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lproposalsproposalsp p
ID １ /2010ID １ /2010

online graduate school, paper presented at the Annual Meeting of Japan o e g du e sc oo , p pe p ese ed e g f J p

ji Sh boji-Shobo. 
pment and evaluation of Website to check instructional design based onpment and evaluation of Website to check instructional design based on 
2 (1), 63-69.2 (1), 63 69.


