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1. GLaic

180 FERELVBERES E T, FLONEBERFRCHETIMEN IR TEL FELLIR
Takeuchi, 1998d £8). ZOHFRICIE. ARERZETRZOFERAEES I I LICL Y. BHZEON
KBWTH, HERBERTRCBVLTYH, FPEYGEL TWiT 2 THEEEHE, (Autonomous
Learners) #FTHIF LS £33 "EEHETYMNEZTHF, OFZ2F (eg., Wenden, 1991) 535
601. 2

T, 20O "ERNETEE, 2F T30, FEEOROS L o5l L ¥ AR O L 25,
EDLSRBFRLTWE 00 2EENCBEBL TBLLESDH B, D, %L OFFFES. "
Al TEEERR. TR, TERSERERL. TEEEMEL. TEEL. TEROU L. "RBRIA v, TH
BiE.. "HEEBEIV R, R EOEBEFE L EEABROBREELIMEETo TE L (BELL
{&. Grainger, 1997; Green and Oxford, 1995; Oxford, 1989, 1990, 1996; Takeuchi, 1991; Young
and Oxford, 199728), ZD> % "EZFR I/, LORFRIBEL TR, EHOHMAHLEY T, 2
DOWF (Oxford, Ehrman, and Lavine, 1991; Rossi-Li, 1989) #FEEL TWw3, Zhoik L sk
TEBR Y ANDIFH, & THEBRZEHROERRE ORI ZBR»2D 3 X 5 T, Oxford (1996:
36) X,

... learning strategy use is related to learning styles. It is as though learning styles are
the underlying or internal construct, and learning strategies are the more “outward”
manifestation of learning styles.

EFBTBIFBFRSANVOBELTH S LERL TS L Ligdsis, FRF

The relationship is by no means simple, however. Predictions of strategy use according
to learning style are sometimes straightforward. . . and sometimes not so straight-
forward. . . . Clearly more information is needed on the links between learning styles
and learning strategies.

EHBR, REOHERR TR E FBERO+IHLBREILEINATES T, 258 2WESLETH
BZEERLTWS, ¥z, KRN, /NH (1997). LoCastro (1994) ® Takeuchi (1993a). #TP (1997,
1998a) 5 #S#EIHL T3 & 5z, ESL/EFL E W BEORWIZ L D, HROERRAELEEOR
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BT 2L3THY, ESLBETOATHAORR: EFLBEHCZOZ FBAT 30T,
HADEFLBETC BT 3HMEBOMREToTWLELH 3,

ZIC. EHBEFLBETCEE T 2BAAEEZEEENREL T, "EFHR I/ VOFH,
r TREFHROERRRE, OBMBREELIMERTI LR, &5iI2. SEOHETIE "HEAR
fly RICBERSYT. $HES "THBOEENE, CBLTEDL % 8B, 2FoTWw300,
IhhS TEBRIANDESR, KEDESITT 200, #2508 (FHE) © "HEOEBEMHICE
THRH, LA (EBHE) © "HERCHETIER, BEIRROn, LELEFDTCHRER
EDHTWLZkiIZLTz,

2. 8@

FHEO BN, KELBE (HEAKEE) O

1) TEER S A NOFH, OBGITEY . TFEABROBERRR, BE0 LS BT 300,
2) TEBRIANOFS, ORVIZED, TFEAROBEHCET 3ER, SEDL S LML

300,

PR LicH B,

$h, ZEHR (AEAKERR) O "FEHmORSECMET 2588, LHBL.

3) HEEEE FEASANE) O TFEIBOEARR Y5 Rz 30D,

4) KELEE (FHRAIANVE) O FYHROBRENICET2ER, BESREZ00,
VREQEHCED TV 2 LT 3,

3. Fik
3.1 HERE
3.1.1 ERPTE

ZDIN—FDOWERE (DB, RERBRE LTS LT, BFRAOKZEE (2, 3EE) 343
ZwsmERDI, TORRIZ. 197EECSML 7 & D1934, 1998FFICSML L b D150 T
by, HFTR2ELDT—F 2ABELTHEALL, 8. 288077 CEH (A—A®) &
Bipotz, RPEBRERBLXERTH)., 20BBLZ 6 NBUTH -2, HEAFIIFA—DOKE
DE—DEL (HEER) KWBL TV, ZOFEPIZBVWTR. 2V F¥274L, EFHEHBFCH
ZDOEABELL TV,

3.1.2 XEFE#HA

IDIN—-7OHEE (U, RAERE) LTk, BRORFTEF2HY T 2 HABH/K
BMERDI, D536, 1A2OTELANAFB/EBEF/LLTBY. 1RRBRERD MY~
HNTHole, BEFRELBLBERT. TOBBLTHEH (128) BEETH- 7, HEOHF
B (1248) 33.1.1TBRIRZEFREBFZATVRIRFOHATH 1,

3.2 TPRXIANDFH; OFE
SEOWETIE. "FEHAI A NVOFH, OFBC The Max Inventory of Learning Skyles
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(Ferman, 1991 : LA, MILS) &™iF¥h 3 Inventory (F = v 27V X EXROFIRIHE) ZFIAL
720 MILS iZ, 3 X— Y REOHEFHHE Maxine C. Ferman B¥EE L2 ¥ a2 - FCR%T 2
BRI TR D Paper-Pencil D7 2 F CRENZVEFAIANVOSHEEERZHL LS L L
bOTH 5,

ZD MILS 2, N—2¥— FKZED.LE¥E H. Gardner D183 % Theory of Multiple Intelli-
gences (Gardner, 1983) 4 T—VKEDKEFEHE R.]. Sternberg DB $ % Triarchic Theory
of Human Intelligence (Sternberg, Okagaki, and Jackson, 1990) % ¥ 2 ERHEFREL T3,
Z®M> % Gardner (1983) Xk 3 &, AMOHMAE. 2 L TEFABRBL TS TEFFEAY A VOIF
Ao izEBEsd . BEERD ZBTATRMI L 7THIEOEBIC ST o 5 £ v> S (Figure
188, #EK»LSHBIQTAMDEIRHBEET A b % SAT (Scholastic Aptitude Test) D & 5
A7 A bk, TD > B Linguistic &£ Logical-Mathematical Intelligence & v> 3 R & /- fIE
LOBIELTEST. 20 2HEUATHOARERZE L T 32 ESTHZELHE > T E 2 THEY:
2% % v (Ferman, 1991), TD & 5> ZBEEMH L., RIS EHED "EER I A NVOFH,
PERCIBEL., ChicETOUTHENNE 252613 XSRS T Y2 VERESLS MILS
ThH5.!

