NSC92-2413-H-018-0009 -
92 08 01 94 01 31

94 4 28



O O o O

m O
NSC92 2413 H 018 009
2003 8 1 2005 1

94 4

31

20



Developmental Study of Oral and Written Expression Competences

between Learning Disabled and Regular Students
NSCO91 2413 H 018 013
2003 8 1 2005 1 31

85 .93
78
.87

Abstract

Curriculum-Based Curriculum (CBM) is
a research-based measurement system
providing immediate feedback for teacher in
order to make valid instructional decisions.
The purpose of this study was to establish the
basic empirical technical data-including
validity and reliability-for the curriculum-
based reading measurement.  Since new
curriculum has enforced in Taiwan, the
purpose of the study also included the
examination of measurement technical data
between two different versions of language
art curricula.

This was a two-phases study. The
subjects were selected from elementary
schools in central part of Taiwan, including
Taichung City, Taichung County, and



Changhaw. These sujects were consisted of
second and fifth graders from regular
classrooms. The first phase of the study was
conducted during the first semester of the
2003 school year. The goal was established
the  criterion-referenced  validity  and
reliability for the two curriculum-based
reading tests, which consisted of passage
reading and cloze procedure. The second
phase of the study was compare the growth
rate of regular students' performance in
passage reading and cloze procedure with that
of learning disabled students. This was
executed during the second semester of the
2003 school year and first semester of the
2004 school year. Following types of
comparisons were conducted: passage
reading vs. cloze procedure, Kan-Shuan vs.
Nan-Il language art curriculum, second vs.
fifth grade.

Test-retest reliability coefficients of
Kan-Shuan and Nan-Il language art curricula
were between .85 and .93.  Alternative-form
reliability coefficients of the two curricula
were between .78 and .87. Criterion-related
validity was highest between curriculum-
based reading measures and Chinese
Language Achievement Test. Generally
speaking, the relations between different
curriculum-based reading tests from the two
curricula and the criterion measures were in
the median to high levels. The differences
between curricula were not significant. The
results of comparisons between grades
showed that validity coefficients oral reading
test were higher at the second grade, and, the
coefficients of cloze were higher at the fifth
grade. The growth rates of reading were
significant different between students with
learning disabilities and normal reading
students, no matter second or fifth grade.
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