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Abstract

Development and Validation of Assessment of Written
Expression for Children with Academic Difficulties

Kim, Dong-il* - Kim, Mi-Soon** - Bae, Sung-jik***

Writing kill is one of the mos important basc academic <kills. Previous researches
contended that the fluency of writing is congructed through primary grades and the
fluency is a reliable methode to measure the writing ability for the sudents in primary
grades. The purpose of this present sudy was to identify the indicators of elementary
sudents writing fluency. Religbilities and validity of tests and indicators, and comparison
of mean scores were collected throughout the writing samples, which were examined.
Group and grade level difference in the various measures were obtained. The predictor
variables in this sudy were number of words written, syllables, correct words, correct
syllables and T-unit. To examine the reliability of indicators, this sudy employed interscorer
agreement, test-retest reliability, and dternate-form reliability. The criterion variables in this
sudy were the classoom teacher's rating and sudent's score of KEDI-Individua Basic
Learning kills Test. The means of gender, group, and grade variables of various measures
in the tets were compared and the poor showing patterns in writing fluency were
anaysed. Researcher and assigant researchers measured reading fluency and writing
fluency based on Curriculum Based Measurement(CBM) theory with BASA (Basic Academic
ills Assesament) and the writing fluency tests having rediability and validity identified.
Teacher's rating which was 5 points Likert scale evauated by teacher's wholigtic evaluation
and knowledge of the students reading and writing through the year. The results of the
sudy showed that the writing fluency test could be réeiable and valid in many aspects.The

implications for the application of the writing test to the intervention on the underachieving
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** Depertment of Education, SNU
*** Universty of Kansas
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sudents were discussed.

Key words : writing fluency, corrdation anayss, Curriculum Based Measurement(CBM),
BASA, teacher's rating scale, primary grade, writing difficulties.



