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YU RLES]) T8, HEPRHSRTE W
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THBINANE L s, ZhUAObOmbERI
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MOBEREFERT 22 Lok b, BErBw s
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SRR 81T D AEHHOBERE 1o BT B EATIRIR I,
FORLICE - THHFT AL 4DER oD, B
W, AHAOBREE LT 2RET IO CEFELE LD,
B in, EHEDEENEY B I L B UBERAR BRRE X v S
hEYDNLICEH LD TWa00EH e T 5
OV, 5w, HERAEEE L O i e EO & S A
PFETIEHTHR200E5Ho T 2b0THE,
Ek, ANFEREEES L hEER TS r i R s h B,
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BWEEOKRERECENEHEVEEIN TR
2, 4L, NEWEEE SO TH 2002 6T
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FATEFETHOBEAME R 0 THSL, BED
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fifii & 2 EB@H 0k ¢ w3 - T,
HATFADEAEE Y S3iIBA T 20 BHTVLLON
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wHEHL, %R 288t 2,

2. ¥RMEFIC BT A0
HHAORAEIC DWW, ThETRAATIRTER
anffsEahTal, FWHOBEEE, 19964 IZTHT R

iz Uinternational Handbook of Mathematics Educa-

tion] B Th Hanna & Jahnke 12 & - THD L
B T»BY, LUT T, SEO8E  Mh 5 R &0 L
SHedTHT%E & LT, v (Hanna, G.) 8 & O De Villiers
EM0 LW, YOL)SBEEREL, FOLI0E
S GHEHAOBEEI 7 e —F Lz 0 R RT3,
F (Hanna, 1989) 9, ¥ 2 ¥ A 7-—(Steiner, M.,
1978) O OFREL L LTMENATHB I L 2R
T ke [H¥MENHTHLO0ERT] v
ZODBBERRELS, TREDFL, AR (h
HEBETHIONERT JBESERL, TW%,
T EHThE bR T BEZWE H DIEW
(proofs that prove) &, [fEBETHE I L R
ek [WEERrETHAONERT] Ewd 2D
DA % -6 b >EFUH (proofs that explain) 2417 3
CEERMERLTWE, TOL 5 F TR b
FAEA L L CHEOBEERREL TWwa,
NyF i, TEEMESETH0rERT JBES
BRI, (R0, TEM & 27089
(demonstration) |, [ BifERMEERHL (41 7 4 —<
AR, TRES IR kbviolzlatit, FEEEY
FERRONEE Chid v B2~ Tw 5 (Hanna,
1995, p.47)s Tihibb, FRAEOE®RTH-TH,
Z DHfiD & PRk imTaiEsZE s h Touhil &
VI EEIAE LTWa, Jh, W O19834EO[ Rigorous
proof in mathematics education (BCFEF R B2
FRIID OB A2 E 2 b D EH L 2. 40800,
[ Rigorous proof in mathematics educaltion) 25w
T, [PEEE BT SEBNHEON Y ¥ 2 7 Ak, B
2 (the science of mathematics) % Fitd ~%7H % |
EVIEEEMNREL UTIRD Eifk, 2048841,
Rt~ &S pMRETRE, RRT <230
A& 5 I B TH S F 2T, 7 (1983)
B, 7AVAEREB LV T v dethific
B S EER AR & A iR
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ERE LT, TOHR, BB LTH, MEso
Mgt nz b, RUEHARZARLBEmE
BAOBEENIEN BRI LTwS Z & 2RI
b, BREmEW S S0, SRR LEL
DTEZHELBSHEREPHINL TS,

BB, > (1989 43, FEHORER MR -
WTHRR T A, HBlid a0, A F¥gfLLZy
24T —DERERNT B E, NrFik [HEGE
NETHLZODETT] o 2R ORES 20D
HHE SR T 5alREM MR H 5,

40, EHoBtEchbodTHEATAHBELT
SFTHIEL T 2 - L, HEPHEHRETOa Y
a—F V7 by xPREOKNCE b EY, HHRY
PEREND S Eviok (I OBAED XY v k25l
MTE} LS 2 & THB (Hanna, 1998 ; De Villiers,
1998, 1990851®) | 197644 F w2l b av— 4 3oht, Y
HFE %, $H20000B&EHT, 3 Pa—yFas
ZARMAL TG Ll L bEETHS D,

