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THAZA, FrolEel AR EE Tl = oY THA &9 &9 delE A
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2. AT =7
B AT AHSE P ARE AW (2000) =ES moR AR H ek

1) F914 AL

2 AFelA AREE SRl HARE AEU(2010) 9 7 xE57]E TEE A
A: 27138 (BASA: EL, Early Literacy) 9] ¥FEA, o] a9 HAM= w59 <
g2t A 7iekEl DIBELS (Dynamic Indicators of the Basic Literacy Skills)
o] sl SN AAS} e SHAMEAIA, 20035 41, 2001) T Fx
sto] TR E I EFESHE QT 2 ATl AREE S8R0 HARE <G 224 =
Uxol, 43, g, W, X9 ] 7HA] k9] dedew FAEHNeH, 7F sk
& 7 S4 EHE FEEHGT] el HEF R 87HA Y] AR ?Hﬂ
(A3, 2009). A2 AL AFEE dol= ‘eEE FouSE o3 (
e, 2003) & vtFo®E AMEGom, i Axbel AFEE Shv Ae 2 CA 19
AN, v, =, 2, 1, 3, A, O, R, %, 9, B, i, &, T, IC, W, MR, &)7} A&
Hlar, @RS 8N, 4, -, 1, — 1, H, D, As A4 6, v, e, 'y
o, v, 0)7F ARGEGITE 53] o]FESRl M, 1 dol|EE i ste] & At
M= AR EA] kTR (], 1981).
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o, CVEECVCH $48 SedFn R Er
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o o o 21:;.{231 %oia aa‘r‘i du;‘{z (71)Hl— l-l(tﬂ)
& P2 g paag 4 gz AR D =
ad g - :
= ORI TholB BT =A
(A 46) o l\iaj 1_0013 aﬁ%‘: =e (o), ()
TE FAS W U E AR
o 29E0 Wel MAE HeFn AR (A, A SR
L e pgweide s aw 22, thel, )
i
o 1549 ] Mg 5851 24 ), & 4
P e g0 gE e A 3% (b
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o 2979 9olE HeFa R 28 - ()
TR me peAR v B2 AR wh — Hheh
S
o, 1829 9olE EelFu 24 EE 002
TR yow ¥ a9 A % (0) - %

231 (2009) =oAL

TOoRE ALY U Al 3] =ojgt AFAelAl 7 HAFE 9F
SR, AE7HEY gds Y dojs=2 ATFAEHAT. AAY AFE S-S 9
A AFE-% Cronach a 74]—’?‘: 90 oo R 45 ANFHEAFE HAL A
(2009) 9] AFolA HolE Bl E AysE AmEw SA24dA s dol A HA
75, A7 AR 819 < i?l EtG =5 AlFsklth

o
oft
kr
il
;L

817 #3449 AL IA £E(speed) & A& (accuracy) 0.2 FEHL. =
A71NA RS SHTE A X*‘GHX] Alzrdlel] drpbt B doj5S A gs
Al elE 7 AeHE B7tske Aolth & ATl AR A AANE 728 E
71%s FAF7HAIAIQL BASA: ¢]7] (Ba51c Academic Skills Assessment; BASA;
s, 2008)0|th. 53] BASA AR ofg ¢l7] Am FolA 1-(DFHA =25
st Aghdg ‘E7jof Ezjof (&, 1991) FA 4FE @Ast AFEEA S

W, & 5485 1135700k A 3X(2009) ATelA st s AdE Ak
H A a4 27 kel 73, dojolxAkel 758 <Fzsh A
G % bl Oﬂ/ﬂ AAE FFAAY] AE R A W AR elA 70

B AR AR AR Srag el AsEe 539 tsrasEe] olax

o]Fo]HATh B AALE AA A AAES 93 o HALE e*l sto] AR o
%8k = Qe 7135 AFsIFTE I Fold RE HAALE FdEEd 108 %
Q¥
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AT ot g7 99 FolA a4 A AR
2 FRsL 7 AAIA AlEE 71273 #AIE A5k Blol 8 AT
th oA F e FEAEE Al AT ¢ Qe Age A e
AR (latent growth modeling) ©]t} (Bollen, & Curran, 2006; Duncan, Duncan,
& Strycker, 2006) TR G L AAAAE FAs=d AR F2UAE A
2o 5 §3 Oi/ﬂ Gt Tk XPE-OJ 7]1&7] 9} i7]%k° 4% Qe A

X %% . OXO]—
2y *E‘Xﬂ Oq?oﬂ*i H]tﬂél LA ool @%ﬂ #kol E@ﬂﬂﬁrli ASAE
7FA AL Sl FiAe] vy A RS olgste] HA O s AkE T 4 e AA
= 7FAa ok