{{Multiple Intelligences>> KMILS>
Linguistic Intelligence
Music Intelligence

Linguistic Learning Style
Auditory Learning Style
Logical Learning Style

Logical-Mathematical Intelligence .........
Spatial Learning Style
Kinesthetic Learning Style

Interpersonal Learning Style

Spatial Intelligence

..............................

Bodily-Kinesthetic Intelligence

Interpersonal Intelligence

.....................

Intrapersonal Intelligence N.A.

---------------------

Figure 1. Gardner(1983) iz & % Multiple Intelligences &t & MILS TO 44

MILS ¥, Linguistic Intelligence D#EHsH % 3 > Paper-Pencil OB REH B2 H S 3,
Gardner (1983) ¥R T 5 & 52, FHE., B, BILEZEE2RARACHALLEINVFATAT
BRET "EHRAIANOEFS, 2AETEZ LI CTRL TS, TOEMKL L TOEEKER.
3yADMBEBWTEMBL I 2 BORT (HERE 84 | EEER T, SHER L T
1.00 (R2wX—&). Ra7CBLTIR.INERST, ZOEIZ. SED & > RHEENCIE 2%
boeFEzohd,

3.3 TRBERBOEHLR, ORE
Takeuchi (1991) 2 & 3 &, " ABOERRE, ORIE (F—2IE) FEcik. 1) HRHEK
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(Inventory) ¥z & 2 b D, ii) HE (Diary) Hix & 2 b 0. iii) 88 (Observation) &2 & 3
b, iv) Interview HEIZ & 2D, L Tv) Think-aloud B X3 b DR ENBHB EnF 5 &
DI Bii), iii). iv) FEIEBBEHCL LT, hLEFHBENE L —EDHED & L »oik
DILBTERVD, HEVLLBFAIATHLREVELS, £/, v) RETBSHRLEE
EERSEILENDY, THIZHOIISHIROLEL 220, PAROBBREENS L LI2H
RCRAVTWEH, —RIEEBOE T3 &5 RBELPFRICBTASTHE L EbA TV,

FHRTIER. i) OBMEERAT I L Lz, 20BHBELTIR., a) KBROF—% 2HD
DX BT ORBRICHEIR LY (External Validity) 257282 2 83 TE 5. b) flicEsts L %
PARBFEEL T3 OBROLBERN OSBRI 5. o) LB LTS5 DB L I8l 7 — 5
EFRCANZZENTES, REBHITON S,

ST RO EKFIAEh T2 "THARROMERREE, AIEAOERE: LT, 7 3 \v K20
FAE&#% R. Oxford 25B8% U1z Strategy Inventory for Language Learning (SILL for ESL/
EFL Ver.7: Oxford, 1989) #3%ifoh 3, ZOBMKIZ. 50HE (REERETHEDODH D DT
WERTOMH) »oR2HCHERDOLOTHY ., #EEIZ1 (Never) 55 (Always) £ T
DAT—=NT, TRETNOHEEVBEDBEEBSONEBEETCYTREIZ2002HELBELTY
{e

SILL O{SAtk (Reliability) i, Cronbach a DET .85 & .91 & Bv>, EHERTEEN: (Practicality)
DOBA» SR 5 & Paper-Pencil HOBRWED7: 0., BREB/MNRICIIZ 2 Z LN TES, 2.
EET 2 MBSRHRLEM 2 TET LB 2. BEFRERY YR/NRIZHIZ 3 Z L STTHETH B,
251, SILL ORRBCHTz > Tk, bW a5Ha3EM (Fakability). 2% 0 "B *Eif€ LS
ETHEEDHEAL. "HTT oI XE T EEDHE, R EVSBNNRCIRZ LI REHbHbN
Tws b3 (Oxford, 1996a, b; Oxford and Burry-Stock, 1995; Yang, 1992),

B, SILL D4 (Validity) 20 <> Tid. MESRERTIHRLSLEEL TV S, -
& 2 ¥, Takeuchi(1993a) iz BEEIRAEBID F 1% Av> T SILL OFSHE & BEHENHIE T A b & DM
DRk EHR > 7225, SILL OFEEDOFITIZEBHEN L AOHEBETT b OBEEL TV LWV,
LoCastro(1994) i3, BAFIZB I} 2 XEBERHEFOBE, S, RREOBOPA TV 2HERBEOZE (2 &
2, THA/FEL) vSILL OBRIMERIZT E LT, SILL ORUEPEERICNLTE
SERNIHER > T 5o %72, FIPI(1998a) i, MHMEIR ¥ 21T > e K ED 7 — & 3, ESL/
EFL REID&E i< SILL v & ho¥ < . ESL/EFL %A Tid%k { . EFL SR ERIK £ R+
PRLBEHHDHEERL TS, &6i2, AN, /ANE (EIRIT) ik FCR (7 7 ¥4 $HEELFITEE)
EERWTAEBZTV. W2»D SILL 0EEI HBEALEBERE I TRAY TRV EER
LTw3, ZhoizL T, Oxford(1996). Oxford and Burry-Stock (1995). Oxford and Green
(1995) TREHLFAASNTED, BELBBSYESINLT WS,

