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(Japanese High School EFL Learners’ Note-taking
Strategies)

HiHEY (FAZVSHE)
IN-VNES

In an English language classroom, learners often write items in a notebook, a
textbook, and so on. Note-taking is reported as one of the most frequently used
language learning strategies. Japanese high school teachers of English often give
instruction in this area and sometimes use the products of the strategy use as
material for evaluation. However, not much research has been conducted into
the use of such strategies by Japanese high school EFL learners. In this study;,
behavioral activities and related mental states are included in the concept,
“Note-Taking Strategy.”
This study is focused on the following three aims:
D To present a questionnaire to measure learners’ Note-Taking Strategy use, in order
to encourage teachers of English to apply it in their classrooms
2) To present the survey results, from which general tendencies can be assumed, in
order to make it possible to compare the tendencies of strategy use by individual
learners or by a certain group of learners with those of general Japanese high
school EFL learners
3) To discuss the possibility of instructing learners to use a Note-Taking Strategy,
with the focus on facilitating their English language learning
Firstly, question items used in previous research are revised in light of the
tendencies of subjects’ responses, face validities, validities of analysis with latent
factor structures, and so on. As a result, the questionnaire consists of 30 items:
14 cover behavioral aspects, and 16 cover mental aspects.
Secondly, a large number (1,895) of Japanese high school EFL learners from
25 schools participated in the survey. As a result, it can be assumed to a certain
extent that the results are reliable to describe general tendencies of Japanese
high school EFL learners. A table of frequency distribution for all items is shown
as the data for further research and to provide the criteria for comparison.
Finally, latent variables (factors) as well as observed ones (question
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items) are included in statistically sophisticated analyses: Exploratory Factor

Analysis (EFA) with the Maximum Likelihood (ML) Method and Oblique

Promax Rotation, Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) with ML for estimation of

solution and missing values, and Structural Equation Modeling (SEM), likewise

with ML. The EFAs are used to seek the most parsimonious solution such as
number of assumed factors (latent variables) to explain observed variables.

The CFAs are used for examining the validity of the solution obtained by the

EFAs and to investigate correlation among factors. The function of SEM is to

explain degrees of causal effect from mental aspects to behavioral ones and

from behavioral aspects to learning achievement. The SEM solution shows the
following characteristics:

D Behavioral aspects of Note-Taking Strategy can be divided into two categories.
Firstly, there are rehearsal strategies, which help learners to repeat language
materials. The second category covers structural strategies, which help learners
make connections between learned language materials.

2) Learners tend to be given instruction only about rehearsal strategies. Instructions
will be more effective if they include ways to reorganize learned information.
3) Mental aspects are divided into four categories. Two of them, “trying to select

information” and “noticing the effects of writing itself and reviewing,” can
reasonably be said to facilitate learners’ use of behavioral Note-Taking Strategies.
The others, “strategy preference” and “attention to evaluation,” hardly do so. In
addition, learners’ attention to evaluation has little correlation with any of the
other categories.

4) Though learners are sometimes required to submit their notebooks or other
evidence of learning, such requirements seem to have little effect on learning
English itself. Demonstrating to learners the functions of the strategies, and
making them experience these functions, are necessary for further strategy use
and achievement.

Finally, some issues for further research into the development of Note-Taking
Strategies in Japanese high schools are presented.

FEENFENEZ ) — N Ty 7 ICES CWSTFHIEL, BERECBT55
EFEICBNWT, EEICRSBIRINS, AT TIZI OHIEDITERIMIHE &
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RIS EFZEFERHATNEATH BN, T O—KH & BHI 5 Oxford
(1990) 12 & 2 ERIHEO" Malley& Chamot (1990) 12 & % S B HIED
—EBRIIBVWTHZDOLIBAKITIEDH TSN TS,

AL TIE I DITEIZ PR A ER A, /— b - T—F T AHgE
LTEANYTOENS, ZOHKRIFEENADBEHDLZDIZITOH
DTHB7=DIT. BAECSHREZTARTRETH S (E)I, 1998) &
THRAENHTH 2 EBbNS, HZL,. BEIIBTSFEED—
RELT/— NIV ICRATLIHAMEESNZD / — N T v Uik
EMFHEMELE SN2V TEHHEENH DI EbHMEINTVWS (LS
KM B - SEPRIEEERE, 1997). £/20 /— b T —F 27
FHEIIFEENHBICHETHERAL., FECHMICHREET 2 HIET
BBV, HEDFRIZHBIT 2 HEEFEE 2/ RITHIL S N7z plid D7
W, D7z, BUROFRESCHIRIEEDREN /2 & 2 RBHITHET
LEEINEC 55,

