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1. ELC®IC

T Web ETaIa=r—yavafiolanriliac
BY, R EA Y I ETCAL LERERDT I
ER BT S TETWSE., L LAY IV TDH
WWITIE, BMEORNIESDERDH LI L%, HRAH
EEAELTWARWI L, SMEPRILL UICERZERA
52 THRBMNBRHmRPRBET 2R EOMELH L. %
T, I5 UMEEMRUEROEZ D 572012, #
WMOE % ER LG T 2 MESEERE < fThbhTWw5
([1], 8], [12], [13]). T 5 L 7zii O BEIE EITHTIZ DG B
M, FIRICEDIREBROZ YV, FEMEPHRIMEZR LI
Lo THMliX 5. B ABME X FRELRR D Z Y M D FF
fifilk, XEIZH T 2iEmME OB EE L 2 5 72 Dk
<4 =22 (Argument Mining) [5] DHFFEHEIR & BIAINEH
HBEVZ, ZOFMEEHELHGHPEROMES, H
SR YR EXE DA B,

£z, AV IA VRS RRIZIIRL RO DN H
5. BlIZIE, TRABRIIN T 2R ZHER LA TTRS
M DR, ALy REDOERP ERIC L THMG
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ZRADHGBRN R ENDH L. T 5 LRz #R
A—NRRAE LTHWTENT 21T 5 MEIEBIThbh TH
D, R BEERERIC BT BT, T ORI
HBUZELE 525 Z LB SNRIEENIZB W TEET
HH-D, EHTHRLINTVWS., BMEMEIZEWT
ISR RO 217 o 720l LT, HEHRER
M D ChangeMy View™! % Fi T 315 12 %0 HLHY 72 5 m e X
DM & T > 725 DDH 5 ([13], [16]). TH o DWFZETIX
BB 2@miEcdnd, XENZREH (HED
XEAXAN) IZEB URBOMT 21 ioT0Wd. — 1
ChangeMyView (2B W, i~ 1 = 7 OF5E% #H
U, whaniiidz i E A - 21 SEdirbnTtns.
S DR IZRESCE & F O 2R HEm R E I 2 72
T/ T—YavEERL, BiikiroTwa. LA LG
EICBWT, KEVNEL, BREHoA 257y avE
WATZTF—REy MIERE UTHFELTVWRWY. Z0Z
LS, BFIZRIRN BB OOz, CEOREE
B, BREor v 2S o a v ERAESRERT
F—avAF—LETIIE DL T—NRATFT—XDMERK
WRDHOLNTWS.

AWFFETIE, BT R ChangeMyView % i\ T
B E=OEEE2ER L,

o SUEDZIRMERE

o ERAHNDHERBETR L T DME

*1 https://www.reddit.com/r/changemyview/
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Premise Claim

1 A Argument i

Support
(therefore)

o BRiMDA 2SI ay
NS ERIZERERTY ) T—Ya v AF—LDIRER
79. 51T, AF—LITHISER L BB H T — 1
A RN L, BRI B 2GR ORHEE I S T
5.

X DORERELLTIORY. F2ETH, Einv =7
L OB OB 2 BIEMSRIC DO WTIERS. 53
T, METEZ7 /57— a v AF—LIZO0WTHRR,
FAETT /) T—YaVfERIZOWTHRRS, £/, E5
HETIFI—RAZMHNL, EREROFRIIB T 25%E %
BHSMMZL, RFBIZ6ETARMDELDERNS,

2. BEEMRE

2.1 E#W~YM1 =7 (Argument Mining)

HASHEUHOMEHEIEDO O L DL LT, i~ =
v 7" (Argument) [5] 2’H 5. i~ 1 = 73 HEY, i
H, BRSHENHOEEHEETH D, FEmnNaxxFodh»
O ERPHIEE Lo TWaH a2t L, MiEGlkd 2%
MEETH 5. iz, FEEEIZL 5P (logic) &
7 (thetoric) & ¥ & HEBIZFHEOD>WVWTE D, HAFY
Uy OZEGEmE E BRGRAEY. F£72, v =v 2k
Argument ZHIH T2 Z L IZHEMREYTTE D, FRIC
Z OHEMIICEERN, MR, SRy b, ERSCERTR
R4 R TCIHI NS EFEZ SN TS,

