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Abstract: This paper analyzes comments on ‘good notes’ by college students, faculty and administrative staff. 

The analysis demonstrates their ideas of notes and differences in perspective according to their status. Students 

regard color highlighting as a major means in making notes, and make use of color highlighting under a variety 

of learning strategies. They also attach importance to organizing learning outcomes on their notebooks, while 

supplementing them with relevant information by themselves. Faculty members rather prefer simple notebooks 

in which pieces of information are classified in several zones. The possibility is suggested that chances for 

students to talk with administrative staff and hear about their experiences and thoughts provide students with 

favorable inspiration in somewhat different perspectives from those of faculty. 

(Keywords: students’ attitude, learning strategies, comprehension of the point, administrative staff’s active roles)
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a. b. 
c. d. e. 
f. g. 
h. i. j. 
k. l. 

 m. 
n. o. p.
q. r. s. t.
u. v. w. 

2012 2013 2014
107 72 54 233

34 27 - 61
19 20 15 54
18 14 - 32

- 17 11 28
14 16 - 30

192 166 80 438

a 78 (33.5%) 40 (41.7%) 23 (35.9%) 15 (39.5%) 11 (37.9%) 16 (51.6%) 183 (37.3%)
b 22 (9.4%) 7 (7.3%) 3 (4.7%) 2 (5.3%) 2 (6.9%) 3 (9.7%) 39 (7.9%)
c 14 (6.0%) 1 (1.0%) 2 (3.1%) 0 1 (3.4%) 0 18 (3.7%)
d 8 (3.4%) 1 (1.0%) 0 0 0 0 9 (1.8%)
e 11 (4.7%) 0 1 (1.6%) 1 (2.6%) 0 1 (3.2%) 14 (2.9%)
f 43 (18.5%) 13 (13.5%) 2 (3.1%) 5 (13.2%) 2 (6.9%) 4 (12.9%) 69 (14.1%)
g 5 (2.1%) 12 (12.5%) 2 (3.1%) 1 (2.6%) 1 (3.4%) 0 21 (4.3%)
h 10 (4.3%) 6 (6.3%) 6 (9.4%) 2 (5.3%) 5 (17.2%) 2 (6.5%) 31 (6.3%)
i 8 (3.4%) 3 (3.1%) 9 (14.1%) 4 (10.5%) 3 (10.3%) 3 (9.7%) 30 (6.1%)
j 4 (1.7%) 3 (3.1%) 4 (6.3%) 1 (2.6%) 1 (3.4%) 0 13 (2.6%)
k 12 (5.2%) 4 (4.2%) 5 (7.8%) 2 (5.3%) 2 (6.9%) 0 25 (5.1%)
l 18 (7.7%) 6 (6.3%) 7 (10.9%) 5 (13.2%) 1 (3.4%) 2 (6.5%) 39 (7.9%)

233 96 64 38 29 31 491
m 34 (23.3%) 5 (33.3%) 19 (38.8%) 7 (29.2%) 2 (9.1%) 3 (18.8%) 70 (25.7%)
n 15 (10.3%) 1 (6.7%) 3 (6.1%) 2 (8.3%) 4 (18.2%) 1 (6.3%) 26 (9.6%)
o 14 (9.6%) 1 (6.7%) 0 0 0 1 (6.3%) 16 (5.9%)
p 1 (0.7%) 0 11 (22.4%) 3 (12.5%) 11 (50.0%) 2 (12.5%) 28 (10.3%)
q 19 (13.0%) 1 (6.7%) 5(10.2%) 1 (4.2%) 3 (13.6%) 2 (12.5%) 31 (11.4%)
r 11 (7.5%) 0 4 (8.2%) 2 (8.3%) 0 0 17 (6.3%)
s 13 (8.9%) 2 (13.3%) 0 3 (12.5%) 1 (4.5%) 3 (18.8%) 22 (8.1%)
t 4 (2.7%) 0 0 0 0 0 4 (1.5%)
u 15 (10.3%) 0 2 (4.1%) 2 (8.3%) 0 1 (6.3%) 20 (7.4%)
v 8 (5.5%) 0 2 (4.1%) 2 (8.3%) 0 2 (12.5%) 14 (5.1%)
w 12 (8.2%) 5 (33.3%) 3 (6.1%) 2 (8.3%) 1 (4.5%) 1 (6.3%) 24 (8.8%)

146 15 49 24 22 16 272

3 2012 2014
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