White (1996)1&/ — bk « 7—F > JICEREH T, #HESC/—F
Ty OB, FHENDA A Ea—RENS, X0FEMRNEE
RLUTWS, TTERHIE S ORI O ENS /) — bk « T—F 27
FEERATHO, TENAIEE LTSI ML EZ L Tnd,
F20MMImE LU TiE, FHICEE NI 58REE L T3D DR,
FEENE S INTVDFHEMEHTIA D TERICE L T2D OIKFH & 12
RLTNW5,

TR 22T 5 1% B DidNote-taking (& 72 5E#E L TE<).
Writing Out ($([01# %59 %), Listing &% ) A MRIZT %), Noting
Down (F—7 — Rz <), Highlighting/Underlining (F— 7 — R EE 5
ZHREAT %) TdH 5 (White, 1996). 24151320 Malley& Chamot (1990)5°
Oxford (1990)ICIZEZENENHDHH V. TD5DD FIFEIZEI DA
FERRHEDTHDHENZLD,

DEPRZE L TIE. /— b « 7—F > T HROMEHN=E @ E
MTFBHEEE LT, Encoding (< Z EHIRFN2EE 720, 8%
29 %), External-Storage (FENI7zH DAViLEk & L THROEHEITHH
E72 0, FEEEHET D). Generative (IBHRNEEHIN RN HIW L 7= 0
BHEEIR L7200 LTS5 EL 2 LI TEERBERINER N, Y
ZIEET )BT 5N, INS3DDOENSEEEEETIHDOTH S
EINTND, TNTNOHEEEICZ > THHINTNBED, EI LD
1TEI DY (Encoding). AR (External-storage). LAR( (Generative) & VY95 X
I, [TEIE ORFHRRICE > THRHEINEHDTHASH, €L T,
1TEN & FENEICANT H1FE EOBfRE WS BN 513, Attention (F
BEINS 5121553 %) &Distraction (EENHIZNIN5) O 21 N1 R S 41
Too FYEEF - H(1997) R ALR(1999)ICER S NS K D1, LEEIM
N FE A & WS ITEIRIMIE,. &L TEEERICEEE 525
ETBETIVIIRURHDEEZSND,
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ZD7=D. HiH(2000a) 12 W TARFIEICEB W TS, LDEMMEZE
H5HEZEETD, ThbE, AKRICRBTSE /) —F -« 7—F > T KK
13 T ENFE TR L =2 FIH 2 < BOTEIN /210 7R iE
BokiE)] 3 b,

Maeda (2000). i (2000a) D —HEDIFIEIC B W TIZZNTN, / —
ke F—F 2 A OTEIAE., ORI, fTEIAMIT & O
R OBEIfR, EWSE SN SERIC K 2 EAEZ R E LAk
BN EN, FEERANOREORS NHER SN, FHSNE
FIHEIE. White (1996) Ik 2V A MZE TN A FHMAIIICOWTIEE
NEFTHINEID, LDEMAEICOWTIZIZENZEH#HT 20 E D),
EWVWH T EEFZFNIBDTHoZ, TL T, AR LR EE
MICREE L L THEDLZEFEICI-> T, REEORETORR, BX
K, J—=bT I EOBRLENS, BBHEEDNS SNV D
MET SN, TNSITEMIERDEENS ., &2 EEFERIKD
ERFEEXNRELTITHONZDDTH D, LN THEDEREOMR
HEDFRDOERICAEDICEREL TITONZDDTH S0, — K%
PEICRITAZHDERS>TNWS, LML S, IBFEOEEZ kL 7=
MEtFEIEZFAWT WD Z EE M E L THEITFENE D,

