S05AY: o|ERf X
The Journal of Special Education: Theory and Practice
2011. 9. Al12¢A 3%, pp. 587~611.

@33} w1 el A% ML A 2
#3Y FAREED A

Z & )=

Ay Iy ol FHY e, At E, EF Sy Fus
i s

ety 2555wy we

(2 %)

B AT Ere @53 v sude) sy 2de
FouEkt shgagel xwhat gvh fadel s wEeta

wey, 2ela HEng e e A4 4ol e AE
S|

12

AAG 2ol Qlakgith. WA,
vheke] gsgel 4o 8 54
P?ivk 53] Ad 1093 v)=e

4 o

ol

S SFuSA A AZEA =oEe gk 2 A8 7hsdol AEHL Sl
ZAHF2 2 9 (Response to Intervention Model) 3} ©]& H?l WA AE L] QlxEls Y
(infrastructure reform of the education system)< 93t =8 9 7 sHS AvHLO

ey
i)
)
El
o

gut

J

v, olgEo] @ Srdel AW Wk W WHS A AGH wee] oWy JFL
WA I QEAC] FHe REAT olF 8 B ATE 4Y A7 U G FAAE 5L

o

o [}
o AeA Aygezs mAsgY o] A7 AE FiE AAS wu AL = shEAel
el Ak 9l il Ade wSHHE g =g FANEER o st A48 e
L AARA] Ego] H7]E Hhekth

B ¢ e @B E v RS 45 Sadel 8 9 A8 FACEnY
q Z

# WA A &} (eunmicho@skymail.csus.edu)



588 E4uS Ad: o237 AA(A127 33)

I. A4 &

u= AWAFRE 55 Individuals with Disabilities Education Act
(IDEA, 2004) 9] 1370¢] Zol-7d Folx 5ol 7HE & ®IFE AA skl Utk
IDEACIA ‘5 st5Aol” & HFsE = 3AoA 214 Alole] wl=te] Sl sh54
of ES AA SFus MulAsE B Qe S Tl 40%E AHAskaL vt
(U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics 2010;
Digest of Education Statistics, 2009). o]o]] Htslo], Sk=F2 HA| EFu it
S Fol 6.8%°] sHARte] SFAolE AL Q= AoR K Qv ( S8t
715, 201D). olA €, vi=I =0 SFuSoidAt b stEagel e vlE
o] well HA v X*Ol ekl 3"“1‘011 T W w50 Apol 3 AFvkad ol
s A7 oS s skalth
S ShgAel] SAS ek wsty] flE] wlmelA ARgstal Qe = d
W Bt %j%—% AHg-Ete] gkth. KEDI-WISC, K—ABC & H|E3 4
z T ghmolE woete] AREH I vk 1 AlEA il
of et S4FuSy o AR 5ol Fox AMFD A (Samuel
K1rk)7P ﬂ]?ﬂﬂﬁ‘rfﬁl 5ol l";rw‘j—roﬂ 01‘— Z*+ P& s G4 & 5 vk
! gt o= <Qlgto] g
ZJOH 5.“@—% st FANEg R oigh ?i?%ﬂ WS 71&ola vk Yy, ofA
ThA Gl gl o] wHolu w2 HA] ko, SEiolvt el 1
AAdE ety iAo B A7 AAsi
1975 v= EFaEE 9st 3 (Public Law 94-142, Education for All
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=
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Handicapped Children Act) 9] A7 o]%, vl= AW wSH= vpefFst sh5of &
A3 154 HJde AEstdA Rt g A 9 wSA AdH wge Ve
o] ghth(FRIs}, Landrum, 2005). A #¢] < IDEACIA = sl s o] st
AE =ol7] Al MEE &oE FUlske T4 WA AES mhds B2 AH
(IDEA H¥ 614(6) (B) oA L E2 A9 HAAE Agsta vk #=5 g
A Ak $Ey wSof u)she] ﬁﬁﬂiﬂr At A ARbE 5o ATEta
ol gkl vlal vl A A% ZEa gl Holrt

P ATE =g v=m T oueke L’“%‘OH EdEd JFE T FELNY
Aol W Ay Frp B dis] gobE FH, gEde) S A% use d%s
AE R, v eto® w5l FANESEE A GAtEE Eal s FARES R

Be AAS studt soich. ole] WE AT BHE bt L.
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mEH 1998 srael Ed&o] AA A2 246%03 20010l =

1.17%°)1QtF. Hte] w5337 E5 (20114 AEst E5uS 7 Az o
29 sG5AE 7Rl Aor EE2FH SHAHS 5 606HOE 7(%;(]] ELguSat A
82,665 Zol 6.8%Z AA|st1 Y= AoR Ueyth o)A E wS Iy ER 9

