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“Reading and Discussion” DOFZEITRT 5
+XFERANEDOFE R DT

(An Analysis of Argumentative Essays Written
by Jumonji Junior College Students in
“Reading and Discussion” Classes)

KOREA

Yaguchi Harumi
I. IC®IC

L, 1998 FE & 1999 IC B CHIL 2 A, JiET Y a = — Va3 v I - 2OMER
H<# 2% “Reading and Discussion” X L 7chs, FHEFEIHK—T - IK>VWTOER%E
kwrE, TFHEEORADKIEEHEI O THLOFKS LD, HHOBEREZE > &0 & Tkt
FHEWE WS — ZABEEL H ot AMOBEY, BARANGHL CERMEFTH D, R
BEBEAFGCREETHZD, [33a=r—va vOHKMBT —F a2 v T, TOWEN
HETH S (TN, P29 HeTbhTwaiEEHKkET I LT, LOPHELTHIE
EANTARETIH L VWO EDIHV G B > THRESNIUEREICR TS, it opdRs
Bohih->17cDTH 5,

Zo kAW, KFHETFROHX, “Comparison of Argumentative Styles : Japanese
College Students vs. American College Students —An Analysis Using the Toulmin
Model” (Oi, 1999) ZHUBEEE /o AHKIEE TREFICEED»OSP] &0 ERE %
52 THEEX AR S+, HAAFAEORBE L cFEmx a7 2 VA ANFEDO D L BRI LTE
S, BEREEDS, 0 F 199 FERYOFEE LRIt bo%x 54, OBEFEERMH DR
DO THEYNS 75 752FELILERDTVIDTH S,
KHROHBXOEGEAGHITHENL (2L, 74U H AFELOLKOIBAIZEL), £OD
BTEZOMHY L - RETO¥EOE VI FEXDOMMTAIT>THBDH, TOHE/ -+
HWTh 5,

SCERIHEE R ER
The Course of English Language & Literature
% — 17 — F : Japanese rhetoric, Logical development, Writing in English
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0. XHRIXOEE

K3 %9, Stephen Toulmin DFICD - & v, FHif (argumentation) (&, #3# (claim),
HEPLAM (data), 2L T, FEPLHMEMERIC DI TIEY{Ld 53X (warrant) ® 3
DERDP SRS &L, Hdb 55T (i< Hazen, M.D., 1987) %2#& L <, BAADH
WX ORBEBEL T, 420RIKELEDTVEDOT, FiRIc—HIELL T4 3,

(Table1 : Parts of a Logical Argument)

Claim Sometimes not made, implicit
Data Sometimes not mentioned
Warrant Sometimes absent, unexpected

(Table 2 : How to Constitute a Logical Argument)

Data Subjective data, maxims, axioms

Emphasis on group harmony and
Warrant

interdependence

(Table 3 : The Form of the Logical Development)

Point reasoning, Episodic vein
Specific-general=Inductive reasoning

(Table4 : The Force of a Logical Argument)

Emotional, Tentative 1

(1) TR, FBRXEEKT 23 20FERNERSNTVWEL-D, RABTHZ T &,
(£ 2)TRMEAR., FEWTERICESOTERAOMEZEAL BT L, ((3) TRHEDER
DFHEE L TRIFMIENNCERE D & —fm~ s B 2HL, KBERRMAHE T SEE LT
BABBOTHE—MNTNTE, 2L T (F4) TRIEENCHRIEDONBEDT, TELLT
BHEAZHTATABHDEREEBEFLNTV S,

Riwkic, Erd#mXEEANLXFIc L3 boTrn{ EmcEVwiboTths I &icikH
L, 32 AOKRF24FHE (TOEFL O 2 2 7 — D08 499.6) %551 L o EERHT % 505 L
e EBXTWB, §7bH 5, “What do you think of euthanasia (mercy killing or doc-
tor-assisted suicide) ?” & W5 BETEEK AKX (For or Against) 2EXTHLE S B
DTH 5%,