AWFEICRBNTIE, /— b « T—F > T HIRICEET 2 ABFED HIY
MUFDOEDICIEIEREINS, £, 1) HAANSKREFFBSLEEN
T2/ — bk - T—F 2T HEERET 5720 ORI ZMER L2
RT 5, LT, QRARBRERCHAEZFFOPEEOREEEZIE
KRG DT EICKD., HADEKRERESEE OB &2 8E T
TLLOBEREED, BEHIT, )RR N S, WEREZKD
T2 X%/ —k - T—F > T HBIEEANDOREZES, K
BEDDHIZHZ0. ZDIMOHMIZI > T, FEEOHREEET
L7 DFEERMEL., —RNRENEZRT &L > Tl O
EOLEEREIZ L., T LT, HEICR TS HKIFEEERT D &
N, AR ERL TCOEELINS,

A

ek
AN B 7z o THERMIE ISR S 2 E A 140, O AHIHE 1B
T LEMIEHEIM O, 530N X /=, T35 1EMaeda (2000).
AT (20002) D—H DOHFFE THW S N/ZERI X ZH EIT LT, —HkiT
MMASNZbDTH D, BBFFREEICHEEL, 11 2R 5
WiRiEEAEDTIZE SR NR.E@EdTIEESRN] 13 15
MHTIEED] MM @EEHTIIED) 5. %I, HEIVLEFEAED
TI3E2) L7z, HEIZODWTEAERMIZIZ, F 9 White (1996)12 &
DATEAIE O5D D L EZNTNEZITO N E D, LE A HIT
WL TIEENSG Z2EHRTHMNEDIN, EWH I Lz2a3058MEE



74 JALT JOURNAL

MEEND, TLT, BAETHRELEZIT O @REDFE R Y
BD)— T BT L ENSERINZHBRIIOWTHHE
BRI SN,

7z, HEEFE OEREZRET 2EEE U TE, AiH(2001) &EF T
C-test (see Appendix) VWS Nz, S I LB S OBMEL %
T2 ENEEL WA, RABSECHERAEEITLES>TOEAS
S EVDBANSCotest DN ERH SNz, BIRESITEL T, &
HOEREREITTIRMIICEBL. 5HREOHIERME L THZEL
PTICRENZ Y TH D XS BEEEIINZ, £ LT, &8N0
BHERICEEZKADDER> THNET A MIEDMND X DI
AR oY W

PR E
A RCHAELZFFOPREEERNRELZRAELETTS ZENHE
B EINN, EBiEDEOB AN SEEZEOMET 50 KFREH
BERCBNTESEFRICHE T 22 BI108 U TRERARITEKEN T
Nz, TOFREE, APFEICBEL TIERICHE. ME, fuNHE D255
LREROWMNERED ZENTE, AaM1.895(HF1.027, L F868) DA
NEEEEDZENTEEZZEE, BIRT 2 K D ITC-testiF AN IE
EHMGEABBEDREDTHDIEMS, N0 ORRE TR/ E
[MZ2NMWTHH5DTHD EMRETNELD,

ST FNIE

BN TIIRFICE R E O S FIE SR OFRRICDONTHE
B A& fRH U 7= A0 H - KF1(2000) /7 H (2000b) 2 ZE 12 L7z, BRI
DML TlE, SHEEITHT B RIS 2 B & 70 A6 O HULME] )
K> ORI N, BRERMRF 00 ERGER R T2 MfTh sz,
T2 5, EERICHIE X N/ZEHHER(EMIEE) O A % B BRI HE
ELTHESDTIERL, ZNS5OBRICHNFEBELEK. HEL %
KEL T, TNSRFNERERICHEEE) 2 RIFLTWDEND
RIfRD D & THMMThNTZ,

BRAER T OB TR LEICE S H#HEE T o<y 7 AEERIC
IR TFHEIOEEN SNz, LT, bT—F&DEFHHATE
TWTC, fRTDZENARETH DI RRTFENERIN, =T
NORFNSBEBEBANDORRDOERE NHEE S Nz, EIMEEIKF
BN TIE, FERWERTDHITITB N TE S N RO 2241 K GE
T 5HEEDIT, BREMERFITICHE N TIIARE E 72 N T EIAE BE e E
N7z,

ZL T, CtestBmiADZENZTNDORTNS OREDRS 20T 5
Bz, #iEAELSETY UM EI N, 2ol &tk WHF
MOKREEREHE T D EFRC. ETIDOT—IANDOHTIEEODD
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KSR DVNTHRFNTEDHDEL ST,