FRWHEA 2010d #e] W= FAABFE uestw b AA A
7,798,693 7he-dl shsdel sHAe] HlE2 0.07%°l =St oot
oA = el SFuS AB|AE Ta Qe sl A Fo F o 7HA
53k ghsk Wl Qled, A HAE d5dolE wiEHe g ar H2 2 od
st k= Ziolﬁ}(Samuels 2010). 281 o]¥3r HA FAlE AA A
WS Q7 FAY TF 7 EE Al Eo=A st Stk vm A% uS 5
9% <l Individuals with Disabilities Education Act 2004°] 9A, 55 u5&
= SHAo] 2004-058hd 713 B9t 13.8%°A 2007-08%d 7|7tell= 13.4%
HAasP o oA ELuSS v shAo] 6,700,000 A 6,600,000 ©.
2 ZEUgE Aolth HZ v dAWAEFE wSH(the U.S. Department of
Education) Y Digest of Education Statistics(2009) A}z ol W= u]= o] A
‘ERTEAN = WFstE = 3~214 Abele] st s v]E&2 2000-01%+
W 71zl 6.1%C14 2007-088hdell= 5.2% %2 FolE53th =, s
sHAl=71 2,900,000 o4 2,600,000 ©. & 7433 tF(Samuels, 2010).

T ugeE 75 0 g A1 vm delA ohekst wshel dojd wiAE 7k g
Aol oigt kst ol A A SFug Aol X]WZ‘P ARE 2 C”ﬂr“
Aolth, thgtd AFdE =0l 7H gEAele 543 w Zﬂ e
7171 Q8ll, sdst F7F Axapel thsh AF7F o] Fojx a1 »loui st o] & OH
A qlow HEAQl sdo] AsEolA gith AbE A (Samuels)+= 20109
Education Weekol2t= QIEJUIEEXE Fal 20049 IDEAS 7fJ o= Qlsto]
A A w4 A Y93 (Local Education Agency)©e] dAz7b AW 429 159 AEE 27
A MHIAE skt AR S A HAAL, ol AuS AdHo] A WISHF
o Aol& 7H g, 53] gFAelE ikl S e EEt . fEvF He
Foll= e wSHIE 27| A ARAR o] AR S

ety 271FA S8 s Azt 1e8v 5
B e RS wd & Fol7] g A olyst L:gﬂqoﬂl?_ ,

= Sl g 7 54 a5 AS EAeta Sl
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19948] SERGATU AYA AEARE Aohe] T Fedow LTI
HHA, BT HRLE ATAEES SR FRe/ g SFRFAF
o

HoellM= sadals Astrl, @8], ¢l7], 227

55 wepld e A
2 AUE A dn Foseth AR S5as BARES o Ao} Bl
o E4e A9l a4 grkedl st 147 (200D 5l

se wasy] 98 A dael Jeke golo) Ax BAR sgel A e
A5l 2] thE whd WY W RS A7 gl Agsidvkn sl wa
4
-

il

AET 5(2004) S SFRFHITHE MR ETeta, BHEs gl
=z FHAdrt A FE v tAEe] WEsH AEAY A 1S5S
A E3cka skl
EFRHFHITH Fo ggAole] st FwEe A3, EEest Jojs 1 o
ol Mol Mg E71 85 2 (Jung, 2007), 20079 5€ 26Y A
o] Zofel Tl thet SFuHHor thAE Ak A Helds AFEL
Kirk) 7} 2 stsdol gl skl stsdolz 7 d AASt fAFsH, 7i91E]
W2 aRlom <lste] =71, watr], FHF, A, 719, wAA 59 5715
olub ¢171, 2271, g 5 Y AFH FdYGelA dASH ofE gl Ue AR o®
g5elE Feolsta .
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shw] o1& =71, AkaL, @abr], §l7], A7), HAARE W FEE Anks el glolA
o] 2% s vEbd ¢ ki Esh WAk Qlvk eFA|RE, o] foj= Uik
Ao AZE, H7 Ee % o, X*’\]X]Xﬂ AR, B w3, 344 =2
BAA Azt Age ol g % wg Y RHoR A3 2E FLRAE A
ol XA gt A% %2"6}71] Al ekaL STt
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o o] el stgge] wile] wa ARA ARE glow &

2005). shb A2 (2005) 8] ATtel mEd 2F8tu 5 STl
SO 1AL A8 A% - WA Y olele 9oL ggdlz sl
oA B WA b Segelt Be WES Adeta Jeds Bet
o SelE AW - Woe) Sl £t m e el Jl @t shev.

2007 FofQl ol whE Sy AFow, sl xwtk-BFrE #™

Q7o) 7 smelA Aole] Yt wg AP Aeke] EFaaA QAR o) Ae a9

A
A oF4E A ole] BEmEAAAEE QY 5 0 $9Y 59 ojegor
Qso] BAs) ol Hpstunt Hetiel] wol Esu Y A AL

9, 2009). olel dlal NS F(2009) A% - B B AL A5 AT,
AmAow A - W7 Axe] dit 58 APol 7129 whele) 2

