HAZFE 7 v — O EBITZT

2 a— X (cloze procedure) iz, Taylor (1953) #¢
BRUEXOTREREO—BETH BV, Thid,
RS OXFEDOHOELBBMIC &Y 5~ 7 BRI
T) BIRL, ROKEALEY, BRECBLAULE
EANS €3 MXizERE] O—HlTH 5. B
Micid, ¥ aza bODBFOMEOER (factor of
closure) KI5 42 DT, RELERHBBEZLIL LD
ZL &S &7 3 AMolnE, EBICEHALIZLDTS
%o

7 0 —XBELXZTHRENEDOF R, BENARE
EEREO I/ V—7D I o —-XRGEICHSE, FEX T
DESERETHLDTHY, mEH (BHREERAE) %
—ERRBUMOHRE (FFR ) 2ELSEZHLDT
Hotce UL, 7o—XEAwHEREICBL
TEETEHLTHUOE, BRFFR P E—EIKE-
7BE, BBREOEEENTIRRBHEINBETE S
RBETCHD. THLREIRESE, 1960FELIFEF, 7o
—XBRB A BHEREOEEERAMED - HDOHELL
THRAVONB LI »Tz, BRI, RIZZHLHEE
(SES)ic/® 3 3 A& DEEHEB D7 (Musgrave, 1963;
Peisach, 1965 ; Robinson, 1965; Poole, 1972), =
SEDHZ (Fillenbaum & Jones, 1962), BRROEESH
HDBFE (Cohen, 1967), HEBEELEFED S ERIOH
%2 (Oller, 1972, 1973 ; Aitken, 1977 ; Hanzeli, 1977)
BEBHFEICRATNS,

Lil, DBETI/o—-XEE2AREF+R MCEA

* An evaluation of the cloze procedure in assessing
the linguistic competence of Japanese children.
** YAMADA, Jun (Hiroshima University)

[EESRF
i H A
7eDix, HBFEMIZE (1957) 4L (1960) { ST
HB, Ly, @HRIZ, RAZHREL-BXES+
Z P OEFHRZEEENETIEILDTEH » 72,

FRICH T BYLLIHIE S 0 — XERRICHK~D &,
BAE 7 0—XUENMRRBEKRBRETHIEEbsdh
IZESMH, 4%, DBRIZIBVWTSHMIZES /o~
ZERFEERETICH, T3, BREI o—-XRicsine
LREZEEENEL DHMREFERAOEBEIMRET
BT EARMELLTNIZESIEN, A2, zoup
HHEO—BRELT, 7 o—XEWWINERRTOSE#
HELREMIEN L EDORIEDEREL S - ThIE T
BHERHLEIETELDOTSH D, ANIKEML, 8
%, HE/o—XECBRUTHEELRHAEN kD g
DOMEEBREI 0 — XBEICETRDTRMNT 2 &
253, MERETOMHY TH 3,

(1) 70— XERAECELT, BIRLCEDSZEES
LT B IFEEY: (Exact-word scoring method) L¥cmn
HBRBANCHFESNBELEBX LT 3 WEE(Accept-
able-word scoring method) DERMED 5> B, My
HZEBOBR T ENHFEINEINED,

(20 7 0—XENEETFR L b’C;"ﬁﬁ}lC;ﬁ;w{gﬁﬁ
BT E0ED

(8) 7 o—XEH
EHTIDED

@ 7 O—XENEEFR PELTEMSHNDES
TEMLEDL

CDEDE 4 DOMBERIL Fotk, 7 v~XFEptp
KEDOBREBEHZFICHENT, BEFR PELTISICIE
BEFELT, OOICEAShBEIEERTIC Ly

mj

BTFRAPELTHRASCH 2 Y4




ABDOL I EV2DHMTH 5.
A &

paE RNMFAPUNER3FEEL 7 7 238& (b
gyv—7) AFEL I FRI6ZEOUNLTL=F), 5
g1 7 5 RAECNS 70 —7), 6FE1L 7 7 R40%
(6T V=T) DATN—THRRT V=T ELTE
@hicPe Fi W7 —7LLT, KRRFUAAFE
mepdk (3HEL XU 4FL) S0ENMIEBITMEIN
fro COFMI V=713, HKEHBAKALRMENE
5;#5&5&w5ﬁ?,EEMBK%&%%@%E#
b@#yfw&%ifébomiuwoug,ufﬂ@
/,.,—-7%%%air¥iiliii[ﬁw(a 15> T3,