IR E RN

WRHEE RO, FEMEBNOMBEEMIZNRENS, £D
FlLo, HEFRS., sthiEoREZNENNZTDHEHE OKREIZEEIC S
D DEIG %), COHEHDREIEER., sthiEE1M55cEs b L2856
DYy, EHERAE, BE, RETHD, HRAICHDONDIEFICH
WTIERMGZGIEL TWa EBbn s NG on/z2, HEIE
DOEEITE/INT2.2. BART39E. WEICH-> =202 R"THDT
B WEMRE Nz, £ LT, INS0EBEEZEZSH EICLT. O
DRI THNT,

TENEICBI T RN T (AL, 7o~y 7 AlaliE, RiE
BT Y BATHIRR) RS R, F22I2TREND, RTPEZIEXKS LT
BT o 72fER, ZO2RFMERHA T2 2 SITRE L7z, JHHI
ELUTHRFINY — O DRHAHME T 202 8B 25 HDITDWT, FORT
NEZTOBUEBENDODHRENHDHDERKE LT, TDH%., RIEHEZ
BRAETHE U THREEMRF N bz, EmaEREICE L TE
BEREZ NN & ERBIEOHEE Z1T>72 2 &I12K D, CFI&ERM-
SEAIZCEHLZ, ETIDOT—FAO@ESICEEL TIid. flA%.900L4 k
THRILEE & TNSHCFIA.990. fEA3.080% FEINUXD D FEE 73
HWEESNDRMSEAN.064TH D BEFTH 72012, ZOETIV
EH S 7=

RFUIEE27. 20, 172 ECHRVAMESZTHD., #ET 2
MO ORBRILZEIC L > Ciro TUN—IL K] &EC
TIN5, £7/7. W2 JHHE19, 02, 1172 E)IXFEMEI O &
FZrefRE L THAEICEEZEDEDICEEEDZDL 5 KL

K1 FHEIHT 2 EI% & ARG
Item 1 2 3 4 5 n M S.D.  Skewness  Kurtosis
01 11.5 174 239 222 250 1895 3.3 1.3 -0.2 -1.1
02 20.0 27.1 288 152 8.9 1895 2.7 1.2 0.3 -0.8
03 18.8 240 298 169 104 1894 2.8 1.2 0.2 -0.9
04 14.2 199 297 193 16.6 1888 3.0 1.3 0.0 -1.0
05 17.6 204 255 16.2 202 1893 3.0 1.4 0.0 -1.2
06 6.6 96 289 286 262 1894 3.6 1.2 -0.5 -0.5

07 9.6 163 290 268 192 1893 3.3 1.2 -0.2 -0.8
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08 9.0 134 294 269 212 1894 34 1.2 -0.3 -0.7

09 8.7 136 282 280 216 1895 34 1.2 -0.4 -0.7

10 23.5 20.1 25.4 16.6 14.4 1895 2.8 1.4 0.2 -1.1

—_
Do
w
>~
o

Item n M S.D. Skewness  Kurtosis
11 30.0 283 237 117 6.2 1895 24 1.2 0.6 -0.6
12 22.9 254 286 148 8.3 1895 2.6 1.2 0.3 -0.8
13 9.8 141 312 262 187 1895 3.3 1.2 -0.3 -0.7
14 7.8 91 244 281 306 1895 3.6 1.2 -0.6 -0.5
15 19.1 278 326 133 7.2 1893 2.6 1.2 0.3 -0.6
16 14.6 198 298 208 150 1895 3.0 1.3 0.0 -1.0
17 4.7 76 172 296 409 1895 39 1.1 -1.0 0.1
18 10.2 174 337 238 149 1893 3.2 1.2 -0.1 -0.7
19 30.3 334 26.0 6.7 3.5 1895 2.2 1.1 0.7 -0.1
20 12.6 150 234 203 287 1895 34 1.4 -0.3 -1.1
21 11.4 18.4 35.7 19.5 14.9 1891 3.1 1.2 0.0 -0.8
22 30.7 334 204 107 4.9 1894 2.3 1.1 0.7 -0.3
23 21.8 257 325 144 5.5 1893 2.6 1.1 0.3 -0.7
24 224 269 289 126 9.3 1895 2.6 1.2 0.4 -0.7
25 24.4 32.8 25.5 11.7 5.4 1892 24 1.1 0.5 -0.5
26 29.1 376 230 6.6 3.6 1893 22 1.0 0.8 0.2

