W5 BT
The Journal of Curriculum and Evaluation
2009, Vol. 12, No. 3, pp. 83~107

MYR|AD TRHSET She]
ADTE prgo| OjAls &3}

=a
umy (=] =
H & SEFusEstn nA

A\

L 4>

ol
A Aol Zoff Alol aAiAE] BEge dEe ¢ U

Sohl 3ohd SHiES UYANE ol HY
= HEEEEA Al e JART iAiRlsErt vikls S3E dE0IIrE AlalTe
iks 284dY, Qe di B SAF de9 28 il S0 AlalTe die2 vE
A ARlTe ZEEE 40 Al - Falgl - £418) - ol E - wAEES - olsiEE LR BRI
T 2 23 Sk oloidd =8< 7 Bol stk 53] W&ol T=ok walol 49 Fusl
7b 2] FlmA] o2 wie] FeE olahEdo] ol veht, AllTe veRde wadlsEs
GRAEENE HIL d@AA0] B2 o] A2 SN Alalte BSS T Rl SIRirt
AERA S EXgvh= W= BAR] LEKITE & d7d3hs Saldefe] 87| kol =

AHA]

L

&
>
g

Falo] 1 AMUTE, EEES 24, SolYel o140l a4,

1. 282 7|

Qargoz Y SssES BN ds FUSAA Sk B F Akol
HY 59 AEHA Bk PHES A Aok ol L WHFS o3 dapo] FA
=7



EJ
Ho
&
0
g

It w2 HIBS(2009)

ol
it
of

i #goll A 3 ZAE50] 3
E2159] os|PA Y FHshe BAMES dold Fx UL Aotk 1¥A ™

(product measure) H.t} n A X S #AE & Qe JHS

o] Qs Aotk

=
rf'

e Hy
Ao
m

fd

=

=

=Oé
T

N

B
:0{:‘1‘
)
rL
s
>

K
o,
A\
ki
Lo
o
ofy
fo
rok
fo
[
N
i
30
¢
£
il

2
Tz
koY
N4

i Mr T o o

¢
:(n)l'_’;
i)
ol
N
do
:Onl_",
>
fd
ol
rr
td
rin
i)
o
o -
=y
—n
o
k1
ol
F
—LJ
QL
O
fru
_>T:
1> J
)
Ir

e
2,

ol
rol e
2
=Oé
B
)
tilo
o
b
Of
ol
7
ui
Q
=
j=3
)
o
K>
rlo
ft
o)
A<
o2l
=
S
JH1
2
N
N
o
ot
ol
o
rr
ro
B
A=)
o2l
=

o

][y -
Bl ogo M o X
I
[-40
BN
Ry
it}
St
>
)

0 2 o gt 2
— ol

> fo

Hoox

o o

3R

v}

1)
o
rL
HI
o,
ok
_{
JP

>,
K
X9,
fr
o
Ac
rr
e
o
il
2
)
o
=(I)L_v‘
oF
1

o{oo_|>;,_>;‘
e
4 4
Su
rlozzﬁ
rr
o
HUE%
-.ﬁémlg
m
4 7o
N{ﬂfmﬁ
CE
Lzﬂi
oL
s o
OFO rm
:
OEOIO
fu o
w g
'i‘érﬂ@
b g
ﬂl%‘
—%w@
o K&
Q
Hé@
% 3
A—Xl
Mo £
o re AN
td
of
o
s
[\*]
g

Sagsiol R AT AlnTE B FA WY 4 A8

9 ALTE WSS O & Ao ERH PSS SASA FAAA 5
@ AAANYATL D 5 AES GIAEE & 5 A2 Aolth B ATelME A g
g gt AL BAT 5 Yt AnTENY 4P 43S o] 589 wAH P
2 wAsaA gt

Az wAje] Azl ddd d7e FE F A BHAA oFolA gtk F =
s ol Bk AT, wiEh, 20049k wAols) 7SS

Aol FEU x4, 19, A3 H(signaling) 5 XH—E‘ Tk &l =

, AR, 1985, 1997; B2 2006; A7, 1999). ¥ A

Tl e Jged st gt 2% 5 —Zri St 2f(learning strategy)?)°]

4 K
ME
o
&
0
=
2
oL
2

,

el
ftl
>
op
)
°
o

o

D textd FA7F Qe 224 H2E, golg, uA o8 E85a %liur
Zol7lo ‘nA T o5 ALEE7|E St textbook