A GFREEE AFEsH7]el Al WA 71s EAIA (descriptive  statistics) &
AgatAa, s d3E vgo® 724 e ATt A g RE g
WA= A 7 dAZ YA A iR dAE REAARe] FE2d 2 (uncondi
tional modeD) & #A3k= Aot Fxd B3PS FAHete FE ol = 24 HA

kel e 'S wkebslr] ol sl

g2y g2 Se04
108 i 128

F A dARE o]F W4 FEZ7d 23 (bivariate unconditional model) ©] A}
£53t) o] ¥ oA AFH FExd BEyE dy F 9 TUREY B4
s 84 F e FEE 7HA I
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o} (Kline, 2005). therA ¢l A% TLI(Tucker Lewis Index), CFI(Comparative
Fit Index), “12]32 NFI(Normed Fit Index)©] AFEEH A=, F AT =A+7F .90
ol%fol™, Agte nYPow HuE ¢ U

N2 AEAE S1EA SPSS 13.00] AFEESIOH, FANLGERE S 4
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4 917] wEo]tk(Bollen, & Curran, 2006). ¥ A4 2E ZHALS] o3 0.05
2 A=

B Qo] AgE WrEe] /1% BAX @3 AE g W

<H 3> o7l BAE Tls SAX ¥ A= HE 4f
102 114 124
AR
M/SD NE/AE M/SD NE/AE M/SD NE/AE

24 | 15.69/10.70 | .20/-1.25 | 20.25/11.03 | —.02/-1.13 | 26.50/12.71 | —.23/-1.32

84 82.50/66.42 | .14/-1.01 |104.60/76.54| .01/-1.17 |122.10/85.54| —2.3/-1.32

<GE 3dolM yehd BuAas AR 0483 e KA BE AE
How F7hsta e Aox yekwth =g HEe FrREE AFe] A

gz AFEE A=, 71EAQ —28F 28 9= A7 997wl FaEEsy
o] =4 Zlo7 #FEth(Hair, Anderson, & Tatham, 1995).
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971 glel 2AAEE A AR S Qe LAY FFYAAED
o 2@ 712719 BAR AFE) A FAYFEYo] AHgE Tk R A
o 29 GRS BAY 5 Q7 W] 25E )

H, o dahs gy &2 Vel FRAAE Ve
715 Sk fost WavE ofyglnh ol Ay FHto] wimolA A3y E L
JE Y7199 71&7] 3t A A3(el, Schatschneider, Wagner, &
Crawford, 2008) &3 ¥Xstal o}, I E8kal o7t Q7] o o
o A At=elAl= 2 9e Az wotzo] A 5 Qg Flojth efvksbd, 1998
°f Fuchs® Fuchs®] 1998Wd% A+ A3} o] %o 7|&7]= s5dols AdEstet

FTosk ARE AR Q7] wiEolth. 7 AHAAREY] 71&717F W olfe V=7
E gk Ao E AW ¢ 3ls Aolnh B AFelA 7 AP € g
Ags 73 oo R 5 ARdAE /ML 5 FASAY. 2ol B sk
T AARES] 71E7)7F W Bl 71%714 2bEe 339 HrEg g o® ALty
ol = g frolrt 7 Al s TETIE €] fEAde e 2
gEx AxkE 4 Sk vk u) 7%01]*1 75 o1 A#HAFE Bty 7Hg e}
W, 7 HANA AR TS 7127 E AT SES 42%(75%.75%.75=42) 2
A & FAolth F YTt A5 7 e AForE 7NEe] HARA 27
A7HA] F& ARATE A H SR woF i ur oA Aolst HeE A dvk
A, T AAA AbEE 712730 A e we Ao® 5" 4 Qi) v E

A} T AT, T AAF A

Eé]

AN 90 o A
ot SuEE W F Are 180 )
o e AEA AFelA 90 ol e FRAFE s A ue 0134
$ Zo] Apolt,

oG] VIEre KA VIETE CSehe % Wee ofY
Atk ddtels 2, ey 2VIES FEAAAAE 271%e dSee #+9
6 T

o t&?%iﬂk ClEl® sk oldel FHH Fue AT Asket WAzt Y,
Zd<Ql, 2000; Burke & Burke, 2006). thA] &3l
10%%011 S4H SEAAAAE SIBEA 4999 FEISEL A5

B Qe eleld Aabh dviste e A

2 =
FZ9d 2% BAebAl, A daelA AR e luns @ AN S48
As7lele] B H QP RS nelFa ek,
B AT A%E wgoR AT £ Yk Ak A7 FE v 2o
A, olv] w53} 5o iAol Aol FANLGEFS 2000 ol ¥
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<Abstract>

The main purpose of this study was to examine the validity of growth
rates of both phonological awareness and oral reading fluency. An important
focus was to explore the potential that these measures could be useful for
early identification and intervention for children at risk within an Response
to Intervention(RTI). Participants were 52 children enrolled in Seoul and
Kyungki Kindergarten. The children across ages 4 to 5 were administered
these early reading measures in each month. This study showed that even
though there were high correlation coefficients in slopes between the two
measures, the growth rate for phonological awareness was not a significant
predictor of the oral reading fluency growth rate. Future research and

limitations on this study are discussed.

Key Words
: Learning Disabilities, Response to Intervention, Phonological

Awareness, Oral Reading Fluency, Growth Rate, Latent Growth
Modeling
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