pE 7o XEORHOF R LT, [HYO
D ) (ONERIEEMAE 1] B354 S ERE
ﬁgﬂﬁﬁ pp. 86-89, ER H &) HBUEIN
(Table 1 2R,

rable1 Prose Passage Used for Cloze Study.

—_ WD ~A >

FEADP DL > EMU I > cid 7%, DhTE
;5agofsﬂtﬁ«ﬁofé,§5&omgu
P—CABTVTAR, K{HLET, Thi,
(- 72 0BEHL M JoEIic TR 052 [,
IS ZOEIICEEI [ J-HDOHRDOLL S
% 4. D'J‘i?o

OBV ADS BB LI,
bﬁbaﬁ&ﬁ@ﬁ.:l??"o HBLLD, Eo7:
rELT [, #FEomikic/-BRES. CILTHVET,
pALBB &I, LK TAI CkcgoaicE
PRl 10. 128, 2D EH, AAERL 1L

H&IRLBZENI b 12 s

LU, TIHP 13. I & 3 /hRicga~

phld AL, BLEHIERECSELHNIS
o BHBLLICRBEALNT &8, 1o T A6
DTTo dBLULHBED 17.Jic kT

Z0b, COB L ITENSHETFBDI19.C]
a3 LEZONET,

zh20. 3, zABRORNTEH, B2l CJJ
LOREITL xS, BE 22.C 19, 5064
SRABTHIEER, %, B IMELIFTE-T
32 A24. ), BRPENE->HTT, 25 .

ARG, 0 — XEOBBIIFRE

BN -TEMBETS26.1, bS5t ME
o®mice7. [, %BTeRooRRtices. 1, £
LS5 ¥R, FROBIK 2. %95 bbb«
SPEIBTH5EAIR, ¢S5LT30.J2h55T
=pBA#%3l. JoTd,

oz, 32 CIRGTEL,. EETEDY
BB DIKETHT, TERM. I &I
WoaTHWE50OH» 3B.CJFd, Le &bl
HPRANRZICT 36.3, 2DiRkb & 5 NAKOEIC
3. -~bT 2301, 2038 1TT, ~Y
41212, BLULAWED 390. Mz, &5
Lthd L40. CIKoKD & 52 D4l -0
TH3DT, ba-:R3E, 420X I
DOTE. CIESZLLRAERA, $h, 754
¥R fvyFcvahzaboddes [,
ERNRTESP, SADTE 6. JoaPEELT
A7. b0 Hb T, chdod48. i, EX
STRZIBEANT.CINETT, 2hia&id, T
&50. C OB 2F3 XY Tsl. [, 250%
BB IBLE>TBINNTT,

* NI TSN—FBIUM =T DN TIRBEFIC
RO REEFTTRRU
» EHRT~TRURSICLE,

RAIICR, EOLI3BFFR 1 E2BATL LD
THIH, NERUVRAVTHBCZ L, BRELH->TH
ART EDBOXETH I LY, XHRHLBES»SE
AREBDXRTHBL L, ORKEEERLT, TOBH
XHRBIIN I,

FHE S-S Rlic—Fic s o —XEREERBL
2o WTNOTNV—FIRBO—LLLT, TOFREL
2EBL, EREIBRCZOELETE TS /b
FEINV~FIOOTR, ARZHTENLERICAD
B3 TBHE] OBMKXERLU, #HRIZ, MEFRCEDSE
YRBMBEEZANZEWV] THoo INEES V—TRE
304, MBIV —7RB 12HE2ELTN3S,