MM Y AL Z LB DOrME S THBS
hi-SfleBonTtwadaryrra—%V 7,727
D—"24, Dynamic Geomelry Saftware (LLTF DGS &
BRED) L PR %, BT R A B T 5 © & R Tl
KLY 7853, DGS L »T, EEE, T
REMEAET 25 o [EREEN 2 Ak (quasi-
empirical method: De Villiers, 1990, p. 23)%, B
B PRIV I LR CEL LIRS TET
130 THD (De Villiers, 1998, p. 370,

Z 5 Lz DGS OFHEE Wb LT HE 0 EHRE 2 Mtk
DV THHE R A5, JEE X v 5 RN Lo BTl
ZHHHE & &2 5 L OR&G 25 2 (Chazan, 1993},
A O®AEE LTo 8] 280 s ridcr,
R DR T L v THHE 2 B B0 < 1L,
BEHL &9 L2 0EHE L BE{ wEnIDTHS,
IHERMR, LB, BT X B RE B R
BEbloTHe ey, BT LI EADFFL
BEE DI LR TS 2 2 L BRI 2R
4 H % (Schumann & De Villiers, 1993) 4, {30 ®
ZEFEEEL S EHA ATV, V-2 FiEE
YRT D, HEBTE RTINS 212 b bbb
SPRAZNTAEBRELr L TWwWAI L%, F—AE
~N v 2 i3 HERST B (P, J. Davis & R. Hersh, 1983,
p. 368) ¥, De Villiers ® 7 — Y A 5 O Fi#EI, HEL
T3 I &H (928 (quasi-experiment: Polya,
1954a, p. )P v 2 — Y 2 AWTHELNETE 2
BRI & - THEF SR TWT S, #0E Mo
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DL S R EEER S5, De Villiers, M, (1990) '
b, v (Bell, AW, 976)'NOIIREFEBS TS
DO DEREFRRE L1, 5 o i, HiEMNHTH S
bR (A6, SYGENEATHIDHIZON
TOREE o TTHMEL Be 2BEEABPEHE
PEED S g AP ERICAE Y B THERME]
FLAFRE2RERAPRAT 2(HE), HEOLM0%E
=i (transmission) ¥4/ 2 2 2 =7 -y a » TH B,
De Villiers i3, F#E%fER & fISES £ 3EMH & o3fkbe
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FTHFAPR,DGSD—2THBAr»F3y FOER
EREELLELOTHD, BRED LHEHEHAE SN
BT -2 -1 E, FRTRDT—2 ¥ —PICD
ua T DT D% Bkl (Teacher Note) TR S h T
Vid,

De Villiers i, [ & i THu I BEEID L +—TH
LLERSRR /FRH I LFABEERC RS < bH
%] (De Villiers, 1990, p.21) Z & #i5i#+ 5, £h
Wz, De Villiers i [#w 8w THEemER, IF
R S BRI IB s hEREE T3] En
A3 & T 5 (De Villiers, 1990, p.21), D7
iz, MEMARFELEERERR /NS L EE
TEAZEEWMALT [RR] v IBEeRELE
CHEIOHEND,

De Villiers i3, SEFAOBAEL LTD [FR] £
TARI I MNOMD S AOhEEEITRIS LR
Fwie s |2 b OEEREFIC T 5, De Villiers i,
ZOIEEERIRDES Lt L0, IRAEsERE T A M
HAEOBY S MORERRGTHALRABICES )
~b—R{ET & S L FRT S (De Villiers, 1990, p. 21
199821, p. 380), De Villiers i¥, = & 5 &£ FH £
B — b B RN R R ) (deductive discovery
via deductive generalization: De Villiers, 1990, p.
22) g, 0BG, OB LT TR ]
EHET b EORLAVERTERY, £, De
Villiers #, [MAEOB D & 5 d0hEd RS o8
LITRAB R A | C kO AN S, R
DHI—20NEEMWT (MAEOBDE S HEOh
BERSTHEATTE 5 (T NARORORS I,
TLOMBLD 2 ROMAROTMICE L] = & i
i 4 3T 5 (De Villiers, 1999, p. 63)2, kA

Lok 3z, DeVilliers 5BHET 5 (S8R &, &E
PHETHE L ERIFL T AR ER L,
kiR Lo CTH LU EEEE T LY b
DTHLH, LMo, [HENT R 230 TH
BHLESTH S,