FEED Z & & HEE T Claim, RifED Z & % Premise &
WS, EzFREATROME % HEE T Argument &\ 5.
Palau, Stab, Peldszus 5% Argument %2 [—DDFEiRE
BHHOAR (L LEATRAL) ORT ] LEHL L
([6], [9], [10]). Wi#&ixZ D FIRIZK U TIEHS{L% 4T 5 HHE
DZeTHY, FHRIEFROBEHE LB ENELLH ST
& [Hi$E (Premise) — therefore = Fik (Claim)] &\
S BRI D I D, & HAMNL Argument HEE XK 1 D
ko s.

7z, TOUL-EmMEEERAZEMY T =V DV
T AlE, Bk% 78 Argument FEED E T IVIZHED W THESE X
N3, HHAHE Argument #EDE 7L & LT Toulmin
EFNDH 5 [14]. Toulmin € FIVIEER (Claim), FHHE
(Datum, Data), BREAIF (Warrant), 24J1) (Backing),
FRE (Qualifier), Kt (Rebuttal) 2257 ->TWa. ki
BT D ERBERE LTEEE, FE, BHHDO=DT
HY, INODERIZE ViEMHEEZ RIS 2ETILTH
5. L2L, ZOEFMZEWTIEHET & BRI R
CLUTRALUTULEI ZF—ARENHD, FALIZEL
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2.2 Argument Quality Assessment

AR, BENPHEMEEDOME, ZAEVL S mED
REIZEDET -2y MEREL, #Env 1=V 7O
iz TG 251 T b TN 5.

2.2.1 Evaluability

Park 5%, awtdniiiz B VT —HF2T — X P
TRUTERZITO T —ADESAoNE T ehns, 2—
YA s OFHME %X S Argument €T IV ORE %
fio72 [7). Park 5DETIVIE, HEimEROEE % Fact,
Testimony, Value, Policy, Reference @ 5 F&E¥H, ZZEM D
BIfRYE % Reason, Fvidence ® 2 FHYE UL TEZNTNESE
U, ™E#E®#ER eRulemaking*?® 57— X2 LT7 /
T—YaviEiior., NIRRT 5ICH 7 0 iEmAES
TRIHEINTVWENEZFMTELETVERSTSH
D, a—VaXYrOHAFFHE - 74— KNy 7 %275
AT LIREIZEHTE 5.

2.2.2 Persuasiveness

AR R ChangeMyView (28T, #iFCshR
W7 R AR B DRI DSBR AT T W B ([2], [13], [16]).
Hidey 51k, 7UVAMTLVADRIBL 72 3 DO HBETB&
(ethos, logos, pathos) % F X, Hife & FREBEWRMIZH
U, 0D Argument ET N ZEHWT#HNZ21To72 2. Z
DETIVIL, Fite (Premise) % ethos, logos, pathos D 3 F&
T, R (Claim) % interpretation, evaluation(rational),
evaluation(emotional), agreement, disagreement O 5 FE¥H
WHELT /) T—Yarveirolk., ZOXIBRREDEN
T/ T—vavitih, dEiEmEERKICEIcCE 5L
INTW3,

F7o, BRI ERERMEN 2175 2 2 ITA, KX
BETEDEIBRA VR TIIvay (KF/KimE) »E
CTWEDRZHSNITEIENROONTNS. 22
TAWIZE CIEFFER I 51T 5 3w ER ORI 2 BN
Z, BEMOMMEBEG, <S5 IEEREOr Y2573
VERATAF—LERELT /T arelrd.

