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Suh, Sungkyo. 2003. Rhetorical Structure of Argument Versus
Non-argument Text. The Linguistic Association of Korea Journal, 11 (4),
39-58. The purpose of this thesis is to identify the characteristics of
argumentative vs. non-argumentative text in the framework of Rhetorical
Structure Theory (henceforth RST). Since relational propositions are defined
as the implicit relations between propositions, RST, which is based on the
relational propositions, reveals the writer’s intentions and the effects of these
intentions. I want to find out what kinds of relational propositions are
specifically found in argumentative text, what Kkinds of text-specific
propositions are found in non-argumentative text and the neutral relational
propositions that are found in both types.

I've found out that Background, Circumstance, and Elaboration relations
are found regardless of text types. We may assume that these relational
propositions are kinds of text-neutral relational propositions. Evidence relation in
argumentative text is quite distinctive. Non-argumentative texts we examined,
however, do not have any Evidence relation, whereas all of the argumentative
texts have Evidence relations. Evidence relation and the process are a crucial
difference between the argumentative and non-argumentative texts.

FA o] (Key words): Rhetorical Structure Theory(RST), argumentative text,
non-argumentative text, relational proposition, RST
diagram, cognitive effect, nucleus, satellite
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2 AFo A= A WA (relational proposition)ol] A E FAFFo]E
(Rhetorical Structure Theory: Mann and Thompson 1986, 1988; Mann, Matthiessen,
and Thompson 1992)0. 2 =% HAES Hl&=% HAEDE BA3511 glon,

1) B¢ ekt 9} =<2 (Beaugrande and Dressler © 1997) 221 8 H W (Virtanen:
1992) SolA A4y BAE BEHo st =9 Qlo] =% aAEQ HEZE HAES
gF7ld e A F7 2Rk 72 2y 89aE Ei gid A= olvl AT
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A A dubyom At WA Alole] EAQl HAF AT
FATFRO Q802 A A WA ZAFT FATXNELE =5 HYZE
o Ales H2Ed #ostes HZE AN oxg o]y okt w3}
FEAAA WAA He A4 B2HE 7MY & =euA slFE WA
o] A5 Fotol "3k ANAE vt Hekse A WA Jhed =F
grEoMnt ERHo g vrhte AL FAUA, oge Ao w A
=% H2EdA FR BAYE BA BAe FOAQlA, I FHAJA A
A& AYn ¢F "drEdiA BT BN #A HAE oW Flo] Q=
A& ura Rzt sk}
2. A+ Z ] & (Rhetorical Structure Theory: RST)

A= A ARA 9 % (informative intention)E Aol Al AT A A
(mutual manifest)?s}il, 2= ALY gEE HYFo2ZH JAlLETS
sttt 8219 olnE AAUY R (assumption) &2 FEEHEL, ol HE 9
2E9 w3AE E3 WA &4 (propositional form)e] HElE F3lHc)
aeiy 7hE Alclause)? Zol shAzF At 7 @stAIE WA H SR
RdsteE WAEY oy olE WAVl Afste AYRA FAIFHO=E
AAYE PAEC] @ol EAgt Wi BE&S ol FAIZR WAES
%A A (relational proposition)gtx W3l o5& 7|E W92 Abo}
HAE9 FAL FRE AP, o & Eo] g HAEE A¥HBEZ
(1) I love listening to classical music.

My favorite is Choral by Beethoven.
(2) T love listening to classical music.

My favorite is Thriller by Michael Jackson.
AR i (DS F8 flo] wolsd & A5 v, Q)= 2%A &
ok o 28712 vho]lE AL ] Thriller7lF A S<e] | £4 &7]

o] Bx7} ofER o] FAd uid AFE the 7|3 E nErh

2) o] AT AgHE AKAH o %(informative intention), A3 & Al (mutual
manifest), ‘&% W& (assumption) 59 &l =W} Y<LE(Sperber and Wilson
1986, 1995)°] A &4 o] Z(relevance theory)g AN vrbar AFESE gojolH
71EAQ MEe 250 AMEE R FLsd
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AE FASA H=d, o7l Aol e #

HEMe] 33o] &3517] wjEo)t) sFARE (2)ol| A= A o] THETE miolF
A=) Thrillers A Foke] ofyal F(pop)el 7] W&ot 1B =2 23
Ao (D& A& SFHAT (F 187 &2 Aoz dvtsiA Hrt
A HAE ol dFEo] ofyet HARA 9 HAE i Yy
v BAA ®ASot ol FAIY HAEL, Fol HAEE e ©
d HAE 5 dAg R4 RPHEE FAE dod FAEY A=
o] Foxl it FEAE T W AA o KTt oJA7A] WL W
A e #AA HAE] FHEAdE, 2 Fode 2 (Solutionhood),
SH(Evidence), AHZ3lJustification), O0I18(Reason), &l&8JHs3HEnablement),