B BRULABLEA—OBOIRESLTIER
e, RENICEBRIhIBLBEEL523/0—Xx
v b e e—-RomREaEER VL, EERTIE, ERB
C1RE5ATHIABEEL, EEALELRCHAL
720

sa—Xx v to—3iz, Darnell (1970) itk »T
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70— XRKICER I N HEBRCE I EETH 3,
BERMICR, BENEEEAETHIHR v —FICk
270~ XRIEERIEL LT, ZOHAI ST HA1
RIS BS0EBAMT£7FE560TH5, 1HEOE
[ D, D=H-I(H=-pilog.pi, I=log,1/p, pi i2,
I -XRIEOHEER) KL ->THHSH, 2BBED
BRRIDENZ, LHL, CO/u—Xzv boE—
BREETHB LS55, Reilly (1971) 2%
TN /o —Xxzy o C—%EBRELTVS, Ch
B, BHREOREBE T 20 2 2DAR Tu=log,
Ni (Ne 3SEHBRELFL 2 0 — XRSE L 2 BEl
SEEAEYOTREN S, fizid, Table lo%1HA
BT, MBIV —FD55 0 L0 ME] LOSEE
ZLTOBY, BBRIN—TOBBENCOTEIENS
RIEZ U784, 20BAEELT, logd0=1.6045%
N3, 1k, MBIV —FD5H540 (] LS
BitZLTw30T, ZRI/IV—FORBES [T &
WIRIGELBE, Z0BAEELT, log5=0.69 A
5Abh3, AFETIE, O Reilly (1971) Ofmes -
I=Xzviroe—-@EANV:, ZOXSKLTESQ
EBREOBAR, HRI/V—FICL->TBONEH
HoBkEoRMzE4E LT, BHRCATSN:,

CORS R 2EMORKELAOIBHIZ, BRMIC
RIEFEEMLT LS BIIREETIRIZOMS LA
TS B> TH B, MAIF, Tablel D% 1HE
CERLT, M) eRu{EE0RV: 8] BAS LY
NS0 & T B RUSHISEEIZT S, T8 % 0 &R E
U TE 2188321051, MEORGEL -HBE
DEBENELRBICIET 5L LTI B, Licdt-T,
CO2RMBIDORRUENEDOBERLIHEEAETICL
2, BHTHELZ ETH B,

BB, RAIKEL T, BLTE (1957) ORAEmK
CH, ROFPARESE L,

1) BFZRELOBSBLT, HEOKELOH
FILREEBRLTH3 L BDh3EE,

R HEFETHIRSLZARAZTOREE AN B

2o
(3 FOHREB/LUEEEATRELHS>TYLZD, RELE
DT, ENHAMOEKICINLT VLS,

¥ 2

BHE SRV TOZTBICETIRIGEE
o—Xzr bov—#Li3, Table2ic;RTED TH B0
ZREDHEKR/vo—Xx v o E—BLA0KRHI 79.46
T, fED/u—XxT v b o P—BADRIHIIT2.75 T
Hoteo i, EFEEEIo—Xx v/ bad—iCk?
BIN—7DORGRE (%) LB HEHE (%) 1,
Table 3 {C/RTHY TH 3,

Table 2 Responses by Referent Group

Cloze No. making
item Response the log (n)
No. response
1. ¥ 40 1. 60
3z 5 . 69
52 IR 3 0. 47
2. T EX 49 1. 69
3. 3 48 1.68
4. - T 31 1. 49
A - s 7 . 84
B L T 7 .84
M % T 3 .47
II:.‘ i% T 2 .30
5. B 42 1.62
it 3 .47
6. % L::} 46 1. 66
F OE B 2 .30
7. & S5 IC 36 1.55
< 8 .90
S 3 . 47
8. x 49 1. 69
9. D 50 1.69
10. ¥ EX 48 1. 68
3 2 .30
11, [l 50 1.69
12, & % 50 1.69
13. » & ¥® 27 1.43
) Ea 5 .69
»w L 5 4 . 60
[0 S = S 4 .60
it & 3 .47