3. 7/T7—Y3avA¥x—A~LA

3.1 T—9Y—2R
7 77— 3 izld, Reddit DREE MY 7 24D #ifg
AR 7 4 — 7 L TH B ChangeMyView 2 fAVEE DT 5.
ChangeMyView Ti%, S —VORERPEIM (View) %
B2 B5T-OICHEHFREITD.
o ALy FEMN View 2#FT 5. AL v FEDOERIX
Original Post (BAF, OP) &IEEN 5. OP Tl View
ONEIZIZ, %O View DEFITH 5 HEH LRI %

*2 http://www.regulationroom.org
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F BT LA S 2
o BMIZIETHDREREZMIET 572012, 500 XFLA
R U ir i 5w
o MEHINLEGE, ALY REIPSF YLV Ir—IC
XU CTHE & U T Delta (A) %25 2722117 570
EWVS V=V BFIELTE Y, BAImFDETIER
<, S DRk A 70 B R P MMifE B % B S 5 Z LTS D
ZEEHHEULTWAERINTHD E VWA D, ZDD,
XEIZBWTEIE (Claim) &HiHE (Premise) Dbz
WAL Em~ A =V TITERR e UTHIfFTE 5. £
Z T, ChangeMyView {Zxf U CHBEDERY T =27 D
AFx—LEHEAL, T/ T—YavEiis.

E7, TOBRBEOERPBIR (View) 22X 5 &I
B U788 (= A 25X 5 7-#F) DI &% Positive,
A DT EDNHRLIP o 1R D Z & % Negative &I,
7/ TF—=Y a3 ilBWVWTiE, ChangeMyView % EIEAIZ
HHUER L7z Tan 5OF—X €y b [13] ZHWSED
& U, (OP, Positive, Negative) D 3 DDER%E 1 v b
LT ZFTS.

3.2 BRWERDER

AT O EIRM R R A - E R AR L 2.
COERFI—HY A b OFAfiMEZ LR 72 Park 5D
Argument €TV 7] ZHLERL 725D L7 > T 5. 5 FMH
DiFMERDERIZUTOMY TH 5.

Fact
MHEICE S 2 RBDPER, £7203, (AN - fF
B BRIZE-oTEDONBE Z MBI NS REEIZHE
THRBIN R ] OMEDI L. EFIZED, Fact IE
B 7REEMLZ B> TEB ZMEETE b D Z L 245 L,
BAZM D BEIXR. £z, BN D & MEE
INDRHENDZ720, FRIZDNWTOFRNIMEEA ] 5E
THY, Fact THDH & IXWVARN.
FIILLF D@D TH 5.
e Empire Theatres in Canada has a “Reel Babies”
showing for certain movies
e they did exactly this in the U.K. about thirty or so
years ago
e this study(http://www.businessnewsdaily.com/3150-
women-speak-less.html) shows that women are 75%
less likely to speak up in a space when outnumbered

by men

Testimony

I35 DA N7 RIEXOREER B9 D50k | DD Z
L. 2o, EARRECRBRICETSFMWTH S
72, INEGEHATE 28BN REHLIFEE LN Z & A

(© 2019 Information Processing Society of Japan

Vol.2019-1CS-195 No.13
2019/3/18

%\, D% D, Testimony 28\ TIXEE IR ZEHAS 65
T3, BEORBRE, BEORBIZET 55
Testimony & 725.

FIILL T D@D TH 5.

e [’ve heard suggestions of an exorbitant tax on ammu-

nition.
e I do not have children.
e I live in a city now, and I cannot even take public

transportation

Value
M2 3 REPITOVWT ORI ERTEZR L, flifl

Il & & A2 ] O@mEDZ &L fTEEINT X, X
H, BiEREITRTEINDFEHNREDTH D720, Bl
FIZREFILCHRGEES 2 Z £ IZTE W, Value & HFE TR
CEARLUTOMEZF DR TH S 720, —fEwmo L
MATHBRINTVWEIHETE, BHINICHREFT 5 Z 2
TET, MIRBZRRIZR S Z B FREI NS LEIL Value
Lins.

FUILL T D@D TH 5.

e this is completely unworkable

e it is absolutely terrifying

e women are capable at doing whatever they want

Policy
MRPE DITEN e fadt 25enm L, Thzdadd) o
MEDZ . £ DEE, XFEIZ Should % ought to 72 ¥
DOHEIF % & L. Policy ® Value & FRRIZ, HEHIN % &
Ll TH D720, BB THREET 2 Z LIdTER
. Value & OEWIZIRR U 2B U TTEI 2B L T
WENBPTHD.
BHILAT D@D TH 5.
e we should not permanently punish people for mis-
takes they made in the past
e cven if you don’t believe in logic, you had better act
as if you do

e intelligent students should be able to see that

Rhetorical Statement

MEEANC R Z R ARSI, SVEILETRT 52 L TH
FORIGIZHRA, EHEORBITHETDIF 2 L5 %k ©
Z & . Rhetorical Statement (25 W TH, Value ¥ Policy
& AR AMERI T 2 © 212 U 72178 s OB P EROR
DRI ND D, HIRKRHPEMZ2 & T H 5758 L TH
FOREIZEHRANPIT S L VWS NTRESTWS., F/z, i
EEW 2GR TH 5720, BB THEEST 5 Z
EIETER.

