|

) <

The University of Osaka
Institutional Knowledge Archive

file | IBERAEAMHZR2025 ¢ FENREE LTOKRESR
'tle N2 (BF)

Author (s)

Citation |SZBXEHBEMAER 7O TV k. 2026, 2025

Version Type|VoR

URL https://hdl. handle.net/11094/104926

rights

Note

The University of Osaka Institutional Knowledge Archive : OUKA

https://ir. library. osaka-u. ac. jp/

The University of Osaka



SRSUEIRRIE Y 1Y = 7 12025

s S GE AT 912025
_HIFERSEEL L COKES N S

G = = B e
EIA - G
RO OB O

KRR R e N SCEAAIRGER S 78 UL K

2026






San AbILFFFE T 1 Y = 7k 2025

JEH &R HTEIE 2025
— IR RFEEL CORBRR AR —

H Ik

[i] FR A&

KHESNES TR T D amisfliEl & LT “but” DI E DHAEAVILIRFERE. ... 1
w1

MR ) ZER] & B R DR AT %
—ESFHEHII T DIEHITHI TR & JEE D FFE R s 15
PAEE

Answering without Answering: Equivocation and Accountability in a Post-Fukushima Public
HEATINE. ..ottt ettt ettt e et e e e e bt e e st e esbeeesbeeseeeaseenseeesbeeseesnseeneans 25
R I

¥ < B HEAMEOER—KERNESICHT 5HBIC L 2B ROMB L. ............. 40
AL

XA 7 TV — (LD FE A FIWTZG8G & FAED T B e, 51



KR AR I B BREHEE & LTO bur 706 B IR
W

1. [FC®IC

B HZEOREPKL KBS AR, HH L TCWEEE5ELOMETATHLET TR AT
4 T DI DN D HIEE DI=HIZ b, HH KRG FICRFE DHIR 2 L eik 23 72 S 54
HATATHH D (Blaney, et al., 2002; Giglioni, 2020; Guitar, et al., 2022), Z?D7=&%, HEDOHEE%E
HEEL CT7 B —ABMEREE- I, fIEMICE X 5N —BESOHENZHWT, B &
AEANDHIG 2 BT DM BEATATEERD Z EPHLNCEN TN D, ThiL, FEOEXLIS
TOREEZERM S OWEEE T HERT VA > (Kaur, 2022) °F “fLETDA X I AL N TD
FEA DISENE OWKRERI A% DR (Caldwell & Raclaw, 2023), FEADSSENFITHRTT D5 =7
B COEEDOTENRIER M X DA OMEMEDORIBE(L (Okada, 2019), FEANZIEEET 25 S
BIGEATIIRL ZERICREHEL R T 2 &I X DA ANDRGHIEE D4 L IEHE S 0 FEE(L
(FH, 2025) EWVWo7bDTHD, T 9 LIZIEA~NDEDIN TIZE > T, FEIXBHOHREMEE
TE—=LLTWD, LrL, KBSAESITEIGN 7 +—~ U ADETh 5 & RIFFHT, A#ER7R
EHIEOLTHLH S, FHEESZESNIY HOREIZIT TIThIL D ABEES TOREAN D DOFE
SEEERICLDEERTITHETLILOTHH D720 (Heishusen, 2026), FEALD DO X ELY
WITAEENRKRO HILH7EA D (Eades, 2010; Ehrlich, Eades, & Ainsworth, 2016 2#), L7 L7223
b, ZHE TILEOHESE/FIBLANDG , KBNS TOMBATAZMIR LI OITERO
RO R 5720,

ZINVE COEDOHSEFEFI T, BEDHRICED FAREIT 2 B FE R OISR
DO THRES NS D TH D DN (Ainworth, 2016; Eades, 2016) 72 &, HIEERIME S) 2 FF M DHE
HOBERORIEMENMER SN TV D, KERAESICBWTYH, BT+ —~ 2 A%iBRT S
HEVIC, HEEZEHL GEADIEE 2B IV IZ U CHISEBEICILY . =2 THEINT-A
BINEERIEIC DN D L9 e & LT, ZIUIAERORGERE L LI RE
% 9 (Eades, 2010; Ehrlich, Eades, & Ainsworth, 2016 Z#), Ti&. FEAICSGR % 7F Uik 2 B <
oL L7, MHAETAO OB LTEADOIES 2 H < & WO FlEMREZBE LB TOBIA
/N7 4 —= A (Blaney, et al., 2002; Giglioni, 2020; Guitar, et al., 2022) %, #EEIX ED X 9 (TR
THDIEAID, EFTLEI NS EITELZELHY 5 HDEAI D, ZHHOMWEIZINET
DA EAT LWL S ORI TITd R L 1372 > TWRYY, 2 TARIZETIE, BHEFEST 4
— R CHHV BN LHRERIYEERSEE (Bolden, Hepburn & Potter, 2019) & U 5 %}EGHH T DO EI G AE
ZREETHHAITATREAMRLE L, FEICL A ZOFFHENAEEL VW OBETED L I
BB 2 00%E ., KEEOTEHOCTHLMNIT 2, £ L TCRESATES &) SGEFEENHLR 5
BB/ T =< ADLGIR DO, T bATF-E &R TRROHIENHRZZEMR L D 55700
MEBET D,

2. SEITHR
HRFEIOPEIRFERE (subversive increment) (%, o3 DX — AR = v MISGEMIZHERE L TR
TNz b, ZOX— ke = N &JEiET 5555 (Couper-Kuhlen & Ono, 2007, Schegloff,



2016) D1FETH D, HlzIX, [FEBRFEFTMEK] &9 NHK 7 A OFMHNI D DRD
WFECIX, 8ITHD O O [TT D) BIERGECN -5,

P 1

1 0: =°TH°mAy MIEWFIIWRWNn-,T E-fWVWT, .nhh "o< Y
2 L(h)FE (h) L[72( h)

3 S: [ 5555

4 0: FI9ATE:. TH, .nh THHD, ZFb%E, () ZTIEDHT
5 <hvsneaRy SE A iE: EyhedRy hEA?

6 S: [9 A

7 (0.3)

8 0: TTn?

ZOMAEATATIE, 45THIZNTTOIX ITh,.hh 2660, XJFFH %, () ZiFIED T e
WAy FSANT e Ry A EEBEDERMAE SITRH L TERITNT TS, L

LU S IHIGE N MY &2 D ETA ATy N THD TITH TIEEEZET, 03 OLBENEENT
W5, 8ITHD O D TTHEN?) 1T, IWEDRFOLNTWZRVIRILO T, EORFENEMEH D 2
EEPRTHEEIE R LTS, [TTN? L0 FEEHRTIIMAER 5 TWD OG0
TMNLLTH — MR T 5 2 LIXTE Vb 00, SEHmIEKRZ L TRER%ZD EFEOHE
AL > TEME W I ITA %7 LT\ 45 1T H OFATHEE & SUEMICHiZE L, £D1T74 & LT
DERZRILT D EWVIREZ R L TWD, DFE D, AEDIREE/RRN -T2 4-51TH DIEGE
WERTHDLE VW) ZEEFIERL, INELZBRT LI L% [T Lo fEiRFEEIT L
T35,

OD ITTMN ITHLDHEEL TOFFENR L TNDITEEIEL TWD R, thosb5ED
HEEPEET DAL D, HIIE, 1280 L SO ETIIRS AbEGAE =&ICL DM
HATAT8ATHTO T2 N0 TER ADEFETH o256, T OREHIIMETLEREE
ELTIZDbND, MEIZKDIRFEFHEON, TTOFFEENRLTND, HDLHWNIRES L LTV
DATH & BT DG NIRRT 5 b ONERERIILIERGE Ch 5, UL, AT 2B 5F O%GE
MIKONPLTNDLZ EEBHLLAKHI LD, BMILZY, RFBERLIED THHEND LT
¥ (Bolden, Hepburn & Potter, 2019; Drew, 1987, p. 235 & &), & OISR Z#ETHZ LD
72D, WO (Bolden, Hepburn & Potter, 2019, p. 155) Ti, JAC 7% ALG & FRE (2RI THED
HODEENT 7 —A NI ZADBDICERINT, EWOIFERELTWDHLEZATHDL, ZD
PRI WNT, ALG 13 597 H T “Because you’re brilliant.” &\ 9 FEEED AR AILGE & L CTHERE
TW5,

PcFk 2 (Bolden, Hepburn & Potter, 2019, p. 155)

1 JAC: [b’t it wasn’t even] an upgrade. It was js a m-

2 literal technical glitch in their >system. An’<

3 they put me onto another flight becaus:e=eh (.) t!
4 [ the flight I was on ] was like delayed.=

5 ALG: [Because you’re brilliant.]

6 FRE: he [h-heh-heh



7 JAC: =[it’s (.) en like
8 ALG: heh-

JEG DEEFIZDNT TFHRATHED > A7 AT 7258 T (124T7H), &REZ1HED 5 JAC MREEE
BREREZFB LT G1TH) B2 /T, ALG 2% “because” % U ¥ 7 /L L TH/RIIIZ JAC DIEEE
ZSUEMNC D723 % K O L THEIRT 5, 40X JAC DN EEJF A ORI & fiZE o b o b
LCHELTWAHDIZK L, JACTAEZED EIF CEORNE TS5 LI ICEHED S AEZE 2 THREL
TR, FEBENTWEE )~ ADBEE FRE ® 6 1TH TOEWEFEH Y a—2 & LTOMEE
ERIZLTWD, ZOHBDEH Bolden « Hepburn « Potter (2019) (Z13/R S AL TV RN T2 O e
R EIEE RO, FEEOED TR EHOLNGED FIICEE AR L2 NV g —7
Lo T RIZIJAC BHEE N “brilliant” THDHZ EE2OT O T LI RBERKLRL
RN THLZ Ll E s a7 7 2 MEOA (Gumperz, 1982) & LT Z ORELEYS
RN SN FREME L EMET D, BB L ITFREWIREZR A2 D, & D WX A7 D
D WTHIUSE K| ERERILREFIITOREE EORFE DG E R 2 & LD,

Bolden * Hepburn - Potter (2019) %, Z 9 L7c#8EBRILIRAES X, 7 4 X— FOHFTHEHN G
NTWDZ EERELTWD (pp. 154-155), #5137 A U A RFEEIEEMFIITDL N Z 7 L
IV RMUDABET 4 _X—hOFTD F T AN K DEEBELIERFE A S L THET WS, £
FUTROHHFED 2217 H TOFEEE, “And a wa:ll:h.” TH 5,

Pi#E 3 (Bolden, Hepburn & Potter, 2019, p. 154)

18 WAL: I’d like to hear from secretary Clint’n.

19 (.)

20 CLI: I’d vo:ted for border security. A:n’ there are (0.2)

21 [And there’s some-]

22 TRU: [ And a wa:1l]1l:h.

23 CLI: There are some limited places¢ wher:e that was
appropriate,

24 there also is necessarily going to be new technology;=an’

25 how best to deploy that, .hhh

ZO T T ORFEDOERITIIAF 3 L OEGEOREDOREN S 5, EEEOREZ BRI~ LTk
ATWERT oI, 7V bATZ DT 4= b TIRZOERITKF LTS, LaL,
7 ) v M ATIBEIITESE OBEEGFRICER L TR Y, ZODOERICHEMELZ R L Tz En
YEELDHDLH, NTUTDORITHORGEX, 7V b ?D201TH TP “I'd vo:ted for border
security.” (Z3ERIZD72723 Y | “I'd voted for border security and a wall” &9 1 DD FEFE A ML
T 5, ZiUIZ UV FUNBETREL CWAOHEZEEIELHDOT, ELPBEOFRFELE FE
LIEFREZRERAL TS Z AL RTHDOTH S, Bolden - Hepburn - Potter (%, fHFED IR
ZEI0 BT 7O DERBRIILEREE D £ LIAGRT, T4 X— b DX I B H5EHEN—FITELS & —
VEa LS THBAIRAND 5 X0 RFIENSFEICE L TWD, & LTS (2019, p. 155),



P33 Tk, 7V bR NI T OEBRILIEREE I L UNE T Z LT, 2D b
~OFHABRDHND T &bV, ZIUET 4 X— FEWIHHIEMREETIE, FS»rbRBO LI
1o B — VAN TCORGEIINEREN 2N LR EFHTERESNTWA I LEZRLTWVDH DN
BN, FREAT AT 2N L THEL CWAERDOZOOEFTHY, 7V Frnbd
JEEITER L TR, E0n) ZEE LRV, EEE, BEOIERGFERICZ U b
DISEDIRNZ I LT R 7 ANIINELBRTDHE ORI EBINENRNT & ~DFH %K
DHEI R EIFL TR,

T A N— MNAKRIZA T 4 7 ORI Z SN DHIEE D7D TH & 5 Kiga AT, 58/
JERFGER WO N BENH D725 9 Z EIFBBIZH ., LnL, FIERFICL > TS H5E/MT
SWEIZRD XX — U BB S, B O X — Uk =y B BN S — BT S
ZELPFICROOLNDT 43— ML, AR TR EFEAICK LRI X — U Dl
SNDERTIEHE, Lo T, BESTEADIGEII L CEEIILIRZ /1 L CREA OIS #fE
ERBLGE, BT ED X D IZHHET 200, E12ZOXSITIHA L S OHIRAHE I 2D D
N, BEZDVENHDLTEAH, £HT5HZ LT, KEDSAESRA ORI EMENRHLNE 72D
ZDHNEE~DOFHICIRE ZITI ZE b AREL RDTEA D,

3. WRFERUVT—4
KRR TITROT —Z T it Be & LT, REEOIRE1To, ha 2R &, #h X,

VW, Facebook (Meta), Twitter (X), Amazon, Google, Apple, TikTok 72 &D 27 v — /S )L{RFED#E
HERL PR B AN E LT 16 FOKESATES, A0 40 FFIOZ B EFEAN & OFEHAT# T
HbH, TIHOEREOELT HIXEDOEEORELCHY — B AN KESICB W TEKRRMEE 5
FEZILTWD, HDEWVIEZOREIFECERZBENH D L) Z LT, KE EFEROTREN
RE L TVWAEEEESOANBEEIZSMLAES RO 5N T\ D, KEMWPEOEFEE S S0 B
T ORI, PIAITBEROMEBRELCFNERBBEMZR EOBUREBFENE LTEINT 560
bbb, €9 LA TIIRESEZHMRT 2B ONBEGN LiEAOBUL E OBL Ik -
T, ZENOLOEMPRODBIEOHBERSICENAOND Z ERH D (Kaur, 2022), — 7,
KEHSTHEZ S EEZ LTV L REDOREE L LB ZIEAN & LT ARSI T IRIIZAT
biv, FrEBOL A TR BN DIEASORHCR NI TIT DIV D, T, KEHSITRRILE 2
HBZTOWBEENLKEDH D WVTEFOBERETFLEREHAEDLZ LICL > THEENLDX
RT3 5720, Lb525, AR, BEMOIEACE > THFIE R LT D BE~OXf
JSCERZFGDH Z L 2T, KASHREE LG WL 5, AORF@m & bnk 574
SEBIENY 3K B D (Okada, 2019 Z2R), Ll D &Y | KESARES CORES ITIEAHIEIC
DIMDHZ L b DT (Heishusen, 2026), BEMFEANIZ E > TXAHF DO —ZEF—EEITHRFTO
HEZH D XME LI-FEE - a2 tT2 2055, ' 29 LEBEEORENE X
L CHRIGEHHFORISGEEITR DY | D ORESHOE B LRI RE R Y 2RO AEITRO
G, FISHREICRE D 2 IR BAT & Tt X Th D IBIIEIRIEGE N - & EI 2 B 5 )i
T 52 LT BUENRT 4+ —~ 2 A LR S 4L 0 KEATES OHIEEMEZ EICFlR 32 Z &2

12023 4F 3 A 12417z TikTok (26T 5 AHES TIEA L L CAFE 21772 CEO DY 9 7 -
Ve F2ud Xz, EAT1EBICIEEE B EFFOFERTEIEZ Y K Lz EHiE S Tun s,



INBHIEA D, T o X5 et OFGHRIEZ IR TR AAT A TR E &L OEWN D, IREILRTE
FEEEDBH AT A% £V CROILAMEICOW T O FIT- R MA B LN TEHEA D,

4. SHRUERE

TR G T — 2 R LTS3, FEAD B E ORI U CIsBRERREE 21T 9 b DIF A

%k%&#okoﬁ%ﬁ%%%%kkLk%%@&%@®ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂ%wf\E%%M%%%&
#%#é%wiAT%E@ AEANDIEERITHR L TIThN TV D, B 01T, FEADREE
ZJ»Tﬁ‘ IZXF L CHSEBICTH D Z & 2R T “but” ZHIES & Lfﬁnztifi“ﬁ%%n%@ HLH>Z

L T“zi%;%éo ZDOERFFEDBFHAITAOHEEE WO BICED X I ITEETLO0E ., bW
ODMNITT D, £T “but” ZIEORWVIREBIILIRRGED 2 SHIcFH L2 o L, RIZ “but” & fF
FChEnN=b xR L, i EIT O,

2024 -1 AIZKTF SNS $#2fl ¥ 5 #:D CEO 7= H 20, 4V&~%yhif@%%@%%%
B, WEDOT T A v —{R#IC %ﬁéﬁﬁ&k%% w95 7 OB SN ATES TORD A
T4 (BFed) Tk, 1347HIZ “but” ZfEbaWEREMILIERGENEE TH b5 Hh—V — i
BnbHY Y h—/3—27 Meta £ CEO 12X L TR &R TV 5,

PFea(H=Y 2 v =« =V —ERg B, MZ=~—7 « % v I —/3—7 Meta t1: CEO)

1 JH: = >don’t you think they< dese:rve (0.4) some <compensation,>
2 for what your platform haas done? .hhh [help with counseling=
3 MZ : [senator-

4 JH: =services, help with. .hhh dealing with the tissues that

5 your- your services has tcau:sed?=

6 MZ: =our- our jo:b is to make sure that we build tools to help

7 keep people [safe across our platforms.

