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Aot YEAE WA sk Ed 2904 gr1xe] Yrlolslsl o] QA
obuza gtk o] AT Wi el oelgol U FAEAA AT A7
A% A9 Wge AYHE d Fo@ FAS ATT 5+ AL Zolth AEH AT

)
2o wet FAAL AT LA

D 713l 9849 2914 971k AHgol ANH A 8 Awshyst
o] 7} Q1
2) 25 224 A7 AL ArlolA T} Bio] YTt

1. A3 2

1.5 oi&h H o7 "}

A7t A= 371 A 67) =S stae] At Tl 48
2977 01H, 4o, A Aol Bl Au N, AAGNE THR A
oM Alefstltt. At FeiAz ofgh o] 1307 (43.8%), Hehol 1
ojm, Hy A" 9.73410Ith. & A= 918l 2977 ] LS
ojal FFHALE AR F 11 AIE vEoR SEES Al FA (@71 e
AQFHAE, A o7 Rkl

ei71olall FFAA e 370 F v ol AAHEIe, 1 d3} 3319 g7
ojas HAF Hrb B skl 26%% A AVl AR ERskglon, 33
of el7lolsl AAF = 137t skl 25%°l &3 45 AdAR G Z LFsIiTh ¢l7]
olal HAF A 237k sk9l 26%°l &3 AL TACA ALfEH . I, 339
ei7lolal ey AR 37t B A9 75%C] 3 B ARt do R ERsith HF
Al e S oVl fldRlwe] 369, AdF el 329, TElar AWt
kol 181%olm FAAQl FH= <FE 1>3 Zh

el7lolel e AAR Bl 2914 ei71d = AR A= AAE AA el g dE

Eagel

o455 22799 St Yol o}F AEAL AE o gatel WAHSTh WA



326 S+us XE: 0|21 HHM(H153 32)

A ZFe Q7108 & HAAR= ZF 26FA ) xQ1X] e7|AZ ALE AARE 20F0] &8
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25 93l Oxford,

9 T AN W (FH 3.5 o)),
~3.4), 183 S A NS (Ht 2.4 olFhE =Y
A A=

27|H2f AgO| O]

714

2 A} 8S EA Ao dolr ] 93|

= (ANOVA) = /\}“g—o]—oq H/\‘] ’6”];]_ 7]_ =

3 7= A AR EAREA <E 3>ol AAIE] ok =g A Hee
FEH ZQ1A] VA ARE RIEE ststo] AAlsFAT<IH 1>
(E Zt =gd HTol o 7| ™MEk XtHO|
b 7179 7<1 AF At 7 AFEEA
T (ETHX (Scheffe)
1 2.61(1.34) 3.21(1.11) 3.25(1.17) 4,28 e
2 2.19(1.37) 2.41(1.21) 2.38(1.20) 0.37
3 2.78(1.44) 3.52(1.35) 3.73(1.33) 7.50™ 7h< o
4 2.67(1.35) 3.69(1.34) 4.11(1.17) 21.25™  JF< Y p<
5 2.53(1.48) 3.1(1.52) 3.13(1.47) 2.50
6 2.28(1.28) 2.97(1.43) 3.1(1.41) 5.26™ 7} < o
7 2.53(1.23) 3.38(1.37) 3.05(1.42) 3.30° 7} <
8 2.72(1.39) 3.59(1.35) 3.71(1.22) 9.148™ 7} </ 7F < g
9 2.19(1.37) 2.59(1.48) 2.3(1.36) 0.72
10 2.11(1.33) 2.76(1.43) 3.24(1.45) 9.72™ 7h< g
11 2.79(1.45) 3.61(1.55) 3.79(1.39) 7.003™ 7F< o
12 2.61(1.48) 3.52(1.60) 3.37(1.42) 4527 ZF/ A<
13 2.50(1.29) 3.66(1.40) 3.72(1.30) 12.36™ < W/ <
14 1.86(1.05) 2.45(1.53) 2.70(1.47) 5.27% 7} < o
15 2.42(1.30) 2.97(1.57) 2.64(1.46) 1.16
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e At (EFHA]) r (Scheffe)