A8 (Circumstance), 82 (Antithesis), 2% (Concession) $©] Z&-F ).
FAFZO| 2ol A= B WA WMFE HEE F2Y F8 Ul-&(subject
matter) W3} #7A A A (presentation) FHEZ FEIT & Eo] 9
KE @2 (Volitional cause)? #Z2 WAlE d2ES] Fo U&& A3
5SS Xdsth QXA Al Fa Uiy YdFoz #HH
3

{
M
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(2 oox 00 ¥ fIf

H2 2 A FAZE d2E FEAA mA= <l
(cognitive effects)t}. T+¥} E<=(Mann and Thompson 1987: 18)o <]3}
“F 2 Y& WA E(subject matter relational propositions)el] 23] %
v g3 R 1 BAE A Ee Hel e W, #A AA
™ A & (presentational relational propositions)ell 93] =% = ® &3
FEAe A FH FoA A AHIL v HrE WA ARE F
Aoz a#stAY, DAY, wolEolan v AES F7HA7=H 2
o olEe] E 1E ol9 2L VTl oA ERE #AA HWAES YE
y Jetd
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® 1L F8 g, A AN 2 s SHs VFEeR
 AA BAY EF
Subject Matter Presentation Multinuclear
(2 U8) (A A A (+=3)

Circumstance Antithesis Contrast

Condition Background Joint

Elaboration Concession List

Evaluation Enablement Multinuclear

Interpretation Evidence Restatement

Means Justify Sequence

Non-volitional Cause Motivation

Non-volitional Result Preparation

Otherwise Restatement

Purpose Summary

Solutionhood

Unconditional

Unless

Volitional Cause

Volitional Result
WA HAES F2 UG FUS B AN SRR EREE AL gx
E 43 gAsel FAW o Adch @4 =@ Hsh Lol oF
FopFe B BAES 92E £8449 94 B PlAE }ERRe
27 AU Wiy el GAEE olg g R el g wy
WAle] B ATe) mw, Folxl giEs} oW AXH EHE AU
Mo oEshe ojd EF FEe| odte] GAAEHEA HAotE + AL A
ojt}.
3) TA A Ao, At H ANH & gig ®Brp A4 == RST Web

Site #+Z. http://www.sil.org/linguistics/RST/redefs.hlm



i
ofN
i)
[
[t
fo,
=
i
ofN
)
[
[t
1o
»
1]
N
S
w

Z HAEE F2o]37l Be Ao] & EAolt}t, HAE
g Abl(event)ol Ut AR (fact)S AT 37] flete] F7HAQ HR
13k 7 VA d¥H o2 E 9 H(introduction section), ¥ =2}
2] =4 (headline and lead), 18]3 7]AlU]-&(news story) 22 T4 4

F

Z "92E 5 AEHO|E 7] AH(straight news)d)E
Bz ok AR 2710

= WA WAV vles H2EA Uethe o] wod Aeolm A}
Eo] AAAR T4 EFE ofgd =9

(3. A8% AF Auk gobeh - wzglo] Hho] 1A
[ wm29le] 5 e&zod dAZOE 170km Wojx A9=cs
FolAe AMel ME AU Abge] @Feltt] [2 BAXEH w=w
Avps A3 2 o] welE @ Aol 5mel AdE Wel B o
1 ekl [3. o] AelA oo A¥H Al oloprlh o v
k) [4. 17509 -6 Avkel] tg 7] Ze] 1000171e]ut dobgieh]
[5. Ak Abgol A o5 AANA §UF Fde] FH ALY

o zAsts A2E 20000] [6. 299 =29 0] Ay #rjd &
A 12gez A on] [7. T A 7R EAA 29 W gy ¢k
*Euﬂaiﬂ %‘% olZa k] [8 ol YdEY HAE IEAHY
B3 9 <to] A B5aV]E W72 wdo} AgEr
Eokrh] [0 Arpyk & A$-o tiu]] [10. L& =t
T ol Alutel x4 DNAE AF, dAEEH T o)7]
o] t}]

[11. o]E°] &4 % 30m %

dole AAE 670 5T 7]t
F gy nyeeE frh c2dARE Lot nAAA

cl
249 %

4) g =(ead)= L 7]AMe] QofolEta B
5) ~E#o]E 7] AH(straight news), & =2}<l
gk e fEld Woo] FHojdx] gotA #H