8 JH: [are you going to compensate them?

9 (0.7)

10 MZ: senator our jo:b (.) and what we take seriously: is making
11 sure that we build (0.3) industry leading tools, to find

12 harmful [content, take it off the [services.

13 JH: [to make money. [uh huh, to make [money.
14 MZ: [and to
15 build tools that empower parents. [that help ( )

16 JH: [>so you didn’t< take

17 ANY a:ction, [you didn’t take any action, you didn’t fire

18 Mz: [that ( )

19 JH: anybody, you haven’t compensated a single victim

ZDONIEETILISNS OETH LGOI 8 LEREDOIR#EET-HNIEATHS CEO-H
DHAITESTEY , 1-51TRICHT TOR—Y —DORE L., ZOHREET- I L THEE1T

-5-



RO TR Y B —="=T DRRZBNIZT b DO TH D, SEDRENLSND T LITHH
Do Ted— U —ORME R (Raymond, 2003) (2%f L TZEDOWT I TEZHRb VI, ¥
==L 6-TATH CHFMOREZEEST D, L LEIUIAR—Y =025 DHE R 5IBRZFFED
A Z bk ded, 8ITHTOAR—U —IC L HMHEERMICR LT, oy h—"—T713FE bRk
NIRRT EIEZ 10TEBAT 5, ZDREIEOEF, “we build industry leading tools to
find harmful” £ TH v IW— =T NE-72L 2 AT (1297H). &—VU —IiL “to make money.” &
Py = N—= T OFRFEIZEME LN DB ERZ N2 DILREEEZ1TY (131T7H), A—V
—IZZEDOFEEHIT T “uhhuh” L oOEEZE-Z L ZPR L, FE “to make money.”
L. o — =T D% “we build industry leading tools to make money” & > 9 FEfREEAIZR &
D~EYLET D, Vo D= "—=713 2 OEBAILRRGE N T 5 2 &< ZDFE £ BH DI
wikfe L. REEDVPAERA T Y NLREARETE 5 L0 ICT DRI O W TEEZ D T
W5 (14-1597H), 164 TENOAR—Y —IZHEF v I —_"—=JICHEBE L TEELITI> HDOD
(16-17, 191TH). & Z TIZH LBMTR o T IRRFEEE D R LT RICK LTy 71— =7 &
ZTCWRNZ EAERIZOVWTIEELRET, Vol — =T DRFEL R0 I AESH A TEI 28 0
W THEH Z T > TV D, DFE D 131TH TOR— U —OEREBAILRREEHITSE 2w Bk
THEITIET A ST RNE WD Z & HAATA LOFEmO BRI EEN L 5 2
TWRNEWH Z ETHD, TIUIE—U —0O Z OEBEIYEEIGEN., MAITAEDMHTTH LY
A== POISEE/FDHZ LRV, ZOMAETAEZHRIEL TWDE =TSP v I1—N
— T EIGT DD, EVI ZEICEMLTNALIEEZRLTNDEFZADHIEAD,

T “but” ZATE & LICEREBAITOERGE IIHAAITA & L COFEGmOMMI LI E D & 5 7eig
EHZBTEA9 D, P4 TOHBBRIYEEREEDSELE TH DY v 1—/3—27@ “our jo:b and what
we take seriously: is making sure that we build industry leading tools,”(10-11 1T H) &9 HEEIX, #t
FEHICIEZ — DR T EZRTHOTH DL OO, FREMIZITY — BT Y5 (Sacks, Schegloff
& Jefferson, 1974) TIERWNZ L 2R L TWD, EREIZY » 1 — =27 1XHH T “to find harmful
content, take it off the services.”(11-12 1T H) & ¥ — L ZRFF LT THB Y. &— U —DiRERILE
HE Iy == DF—gPICEBE LB E o TS, o — "= RNEZDOEEH—
VEMETLZERKERELIELEE Lo TEY, AV — BRI 22 T RA BT
STWRWZ LAY, OEEBRIPLIRFEEE~OISENH UL S v (HERICHIRF S hevy) b
DIZLTNWDEFRDIEAD, 22T, [AUCHETARLTEIVIAZ L LT “but” ZHIEE L
TeRRBBRIERRFE DR VO TV D FHZ 0T LT 2 2 & T, 20 “but” &9 FIEE 2
FENDZERED X I ITHEET 2 D0 EMFET 5,

ROPHFE 51X 2018 4F 4 H 11 BITATONT FFHi= /¥ — « LB SDMT72 - 72 Facebook
D2 —W—F — H i HMEIZBE T 2 A TO, GEANTH 5 Facebook £1: CEO (4iF) O~ &
— =T L TRERE CEZAEREZBE THLI~YYA LOMOLVEY Ths, 1317H. 121THTD
W —R—=T DRGEE E/R DT, ¥ VA O “but we're not controlling that data.” &\ 9 HEE%
179, ZTHUFIBTETRITNTIZEHFOEM, 72 A7y 7 Ra—Y—F—F %555 T\
BN LTha—Y =7 —=F ZxII LIERETHIT 2B T L0 TR (T2 vy h—"—7
D 612 AT HIZNT CTOREZIRT 26 DT, WOISENED X DITH Z A 202 R T 5
HLDTH D,



PHFE5 DM=RU R « =V A FEiagB, MZ=~v—7 + ¥ v ) —/3—7 Facebook t1: CEO, GW=2"
Ly 7 s U= ATy PR - AERERR)

1 DM: so teven if facebook doesn’t earn money from selling
2 data, doesn't- (0.3) facebook, (0.2) earn tmoney from
3 tradvertising based on t1that data,
4 (1.4)
5 MZ: +yes+ congresswoman, (0.3) we run ads; that's th- the- the:
mz  +gA< +
6 business model’s- is running ads; .hh and- we: (.)
7 u:se (0.3) uh the data that people, (0.2) >put into
8 the system in order to< make the ads more relevant.
9 >twhich also makes them more valuable,< .hhh but
10 it’s- wh- what we hear from people, .hh uh is that if
11 they're gonna see ads, they want them to be *good and
dm * T LS - >
12 relevant.* [we’re-
dm —-=>%
13 DM: [but *we’re not controlling that* data.
14 (0.4)

15 MZ: 1NO, you have complete control over *that.
dm *RF LEeRNE TH AT 5 -—>>

16 GW: the gentlelady's time has expired.

VA DY B — 13— T ~D'E R Facebook # D L—H—F —HZ EFHEREML TN DH T &
Rt E L72bDOTHADIZXK L, Wy I — =T DRZ(X Facebook tH0D =2 —H —F — 2 &
(RN RN Z L ZfF A TV D, 1317 B TORKDOILEREIEZ, ¥y — =T DORER G-
2>t Facebook fh3 L —H—7 — X FHIZHEZ AL TWRWE S Il Z 252 &, Fuyh—n
— 7% WU —2EHE LWL RERERE) L LTHT73Y (L THisLLER 726
D, LEZxD, ZOFEHGRIIIINEZRD D L O T A Sz (Stivers & Rosso, 2010) ~ > A
DFFE L, By == 3 ETHLD “but” ZEWZRFRT “we're” Lt L Tz X
—UEMFESTD (1217H), ZLTCISITH T — VU 2H/ERSG L, <Y A OREIIILIETRRE DO
mAIESR (Facebook fL 2 —H—F — X ZHAEL TWWRNWI &) ZHETHEEZIT/R> T
Do 1647 TU4— AT ViEENERE & UCHBIER ATV LD X — v 20 EIF 72729
e Wy == L TRETO 3 A PRI SR TWRWA, =V A3 v 7 —
— 7 OFEERE THERE THE - TRIFTHEMAZ VA ZFEDIZLTWD,

P4 TOHEDEITR D | PSS TV A DBHWEFEHIZ “but” A L7 EEIILAEIE &S
X, FELFEFE L CRITFL NN EL#HUET 560 LTIRA TS Z AR LT
Do PiFE3 IXER Y o — "= T1F “but” DRIZH — 2 EHHEL T~ Y A OFGEE VT
Wb, ZLTUHUITHD 04 BOMIZEE L T ThH oo~ Y A BNE — U ERFFET Y v I — " —7
ICHES TV O MBI XAELTLLOTHY, ISITTHTHEY vy h—"—=2b RATHTERP T & |k

-7-



F-AHORGEEHRT 20O TR, vV A OEBEBEBIIBERGEIS L TURELTWS, Zhb
D Ln, IS “but” M S NTIRBIILERGE L. AMSESOCPV I 2 A E LT
WAHE=ZF~OERZT TR, ZITFICF -V EHREL TEORGEEZBNE TUSEEZRD D &
W) T, BUEEITTR O EITE E L COEmOBEICHLIERT b0 TH 5,

WD 2014 45 11 A EREpsER HERmE B RNV Z D X ORM=T Ny 7 DY 22— LIZB
T HNBEE S OPFE Hke6) I2BWT Y, IREAIILIERGRIICILY Z1 T ¥ — G & 5%
AR DM EITATHE THDL I ENGND, ZOPRRETIE, FEADO—ATH B ZHx 7 R
v T ERFEHL WA= —DRFL LTdLkR ¥ EfREIHEDO XY —02, VFy—K- 7L
— A KV BB S ERBIRR G ER TV D,

6 RB=VF¥—F - TN —AZNVER#EE, RK=U v 7 « 3 27 v Z7J0KRAE X Bk
Al E)

1

1 RB: [and will and- >let me ask both of you< =will your

2 companies commit (0.4) to: declining from now o:n (0.2)
3 to enter into (0.2) these kinds of secret settlements.

4 (0.8)

5 RB: >and concealing the facts surrounding< (0.3) crashes

6 that result from defective (0.3) products?

7 (0.2)

8 RS: .tch y- yes >senator,< (0.2) t- t- >two of the cases that
9 you cite< with uh: miss tparham and uh: miss rathor, .hh
10 uh: (.) we >provided information about those inflator<
11 tuh: ruptures to: to nhtsa, we’ve talked about them to
12 rtakata, [.hh we’re-

13 RB: [but not to the public.

14 (0.2)

15 RS [s— s-—

16 RB: [you- you (0.3) your company, .hh (.) <deliberately (0.2)
17 concealed the facts.>
18 (0.3)

19 RB: that otherwise would’ve been known to the public
20 (0.3)

21 RB: as a result of this (0.2) court action.

22 (0.4)

23 RS: i- uh >i respectfully disagree,< .hhh we uh:m w-w- miss

BRERD 1IB3ITHTO T V— A 2 H ) K BB RIPEIRFEES “but not to the public.” X H & D
FF72 13, 5-6TH TOEMIZY a A7 v 7 BREICH L TRENTVDLHDTH D, T
TN—AZNVOEMIZY a2 AT v 7 LT ERIBROSIG TIEAE LTERIMLTWDH Y7 T4 A
F—DAaAy b« 7wy BRERERICS L CTHENGENOE TRIE Z KD 2 Mt E R ¢
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B, HEHR (RBEARICERAME RMEEREE) THLHILZAEE LTWHEMTH D, Xt
T5HYa AT v 7O 8124TBITHT TOIREIL “yes, senator” HAAE > TWAHH DD, ZiE
ISEBIR DA THY | ZDISENF IR EED BT ED ST, Z W FZRRMBT Ny 7
ZEE L TR o X B OEERL 2 12O T NHTSA CRENERIE ERAS@Z 2R & (hET
D) ZAZIHHRL TV, LW bDTHD, LT LTELITNEEHIT LD & “were” (1217
H)Y LHEELTZE AT, TI—RA L H)LD “but” % GHEIZO BRI EENE 2 > TV
b VaRT I DOINVEIFA Y hx—Tar bk LTH, “weprovided information about those
inflator ruptures to: to nhtsa, we’ve talked about them to takata,” &\ 9 U A M ZHEET 5 L 5 X —
VT A (Jefferson, 1990) 5 A TCTH, X —r 52 L 2/RLTWDS, T—RA L HZ)L
DOERFEHIILEFEEE (“but not to the public.”) (XZ D U A M DEFEEE D KT 5 L 2 ICT VA v &
NTHEY, va ATy 7 OIREN (MEARIZEAME REERRE) THLLIICHIZASLZ
EEMIEALT D LT, AL LTND, Y a AT v IIII DT I— A L H VO BEBHGEIHR
LT “but” BRI ATRRCH = ZFET S (1417H), ZLTISATA T — 2 HERG L
L9 LREFHEARBLN, ZHOLH 161 THD T L—RA L ZILOEH SN T-%EE (“you- you”) & H
Y AR EMET S, va ATy I RHRS = B DITT =R o VIR &
RS FTHLH LIZBD 231THE 0D, T2 Ty a AT v 7 3EIVIAENTZ X — 2 TORER
(“we’re”) BT 5D T2 <, “i- uh >i respectfully disagree,< .hhh we uh:m w-w- miss” & #5558
HOPRERS RG> & B SN I~ DGR a B L T T > T\ 5,

ZOHFE6 TOEBED “but” 2OIAE AEBILERGEDOZ T FTHLa AT v 7, K
s OZFFThole v h— =7 LEERIZ, “but” FE BV Tk D & — %45
1 U CHRBRIRIRRGE A & . TN L TCWAITA GEH) ITnE T2 %, HIViAEnk
Z—r OFRLY bEESTETND, S ZLTHEE6 OWTRTEH, #4 & FERICEED
O DERFBRIHLIRFRETE N 72 SN T OITESEE O F —frETH Y | FH—LE TOERICRT 55
MEDIGECK L CHEENR I AL N5 Z N TEDITABBMETHD, LIEB->T, 2
ZTO “but” NHIEE D FEEL. BEDPFEADISENE —LE TORGE 2 MU E 2 T
WEWEZ R L7 Exfimib T80, LA DZENTE D, ZOEBE TOHHA
D “but” 2, FEANCHHE DX — Offfi L 0 LB OEBERGFE~OBEEZELEIELbDEF
25155, 9 L TCHFORSAWBOICINEESND Z & T, GENTREDT AT T 47 4
RGNS ER L TV LE L L TR REND, Tz, BVAEnETsIELzF—r
DEFALY bZDRREINTET AT T 47 4 ~OXIED, GEANTE > TUIBEFHLE 2D, =
5 LR EDHEBIEICBIT A — TV A e h T2 —{bE ) ZHOBWT, #BICX?
“but” Z 'HEEIZAT L7 iRBRIILRIEEE ISR B B T HAT A 2 R 7 AN B S B 2 B AIMERK
(Stevanovic, 2018)? # 5.2 C\5, L5z 5,

PB4 LHPRES OV 6 EDENNG, W CHE ALETORZITFONT 2V —{b&1T 5 IErIL
RRMECTHoTH, ¥—r T A URZTFITEITHOX — V2 HFEL TTHRUC A BRI D
HODENE T HHETHD Z ENRBINT, ZOZ EIZELT, HEO “but” SO LD
THHE NE TOIEICREND S Z & 2T 2 ER TR, BREMLERGE~DOX S 252

2 Stevanovic DIEET HFHAATAIZEBIT 575 (deontics) & I1XFE LT - ITAEDHALITADERR
ELTRIZRENDZRELDOE LTIRT 2L DT, B CHW LN A THA S
P JEEBICHES W2 o (). Cummins, 1996; Lombardi, 2022) & L COEK L (ZHR2 5,



FITBDLZENFRLRDDNE S, IROPKET DG LN 5, Sk 7 13k 4
D#IATONT, TikTok D> a7 « ¥« F2 U CEO LFA—V —FHB L OV I Tho, K
Fea L1320 P 7 TIEEBIC “but” ZAF L7oiRBEROILRIERE (19-20 177 H @ “huhuhuhuh
£but the chinese communist party does,£”) &\, iEim DA 1T/ > TV D,

P71 (H=Ya > 2 - A—U— BB, SC= a7 - ¥« F 2 U TikTok fi: CEO)

1 JH: [it is one hundred percent accurate. DO YOU DENY: (0.7) that
2 repeatedly american’s data has been accessed by bytedance

3 employees in china?