2) learning strategy~
Soz weH WS B

ok
oy
rzi
rlo
F—U
=
"
o
4
O
0%,
[
_\|L
N
N



3] shbere] shul ARLtE 1950 QIAHE Al A AMEE 7] AR 7[R L
2 %27] 97] Ao 23 T7AHKucan & Beck, 1997). Al 7ES “Jo g FAAY
AZyel= Ao]A Hil(verbal report) A2FZA WP HOZ FAE AARES T
£ ddste AAdAA Bk, Betal, FESI, e Agsa de A
Wol 7]«8tA sk 7% olthKail & Bisanz, 1982). Ericsson¥} Simon(1980)°] ¢]3h4
Bals QA 2 M QIE ofF AT Arolth WA AlnTE ZRES
S s dste #8S Ielske Yol 53] 7HA] e As7t "ok
A A Ee 5259 3R 2 (prior knowledge)oll THE
of F53}7] A& 8lH tHPressley & Afflerbach, 1995). A& A 2& A& #H
Ags, 8 A4S 7bssiA sta, wAl Wge BT FaA tigt Bl
FdozH wAHe e} olalE golstAl gtk 1Pl HAw AAY mAE ol
AR 2 S ARG, 18 WA RE 529 JAAHANA WA} FE
THEA R, 2007). ol2lgt AR A S o] &ste AAAAS T 2 oljste WHo=
2 B o] ARS-E ATl Y, Afflerbach, 1990, Barnett, 1998).
Cote®} Goldman(2004)2 631d M-S tdo =z Alatts 7S 283}
R4 7ro] BAES AZA3} ﬂZHOBH ﬁ*c}% 01‘%*741 eAE

AR rlo
M)
E rlr r
S
(L
o I
=Ly
o g
"o
ro 2
A ml

rkﬂ

_>J‘_A‘
i

X,

ol

ol

e P
oy u

o2l

=

re
2 op

A stk
4, S d7E AR Sss #dd AlaTe d7e vl £ o, 2

R R R KT % = 1

o2 wads £48 AAst AnTas

Aat7), Brre12 WEstele] TREES FASTE A842003), A124(2003), A2

(20042 s S, LE|a 2ASH20000= S WdoR gt rlelM e Fof ag

Hell ARLTEs AEstlnth olek o] Alage 7o AwuA wA A2l GoelA o

Fold =l A= ol &7l B IR AREHUS BolBR adhTe] He a7

Atk 7y SSdS dde s 38 d7e A9 gle dFolh



(2009)

=]

T M2 M3

Xo -
nEFXED
11_|OO]_FH =~ [yl
nTEF LT D oo R
s T
o) Iz ) =0 E._ o
oo Euxlox ow_.ﬂpuoﬁw} o R
= R B 5 N i A +
o » o EAR T
N o THWE M oF X
By P HE i g e T L de ¥ %
I = ) T oy E3 n .oa = =
ﬂ]ﬂﬁL.o:E Lﬂ ﬂ!LX o
™ N oo & w o o B X ol
SSEE: LS 4
< r T
RER Ty TR <
oo ._moﬂog, g]a]ﬁoia_ea m_.wdru
= 64 or T o1y R > ! =0 0
R om A C = %
T oo e A X IS
ar B T T O WE T
RN GG z ) LR 3 G o o
~, =< o _o; 2
N i BT x P %
ﬂUEDJO_Eﬂm ) & ® X o = A
E of T ET T PR o
- %o & N Eer P ~ S
%ﬂ%dw&%% A RN N to
MEﬂo_amW__a_.%ﬂ %ﬁﬂﬂﬂr%ﬂ E.f ‘%r_wlﬂﬂ
_— ‘mlﬂ_ﬂﬁ_.ﬂ { -5 o~ —
BT EEH DL ea T ° 2z
< — . — ! . —_
E%ﬁ;?ﬁ/wﬂrﬂﬂ _ :_._7nﬂﬁ.m__o = o
w Ko oo 0 Yo Mg oF oy =°
ooy W o Y o T i3] _ T+ o WL oo ™
111%@"@7 dﬂnxnaowa. 4
o o 5} wmﬂrﬂﬁbcl,% o W
E#ﬂrﬂWaE RT mﬁiEu;} w =5
Moy B W N X o W e ° |
X oSN Hr J.Zlmoﬂ K e it
ﬂﬂs%ﬂ%@ %%@J% X w X
?auimﬂ%ﬁourm o %@rﬂ%nA%m o >
‘mﬂ_ﬂﬂwmﬁﬂmﬁﬂ _l_l M.ﬁaiﬁ%ﬂlpﬂw = E_EW_.
o T = Iy —_ ]
%ﬂ%msaﬁ ol % io_aﬁmqyu o T A
ﬁﬁ}aou_%uo AR Iy
< o Mo ol i%l7€1ge = [ =
o) %o PR T X Wr o
Eﬁﬂmﬁﬂmﬁﬂ mrw_m
™ - N
7 L (e
——
;O_l

=

=

a7} Az

S

i3}
HoFwHA &g ol

7h ©A B9 9

Ay2
3

a7, 7

9

l—;(] —/E\-KI—T:]- P: I \%Y 9 li}] = o] Z}-
L— ( i > i
1pson, & iXSOIl, 1 83) = =
aris . = g

°

A &

a7 olE e W %, 2

‘?%’g /\]__9_‘
= &SI} (Berei
CH(Bereiter & Bird, 1985). Collins2} S
mith(1982)