BAE 7 0 — XB:QEBNTIR

2 K & 2 .30 30. 8 2 27 1. 43
14, ¥ ER 33 1.54 B &%~ b 14 1.14
3 13 1. 11 ;3 5 5 .69
15. ¥ g 49 1.69 Z b» O 3 .47
16. (» ) 48 1. 68 3.2 ¥ Hh T 18 1.25
» ") 2 .30 o » h 3 7 .84
17. & 49 1. 69 » ¥ T < 5 .69
18. 3 AL W 15 1.17 < » ¥ 7 4 60
X 10 1. 00 ¥ & b 7 3 47
4 8 .90 T 5 7 2 30

& D Iz 7 .84 DHNTNS 2
X 5 Ic 3 .47 » b T 2 .30
72 EAD 2 .30 32, 1) 45 1.65
19. & 3L » T 27 1. 43 33. D 48 1.68
H L T 14 1. 14 iz » 3 2 .30
J::| 3 .47 4. B DOHh D 21 1.32
20. F 30 1. 47 b » b 11 1.04
123 £ 15 1.17 K IHLh 7 .84
¥ T & 2 .30 ¥ bt 3 .47
21. » 49 1.69 a x 2 .30
22. e 50 1. 69 3B. B b 35 1.54
23. i 22 1.34 A 15 1.17
i 4 .60 6. (v & b 33 1.51
152 i 4 .60 (A T 8 .90
53 th 3 47 W3 0% 6 .17
H 2 30 37. % o < D 47 1.67
+ 2 .30 38. ) 38 1.57
= A 2 30 = » 19 1.27
% 2 .30 — # 2 .30
VN 2 .30 39. & 23 1.36
24. & 29 1. 46 L] )] 11 1.04
( (& 20 1.30 B L::} 6 .77
25. L » L 27 1.43 hEEDH 3 .47
AN 7 .84 5 & D 3 .47
< b 5 .69 40. < 38 1.57
z L T 5 .69 H 8 .90
£ T 2 .30 41, % 47 1.67
26. & 21 1.32 42, x 50 1.69
z A 20 1.30 3.6 . 3 50 1.69
z At & 7 .84 44 o 44 1.64
27. {d e 27 1.43 ")) 5 .69
1S T 12 1.07 45. [C (& 46 1.66
15 b 2 30 iz b 2 .30
28. 15 o 31 1. 49 id 2 .30
z b b 13 .11 46. U > 30 1.47
BAZEDD 2 .30 LAY & 11 1.04
29, 7% D 31 1.49 Z - <D 4 .60
%z b b 18 1.25 47. 3 50 1.69




8. ¥ £ D 22 1.34

224 10 1.00

i 7| 8 .90

2 21 7 .84

49, £ = T 36 1.55

L = 8 .90

 F L T 3 .69

50. 5 49 1.69

51. 7% < 45 1.65
b4 a <

* RO 9 2= L(I"!"f'l—-ﬁ@h}’ ‘7‘_ _J@ THE, 70
=13k Tl EDL, ZF2BR Maky!
BShTH5h, 7
5,

:_JJL«-I

17500,

JIZ, TARPELTO 2 o—Xikofli#lE Gryss

S UK-R21) % Table 512554,

Table 5 Reliabilty of Cloze Procedure in terms
of Split-half and K-R 21 Coefficients.

3 4 5 6 R
EE}P' CLBTIFF L T30%F L 508%F 4. 692%F 4. 143
Kuder-
Rich- . 758 “+.. 730 -+. 568 -+ . 666 —. 159
ardson?2]
wep .01

Table 3 Means and Standard Deviations of Cloze Scores (%)

3 4 3 | 6 R*
\flean SD  Mean . Mean SD | Mean SD i Mean SD
E\.dct word Scoring 31 83 1° 88 40.01 13.36 43.04  10.07 | 51.63 11.87 69.76 5.98
Clozentrop\ Scormg 41.29 15.90 52.44 16.38 ' 57.36 13.42 | 67.85 14.33  88.93 4.58

bR Lok Dz, HERESHEHENSXUEERSENIZ
NI E LG, EESHVCERERLS
FHITLE R
Table3 A5RF L3z, 7.