4 (0.7)

5 SC: ah we built a project +that- you know=cost us >billions of

6 dollars< to stop that.+ and we have (.) +made a lot of

7 [tprogress,

sSC -—>

8 JH: [and it+ HASN’'T BEEN STOPPED. according to the wall street

sc ——>+
9 journal report from just <yesterday,> (1.0) even no:w,
10 bytedance workers, without going through official channels,
11 (.) have access to the >private information of american
12 citizens. i’m gquoting from the article, private information of
13 american citizens, including their< birthdate, .hhh their
14 ai pii address, and tmore. that’s tnow.
15 (0.2)

16 SC: senator as we know, the media doesn’t always get it right.
17 (0.5)
18 SC: w- what [we have- what we have] [uh: ( )

19 JH: [ huhuhuhuh ] [£but the chinese communist
party
20 does, £
21 (0.4)
22 SC: +i’'m not saying that.+ what i’m saying is that we have- we have
sc  +BEEIRD-—---—------- +
23 spent billions of dollars to build this tproject, (0.3) it’s

12 THDOAR =V —=DF —=Z RIET 7 £ AT SEMICH LT, 5-7T1TH TF = VITBEAEDOR
DALIA Ko THAEIEME R VW E B X T D, AU —XREIC Z DEZ A EE L, £ ORI L
LTEAEMRAT 4 TiFLR/RHH L BT, BEMERBEOLDTH D & F 2 v ORZELG
ET D, UK LTF 271X 161TH T, “asweknow” & AT 4 T EKRIIK L Th—U — &4k
HLTWAEFHOHPADO Z & & LT, “the media doesn't always get it right” &\ FETAHR—Y

—DGwENbE D LT 5, 05 BOWBROE%, FavIiX181TH T =20 BATEHRP-
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TEEZEALFEHEERET Y ETDH0R, 22 THR—V—NEVEZERD (1917H), F=7IEk
— V) —DENNIHIET DI ERLEDEEFX— BT 208, R—U —IZEVDOE T “but”
DN ERBREIRHEE 21T 2 (19-201TH), EOF =2 v O ERIT I Sz w ik cidz
X, HLETHF 20 TH D 2 & 2MW129 Z ORBRIGERRL, Favgd (PEE
PEWOREN) ELTHTIY—bT2HDTHD, F= 71 “but” ZEHWZERRTH— %
BHEEL (181TH). A—U —DOFRFEN KD 7%, 221TH TH— U —OEERPLIRFEEE IR LT
“I’'m not saying that.” & HGEAITV, w2 ER L T <,

RS RDTIIHD 5 Z LD TERW, FHFEDO X — U ZEIV AL TE Ok 215 1L S
HHHEREE THEHO “but”) NEZLTVWDEZENSND, £, “but” OENIENNSIEE -
TN ENDL, FaUDRKBEIZEDNOMRELRIMENRD D EBENRZTNDZ EIREN
TWo, L2 LT aVIFRVRHEI VRN L T ORGE LT TEBY, HERY — 25175
DT “but” BHZ 2 7-EEKETHD, BHEIC “but” Z (1T THI/RIICIEE A R~RT 2 &I2X - T,
D TZT FA~OEEHENEIV AL L LTI L, S HICNEZREAT 5 2 L ARRIC e
L., EERDIEAD,

—REETARE I L3, BANREE Th D I & NIRBEIIILERGEC RS RHE (Stevanovic,
2018) 525 LD TIiHeW, EWHZEThD, FhUudHi4 TOY v 1 —/3—2 Meta 1t
CEO 23—V —i& B OB LR G~ G I — v G CE 2 e DL TH
b, HFAE CREANDFRGEZIRBINCILRE L GEAZREDO I T T — L LTIRRT A Z & 72T
TH, B oALE CREADOHKGFCMERH D Z L 2B 5720 Th7el, BEO “but” &)
Fi € ORI BRI STIRIZ X S FTRERNCTHND Z M TEBREAI X =0T A U ZHNWEZ &, &
NS, SREINGEREZ E TS L) Z LT, BENAL LV A~DXELZZ T FNLED
LHIOOHENTTEE S 2D,

5. HHYIC

AT, BURNN 7 4 —~v A0 L L TR SN2 KBS QSN AROHIER HB A2
VARGV OERT D2 N TELRGERERONEHONCTHZEAHELIL, £DT
D, KEEHF OISR ABET DIRIERI R BEATA TR E O 1 D, BEILIEFEE (Bolden,
Hepburn & Potter, 2019)Z x5 & L, KRS THEAN O LI L TEma BT 200208 L
72 HTORER. FEAD X — ANCEHBE L UThIL 2 EBEIIRIEEEL, FROREERD LT A
YRR ENTWRWEEITMHAEATADORMICEEE THERr BEE IO ZERHY . i
I% Bolden * Hepburn * Potter (2019) 3734 L7=ABT 4 X— MBI S B miiER&E & [k
2. (AT AT HRNLIEHE=HE DR T =< A EVWIEEZRZLTNDZ LRS-
7o —Ji. BEAIZ “but” ZAfF LTl S A EREILIERGHIRE ARG T O ¥ — 2 & i S
TLEZBED E WD, HETRHE L TOEROEMICEEET LD THD Z LR nholz,
JRESERVOTIE R IRE A FATREICT 2 LW ) BR T, BHEIZ “but” Zff L TR INDHIRE
HIPERRGEIT A DBURR 7 4 —~v VA TR OO TICIES 2B 2ENTEX L2 FmETHY . &
HELOIBERTES YIRS EI LD THLHLEEH ZENTE 5,

AENTEY BT 72207y, GEAD X — U 3T LItk OB YIS CHRIEDRE L FTh ik
ABE — 2 BT TROVIGEENR Y — 20, £ Z CHEEIC “but” Zff LIz xR
HEEN R EINHEH LT —FZNITITR Sz, ZRE L TAREIR X S 2R3 A3k L T\ b
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B —NZEINIAN T HFMIZ N E v 7 2B 2D &9 M EAT & Tt & DNEICA 72 idam Os i 5
E7eOd, FTEBEUNCTEADNGRES 21525 HlE7e O, LW Z EIZITERORMNH A9,
Fr6 O X ICFEADEBE OEMICK U CHMRICE ZBET T DAL, T 20bBIT TR S
BEMNERBZRIRLT2HDL LT, @mOBRMICERLH LD, RO LI D2 L
HTEDEAD, —J7, BIAITHH 6 DX O ITEMBEELHE L22WFFIZ OV TEEEEZR

LHINENEFRRDLNO L D7, B NAE TOBREOERMN, TNHRODETOIRE ZFEANTR
FTZEEARRICTDEIRLDORONEN, EWVIZELEBETIVNERHDLEAD, DFV,
Z— BT SEEHHEALT [728, 243, WX (Bilmes, 1985; Schegloff & Sacks, 1973) &
W) T EEFEZRTIUX, MENIRERIE ORI E L TOXRES &%K(mmmmgmawﬁ
PEEZ T DI AR TR EE 2D, KESAHESITIHL ETHHETAICL DEEEKRTH
D\%;T@ﬁa%%%wm%%%%émfmé%w(mmmmgma&@&mmﬁﬁ)&wb
BLED, Zhrboik (ftR) SiET L L TOXKEBRIAMESMNEICH, FvAAT 4TV —
VA INVAT 4 T TCORFESOFMIC b LB LR L T, AROFBO LT 5,
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(2R 25 & BB RO AELTS
—ESFHERICB T DIEHTEE & N0 ERL—

wIl

1. ®BA

HERS O b — 27 X HE S & 3R e 2858 OflF, T7ebb . HlE S EEMICHE O
- BB, HEER R, FERIFR7R GG A (Drew & Heritage, 1992) 2365 Z E N K< b T
o Ay M@l T, KBERAESITHLMAORKINS S Z EBRHLMNIR 22H D
M. ZOHIERSO h— 2 b U CEEZ TR 572 0I12iE, OSEELO SIS m & ik
T 52 ENRIZEDITT THD, ZOLD BREMRICESE, AKRITA T 1 ATESBLHLATE
DEINTRGE LTERAE S BICERAL TV, KESAEESE W RFEDET Va2 FRHE L,
RIS O b — 7 O A TR T 2 72 DICKRRR o xt g & 3201k, 7 A U B LA OER
ik ic B BZHELLORERISE TH D5, bbb A, BIRTE HESCHIBIIZIICO D08, AH
TIERETHRLEEDLYRH Y . AWSREREICBITAREEL LENVZRHET N T, 2
O, BERHSMERZALTWLARELL, INETIZEAEGIMMTONTIRhsTlzT —
2. ESFEEREZBSOMAATALZRGET 2, KBESAHEES L ESFHEZES TIVWTNG
NHIFELOERE B LT 503, 2 OZEMEECERER ANy 7 7700 RIIRES D, 2
O & R 5 2 L IE. BIEICEB T 2 IERFRIEDR VN L CTHEATA DRI ZE L TV
LIEIRAT 5 ECEERRRE 2 53T Th D,

E S FHAHE R BRI ORKICHZ B L L CERE SH, 2012 4FiIC2 1S BloEZE S
MBRAfE STz, AR TITEROFEF LS - (REFER 34 0PSB NE LTHKE L 3G DZER
2EPMEBL OO, HIZZEDOHILO 1 EICEREZY T TGRETWL, fmatlv 2L, ZES
DOHEATAIL, BHZ2T2EBEZTNISETHBBANE V) ZHROD EVICRZ 0, &
BNEHMTEERZE L TR, V¥ — Y NEEOREEZ Y Y —A L LTRHIAT A Z &I
X0, ZFHMOBMBEDG~EERIETCND I E2ERMT 5, £/-. EBSFEHEZESD
Z2MBLE 2 B OFAR T v T 4 > 7 (Goffman, 1979) OHENHIEZ D & KiESAEES
DEVBEEHICARD Z LIZOVTHa L5, LT, Wbwd IMEENER EHEnD, 17TE
FASPRE ML EFE O CTAT 4 7 TH U SN DB TEXOM BT AR IC O W T H it 5
Zlizn, BEEOER] ITHRDEROXRFESCEREETIE /R, SNEDAHELABR - [
BEL KD & T D E BT SN AATARERE L THERINDSHDTH D,

UTF2HCHIEREETHEL 2 —%rT 2, 3HTIET —XIZOWTHIL, 48iTH
WralT5, BEETIEE L ODOEREITV. Wmzik5,

2. HER-ZTHARLEa—

W n Y N CIEKESIC LA ROBESNAEES N B0 dR L SnTnd
(e.g., MWH,2025; &5, 2025; %, 2025) ., — 5 T, AWEEOEBREZxR L3500 bW T L
THEDHHZ LT, YTy =7 FORKRNTERT 5T RHE LA TE 55260
Do XoT TAVD - NTUANEEDD AL T A BB ()11, 2024) RCBUHIARES ()1,
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2025) T T BRAE(To Tz, KOS EZMRIMET 2R A% S HIIEET 5720, AR TIET
AV F7 LIsh o [ e ik C S H S 7 il EE RO 1 & 0T B

INES: &0 ) I BRI TEN O i b BIEMERN BV & B 2 DA RIS EIL, -5 5, L
L. #FHICBIT 500 &0 OB ATl STV D 20MEESeHIRIC L v B 2R 0cdh 5,
o@D . HRTIEEHORD &0 25EEET 25 Z SIXTE RV, 20O X5 R TITbh
ESN T Y 2y R E LT, BRI 5EiRE SRS SRR & 2 REE TR L
720 (FHH,2011), BUEEH BEH O E SRR O FIEE AW TS (#RA, 2025) L7t
IZBR B4, EEROEH O BRRBAERN/LD &0 28RS EETT — 2 2SO TS 08T 2 4
JEIT RN R TH D,

Z 2 CAR T, IBEDAN CIEHA SRR DS B S 2 Rp B MERIE G & LT, BEICE
o= EEmOBIFMEEZ R L DD, oM —2 & L TARIILTWS 2011 FFO K H ARE
Ktk FAUBNEEIR I EIT CRAE Lo EMOFRZEHZ B & L CllikShz, BEaick
LEMGHEZ RS (UUT, FHEHEZIIESEEGH) ICBI 200 L0 2ntktg 45, Ea
HEFATIEZENS B ANIK L, SESEREMEZRTNT 08, 2200 REHT 5174 O#H
X, KATES THEMNEACER L, SEADIRET 00 L 2 sE 5, £, ZEOFIC
ERELREENTEY ., FCZOAMIC LR LE LRI 2 EITAD, AARDOEK
HHZBT D20 5 =M O AEAT A & @RI Z =3 & TIRI D, FHEFHOMGRIT Y IF
AU HF—F v NCEUF SHL. AFHR 80 T ADHINE L7z (E&HFHH, 2012, p. 80), Z DIRTET S
TEROFMEIL, LB EZHFOZBICL 2EMEZHR A HERINEDIKICE KT, 25 ADOH:
R ECFPHNC IR 2 B RFTHIERBEBLOS & L THEESE T,

EEHESHEEDSAESIIEL L LEFICEIFE LW AT@mELTVnD, LrL, B
FHEHICBIT 500 &0 2 ARSOH & BMICIEFIT2 2 13 TE 20, WEOREE Z < H
IR L T &, [EaFHIIFRNE TRRE SRR OMNIEERE <, B IIRMOA
FThb, —hH., BN EKTFHROEEST, BMFILHEAE TH S, EFHEHIHINTZA
Wit TE AN ELT TeT7 U] 22053010 h o7y, ERICITHESARES LR TFE
AN E L TERTFSNARWVENRER D 2R E LEREZZT Tz, 20k, EEHEEHHIC
FESATS O THEAMR ) RO FEAZR] IOEWBERNEY D TWS, F72, ES
HETH LB NTERIISEHEDITHE TH D DK L, #BPNITHEEDOITHETH 5, ERTHESGH.
BEAIES BHNIIFESRH DI b b3, AR 3 FEOH RS & Lk rlHe 7o 65
ELTH O DL, 2 bR AMEE (Heritage & Geoffrey, 2005) Dt A & AMIE DB % i
WCHHEATANER L TCWAENHTH D,

FLobH L, EEEEHIT. Bl b E R D, FIIHET —L2THLIN, LR
DTl WVIRFIFHE 21TV, BME (FR) NESINIREATA 21T 2 AEME R DY,
EWVIHEBRT, I b 3FOMICITHERLRH D,

FHHRICB T DA TAICOWTUIZINE TICPHAORAEZ ER L, 2RO NEBEREZIT/R-o
Tzo T, I5REIOEBSOBE & sk Bl L. SREOMGHTAIZER Lz, ZORE.
ZEIT TREBICZSWETD) LW IRMREMZ L2, S Iciisksn T»2imED
HKE~NSE LTV THDIZxt L, B2ENIFERRE T 508521778 > T\ D 2 R L
(272072 (E,2016 4511 H 12 B), F72, RAULT—X&2H{Ho L, 25 ANEENSOEMIC
RL, Wiz HEROEYS() X FEREORH] 2175 0 EREE LT, FRZ, 2 EMICEET
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LIFBENEH CEIES LT D700 TRIEREGOFTF & LTHlgET 52— 5T, ZEMANT THMH
FZTHNTZH > TNDERETH D] EWVIHI BT TV —LEROWZBIEERILE LT, HEHEAEE
21TV, AL D HBRO EELIRIT 5 7 0& 2 %250k L7z (Furukawa, 2017, July 19), %G
TR CIEEICREEED CHEMMRH LB ES LD 7 rn A2 R L CTE7-, ZHH DA
ZHARIC L, AR CIEISMORMAOERE L 2N & HET 2 F KW - WEERZEEELE SV L
TEFEMOAMEMBRER L TWDH, W) L0 ERBLEEZZBEB Lo ~E 5B L T
W<, X0 BEMICIE, ESESERIC R R ZZHERE & SOV AR, B ANCL D THEHED
B BFHRFEL, ENEEDXDICEENMRE - FHHEEL LS L T500, L) RITOWTH
A DR N BNl = = BN

3. Hik

ESFHGROSESK LB I E L O b ESXEHEY = 794 hTARSIR TV, SEsIE
SESKEEE DR LI BEBGH O R — A — Y (ESFMHHFEER, 2012410 H 25 H) 26
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Answering without Answering: Equivocation and Accountability in a Post-Fukushima Public
Hearing

Mie Hiramoto

1. Introduction

Political discourse is a central site for examining how public figures manage culpability,
responsibility and institutional pressure. In formal hearings, interviews and parliamentary inquiries,
questions are not merely requests for information; they also create obligations for speakers to take
positions, accept or resist responsibility and align themselves with institutional narratives. For this reason,
political answers are often shaped by competing demands: the need to appear cooperative and responsive
on the one hand, and the need to avoid politically damaging admissions on the other. Research on political
discourse has examined this tension through concepts such as question evasion, non-replies, equivocation
and resistance to the agenda of the question (Bull, 2008; Clayman, 2001). Clayman (2001) shows that
speakers may produce responses that are recognizably fitted to a prior question while nevertheless resisting,
transforming or avoiding the question’s central agenda. Such responses are especially consequential in
public political contexts, where evasiveness can be interactionally subtle, institutionally consequential and
rhetorically productive.