ERD XS, REEBAL TRV OOORBOBDH S bOD, S, ML, Sk
DERRD S B, SILL OFIABEIC LB > bDEEX 5 LBHKS, 272, SEOHEEN
PAHHEPSEZLTH, BHEKOERIBRIShAZWIEbH Y. SILL for ESL/EFL Ver.7 ®
BFEFBFFRREERAT 2L,
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3.4 TSPHROBEEMEICEAT 58RE, DR

SEOHRTIR. "FHABOBBEMECH T 2FR ERET 272D b SILL 2L, o
BE. "ERRRORUE LA SBBOR 7y —VEFIRAL, BFBSKRES BB ONTZOHEEH
HAEBFEICBWITIVEETHI LOBBETRTLIICRAT—VEEBLL (12 T 57 ¢iR
BTy, SUTRVEETHS)). OIS RENNOEMAICK D SILL OSBAEMETT 21
BRiELEZONE D, TBERCETIEHR, COVTHERAERHIEL-EZ %, Cronbach «
DET.BEBWELG SN, BERCHEIRZVLLO EHIRL 2,

3.5 F3ERREEDH, DMEE

T2 7 A NVDFH, LD ITN—FRF2LEDL, 2O NV—7HICBWT TEFREH, ©
ERHLOELEFARDL D, FEHBRELBI70—-XF X b (Cloze Test) 2FEML 7, SH
FIALI-2a9—XFA M3, 6BILC75V70H345HB»56%23b0DT. BFER(2E4)
REERSLVER L, BALLTFFA DT -7k "HROSHLEBRREL LTOXE, TH
STz, BEAICIZIESE R (Exact Word Method) %FWa7z,°

3.6 RGN

3.2~3.5CRR B L VHIE IR, ZEHBREDEHS. CALL (Computer Assisted Language
Learning) ¥E2FH L TREHD (2 27 H%EHO 6 BIEHOBE | #HEABIE Writing) KB
Rotz, EIEIZ4OARITHD 7 7 AT, FRIERMIKSST THo7ce BB, 3.4THRRITEEY
T 3 TR, OWET. BEERE~OERASIT. 3BMOHMOF THEBNICIT > 7,

4. BR
4.1 TREBIXIAMNDEHR, & TEEERED,

REREREIF. MILS KL > T EYHR YA NVOFH T HBEENz, TDI B, 118RIETE
BAIANDEA, CEEOERAEGDY ., B—0D "FaHy CHETERZVWI EPbPoT, £C
T. ZOUBHDEEFRELNFELSBA L. BV D258 % "RHRIANVDFAH, KIHEUTH
szl

2258 D EHERE X Table 1 D X 5 A& iz d3, Auditory 8 & U Logical 7 Vv—7CBY
D EEE D ANBHD % AT SR TRER 72D, D 2HBCBET 2 HRE 2/ SBMAL
foo BHRENTIZ. REWRE D294, HEOBIT4 IV —TFL ko1,

R, MEEINL TN —T OB CEBRNACEND 2 0BV E2RARDL D, 70—X7 X +OH
RELEE LT, Table 2 RENTLAERHHEE b L2, VIHRDEERRET 27 H—TTHE
54t (One-way ANOVA) 21Tk o, HHNWCERLEEZR2RVWIET I eNTE R o
(F =.576901,ns.)e & o T4 7 NV—7OMICIZHEIELEN OEIFEER ' AR OSSR ICHEFERE
NDELEEL T3 aJgEtE TR & i,

4.2 "RPRRIINDBHR, & TRBPHROGERR,
—JCHBARDER. "EBAIANVDEFA, Ko THEINIZ 4 7N — 7T, "B HKO

- -
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Table 1. MILSIZ X 2T2#F R ¥ 4
NVDFA, D8

No. | a8/ v—7 N
1 Linguistic 50
2 Auditory 03
3 Logical 03
4 Spatial 65
5 Kinesthetic 48
6 Interpersonal 56

Table 2. 9BV —FZ D70 —XF R b FHHA.
HERES. ERREE

No. SEIN—7 M N SD

Linguistic 24.660 | 50 | 3.497
Spatial 24.138 | 65 | 4.107
Kinesthetic 24.417 | 48 | 4.247
Interpersonal | 23.571 56 5.765

(=2 T B 52 B N )

BERREL, WwESH o7 DIE SILL OFEE23, 27, 40, 48DATH-o7 (p<.05),
FRRZERHZ LD ONIBEB N LT Post-hoc LSD REEfTvw. DTNV —7DRIcES
»H5DH%FE~T: (Table 3),

4.3 T™RRRIMNDIFH, & "EBHBOBEEICEIT 3888,
—TOBAORER. "EFHRAIANVOFAL, Ko THESRE 4 7V —7ORT., T
DEBRMCHT 2BHR, WESH-72DIX SILL DEE3M. 45, 470HTHo7% (p <.05),
HELRENBD 5NBHB N L T Post-hoc LSDBRE 2TV, EDISNV—7ORICENDH DD
PEFIDH Table 4 TH 2,

4.4 BEBBRED "HRERRR, CHAKRED TEEMCHTIRM, oTh
FHBEERRS, (FEFERE) & TEEECET 2FH, (RBWERE) ofTik. SILL 0% <
DHRETThBBED SNz (p .05 REFER—THEIN . ThALBED Shizd oz DK,
SILL OHEE®D 3. 6. 9. 10, 18, 19, 20, 21, 44723 TH o7z, Table 5. FhHBRVIZEh
7z41HB B L T Post-hoc LSD BREZ2TV>. ¥V — 7D ThBELTW RO ERLE

e
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Table 3. T EABOERKER, cMT3Z08E

SILL No. | #0527 V-7 | FHEHELZDKN plé
23 1-4 3.620<4.125 <.005
27 1-4 2.780<3.231 <.05

1-5 2.780<3.426 <.01
1-6 2.780<3.250 <.05
40 1-4 2.240<2.846 <.01
1-5 2.240<2.813 <.05
1-6 2.240<2.839 <.05
48 1-6 2.000<2.750 <.005
4-6 2.246<2.750 <.05
5-6 2.167<2.750 <.05