BUILLF D@D TH 5.
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e What was the critical difference?

e You can observe this phenomenon yourself!
e ifoneis paying equal fees to all other students why
is one not allowed equal access and how is this a good

thing?

3.3 EXRERROER

EREMERDOERIIAF—LIZL > THATH D, Stab
5 1& Support, Attack D 2 FE¥{%, Kirschner &% Support,
Attack, Detail, Sequence ® 4 ¥ [3], [11] ZFFEL TW
5. INoEE LI, BEAXT— LTI 2 MEOERMM
REEHELZ. EHRIIUTOMHYTHS.

Support

(HHBERX PMEOERE Y I LT, BROAX VA
Br5] £O%BRERL, »EEREX P oOMOERY
DINERER 72 HERBARIZ L o CEAND L &, X IBY ICH
L T Support BRHH 2 L35, EENLHRERE I,
therefore, so &\ o 7RI L o THEfI b & 5 4
BREWS. FD78, Support BAfRIZAETIR DB 1T H
AIZE D ERELET S LD 2R 5.

FUILLFD@ED TH 5.

e X: Getting a license means demonstrating some kind
of proficiency related to safely and responsibly strong
and using the weapon (Value)

Y: If you aren’t properly licensed, you can’t own or
possess a gun (Policy)

e X: Downs syndrome is a mutation that causes steril-
ity (Fact)

Y: people with downs syndrome don’t have children,

and there is no genetic cause for it (Value)

Attack
(2 HEZX PMBOERY IZHFLT, REDAX YA
5] KO%BRERL, DEEREX P OMOERY
PHENLRERERICL - TEMINE L E, XIIFY ICH
L T Attack B2 H 2 &35, HEMLMHEREGKREIZ,
however, but &\ o 7=2EifiaIz & o TR I N EKEZ WV
5. ZD7®, Attack BIRIXFTIRA EIRIZH T 2 KHIP K
e b XOmBAREE LS.
FIILLFD@ED TH 5.
e X: Young men are the most likely demographic to get
into an accident (Value)
Y: that does not warrant discriminating against every
individual in the group (Value)
e X: They supported me for a long time (Testimony)
Y: when I look at them objectively, they are average

human beings (Value)
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op_title: | believe that | am worthless. CMV.

OoP Well maybe that was a bit harsh, but | think | am insignificant [Value].

The universe is much bigger than anything a person can imagine [Value];

1 don't think that anything | will ever do will matter because of this [Value].

This picture reaffirmed how | felt [Value] (http://imgur.com/vyOiKDu.)
Lam non-religious [Testi
this way (No personal god) [Value]

A <>

] and | guess that might be part of why | fee

Delta

1 don't know who you are and what you have or haven't done in life

[Value], and therefore | cannot honestly tell you what your individual

worth as a person may or may not be [Value]. I'm just some guy on the

internet [Value].

Positive <HEE>

Your imgur link doesn't seem to work.

When you talk about things you do mattering, exactly how do you mean

it? [Rhetorical Statement]

How big of a contribution do you have to make before you decide that it

matters? [Rhetorical Statement]

Negative <HE>

2 7/F—=varhl

4. 7)Fr—vaviER

F—=REy M5 TURLIZE0EY b (=150 #FH) %
it U, OP, Positive, Negative ZNZENIZHEWNT, EHim
BROEREO7 /) T—YavEER L. T/ T7—Yayv
EHEH % X 2 12T

FBMEZEOMFEDT /) T —vavitBVTiE, XELAR
VTR BEELALVT, EH LUK b EOMMERE T /
F—varvyd HELNLOT/)TF—YarTiE, —D
DXEHIZEBOFHMBEREVPEEINTVWEHEEICHIGTE
5720, ZBKEDENT /T3 v Einbd.