This study examines these dynamics in Japanese political discourse through a case study of the
17th Meeting of the National Diet of Japan Fukushima Nuclear Accident Independent Investigation
Commission (NAIIC). The commission was established as an independent parliamentary inquiry into the
Fukushima nuclear accident and described itself as the first independent commission chartered by the Diet
in Japan’s constitutional history (NAIIC, 2012). Its investigation followed the Great East Japan Earthquake
and tsunami of March 11, 2011, which severely damaged Tokyo Electric Power Company’s Fukushima
Daiichi Nuclear Power Station. The International Atomic Energy Agency describes the earthquake as
magnitude 9.0 and notes that the subsequent tsunami contributed to the loss of power and cooling functions
at Fukushima Daiichi, leading to core damage, radioactive releases and an accident classified as Level 7 on
the International Nuclear and Radiological Event Scale (International Atomic Energy Agency, n.d.).
NAIIC’s mandate was therefore not only to reconstruct the technical progression of the accident, but also to
examine the institutional, regulatory and organizational failures that had made the disaster possible
(NAIIC, 2012). The 17th meeting, held on May 29, 2012, provides a revealing site for analyzing the
discursive management of accountability. According to NAIIC’s official meeting summary, the 17th
Commission Meeting took place at Fukushima Terrsa in Fukushima Prefecture, and then Governor of
Fukushima Prefecture, Yuhei Sato, was called as a reference person (sankonin) (NAIIC, 2012). The
meeting was led by the commission chair, Kiyoshi Kurokawa, and lasted about two hours. At the beginning
of the session, Governor Sato was given roughly twenty minutes to summarize his and the prefecture’s

remarks on the response to the accident and on Japan’s past nuclear administration more broadly. However,

-25-



his opening remarks exceeded the allotted time and had to be curtailed by Chair Kurokawa. This discursive
moment is significant because it foreshadows one of the central concerns of the meeting: the management
of limited institutional time. Later in the hearing, the committee explicitly emphasized that Governor Sato’s
topics needed to proceed promptly because the governor’s time was valuable and constrained. The hearing
thus placed Sato in a communicative environment in which he was expected to provide institutionally
relevant answers under conditions of public scrutiny, time pressure and political sensitivity.

Some researchers have examined political discourse by focusing on how public figures respond to
questions and how their speech styles can function to avoid clear or direct answers. This body of work
shows that political actors may appear to answer a question while resisting its agenda, shifting the topic or
minimizing accountable commitment, especially when a direct response could be face-threatening or
politically damaging (e.g., Bull, 2008; Clayman, 2001). Related studies on Japanese political interviews
have also examined equivocation and indirect answering practices, showing that such strategies are relevant
to Japanese political communication as well (Feldman et al., 2015). By examining Governor Sato’s
extended responses in the 17th NAIIC meeting, this paper hopes to contribute to the study of Japanese
political discourse in two ways. First, it seeks to extend work on equivocation beyond election and
broadcast political interviews to the setting of a parliamentary accident investigation, where the
interactional stakes are shaped by public testimony, institutional authority and disaster liability. Second, it
aims to show how elaborated non-replies may function not merely as avoidance, but as a strategic speech
style through which a political actor manages institutional time, redirects the focus of questioning and
projects responsiveness while limiting accountable commitment. The analysis therefore explores how
equivocation can be accomplished not only through silence, refusal or minimal answers, but also through

extended speech that appears cooperative while obstructing the production of a direct answer.

2. Literature review
2.1 Questions, answers and evasions in political discourse

A foundational insight in discourse analytic research on political questioning is that questions
create constraints. In institutional settings such as news interviews, parliamentary hearings and public
inquiries, a question does not simply invite an answer; it establishes an agenda, identifies a relevant next
action and places the respondent under an obligation to provide an accountable reply. Clayman (2001)
examines how interviewees construct recognizable answers while also resisting or evading the agenda set
by interviewers. A speaker may appear to be answering, and may even produce a lengthy and fluent turn,
while in fact shifting the grounds of the question, delaying a direct response or answering a different
question from the one posed (Clayman, 2001; Kikuchi, 2024). Bull and Mayer (1993) develop a typology
of non-replies in political interviews, showing that politicians may avoid answering questions in multiple
ways, including by attacking the question, making a political point, giving an incomplete answer, declining
to answer, or shifting the topic. Bull’s (1994) subsequent methodological work further addresses the

problem of identifying questions, replies and non-replies, demonstrating that a turn may be formally
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positioned as a reply without satisfying the substantive requirements of an answer. Bull (2008) further
argues that equivocation can be understood in relation to face management in political discourse.

Political speakers are often asked questions for which any direct answer may be damaging;
answering one way may threaten the speaker’s own face, while answering another may threaten the face of
an institution, political ally or constituency. Equivocation therefore emerges from the discursive pressure to
respond while minimizing the costs of explicit commitment. The broader concept of equivocal
communication also helps theorize this kind of discourse. Bavelas, Black, Chovil and Mullett (1990) define
equivocation as communication that is not straightforward, typically arising when speakers face conflicting
communicative demands. In such situations, speakers are expected to answer, but any direct answer may
have undesirable consequences. Ekstrom (2009), for example, analyzes cases in which politicians explicitly
refuse to answer questions in broadcast interviews, showing that such refusals are accountable actions that
must be managed in relation to journalistic norms and public expectations. More recent studies have also
examined how evasiveness may be perceived and evaluated. Clementson (2016), for instance, investigates
why politicians are perceived as evasive and relates such perceptions to theories of equivocation and
deception. Chovanec’s (2020) work on political scandal talk examines evasion in relation to metalingual
accountability, particularly cases in which speakers distance themselves from prior formulations or manage
responsibility for what they have said.

Research on political public hearings has also examined how institutional actors manage
questioning, testimony and accountability. For instance, Okada (2019) analyzes a public hearing involving
testimony by a senior vice president of Takata, whose defective products had been linked to injuries and
deaths, focusing on committee members’ affective stance-taking in third position following the witness’s
responses. More recently, Okada and colleagues have extended this line of inquiry through conversation-
analytic studies of public hearing testimony (Fukushima, 2024, 2025; Furukawa, 2024, 2025; Kikuchi,
2024, 2025; Okada, 2024, 2025).

2.2 Japanese political discourse and indirectness

A growing body of research has examined Japanese political discourse from the perspectives of
rhetoric, political communication, discourse analysis and social psychology. In particular, Feldman and his
colleagues’ research has been influential in establishing Japanese political talk as a rich site for analyzing
the relationship between language, political culture and institutional practice. For example, Feldman (2006)
investigates rhetoric used by Japanese political elites and the news media, emphasizing that politics is
fundamentally constituted through talk and that political discourse is central to the formation of political
society in Japan. Feldman and Bull (2012), on Japanese political speeches, identify rhetorical devices used
to invite affiliative audience responses, such as applause, and shows that Japanese political oratory can be
analyzed through detailed attention to the sequential and rhetorical organization of speech. The most
directly relevant studies for this paper are those by Feldman, Kinoshita and Bull (2015; 2016; 2017).

Feldman, Kinoshita and Bull (2015) analyze equivocation in broadcast Japanese political interviews and

-27-



ask whether evasive responses should be understood as an outcome of communicative conflict rather than
as a simple reflection of Japanese culture. Their findings show that politicians equivocate more than non-
politicians, supporting the view that equivocation is closely tied to the role obligations and risks of political
communication. In a subsequent study, Feldman, Kinoshita and Bull (2016) examine how different
interview programs, topics and questioning environments shape the degree and form of equivocation.
Feldman, Kinoshita and Bull (2017) further develop this line of inquiry by examining how and
why Japanese politicians equivocate in televised interviews. It focuses on leading politicians and shows
how equivocation may be linked to leadership, role expectations and the risks of taking a clear position in
public. Feldman and Kinoshita (2017) examine the relationship between the toughness of questions and
equivocation, while Feldman and Kinoshita (2019) analyze how threats to face affect replies and
subsequent questions in Japanese broadcast political interviews. Kinoshita’s more recent work also
broadens the field by combining conversation analysis with attention to nonverbal behavior. Kinoshita
(2020), on Japanese political interviews, proposes the integration of conversation analysis and facial
expression analysis, using Japanese political interview data to examine the behavior of political leaders.
Kinoshita (2023) uses data from Japanese political interviews and parliamentary deliberations to examine
how Japanese politicians address audiences and manage rhetorical and indirect communication. Its
relevance to the present study lies in its treatment of indirectness as a political communicative practice
rather than merely a cultural stereotype. Chen and Liu (2025) study refusal patterns in the Japanese
parliament and argues that refusal to answer is a significant feature of Japanese political discourse. It also
notes that research on this topic has been limited, aside from work on typical refusal expressions and

broader studies of Japanese politicians’ indirect communication.

3. Discursive practice of the 17th NAIIC meeting

NAIIC’s official meeting summary records that its 17th meeting was convened at Fukushima
Terrsa, with then Fukushima Governor Yuhei Sato appearing as a reference person (sankonin) (NAIIC,
2012). The two-hour session was chaired by Kiyoshi Kurokawa. Both the official transcript of the meeting
and a video recording are publicly available through archival sources
(https://kn.ndl.go.jp/database/naiic?csid=naiic-default&utm_source=chatgpt.com), with the latter also
accessible on YouTube (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=t-f7ZpI9bO9E&t=4613s). In the excerpts
analyzed below, minor modifications have been made to the transcript to make it suitable for linguistic
analysis, including adjustments to formatting, speaker labels and excerpting.

Governor Sato was initially invited to speak for approximately twenty minutes on the prefecture’s
handling of the accident and on Japan’s nuclear administration more broadly. As the following exchange in
Excerpt 1 illustrates, however, his preliminary statement ran beyond the allotted time, prompting Chair

Kurokawa to intervene.

Excerpt 1: Opening: Please keep your remarks to twenty minutes
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Elll = £FBE EJIE chairperson, Kiyoshi Kurokawa
£k = &N EBET Reference person, Yuhei Sato
1. Bl &k, K<WLooLeWWELE, I COLSILEHEREZD 2TV EEFELT.

2. RERDEBEMNE, SEORBAKREK, HE, FREENY THL, ZORITEICHT
3. IZHI2EEF—REOARLIZAKEHAHYEL T, KLICZ<DERDABIZ, #
4. H,OEFNHIHOHEE. ZLOXRYIZTHEZ EWS A, AIEBELLEFTULLD, RY(TEM
5. THBBNTHYET., TDECATINDESIBEFFT AN E TN ERECIERE, K
6. LIZAELH, COZHEOEYaVTIN, WANWALRIEEZFLMYLZWERS
7. TEYET,

8. ABIX, FTEBRSANLZADEE. SEROBHADOXE. BEDRERFHITHEA;RIC
9. DVWTHOEFEER-I-LT, RENLERESETCWVEITAEER>THEYET, £
10. NTIE, 9, EBNE, KALLBEVWELET, Z+2ENS T ETHEVLV:
11. LEYT,

[Welcome, everyone, and thank you very much for coming. We’re grateful to
have been given this opportunity today. Governor Sato of Fukushima
Prefecture is here with us. In addition to the Great East Japan Earthquake,
the earthquake and tsunami, this prefecture has also suffered the truly
serious accident at the Fukushima Daiichi Nuclear Power Station located
here. So many residents of the prefecture have had to evacuate and have
suffered damage and hardship. I hardly know how to express it, but I'm
truly humbled. Given these circumstances, we are sincerely grateful to be
able to hold this meeting here. Although this session is only two hours
long, we hope to learn about many different matters.

Today, we’d first like to hear from Governor Sato for approximately twenty

minutes regarding the response to the accident and Japan’s past nuclear
administration more broadly. After that, the committee members will ask
questions. Governor Sato, please begin. Please keep your remarks to twenty
minutes. ]

(00:06:53-00:27:24)
12. f£#k: BSA. CAICHIE, EBAVEEEELEERBETETISVEY,

13. —h. BFHE 2 —HIHEEFREDIZHRE L-IRERGHRER O AT LNME & KIS
14. KYFERATREE o T-1=., BRERFOAREAREHISBRRAICEEZREL. BEFHHESERR
15. BODE=4Y) 5 %&EmI\-LELF-, BELTIE. ..

[Good afternoon, everyone. My name is Yuhei Sato, as just introduced.

Meanwhile, because the environmental radiation monitoring system installed
by the Nuclear Power Center around the power station had become unusable
due to the earthquake and tsunami, the prefectural Nuclear Emergency
Response Headquarters urgently dispatched personnel and conducted
monitoring around the nuclear power station. As the prefecture...]

(00:27:24-00:27:42)

16. 2lll: MEBIA. Z+RZFZBIFATTN., KALWLWTLEID, HEEDSHWLEMY FT
17. TL&OID,

18. &kk: HETHRLHVEMYFET,

19. Blll: ZAREVSBFELE DT, BATIN, FLERILLWANAHLHDT,

20. #k&: Lo, B&o&EL&OT,

21. Bll: [FL&-oTWEHFETHM, HEZ. =5 T, BHFEFEA,

22, {EBE: (T, BELTIX, EMELNSLELEBLRYDKBSHEE=2) VIV FBEREAN-LE
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23. Lt ...

[Kurokawa: Governor, you’ve gone over twenty minutes. Would that be all
right? How much longer do you think you will need?

Sato: It’11 take about another ten minutes.

Kurokawa: We had discussed twenty minutes, so... Also, there are various
questions we’d like to ask.

Sato: Then I’11 abbreviate it a little.

Kurokawa: Could you please abbreviate it and finish in another two or
three minutes? I'm sorry.

Sato: Yes. As the prefecture, we carried out as much radiation
monitoring activity as possible after the accident. ...]