T DfERZ(1EHISHT (quantitative analysis) & QVBEHIT (qualitative analysis) 124}
JTEHBAL, £9()TIEER (for) OX¥A 1 21 AT65.63%, K4 (against) ®FEE 3 A
T938%, ZLTELLHEBEZMWW (ambivalent) #4138 AT2BUTH 722 & 2HiLE
LTWa, X, Bk, R0&~ 0EBS (warrant) | b, FIZE SN TWSH, BEOEH
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OAEIEDETETH %,

O AN B3 LRI 2B SR H B,

ORI ARBIRAE R A L OSITE L 7Z W,
BETHY, ROGOHERH I,

oA I3EE 2HERNDH 5,

OREMICIRENEE G A 5 DIFRL 8,

ORIENB’RTH LT,
HELw->TVWE, (INSOEESF AT (F2) OFMzObDTHS)
W@, KIEKIZ()T ambivalent WEEE % & - FcEEREED 1/4 1T RATVS
CEABEMEL, ThEHRAEE ORI (indecisive) FEEEE L. BWFFHMOE 2B
TWb, RICHBELER—-BELTWZEWI & (inconsistent), & SIikamn L-»b EFEREL
TV & (undeveloped) ZHEE L TR, £4 OEXY v IV aEIR L THREL TV
%o
WY OEERTICR TR, BAARFR—EETHY, BRohicHSOFWIcWT &% [#
LTH oA AHAHEDTICES LTWADT, iHT 3 EBNEFTHEI L, RKETE
WTWBIZb b L EEXFCTH 254 IE, HAEIC L 2/EFEBICHCONEICRFEIC
15 2 @[] (inner dialogue & KIFFFATWS) Db BT EEEMLTVS, S SICHAANY
HHEEORBEEFICOTE L EILL - THEDE > XEEFELILNEETHA I AL
R 2R LTV 5,

M. +XFEKRECRITBBRIDAHT

“Reading and Discussion” D% T ORI & 0 FEHEVDITIRA FSHRFE - HGEK
XEI 2 A (1998 FEREAFAD) 60 4

HEE .y 5 2 C{EAH L7+ 2 b, Richard R. Day and Junko Yamanaka, Impact
Issues (Longman, 1998) @ Issues in Life and Death @& 7 ¥ a »ic& b, “The Right
to Die” #F54, “What do you think of euthanasia?” & W IRV T 2HSDEA
A OEHESAE-FREEEC OB T, WXDNF 5 7ICEEDE, RABICIDT F 2R
N OWIE R, REDOFHE TE LT Mr. Tabido BSEMAR L5 > TELINE T L %S, B
Mo %#E T drug ZIRA L, KEXEESEVD DTH b,

FFAFROMICIE S > TERIOFEZ L TH B ERDED L HITE B,

For Against Ambivalent
3% 124 114
(62%) (20%) (18%)

DT x0IHIc>0T, ERICREBH AN/ X5 75 7 XOHERLIEN S, T DX %E



24

EESTHLLET B,

(1) For 7 wv—7°

warrant & L CEIARFHROBET o/ b0 E ZERIBO D, 37805, THAICKSE A H 1
7o, TBEERIN S 5 |, [TRAHEMMA 5 DRFEV ], [HEARKECIIARE Lo
BRTIWV] 2EE VS bDOBKRESTH - 712,

DT — 7 THBREMN - 7D Id, agree, all right B EDEETHBEOTIEA T -2 &
claim & LTFERELTWE DA 27 f, claim 3RIMLTVWE DD [HBEOHRMIIEE T~
] LV KD BEFENRBICK 278 EXREATEROBERZRET 2 b0 10 F, R
LNIcEWVWH T ETHB, £ LT, KIHEKIMZ OMmX DGR TIER & LTV 72 inconsistent 75
WNSTFIBPIBVZVEVIRFEbII-EDEHSbNT, 2THOHRT, claim AEEE (K
I KEPNTWE 60N 2B HlH20ICbrhb 56, RIS ISR TIEES DTS DB
SERBELTOBUTOL S BXBRLNILENI T ETH B,

OBut, if possible I don't depend on euthanasia. So I want to die naturally.

OFinally I want to say. This problem is very difficult.

Ol can't say I am night. I just feel.