T T—a AR OER L 3 =8 AziE, A 3759
HOFBMELENEGENT WS, OP, Positive, Negative %
NENITBIT B IR ER DO NI Tablel 12779,
Tablel 2 &5 &, FEREOEEHIHN LT Value HF 65%
%, Rhetorical Statement D’ 16%% 5 TH D, KFED
XETEEERZEEN, & UIXMEHHEEZHVRRSE
25 THMREZAATVWE Z LD DM 5.

ER L7z 3= X228V TIE, &y MIHLT3 AD
T/ TFT—=REEMPMNLTT /) T—arETY, mik
IZ 3 NDFERDOL IR CRinER ORI & £ OHIF %2 JuE
T5. 7/ T7—XE—BEIX Krippendorff’s o [4] & AW
TEHHIS 5. Krippendorff’s alk, =22 LX)LD7T )/
T=Ya ITHRLTED, fERLa— AT/ L TEHE
HThB. 50 ALy RehRDT /) F—2M—BEZx2REL
TAER, a =0.691 THhotz. iHantantiics Ty /) 7—
Y av&ifo7z Park & [8] (a = 0.648) X, Hidey 5 [2]
(a =065 LHRTEHEE—HETHLZL5EGR
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K1 I—RAIBYIERMEROMEEK
Value Policy Fact Testimony Rhetorical Statement | Total
OP 665 38 49 104 127 983
Positive 1075 50 117 125 279 1646
Negative 730 35 72 214 1130
All 2470 123 238 308 620 3759
1200
0.5 1075 Hop Mpositive M negative
w5% | 0%| 0% | 0% | 0% | 1% 1000
0.4 800 730
-4 0% [20% | 0% | 1% | 0% | 1% 665
u =
45; 600
5o 0% | 0%|3%| 0%| 0% | 1% 0.3
) 400
= L
S 0% | 0% | 0% | 9% | 0% 1%| Lo, 200 wrs gens .
= 49 38 50 35 I
4 0% | 0% | 0% | 0% | 4% | 0% o =HE Hl= ==z N
-01 Fact Testimony  Value Policy RS
>4 1% | 1% | 0% | 1% | 1% 5 o
0 i Bt Ml el L o0 B4 AREICB 3 BRELONG

F MNA P RS T A"
Annotation

B 3 HAMEEOMEODT /) T— a3 viisi)BRETTH

I—NATH5.

E7z, 7/ T—RETBEIMEL 72 5 i DM
BHNBI-DIZ, £ 7 AORATHEERL 2. BEFT
FIHEX 3 1Zmd. RIZHBWT, Majority vote 2MEE#Z D
5 — &, Annotation 3% 7/ T —XIZ&BT /) TF—Ya v
T—=RDZ LERLTED, RS, NA iZZ 11 Rhetorical
Statement, %37 L (No Annotation) %3 . JRR{THI
Z&B e,

e Value & Fact

e Value & Testimony

e Value & Rhetorical Statement
EWTT /) 7T —REOA—BAFEAELTED, Value &
fhoFEI L CR—BHBFRET BT — AHE V. Value &
Fact 128 W T, Value 23R, Fact WHEEMEDMmE
TH Y, Fact FEBIILIIIT L D REEATRELGERTH
5N THEN, [H< DAL THEATIE] &
Wo 2R 2 —MRIERIC RE 2T 2Rl O BRI AR —E
FETHIENE LD, T, WREEIZOWTORIRIZ
LU THHEEIPEATHERIEN, R—HehdIl %
W, Value & Testimony (2B WTIE, Wb B2
Pz & O MEEATRETIXAR W28, RER & AlifEEIEr oW
EHIND &SRO AR —BuZ i S, HlZE, THA
FEMAGRE T VI ERBIEADREDRETH S
728 Testimony T %A%, (MW - BE Ok & AU
Value &7/ 7—=>a3a v 375 —ARR o7, Value &
Rhetorical Statement (25 W Tk, BEEIPEZEMITRRS
NTWBDED LN DD TR D, A B3 R4
THZEeDH o7,
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5. BRBICHEITZERERDOHEN

ER L7z a— A2 HWT, SEmEENTNT G
IZBWTED &S BB LR OO N 2175 . BREICH
WTIE OP & Positive/Negative % LB - fffT 35 Z &1
X o TEiF 2 A B XEDME, Positive & Negative %
B - fRATY 5 Z & THiSEmIC RN R E ORI E T
TS PITT 5.