[
A ghol o RA A Ao # Atk kel olzgol 9L & Uk et

shgol AW Bbe) I OE ol Mo shEgelis @ Mo dwko] ohd A
%50l HUHY Ex ofe w9 FAYel U FAAE B s o) 39
o 7)ol AHolal % >

bkl WS s 9E g Fol ANk ofF
2 %] < Wol A3t

&9 oty ATt I
(Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children—1I)S 3 2](2001)7F £33+
K-WISC-1II, WISC-R& #F3s 9&¢ ot A5 HAHKEDI-WISC), 7h¢-3
T NEA s HAHK-ABC), 283 @A HAHKEDI-KIT) 7} & 221tk
(LS 9], 2009). Fw£(2009) 7 AL F(2009) 9 AFte w=w 543t
WARY SFISAAAE S ek - F7F g s &Y oby ASAAME A2
O o]gdt= AoE Yetuth FHAAE HUHE A 71xsE7s AL 8
HFFEH R4 7128 AAHKISE-BAAT), 71285715 337 A4 (BASA) =
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(3]

NCLBE 2014674 el 5 7kxl g4 9l o5 dojakg S x5 v
o] B SAEY SAAFHE AdisArrl fE SR A
(highly qualified teacher)”’} 975 &3l #
A &2 QL H el oalf s AT A
7F Sl A= sH wSol FANES
Sijolehes Ao ® Ak S n)= .

53] 2006 FHHo] AlBEI = IDEAE S5delsE wdsts 73
Aol AHAel JFe 7]1FH (2006 IDEA regulations §300.307 concerning
SLD). 7} FellA= & % §300.8 (c) (10)ell o3l Al 7F#] 9] st5ol whdst=
e S (D) Aol e w843 2dx REAES AR R o8
NI (2) HAR AR HATH A AHES WEA] FEsfiof st (3) H9 F
WiHo] obd thE o] AFEE F & ¢ A sfok shrh(§300.8 (o) (10);
(IDEA, 20 U.S.C. §1414 (b) (6)(A) 7). wehA o] o oA dAAsh W3}
TH-AF BYA Zde] fgjtewA ‘HEAow HFTH Yo Foxl FA
tjArel o] oW A HESEt=X]” o B E ol 2y Axpe] dRg AL 4
| St
o

{0

ﬂ

F Zlolth, oA #al o] WS Fall 5070 FolA = sH-AF Aol dA T
AE TEdol o] AbgEfol st AS a7k s F A HIUh
Hlsrel A 1Q A HW EYX RAS &&oto] 5ol E ek wEE o ‘gt
Aol ojn AAPE welof A=A STFuSES T3 JTTA7 7}%5‘1}” A
(Fuchs & Mellard, 2007)< B]X&ste] “AZA 2 Agst T4 Fof 7Hs747 ol
Bk TAREC] ZHA ¢ og] shatse] o8 A A HA (Fletcher & Vaughn,
2009; Vellutino, Scanlon, & Lyon, 2000) I sid#S o= wHo| 3 o
of, gharol A= 2005 el Aeofgtell ols wi=o] TI7 Aol AsfEY|E st
nj=ro = ojn] 2000 of o]F =2 o] A dHE dAyESo FH-AHFH =
AR B AR AR o, 7] ¢V Ay, FARES R 2HS
AN, ol AT=2 AR7F Y -4FH =UA B "jlew

me 32 2 r\r

Al mlm

o 4% DA i sk AL ol 2 kg o AS) Fo o] £
W EvE pelw R FAL Folob Ak A5PlE A A% AR
=]

A5 E}iﬂr. I Az v 2755 (Department of
Education) W &S 93454 (Office of Special Education®t Rehabilitative
Services)+ 20119 1€ 214 A 5070 5 S5FuSE dHAEEANA SANSE
do] g W Abgo] AR 54l W S =F F ues dE
(Memorandum) & XHuo] 7FZ3+9cH(LDA NEWSBRIEFS, March/April 2011).
53] A (Fuchs, D& FAHS=E st #It E (Vanderbilt) th 3t o] 8h57of
At w8 4 w4 AFE g8 (Deshler, D) & T4 22 3t A~ (Kansas)



et e ATEES FANSEES A A7IRE wrl] S Fal el of
Has Hole s x7)o Adste] A4 + Sle 7P Ae Rndx AAst
Aok 25 FESE o] Rdo] UntggoA FEsh AAS Ad WAL A s
Al AEE w5 ARES S8l Tier 178 A&l Tier 29 Tier 32 @A FA
= HoJstHA], £ALAE (comprehensive evaluation) 2 AZ F, & Q3 shAjo
shafA Rt kAol ddS WE & dss Axesith 7 Ul figte o] A

A vj= A9} A2F E3] (Americnan Institutes for Research and Researchers)
g o]5 o % u AR J 54545 (U.S. Department of Education’s Office
of Special Education Programs)?] A|<¥2°=% National Center on RTIE X
stal =93t Ut o] AlE = FANEE RIS JF At 1 d9E F3 A
2 QLSS 507 Fo] otaly, 3] She o] 7 mUlS A8 = 9

=5 Q3= T
TE = A AFEEt Qo A Q== =91 At} (National Center
on RTI, n.d.).

Fri olo

ok
4>

20119 797 vls ) 5070 7O FAWIRY AL 4 F SFas
PAelEE g Eod AuE AUden A $A48 el Bed cel
(Idaho) #8 A9 vl=e] A Fol A SR A 7 Wy F, SRS

92 el AT AL AT ek ot Fol 0o FALE UL
So% AgSAG b FE-43 2 "
TS P B Bl Abgsta ol 2o® vhehgrh(£2m, unpublished

document).