1 it Linguistic. 4 (&Spatial. 5 l&Kinesthetic. 6 lFInterpersonal

Table 4. T AREOBEEMNICHT 2328, 0Z=0KE

SILL No. | Z0H57N—F FEREE DK piH
34 1-6 3.760<4.179 <.05
4-6 3.692<4.179 <.01

45 =8 3.760 < 4.250 <.01

47 1=3 3.840>3.375 <.056
4-5 3.785>3.375 <..05
5-6 3.375<3.964 <.005

lid Linguistic. 4/tSpatial, 5tkKinesthetic. 6/tInterpersonal

3 L")_C‘d"’)%’u

4.5 PEFREO "HEEECHT SR CHAMMRED TEEECHT R oTh
PR O TSRS 2380 & MO R O TSP 2 885k, oz, SILL ©
HIEHT p <050 v <O FRDEREL Tt (REHRRZ—THEID. ThHBZEDshizD
i, SILL O%iH® 4, 8, 12, 15, 16, 29, 31, 34, 36, 47, 48TH -7z, Table 6 ix. FhKH
RSN ML T Post-hoe LSD BE£TV, EQZNV—Z7OBIcFABE LTV EOH
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Table 5. F&EWHRED "HBERRE, LHARREO "EEH T

28H;. OTH
SILL No. ?“”f%éwh7 SILL No. f“”f%g”“j
] 751, 4, 5, 6 30 751, 4, 5, 6
2 7>1, 4, 5, 6 5>1
1 751, 4, 5, 6 31 751, 4, 5, 6
5 751, 5, 6 5> 4
4> 1 32 751, 4, 5, 6
7 751, 4, 5, 6 33 751, 4, 5, 6
8 751, 4, 5, 6 34 751, 4, 5, 6
1 751, 4, 5, 6 6> 1
12 751, 4, 5, 6 3% 751, 4, 5, 6
13 751, 4, 5, 6 6> 1
14 751, 4, 5, 6 36 751, 4, 5, 6
15 751, 4, 5, 6 37 751, 4, 5, 6
55 1 38 751, 4, 5, 6
16 751, 4, 5, 6 6> 1
17 7>1, 4, 5, 6 39 7>1, 4, 5, 6
2 751, 4, 5, 6 10 751, 4, 5, 6
4, 651 1, 5, 6>1
23 751, 4, 5, 6 1 751, 4, 5, 6
151 12 1, 4, 5, 6>7
24 751, 4, 5, 6 13 751, 4, 5, 6
% 751, 4 55 751, 4, 5, 6
2 751, 4, 6 16 751, 4, 5, 6
4, 5>6 47 7>1, 4, 5
27 751, 4, 5, 6 6>1, 5
4, 5, 651 18 751, 4, 5, 6
28 751, 4, 5, 6 651, 4, 5
4>1 49 7>1, 4, 5, 6
29 7>1, 4, 5, 6 50 7>1, 4, 5, 6
6> 4

1 i¥Linguistic. 4 XSpatial. 5 iZKinesthetic. 6 {ZInterpersonal.
Teachers (EZEH#), 1> 7R 1DEXT IV HBELIEETT,

7@




TEEAY AN, & THEREEE A, —HENRE b EICL T

ERLILDTHS,

Table 6. FA#EGE O BB, & HAH
In—70 THEENES oTh

SILL No. | ¥ho®H 37/ v—7LHE
4 ¥31: 4;: B: B
8 1y 4y 5, B27
12 1, 4, 5, 6>7
15 121, 8

5>1, 6

16 751, 4, 6
5> 1

29 7351; 4 5: 6

31 L: 4; B B3 7
34 6>1, 4
754
36 o1, 4
B 1

47 i, 4, 6> 7

1, 4, 6>5

48 1, d, 637
6>5

1 13 Linguistic. 4 i Spatial. 5 & Kines-
thetic. 6 X Interpersonal, 7 I Teachers,
1>7TH1IOENTLDNEV E2TRT,
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5. EREMER
5.1 "™pPRXIMNDFA; & "EBHBEOFERRR

SEIOWETIE. % EB23(I make summaries of information that I hear or read in English.)
% . Spatial 7 )V — 7%% Linguistic 7 V—7& D bEFBCEFERT I b7 (M= 4.13
vs. M= 3.62), Ferman(1991) ic & % &, Spatial 7 V— 7B T 3 ¥BH L. Visual ZHETO
EERNBEES. HEVIRTEEEHCENTOIEACH S L H, B (Summary) &5 EEC
BAHIN- EEOHREEAENHRCBEAZZ L LI BESESETZIEHZTVIELS,
Linguistic 7V —7"& D b Spatial 7/ V=7 BV T I DEFFWBBFEINFEAEIATVEILDL
Ex oMb, ZDERIX. Linguistic 7 V— 7B T 2 EFEENEN R EORERXEFILTWS
TTREE L RBLTBD., SSRHLLAETILENDS S,

H27 (I read English without looking up every new word.) ZBJL Tid. Spatial. Kinesthetic.
Interpersonal D& 2"V — 7 & Linguistic 7 Vv — 7 DM T, HEAEECEL TEEZESRD S
iz (Linguistic 1 M = 2.78 ; £ Dftid M = 3.43~3.23), Zhid Linguistic 7V — 7 DFEEHS
B2 OHEBFEPUBEOERIC BB VELERL, ThEEBRBELLOLCLEORKROBEEZTE
5 L3 % Bottom-up 7 70 —F 2F DXL, DN — 7D FESLEHEEEZELL.
ZZHholROBAOEHREEREL TWI S LT3 Top-down 7 70 —F 24 A TV 5 AJEEH
ERBLELDEEX LS, NFVADENINEEBENZZ T &€ 3 ik, Top-down/
Bottom-up ¥556D7 7u—F bHEHETH B Lwbh3lzH (1T, 1998c) . "EBR ¥ 1 VOIF A,
EIHELTHVHEIO7 7a—F 2 3L, FREE T LBSROBELLTHELLONI I,