5

=
=

ol
01_128.
=

=

1



AnTFE EE 8D Saie £9L s $54L Amelt wone
o]  #FHo] Ho] AHQ Sedo] Bk Telm FaAPFS AgFHE B4
H AZHolth aEe WARE Sapgee] A s
WS old¥ & YRS WA A4 IR 41

o= M=

rlo
DRI .
2

r? Jft > oo N ox
Oﬂﬂ‘

F>
ac)
=
2
oz
N
<l
N
ft

tilo
fz
2
X
)
ko
XN
%2
o
L
oz
Bl
ed

~
=

o

X
s
o
fz
£
3
2
(o]
e
o,
&
3
3
<
g
g
&
]
12
:
~
&
3
g
N
§
=2
&)
O
3
oX,
ot
24

BIC)
4y F
rlo

ol
==
TI.
Jﬁa
i
ol
)
>
A
FO
ol
-
r
il ﬂl
o
oé"
é
X,
i)
Of
-
=
>
T
O
i
©
of
==
o

54"3%"1]71] _-—WO] =) "F Ae 34\0 q—.
A4Y(direct instruction) WS &t WA A AP AdstE AS &
2 4 ' FY7]&0]thBereiter & Bird,
A

2|2 AAsh=d] ojmf Ak

A

S o] A SIS BoIE FolE BT opleh HAES UFEE v

AarEoldt BFE YEEE o]Fox IS bE f oluks A7e 22 Uehy
= W9 BITHWhimbey et al, 1980). Z, IAE FAsHE FU¢ AAUE RE A &7
ol Zoh= dojSK(verbalization) 71&olth. XY AFAE2 ¢l7] AF0lM A5 W
2 gelel ol o Be PRE IS 5 Y F4F EPEA oy By, F Yoz &
A Yz ?Bf & FzIAY. ATASS PR A7 A4 2
=g Aol ANATh o] dold nuE BAJl AAHE B¢ HUE 9 5AH

= =
o] Sh(concurrent  verbalization)=, 3|2 Tl fFIE W 31F  AojS(retrospective

verbalization) 2 2] 2 t}(Kail & Bisanz, 1982).

Afflerbach(1985) ¢+ Martino(1990)7} #7333l Ex}%% AR Aae) e Basta 5
FOEA WA WES AAE g Bk ofdel, o) WEs oyt ARE FEe o
Al FASIE i SAE) RIS ¢ 141%% EF 71998 571 8l 7ol
#E W8I 2 oldfstr|zt o HE gled Hld), AfnTEd ARk ga Ze
ARE gl aA WEE oleld o= glo] O sdsite Wk ok 3]aF dojshe
§719] 2710 dold A A dojrielH, FAA o= Ao XL o]
3= A st FEo] wo

€ Aoltt. o] F 7HA] dojg} JhHl sA1F AojstE o] &3
o]Fo] A1 JATHCullum, 1998; Johnson, 2002; Stromso & Braten, 2003; Wade, Buxton, &
Kelly, 1999). & AFdXe A% dofsE #&stith

Womack(1991)2 Ala3&S FA32A dApubgoletn Byt H3AFH L WAL 7123
Aol diste] AZeta ddstar AT of wAke] FAAHS ¥E]= Zo|t}h Shavelson,
Webb % Brustein(1986)2 g2 sHAEo| AtaFEstdaA AE sdsta
SISl o3 A8 AT delnug WAL BAse A3t dEAE FHse
Hholgla Bttt o8 AAH dojR e T2 EF(protocol) |2 B2, Al e 7]



WSUFEIAT H12H HI3S(2009)

ZE AT o]EFFoF IAHAGY g EEE A5E A FHHEricsson & Simon,
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ABSTRACT

Effects of Prior Knowledge and Text Familiarity on
Think-Aloud Responses in Reading Comprehension

Seon-Mo Moon(Professor, Gyeongsang National University)
Gyeong-Im Nam(Teacher, Daegog Middle School)

The purpose of this study was to investigate the effects of prior knowledge and
text familiarity on think-aloud responses in reading comprehension. The think-
aloud training procedure was based on traditional direct instruction including direct
explanation, guided practice and independent practice.

In experiment a mixed, between-subjects, within-subjects, design was used. One
between-subjects factor was level of prior knowledge (high - low). Two within-
subjects factors were text familiarity (more-familar - less-familiar) and types of
think-aloud responses (rehearsal - elaboration - organization - prediction - text response -
comprehension monitoring). The criterion variable was the frequencies of
think-aloud responses used in subject’s think-aloud protocols. All subjects were 18
junior high school students selected randomly on the basis of levels of prior
knowledge about the theme of stimulus material. Stimulus materials were two
expository texts. One was more-familiar and the other was less-familiar, but the
length of the texts was similar in ranging from about 169 to 188 words.

While thinking aloud on reading expository text, junior high school students
produced comprehension monitoring comments dominantly in their protocols. In
particular, elaboration for more-familiar text and comprehension monitoring for
less-familiar text were appeared more. Comprehension monitoring and elaboration
comments may be based on activated prior knowledge. Students with high prior
knowledge produced more think-aloud comments. These facilitative effects of prior
knowledge appeared regardless of text familiarity.

Key words : think-aloud, protocol analysis, reading comprehension strategy,
reading instruction, prior knowledge, text familiarity
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