In this opening exchange, Kurokawa explicitly frames the meeting as time-limited, noting that the session
will last only two hours and asking Sato to keep his initial remarks to approximately twenty minutes (lines
8 and 10). Sato, however, continues reading from his prepared statement beyond the allotted time.
Kurokawa then intervenes, reminds him that the agreed length was twenty minutes (line16) and asks how
much longer he needs (lines 16-17). When Sato replies that he needs about ten more minutes (line 18),
Kurokawa points to the need to preserve time for the committee’s questions and asks him to shorten the

remainder to two or three minutes (line 21). Sato agrees and resumes his statement.

Excerpt 2: The governor’s time is truly valuable

(00:29:40-00:28:57)
1. fE8k: .. RRICHLTHEBIERICEZ 2FEICOVTEMMMRNSDT R3S XD
2 Retil., HREMARORBEOHIREKR, GEXITHAZEFLT. ZADEMR
3 [CHRSTRER ) RV EBTY FNAF—Z2FBL. ZAPICEHARDEESEREL.
4. MFADRRICATTHEEEZ WV EEE L]

5. Bll: 3L, ;MEIA. LBHLITFNE, WWVTLEID, EEES L. WAVLSLHMEBIALE
6.

7

8

9

1

LYW LK SALDEIN>TVDHATIN., BEENERETLELS L

CHESTHEYFELEDT, MEABILLOWERBVETDT, LLAEIADFITIES

MNoWVNBNAENE TN ENT, TEDOECAHITRBREE TV EENWTIREESINERS
. ATEHN, WOIRTLEID. EFLERTENREIVITHA MIHL TV ERT
0. EHERSDT, FEICEDOL, BELRMLELE-TEYEINT, ...

11, CELTNANAERSEE NSHICEE TN ENTHEALNTLESH. & L&
12 B LIHNIE, BLRENATTHE. BRAELNT. ..

13. EfE: ChhoXRELHEZALHAIATTITAESL ...

14. Bl I, 9o THYFET., TOEZICHLZFDEBEIHETLKBHERNETDT, BLARD
15. UEFA, IEQOXRYICESTLSBMENSICET, BLRHBYFLAN, £AHLLEH
16. FELMN=LET,

17. EBR: (X0,

18. Ellil: HYMNESTETWWET,

[Sato: ... We determined that residents of the prefecture needed advice
based on specialized knowledge concerning the effects of radiation
on health. We therefore requested cooperation from Nagasaki
University and Hiroshima University, both of which have a record
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of expertise in radiation exposure, and appointed three experts as
radiation health risk management advisors. During March, they gave
a total of nine lectures to approximately 4,000 residents of the
prefecture.

Kurokawa: Governor, if you don’t mind, may I interrupt? To be honest, I
understand that there are many things you’d like to say. However,
your time was scheduled until 5 p.m., and I imagine you’re very
busy. So rather than having you continue in this way, I wonder if
it might be better for us to ask you various questions here in
front of everyone and reflect your responses in our work. What do
you think? I believe it would also be possible for you to post the
rest on the website later. We understand that this is very tight
and valuable time, so... Would it be all right if we proceed in
the form of questions and answers from our side, if you don’t
mind? I apologize, but time is limited...

Sato: There are some important points coming up, though...

Kurokawa: Yes, I understand. I think those topics will come up then as
well. I apologize. Since the governor’s time is truly valuable,
I’'m sorry, but I appreciate your cooperation.

Sato: Yes.

Kurokawa: Thank you.]

In Excerpt 2, Kurokawa intervenes again after Sato continues reading after two minutes without showing
any sign of closing (line 5). While acknowledging that Sato has many points to make, Kurokawa redirects
the session toward questions and answers, repeatedly invoking the meeting’s limited and valuable time
(lines 6-7, 10, 12, 15). Sato resists briefly by noting that he is about to discuss important matters, but
Kurokawa suggests that these points can be raised during questioning or later made available on the
website. Sato eventually agrees, allowing Kurokawa to close the opening statement and move the meeting
into the question-and-answer phase.

In the following exchange, the governor’s question-and-answer session turns to Hisako Sakiyama,
one of the committee members, who raises the issue of radiation exposure among affected schoolchildren.
To understand this exchange, some background context is necessary. After the nuclear accident, the
Japanese government moved from ordinary public-exposure standards toward emergency and post-
emergency reference levels. While the normal additional public exposure limit is generally 1 millisievert
per year, the government used 20 millisieverts per year as a key benchmark for evacuation, schooling and
later return policies in contaminated areas. This was justified through International Commission on
Radiological Protection guidance, which permits higher reference levels in emergency situations and a 1-20
millisieverts annual range in post-accident existing exposure situations (International Commission on
Radiological Protection [ICRP], 2009a, 2009b). The change occurred because the accident created a crisis
in which normal-time standards were difficult to apply administratively. Large areas were contaminated,
and the state needed numerical thresholds for evacuation, decontamination, schooling and return. However,
the shift also became politically contentious. Many residents and parents understood the move from 1
millisievert to 20 millisieverts not simply as emergency risk management, but as a weakening of safety

standards, especially for children. The school-related guideline triggered public protest, and government
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adviser Toshiso Kosako, radiation safety expert, resigned in opposition to the use of 20 millisieverts per

year for school environments (Normile, 2011). He criticized the government for ignoring established laws

and using stopgap or impromptu measures rather than a long-term, legally sound safety framework

(Sposato, 2011; The Asia-Pacific Journal, 2011). Thus, the 20 millisieverts standard did not merely

function as a technical radiation-protection measure; it became a contested political discourse through

which state authority, scientific expertise, public trust and the unequal distribution of risk were negotiated.

Excerpt 3: Did you ever make any request or appeal to have it lowered?

(01:09:51-)
Bl = £8 BUEBRF committee member, Hisako Sakiyama
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37. TYH, TLEREIC, SHERENTVECAICLSFHZIAVL L2 EHITTY T

38. nEL, FIZEF I/ TAVBANDERE., ZORENEVNECAHTHEATLSF
39. b Z—FHEY T F)DLISED LWV LI LBBERIMONTLDATT N E
40. 1. BERELTREESWVWS KB LFHFEEHY FI D,

41. &% LUK FHRSALLOFRBEDRE. MHEROEBEHREZLELTNNCEWVS ZETER

42. ZEDEITOOTVEDIFTEN S,

[Kurokawa: ©Now, are you ready, Committee Sakiyama? OK, please go ahead.

Sakiyama: I’'m committee member Sakiyama. Thank you for being here. I’'d
like to ask you briefly about the issue of 20 millisieverts in
schools. When the Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports,
Science and Technology (MEXT) made an inquiry to the Nuclear
Safety Commission, I understand that the commission initially
answered one millisievert. However, in the announcement made by
the Ministry on April 19, the figure became 20 millisieverts.
When you heard this, as governor, what did you think about
children and students in the prefecture being exposed to 20
millisieverts?

Sato: So, there was the issue of 20 millisieverts, and this was about
the annual exposure dose for both adults and children, wasn’t
it?

Sakiyama: (Silence)

Sato: (Moves the hands to Sakiyama’s direction) Is it right?

Sakiyama: (Realizes it’s a question from Sato) Yes.

Sato: Soon after that, there was the tearful press conference by the
Cabinet advisor (Toshiso Kosako), and that caused considerable
confusion and anxiety within the prefecture. Under those
circumstances, at that time, let me see, the Senior Vice
Minister of Education came, and I also had various discussions
with several government officials about whether 20
millisieverts was really acceptable.

Sakiyama: Did you ever make any request or appeal to have it lowered?

Sato: When I said, “whether 20 millisieverts was acceptable,” that is
what I meant.

Sakiyama: I don’t gquite understand. Did you do so?

Yokoyama: I couldn’t quite hear.

Sakiyama: I cannot hear either. I am sorry.

Sato: You know that Cabinet advisor Kosako held that press conference
in that manner, don’t you?

Sakiyama: Yes. We know that Cabinet advisor Kosako resigned over that
issue. But as governor, did you make any appeal to the
government or to MEXT regarding the health of the prefecture’s
residents?

Sato: At that time, concerning what is called the living environment
of schools, since schools are, after all, places centered on
children, there was the issue of radiation levels in
schoolyards. At first, the national government said that three
microsieverts would be the threshold for decontamination costs
to be covered, and I thought that was completely unacceptable.
I believe that three microsieverts was based on the assumption
of 20 millisieverts. So, in any case, I called for one
millisievert, as close to that as possible, and sought national
government support, including financial support, for the
removal of topsoil from schoolyards.

Sakiyama: Did you negotiate this?

Sato: Yes.

Sakiyama: In fact, many mothers from Fukushima Prefecture went to MEXT,

and through that movement the Ministry eventually moved toward

-33-



aiming for one millisievert. But in reality, there are still
children who are currently in areas with high radiation levels.
For example, after the Chernobyl accident, policies were
adopted to send children living in areas with high radiation
levels to sanatoriums for a certain period of time. Does
Fukushima Prefecture have any plans for something like that?
Sato: In any case, we’re now working desperately on decontamination
in order to reduce the radiation environment around children.]

Sato’s responses in this exchange are notably indirect, particularly when Sakiyama asks whether he had
actively requested that the 20 millisievert/year standard be lowered. Rather than answering with a clear yes
or no, Sato first reformulates Sakiyama’s question as concerning the post-accident exposure standard for
children, a point that is already evident from her prior turn (lines 8-9). Given the context of her question,
Sakiyama does not immediately understand this as a question directed to her (line 10), and Sato clarifies it
through gesture (line 11). This seemingly unnecessary confirmation functions as a delay and allows Sato to
avoid immediately addressing the substance of Sakiyama’s question. He then reframes the issue in terms of
public confusion following Toshiso Kosako’s emotional press conference and resignation, before stating
that he had raised the acceptability of the 20 millisievert standard with government officials. Because
Sato’s response remains unclear, Sakiyama presses him more directly about whether he had requested a
lower standard, but Sato does not explicitly confirm that he did so (line 17). Instead, he treats his earlier
formulation about the acceptability of the standard as equivalent to such a request (line 18). The ambiguity
of this response prompts Sakiyama to ask again whether he had in fact made such an appeal (line 19). After
Yokoyama notes that Sato’s answer was difficult to hear (line 20), Sakiyama similarly states that she could
not hear him clearly (line 21). Even then, Sato shifts the focus back to Kosako’s press conference by asking
whether Sakiyama is aware of it (line 22). This is another obvious question, since Sakiyama, as a
committee member, can be assumed to know about Kosako’s resignation. Here again, the question does not
seek information so much as redirect the trajectory of the exchange away from Sato’s own actions. This
move again delays a direct answer, and Sakiyama responds aftirmatively before redirecting the question to
Sato’s own actions as governor (line 23).

Sato eventually discusses schoolyard decontamination and financial support for topsoil removal,
but this response remains lengthy and only indirectly related to Sakiyama’s question. Only when Sakiyama
narrows the question to whether he had negotiated the matter does he provide a direct affirmative answer
(lines 33-34). A similar pattern appears when Sakiyama asks whether Fukushima Prefecture had any plans
to send children in high-radiation areas to sanatoriums, as had been done after Chernobyl (lines 38-40).
This question calls for a direct policy answer, such as whether such a program existed, was being
considered or had been rejected. Sato, however, does not address the sanatorium proposal itself. Instead, he
redirects the discussion to decontamination, presenting the prefecture as working intensively to reduce
radiation levels in children’s surrounding environments (lines 41-42). His response thus substitutes a

general account of ongoing environmental measures for an answer to the specific question about temporary
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relocation or recuperative programs for children. Across the exchange, Sato avoids direct accountability by
shifting from Sakiyama’s yes/no questions to broader descriptions of concern, negotiation and
decontamination efforts. This indirectness is politically significant because it enables him to present the
prefecture as active and concerned while leaving unclear whether he directly challenged the 20

millisievert/year standard or considered stronger protective measures for children.

4. Discussion and conclusion

This paper has examined how political accountability is interactionally managed in Sato’s
testimony before the committee. The analysis shows that Sato’s responses are not merely long-winded,
digressive or unclear. Rather, they constitute a patterned form of equivocation, produced through extended
turns, reformulations and topic shifts that allow him to appear cooperative while avoiding direct
engagement with politically sensitive questions. Excerpts 1 and 2 show that Sato’s extended responses can
be analyzed as equivocation achieved through ostensibly responsive turns. In these exchanges, Sato
maintains the appearance of cooperation with the committee while delaying, reframing or avoiding direct
engagement with the core demand of the interaction: observing the allocated time and allowing sufficient
space for questioning. By extending his initial briefing, Sato effectively reduces the time available for
subsequent questions. This is politically consequential because a longer questioning period would require
him to address more sensitive issues raised by the committee. Shortening that period therefore becomes one
way of limiting his exposure to difficult lines of inquiry. This interpretation builds on work in discourse
analysis and political communication that treats evasiveness as a discursively organized phenomenon rather
than a mere failure of cooperation. As Clayman’s (2001) work on answers and evasions shows, Sato’s
reactions to Kurokawa’s reminders and interruptions demonstrate how a public figure may resist the agenda
of questioning while still producing turns that remain formally recognizable as answers.

Excerpt 3 further illustrates how political accountability is negotiated through indirectness,
reformulation and topic redirection. Sato’s responses display a pattern of evasive answering: he does not
openly refuse Sakiyama’s questions, but repeatedly shifts their trajectory. This is especially visible when
Sakiyama asks whether he had requested that the 20 millisievert/year standard be lowered. Rather than
providing a direct yes/no response, Sato first reformulates the already-established issue, asks for
confirmation and later redirects the discussion to Kosako’s resignation and broader public confusion. These
moves function as delay devices, enabling him to avoid immediately addressing his own actions as
governor. This pattern is consistent with sociolinguistic approaches to political discourse, which show that
public hearings and institutional questioning are organized around accountability, but that witnesses and
political figures may resist such accountability through indirect or non-type-conforming responses
(Clayman & Heritage, 2002; Heritage, 1984). In this exchange, Sakiyama’s repeated follow-up questions
work to restore the original agenda of the questioning, while Sato’s answers shift the focus from his own

responsibility to contextual factors, including government confusion, schoolyard decontamination and
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financial support. The interaction therefore demonstrates that evasion is not simply a matter of not
answering, but is accomplished through locally organized conversational practices.

The excerpts examined in this paper also resonate with recent work on public hearings, especially
studies that examine how committee members respond to witnesses’ answers in third position and pursue
accountability through follow-up turns (Okada, 2019; Okada, 2024, 2025). Sakiyama’s repeated
clarification requests show that Sato’s answers are treated as insufficient within the interaction itself. His
eventual affirmative answer emerges only after Sakiyama narrows the question to whether he had
negotiated the matter, suggesting that direct accountability becomes possible only when the question is
reformulated into a more constrained form. A similar evasive pattern appears in Sato’s response to
Sakiyama’s question about possible sanatorium programs for children in high-radiation areas. Instead of
addressing whether such a policy existed or was being considered, he redirects the answer to ongoing
decontamination efforts. This substitutes a general account of administrative action for a direct response to
the specific proposal concerning children’s temporary relocation. In political-discursive terms, Sato’s
answers allow him to present Fukushima Prefecture as active, concerned and responsive, while avoiding a
clear statement about whether stronger protective measures had been requested or planned.

Taken together, these findings show how political responsibility is managed through the
interactional organization of testimony. Sato’s equivocation is not produced through silence or overt
refusal, but through extended talk, indirect answering and the recontextualization of specific questions into
broader narratives of effort, concern and administrative response. The analysis thus contributes to studies of
political discourse and public hearings by showing how accountability can be simultaneously invoked by
questioners and deflected by witnesses within the sequential unfolding of institutional interaction. In the
context of post-Fukushima political discourse, such evasive practices are especially significant because

they shape how responsibility for risk, protection and public trust is articulated, distributed and obscured.
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2 Takata D7 /N Z K FaEIL, ERSZEERE T TA v 7 L—¥ =DM L& B RET 5
EWVD HDT, 2004 FEDOT TSI TOHRKLIE, M TEEOSEEEDNRE SN TV, £
7=, NHTSA (National Highway Traffic Safety Administration: >k [E|iE i 18 I A i@ 2 4 7)) 14 2014
£ 11 HIZ Takata |Z%f L T nationwide recall & 23k L7223, Takata |37 — & 53 =R 210 U R E
LI TH L2 L 2R LTS E LTINEER LTV, 2 DOAMEIT Takata 25 NHTSA O
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BED—¥ T 5, LT 1% NHTSA IZ X % regional field action EiELAMEIC Elii S 7T A gL D
WERZ W2 23 5 HS 23E7R L7242 “around four thousand pieces” % BEFERIICREE(LT 5 Z &
T, fe<BLDORGEMEEL TV D,

HFE2 [00:42:52-00:45:38] LT: Lee Terry / HS: Hiroshi Shimizu

13 LT: .hh >how many< (.3) <passengers,> (.3) side
14 and driver side (.) airbag inflators

15 have been (.) tested .hh (.) to this date

16 (.) so june fourteenth (.) to (.3) today.