Xz, BH40 (I encourage myself to speak English even when I am afraid of making a
mistake.) BILTd. EaRL 7227 L EEOMEEHEY 5 iz (Linguistic id M = 2.24 ; ZOftid
M= 2.85~2.81), DRI, Linguistic 7V — 7 BT 2EF/ENS, O/ NV —7OEBHLY
bIERL JCEAE2BVTWEZLERBLTWADTH S5, o> T, Linguistic 7 V—7D¥
FER, "FRS 2BRCLT I a=yr—yva YR #RLEABROEELH S L 2D
¥ 32 EOBYIRIEHANLEICR 5,0

B#.z. JHE48 (I ask for help from English speakers.) # Interpersonal 7'V — 7 DEEEHS
BFRCEATIIEBbdolk (M= 2.75 vs. M= 2.25~2.00), Zhid. WABMRDOFTEEZ
EDTOLLEDLNRBIDIIN—FRBT2EBEORG L LTRYROEAEF XS, 17
L. B bEFASEEHE L Interpersonal 7 V— 7 T3 S{HD52.75 LBV, THidk ESL BUE L HERT
EE (BEFE) #FESP RV EFL BETEBT S ZWERERM»b Lhaw,

Oxford (1990) iZ SILL O5002T A%, 20#{FHICHTE 6 HOEFIHEL T 585,
SEDOMRTELSRED Shi d FF AR ENThIOEFBL TR O LY, ¥
AZANFH; OEBIBEODHFCEHNAIOTREWVI EBbholz, £z, TOEEOENS
fEERIE. S0DET/ AP 4 FBETH-o7-Z &, s, Oxford (1996) BEEL TWB LD bIXE 9
BubDTHBIEbbholz10

5.2 TRPXIANDFH, & "$BHREOEERICAIT 3 885,
51Tz & I, TARBERRRE, XT3 TEBRIANVDOEFA; OEFEZRONIZHDT

—10—
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KIWFFREE S LT

Hoteds, TEEECHT 2R T 2ERRIEITHS I, 4.34 D, 2 FHES4( plan my
schedule so I will have enough time to study English.) T. Interpersonal 7 /v —7IZ[& 3 %F¥
#53, Linguistic 3 & UF Spatial 7V —7O¥EEF LD b, ZOHEBEMEEFZTV1E T Lathp
S7r (M= 4.18 vs. M = 3.46, 3.69), BHH3MD &L 5 2 AKX, "2 ¥ BHIF#E, (Metacognitive
Strategies - FHOFHEMICH T 5 588) LiEEh. Chamot. Rubin & OECKOBFEE DS, SEGE
2B B TR HEELFE AR TH 5 LT T (e.g., Thompson and Rubin, 1996) "
SEOFERIE. TORLEELABRECHT 2¥EWBREOTMY "FBAS A VOIS, OFE
kDB END I EERLTBDHEKRE, 4.2TRLEE D TMERARE, BV TR, HENM
LT/ N—7HOZERHE TWwisnss, Figkisn s R & Interpersonal Z VW —7HELC & 312
%L T8 Y (Interpersonal ® M= 2.00 ; 1D 7 v—7D M = 1.82~1.62) . SHOHFEICE VT
BREEBTRELOESZ LI,

Kz, HE45 (If T do not understand something in English, I ask the other person to slow
down or say it again.) T#®H %43, Interpersonal 7 )V — 70O EFHD /5, Linguistic 7 Vv—7D
FREINVLZOHBOEEMZEBELTWEZ EBbME (M= 4.25vs. M= 3.76), Z2DZ
&%, Linguistic 7 Vv —7DFEEFIC B W TIZHBHBO L I —MDa s 2 =¥ —3 3 v HBECH
T AHEEMEWAEERR L TE D, HEEIIE (Strategy Training) #BHE 3 5 BICSFICTE
RIRLEZLE I

Iz, HHEA47 (1 practice English with other students.) T# % %3, Kinesthetic 7 Vv — 70
2493, Linguistic. Spatial. Interpersonal ®& 7 Vv — 7 OFEF L IEXRTHEEICEVWZ L 28b» 3 (M
= 3.38 v5. M = 3.96~3.78), Ferman(1991) iz & % &, Kinesthetic 7V — 7D EHHEIZ "THHO
RO EO—E 2 OREEER L), T/ 2 {Fo720 T3, CLEFA, Ebohbwnit TH
ATOREFRR I, HESH 2 v, SEIOKRICIE I OERSEM S Wi THEESH 5,

FEEMICBE T 278, 2w Th, SILL O50EEF 3HBED AL "FEH/A Y A VOIiFH, DI
BRZULEITHoTz, TOZ LD, "EHAY A NOFH ,OFENTEN S HEHITED THY
LbOTHLHI bbb,

5.3 ZAWREO "HARERARR, CHAKRED "EEHICHTIEH, OoTh

Z{EENziz, Table 7 OS50 EFHE (M= 3.73) BT LI, BEHBEE I LEOABIIHL
THE» TEHEYE ZRUTwS, LeLads, FEKRED "EAKSL &, F97T2.53~2.37
EEL., RHERE (SD) bZhiEERE{ i, FOFBLHEINERALTLRLIEH
bird. Zhid, BEOWR L EEOEREBEOLWEEART 7 —2 L LT HHMEKEY,

FEUREDO ARG, CHAWEBREO THEN BT WM oMicEEL FhE Lo
RHIHEZRTWwW k., £, SILL ®EHE 3 (I connect the sound of a new English word and an
image or picture of the word to help me remember the word.). 6 (I use flashcards to remember
new words.) . 9 (I remember new English words or phrases by remembering their location on
the page, on the board, or on a street sign.) #&1F5h 3, ZH5IFFT T, Oxford(1990) »
IRILIC 6 EAFD S 5 MBS 2 AR, KBLTH Y, BEAKOFTY, @epDf A—

. % )

