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(Liberal Arts-English, Nagaoka National College of Technology)

A STUDY ON LEARNING STRATEGY USE OF THE STUDENTS OF
NATIONAL COLLEGE OF TECHNOLOGY

—FOCUSING ON READING SKILL —

Shozo URABE!

Abstract

The purpose of this study was to explore learning strategy use of the students of College of Technology.

Only a few attempts have so far been made at learning strategies with Japanese biginner level English

learners. In this study, the students answered the questionnaire, Strategy Inventory for Language

Use(SILL) by Oxford, and the frequencies of six learning strategy use were examined with 36 students

who are in the third grade at Nagaoka National College of Technology. The results indicate that

compensation strategies were used most frequently and that broad scope questions are more difficult to

the lower level students in comparison with the upper level students. Finally, limitations and future

studies are also dicussed .
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