5.1 FEMEROK
BRMIIBI 2B HMERDOHDO N M2 412717
ZDHEMBERDOBIZDOWT, OP v.s. Positive/Negative,
Positive v.s. Negative DENFENIZHE W THIEZIT - 72,
FRELT, #ifFeidAsXEZ, BREXRHLTVWS OP
DENZ LA T Testimony 2347 <, Rhetorical Statement
NENE WS ZEDRHSNIR -T2, DED,
o HALZOHMERTT LTI, MANLRERY
R BB 2175 2 &A%
o HRZERIAT L ITHA, BEXEDIF D MPMEFERIEL
ZEDEHWS
WS ZERbrd,
¥ 7z, Positive & Negative DILIR%E Uiz& 25, HinE
FOBUTERAITZR. ZOZ s, #HmERoMEL
Z OB EAKEHFIREREEN BN DY, [H
FEERZENZITERTWBED0] MEEEEE N
Fi>TW2E00] L\ o ZRETRVWESRIC L - THifF
WDRLELAINT VD Z LRSI 5 7.

5.2 EBREROME
BFMERIIBITE, BRI 0EEHBHMBON A%
M 5127/, 8, Hllio Position 134 EEEI L HOHE
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Fact Policy Rhetorical_Statement Testimony Value

0.00 S N
c 025 \
K=l
% 0.50
: )

0.75 — op

1.00 / positive

o 1 0 1 0.0 0.5 1.0 0 1 2.0 0.5 1.0 — negative

5 AN E T DRI ER D HBULE O 754

FROGFHIH LU TEDMBEICHBLZO»2RTEDL
LTHY, RREEEomBiE) / (BEEOAF) ©F
D720 0~1 DHIFEZIS. ZD7=dXrhOHEdD 0
IR OBRYDOERE, 1 IIBRFEANOREZEOEEZTHL I L
ERLTWVAS,

Fact

Positive, Negative D W JFIZE W THIEEIZHET 5 Z
& D%\, KR IZ Positive IO RS & IR L T, #lHIZ
Fact iR 27— A% <, HEEORBIN I MmEEZ N —
NG &{T>TWab. £72, OP, Positive, Negative 3t
WA BT 27 — 213, XEDOHETHIRE
EUTHEZRRDEZ LD\,

Testimony

OP, Positive, Negative TIE& A X2 X2\, H5ELT,
NEDOEHHIZTHD ORREDTL B Z2IT>THY, Thid
BEROEXHRHEZTS LTOREOEEZLTWVWED
7ZeEZ 5N 5. Negative MO HFH & kR THETH
Testimony BT 2 Z & H D, ZhIFFEIRZBERHET
MBRT BT —AREBREBEZOND D, T LIzat@HiEE
SR TR,

Value

OP, Positive, Negative TIE& A ¥ EZ7%L, BEED
D> TWDE, ZD7®H, BHEEORERIHL TV
2 BRI ORE, JEEIC L TRE R, BA
DODHBIZL>TELGINTVWEEEZLNS.

Policy

OP, Negative TIE & A ¥ 2172\ A%, Positive D #A 3L
BEOBYIZELSHBLTWS, ZDIZehs, XEDENE
IZBEWT TREEDITE SRRt 2iERL, ThE{Ed ]
ZEIEHBIZBVWTHRNTH L B X 6N, mEOEHM
LELT ~DEDIZEZBERER] [~TBHREHE] 20
S EREZHVEDIIRNRKTH S,
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Rhetorical Statement

OP, Positive, Negative TR Z T\, H@EL T,
XEDHHEEP SERPEIINITTAMPERLTED, Fitdz
BN, BRZEZPALZ ETOHMLE LT, HFOREIZ
AN BB E L TVWEDEEEZ LN,