YRR THREER T2 ML EZz 603, 2035, BEEH6BL U BEL T, A



(I

BEO "EENT IR, OfF (FB6I M= 2.28;3HEI X M= 2.24) 25, 1~500 iEm
WP 53F, EHOFHE (3.73) 2 AKBECTRER->TWwWA I tns, HESEENEH DB
TRREBIERI hVENS, HH6. LTI, BEFREVIFILALFALTES T,
BBEIOBEFRELEERZBRURZVEDZEWE A THEMMTEL., 20D ThBED S
Bpolc EBBIRTE LS, §8. HEABREENRE L SILL OZ4tHEE2H X 388111
ZOD& I RHEOHIBRERN L T LEBRH S,

~

Table 7. FEWRED "HBERRE, L REHBREDO "EEMH BT 583, (1

MILS No—=1LL No.\ 3 6 9 1-500M | 1-500SD
1. (Linguistic) 2.94 1.96 2.70 2.37 0.64
4. (Spatial) 3.51 1.97 2.69 2.53 0.72
5. (Kinesthetic) 3.27 | 2.00 [ 2.69 2.53 0.69
6. (Interpersonal) 3.04 | 2.09 | 2.55 2.52 0.64
7. (Teachers:EHEM) | 3.40 | 2.28 | 2.24 3.73 0.70

Xz, HE1L0, 18, 19, 20, 211k, Oxford (1990) OHFEic i+ RT TBAIFEE, BT
%, ZDD 5, FHEW (I say or write new English words several times.). 18 (I first skim an
English passage then go back and read carefully.). 20 (I try to find patterns in English.).
21 (I find the meaning of an English word by dividing it into parts that I understand.) BiL
T, ZEFREO ", SHEBENS . FAKRED "EEM T 2788, bEVAKT,
ZOMEOMEMBEVE IS THEEL TV LDRERZThABED O hbo72bDEHI OIS
(Table 8 &), %7:. HHE19 (I look for words in my own language that are similar to new
words in English.) BIL Tid. RZEWBRED "HH.. HETRED "B, L bXHrRVEVE
TH3D, ThsRHEShZroebDLHEh2, ZOARIR. RKXSHELABEEZTH
BECLoTRARBER OO LAWY, BABOL > ZEBELHEFLT2EFEHCEST
BRETHHELVHDOTHY ., ERKROEFEENRE LB & BHIR 2RI T ~EHB &
B2k,

BRIZIEE44 (I talk to someone else about how I feel when I am learning English.) 3.
Table 8 B RY &S, ZEBERED "HASKE,. ZEEREO "HEMHETIEZ I, by
ZOEWETHIDERRENEEP>LbDEHFI OIS, ZOFEHB LTI, HE43 U
write down my feelings in a language learning diary.) IZRWT TERISEE, »MBEL. HBOD
TEEMCET2ZE, bT»S 3BEDEETH 2, BEAKBEIE 2K E LTSILL
OFLUEZHEBL T B HIREZHRATEEHB» b Lz (KA. ZNH, 1997 ; Takeuchi,
1993a £,

—7. ENHLEETEH M T 5 D242 notice if I am tense or nervous when I am studying

—12—



TRBRIA4 N, & HEBEEHE,

KIEFRES LicL T

Table 8. FEHBRED "HEANRE, tHIRRED "EER BT 257, (2)

MILS No—=ILL No.| 30 | 18 | 19 | 20 | 21 | 44 | 1-500M | 1-500SD
1. (Linguistic) 2.70 {3.2212.30|2.88;3.50|1.86 2.37 0.64
4, (Spatial) 2.863.29|1.97(2.89|3.52|1.81 2.53 0.72
5, (Kinesthetic) 2.94(3.08|2.06(2.90,3.58|1.73 2.53 0.69
6. (Interpersonal) 3.00)3.2112.1612.70| 3.431.95 2.52 0.64
7. (Teachers:EEEM) | 3.60 | 3.96 | 2.28 | 3.56 | 4.08 | 2.48 3.73 0.70

or using English.) T. HE#EBRED "EEM T TH, . FEEEBRED "HEREE) £V
LEVE—DRIE%Z (M= 2.36 vs. M= 3.86~3.51), SILL OBAFE TH 35 Oxford Sk, A
PURAERUTWAZEDBEBTELE, ZheBHTES | RUEFFIA M A2EHEL. B
BAIHTEL L ITRAVTIDEB2SILL kD LHEREENS, LorL, HEMBZO
FHEHE LLHRORERFZ T ST, BEARIFEEY "APVAZBLTWEI0ES, T
BRI D ECEWERRLEFEIOND, COFEE%2.SILL OERELERER L -EHEE W
THEBRECEBIE L0, BMEKOBRICEBLTRNBRERL., BHRCA2HF0NR22YE
DHREBVLETHS I,

5.4 BEFRED 'BEEXRCHTIRE, CHASRED TEEMCHTIRE, oTh
SHRIcAH B L, PEFRED TEEMICET R 3. HEFRED "TEEN T 3 ZER,
EREREILL, ZNLLETH S Z b8 Table 9 X DFEAENG, ThES.ITRBLIEBERLHDE
3L, REFBREE "THBOEEY ) 2HARACERLTWEY, WX TEEBOFER, Kk
B35 EENZELU LIS, BED EFL Bz T, SILL O50HE T X THHATE

Table 9. "EHEHCBIS 2, D505 H FIHELLEK

No. . M:1-50 SD:1-50
1. (Linguistic) 3.72 0.58
4, (Spatial) 3.75 0.63
5. (Kinesthetic) 3.75 0.68
6. (Interpersonal) 3.81 0.63
7. (Teachers) 3.73 0.70

—13—
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BREFICEBRVEVIHE (5.128) 2HV5|WTH, ZEWERED THBMERERE, & TEEY
BT A QM BB LELIRA VP HOELBHFELTEY (M=2.49vs. M= 3.75), #
BRI E R L CHERSEE 2 BT T LENRE LU SN 3,