EWVD T TTORIEABEIILET 31
FELIZW, LLENs,
— Xy bo A EEFECLEE L ITHENIC
UL TN D, MEEAERIC L 515800 8 BB &L,
Table 4 12775,

Table 4 Correlation Coefficients beiween Exact-
word and Clozentropy Scoring Method.

3 4 5 6 R

n 38 36 41 40 50
i c‘6!‘"“‘ +.978%% . 050%*% +, g70%* <. 692

#wp. 01
Tabled X0, FEHRI V-7 TREESECEDTEH

WIEDHEEGH LT E bbb, 7, BBy —
TIEHEAMNICEC S TRV A, ERELTEHNE
SAEBY, LimhioT, D TS ~FlCH

T, gL L TEBEZHOTERON T SR Eh
7R EITIE B, (WITFTR, EFHICK 2B HAEREE DL

#*R (Referent Group) PITRHIUL &

Tables &, Uiz n—CBY HMD,
DIFHEFEREEOD LD THILEALLHY &

By —FI0E0THOEAG M BEsEh-720

zih<ih

T, WBIA—FICE >TCD Y 0 —XENEL T &7
5 THDe Linl, LT ~&EL, KU T

Li2dLlicdTEL, HL

Jess5i Py

=7 O E GEES e

FTHEEIV—T LR ERBDDRIC DI N~
LIz &W0 T & ThH b,
EoE TR, #RED &4 3 ERER

(overall language proficiency)d 2 VT [TEESEH & FEHD
MbbaiassEEBbhsEEENT 2 b ChNERRTS
i, WHHANE) OFHL (EETE - 726~8E43 O F

BE) Lrv—XBEAEOBEHERICE-T, Ja—=x
HEORYMMELEZ D, #5HUITable 6 ICRTHED TH S,

Table 6 Validity of Cloze Procedure
3 4 5 6
Correlation N
;;ﬂ;jggﬁ;ffe . 710%F b T2IFF b 6BBFE 4. 6O3HE

tests _scores

#pL 01




Table6 ILRTHRLD, 70— EHRLANES
BBESIVREBEN L OHERBEELDLE
A B TNWAIL, 7o —XFEREE¥HFRAIIELT
FAICBELBZI EEZLoND,

FhH BERE DN A FHTHNT 20 EIHD
SUOEODOMEEN S, 7o — XELEENOENER
HHTEHENE L B 120, —TREOHRIFET
I o270 TOEER, /N —7OEPHRBERTH - &
(F=81.55; df=4,200; p<.001), Newman-Keuls i
EORR, NN INV—=FLN5 V=T PUADTTOD
I —FMICIZ 1% KT H &R £ BBHSH, M7
W—=TENS TV —TOMICHEDOH A MDD
(Fig. 1o

oL, FN—FTLREML3ND 1 OBREL TN
35301 OHREFED 2 IV —FIZH, BHEOHE
$a¥% (Discrimination Index, {(Lff7'V—F7OERM
20— (TR V—F7DERIEE) + (Fv—FOBRE
) R ARHEKE +1.00~+.60, +.59~+
. 30, +.20~+.01, 0, —.0l~—.29, —.30~—1.00
icB3, 7 o—XIHE DS % Table 7 ITRd,

Table 7 Distribution of Correct Responses in
terms of Discrimination Index.