3. ERHPLBUSIEAMBEE LTo [RE)

HECBIT2HMAOBED | >E2iETBEELLTD
FEEE) 13, De Villiers (1990)2*z &k - T (8L Wi
BeReRHTLIL] #BETLILOLLTHA
ahiz,

RUBEDZ LR INETRBHUSNTE Tk,
B2, TIEL v Z & ORERI L % &7, BB R
BRIz WBS T, ML X HEHosidn
M oRHOMEH 8 2185 (FIH, 1958, p. 2500,
[H5EOAERS L 2RTIIHAS2 LSBT, &
AR DB T, BB LRI T 2 EH L
WEE ORI ERTALRETH S, F5FB2 L
whoT, HERBEEICRD, wEE LD —RT L
720, 3L EEFRR LD 16210, 1986, p. 134)=
TELLETHB,

il FRE OPRZE, EELA bR LE D30
SHLVWIEEROTBEIME TR v, EiEN
SEFADAT E ML THREMEER TS L Thd,
I CTEEMHAT Lk, BEURCHA B e L KRR & e
LOBRERAS T EE, 1986)%, EflictoT
WEANANEER OV OB EmEIIRELLT
AR Z ¥ (Lakatos, 1976)% 54, L.asbl, 5
Bl ofimizi, BORLAABNESERTWE, &
OBEOHE VI, TRRIOBESIERT 2 XIRDEN E
Lz, MMHAEMTOERERET 5L H L5, 22T,
MEOBEEL LT [RBR] #RET5RBMALSITL,
EWFOEARMET 4, TR, BBcMIT s
FEEEEL, HEE L T4 >0BAERET 3,

3.1 HEICKIT2ARESHFRBRIRE~DEE
T, HEN—BOBREEL Lo Tidibh, W
HHEC D L THA &, LT BT D AR
&, B DT ETHA AR & 4L 5%, R iR R i B
wTh, S —-ROEBETCRSN, FOMEEIE
BE e Er R B D v Tk, BFEH R R T AL L
2L, tEERRECBLTR, GBS -ROFE TR
el bOEHFA L LT EOEBRER T 2D
neid, EAMEIow Tl b bORIBFEA
Y LCEOHNEZMET AL blbh 5%,
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EizowTBHa Y, SEE—BOSET
b o Tl bOOIEE L+ 5, EHETHS T
LipgEs s b, s aEA, Z, Ak FE
FOMRERSE THETHE LA dhidh &ni,
TOEE, HEREoWwTEM A LRl T
FhETCHRELTWEb s LB hdlisd
BT 58E8H5, BENE O, TORC2VT
OHFH L T HOFETH - TS dEls
EfFLLEaP, ~MOEHTHL - TSN HE
CHULTEDEMs hmEsERT L8 TH 5,

Bz, B EOEO L 52, &K ABC o444
W, 2O @QIEZAE
ACD, BCE %#-2¢ b,
EXALEDEB%
FRFNEEREE AR=
DB ¢# 3 | £ % DFEHA
®ED kTR, ZOf
Bl 2R TO L I 10k 3,

A ABCIZDWT 3 DSOS S+ 5 OIER

i o ACE EADCB HWLT,
A ACD BIEZMEH 0 S, AC=DC
$7:, & BCE W IE=A#EH»5, CE=CB @
A ACD & A BCE RIEEZfBE D&,
ZACD=4£BCE - @

2ACE= £ ACB+ 2ZBCE,
£DCB=2ACD+ £ ACB-—@

@, @25, £ACE=4DCB - ®

@, @, O»bd, 2:WEEOMOMAN, Theh
FLwoT, A ACE=A DCB

& 2T, AE=DB

et B, CHEZEL, AAOUBEREELTIE
DL OEWERNT S, HAK, B AC bz
HA%RL 2, BT, O~OREZARIO
TR DI, Lo T, DD 2R AE=
DB D 2, @ik ZACB DK & 3 iTiRFESTICH
DD LLEDHBAE LY, HA £ AEF-HTE 5,
RAEBCERLETAEZEACOABLIZE -
BELEMTHE, Fhpi, LAROFHICL T,
MAR, BOAB, CuNLTAABCHZARE L
55 BEBEOMEKDWT AE=DB Th 3 Ry
BIEMNTES, LkdoT, [HOEO LS AB,
CxLY, =A% ABC 4z, —DOE=fA1 ACD,
BCE%#2<{ D, THHAEED: BE2EnFhfntL
& AE=DBTha b, thfEshi-aEE T