OHowever if my family become a vegetable, I hope they keep alive.

OThis problem isn't easy. All people should think and talk with their family and
friends.

CHFVFN b EEBFOFWFH)

CDFER, BEKDTBOER P PITHD NN TGH IV, HEHREIE-> T\ 5 Rl
DY Y TIVICRT S, RRICIIEABLSRAXRON 3 L 3AHIETA2TH A5,

I think euthanasia is OK. Because if a doctor says, “You will become a vegetable”

)

maybe I would hope to kill myself. Maybe I ask my family and lover to kill me.
Being a vegetable is only half alive. I don't want to be kept alive on a life-support
machine either. If I become a vegetable, my illness will trouble my family. I think
my family will be tired. I don't want them to undergo terrible suffering. I think
many people say “euthanasia is a bad idea”. But manybe it is the best way to avoid

being a vegetable. I don't know what is a correct answer yet.”” (TF{#EZ)

(2) Against ® 7' )v—7°

warrant & LT TRKESELEL ], TEAKTOGTEEV], [HEiE>0R3ERTH 3
[EEMIZ G ZBF 2 XETH B ] BWEMNBF LN, /575 7 DM E LT}, disagree, op-
pose MELWVWIEEHVWTIE > & & L7 claim 2R S Flcghiic odo&EmmaERE LT
WBLDBDPBDEETNTVEEVI TEMNEMTE 3, LITIR/YS 75 7 @G0
KR TR NIEZ BREREROFITH 3,
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o1 think euthanasia is one of the cure, one of the most difficult one
OT feel very difficult problem.
OEuthanasia is a very difficult problem, I'm afraid I disagree.

(WIFNBEXOF F)

5757 OEEET claim 2L L TWARDOY v 7T}, £ FRVICELE2HT ONNE
TH B LB FTHAED T WD, RIROEN I E A LB EBATOLENEZT T O
WEWS & T AE T consistent O7EH, HAVERICLNIRHEESTHA S &, KO
BV THSDERGED S L AFELE L T inconsistent 1275 > TW %, FEamiBIci T
i MEo EcErfFshTuiwn] EVSHELASMMAAOERNRE LIERENS, 55
U OV ABE L TWIZW A DN, THFh LORE] &) KB E A & AP
RO, FRELTRINOEPPHVELEZGATLE > T 5,

It's very difficult to decide to live or die. Now I can't agree about euthanasia.

Because doctors should help and cure people, not kill! So I think it's not a good idea
that doctors advise euthanasia to a patient. If one of my family give up and want

to die, I don't want to advise euthanasia. But if I have a serious sickness, I may

think I give up and, want to die. So this problem is so difficult. In my opinion, it

is against the law to help people die, such as in the case of euthanasia. CM#REBEE
)

(3) Ambivalent ® 7' v —7°

TN —TeEoR e LTiE, KRB IEERE TH - 7o b, XOTFEN We, 1, They, B & &
ZAtT DI TEEXFOMABEAT 2ABCHEPERLICCVWEVS TENFZ 5, 7
* 2 MIZEIE L7z Mr. Tabido O3 21 L T, MARNITIZZEIEIC RGOS TH
D, fEHRELTR TEDBLELEANRV] L NZ D, X, BT 50 &) M IEKIE THAE
TRETHBED, NEOKEBTHOFBKEEINS L WO mEHT LT, BHDIE
EEETE2EORENIDISV-TILEETNE, S 5I<For> KU <Against>®D 7 v —7
ChEONIL D, BHABRNEDRKRICB L ENIZEEICRILEERALELD, RIROBEICIE
EAREEZ> L VWOIART, E5 5D claim bIH/RLZVW S D bR R o N/,
PITofIZ, 131F—8 L Tambivalent DI TH B I EEFRLTVWE/ XTI T T7TH b,
EELOMBIC S THEWEFHETHN, HAMBEMTH - 724 5 BEHGOBERINEZ B E
L, Ebo0BAcbEEEZFMI T2 EHEZENT 20, HOHFRREOEMICE > TIE
W ARE L THEZDUT L 3w E <For>®DIHHIH X, 2% inconsistent 785wl & 75 5,
UL LY, FEREACRT, [ BEALVWEDTH S| LR T, &6 LD HILT
HWIEEFEALTWAEEER XD,
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To tell the truth, I don't say definitely that euthanasia is right or not. Because
when I tried to hear both sides of the case, I agree with both of them. But if I'm a
doctor, I respect the patient's decision. If he needs a doctor's help, I help him. I think
that he should choose his own way. Of course if he says that he wants to live, I do
my best to treat him. Even if the possibility is remote, I never give up. And, if I