3(n=13) 4(n=12) 5(n=13) 6(n=13)

+1. 00~+. 60 10 4 2 3
+ .59~+.30 16 23 18 16
+ .29~+.01 9 16 17 22

0. 00 12 7 12 8
-~ .01~~—.29 3 1 2 1
— .30~-—1.00 1 0 0 1

Table7 b3k Dic, @H, FX FPABELT
FYITH3LEIN3 +.30 Ll ELoFREEE S SHBR
M3 N TN —FIBNTLRED 50% Ll Lk, /N5 -/h
6 /N —TIBNTEED BB UL, EIE-TW3,

] £

AR, 7o~ XESBABCEATETHY, B
ABOLBNMEBREES 2 VWIEBEFENEFMCHE

BAE 7 o0 — XEOoXBIITF

L83 &%ERL,

70— XEORKORER, TOERBED TERL
ZEiKdH3, BEPK S ~7BHNRTCERE2BIT ST
T, ME] ORBLRER, EBRFOhTHENOU
EOTH I, 7 o—XEOBAKIE MNEl OBELEK
FICFRS KRBERIZV, KB &3, THBI ZEEAIK
Bk 32L& THDo Ld, EFEEIo—Xx
v bob—E:oicED TRWEMBGENSD (r>
+.950), EBREZIRBICAVTH N ELS, €O
RELFERKMBUTH 3, LW -T, MEROREHK
BEBNT, 7o0—-XERABCAATESTH5 5,
72X L, TablesitREhickdic, MBS v—FTid
70— XERBETAZTFR FEL > TRV ENSH
ERF|RT UV, 2hid, ARRTAHVAEF R M
WRIN—FIE-TRBLTEZC LILRRT S, 2O
TXit, 7u—XEOLHOFFAPELTR, BEH
BEOESERICHNTLOEBRRETH B EERH
LT3, &5ic, Table7 ORREMKT 5725,
NER 4 EREBTICRDLR D X I BHXIZ, ARFEK
OBOFHENSL LB ENVIHRT, MBI ~4FDR
WDHDOTFRAPELTHRIAUTHELTLL D,

ZOXSICHMICEREND 7 0 —XEd T ORAERE
RERTHZ, sTHEIIK, RUOLANLNEEELE

90- Clozentropy oo

804 Exact s—e

Group -3: 4 S 6 R

Figure 1 Group Differences of Cloze Mean Scores
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BETEZCELS, RADEERERMERNYD, &
EEEBHEEBET S L0TE 5 (Fig.l #8R),

Bormuth (1967) i3, /MEB 4L 5EDRE (T #
YAN) #WBELTH—DOF+R FE2RAVIzs0~X
ELSHEBRELNHSY, 7 o0-—-XiET38% OES
BRI SEBIRETEY 75% DEEE, Jo0—
XH:T 50% DEZHEEHBI-RuIZSHBRETHER 90%
DEE%, TRENBILHELTHE (MERGER
HIC DT, Jones and Pikulski, 1974 £#5M), L
1208 T, 7 0—XPETH 0% LITOESERTIE, %
HOFRTF+ R M BESIBRTELUVEVSBRHNEDS
N3, hzEzXAEABRICEMATEE5E, Ih3~5
I —FOEHLUTORER, FF*R P BRJICHED
HEREARBNVCLICNES, ThWAIKL, #HMFiZ, 70
— XETIRAZIL 50% OEEEHEL THELEFIES
TLHNTEB, S5, BRIEOSITICE3E, 50
i, FEFEROKREN 7 o —-XHEOKEERNT S
K -T, BRNULEEEEUETNUNICLITEST
555, AR TREMUSMTETUDES o785
A, M ITNV—FTHEEHEORENI o—-XFHA
i3, %2 6 15 A1 FHER LT, TRBRED, (T
B, HMBE, BPFROBELL, FHEABROREE
RBLTHS, i, COXIUEBERLHLEL
T, THBHORBICHENLESEESELHTCLLTS
5THAD,

E,2iL, Jo—XPERFRPELTEGTIREEL, ¥
BHHBOREEENEDT B HDEEERELLTH
FAZNH 3, Goodman (1967) {2, HA& % TLESE
BIHERI & — 2 | (psycholinguistic guessing game) T
3LL, ZENSEEEHTREL, HERN, B%D
B, BSHOFEHORESEAVIRENEEEN TS L
BT3B, 7 v—XEFiL, Goodman DFHELEDEF
NiT|RS>DDTHBELELON S, FHE, Kennedy and
Weener (1973) i, /NEBESERTE (T AV HA) &30
BELT, /o0—~XRKLIHRSIELEOHREREL,
Plaister (1973) iz, AEFEL UL TEEEZEFH L TH32E