=3
2] = (headline and lead) 5ol t
vt A
AbEEth L gt A Bao AR olE fo&

| FAAEE Qo] A% avw
of 9g Tulw A2 g,

3l
3}
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gaE QoA Bt AaEEE dsks ARdse Az e
O oItk F w2 FE ofRdA HAEOE [70km Wold A
fEEEFdE A4 HE duf Abge] @Folt vuA HiEn
Avh Aol e mvh AAAE EE RN, & Avke Rok AGEE

dw}
of FAA, Avk £ A8 Foll #F Eolth

9 H2E (3% FAFRo|RoR B35y AdME 14 9l (units) 2
el o7 s ARAAG A AFetA] i e Bl 7}
58 Mgk molsslth

Y LA gaES] FAEE

Circumstance

=73 Elaboration 17

I
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Elaboration

7= 5-7 8-10 11-13
Elaboration Circumstance Background
Background
T 27 5 6 9-10 11 12-13
Circumstance Volitional

@1 Condition Result
£y £
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a9 194 FRgE FEHZ A2 @9 (unit) [1]e]th o8 3 (nucleus)
ZhEdel A 7 T8 Aolghe @O]E} =2 o9 [2], [6], (8], [12]=
R FQ8eA o]52 oA (1] [1-4]1¢] 914 (satellite) 9 &S 3FxL
AL [1-4]o A<= [1]e] & o] 7] aﬁv‘i— ID}.

Q2B (3)o] YEtd 3A HAE AHEA a7 1o YERd AX T 570
#A HA BiE(Background), A&, FAIS, ZH(Condition), 2 XIH
Z I (Volitional result)7} Al =] AT} o5 F AT 527 A& 5
staz} sk oo AZIAY el #ete] TAHAOE AAHUE AEE T
== AAAAA FHAolx, UYHAE F2U-& A (subject-matter relation)
£ A sk Z&lﬂﬁ WAjolth, 17 1oA & BAAAY FA
7t ﬂz‘ﬁlﬂ% Zﬂoﬂ Hsle] thets] 2o ExE velhd Hel FEor &
OH’HL 5125“*501]*1 Uelus 34 HAle B¥ i

Lo

op

nq] a9 18 94 masY 2Ee 1o1E el 49

QR =, w9l (112 37k oaka
SAE ASE A4 Soln Goid demt %7}%}&‘% A0S
A9shn A3 1 olvel B, BMS, 48 5o A AT UE
29 48 su g Aoln

YW o)A $EW AR ohd Fol 2EFC|E A GrES 245
o B3 A WA BE FHe HHRIE B}

(4) Street Celebration after Soccer Victory

[1. Thousands of soccer fans reveled in streets across the region
yesterday over Colombia’s victory in a Latin American soccer
tournament.] [2. Several arrests were reported] [3. and traffic was
tied up,] [4. but the celebrations were generally peaceful.]

[5. The celebrations were a reminder that the region’s growing
Latin American population brings with it soccer fever.] [6. Colombia
beat Mexico 1-0 in the final of the tournament, the Copa America.]
[7. It was the first time Colombia had won the event,] [8. and it did
so without giving up a goal.]

[9. In Jackson Heights, the heart of New York City’s Colombian
population, people thronged Northern Boulevard, honking horns,
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waving Colombian flags and throwing handfuls of corn starch at
each other a traditional expression of delight.] [10. The police at one
point tried to clear the boulevard by forcing people indoors or down
side streets.]

[11. The police in Dover, N.J., reported at least three
alcohol-related arrests stemming from the revelry.] [12. One person
was arrested in Morristown] [13. and charged with disorderly
conduct and inciting a riot] [14. About 5,000 people filled the
downtown there.] [15. Hundreds more celebrated in Englewood,
Elizabeth and Union City, N.J.]

(FEEY = 2001 7€ 309)

9 MAE AR} oW AN SAdA 4E ANenA SrrtE
ost kA oA Wtk 9iE YAt dgsng st 8
Wge AR FEE AEleadel AFHE A WA Bol7] ol

gt opuels} F gole)A] EEHop} Selstd oA A
7 Al A2 EopA st A BLe g g ool
:I.L

Aoty

Agt ARAFTS st Aok - 75 AT FFH O}

59 = 3Fol =( Jackson Heights)oll+<= Alg&09o] FH72g
ZE2 el A4 F9UIE A&k i, o] 2 Ao glEl o]
b Q19 FIRF ST §7/§— o] '%LL e “7]/‘]?-7 T 7'707’37
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219 2. Street Celebration after Soccer Victory Bl2E Q] FA 32