DI EMTE B, B, A B, CThEhOMEHE
HLTIEOE DA ABC o0 THiddshid, & ABC
HEEOZABTIVENMBITA I EBTESL, 36
i, EEABEESRTWAA ACD RUA BCEKK DL
T, EADHIVEHEEOMBEERN TS ZE biHES
ns,
Brorsw, eiflicsiy A, EREMSETHR
Fit, TS i LB T Tl s s,
ok i, —hT, RREObLOERVWET
W e 2, MHHTRES b Lt 2 MvBET Z &
& NS ROMEBEEREBEL T 2087 H by
2 (Lakatos, L) TH 3,

3.2 HeRTHSHCLABTEOMVEL
FHbyalh, wEEIHOKS B RO
FEHHT BT H T2 OFEFIEEE LB,
Al e LT E 8N 7 7o —F 55 R (heuristic)
Fra—F| BiEshtwns, COFHET, 74 b
vald, SELERO [FHBERNA S A0 kB
RROEHFCOWTETOL I kil b,
2—5 Uy FHERIE—EOMENERRD A
YANERBISRTER, B ohd [HEERE
BIAZAN] EREE, CORAF AL ATREFLOR
HI, i, BLU(H20IR)EHOVA ML
BHeEhb, DEEERITLELERERICRZ,
M kb TLEIBEEAASTWS, ThD
BESLTRAASTVREDOMEBRLTES WD
T, AEEEROY A O®ICE, ER
BEARBSALEIEMNR, ChoDTEMmB i
CEADEREND L, BindtEh s OFEE Lk
Lizo&ddhoThoa ¥z tbBbhl
Vi, EEIOH I WA T T { 3 (Lakatos, 1976,
p. 142)
FH P Y2l HBERBNAS 4V Ik R E,
MEFUHE RIS | (proof-generated concepts: La-
katos, 1976, p. 89) DFERA LBz KB % 5
L, [EFA4pE%: 20 T LOME o3 &M
L, LB R E A DEEE BN AR TIRTT 3]
{Lakatos, 1976, p. 144) EHE D 5, ThizH LT,
[RRMAFAN]| KX BETE, FHLRESOS
AOBRCEE:2HTY [HLWESOELEE D fold
Ui ‘@l 28#$ ¥ 2| (Lakatos, 1976, p. 14d) &
KEOD 3, [EHEHRE] ORBEE MMensiok
Bl &, CoBKRTHwaNTYwS, 2L, 34 b
Valk, COPMEROBBLLT, MFHELRED
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##:] (method of proofs and refutations: Lakatos,
1976, p. 64) B KT 5,

L7, [KBRYWEH (global counterexample:
Lakatos, 1976, p.11) &, {Edig&4E2RB T2 40
Tdpd, ZHs LT, [RETEH | (local coumterex-
ample: Lakatos, 1976, p. 10}, HESNE k53084
HOTE G BIFLHIE(Z 2 v 20HE TR

[#8] (lemma: Lakatos, 15976, p.10)) &5&Bt ¥ 2
LOThH, LT, [fHHEmBOR®ILE, KRB
RIBL G, RFTNER L 45 & 5 2 B8 (guilty
lemma: Lakatos, 1976, p. 24) %, ;HHEHMFT2 2
e EoTRO, ZoHEbLr (EiE %,
el v S £ LT iAAL & DT H B (Lakatos,
1976, p.50Y, 2T [ EIEE] B, THEHERL
MECEREE S Ty, BT WD T
5, SO MBOAE, [HiRSHH A A
(method of lemma-incorporation: Lakatos, 1976,
p. 33) & &R B,

Fhbald, ZO (MHERBEOTR] Oofgn
LoRE %, 184THEDH 4 7L (P. L. Seidel) D FIC
& BN OER I8 < (Lakatos, 1976, p. 1363,
At Falik, HEA (SRR O O IR RSO R
HHEETHD ] i3 & 2—v— (A L. Cauchy) it &
B (18214E) % A3 2 & £ T—HRINEOESE D
ALt Tz, ZHyal, bi—D20H#