17 (1.2) -

18 HS: .hhh (1.1) to my knowledge, (.) ah::: (.) up to tordaly,
19 (.3) ah:: we (.) tch complete the test

20 .hh ah::: (.9) .hh atround (.4) four thousand,
21 (.7) pieces.

22 (.7)

23 LT: tch .hhh (.3) now tha- >°come out®< the

24 four thousand (.5) ah::n (.4) tests, (.7)

25 .h >are they evenly< divided >between<

26 passenger and driver <side,>

27 (1.3)

28 HS: .h it’s ah:: uh::: (.3) >most of the< part
29 is the passenger si:de, (.) >and uh::< (.3)
30 uh::: i1 think for driver side (1.3)

31 uh tested °qu-° ah: quantities about hh (.4)
32 uh:: 1 believe °fo-° around >four hundred.<
33 (.6)

34 LT: .hh tch (.) <four hundred.>=

35 HS: =yeah. (.) four >hundr®ed.°<

36 (.3)

37 - LT: tch so:: um (.) >thirty six< hundred

38 - >of the< tests >were on the< passenger side.
39 (.3)

40 HS: yes.
41 LT: .hhh so >out of< the thirty six hundred uh:: on the

42 phassenger s:ide airbags (.) .hh uh: >how many<
43 <ruptures> have occurred.

44 (1.7)

45 HS: .hhh it’s a:: uh::hh .hh (1.1) i don’t ve (.5)
46 uh:: ac- accurate number but i believe (.)

47 around (.) uh:::: >a little bit< less than sixty.
48 (1.4)

49 LT: <less tthan sixty.> hh <ntkay,> (.3)

50 .hhhh (.3) uh::: (.) how about on the driver’s
51 si:de >of the< four hundred that was tested.

52 (.3)

53 HS: wuh:: (.) ztero >at this< moment.

54 (.)

55 LT: .hh <ze:ro.>

56 (.4)

57 LT: .hhh h. (1.1) .hh (.3) how many

58 uh:: uh: uh-uh (.7) TEhhSTs hh (.3)

59 <lare you doing hhh> (.5) u::m (.5)

60 tch (.) currently. hh (.) PER day.

FRAEGLZFRICEESNTZEDTH S, F7-. NHTSA 23 regional field action ~D & 1% K
DI DIFARITIE “mid-June 20147 & S TH Y, LT @ 16 1TH DIEGEE “june fourteenth™ (%, =
DOHMZHET DO EHE 2 H5H (U.S. House of Representatives, 2014),

-44-



61 (.8)
62 HS: hh (.7) hhh (.7) uh:: pa- ah::: (.)

63 currently, we are testing about (.) uh:::

64 hundred ah::: inflators >per day.<

65 (.7)

66 LT: tch .hhh (.) hundred what? >per day?<

67 (.5)

68 HS: hundred uh pieces per day (.3) tes[t-

69 LT: [°th° pieces,
70 er: are those all pahssenger, o:r

71 >again is it tr< ra- (.3) °.hhh° (.)

72 bo[th.

73 HS: [hh °uh a® tit’s uh::: sometimes only

74 >passener side.< (.) ah::

75 >sometimes, < o- ah: only >driver side,<

76 or mixed. (.3) it [depend and ah::

77 LT: [mm.

78 HS: which- what kind of inflator we collect

79 th- from the region.

80 (.8)

81 LT: very good .hh with th- uh (.8)

82 tch (1.3) °un® (.8) .hh (1.4)

83 with the::: (.7) your (.8) continued

84 the: stance on (.3) uh opposing ei na:tional (.)
85 recall, (.3) .hhh uh: rwhat about takata’s

86 test rersults leads you to believe

87 >that a national recall of all drivers side airbags is<
88 not (h) (.) needed or appropriate.

13-16 /T HIZFH W T LT %, Takata 2357 A4L7= NHTSA @ regional field action ZiF & RifE & L
TT A MEONREEM T 5, T 2 Tk, “passenger side and driver side” &\ 9 “THH Z©) - <
D EIEEE LR bt S, WIROBRAZMRE TRV E L THAZ T TS, HS X 18-211TH
T, “tomy knowledge” & H & DIEEE~D N FEMEZ 7RIEZ L->-D, “around four thousand pieces” &
BRI B TREIE S 223, LT 23RO 72 “HHA OWRIFIR SR, £ZTLTIE, “now
tha- come out the four thousand tests” (2324 {TH) & HS O/R L7224 I3~ Z & T, 20K
EEERIFIAR IO E L TROERMOFEE L THREFT 5 (Heritage & Watson, 1979), % ®
FETROTOWTZNRPNWETLRREINTWRNWZ EEIPR L, FFELDOZEREZIT S, LTIE “are
they evenly divided” & OMREEMI XD T, B)—7e Bl aGmiifE & L THOIAL RN HNFROBR
ZELRT D Z LT, HS 2 [T EERTEE. WiRE R (BEoREl) +252 &
PIROAT# & L CHEEUE S LD B TRV EZHZL T TV D,

ZOERICH LTS, HS T 13O 2717H) 28T, 72 FORERHFHMTH -
Tl EARAIEE L (28-301TH), 72O HWREER, “ibelieve” & W) REREIZRLARNDL,
RO THEERFE Y T400 BREZ] TH D EINET D G1-321TH), £ &%/ LT X 341TH
T  “four hundred” & W-< D L#EVIKL, HS /R LIZRE0 S 1400 &5 Bl 7 % 388
RIGICELY L CHEE L (Heritage & Watson, 1979), RDOFEZED &8 & U CHRMICEY b
%o LT [4,000] 7HEREFLIZ 14000 2722 LEIW 2 13600) &5 Hfiia “so thirty six
hundred of the tests were on the passenger side” & BJFEM DT X MMid LTiRRT 5 (37-381T
H)o ZAUTEIRHIHERRIC L DEIZETH D0, LRI RBUEZ NIRA~E 0T 2 LWV D i THRIE
b HFmtEz G T 0178 LTHEMRIND, £ 08HEIX, BEHO “so” IZX > THS O
ITIEEN OB E N - HEGm & LT, HS IC X 2R EEMTHE TR S, FhUTsiL
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THS 1T “yes” & HIREICEKRT D, FEEE LT, HS BEMNCHER LT T4000) &\ 9 Eefil
I, LT IC L 2 EREM 22858 b 28 U C (Bilmes, 2011),  [BY T 3600, GEEHE ] 400 &0
Wik & L CHAATS EICHESL S i, R BRHEERTREZR R Y & L TRk s s,

S DICEOEMEIT, ATEOERF & FEIC, Hi<BLROERE L THIET 5, 411THTH LT
I%.  “so out of the thirty six hundred” & HS 237&FE L7 8% B8 & LCHIH L b, BIFHmM
TT RNy T OWEESEER L, 7A MEROI LR ENEERTH, LTI THHS A
IEfEMEZRBIR L2 D T60 thAamfeE | LIGE LTNAF %, LT X 491T7H T “less than sixty” &
WPo Y EHEYIRL TZOHMEEIETE ZE7=%. “how about on the driver’s side of the four hundred
that was tested” & EEAFHH~ & WA HHLT 5, Z A0S K 0 SR & O3t pi s b 4, 53
ITHDHS @ “zero” EWHIREIZEK T, [BHFFFHH 3600 M 60 AN OMEL xb [EHSE
] 400 PR r ) &S FERFRMED BN LSO TR &L D,

BRI LTIZ 57-604TH T, 1 BHZ0OT A I E WO FI- R BEEZEAT D, 63-641T
HTHS2 11 H 100 &JSZ& L, LT 2 “hundred what? per day?” & OfEFE (66 TTH) Z#&T
COMEETEET D &, NHTSA OEFENH 726 HNOAEESYAD 12 HETEWH M E D
MAGDEIZLY, BHEHO 14000 4] &0 REDRREO ETHfrElbSiL, 207 A M
BORKANIRINDE LTS, Z LT, 69-7297H CLT IZNROBIRZERT 5,
“again” &\ DEEIX, LT 28 25-26 1T H TIT o 7o AP EL DR & Rl CEAEZ RV IRL TnWb 2 & %
IR L CH Y, HSIZx L CHROBARAHEMU LSS, ZhUZxh LT HS 17 A FRFZHR
HIE O [EICRPUAEFE L T D Z L ZFHT 528 (73-794TH), ZOEIZHS BEOSEEIC X
ST, EEOT A NBMERA « FHEAIZEE STV E DI Tl W2 L 2 ALTS E TR
k3252 LE7oTND,

—EH OB A U CHERE SR, RIS 8L ATHLRED T2 KD Y =2 —/1
(national recall) & D4 MO ERE L THWLND, ©F V., HS BEYIZ 4000 0
TANERE) & LT LB, LT 12X 2B R EL DO ER & HS (2 K 2 BRI 727K
BERT, HSPEETERVWEEE U THAITA EICHEYLIND, SBIZ, EHUIFZ 2o
HIRrOMasstEZ BT D720 D, B HFEDOUEFEHL (quasi-evidence) & L CTHERE L (Bilmes,

2011), HS IZEFMBOIEMEIZ L - T 222 ERETHI2EA 0 THE] L0 ) XARTIE
K ENDNHHZEIND, FHEOFEAIX, FEOMBIZEEELT, HERALERLE
g e L TEEZMVESTHAEITANER LS 2> TWN D,

4.3 HAMNBREICESIBEREL : XRZHEADODERK L BRDOHAHE

MEOHERTIE, FrEl « — (b - RE{LE WD = SOBEEZAEDLE D Z LT, EADE
ROVEAZE Db D% FfmmkT 5 FEE s L THERT 2 F: 02 Rd, ZoHMT, LMmiiEa
Brad Knott (KN) 73GEA Jeff Asher (AH) (Zxf L CTIT o I BB E S Cdh 5, AH IZFEATER 4
T. FBIoOMMH OEFHIZEILL DD, KEIZEIT D murder <2 violent crime MAITEFE K& < LT
WD EIRARTUz, ZAUSK L KN IE TEIREV ) &) FIROFEY - SR %2 iV VE
FIB KL AL T TN,

B3 [01:41:52-01:44:35] AH: Asher / KN: Knott
1 KN: mr asher, i want to start with you
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11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61

AH:

KN:

AH:

KN:

AH:

KN:

AH:

KN:
AH:

KN:
AH:
KN:

AH:
KN:

AH:

KN:

KN:

AH:
KN:

you talked about the decline in the homicide rates

over the last time period (.) what time period
specifically are you referring to.

(.6)

.hh uh:: in general, murder rose 30 percent
nationally in twenty twenty, (.) .h had stayed
generally at that level >between< twenty twenty
>to< twenty t-twenty two:: (.5)

fell about ten percent in twenty twenty three::
(.3) last year >the< fbi >had it at<

fourteen fifteen percent >and then<

so fa:r (.5) the best estimate is roughly

a twenty percent decline this year

(.8)

in terms of the homicides >that< you’re
referring to >what are the< overall numbers
per year on average.

.7)

uh:: (.7) twenty fourteen >is previously<

the lowest murder rate >ever recorded<

in the US was about fourtee:n (.3) hundred
five hundred, >in< twenty (.5) twenty

it hit >about< twenty two thousand.=

=and are you referring to convictions, charges,
(.2)

no this is just (.) from police reporting says
>that< nothing to do with the prosecution angle=
=the only reason why i’'m a:sking i:s

you’re aware that it- it’s is e:i

it is a homicide to sell a

lethal dose of drugs (.4) correct?

(.7)

so: (.3) in this case it’s the difference

between a homicide and a murder,

from the: [: ] the prosecution side=
[interesting]

=that can be homici:de

but from the::: (.5) way that the fbi is

>countin’ it< it would be ei::
[non mu- murder homi[cide

[sure bu- [eh: hom-
>non murder homicide< okaly >well<
[yes

a homicide (.3) result a criminal activity
results in the death of (.3) the victim. >correct,<
(.7)

uh:: (.3) >yes<=

=a::nd isn’t it true >that< since two thousand
>there have been< roughly a million <five> victims
who have lost their lives because of overdoses.
(1.1)

uh:: 1 (.) don’t have that number,
>but i< caln

[okay
(.6)

[uh:: so that- tha- ]

[( ) 1 don’t doubt that]

that’s not as <rosy> a:s crime is going away,
crime is de:creasing correct.=

=that’s a million five (.4) one point five
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62 million americans over the last twenty years

63 (1.2)

64 who were not captured in this batch of stats

65 (1.3)

66 it’s astounding. (.8) it’s astounding.

67 (.8)

68 KN: uh::: you’re also aware that there was a leader in the capitol

144THIZBWT KNI, AH BT L CER L FEAFREFROILT (decline in the homicide
rates)| *ORRE 72 HWIMAZR 9, AH X, 2020 412 30%_E5H- U728 AN 2020 420> 5 2022 4F
I b7 <L 2023 FEITHK 10%IK T L. & 51T 2025 1359 20% 080 LT b &) Hig % TE|
Bl EWVWIHIRETHITD (6-1417H), T Z=IF7- KNI 16-1847H T, “what are the overall
numbers per year on average” & [FWET, ZOEMIZ, AH 2SHWAEIHE EIE) 26~ &
[IZADORITCEBITSEDRE(LOER L7220 . AH (X 2024 17 H T, BERIEDOK 14,500 15
2020 4D 22,000 {4 &5 | FBI it & 2 BRI E 23817 5,

Z D%, KN TR SR OHIER 2R IL 2 vy 251TH), B8l ok St ch s 2
LA tfERd L7zt%, AH OFEEHEICHe T TRIBICHGFE 2B 5 (2917 H). KN X “the only reason
why I’'m asking is” & ORE & T, EATORIMETR & RO MBETRR & 2 imPRAIC e L, Gk
ZIEYML L7 BT, TEFEEOEWAZIGET 5 Z &1 homicide THh 5| O ZE FASIEAT
TR, KED “correct?” IZL > TAH O DOAREER T AL THAIL TS, Tk, 3K
N X AW AEAETAIRFED Thomicide] 75, AH ORILT A53:38 D murder] O FNIEEE L
TEAIND,

ZAUCX LT AH 1X 34 1T B CHHEEZR S 2 lET . FBI O TIXEMIC L D3 “non-murder
homicide” IZ3MHEND Z L ZFEL, HFORLIEDT TV —~DOPLERT, KN (T 42-43
1TH T AH OFEERIZHE DT, “non murder homicide” &9 FH AV KL TER L%,
4546 17TH T MEIATAORER L L THEENRCT L2 &) L O RERE FRECC THAR
L. “correct?” & ORI EEERZB L CTA8ITHIZBWT AH O&RZG| & HT, Z0—fi%
fEOBIEIZ L Y . AHIZ—fREFH L L T homicide IZFRERNCAE T D SLBIC @, JLFED
homicide & W9 BT 3V =M MHAATE LOREEE L THN. S D,

RSN T 2V — %28 L LT, KN I£49-5147H T 12000 LI A —/3— K — XTI
L L72gEF 134 150 7 A (a million five victims) | &\ 9 B2 #2735, KN T4 22,000 {4
EWVIIBIEIZH LT, 20 LA EOREFTH D 150 T A E WO Efi & *tET 5, Z 2 TIEERLRO
IRFETRIEE (Schegloff, 2000) A H#{E3 25 Z & T, H7px 2 RFMEhOFE 2 3 thrlaE72 & D & LTI
L. AH O/ L7 EE 2 MRS/ S WS O & L TLER T 5, 2 OEEIE, Bilmes (2011) O
FEAL & FEPEE A L THEY . AH OR LSRN X BTV D EE OB 2 /iR b+ 5%
e L THRELTWD, £L T, AH2 581TH TZ D% “idon’t doubt that” &if~% Z &