BHRFEOLBE2FLOBLLUTDOHED 2725,

e Fact, Testimony I%, OP, Positive, Negative D\ 3
NZBWTHRPEEICHB T 27 —2A0% <, FIRIZ
BII2EROLFOHHDOH ST WS

e Value & Rhetorical Statement O H B A7 & D 4 4 1k
OP, Positive, Negative DWW IUZBWTH KR E 3%
(= QA

e Policy &, Positive DEFFHIZE W THEFEIRIZE < IR
LTED, BETEITBITE X OIRIEHE
IZEMITH B

SR & 0, Policy ZFR< 4 ¥ TIX, OP, Positive
Negative D ZEFEIZ BT B MLEIC K EREX RN T72
b, TNOOEHEEHLIZED KD ITXFEEMALTTY
ZOMMEELRS.

5.3 BREROHUBE/NY—v

BERBIIB I 2BREZOHEAAX - OHEE&E2RT.
XEFORTEZD X — > O IX Wachsmuth 5
DREL=H T v N FiEEZHAWS [15).

BEOMBINR R —VFR 2D BV THD. &b, X
IZ Value DEENE L, HmBEROMEDHNT LD, LD
BRI WTH —FRIZOM L TW 2728 Value 2R\
BRER—VRBRTZ2EDETE. £/, 5%% THZ S
DI TR VWHBIA X =2 TH D & LTEDLS IFRWT
W5,

#2 &b, OP, Positive, Negative DT NIZHWVWTH
Rhetorical Statement 232 U CTHWS NS 7 — AH % <
72> T\5. Positive & Negative % lLES % &, Positive
Tl¥, Fact/Testimony DHFEM DGR % U - RIZETEE
Witk 2357 — 2D 15% &£ 72> T2 DI LT,
Negative TIZ 6.8%DATH 5. Z4IZ XY, Rhetorical
Statement |3 U TERB DT L, FEUEOHBDE



BHRLEF SRR E
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

® 2 HABWEOHB AR — > O

rank Flow %

1 R 15.2

2 T —R 12.1

2 T 12.1

4 R—>T 6.1

oP 4 6.1

4 6.1

4 T—>R—->T 6.1

4 R — 6.1

4 T — 6.1

4 — R 6.1

1 R 28.3

Positive 2 — R 8.7
3 T—R 6.5

1 R 31.8

Negative 2 9.1
3 T—R 6.8

WCHWS Z e TR OB E @D S Z EWTE S ATREVED
H5.

¥ 7z, Negative (214 Policy 237 UCTHIET 57 — &
M 9.1%d 573, Positive Tl 5% % FEISFER & - 7z,
B RO EOMNRERZHE R B L, Positive DT
2B W T I3 R ERIZ Policy 2MEHLTH D, Bix BEHED
WNDOHT Policy BEBZIZHVWSNE T —ADL W, Lo
T, FRICEDIRIABAEICR L LTITE A IR %
RRT2ILITE-T, WRMIZHIGEZREETE 5 ATREM:
Wb b.

6. &b

AFXTIE, #HEHR 7 4+ — 7 LB 2 BRI %
WAFERERY /) T—Ya v AF—LDREERTH 7=,
REAF—LIZBEWTIE, XEORKMWRMEZRA 5720
I\Z Fact, Testimony, Value, Policy, Rhetorical Statement
D5 DDEROFE & IV, HRNBIGRE &R 25
72 a B WTIE Support, Attack O 2 FEFADAR % £
20D L7

F7z, REAF—ALI1ZHET E ChangeMyView DT — X
Ty b MEEAIZ50 ALy Fhll L, BREROBEDT
JT=avERFEMU. AERL e 3 =N % AW TG
RN R R R DR 21T 5 7. BREROFEHIZE W T,
PRI U 72 Befa e & 5 TRWERROMIZIE, FHEX, B
R, BREBEGEE W3l 0BUTE N F R <, TEOAE
THBARLDH TE S WV TN TR D D) IZENDE
CBZeWbhrotz., X61Z, BREOHBNR— O
DGR, [ERERPE LTHRLELT, T8HEPES
ERTTDIE] PRFIRRNTH LWL DHSH Z &
PHS P E o7z,
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