S e S s e T e
WNE A B3 9 FALSEALE 540 o) A8eT 9

T =
o HeIAL, SjeldEldane) FAAE FTAUSLAL 594 1A £

]
‘?_%01 /\}%—33’_ Qlar flﬂ%(Oregon)ZFOﬂHJ_ v%%%i] =
sto] ARESEAL Ut mEkA FAINES R ARRS] dSS B o,

237

M
N K mlo

o] oju] FAAo T =A (Zirkel) ¥ IE (Krohn)©e] 2008\ 233t Z=dk-%
vl AFE B ZAF Q1 60% Kt @A ol eSS yeRUW, =A (Zirkel) ¥
EvulA (Thomas) 7F 2011 %o 2010\ 704 ul=p 2] FolA FA-SED

S AFEet Quha WS FART ¢ mobxl RS RAFEth Y 7 A XAF
A= The Complex Ecology of Response to Intervention Report® 2011d
Hof m oA W E AT,
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A gk Adlw SR AAFEstr] gl Fr7FdQ stda E A 2 Yo] F Q3 A
oAl Z7] = 48]~ (National Joint Committee on Learning Disabilities, June
2005; U.S. Department of Education, Building the Legacy IDEA 2004 Q &
A, 2007)7 o] 2% sgatal vk elth Tier 13 Tier 29 J52 1 SA ]

A3z Sudel HAES Y £ QAThe Aol u o} 4 FRE AW Fo
B0 F9gol UFH Aol ohUml, EF Brmse] Bohstol wrEA 5
b Q= SAES Eolob & wHH7E FolELOR Qs FAFe] AVE FE
917) we] AFeA ARg A 9l Folth

Aol wla] MFE vhre s AR ke %m} et w7zl o
PN
-

T Ago] Qlrh wEkA gharel] wlE mHE o W i“@%Ol 5 zéi‘fﬂ
FANE ol | F qlon olet Fio] dx wwo dEHge] FHE A
ol 7HAgkE Zloltt. e FANEEAS o] &5 SEdel Wyt w&S ofu
&), =y FTANe e shey) ko g malgiojol & WS 93 F uete
stigel s WSS vws) B FANLSER Aldlg AuEs|® g

1 @ae] shgel Sh wS AR

Szroll olel g A1 At S50 BEolE Bty AvuAbs 55
ool digk st Folu AEA TE5S TFEAHF A ol disl
T 9], 2004). Antstwex = SRS AS fe V)&%
F xSl 37 A Sxge] el 28E RE
79 =

o] =X "Holvh (&, olth4], 2009). =l S5l

30 i 1% o2 Mz (m 2>
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st Sxsturt glzlel AAl stsAol A F 4,996 9 SAES Ank
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A Frbskdvk (71 Eke], olti4l, 2009, p.257)." FEgt AR (2010)S AEE2AF

of Feldt 285 0] 250 WAE F 88%o] Sel obe] e ANE Ut

WHoE EWE 94 Fol g8 olekn Ratel AntmALECl el et
7

A47F Aesthe 2

Y sEelE 7H g ES feh i8S =Y S wEs Yitan

Qe AR AWtwSel NCLB 20013 Eu4HS IDEA 20040 S0+
Aol ik olsfi7t H Qg Aol okellA AgFeh v d 7 WS #HsHARl, AT
A eF AEH A4S Z2E SFuSuAE o 9@ u§e] Fo4de WA
3tk IDEA 20049 ¥ 300.309(b)o] w2 sh5atel oigeo] o A,
2o 98 B}F Fol 2FSuEHAN 7dte AR AAS 2tE dutuAlrt A
Fobe Ao, AT 7Nk ugE dnkshgel A kgkojol gtk E3F IDEA 2004
614(6) B)E ¥ AdnS AL sy o] 244 wEdae] §
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o] ¢} v]=3tAl NCLB 8
AT E ugd AdE 7] wrd 5% B) 7 w7 5 a8la (O 99
Y FFo] dlojgtd shyAolE e 4 gk wHEiTh oju (A) oA A
AL ATE T8 H1Fol ®@ Behy 7] ngE w3l 97 wg F2 24 E
a3 BErARl, AT 7Nk 97 mgTt AFEA ol ¢ 7)ol ofEes Helw s
AR Ak & F glSS eI e Flolt. dEFoeR pEHoR
AsE A7 FAvE Xt dae & 7 U3, HZ=Burns) ©]9] o
gAEol o8 AEAoR old FAMES T3l FAE(53] FAHlA 38d
Ao g7l W FEstge ddE E 7 AtkeE AdAR A AdEe] vden 8l

t} Burns, Appleton, & Stehouwer, 2005; Coleman, Buysse, & Neitzel, 2006;
Gertsen et al., 2008; Gertsen et al., 2009).

del 2 E22 % (Florida) 59 Stadols 7H St El thah wsel )
Netaar vt Z2ethes thE Foll vls 24 @ty Ao r AR
= Adsta ole=dl, oled diste] m= 5070 7o S5us @dAs o3 A
u Zggvt Fo E4uS dixiel we] 234 (Bambi Lockman, President of
the National Association of State Directors of Special Education, Inc. &

Florida Exceptional Education Chief)< EE S A ‘SNSRI S Z3)
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Agtel wHS AlFstZIHEd nSFE v Be ddE stwl] wSsATE T
AA N FEE stwA A 7R Q] NS (infrastructural reform)< 831 Zojsta
7] W& olgtal 1 o] -5 ¥rglth(Learning Disability Association of America
2011 Annual Conference Keynote Speech).

