B 3 ¥ E REH T AR

114 £ E ¥ — 28 # 2 KR
B LM MBEERAHS

3t X 3% % : Research on Reading Development and Instruction
S 2%y

XA EBsE BT o # 36408 BFRE ¢ #4525
Email : cslien@ccu.edu.tw  #§ A : cslienccu2@gmail.com
E2REFR] c e 14:00-16:00

Of fice Hour: Wednesday 14:00-16:00 or by appointment

——\&%E%
RAREREIEZNBHROCHEBRAMBRES % HEBRAD
l. BEARREZZ B RER
2. RELAWHRPEMBENETERF
3. EEFEARMMGERENERN EE IR
4, BP2AEPBRRA ZH R MBEHE RS

= HEFTX

HREHH  pERE  HEFEEHE

= FEFKX

1. BAPFE/MEECINN) : HFAZELRBARY X A/ KEH) - kBB
BE MRS -

2. BAKRIRE (30%) : HiBARH FARL) ERA AT BRIR S » BB HTHRER
Rt E -

3. BEME(45%) : BEMBIE TR BRI RERE - BN ERATH
X—RAZBFEOH -

4. REEMRSEC0%) : RELHF - LRARBRAMAR LA -

W BEER
l. FAGEXETFHFHLERAT—B(B=Z22:00 D LR EHETFS -
2. LERFEFEF > BRELIR FNLEA—BFHRB: R2FKL
(ko AB)3H email S3H R 40 @367 -



mailto:cslien@ccu.edu.tw
mailto:cslienccu2@gmail.com

TR E A

B #A A E 53k

1. Introduction and class arrangement 2/26
2. Comprehension: Theories and models Handout 3/5
3. What it’s all about Chl 3/12
4. Skills and processes Ch2 3/19
5. Assessing comprehension Ch3 3/26
6. Inferences Ch4 4/2
7. Knowing & learning the meaning of words | Ch5 4/9
8. Midterm exam & review of theories 4/16
9. Sentences and their connections Ché6 4/23
10. Text structure Ch7 4/30
11. Monitoring for meaning Ch8 5/7
12. Pulling it all together Ch9 5/14
13. Reading comprehension instruction 521
14. Research method of reading 5/28
15. Presentation for proposal of term paper 6/4
16. Hand in final paper 6/11
17. TBA

E HERMRARSLAER
** Qakhill, J. Cain, K. & Elbro, C. (2015) Understanding and teaching reading

comprehension: A handbook. London: Rouledge.

Overview of the field: Handouts
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Reading comprehension instruction (NRP; Reciprocal teaching; SERT; QAR)
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