3 ZZT? decline 1%, APNELLRTD Asher DFES Z4E L T 5, BhEBHLG 54 /3O 'FEET,
“I’m here today to discuss the data which shows a sharp decline in murder and violent crime in America
over the last few years.” &R ~7z BT, JLIRBAD 2~ T8 A4~ 97 28, FES TIE. lover the last few
years] [2023-2024] Tthrough July 2025] 72 EHEEDRFE A 7 — L3 FH S 4v, eI —f{b
SN TERR STV S (U.S. House of Representatives, 2025), Knott OB [FIZZ OIS
LTWaboLllbhd,
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T, KN OfmR LI BUEICH R 2 BGaoMThn R WE £, FHEAT#R Eoxtbih s LTRSS
o

ZOXDITKNIF, FPERIC K D2BIEDORTOBAT, —ILIZ LD 07 TV =Dk, REAL
2 X DI e BUBE OB E & W BfEA BEREICFEAE D Z & T, AH O/ L7z THESRIEED
LTW5] L DOERPRERLRHEIFFAIIAKIL L 72D TH D Z & &2HisibT 5, 591TH
“C KN 23757 “that’s not as rosy as crime is going away” &9 FEliiL, T E TOFER[LOEEH
Zil U CHEN. SN Z R E LTWd, 2FE D AH O/R L2 BIEAE X BT 5 150 7
NEWHFEZEDOBIEZXES 5 Z LT, AH ORPEEHABBITH D Z L 2R LTV D, &5
\Z KN 2% “astounding” & OFMIZ KT Z & T, Z OMFHADOIRFIIMEAIRMEICE & F
57, EELFHN A b L LTURIND,

5. HHYIC

ARIZ, KEEHHES ORI BIT 2B LAEADERT — % 23812, BENFEADORTR
L7eBERIRBL A BERT 2 2 &L B2kt T 2 Z AR Lz, 22 TRAIR, fFEAD
TR« MR LT B2 &R E U CTREF L7 9 2T, FrEft - — Bk - RE{fBEE WD FEick o
TEMROPSHAEE 2D, ZOBENMEEZE LU T, FEANTH DR « 2GR L7 EUEIC X - TR
WE SN D SEGHITE DI, fEE S AV BT VEREML (quasi-evidence; Bilmes, 2011) & UL CHAAT
% LORMHE L 720 | Faa O HIAPEE RIS,

HIEERIFE AT 2 281 2 FHERILOMF RN N E CTEICFHRICN T TV — 2R & LTE
T2, @ LT, GEANGRIR SN D —AEER - ZEH & A s bl HfE Lvw)
BRHHEEOXNRERY | BEOHEBLICE W TERRICHEET 2 2 L 2/RL TS, 5%
FEBHIT, ZOX D MEAEDOERIIH L TREAUBWNITHEIL, HLWVIEZTANDNEND
JRERBEZ RS D Z LT, BREISEDOMME X AT LN TESEA D,
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XIRE A 7 =) — (LD EEZ AW -3k & JED TR

st AL

1. [FC®IC

HFESLCHEOSFEICBNT, FFED MY ZIZEH L THLOHBENI A+ ThHd LR T5H 2
SIBEEICEZ Y, HERMZIL T, Ko TREOFERICEH L TOFEMLEZ TR LRV 135
HHERLOMEBRICENR D, LoT, Aoz R L, TS < AT AMETE
INKONT T2 OO EATAN TR Zld, a0 T 7 AN E-WEFEERLD ES 2D,

7220y L [05720) | “Tdon’tknow” 72 EDARF43 72 MO ERIZZ O AW ST
R TR DITAZIR L, G LENEBRICHFRO XK MZ T O, b LT B <R
e CMOBER AR T 200E, FELTFEZITFOMAITAZ LB L TREOT 6T
(Beach & Metzger, 1997), Z D X 9 721741356 L FEAH L OFE#HE T HEET 5174 TH D
Beach * Metzger (1997) (2& 5 &, HEREECTRONDIGE & L TORF2 72 mMiEko FikiC
FEEE DR ER W B PR T 2 B %\Ha-ﬁﬁa%ﬁ%¢¢%x&/z%ﬁé%%\it
PR ERITK L CIEMRA 72 B 5- A2 /- 3770 E OBRE D S ST b, & 51T Drew (1992) 1338k
HOFEAZENZB WO THWLS “Idon’tknow” (2 OWTC, BEMREM A HET D 2 & &lET
HFBEELELTOEEEZRLTND, DF D RE07Rmako FiRiT 2 B R3S EZER IR O A
ERTHIZHIDLLT, KRICHOONDHAEITARNERTHD EE 25,

BOSEEMmEICE o Th, 2O XD RiEEE THEET 21741364 2 3UkRE £/ T L
SNDEFEOERZEA9, Lo, F_SiladmE 0K +A&ﬁ%@£%%awtmﬁmTﬁﬁﬁ
DATAOEHIZE LT, TOHEEE T RO X 5 ICREEOMEEEL D L CRrd 26id 7240
2, ET2 FA#%&VJ\ﬂ@ﬁWmW’&E@%w%:éﬁﬁﬁi@&@%ﬂﬁ LoT
FIHFTREZR S S EIH CTH L DITK L, B E B IL S DICHME R R MAE DY OIT
FuEHT 25 EE S IE T, MR EkRE L ERT D LEN B D (e.g., Bardovi-Harlig,
2012),

R T HEEL WS HEITAIL, EO XS RMAETANEELZ > TEHINDZ & T,
ED XD RBEREE 72T DD, AHFIE TITRH K ATES OFFEBIR I @O AR T, GEA DGR T
FHEEDT-DIZH WD BAT R FZREOFEMRAM A L | 2N ED L D ITREDOHRE L R72 LT
WAEMNEA LN 5, BRI T HFEIESE LT “Tdon’tknow” TiEe< . HEORF 2=y b %
NI ATEZ RGO T 5, AR TIEINZ S &2, EROFEF AT 28 SREREO
—%Kﬁﬁﬁékw\%ﬁ%?ﬁ%mw%%%@%ﬁﬁ&%%mﬁégk%ﬁ%k?éo

2. hFIIV—OERICE I BBORT

W LFEREHE FTHEET 2 SV, ZhABRMMOSEE L > TR SN2 URRH 5, Z0
I, FELTENEHENT AV TR TH I EICKY | BEORBERIC OV T O MR A £
LEPEIRFEND LA THD, X THE) Lo T ) —I3RFEORHIZOWT 4
%J&waﬁ%ﬁu~’ﬁﬁék%iw%mﬁMXT FABRNEHffEND, ZDOX DI,
FEED AT 2V —ITIEZFUTHES < FREEIRR, € 2 BIRET 2 WBOMER], HEDRH D
mma&@MJ%ﬁ%wmaagmUo&ﬁma HRIETIE, DX RlflReRBRENE
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OB EZHEOAT 2V —IERIZE T 2 02 BEBICFHET 5 2 & T, Mk ELER S, [E T2
72 EOITANIAREEIC 72D £ S 25 (Heritage, 2012),

DX, AxDOAT Y —ERSLEEICL - T, EOLIRITADERNPELLEIND
MEHOZT D00 FiEE LT, BT 2V —{b#HT (Sacks, 1972) 35, Z O FIEIT.
AR OFFRCEH . MR, BIEICE EE 0T FrEDOH T TV —FEE L ZNPFEODIT 178D
ARETRTREMEZ 08T L. Ax 23 H 2 W DIT & O L BZICRE D 5 Tt #0000 T 5, A
AT AV AW TIE, BT TV =2 FOEDLNEENRBESRE LTS, MHAITEDT
TEIIICE TIED b, 2T 52 5FORMMRHAATAEEK L LRk 5, Lo T, b
M EATA CBEAIRE R 0 7 2 Y —FEKR E ZIC X 2TAOEIL, iR sndZ & T
ZOFENP RTINS Z LITENR S,

ARFFECTIIR BN T IV — (bW 2, TERDEEEDIHTRORFZENER L L TE 72558 DR
RICBD D TR E WD, AEEOSEFHETHLIKER LFEAN, EOL SR 7T —
ZEMTHZLET, B LATHFORMBER L BEZ EO LI ITHTT 202 5027
be ZORERE L THEHINDIERA T HEEEZ, FFEOKFZMS 2D 2 — L LRtk
LEH4 25 Z & T, AT ER LSRR A~T e —F3 5%,

3. T4

ARHFZE TV DAL, 2010 42K« oA DT FIMFhD A 63 2B TRA LI FH O
CIEFE - TRIRICPE T A I OBHME R A KD . 2010 45 7 H 22 BIKE EFRo[E 22 a5 - B
IHEBNZE S/ INEERBREL- DO TH D,

FHIET VT 4y 2 - N U7 ARASH (AN BP) O#EET D 15— U —X
— AR TA R EMEHEN D IRHIEESRHIEER IO RAEEM L2 SRR L, 20 87
AFICO7 DVIBEOH T A2 LA L, BRICEVIEEE N AT, 1740845 L
=BT, BIF 490 HNLILOFIMHIC X » CHFEERBICHE R E2 726 LT,

Z OEHIGHENC 1T EEREE O BP AL (RHIMEL 65%) Oftuic, K7 &L att (REIHEL 25%)
L HARD ZHMPER L O=HAHER O 24T 5 MOEX Offshore £ (L F MOEX., #iHIHE
75 10%) NERIHEHR & LTEE LTz, BN TSR SRS X D1C, BUIER T BP tE3H
W, FERIHESE O 2 #HITIERER L U EERE 22T E- TV,

PRENTIZFEAMDZ H L LT, BP 3% LI EME LS OB HE THDL I R A « 77
A N—TRH#EL L TFELADOT 2 — LA« Ny b CEO, MOEX #0O A HEE - E 2
AEE LTV, AHRITERE LB L CHAB CEREZITo 72, NSO T, KE
B D JFE MR EEEICE L 2B M EERICT F 2L a4t & MOEX 48036 U TH 53, W& L BP
INZHNETERFOZ L E2PR Lo, K#ERICN 7 oM OEERIEEORIN G 2 S, Tk
ke B—3— bR R L ERISG A V5,

UTICBEHEORRRTLEE LD D,
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£ 1 B2EHEDORAL L AR

il K4 R¥EmRE
BRI & ==K CP
7 &)Lt CEO Vrz—DbRA Ty K HK
MOEX ft & AFEER K IN

4. SR

N—NR—HBEOERDOIEETIE, FT 77 A4 =T RICKH LT [EE~DORERMEFKE &
RGN L Ny RRICH LT [7 20 atkh BP ICE KBNS - 7= & £k LRI
R EER LT, BEICK LTy FRIE, #RICLD2FHHEDRE LTI v I A=
VB EA N — Xy ZEBEMND BP LD CEO h=— « g U— R~ L ERM (2010) T
ShINTENE BPAERHFOLHZEE, GUHHRFHINERH -T2, 72 E) BDEORIUTH S
EFRLE,

PR 1 OF =TI, BP O % EERICIX T T4V 2t & MOEX #E23Mdz LTz
TRV ATy RREAHEKICH D TWD, £, ZHUudIng vy FROEIZE~OMEERE &
L CHEREL T 5,

HR RAREZEAETHHTI)—DEE

1 CP: a: a question again >if i could< for you and also for

2 mister ishii please? (0.6) hhmm (.) i understand >let me
3 just ask you.< .hhhh ah: the th- th- the jtoint operating
4 agreement between your companies and (0.5)

5 bee pee ((BP)) spells out (.) the >i believe< certain

6 data, certain information about the well’s operation

7 that (0.6) anadarko and moex >were to be< given. (0.2)

8 uhm (0.2) access to on a (.) regular basis. >in fact<

9 some information was deliver- >provided< i'm TOLD, .hh
10 on a realtime basis. (1.0) ah in addition this

11 information that your company's received or >should

12 have< received, .hhh you also <had to> approve i believe,
13 certain >expenditures< (0.4) for work (0.2) on the well.

14 =(0.7) it’d seem yif BP >had been< doing something wrong,

o

15 =you would have known about it. (.) °and® (0.3) i was

16 just asking, am i correct in (0.2) that assumption.
17 (1.8)

== BT 1-31THT “you” & LT Ty FRE, AHKEZEL VERZBRWBT 5, 317
H LARRIZ Xt & BP #hoo 3L [AEE 5 E (“the jToint operating agreement”) (25 M L., ifi& 25 EH
AIIZ (“on a () regular basis”) HLHOEZERIUZ SOV TOEHRE T HL-> TV = Z & &4 L TV
% (6-81TH), ZORETOWMEOZITHY MEIL EHRY) LHFEIND Z LT, FEMREHR
DEAFZOWTEY; (BP) & OTEREN DN LT REBINTWDH2S, 9-10fTHTIX TV 72 A
AT (“onarealtime basis.”) & EHEEINTEY, —EDFEH (“some information”) ~D 7T 7 &
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AT E LVIRVBEE TR Th - I Tn5d, ZNETOFES T, ~Nry MREA
HEIEBP % TEHEZHAS ) 73V —& LTHE L, KRHEE 2% [EERH ) BT
TY —FBIE T, LT, A= RN EREZ TR AHEL EAEEL-Z &
T AHFRASOFEERT 72 AN B 5 BP th & EFEIHEE 2 th 2D TRV A7 2 ) — 2R B S
TTWD, 72, RATHOIE 2 DRI T 2 2 KRBT 2352 H - 72 2 & 2454

L., 1EEZEY] 73V —bEIoiEDTND,

ZOEShT A L EMOES ICAET 5 2 & T, 14-15THOEMPAREL 72 D,
H—_—=FHEIX EHEIE LT L3ttt MOEX HEDEMA~DOT 7 v 2w mifEE L, IH
L BP #2360 L2 T8 A L CW e BIX, KT 72724 9 | (“Lif BP >had been< doing something
wrong, you would have known about it.”) & f&fidd %, ZAUL 2 fLOEM~DOFBHAELELZHART 5 &
EHIT, FMAERRIIGSZ EOTELAREEZE R T OMENER CTH D EMLESIT LD,

ZOEMOER, N7y NRBBEIEZIT I,

2 BREBEAOBRBRBMX T—2 X &I EENEE

18 HK: would you like me to answer [sir?

19CP: [please.

20 (0.3)

21 HK: um (.) the: uhm the standard industry practices that

22 you do get a <budget> (.) description of <ay model,>

23 >or< tremplate <well design>. (0.6) uhm >that is then<

24 (.) altered (0.2) >depending on< what- (.) the drilling
25 (0.4) uhm (0.5) results are. .hhh you also get realtime
26 data on the geological prognosis. (0.2) so that (.) >once

27 you have tee dee ((TD, target depth)) a well, which< occurred,
28 uhm on the ninth of april. (0.3) in this case. (0.6)

29 yo:u, then have logging runs. which (.) occurred (.) i think
30 (.) up to the middle of april or around the thirteenth.
31 (0.4) at that point, the realtime data is not- (0.8)

32 >uhm< we don't >go to the< realtime data=>because< the

33 geological prognosis is done, (0.2) >and it< should be

34 a fairly routine process at that point then >to finish<
35 the well. (0.6) what you thten get, up unti:1 (.) uhm
36 (0.3) they no longer >give you< reports as a daily

37 drilling report, >which is< GENErally VERY (0.4)

38 <broad,> (.) very high level, (0.3) about <actual

39 events,> >as opposed to< the procedures used or

40 <designs> that were used. (0.6) uhm (0.5) the last one
41 >of those we received was< on the morning of the

42 twentieth for the activities on the nineteenth.