16 2.71(1.38) 3.31(1.56) 3.94(1.25) 14.07* 7} < Tp

17 2.47(1.46) 3.07(1.58) 3.27(1.50) 4.08" 7} < o¥

18 2.33(1.41) 3.0(1.60) 2.77(1.49) 1.69

19 2.37(1.24) 2.52(1.43) 2.81(1.45) 1.70

20 2.69(1.49) 2.9(1.40) 3.09(1.46) 1.20

21 2.23(1.35) 2.52(1.53) 2.11(1.27) 1.229

22 2.66(1.45) 2.97(1.48) 3.29(1.47) 3.03° 7} < o

23 2.31(1.23) 2.18(1.25) 2.66(1.37) 2.13

24 2.6(1.36) 3.34(1.42) 3.57(1.44) 6.69" 7} < o

25 2.60(1.29) 3.10(1.42) 3.42(1.38) 5.47" 7} < o

26 2.47(1.46) 3.14(1.41) 3.51(1.32) 8.39™ ViR G=

27 2.46(1.17) 3.48(1.48) 3.91(1.32) 17.88™  7F< Y <
28 2.2(1.30) 2.61(1.47) 2.62(1.44) 1.28

29 2.53(1.33) 2.72(1.39) 3.14(1.50) 3.06" 7} < o

30 2.37(1.44) 3.55(1.43) 3.29(1.44) 6.99" 7E < 7 <
=4 2.45(0.92) 3.06(9.02) 3.19(9.06) 9.69™ 7} <G F <

*p<0.05, "p<0.01, ™p<0.001
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71deE AR FHCAAE g7l AR o] AAHYE (p<0.01) 7 LW
S (p<0.001) ] H]al %916}711 WS HA5E Hol ¢71e] g o] o] v
71 AFgo] misst Zow gt 2y AAHAPY G I Boh de
AHE Fato] oFgt )&= S}WM rolgk AfolE HolA| Qropx] F Huke] ¢lr|dek
AHE- eFdol Bl ettt ol 2 Ade 7 P ¢7lols HFvt
AA e 2ol (A H A HF 37.44, ARk Ho 45.36, p<0.001) 7} A& 7

A%
erd wl 9o Asjoln of Aute] thF Fo A& Aol Wastrha AT,

CigRA R

2) 2217 9712 3] G2 A 2 Aol

A7 A -G, AHA G, Anb ko] 2% 71 HAate] ah9 P
zfol g opr7| %’4—‘611 ARk A=, EAN A, naA g ok 1k apolE B4
shelth 21A ¢l71d=F 8H9l 99 el H& AHATE oA thAEEANREA
(MANOVA) & X*%éb;iﬁ} BA A= < 4>8F <2 2> AAE o] gt}

E 4 ZOIX| QIR Bhel HAW HE 2+ #o|
AA A=k A A= HekA ek
M SD M SD M SD
71l A= 2.46 0.97 2.51 0.92 2.40 0.95
AN 2.98 0.94 3.34 0.98 2.94 0.97
A 3.24 0.98 3.40 0.93 2.91 0.97
F 10.02 13.83 4.24
p 0.000 0.000 0.016
7 ' 7
Scheffe <o I < o F<oF

Wilks?] &t}=0.83, F(6, 428)=409.74 p=0.000

"p<0.05, "p<0.01, ™"p<0.001
7h e @ A, v A A, ok dubdd

3
Aparel AN AP A, ©
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ofN
i
E
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L

ﬁ—a o] &l ﬂ]-7<4

A2k p=0.62, TANEAHA p=0.60, BeHZ p=0.55) p>0 053 e @A}
AL %%H P& WS Ao dEbdth thig b At Wllk/l s
]

0,83, F(6, 428)=409.74, p<0.001 Ao 2 Ye} Al HF ¢71%
of TrJfa Aol7} gl Row Vb,

Aaet AHg
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AFAA ANE mw
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H71AZAALS] skl ol BFolA 7ol fEd
< =R - FAAd = p<0.001, HeA Hk
<0.05) & ¢71dekE Abgatal Qv ZAox yebwth 3 4433l g7l
AT vy FAfAAES o wo] AR (p<0.001) L Hd Z oz el
Wk N AR ARE Aol A ofm] HExl mpel o] Anbwd AGH AT 11
71 Abgole= et o]zt gllth
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2. ZUX| 7|2 ALSt ¢{7[0lsHH k2| A

Aol Tl AR 2R1A el = HALeke] ks dotr7] 9lsto
pearson F¥AT r & AFESIRow, 1 AHYTE <E 5>ef AAEH QT 74
A gl7lolslig 3t 71k ARG 7o) el WHolE 26004 41E dERETH
TAACE AuEH, AA, 204 7] THL Hrlols T .34 (p<0.01)
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The Characteristics of Meta-cognitive Reading Strategies
of Students at Risk for Reading Disabilities

Kyoungsun Kim

Seoul National University

Dongil Kim

Seoul National University
<Abstract>

This paper reports findings from a study that assesses metacognitive
awareness and reading—strategy use of Korean elementary students who are
at risk for reading disabilities. A total of 249 students responded to a 30—item
survey of Metacognitive Awareness of Reading Strategies(MARIS). The strategies
were classified into 3 categories: global reading strategies, problem solving
strategies, and support reading strategies. The result showed that significantly
lower metacognitive strategy use scores were found for children at risk for
reading disabilities compared with low achieving children and average achieving
children. In addition, a statistically significant relationship was found between
a reading comprehension achievement and their overall strategy use (+=0.34),
problem—solving strategies (+=0.35), support strategies (r=0.24), and global
strategies (r=0.34). Findings are discussed in light of the reading strategy

knowledge base as well as the theoretical and practical implications.

Key Words : metacognitive awareness, reading strategy, low achieving students,
students at risk for reading disability, reading comprehension
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