Mol F3date Ze A7 derkse]l AR 1 uE JddAgE 4H

3la, oldlsty 1 =¥3dln, HEAQ ®l%x(collaborative approach)® F2ZZAo|1

AZAQJ AA kel A FARESEAS APt Ut} SEFDAES JEH 7]
Aol “AE7Ie] AS5AdE3 %53k 7]+ (Consultation and  Collaborative
Skills)’ o]t &S, AdWtwAlEL  ‘EuS71E (Introduction to  Special

Education)” & o]Fst=% Holqlth, FAF-o7F dntstaolx AlztE 7] mZe] o
HEwAb= oln] W2 8k A (Universal Design of Learning) o] 7ldel ol i
Y, 2537 T8 e s AdE s, i e F e
TF xpdstste] AFEE ¢ e FES A4S WS 7EA L Qlojof g
wo® sta Qo webd dRbiAbso] stggelE Th sHE &
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A, 08, Ea)S oFu YA FEAA 21 218k 0 24 (Division for Learning
Disabilities, 2007; Fuchs & Deshler, 2007), A 2 d FF 9472 ¢17]
Ne A U T/ NA A9A & a5HYS FAT A/ e didt AT
7F &Sk Al Ay E 3 9tk (Prewett, 2011; Rose & Scala, 2011).
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g, stw= A A A8 J)E (infrastructural reform) g %3k 7|2 A0 S¢Sy
ARt S A3 AA AR 5ol o] Folxl AHjolw, 11 i AL 4
H EE g7 AT wAh SHHEES U ® 3 AEHHA AF-E FE W
Folth. wEbA o] stAS LolFE ol FANESE A HAE AL LiE
ol HAo] thgt === (Donaldson, 2011)9 At FEAO = ol slar Uut.
=, 1 BAL FEs AAeds sk AL FA AakE mE3 Sl o' g
Aol Al AFH wrHs AREstn A o wSsEs Fold w, I 38 A
FH7F 2E HolE 7 e oAt v S5 TEA o Agtet SRR
Elace=-1

oA THE Folof k= 740]4

+ 58hd ofob(W 9 = 16 F Saeddel o8, gy gle g
w2l Child Study Team(%+= Student Study Team) ol Al 2011 149, T34
% 7F(comprehensive assessment) & WE% S H T} ojn] AgAv} AEg] A
Az olg 28y w 2o SdS wEs AL 9wl 5809 A )7} Az
2010 7hgel 1 59 A 58hd SMES tde R AFAd dol ¢7|et
g 7ol = %‘7] 9 FEaEe] gt o] skl 15%° &otA Ho, g
2o} @ uArte] Hee wote Uitk g mAks At sgellA Tier 19 TAE
Folatih w2 %/}3‘ 4 (Curriculum Based Instruction) 7} A9 7]&&
=7 (Curriculum Based Measurement)©] H7}2 AME-5 it
olw] ZAML T AL o thAF e 1 A WU APES A wA}, SRn
7F A|&A 07 g-o]sHA E’_‘/]Hﬂ T AEF AAYE Lok AIMSweb (http://
www.aimsweb.com) ©] 2= OIS AFESiY 1EAR, A 7INEe] g 3HE Q1
WFE e 5 AAS b ] J§7P°ﬂ/‘1 2 &5 W 85%% o ol TdEt
O] A EE HolE Aol nlal] dyies s g F o] stelde W
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& 8 AFdoln 4FY Bk Aashd A9 3 Shael CSTChd Swdy
Team) & Btk FAZOE o) Aelsvt Tier 13 Tier 29 FA W3& e~
koA, ofwl HAE Aol Bk Qo] 1 N a) Sl ol g E An
e ZelA, 1dvhd Agne SAYAEE Folyl da mEY L w3t Y8
ofwg 440l W AANE Fohuolol i, wehd 2876l Tier 3% 98

FHB7te AL 2SS A Relth o] Fd%E Bal ARl Feta
e 2o} oW FRe) SuAAA TEla 1 SEe A e HAN7)E Zo] ¥
A4 WS 1R % AEEE 4F FAE o Fod wgsta. 2y 1