27 9.5 1.2 231 28.2 280 1895 3.5 1.3 -0.5 -0.7

28 14.7 243 336 17.8 9.4 1892 2.8 1.2 0.1 -0.7

29 11.8 203 357 220 10.2 1894 3.0 1.1 0.0 -0.7

30 28.6 27.1 27.5 11.6 5.0 1891 24 1.2 0.5 -0.6

FE(REP, 1997)) &3z, T L TINS2RFORMEL T, miFEld

BRI XD RENLITODNTNDEHD, BFEIZOHENDRL L5

WHEHTHZHD, EVNHESZHTHBTELZENEITENLD.
DI O 168 ENZEI L THRIRIT, S5RFE 2 3R D 72 R IR T4
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ZNEKNE S U CTHRRNRF O (L. 7O~y 7 Alaks, RIEEIE
R7 HATHIBR) M7 O, AR PR AT eI 2 LU IR S iz (&
3). TENH EFRRICHRGENRF o2t ., ETI)IET—FYIEHED
TedfE L Ty & D #sERICE L 72 (CFI=.990, RMSEA=.062).

ZK2: 17BN DRRHIH TG R (/85 — 2AT51)
SR PR 150 Wt SR (ER] - P A )

Item Factor | Factor 2 Communalities
01. RA D7D, fEINECHDEHES .50 -.08 21
02. FHEPITENE /) — 2 EEDRBLT

EFENTHIERT S -.02 .54 .28
04. HATESTHLIICL TS,

)= DEZENH D .33 .33 .33
05. BRI FICH DI E, /—NMIHELTELS 27 .28 .24
08. F—TU— REBOHBELCRBRELHEZLDD 45 27 40
10. /— M2, BREOMRL TNWDHEZAD

R=VPHHL, Z0ELEOHMAREEEL .04 .46 23
11, HEECHGE, RBERELZDEKE

FEWEU X P EREES .08 .51 31
16. H L < N HEESCDOMN SR WHEER &

DEWRSLHEZ /) — M LicE< .58 14 44
17 BRICENTH B &% ) — PR EITEL .65 12 35

19. IR L TWABNAERLEREELHANT
HREL T/ — b licEL -17 .64 .32

20. L2 HAGRIC

i

RLZDBDZE /) — b

AR =2 .69 -.04 44
2. MDOAND ) — N EEED THRTHS =17 57 .25
23. FAERMOANOTHHL TS

ZEREEEETEDD .33 .28 .28
2. MR WD EAEEZTZDHIZE

D720 LT % .76 -19 46
Inter-Factor Correlations Factor 1 Factor 2
Factor 1 U /\N—1)L &) 1.00 43

Factor 2 AL I7HE ) 43 1.00
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3 DHEE OB TSR (N Y — AT5) ERGERF 4T

it R (AT -1~ FH1AH )
Item FactorI ~ Factor2 Factor3  Factor4 Communalities
03. /—hZ2ESZEMFETHD 15 .30 .21 -12 31

06. / — M iz EMmIzian M5 15 .62 21 -01 A2
07. L TWH I &%, RTHEH

THLEDEDIZES .03 73 -12 -.06 49
09. / ]\7‘&2: ICHESEETR HETS
ﬁf@@‘blclij &< .09 .55 11 -.04 45

12./ 1\7‘;& E TN VN = e
&OTEE@Z&??“B@Ei@%Zé .58 -14 .16 -.06 31
13. /= MR EIFENTVWD &,

WAL TWDREMTD -01 -.05 .88 03 73
14. /— MO RZENENNE

EONLSES -.02 19 .50 .06 38
15. /=3 EDE IR L%

FIZMERICIR B M H> TWD 51 19 -.09 01 40

18. /=R EREBNTVWD &,

MRL TWARRICH - LIEEE

rﬂw‘%:&ﬁi‘f% HESHHTES 31 46 -02 -10 49
21 REE R T B0/ — M Eic#E< 08 44 -01 30 35
24. J— MIZ#ELD iﬁiﬁéﬂtt%