Elaboration

T stal
Background i
Circumstance Circumstance
T T 9’)317 1T-T3 T 5
i Elaboration
Elaboration Elaboration .
Bl B Jﬂ‘ 2 3

6-8

Interpretation
erpretaion

6 7

)
I

Y 2ol o)sE HrE 49 b FAAA Wgel w9l [1lo]th A
e, BAE ARA B AT SRelA FEAAFLA e A
Wge @ opuest FoA R SelakA U &3 Aol
AL HAUsE FAR} Fdthe Roldh

=

A Awp "AEo FAMA =l A FAEHA o] 7|Abe] FE=
(lead)2ti & = A= &9 (1o vH A v g92E U go] F7F420 3
HAlE 2 B AWE g WA eR gaEY FAEY Jes 1F 285
Tt & 4 Aok a9 26 oJElH "H2E 4% oAl FHe BA BA
(2, HAIE, oflM(Interpretation), HHA, A2)7F A&=HJw, 28 F &
AAANA BA WAE SB9 P %ot FaNEd A HAE 1 B
E AZF AFELY Aste] BA wWA RS gd @9l yelhd 2E

sh o] wh9] W TS (units) Abolol A A ATk,
BAANA VA WA SR} Bl SAe) AX @A wAL w3
S
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T 2. BAAAA BA, L2, HB 2 AAH &I
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T YAHSe o2 Hx7F @9 [11& oldlsted =%
L2 AT o] WA A Y F(relation definition)ol] ¢]8tH, TA A
HM3e &35 5270 d(nucleus)S 93 AAS FRE Xﬂ* st 9
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AF7HA 7 o] REHCIE VAL HAES A Bl olF gx
Ex= vbA] A Z1AE WEe] gofE ) 22 gE(lead)2tal 2w TA
WEol e Ak 7l FrEARl AR 8o wjd A Alge] a2 5H ol
o FARE ool A Faulls WAL AAAANY wWAR EAH
B oA olE giE: A b4 wA 9ANE S, HZ) FEAS
2 Uedon, ¥ ol @A GAse BFe e g 494 94
A FPsta Qrt.

thg el =F daEe] WA @ fFoldA ¥ 5 gdE AR
ARE FATE oo oshe] RAGE, v HiEs) wF HAED
FASE 152 7 g2d SAHoR yshis B 9AS Eokel u
Bz ket
4. £%F H2EQ FATFE

=% GzEdA AHEADE FAY AL WA AET T 5T W
Aol gl WFor AU w=AE WAL, BY P2 GrEdE G
AE AP BAE FA7 SwAEA gt A F4e 9
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AEol A w7bH FAZ iAol grh] [21. AR AANSS 228 7]
HEHS Sol BHITZE HEFEF AMES JAsoF ] [22. &
A0y e FAFTEEL F AE e REG]
(Fold® 2000 9¢¥ 69)
dre 5)ollA FHsten Ao =X diel] npxu R ey
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a9 32 92E 5o g FAITRo|E BHEE e Bolth 19
(3ol 93l FAZTEE dreErs F2 OHIF, BIE, M e #A
WAZ FAE Ak oAl dElA @9 [1-14]+ [15-22]9) HHE S¢S
sta, &9 [15-18]2 [19-22]°] dig w29 osts F8sta gloy, e
[20-22]= [19]¢] digr HAIgte] 9&& 3tx vl 28 3= $8e
HxAE (59 F4 Ugo] &9 [19]gte dE vA 33 Fed 5= gl
Iy 394 yehdul glAE (59 FA Aol HEE dA &¥E =
95t7] #ste] o]t #HE 7 AA WA THE HES B a9 39
oslH 4 T2 HAEE M9 WA PAR FAAE Tt HIE, W

d, A, HIQXZE 2 (Non-Volitional Cause), EIHEvaluation), HI2lX
& AP (Non-Volitional Result), A& HAS. ol& WA T BIE g,
EH7F AAAAA WAL o5 5] AFS T 7IeE T
gt S22 stojm 1 BAE AAFA = Aol FHE ed FLH
&<l A ‘:ﬂlﬂl“— oS 2o HIQ XA @0l ®IL H2XE Z,
g, M g2E (5o BAAANA #A WA dAE FEA)
A A4 59E ® 37 2oL
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(6) A Bidding War for President

[1. New York City scored a coup this week when Lee Bollinger, a
distinguished leader at the University of Michigan, accepted the
presidency of Columbia University.] [2. Mr. Bollinger is a catch.] [3.
His staunch defense of affirmative action and minority access to
higher education has made him a moral role model.] [4. He is also a
distinguished educator.] [5. The University of Michigan, in an
attempt to hold onto him, offered a hefty raise.]