A& TR ol ol 7] Wit Tier 304 AAjst F&E7 Ao}
ZTANE 2 A3E [EP "o y_u%o]: gt o] ARE B o] [EP "€ dy
29 Ao R g AAst F, SFunSS AFstA | Aotk dElAvt E5A
NE 7}*‘4” e D}ﬂxﬂﬂ ﬂ—’F FARES AXA 1 B F HLE Qs

o]+ H %ZHH&% %1% et %ZH% shA A &Aolal rH Al SEAlAE
s Tl welg B wARY wg WY o] o] Fo A A He otk &=E
A{5(2006) 0] oA LRI ol E A4 FPRo] FARMSEDS T8 £
= AA FFuAPE A9 ), 7 ey Bgo] At or HE rololA
Bdido] A B SR FHS W2 Awstel s 1 FAVE ol FoA L Q=
Aol o &l Ul¢°ﬂ*1¢ AzpstA argsto] o] Fel g A7 A HH 0w o] Fo

23 Qt}(Deshler, 2011, Learning Disability Association of America 2011
Annual Conference Opening General Session).

Z RS o) 31—/“%1—0]] 2k Jrke] sk q]o]—oi E3 ZF Tiers E3+ EnAS
FAFATE AREE I T A &% 9 AR g A7) FEA o Flo
Aot} sHAINE AA7FA] w5 el A FA Rk R )
< 7FsstA sta, sl 918 SES 7] Aty s e TAE 4
Sk Aol Holgho m A ﬂ’kﬂoﬂ gajow Wdste s oAWd A ST
ATE HSE a4 w5 SAE e A8 U AF AR FUkE EEl
7VeskAl sl Qo= A3} L}i.l_ 21t} (Fletcher, Coulter, & Reschly, 2004;
Fuchs, Fuchs, & Speece, 2002). T3t o] FANHEEA Algste= <t 7Idist

+& HolA %= T ENA ofd ?Xﬂzﬂ‘ﬂ &9 FAE o= 7|3 Bt o
Pg=Ao tiegt dekst ARE A& 5 A Hy O JHE FAE R $, g
Aol agAels #sh=d vl T 238t (Donalson, 2011). 18|31 o] RE& Uxt
TAY, SFuAb, SR AEE AETMEAA a9E] nSsHY 37, §5RY
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AL FaA TANSELS 3t dato] AlFEH=d 1 o9 EFuS

ol
(NCLB) & oJ&f wigs oatoz FAgEE-S AlzstAY oju] Alzbst F=of A
I RAS A&E7] Y% AEAA AdtwAl 5T Al Ea ok 12al o] 3
< Adsta Adystr] fst wSA|A~EO
the education system)2] d3+
Coordinator or RTI Director) 8} 2 A2 A 3to] A AT
A, SRR o] ggadeo] thsh F-g 2l Asf (o], 2009) & e}
AbE] Aol A mlE = QRS R8s AS ARbgT wFAN = SFus &
=9 AgEsrt Rty Qla 4SRRI g WA foj2 HAEo
(Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, 2004). &} uv]=ro|x 3}HA
Hi e SFASFEE AL (dE 59, Zglx Yol CAC; Community Advisory
Committee) 9] 8 A¥ R 2]1e) st w9 9 &3t yed Fdevt
ATt ket ol sk RS FREo] ALY 2R 7L 7Exl el (o] A
Sl el #st Fst JRE Hog grFAelo #et HAddoly w2 7]
|

o
e 1z Ak o] W S5ms P2 % WAES

7]
Tier 13} 20 #o|&E 3t Q) w3 AWtz
A

)

oo ko
o2 Ot 12

91_5
of
i
i)

£ 4
o o
X o

>,

o o
= i

o =

re
4y a2
i
o N,
ftjo
i
rlr
o

jud
{o, —
e

o
td
jaiss
-
o
1%
QE
£
L
e

St
=2
X
rlr
o
Al
_ﬁ‘g
4l
Lo

]

2
% o

-
o

- o

ztole] gt £
H7F g8 S
7b o E AE 37
S gels 7t
A 9 A

o] 7Y

-
>
Y
1
KN
e K

Mo L
=
o
{0,

=

i

=
2
o

r

T

o o Y

H

o
i
o
n
¥
=
Ho
1o
o,

o &
AFEA 2Ed AR Ao
Jejolebs wpAle] Egol W2 uletch

B st=)

i rlo
g o

o

],

f
REES
[

_

o A o

o\
k)
=
oo
td
n
i
=

>

il



FEE, ST, o171, Holdl, Y (2008). #l=9] HAe] A
. SgFefdT, 5(2), 107-133.

FET, A4, Dermot, F. (2004). Rethinking of the concept of learning disabilities
appropriate to social context of South Korea. E5n&A44g: o233 AH, 5(3),
285—300.

)
r,

g A wat

ZFFF, v, 2389 (2001). K-WISC-II. A& E5us.

W =R (2007). FARL Foll e SFuEH. A w5 e

W7 &R (2008a). AL Fol e SFuSH APH. AL ngHs|Ey.

W7 & (2008b). Fold Foll e SFnSH AFFE. A ﬂ%ﬂ‘ﬁl%#—.

WEHET =R (2010). 2010 EFTEARRTA. A& w5387 =

WHHE7) e (2011). 2011 EFTEFA. A& 158 7|E5

SHETLHY (1998). EFR{QToHe EdE ZAAT. e SH5FSd

SHETLHY (2001). EFREQ T T8 E AL i A5

A%, 1, Aaeh olfa, o714, v, eoldl (2009). =dl sl AT 5F
B4, ofAlofmH AT, 10(2), 283—-347.