QLTEH T » FRIE TERToO@E OFEX| (“the standard industry practices™) (2D TDFR
B ZBRLGd 5, Z 2 CiX “the standard practices” CTlE72 < “industry” 2NEMIN 5D Z & T, B
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Z [ERA~HEETHHE] & LTTEMT 20k L, h—"—@EB % THE L TRV FETE]
EAT AL TWD, ZHUTLY ., H——FBOEMOESEZ TIT 5L L HIZH LD
BOEYEZ BT 178 217> TWD, 21TE» DT v FERIZBP A2 bl 252 1 Hito TV
2 EFRDL OO, ZFONFITTHE (“a<budget> description”) ARG (“ttemplate <well
design>.";231T7H) THV ., FLT 7 BRAARERY TAHX A LT — X ITHIEHF#R (“the geological
prognosis.”; 26 {TH) OHAThH-T=LHIE LTS, Lo T, I—R_—FEBRT ¥ attl
MOEX fHIZH T O#EEZE (“the well’s operation”; 6 {TH) IZDOWTERIMA T — X A& @< FFo & o
DI Ly Ty S ROEEITET EE O ZHE L, £ ORENLRFEMNTT 402tk
ERREAT —Z ZAD@VMFE L L TALER T TV D,

IHIT Yy NRITERY lFENRbo) L UTHIE LT 5, 2, HIERE £ CTOHR
Hl (“tee dee”; 27 1TH) &g (“logging runs™; 29 1T H) DZIZIT/NV—T ¢ — Byt EIF o T
(“a fairly routine process at that point then to finish the well”; 34-351TH) OAH13% L LB LTS
ZENPDLHOLNTHY . ZOBEMLURRILY 7V H A LT —F~T 7 EALR (“we don't >go
to the< realtime data”; 32 1TH) Z & WNFBHAIRERIT A L > T\ D, S HIZ, BP N HZITHD
WA IR EN 2 HEKFEORE (“VERY (0.4) <broad,> (.) very high level,”; 38 TH) 721 CThH V., F
BeoH P OREEE (“the procedures used or <designs>"; 39-40 17 H) IZBD A HHRIX Z ORI TZUF
WA MEOHRHPNTH D EALEMT TS, LoT, ~Nry FRITH O EEEFHOHHANICE
WCEWRRIA T —H A O L 2R LN G, I —/X—#EB O#5. (“|if BP >had been<
doing something wrong, you would have known about it.”; 14-1517H) % [@EFEIOFEG ) & xRy
AT I~ LTWDZ EMNGMmDH, ZHUTky, TEESOFES) T7 &0 b3 Zif#kn
AT — A A5 Fm L REFTARBLEEE THEEL, BENISEEZEKT D Z EBFHEIZ /2> T
W5,

COEEOEHREBEL T, Ny NRIZT FE LV akE TEE 2R (CREE L O CEE
RO LML, RS TEESOFS] LKRHIT 52 ENTE DBMAT —F AD@EVIFIE L
L TLERHT TV D, IROPBHE3 TEZ DA 7 2V —{b%#E < MOEX DA F K DI & bk
T 5,

B3 HEREEBHRE~NOEBERBRT—2 X EICFENEE
43CP: °alright® (0.2) mister ishii?

44 (0.7)

45 IN: ( (®¥Avy)) (0.2) mister chairman .hhh

46  H:FKAIFr—t—((BP))2b:, Z::(0.5) TAV—LEK—=}F ()%
47  HI—HEN ()T AZELTHEVET. .hhh Z:ZN2H:ZDIENITH,
48 B HiTR HEHE () —HOoT—%%, YT AXA LT, ()
49  Z: >TI7RATEDZHEFM.< #B: 520N THEVELE. (L)

50 .hhh Z:(0.3) CRAEDD-F:(.) DRV av & LTHLEY
51 720woliE, (0.2)z2: BAFIHBAA (0.3) >FEALIc<(.) x:

52 @RENSZV—HN >FAFT VT —vave LI bold (L)

53 RO LARBL Lo EEBEEZRLZTL. (H)WIHIFYYa v T
54 TXWEF. .hhh 7277 (0.2) FA23(0.5) ZoHFICSHE

55  L7z:KmicldBEic (0.5) MR I T £ L7z, (0.6)
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56 ThRLBECZ BUFD (0.2)F: (.) Z- AR Z T -8 H0ZHHE

57 %owtmmsXH%M#ﬁ%éhmxmtbwf_émiLf

58 (0.5)FkA & LFEFLTIX(0.4)%2:(0.5) E—E =2, AL —X—
59 L LT(0.2)Z:Lonh & (B HETDE ()VBIATHRICHEINT,
60 Fx1x(0.3)ZM L7 (0.5) b;‘ggémi?. 0.7)fEVWE LT
61  (0.4)FT(0.3)F’kA L LTH (0.3)THIT(0.4)Z::(0.6) KREZR
62 WEZEbNE (H)WECEDNEZ (0.4) 2 ANV TI—A DA
63 EFRIL () 2 %lﬁkﬂummf’“é“wi LTC(0.5 FF 3%+
64 _®$ﬁﬁt%t@# oamoﬁ%boﬁbkmwfﬁtm
65 LLE(0.6)ZD%ED (.)F: (L) akamiE () MRS 9 &L (

66 V) DB, ?ﬁz/'z@d‘//a/ ) TZ ébxi?‘

FHRORIZ T2 LR, BP AL O HRFEICOWTOMENLHIEIND, —HE
NOTA YV —UAR—hK 464717H) [Tz, THENNR HEEM () —HoTr—%%, V7V
A LT, @81TH) FIET AMERMBFH G SN TWEZ 2R LTS, 2 TAHKIE
MOEX #:23H10 2 72 if#id THAREY) TH Y TEEM) Th o 2206, ok iz I—
W THDHERMG L, MOEX fEMila &2 £ CTHY X720 ZEEICHE LTS, K< 51
ITEND, AHRIZIMOEX tt ( [Fex | ) WENEEOEME (V=W >F 7V F—a v
<J\ﬂﬁﬂ)%%t#;&%mbfmé LU S44THD G, E#&iBPﬁ%%E#W ﬁ
LT [EE2AY ] A7) —fESE, MOEX O EEZ FHEELTWS, £,

L BP O E L= 4EEIFHE CTH D 2 & (56-571TH). BUNNZOERRE Li=Z & (%ﬁax

BP D AN —%— | LLTOIT IV —ICERTHIELETHREE LD, I HIZTIUTHEK
ToHA7AY—L LT HRHIGFEIZEAEET) . [/ A —%—] Th2D MOEX LD
ZINONT 28, MOEX ALIZIIX AN TEENT] A7 TV —NRESE i, — 33—
HEEOEMMPEERT 273 b2 EET DHICE ST D,

61 THLIE, AHKIZZ 0 THENTHW A7 TV —2h &3, HROFIKEMRATS =
EEFZTND (63-651TH), Z Z CTiXBP #OFHHA~OBEEEAS VR E I TWS T
W, BP N ZOJRK A MY FAET 2174 % ELLEE TS, BEEGVMESHEIND
MOEX #HIZ ZAUT L > T TH B DITAIZ L > THEHBICE G Li2biJ Tiddewn) s gER L
W7 TV —IIfET 22 L2720 FRHCHEERRIZEET 2GR A 7 — & A O#RR A FHE A]
BER{TA Lo T D,

oib\ﬂﬁy%&%ﬁﬁ&ﬁ%mmﬁﬁémﬁXT B ANHASWTHIME [BEOH
AT IY—=~EYTED, DB L BT EKoTe T T b2 HELTNDHEFR
Do NT v NERBHFE2 TT R E 2t E FL%%@;J BT 2 MWV A T — X A B FFOTRLE
ELTESIT-oix L, AHERIE TFHEEME) & TR 126 LT MOEX #:{EW iR
AT —H A xR LT,

LHEROPFE 3 ORZITERE EB L THEETER SN, FAEOHT IV — L {KGR#A T — X
APPEREN TN (7196 1TH), HFE4 130 — =B DOFHE = OINE LIEHENERTH D,

it 4 HTT—DBEEELGEDBR
97 (1.5)
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98 CP:
99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135 HK:
136 CP:

°all right.° .hhh mister- mister ishii (.) uhm in a- (.)

america >we like to play< baseball. (0.4) as it turns
out in yrour country, (0.4) uhm >your people like to
play< baseball, uhm too. .hhh some of your best (.) pa-
players actually end up playing here in this country=as-
as—- as you know. (0.4) we have a term in the: in the
baseball, .hh uhm (.) that we use, (0.3) outside of
baseball.=>it's called< a: pitch >that is< well
telegraphed. (0.6)°land® the idea >we have-< behind the
concept (is) a pitch well telegraphed is you (0.2) kinda
know what to (0.2) pitch >fastball, curveball,< (0.2)
>split figure< (0.6) change-up,=>>you know what the
pitchers are going to pitch.<< (0.7) because (here)

(0.4) it’s telegraphed that. (.) in- (0.2) in the past.
(0.2) .hh uhm (0.4) i want to kind of d-drill down that
if 1 can, (1.0) on the communications between the bee
pee, (0.5) a:nd uhm with uhm anadarko: and- (0.6) and
with moex. (0.4) in the days leading up to uh to april
twentieth. (0.6) °and uhm::° were you uhm taken uhm (0.6)
by surprise? (0.5) o:n >april twentieth< when the- uh
the >accident occurred?< (0.8) uh::m w-was this a pitch
well telegraphed? (0.3) had you been receiving updates
from (0.2) the primary operator of the: uhm the well, .hh
that there were problems. (0.9) we’ve received uhm (.)
as you may know, (0.5) uhm >communications between<
(0.3) hm bee pee (0.4) and i believe in this case a-
anadarko. that uh:m, (0.3) indicate the: (0.4) (I'm
quoting one) on the: april ninth that we're .hhh >we’re<
aggressively fighting losses as the: drilling has- .hh
has gone forward >and another i’ll try to< post well-
spaced shortly. (.) we're trouble shooting some em dee
tee ((MDT)) (.) issues this morning.=having a difficult
time .hhh having a difficult time getting good seal
around the well (bore) wall. (0.7) <a:nd that it looks
like uhm> (0.5) uhm el cee em ((LCM)). >what is el cee
em.< >you know< what is el cee em.

(0.5)

senator lost circulation of material.

>maybe the culprit.<

—ENTy MR EAHROEIEITR/NROMEZ R LTd & (“all right.>”; 98 /TH), I —/3—
EEITAHK A TS LU (“mister- mister ishii”; 98 1T H) B A EHNRD, £ L TKREE HAN L HIZ
BERKAFE TH D &9 il H 207~ (98-101 17 H). 103 1TH 22513 “pitch well telegraphed” &

(AR )

DEA] CRDER, #2 0 TIKITE Z 217403500 TWDIREE) OBAICE L, 1 —/3—
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MRIZ I Z BPthe 7S ath - MOEX AL D= S o= —ta IC@ES A, 14 120
HIZHEM O & 72 & S ARY T 2D )~ (“were you uhm taken uhm (0.6) by surprise? (0.5) o:n
>april twentieth< when the- uh the >accident occurred?”; 116-118 1T H) &9 T\ 5, #ilF THEHA]
W2 EDX THEORBAEITHZ TWTZDOTIERU ) (“w-was this a pitch well telegraphed?”; 118
11917H) tEMZER, [6 LFEREFEDLOHENBEL TNWD EFEROT v 77— N a7
TW=DTHHT] (“had you been receiving updates from (0.2) the primary operator of the: uhm the
well that there were problems.”) &3BIIL T3,

ZOEMEEMITL LI, W= —FEBITFRICHMREER L L, BPtLE T AL aftDRe
DELY Fik A T B> 72 2 & &2 7RT (“we’ve received... >communications between< bee pee...and...
anadarko.”; 121-124 17 H), %7 T4 H 9 HOGEREZSIHT D LR LN S (124-12517H)., 4
H 9 HO REEIOXNSIZER ] (“>we’re< aggressively fighting losses™; 125-126 1T H) L T
0. THEEDOHE MDT) ([ZRENH TV ] (“we’re trouble shooting some em dee tee
issues”; 128-12917H) Z & & THUHREEPH T+ 7o E ILRAEDMENL 72V | (“having a difficult time
getting good seal around the well(bore) wall.”; 130-131 17 H) BRI TWD Z & ZFEH L TV
Do DEY . PFE1 O 141517 LB 4 O 118-119 17 B ICELE S - B O'EMIZ, FioHst
FLLTERIHHENTZ DO TIE R, —EDORHIAZ A ERLRNPHM O TWeZ &%
WRANRT & & BT, P 1 OERA~OWEDRIEZ RN+ Th D EALESIT, P 1 &Rk
2, FBRELRRIIHT 0O BEHEELZINON L, BENISEZBRTLEMTH D,

TIL, ZOEMOREX & L TCEAINT “pitch well telegraphed” &9 EgFEHL &, £ i
AETICHOW BN BRI & LW HITILED X9 2178 % 72 LT D00, HIZ T
TR TETZDOTIERWD EBEFELNTETHAYEMPZO LY IcERfbashsZ T, &
D& D BRI BEATARIBERE L KT L TV D D,

EFP. ZOHKITI8ITH THIRICHIT LTS, AHKOEF:3 TOEREMFEIZIX

MOEX 1] & T#EETHLT7 AV WER] 2D T TV =2 TED, FHHOFRRI
T HEEREA T — X AEFBAFRREIC L CW e, ZOh T 3V —iEE I — /N —i% B O LR AT RTE
ZWZBWTHAH S, RER] (‘we”,9917H) & THARER] (“your people”; 100 T H) %7l
PR TEPERAFE ) WO BT Y —I0R)E S8, MOEX #HRF L L TOAHK L KRERDF A
TAY—EBIRDNIND, L, A——RIFHREHRL B LT, AHKE “pitch” (IRD
Bx, ) BRARNTRHROAT =X AOEVMFEE L TH->TWE, ZOh T IY —{bd
BAEFEIC L T, == BITA KD MOEX #HIC)f B S Hic TS OFRRERE M LRV B
TAV—=ZHEL, HoTWIETORFE] & LTESITSZ & T, B~ RMEZEB
LLTWHEERD,

Z OHHFETIE 133136 17 H THREIVEK DS HIE ~ DR Z B < 7o D DR EFCdh D LCM (“lost
circulation of material”; 135) [Z DWW T H —S—F BNV, ~T > NROBIEEZIT T [(ZDY)
RS LRy LT, Zo%kh—S—#FBIE, FHITED ETITBP & 2 D
WZEDL DRV BTN EERT D, ~Ty MRIZESOREIZZ OFHFIZR - 75
TIE W2 & AHKITBP 426 FH O | WRANZIEAIOR Y Lo 2 /LT 24 %I 7- 2
& EIRA, EOPREIC MOEX LI G D30I 2 Ll 7o, ZoBEENERENT%, P
—/N—REOFF LRI T L,
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5. BHVYIC

KA CTED WMo T thiFr 2 & 3 OGEMEIZIX, Biedh 73U —HEEE AV CGRIERM T

BEIEZ{TH) Z E TRV N> T e, N7y MR NEFES ) ~0i#e EHEIEL CTRRT 5
—HTHNTHHT T —L LT HAFEHNOFER] ZHRL, ZORHATOT F 4L att0iRik
AT —H AL EEOFSZERL W, 2F0, N7y NRICKDEHEOAT —H 2 L EIT
DFF X DOFRITHRMICE R SN DD TIERL, KT H2 T 2V —IZ OV TOREDOIHIZ L
STIRDMNEND LD THHT=, * L TAHHRICLDIEENEEIT, AL —%—ThH2s BP {h
Z (BT 2AY )] BT 3)—IZRESE, MOEX thicid/ v AL —4—L LT [EET
W T T —BRRAICY TXD BTV,
7 3V —HRREIR AT 5 LWV A TIEEFITEL LR 2 HTnbs EEx 5, »
o NS TRE S ~OFERBROAT — 2 A L ELERR LT—F, AHKIT MOEX 4t &
wEE L L TCoXEREZRIT IV —bLL, FEA~DIEB#HA Y VAL BTOHIEFELT,
Lol $F 4 TEA—"—FBII VT IV —OFALEELZ LB L TAHFROEGERA X v A L&
EOFHIEZEELTND,

B SREHE I R T HEEICED D FRX & LT, LFTONRY —U Nl TX 5,
BEDHT AV — DB AT — 2 2 L BEOESICOVWTERBRT 5 2 & T, 5 LTRII DY
TIAY—L LTHLERRL, XTI E ETOHSIEEETHZIENTXS, LML,
FELTFOMRHII DRI T TV —RIZ Lo T, KGR A Z U A L B0 S IFEE S5 5,

ZITORENTE LT, Wb D Hli iR T OAEIEO T & (X RMICEER S 2 b
2R o T, ZOMMAR L EEZ LROFE —STEFEEITRT I ENAREL 2D, S%IF. FED
BOSEENRT MW &2, BETAOTOO [#HE) L L TRAETIE T, FEEICEST
D S B OWEZ K DR &2 D D2 MR H D,

SEXMY R b
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