A | EMFF A
(schema) |.[ Wiz |& “discourse topic™ 75 E)DBICIZHMBENSH 0 . T hnNFHED
WAMMZ S SICHUKEKRES>TOVBE T &EbEEDKIGH, Sk LT,

(1)schema

C DitH 3. The New York TimesH ©Asahi Evening Newsic#i#iXh/7-bDTHY .
AR KEENOZGE T IcHEIrNIcbD EBbN S 4> TOREOBEREL Lic> 0
T3 &e& » “background knowledge™ & 4RI L T3 L DHMD b &I RN IS A
BEhTOEw, CREERNGEE RGOS WM SEMZIT ) & XFERBILRICKD
M A - T “coherence” ZIH7EH T LT B H,)HE > T F#(b)school board, F#i(e)
California Board of Education’s & o K[EIh4F D & B #EMLHEIC DLW THI S LW
HAA A TR E WEICEE L 72 & TR KE D “school board” & i3 county ()N
LWL 2B 5N TWV S “school district”(CEEX)DID1I> A2 MET B-DICRITS
NTVLWAREEBLAT . FHRBERMSRINHAD " BEERAEL LIERNL S (L0 WRR
PaEMAHB LIRS EOBEIEND . S SIHEA T HADEEFIBELL E 2> Tnon-

= G ==




Japanesel) i} Ic KEETE S BA TR MRSV EZENCORFECHE L0 ELH
ko BHBARFIC LT RRIENS 2 EEMEBTELELTEE L. CORHFD
FCH—REDKEAREIC & - Tschemad + A HH I hTOR L EBbR S FHRUDD
[readingifii % ¥ < 25 > TORF IOV TRFLVBWALS B I W TH D EEHEPN KD
KEAZEZE D “schema” ICPFEL TVWBEICHUFE CHBIE S ENTE S,

(21815 i —Hr th ¥k

CORFRBINS 7S INLEROBMBERTY — P L BT F 7L
FTTIHFmS 2@ 2 I LSHBLTOCHRET > TV D, ) LI F ORI
AHRIELELBICELRHFOY — FEATRGEFR . CICRoh 5 & 5 i H e
DR EBE TR SN EZERT TICH > T2 AER(EEHROE N - XM TE 5 &
I HEDOBFEOP T TRFEL TV LEDLAZ SN OBERAHE LBV AETNG
W ENBVWRHEDELMRTE B, E1. XUV TRY — FDH2X Dsentence topic
(“Its outcome™ JIFH1IX 2N — 2 L IHIE#R T H » B2 O HrtH#kid conment GExR ) EB
5(could well~)TRENB I EICL>THNN L L > TV B & W - 72D “local
coherence” IZ oW T H I P VL OO DFIERLIENS FAEICEFRIEEZENTE S,
(T i oVitted “Odyssey” ico> W T dD(a), (b2 DXL EXHRHE M E LTRT
EVFEEDRDBEILIKRDIIENTED,)

GO P 5:0)
FHESCh)D “this community south of San Francisco™ i3 T O FZiReNE T » T

W3 “Atlas" ZRHEMICE ORI DOTH 200 REMICH 5 oM & (WDES AR U
BHEELTVWAEEWS T &ML ¥4I3PEH - 72,5an Franciscok Atlasd
FLEBI4RIC D W T D “background knowledge” N7 W & b ZFD—HTHAIN.FVRZ
IZ & b “coherence” A& L TW3 T & IcBIN A KEERFEHFOBECIMEMEEMS
BCEHITH LMBEREI->-TIHVwOTRELWMNAEEBEDbN S,

F 7. DLHFHD “discourse topic” & b L > TWAB FE(a)d “a bitter battle” iE.
WEOHPT. FEH(C)D “the fight” . FE(d)D “the battle” . F#i(g)d “the question
to which of the two math-instruction methods works better” . TF#¥(i)D “the
fight” . F#(j)D “the statewide debate” ® k& 9 iCtheZ kWM S [AFHE LAY L E
BB ETHACEV]RZ 5NIH D “coherence™ 2 AH LTWB , LML —HLTTH
SNTRTRALTEEHL TV D EHMBTEZEERPUSBAFB CRSEV ARSI
WIHLABVWRAKINPHAAICE > TREMEREBRELE > TWS I L0 FHHEZ
SN, ) LIKGEOTVMAKBICHN 2 & &0 EMEBEICTEENTI DL DK
59,

(4)topic structure
CORFDOLEER U AFHIMBFEBRERPF ITH 20 LEQG)DFVHRIEXRN
M TXxsLHIC B E Nitted WS “parallel progression" D/ /8% — LTI D
tOpiCHV/RENT VWS I ENBHMTEZ,THOBEINT I I INOHENRNZT T T TET



BHIZVWAVWATVMA SN TRVWBNRTRTID“topic" TEHAHLNTWVS,7EB.H8
RST7S5TOREDE VT v ADERES TIE T D% 143 “the statewide debate” &F
WHZONTHEBLTWS, CDRLRHFHFTIE.I D Lictopic structured /¥y — » &M

XEBEEIC BHFLREB L ATHEIELICEVVRA SN B ARENENSH B T L RDHS

#52LbTE B,

B AXDEXFH ML BE DO P IC “coherence” BT 2 HERIT R TER WIS T LI,

ARG DEFE S LIHETROELZEREZRLQ /N LT AERFLECH
HEEHEAEEX B4 T% 0D “coherence” # a2 & W HFEEIT ) LV ELEDHEMEHEZ
THIELTED LBETCHALABOEEEZINEILELTESLDICEDN S K70,
HAEZE & EKiEDcoherenceDE WA T » X D LM B DICR ENRFLHRLEEX
ifi(“coherence” D&% % HAFEICEHIR I E 2EXEEZTHOE I LELBEUMTH L I HIAE.
O L%l L CTUREOEVWRAKBEZT O E $FIRY 5 & FHAY T “coherence
THRIEVWHARLICE ST LEIBEAN B A DL ENELBFHEILEIENTE LI K
W) LI BRELREM LR FZED O BEFEHMALUNT L D HRAPT L >0 L DK
BEHI,

VI. #bbic

“coherence” ICHE A B W RELZEM T 20 OBMEET O LRFEHHAERATL
EVEZHBM B I TV B E { DRRHH “coherence” FH DT ChicBEME LB b D
ThHhH HABEPHEERF¥y 77— LT TRO-LLLESIDTR bV
WEWIRERLCT B,/ a2 —v 3 VEENOBERERT JE V- Rt SECFER
BER—ZARL LT A A Ay v 3 P EBR2EMT IRFFEFEREOERIA TV S &
ITHEIN HEAFEOES HOXKEII 2= r—va VEENEERLE D ET 515,
TORBRBEE LT S0V T ) LAaBBREEETL T ARICBRN & S HRFEORNT
KESEECAARERMEZT) CLOMLBEROTREONEZEZ 2, 0B KFTIREICK
FHHIZFERITONR E LIcH, “coherence” & 1352 T FOZHCHhDAMEETH 5
EEEBEZX B L HEBULZAEHE2HE CRZ2ATRHBLERND 23T TH 05K
%= 12— X1 ED “coherence” & F DIBLIC OV TII LK OPFRMRIE Lz,
(BEHR)
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