[EHEHEBOHFEDLI—D2Dr—AA¥F 4] &
BT, —BINE L W SRS EFEEMA S A
NTHRAT AT 25 A 5 (Lakatos, 1976, pp. 127-
141,

Fhtwalt, EECREBEORE] % [EHENE]
{finality: Lakatos, 1976, p. 63)D:ETEOFHkL{UE
SHTVE, BFL, FHrvall, BRERERELE
LTTRECHDIBLHRELLTRTANS LR
#7 % (Lakatos, 1976, pp. 64-65). %7, [kl
ouT, A aBUTOL S KR 3,

{EHIBIET & Ok FEEN (corlainly) DA TR B D
E A F OB finakily) b 0T, EEIITER
TRz hw-ZTOEEA TROLEAR
FlLFEL TR SRV, UL, FREPTH
ERBMRTRPD A TOHBHA CBEAR
fltdh-TbelwDTd, ik, flLRKHo
Hiailgev gafonwotd, PEOHNMER D
LFE e £ 4 L ORe, fle RPIORME
EEhLME OB E O {DTREVNOT
%, (Lakatos, 1976, p. 63)

DX, FTAF e AIRBEEEE, 200
Fefe RS RIS TR L 2ovs ), [HHRA 134
P RFHMET AL ADHE TSN TS,
Zhbyald, (—2oOMHEBARORE D FH]
{methocl of proof and refutations; Lakatos, 1976,
p. 40} Tk, HEMOHIRIBY RO B 10Tk iz,
JFRA b 3B b M 3180 L 33D Akl (method of
proofs and refutations: Lakatos, 1976, p. 64) %%
W 5.

3.3 HEHMBRTHEOHEE~NEE

(FER] w3 AfBERvYTwEwEOn, —20
EEOITH» 6 F e ERER A L v, HEOAE
WERECSEELTwS 08 [ ¥HEHNET
HBOPEDWTORNERZ ST Ev 3 EBIOR
Thd, - OBHER, TOEHEAERSLLOMD, N
v bk explanation (B3 = FRIF, ~ -4, illumina-
ton{EHE) M EMFRE L T3, 2 TO[4¥[1
FEXBTEWDWT, N> Fidv a2 # 4 F—(Steiner,
M., 1978 Mz L BT O—Hi% b & izt~ b
HHCEELREECTRTA] L ThHhEHEET S,

FHAA Dz o5 D EFEA (explanatory proof) {3, Bl
B Tik~s i 34k (entity) H 2 W idiblns o
BEAE R ERT 2, COWFE» SR, *0k
BRrofEIEELTw I L THS,
LLEBY B BWT, AUHEE OO L O
{objectizifaz N 2 OF BN DT/ { THD
HEl&hRIBTFTHL, 35w, ez
OE ST (vary) 2 hic LT Dk
IEERPEL L O LOTHD, (Steiner,
1978, p. 143)

VagAdF—iss (BELEHE] OBWTs- L
i, TH 518, HE L LEklentity) d 5 iiEE
ZraT, F3LLEEBIEHEC>WTDDHS
BE(family) 2B wila-—rThal L
T#H 5] (Steiner, 1978, p. 14N &N 3B, L,
Vad4 - EELER) diEnnbldizcdd,
A—-O&OTHERCEHTI oND T L 2EHL,
18 nH e dlicsd, 1T 1matiiedackd
TELL, BEHHBET 2 X 3L THLLTELL
T 5.

Va4 F-tk, SHRHOERCHTIEA=AR
RIELEHEZRD B, TEEEEEIC TR
LTV 4 (Steiner, 1978, p.144), ZEHOEE T,
B ABOADES 2w, 80% ¢ EThi o+
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EAZATZC B THLCHIET 5 » 5, f#d
AHEHE DN, TOBRBE Lo TR REEAE
BFlLENETZ, ZAET LTESEOZABCE
Webd, Fuiftlcs s, gk, 0=t
W, BEAZAFOMEc Lio#Rashi-bo LBk
5, LizdioT, ZAK ] OEH-+ZAT IO
B=2@Eo=ABOTEHE S5, JEOHMLRE
BRET S el B, WL FHEEE ORI,
WIRT 2RO RERT e FOROEAZA
BB THE S hBER R, kad kb2, kel
TRINLDMEBE S D, & o T ka?+kb*=ke?Hipk b