have a terrible disease, I may choose the euthanasia. If I become a vegetable, I im-

pose a burden on my family. Euthanasia is too fearful for us. It always afflicts us.

Q5 E o))

IV. 8hYIC

(1) <FLH>

M. TEELAKERE, AHROFEERELBEIRLTH - EE2 L9, LEAFKRDOH
AT ambivalent DI5%E & > e EBEBEED 1/4 1ITRATOVBEDIIH L, EEZEDBEESICIIDA
WIS BRD 1/5 2E - T30} BIKRZEN, ThidsSARERAGLEDOATVS X
21T (Of, P.99), KA [LEILICOVWTEIEZZD] LW F—<Ei252 1257, BIEF
R, BRILOBEBERZ DT B EEMNIMA SNBHh > F-DIc L, FEWE, &2 EEOY)

B0 ThH B ELIFEA Mr. Tabido &V ) AV OENETEE B 78I, LEILORBEM S &0
oﬂ%& OB L TVBEGEAOND, —HAMEE L TREEREZANHE LI VWK
BETH I brhb 5, FRIOHEAIH 4 5 <For> <Against> DB DHFA 5T
CEDHD, KDEETH-12DIEAHS,

TICERAREDFEGR X OF e b, KRS HAANOEROBEE LTEEDHLNTVEN
B (FRI~FRL K, BEAEITRTAKT I L OMRATEREEALS, 575 7%
%9 % claim (57 0 b > TIIW 2 H3, data 1FR¥% L, warrant (2777 L T & [ ANKER

LB bDBRENTH >t o2 (F2) IKhH b L BMOBHI, FEPRKADER LK
HINRESLEVSFRICATENE D, [ [BEAANORELEMRTREXTHS]| V5
FikM <For> & <Ambivalent> WD 7/ v —7Fofic bt cx 2 L 3FEEICED

Nna%, MEBEALLBNSS, B ETHMAAOEE, HMA2EEHT 3 HH1E, AERO¥
HEORBICEEE 5T, BZ 5 GAFEOFEADBVEKTOMAFERNERND b 5> bh &R
TEIEBHREI, X, (F3) Kbtk Hi, NEBZROHEBMITIMOLEN > TOREW
EWHRFE I, And/So/But/Because 75 & & SCHEICE < XAEFIRIICEZ W E T A1 SRR
bobhTwa LY, (k4) OBBETHAEZHTEENEREVW -0, THAWEEIE
WRER I D 1T T2 < 780, %#@%®ﬂ£i&@;5ﬁﬁ%:@ofétéwtj&wot~
fEoHCEMNE bR ZHmBICRBINTV S,

(2) <SBOIEEAGHIFT>
(e A NVIBREG Ny 7T 4 —TH 5] (K, p.29) &43%51F, +XFEREDE
HU7/5 75 7OFBEICEPEY DD claim BRONFDTH I 0, Hdido Uavic
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REBMTX RS THZ, HARETSS [GREN] (o VAVORREbSh TV ED) &
i3, P EIEMES C EABERT 2oL, RETED v van] &, A4 TFrEELPd
WL ICHEED LI LETH S EVIHTRNKE, ZOo VA NVBRIUTRPEROVERL LT,
Then/Therefore/Because/Indeed -+, but -7 E DFEHZZEF TV EH, AR L S icHlé L
TOEHMTBHEEVWEL OFXFERED/ X5 757 TR, ThoDENENCHEIEL T
WL W ENB S PITTE - T,