At AR R< T 507 -.09 08 01 .76 59
5. BAHEDIEL L L, BETS

LEDEDICESZEERTTEATNS 43 13 -19 11 25
26. /—h2EaE/ESOIIMIKL T D

ICHRER DR 15 -17 .06 60 37

28. /= MR EICEL EEITE. $Z9<E'9“E>

ZEEEMBRIS TND I EE RN

M TEAT BEELEEEIHOEZRY 74 05 -04 -01 49
2. B ZEILE TR E B o &L

MfRT AT EINTEL 29 29 19 -02 40
30. HOAMED L ST L% ) — e EiC

 ENTWARORESIIAT 35 00 09 14 17
Inter-Factor Correlations Factor I~ Factor2 Factor3 ~ Factor4

Factor 1 [FH<HIOEROBUEZREM  1.00 15 34 -01
Factor2 [#HL ZEHAKEHOEEER 75 1.00 56 -.04

Factor3 [H< ZEITHT B RMERM] 34 56 1.00 15
Factor4 [E ZENS 5 TM&ER ] -01 -.04 15 1.00

WF1FEE?28, 12, 15ICKE<AME L X, HROBIEEIRZ
EWKT 5” Generative” ZIETHDEMRTES20, FHELE [EL
Al DR OBEEERE ) Eans, FEKICKHT2 (HAOT, 06, 0972
ENT” Encoding” &7 External-storage” D2z RO ENS T
HIZ AR EROEEER ) . WT3 (HELS, 1435k E%
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R 270 [FHS I EITHT2FEINER] o K74 FHE24, 26)13
[FEIZENBSTiMEER &IN5,
INETOMREZD LT, DHEEDIRFIZONTIFET IV Z I
5700 AEARE L TORRKT( DLEm2EK] )Z2IRKEL. L
N SITENA. & L TC-testfE F (Mean=30.5, S.D.=8.7, Skewness=-0.3,
Kurtosis=0.3)IC & % [HEE2E DER] NERREVKIZINDET IV
IZOWT, BEAEXETY > 7M™ bz (K1), BEABISEIZE
. MEMIBEEL. EROF ARRENIE S NZHE, lin sz
o, DD, FHMEMEIETSHZET/ — b - T—F 2 HIRER

Bl ﬂﬁ?ﬂiiﬁ-‘l’:ru > T EROMBEERE{ER)

= |\
S -ﬂmﬁm if‘; J—

A / \ i ".
£l l?ﬁ 33 Jun=HILFREL 12
I |'{ — \,\ LAy P
) — .

I-'II l i ,"&DT;-E'FFL e .H-1 Y o .f"r_sg S

.' e e - { iﬁ#g
m:fnss 0 Jﬁuﬁgw MR
'. . X -y - " - — 04
\ ( WG - °

\ k.s / \\H-!'Jf:."ilg
™ —
\‘ﬂ SR f/

ZRT DTS, TOHEZIERT DI L, BEERIEHI L, 28
BLRENEEND,

(NIRRT O TR 7 R AH BERRGE A IR0 BT D BRBE N S 1F & A EA( L
1372<, FELZEDNS S TIHEER ] PRI R F & MMAARE T
HHEHMTEDZENHENERS T2, T2, [HEEEE DERK
NORFEOHAEEROHDIF, TFELLZ &ﬁ%&imtﬁwﬁﬂi
Ml N.6l. [FESATOBROIEEZIN N33 THD., HLEEDOZ
BIMEEIND, —F., [FEIZECHdsirEmE&mn do7e, T
ELIENH ST IR D-04 &0 A TEADIZEE LR L TW
B, LDHEEEE] 25 OREIE TUN—B)IV A 12.69. [&H
L) 12.93&, BRCHEEICHL THRWKEZRL TS, [HiEE
BOER ] NOEZNRREIT TON—BILEHK 2512, KL
Fgl 5048, DRDEWRENMESNTWS, 2D &3, #H
iﬁwhﬁabfcwa@&%mmt_&#bMﬁﬂﬁﬁ@hFTﬁ
HNT, HEBENKEL B> TLES D THDIEEZSND,