BEORSDHHIL 7 o —XEMNFHNTH LB LT
3, b &, Jo—XEISETIESC L3S — Lm0
mhHo, BETELEMAT I S1E, Rl
BOSEICEONTOHREBFETE S, I, /0—XI{
BOMCBFHICELOWEHBMSHEBICELWHEBXT
BlLICEAX BERAMNSINTVEDT, WHWYWEEHE
T &) RRBICHHAME S > TEMT 2 LR
KEZoNBTHA S,

ZDES BB, BRAMEDTE-THIELEN
2 BAARR (Steinberg, et al., 1977) OFEIEHRLE R
L¥, BRALRSAFICERATE3TH A5, AIZIE, BEE
2L TH AAEADB KIEFEEEOFS {58 (Briere,
et al., 1978) ILEICLFATE 5,

SHOBFHELT, BABE /- IXRICL 3RO
BORERNSOBEBENFIRBRBIA L THIER
BILNEERZ S,

&

1) K/o—XPHRECENT, BENLEIERBIHUA
WA o R B KT 4841 E A 8 Dan Douglas
fBicH L Tk BEE L LY 3RETH 5,

2) Taylor(1953 : 417) i3, EH OXHETRE & DB’
RXREMEBYL 7r—BHOBANBEINE LS
LS LEREO—RELMEMICHNTE3C &
ThHaELTUVS,

3) AEBREEBL, BHELSHBEEH#LTTE 28
M FENEREMLARLFR, FRAREK, HE
BRE, RUEETFECHULTERBLESS, o
4EDCHABLIRE, ABBERT I &30
12THA5,

4) EBREEENH E L - PIRT, ;]
(1978)i3 7 o —X{ERICFRUL > THRTF R F 2 Htrc
LOYREWOLHICLTV S, BEXEZ o—xoig
ARDCOYENS B LBELONBID, £hi
AV A= BBBRSE 7D TH B,

5) S — FICB O THREAEDOIEBIHS B E ¢

Douglas,



L->TVB0I3, HEHFOLRE, RRAR BRI
XIETIMBH LR THD, ThIZFEEDORAVL
BBEBBALO—ENBNLINSTHSLEBEbhs,
6) DIV —FITH RTINS 7'v— A2 BT 5 B0E
HORBEL L - TS5, Table3 ITRT LS, @
HOBEDRPNEL L > TOBTESZTO—HTH
Bo i, NS =TI MMARIZHKE DS v &5 4
LENTOEMP 72T EIZE Db Lhisbds, &%,
ZDHEILOVT/ING I A —~7OHIRL TS LEH
BP0
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SUMMARY

Use of the cloze procedure for assessing the
linguistic competence of Japanese students, from the
third grade through the sixth grade, was evaluated.
The exact-word and clozentropy scoring methods
were compared ; reliability and validity coefficients
were obtained ; the significance of grade-level differ-
ences was tested ; and cloze item discrimination
indices were computed at each of the grade levels.

The correlations of the exact-word and clozen-
tropy scoring methods for the grade level groups
were above .95. The split-half and K-R 21 reliabi-
lities, r > .56, were generally satisfactory. Using
a Japanese language achievement test as the criterion,
the validities of the cloze scores, 7 > .66, were also

satisfactory. Significant mean differences, p< .01,

were obtained for the distributions of cloze scores
between the third- and fourth-grade and between the
fifth- and sixth-grade groups; the difference between
the fourth- and fifth-grade groups approached signifi-
cance. Among the 51 items in the test, indices
above +.30 were obtained for 26 at the third grade
level, 27 at the fourth grade level, 20 at the fifth
grade level, and 19 at the sixth grade level.

The applicability of the cloze procedure to the
Japanese language, for the assessment of language
and reading proficiencies of elementary school chjl.
dren has been demonstrated in this study. The yge

of the cloze procedure as a classroom technique is

also discussed.