FEWEBRED "EEMCHT 28R, tHAERED THEMIHETIER oMcEERLRTH
BELEEE2RTW &, 27 SILL ®3EHE 4 (I remember a new English word by making a
mental picture of a situation in which the word might be used.) 23HF5>h 2, HEAWERE T,
ZOHBOE S "RRICEI M RETEREEET 5, CLOEEERBEIBRL T M=
4.48), BELRER DI LDOOREHBRF L 0 THEY, 3HEBFENLTWE (M= 4.00~3.79T
FEFEBREWC L TIIFE ). RiZ. HE 8 (I review English lesson often.) #»ifoh s, 20
BE. FEFBREOR UL THEM ) (M= 4.40~4.23) DA, HAPREVRC 2 THEYE, M
=3.64) kD LELHoTB, BEFRESLEZVEFE2ER L CH I LBbh D, L, %
EBBREBED THERARK, 2FABE, M= 2.39~2.13L %2> TH Y. “Easier said than done.” &
WHREBEN VD> TK 3,

3%FHBEHEHEI12 (I practice the sounds of English.) TH 2323, ZDFEH. ZEHFREDRL
3 TEEME, (M= 4.56~4.36) DA, HEAFERENSBRL 2 "HEH, M= 3.80) LD bELR
2TBY, HBUELCEFESEEER (WbW2 "RED L X)) 2ERT 2EABE I E85bb
27zo RHEE1S (I watch English language TV shows spoken in English or go to movies
spoken in English.) TH 343, O ICERLZERH 205, LU T "EEYE, BELFEESILTBY
(BED M= 4.44~3.94 vs. HED M = 4.64), EFL OBBIZBJ % Authentic Input 245 % FE
ELTTVOHENSHERINTWARESD» S5, FAEICEEL6 ( read for pleasure in Eng-
lish.) ix. Authentic Input #82FE L LT Reading bEEHENTWLB I EERTHOLEELS
hz, 2B, TO2%KEB (15&16) TiX Kinesthetic 7/ Vv—7D%FHD "BEEMRR, BBV,
IhRZIDINV—TOEFH X "BATCHEERRRTZ L2 F, HAMH D (Ferman,
1991), ZHWX—ATETTE2FYEEIC "HEEY, 2RCLbDLHEREN S, ZOFFRITIE
H36 (I look for opportunities to read as much as possible in English.) BIL T3 d»Tid % %,

IHHE29 (If I can’t think of an English word, I use a word or phrase that means the same
thing.) BB LE I I 2=y —YavyFREWVWZI S, ZhiRBL TR, RATREOFBEECEH
< TEEM) 2FELTVEH, ZEFRBECHHIBEZORRIXBF I TS, #H22HD
FZRELLHBCEBEHL TCWBFEEHTHZ Z B8 I B0 E (BED M= 4.13~3.96 vs. BB
D M= 4.6), H31 (I notice my English mistakes and use that information to help me do
better.) . ¥b o wdE Ma3a=yr—var, kb TEES, 2EEHT B3
B, ZOHER. REFREBOAVEL "EEYE PHELTBY (F&EDM-= 4.31~4.20 vs. &
BoM-=3.72), HE2: Hb¥THZ 3 LHKEL,

X H34 (I plan my schedule so I will have enough time to study English.) B8L Tix. #&&
#ERE L Spatial 7V —FOE2FEOMIcENBEO LN S (M= 4.16 vs. M= 3.76). Ferman
(1991) i3, Spatial 7V —7DFFE I HENA A —SLOENPERN S 2 KA. "2
HERNEE, BT R2EQUHSE I EETRLTEY., ZOHEABKBER D ThABELL
D5 dENIZV,



FZFA A0, & "TNEBERAR, —REOFHREL LT

gz, HEEA47 (I practice English with other students.) &% E48 (I ask for help from English
speakers.) TH %5, COMEE CRBAHSRED TEEY, OREL., ZEFRELD HEL R
BHEICH B UTIZFED M= 3.96~3.38 vs. HEBD M = 3.00 : 483%4ED M = 4.25~3.79 os.
gaO M= 3.40), Ihi, AR "TEXNCREBRI—ATEDZRE; L0 [EXROEEH
BEFELTVRARDTHS I, COFRIZ. BEFREDS b128 20 RE LI:BROFEEIRY
mEH» S BB Oh T3, 2B, 20 25HHE Tk Kinesthetic /7 V—7DF P HEO EEM B
+ 23 BEL B3, ZhiEROFEELS., 160BROBERL EFEZ D EMBTEL D,

BB, UEOThBECHEB I, Oxford (1990) DD "Bl (BFH) AR, 20T 5
SDHEH» S FIRBBCROP->TEY, BEOHTBFICBWT THEECHT 2FHE, 2RV
WHEWI T EEBbolz,

6. EbYIC

HREPEEDBHEIC. SEOHEOBRRCHEL T2 LTS LESDS I, 7. Fl,
SEDHEETCREREOUIBHKE I N TV L BBITON3, 20D, BlEOADKERE.
HEVRTHEOLOFERELBRELBE IR, SEEBONLLOLHIBERZIGRVEON
LAEEMERETEETE R, L. EROEEFIH Tk, HRIEHFIL 22 7 AWK 2T X 25
DHEBPRVBILEEZ DL, SEDPEREREDHMB L D BOHHR UK EFOLERT R L
LATRETH A I,

E2io, HABBREOMRY., HRAXRBEHADACBRESIALABDITOoNE, DD, &
BEOERE. EFE (BEE SBEHESHYTIBEHNICRZOEI U TEIESLLATREELRD 5,
ZhEBEEL T, LoCastro (1994) D3T3 & 5w, 77 ABEER, 2 "HE8 ¢&EH,
REQHEBLERATERLI LS, HLETHSEORAEKR . EFL B CHAAKEHHH
YT 2 EMI0-OABIED 2 FAIBOTDOADTRESL EHZ2O8RYTHS 5,