80 JALT JournaL

ZFODED, EFICIEEENTVWBDN, FHERAOFHRICDOVTIZ
ShERET 5,

INSDERNS, UTOZ ENfRRES N, OHEEICEIL T
B LB TH S T EIXEZENIITEIIN RN RIS E L K&
XN, IHEMOBERIRCELS ZEHK, 2V oEERER
BRTEIEEHIBEZE L HoTNDE, TO—F, iMiz&RIZT
HZE13, DEEEBTEHEBIZEAEEEEZEFS TR, T L
T, ERZEEERIRT 22L&, EZEHAKRPEVNEZROEY 2E
A9 52 EEEBITHENEEZ L X 50N, BEDHFNEDOFET
RN ENEBEL TR TSNS, T2 TEmICELTIE. UN—
TV E BARHUL GG S OEEN S DFEERKREZITEMN, BEHED
FHNZIT B BImNE NS T ENHL M E I N,

ol

AT TII3IEDOHMWIZIR > THE. 2oz, Z0@EEIC
BWT, HAOEKAEFBEFEEEZNGEL T/ —b - T—F 27k
W&fd 2 E T 2 ERMAR B SN, TOMENL S OWFAEENS
DTF—F%H LI RINTZ,

INFERMMNS, BIFHIRICK > TRENSZ ) — b « T—F > T HHE
OO DT BN IC B E2 52 TWDREENMEE SNz, £
7o fTEMIE & LTI S NEBEE BN K E < A TEE
52 ENEZNWIN—YIVEIEE. HEINEE T 2 Z &NV
HERNEBDONSIEGEE A2 TESHZENHSNERo T2, B
BB RIBITHKO DD TR, HAi SEHIED HikE RS IRENE
N5,

DHEMMEICE L Tid. FME2E#RT 2 2 &13F & A EMOER D
SMTHDH I &, EL ZEITHT BEFREITEZNIC TR WA
AN DD ERRYRIT & DB E VWO N2 B THEL Ho TNDH T EN
BHohER-S, 2Ok, fMiMEtEdTsZET/ —F - T—F >
7 HMEH 2R T DO TIE R, TOHERIRRTHI L, BERIES
ZE EERLEENEEND,

T2, AUFE CIIEBEAME O TFIEEZBATE ST, s —
WAbd % Z SICIFEEICA S RTNIER S0, T2, Son/z8H
EREOETEHHAL DI, Z2EREDBRECEID2ETINOWM ST
ODNTWRWN, LT, WEFEHOEKZNET 2I2Hz> TH—O
HIETEAL ZEICED, BEOZLAEDORMBEFET S, PREF
WG TOEGHAEENWSRRIIFEET 2N, NS OREZEZERT %
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A T S N7z C-test
%% Chang, 1. C. Tales from Old China. Random House. 1969.

People are always wishing. But on_ce_® in Chi_na_% ama_n_® gothi_s_®
wish, whi_ch_® wast_o_© seeth_e_ difference betw_een_® heavenan_d_©
hell bef_ore_19 he di_ed_®Y

When h_e_(1? visited he_11_"9 he sa w (19 tables crow ded 15 with dehc
ious_19 food, bu_t_! everyone wa_s_"® hungry an_d_"% angry. Th_ey_!
had fo_od_@), but we_re_©@? forced t_o_©@¥ sit seve_ral_! feet fr_om_@9 the
tab_le @ and us_e_©@" Chops thkS @) three fe_et_ @ long th_at_®Y madei_t ¢
impossible t_o_®? get an y ¥ food in_to_® the1r mou_| ths ©9),

When th_e_©Y man sa_w_®" heaven, h_e_©¥ was ve_ry_¢ surprlsed fo_r 40
itloo_ked_“ the sa_me_“2). Blg tab_les_* of dehc_lous 9 food. Peo ple 5)
forced t_o_"“9 sit seve_ral_®“" feet fr_om_“® the tab_le_ “9and us_e_ three
foot lo_ng_®Y chopsticks th_at_®? made i_t_®¥ impossible t_o_®% getan_y_"
food in_to_®¥ their mou_ths_®". It wa_s_®% exactly li_ke_®" hell, bu_t_%
hea_ven_®Y the peo_ple_? were we_lI_®¥ fed an_d_®* happy.

Why?

In heaven they were feeding one another

(51)



