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IR R OMEE (337) : This research found that insensitive speeches towards minority
group appears not only when the minority is the detached group from our own daily life.
Many of the observed problematic speeches were towards non-geographic group such as
sickness and disability groups, gender groups and age groups. In many cases subjects
expressed their lack of background knowledge to understand the statement well. More
collaboration with other subjects as social science class and first language education class
will make an important difference in letting students have opportunity to obtain the ability
to stay sensitive towards minorities in argumentative communication.
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