[6. Columbia has declined to reveal what it is paying Mr.
Bollinger.] [7. But the speculation over his salary is another sign of
the bidding war under way for top-level university presidents.] [8.
The compensation packages which include salaries and benefits have
risen dramatically since The Chronicle of Higher Education published
its first surveys of presidents’ salaries a decade ago.] [9 The
Chronicle’s most recent salary survey, published in 2000, found that
74 college presidents almost double the number just three years
earlier were paid $300,000 or more.] [10. Seven presidents, including
George Rupp, Mr. Bollinger's predecessor at Columbia, earned
$500,000 or more.] [11. Mr. Bollinger’'s package will probably exceed
Mr. Rupp’s].

[12. The job of university president is increasingly about attracting
money,] [13. and schools feel that high salaries are necessary to
bring in first-rate people who can lead the academic community, run
a large bureaucracy and raise the tens of millions of dollars in
private donations that are necessary for the schools to thrive.] [14.
Other hard-to—get university stars, like sports coaches and medical
school faculty members, also attract extremely high salaries.] [15.
Academics who can compete on that rarefied level have also begun
to arm themselves with headhunters and lawyers, like professional
athletes shopping for new contracts.]

[16. The escalating salaries are bad news for public universities,]
[17. which have fewer resources and more political constraints on
what they can pay.] [18. Some public universities are organizing
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private foundations to pay presidents a fair market value.] [19. But
for the moment, at least, the rush is on.] [20. Mr. Bollinger is no
doubt worth whatever Columbia plans to pay him.] [21. But it will
be too bad if the star system creates an unbalanced salary
arrangement with a few celebrity academics on top of a great heap
of dissatisfied teachers.]

(rS BRI = 2001 109 109)

FA T ROl Bo® By 9ldte] HAE (6) 21 @9 (units)E UFol
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2E (6)9 T4 W82 19 49 e vhe} o] w9 [21]elt} : But it
will be too bad if the star system creates an unbalanced salary
arrangement with a few celebrity academics on top of a great heap of
dissatisfied teachers.

H2E (6)o] AFEd #A WA= 97 Axoltt : HHiE, SI|(Motivation),
A, ¥, 4= HAE, XA |l WIH HIXH JQl o Zied
of &, &1, M, &EB+= FAAAA ®HAoltt o5 ZAR FoAF
oldl AJes ASAA F FHolt) o] AZE HAIS, XH el H
Jf HIQKIE dele HAE5EZ o7 FouA Yy JAs =9Fe
Nse FABG BANAA BAL AAH EIE E 49 2ol vheha
& sle,

F 4 BAAANA A SH, L, SI|, 39 dAH I

A A AA A &}
=P ol o3 FAe] A St
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&% oAl AAE el dE Fxe] FAH e St
=9 oj oJste] AAE ANE FAstA Fhe FA449
- &7 37
2B (6)° TR T¥ 4oM k= oA =ostdd gaES) npirt
Az B HA B, SME, d#e] YEse FEEvsith olHd &
TAe] Exog ulFojnol 99 371x] WAt HAE F2o g w
A o vdehE SHAQ BAE =97t shestth @ 29 4o o
s, el =5 HxEdAS npvkAR #A ¥A A7 dEda
et
AF7HA $8 s FATROREOR T AlE AMES BAs mokt
Okl A3 A =Bl E HE=ZE B AEd uE @R B AAAAH
o}
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FAY AP AAEdA BFE AT o] AL o

EVF BT =3U2E 39 HFelghe WAl Aol 7lg Aot
hvi |
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5. 2&

=T U2ES Hl=F daEoA Y A4 WAES BAHNE A i
& (Background), &t&(Circumstance), ¥ A3t (Elaboration)+ =% "H2XE
o} Hj=3F "xEd #AA Gl AF AAFHAY., YA olE 3 HAE F

HAA A HAZaL sH

#A WA BH(Evidence)= Wldd] 53 Fx FFE HAY. EHE
Hl=3 "92EdXis #A BWA SHZ A8 SAaEA FAAR, =35 9
2Ed A o gle] #A WA SHZ LHEAY] dioltt. He=F H
2E AiztsE SAE AAE a7t A9 gl Oe 94 de adE
o AR (AE)S A A Hﬂﬁﬂig} g7 7lestd 57 wEoldl  shA Rk
=% HEEdAE A4 TAE ANt 1 FAA o3 = ATt
Fa8g 93-S Fert. uehA FAFFZOIEd 93 =F HAES H|
=% H2EE FESE 7)ol ui2 #A WA BH(Evidence)gt ¥ 5
RS Aolt}s
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