A28, Aals (2007) U gFFelol wS #d AFFF B4 1996-2006 SHEXA
= (2), 223—256.

ATE FHOE. EFoten s

Aelgk (2005). 2004 ®= SFuSH I

gl GOl g FHoR, AI5F LI 2005 —%74 i‘%tﬁil 24, 21-30.

Aohzl (2006). S5AolstyS 93 SAAT B3 FAEA. EFaSAG: o]E3} AA,

7(2), 265—299.

, A, Add, HAYn) (2009). sEel ek @rE 9l A st dEel o

ZAE EFREAE: o] AA, 10(4), 127-148.

A& (2006). gFgel] HES A FANFSEIRTD Y o)y 4. EFu{gAdT
41(3), 141—161

A7 (2001). 5ol dawy 2 Axpel| wet wzh %] Foo] wE #d =F

A4S %—ﬂgi. ESFng s, 36(1), 101-126.

A, ol (2009). sEEelZ i EE obse] Wl st 258w wAREE A FAL
Z25REAT, 22(2), 257-280.

A3 (2009). S5ololse] At el Al AT, 25(1), 111-123.

A7 (2010). ARRALEY SFTAMES] AN (RTD 2ol gt A& A oA} 7hs4
A% o], EFLHSE, 9(1), 39-70.

eHdell (2009). stw7]RE FARESEG 2|3
w78 wpabshe] =i, oo Etal o shel.

W3l Landrum Timothy (2005). ®l=re] &<57de] HEAAY 7 ws. SEFqdT, 2(2),
103-121.

e

Ho

K

Awd g5gel S 97 5 54

gy

o o



608 Sruls Ad: o]E3 AH(A129 33%)

A AAY (2005) EsF wSuaA Ao w2 Ak Hol Aeel A B4
FEAG: o]} 4H, 6(2), 201-228.

olth2 (2009). =g TA-w-E RTD FHHe

Aol (2009). kel ejel ek - 7t
AApere] =, digrei st o gl

z1. ESaSsdT, 44(2), 341-367.
3 S5 uAle ol 9 A, mgkey

;L
p
4

—Tmﬂ%‘c’d?, 43(2), 1—46.
3T, o714, Zeold, A5, AFd (2009). gEHel A - FrrE 91¢
A 9] ofetat et &4 shggdT, 6(1), 105-127.

AIMSweb: http://www.aimsweb.com/products/data—capture—tools/browser—based—scoring/

Burns, M. K., Appleton, J. J., & Stehouwer, J. D. (2005). Meta—analytic review of
responsiveness—to—intervention research: Examining field—based and research
—implemented models. Journal of Psychoeducational Assessment, 23, 381—394.

Coleman, M. R., Buysse, V., & Neitzel, J. (2006). Recognition and response: An early
intervening system for young children at—risk for learning disabilities. Full
report. Chapel Hill: The University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, FPG Child
Development Institute.

Deshler, D. D. (2011, February 23). Building bright futures by doing what matters most.
Opening general session presented at 2011 Learning Disabilities Association
of America annual international conference, Jacksonville, FL.

Division for Learning Disabilities. (2007). Thinking about response to intervention and
learning disabilities: A teacher’s guide. Arlington, VA: Council for Exceptional
children.

Donaldson, W. (2011). Response to intervention and specific learning disabilities, The
Complex Ecology of Response to Intervention, 45—48.

Fletcher, J. M., & Vaughn, S. (2009). Response to intervention: Preventing and remediating
academic difficulties. Child Development Perspectives, 3(1), 30—37.

Fletcher, J. M., Coulter, W. A., & Reschly, D. J. (2004). Alternative approaches to the
definition and identification of learning disabilities: some questions and answers.
Annals of Dylexia, 54(2), 304—331.

Fuchs, D., & Deshler, D. D. (2007). What we need to know about response to
intervention (and shouldn’t be afraid to ask). Learning Disabilities Research &
Practice, 22, 129—-136.

Fuchs, L. S., Fuchs, D., & Speece, D. L. (2002). Treatment validity as a unifying

construct for identifying learning disabilities. Learning Disability Quarterly,



hud)o
o
=
cl
[o}

=
=
il
ofm
:oé
rie
o
H1
ofl
ofN
)
2
olo
[3ul
i)
24
re.
(<]
o
[{e]

@5 v)5e] o

lo

25(1), 33—45.

Fuchs, L. S., & Mellard, D. F. (2007). Helping educators discuss responsiveness to
intervention with parents and students. [Brochure]. Lawrence, KS: National
Research Center on Learning Disabilities.