B&C, SEOBREZEMKEERFIA LS, THENEV) 1 23—V HEETB RO,
EWVHHHRICIIHI L TR ED X2 2B hoT, BOREEREELERTIRH 505, HED
BLELKEREEHEHOFBOFEELEZOND 2D, 5% ITBE S Think-aloud &4 L%
FALL: "SECEELRW) HREERL, BREKC L 2HREFTL TOLERNH S 5,10

PED X > BRAEHEBIANID 2T, SEOHFREREZENTELRDL >3 (1)0x-
ford (1996) DERICR L. "¥EFA I A VDIFH, O "EHABERREE, ~OFE L, HENER
ol BEIC LR oz Bk, 2) "2ERAI A VDFSL, O THOEEME BT 2588,
DY BEXNLBEOACLOEShZ W Q)SILL 0% OEET. RALKHET2™H
BRERL L&D "EEOERRE, oMt AkEsEThASEDONS [ (@) ThOBRWEED S
b, THEASE, (FEWRE) L TEEMCHETIER FEHAERE) B b cEREVEE
B.ZORYUMICIBESD 2 EHZ o5 6. SILL XV OEBROBRIITRETHS | 6)HKE
O TEEMCHET A, L¥ED TEEMCET AER B OBEET—RT 355, "REOK
V), "MBOSHYHi. Ta3a=r—yva Ol "ERSOBR,. "EHEIEOME ST,
LERBETAEETE. READERLFEOTROM TIBBH SN,V
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b

* AR O—EIT. SREEIEPEHE (WAL B-2) OFHES 0 TREANLDIDTH S, =2
WERELTE#HLEY, . T NEOETEE IR b —%% (LLA) BIESTE THEpms
e DAY= HEB I 10T, EBLRBOEELELZVL,

. ZZTR, AEFREFEARE NEFIVCHERT S (BFWTHD) LFEXOSNIFEE,

LEET B,

 EFERLTLUOEORIO "FEETH, OIDBICHEA LRV, TOMBIE, PPLTEERA

DOEEBEEC >R EREND D, EREFHEOATELZ L HEONEFHEREIC R
FOEEHATERY, FHEREFTHIBLEBTHIROBRSYE L HEMTE2EEITIH» 5 %F
HEEDBIE 2 HED TV 5,

3. EUHAEFEZ X Morgan(197) Kb Ro6h 3,
4, Theory of Multiple Intelligences & ¥8 ({C/HEEFEE) OBMRIZOWTHRI bDITIX.

10,
11,
12,

Christison(1996) 3% %,

. BEtE (Diary Method) & i3, ¥BHEHEFFFELE2 DT & ¥, 2OoPrBEN "FBS

BOIR,). "BREOE.. "EHEOBIEDLY, BEERERL T T NEFEDI L E
Wy, L <. Bailey and Ochsner (1983) #£M8® Z &, Think-aloud & & {&. Hosenfeld
(1976) X D ICASEEABA SN T REFHEET, FRZSREMTBEhE VX5 208
BRETET—FELTVISLTIbDOTHS, AFENCIE. H3E¥EEI2TMICEDX
SRLERBEGBERL TWwID0 %, ¥FEHECHCHIRETYTAVI A ATESSE, h%
EEL T,

L 7a—XFAMLI. FBREOEBULRNVELEDLWEEZZNBOE 2EBOX 05D

THE>—CHR (58,5 8 FEOMRM : flz i 8 FBEES LKA SEBHR) THRVTVLE,
40D B50DTEMEEDL I L TCIERTE 2T AN TCH B, ZEABERNEEZTH A, EAFEHICHRDY
BULEXONIHELMA -HRKTI22e8RkDoN3, HHLDHZHDD. TOTAMK
X EFER A% Listening H e BOLHEZRL. FEERBV I L BbhoTw3, FL LR,
Klein-Braley (1997). /fP3(1993b) %Z %2 &Boz L,

. FhFIRD "HEFRAIAN, COWTOELWERE. 38812 Ferman (1991:15-20) 22D Z

Eo

. Oxford (1989b) & & % &, 1.0~1.4i{k Low-never or almost never used, 1.5~2.4{% Low-

generally not used. 2.5~3.4{% Medium-sometimes used. 3.5~4.4!% High-usually used.
4.5~5.0i% High-always or almost always used iZBF 3% & \>9,

. Oxford (1989b) MSEEXE L T\ 2HTF i3, "B HRE,. "RAABE. U - MBI

By, TA Y BAARERE. TR (BEHE - G SRR, THBRAEEEE © 6 BTk 5,
kv OREETHY., BEHRBELTIE TKEW, bOLDHIILZERTRETHS D,
A. Chamot. J. Rubin & ® Personal Communication {Z & %,

ZDBEIREROHES TRENTVLSED»SH X 3 &, Low-generally not used /B L. EAE
ERPRnZ b3,
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FEFAY Ay b THEFEFEEARE, —EENFELsboicLT

13, a3a=r—vayABER AEFECL I 2=y -y a Y EERT 0 FAT AT
= . IR, OZ LRV, L < iF Faerch and Kasper (1983) ZEEZZERDI &, K
BRI L 1k, AREOTFELE., RE. R e EECHL, S5 ICHEREL TZOHEBOM
A EES Y5 LICIVEHENFEEREVHZ I L T2HIO £ %2163, #L RTH
(1998a) . Thompson and Rubin(1996) 7% &# &b = L,

14, ERDFES TREINTWAHEESHICT S L. I I THRE SN Tw 5{EIZ. Low-generally not
used #» & Medium-sometimes used D FIZBT 5 Z L D, AMERH E D {ELAL TR
KHEEZRHM L TWwEhDEWVZ S,

15. FRELICBY 2 FHc oW T, FrN(1998b) BIBOZ &,

16, 7z& 2., AZBAABOP Iz, FEEZITCAFCERTIWER CERT2LESZL ESH
ZoNdbObd b,

17, FERANWCBL Tid, BRAKRFERFEEHELHRC LBGCOLHRRER T ~E, Lu
HTERTH A LICHEE,
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