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ek, IEfhexbe a3z a=r—v 3 OlbY | My current research is primarily concerned with
ZERE L LTV 5D, 2008 FEEEZ 5 L7zfist  the disciplines of discourse analysis. I am concerned
DB L L BT, TOMRRZMETE. FRFEXKL  to explain the characteristics of the Japanese written
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and spoken discourses.

In the academic year 2005, the main focus of
attention of my research was set on the interaction
of individuals in the experimental multi-participants’
discussion situations in order to analyze how they
negotiate and reach an agreement.
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(CAE] In the undergraduate program, I taught a Japanese
At e LT, HilidE 2D I language classes for foreign students and a teachers’
. BUIEOHARICEIT 20521585 L &8I, £ training course of Japanese as a second language.
BR AT ¢ 7 OB Z PN HL /10 EEG28 My classes were designed to develop the ability of
I UTeo ERHARBHAEIHMER 242 X5 the interaction with multicultural participants.
T57IATIE. 1 FEHOWEDT DL LTE T In the graduate program, I taught the methodology
LR=FZHEL WO IHREET DY 27 hU—72  of discourse analysis and conversation analysis.
2l U CERT %, Based on the alternative methods, students were
HAGERE B O — X DR TIE, FORHAGEZAT  asked to describe their interactions with their
ZHIETHEZNRIC, HAGEZREELE 5 AL friends and neighbors and to investigate how people
HAGEZREEEE LEVWADX D EBWII 2=/ —  negotiate and reach an agreement.
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