YD bd s, ZPHOEE 2+ = ¥Wh b,

EZEHOFAE DTOIQEWE, v ad{+—
i, HASZMAFEE TBEWHEE» RO Z A L
LA 2 DO B AET S % | (Steiner,
1978, p. 144} LB D132, 294 F—ik, O
B LT, (EABORVEVWATHS ¢, bdwi
BATHS c CHIGTIEA=ZABOHALERE &
(vary) |1 TH 3, 867, HEABLICEH LT %,
FHEFNLBCH= 2CAB, £ACI= £CBA BB XD
KBS cB Iy 250T, MEiok>c=aEe45
MLTAas (1), THLTTELZAII &1,
SRBEWEHAMTHD, SROZATE LTS
B.Lte L, [HEDOAEE 00°h e 180° O TELS
Wahvary) £ &, SHF1 LR, #AZEI LN
TERV ], DED A CHI ORIV a*+ b2 &
DREL DL B,~H, 006 O~ EELS Lz k&g,
ik A CHI OED R a2+ 2L DB b . Fh
DL, [(EHVBADIEXHETCELLDD, 5
PEEFEEIEOWT, TOEABOALZMRIA
EREOME, I EOEHFE L OJFRE2EHTLS
E—HLUEG] B EOERNIS, Yoy 4 -3, [E
BEZABOBRELRER, Sy P—RT22 Lk
TH 5} (Steiner, 1978, p. 144) LT 5,

BEMadL4+—ick s, ERAOEROEAS
aRERELLERE B85, EASATBO [EEE

-

C

A B

1 $im=fmEs, BEVWE, boelkoS/EE
LD 2 DOE AT

HE| COoWTORHTHD, LidiaT, %D [t
Husetl~ohiEEbsniihE] i3, 0
S, ZYHFOEBE B ABAZATEYIET VO
bEZeha, £, [EEH LRG>V TOH
LERHB VIR M, SABRETEEIONRS,
6, [ LBASIEH BT, [ CHEROMBO H
OrBEZAE] L, EAZARE, HAZAERH
BE=fBrifia o baiETeEiohs,

BT, Yad4F—EHT s [antodE%
R TAEZTHEIEC T YD L I EENEDL S O
b b ] (Steiner, 1978, p. 143) &Ewvaa 2 & %,
ERHFOEBOIEEI D WTITo o e dbTRHT
FARTHE,

BAZAEE2MASAB L LY, THIBWT

fx 2 y—F ezl y B—FLIw|ihb3,
FREIBUT a+2=c2 L WA BHED, ZAB1 L1
TROZABEEZ VS, B+ Ecikbhbd . b
BV, FRKRIGELT e+ b= w3 BES, =/
Bl EUTROZAEEHEZ 2vim o A CHI ORFHT
Wi e REL DG 2+ <t hin s,
28D, (BHOLHOH]| (explanatory proof:
Steiner, 1978, p. 143) ik, MR (EA=HTF) H3E 48
& (EAE) oBs iR ZAELHM SR o HR
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1978, p. 146)

2L, [BHE2EREELses jOoFRTERCIE

BEENLETHE, B SRELEBER LbhoT



HEFNRER W7

LVBROTHE S, HEVETHRESS b Lo s %
AHBIERKE-THeLRBLZOTHS, DL,
N RAZHRL PREL T BEic i, BE
hEA OB 2y, LT, vay{F
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ERE-oTERTRZE LB TER s Y,
BERRMET L SERE, BE, FBTEs b
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REOTESCRBORRER LK, BRI
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A Study on the “discovery” as a Function of Proof in School Mathematics

Kimiho Chino

The purpose of this study is to analyze the meaning of “discovery” as a function of proof in schoal
mathematics. Especially, the focus is put on the idea that enables us to make new statement as a theorem
with a statement and its proof.

This analysis is done by examining the basis which sets up “discovery”. Especially, the focus is put on
the statements in geometry, and the differences in quality of “discovery” are studied.

The following four viewpoint were specified to discuss the meaning of "discovery”: (a} the set to which
the structural elements of a figure belong, (b} examination of premises, (¢} the complement of a set, (d) a
system. Based on the results obtained by the study, imprication for “show why the statement is true” (Hanna,
1989) and tasks for the future are also made.
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