FEENLSRIFEBNRE L1998FEE A E, 1FERICHERHE LT “Paragraph
Writing” % BERK 412D T, Introduction, Discussion, Conclusion D&, Hfea s &
® Transition ® TEEM: 4%, “Personal Opinion” DETRHSOERZ BN FHIH &
LS Th b, SMORHES /575 7DFHETHTRADDOFREZBNLHS S b, Kk
o T IRESHE R W (1B inconsistent )RR EHWTLE->TWV 3 T & FEE
BIETH 2, X575 75FERITTOBRERET, RHKRbIEMs TV [HHOAEIC
mE, BOoFF2EXEL | L0, WHYBHEENKINEICELLTLE>TVEDT,
ZTOEEEFECKAPEL I LICE > TLOFFNDH 2ikim XPE T B L HICRKLDTHE
WA D, X, data DED TR debate DR EA2FITH 5 T & TX Y REINLIEET]
EERTELEEZ b,

TSIARER, EECTEMRLELEAE TS ETRETEMLAALAT, T0FICh T &N
&ﬁw@,BKA@,ﬁ%fﬁﬁbt%ﬁi@%EK%TE%LK%%@EﬁﬂEBE&%%
0] VI EZEFIAEZ N EERREHEITRLY, 0B E LT, HAREE VI S
DR REE AR T20ICE L TVWE T &, X, HARAIHABTEZLDiEET 2L,
ﬁ%?%@iﬁﬂ?%ﬁ&,?Ub%%ﬁ%k?él&f%@%ﬁ?kﬁ@%,%Eﬁ%h%
ERWEEFE>TVWE I AT TS (B, p.178),

XS, TABYEORRENEMEL TV HAALMEY (HAETRS T HIC3EA
HTh->Td), HEAM S BEHICH TR S L HBMES R 2 BT 2 2 &
HBHOTHNIE (Furt, pp.36-7), EEHEORTEEIRZVLEFTA XD, 21HLICAD &
TETERKEEL L COEERIERELLIOICEVE L, EBRAL LT, AN0ER, %
HECEHTEX 3 AMAETKT 5 LT, TiEAFES GO THEIC X IR EESHELT S
LERENELEEZ XD, Reading, Writi;lﬂg, Listening, Speaking &\ 2 PUHfE%
WL THESE ., X, BRI EOHEYER COREREERELOL I L THEISES
PEORIEA RIS 2812, BHE—A—ANOFNHBARIREB A,

=3

(1) WEIIa=hr—vava—ReBRLLFEEORE2 7 52, TL&H, FEERT L 2P EORE
Tdh 5,

Q) HVYFINOHEXNNT Z T 7IE, XEIEU BEEICAYD Ms. Alice Svendson IZF]1IEA BRIV L
Foo XORBKE EREMETELZ L TVWEVWOTRIEFFEDORE LAFEXOEEZEEDTVD, (G
DD2ODH YT IVEERETH D)

(3) M. o()Til~< &SI <For> DA XMEE,» SR LTS bDERINICET S L, B)THk



28

Nick I IT<Ambivalent> DY Y TINS5 75 7 T OERICKZ STV 3B,

@) »vFno35 75780 7Td Because FREBEI LA L TW7E W, Because &5 B D RIRBALR
ZRTERFBELTOTHHIMOXE L TLES LA, HTREBLHALE LTOEAMT % LA
BHAADHREIA LS H S5O TV,

(6) FHF R MTRERFFHLBETRDO SDE[MEH L TV,

S. Kathleen Kitao and Kenji Kitao, Basic English Paragraphs : Improving Reading and
Writing Skills (Eichosha,1992)

(6) Cf. (¥, p.99, pp.174-175)

IR THOHRRIA L AR LEMATE L CERICE - TR 0, ZhICO>NTARS Lasn
BT S EVWSAHBICOWT, B, B, WEBVIRRBEARVWEZ>0EX2HET 2 &, H
ECEMU S, PRENEIESEIIL: & VS, MROHETO—E% TilicE &»Th 3,

i % B O R EEadal H A TR
WRERIEI S 70% 42%
Rk SIES 299 589
z o 1%
i Ll 60% 449
o o GE IS 37% 54%
= o i 3% 29
(=)
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