Gersten, R., Beckmann, S., Clarke, B., Foegen, A., Marsh, L., Star, J. R., & Witzel, B.
(2009). Assisting students struggling with mathematics: Response to Intervention
(RTD for elementary and middle schools (NCEE 2009-4060). Washington,
DC: National Center for Education Evaluation and Regional Assistance, Institute
of Education Sciences, U.S. Department of Education. Retrieved on July 5,
2011 from http://ies.ed.gov/ncee/wwc/pdf/practiceguides/rti_math_pg_042109.pdf

Gersten, R., Compton, D., Connor, C. M., Dimino, J., Santoro, L., Linan—Thompson, S.,
& Tilly, W. D. (2008). Assisting students struggling with reading: Response
to Intervention and multi—tier interventions for reading in the primary grades.
A practice guide. (NCEE 2009-4045). Washington, DC: National Center for
Education Evaluation and Regional Assistance, Institute of Education Sciences,
U.S. Department of Education. Retrieved on July 8, 2011 from http://ies.ed.gov/ncee/
wwc/pdf/practiceguides/rti_reading_pg_021809.pdf.

Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) of 2004, P.L. 108—446, 20 U.S.C.
1400 et seq.

Jung, D. Y. (2007). South Korean perspective on learning disabilities. Learning Disabilities
Research & Practice, 22(3), 183—188.

Lockman, B. J. (2011, February 25). Staying the course. Keynote session presented at
Learning Disability Association of America 2011 Annual Conference, Jacksonville,
FL.

National Center on Response to Intervention (n.d.). National center on response to
intervention state assistance, Retrieved on July 6, 2011 Retrieved from http://
rti4success.org/stateassitance.

National Joint Committee on Learning Disabilities. (2005). Responsiveness to intervention
and learning disabilities. A report prepared by the National Joint Committee on
Learning Disabilities representing eleven national and international organizations
in June 2005. Retrieved on July 7, 2011 from http://www.ldaamerica.org/pdf/rti
2005.pdf

National Joint Committee on Learning Disabilities. (2011). Comprehensive assessment
and evaluation of students with learning disabilities: A paper prepared by the
national joint committee on learning disabilities. Learning Disability Quarterly.

No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB) of 2001, P.L. 107—110, 115 Stat. 14.

LDA NEWSBRIEFS. (March/April 2011). A response to Intervention (RTI) precess
cannot be used to delay—deny an evaluation for eligibility under IDEA, 46(2).



610 S A o]23 AH(A124 33)

Prewett, S. (2011). Response to intervention in middle schools: Practices and outcomes.
The Complex Ecology of Response to Intervention, National Center on Response
to Intervention, 19—24.

Questions and Answers On Response to Intervention (RTI) and Early Intervening
Services (EIS) (2007). Building the Legacy IDEA 2004, U.S. Department of
Education, Retrieved on July 7, 2011 from http://idea.ed.gov/explore/view/p/,
root,dynamic,QaCorner,8

Rose, T., & Scala J. (2011). High school response to intervention: The complex ecology
of response to intervention. National Center on Response to Intervention,
25-32.

Samuels, Christine. A. (2010). Learning—disabled enrollment dips after long climb.
Education Week, 30(3), 1, 14—15.

Torgesen, J. K. (2007). Using an RTI model to guide early reading instruction: Effects
on identification rates for students with learning disabilities, Retrieved on July
5, 2011, from http://www.fcrr.org/science/pdf/torgesen/Response_ intervention_
Florida.pdf

The IRIS Center for Training Enhancements.(n.d.). RTI (part2): Assessment. Retrieved
on July 14, 2011, from http://iris.peabody.vanderbilt.edu/rti02_assessment/
chalcycle.htm

U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics. (2010). Digest
of Education Statistics, 2009 (NCES 2010-013), Chapter 2, Retrieved on July
2, 2011, from http://nces.ed.gov/fastfacts/display.asp?id=64

Vellutino, F. R., Scanlon, D. M., & Lyon, G. R. (2000). Differentiating between
difficult—to—remediate and readily remediated poor readers: More evidence
against the IQ—achievement discrepancy definition of reading disability. Journal
of Learning Disabilities, 33, 223—238.

Zirkel, P. A., & Krohn, N. (2008). RTI after IDEA: A survey of state laws. Teaching
Exceptional Children, 40(3), 71-73.

Zirkel, P. A., & Thomas, L. B. (2010). State laws for RTI: An updated snapshot. Teaching
Exceptional Children, 42(3), 56—63.



Suggestions for Korean RTI Model by Comparing

Learning Disabilities Related Issues in the United States

Cho, Eun Mi

Associate Professor, California State University, Sacramento

Byun, Chan Suk

Professor, Daegu University

Choi, Na Ri

Graduate Student, University of Texas at Austin

<Abstract>

The significant gap in the prevalence of Learning Disabilities(ILD) in
South Korea and the United States caused us to raise the inquiry of the
cause. The inquiry led us to compare education laws, do literature reviews
on LD evaluations and education, and check statistics related to the LD
population between two countries. This paper critically compared the process
of identification and educational practices for students with LD in two
countries. The comparison focused on the current status of researching and
implementing the RTI(Response To Intervention) model as one of LD
evaluation methods. It also explained how the state of Florida in the United
States did its infrastructure reform of the education system to implement
the RTI model successfully. Then later part of this paper, we made
suggestions from the findings that we gathered from the comparisons to the
Korean special education field with a hope that they would be helpful in
developing Korean RTI model.

Key Words
: LD identification, special education, education laws, South Korea

and the Unite States, RTI model
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