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ARTIE, 1976FETODY —#F Y 7 4 HRYEBIT S, 1959F T, Klare, G. 0EFE
(1963) #H.rd LT, 1960 fEfir Gilliland (1972) B LUK DD, 1970 FARUX
Dissertation Abstracts International 72%7}7} ELT, V=AY T4 OMENECCESYE
WTHR SR, ED XS BERIREIR, EOWVIOEAOMELS IR TS @B L
Vo ZDHET, ThANHLEI WIMENLETH 52, BENOEALECOWTERELT

BRI,

et

—B %
U*ﬁih'9?4®ﬁ%
WD BIgEH 519594 % T

(1) V~#EV 74 ARDORE

(2) V~#EV7 4 ARTFHTEARHER

19604-1%

1970418

(1) Spache oAz & Harris-Jacobson @233

(2) #Eo dissertation abstracts & bh 3 Y —
£V 7 4 HEOHERA

SHOBEEHE~OILH

. U—4EYFTF DT

Yy — &Y F 4 (readability) &\ 5 ERiXS25KDOZFHICAVWER TS,

(1) 28, 35 XHRIKAEFORKLHE (legibility)

(2) XEOABCANTIEKROEFITLHTLEE

(3) XEOHABCNTHHEMBLLT X

2L, BEZ0BFRTHVWLRDZENRLEL, TERIRDL S,

TAYATIE, TOLEOHMBLLTILELTDV - LI T4 HAHEL 2L EI R TE
h, ThErBEOBRACHF DL, (1)E, (2)XEOHEE, (3)7r—-XEK, (4)V—F
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EU?4ﬁﬁKK%T%6O(U®%vm,%%,%%ﬁ,%%ﬁ%KEOEﬁﬁ,éébm
BBEBORICICVCEOES R b » THEOEBL LT E0EEE LT3, (2)DXEDH
BIBL TR, B0, —XORIALEXREE L, BYOMMASEE, —XDE X k-
BEYV-ZTATHBETH, (3)D 7 r— Xk (cloze procedure) it Taylor, W. L. i x
DREINITTET, —EOMRIE B E5EIE) ©25 75 70hDEL T 5 vk
fED, BRBCRIDH I, TOEEELELEBE) —F 7L THBETH, (4)D Y —
FEVT 4 AR, V-#EY 7 OREDOFTHLRSEHEMNE L, Shi (1) ODF 0L,
(2)DXEOHED X TIIIEEL LIRS TH D, ZEHRELEDI VDT, < D
DERZHMALAER, ThPNCEREMLTARE L, FOARTCELNIR 2 Tadb-TY
—FEVT 4 FUTLRBELTHLDTHS, Klare, G. R. (1963) i© Xk + ¥, 1928 & o
Vogel and Washburne 1z & 2 AR % 1% & L TI9594F ¥ Tio 3 CIe3lD AR A TEE X LT L
%o

II. MBAOHRH H1959EF T

1) Y—=FEYF 4 AROHFE 4 .

Klare, G. ©3%# The Measurement of Readability (1963) 1z Vv — # ' v 5 , DFREL
LTi, Chall (1958) L YA THSNT B A, THiC LB E19594 F Trr3lo AR ZE X
nTB, ThEBEICKS LT, RO 4BHEH T T3,

Early Formulas, 1921—1934
Detailed Formulas, 1934—1938
Efficient Formulas, 1938—1953
Specialized Formulas, 1953—1959

EDRANBOCRRINICARE THME, BELI WA, Klare (1963) itz i,
Kitson, H. D. »'#5k & MO LS OREL LT, 192145 7A0RIc L EEDE X
LHBOBRIDZUDRIXERL T 5B, AR AROBFD S DE LT3, Lively and
Pressey DAKAN923F I FEE I Wi, Fh ¥ Vogel and Washburne D g, Lewerenz
DAR, Johnson o733k, Patty and Painter o438, Thorndike. DARRDREIN, BD
BNADERE 75 5 7,

Detailed Formulas DRRIziZA < & b 4 DU EOBRA* S LARMD, 17T0ERY S T4
RECHAL, BEFESATVS) ~F )5, DEROLL O b0AE ORIicEES hT
W5,

Efficient Formulas oB{ (1938~1953) CREHIBD ARSI AT IN, ZORARIZAR
OF RO BE & AR EOME X 2mMAa i Klare, p.5l) S &, HI0RLE
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FXphTu 5 Flesh (1948) kX O3 FRKELE L, EEbh T3 Dale (1948) D AKA
HB L, MRS VL LY, ERIBCER S DOEE~RTAHD &, Washburne-Morphettd
1938 £ a5k, Lorge m1939F DA, Flesch 01943 D AR B L O 1MUBFIAHFT I hic iy
3%, Dale and Chall ®/ARK (1948) k755, HEEV A b2 AW HiEOREN P78 (Dale
and Chall, 1948) L BZE Y 2 F #HVIWT, v F TAREXDRIXERETHHENRL
FREIN, 90ERCE-> T ALLRTVLS Z ERBAKRVELETH L,
Dale and Chall o /ARII,
Xes0=0.1579x, +0.0496x, +3.6365
(72#2 L x;(Dale score): Dale list of 3,000 =7\ VBFEDOES R, % HEDOHTE
bLXDREX)
<H b, Klare, G. (1963) 14 F TOARDKBEHREOERL LD T, HLIbLTHLTD
595, foAREEE LT, —BLTRLER (accurate) TH5 | (Klare, p.22) & FHE L
Tuwab, '
Flesch o 2ARiL,
R. E.=206.835—0.8460/—1.015s/
wl : 1008EFDEL > 5 7 A
sl —3hDBEH O FIHE
Th b, Bz Marks of Readable Stvle (1943) ¥ X' How to Make Sense (1954) o=
SDBYELLZOAKXDYERIKLDEDIDTEL AVvbhs X5k T,

Flesch o AXAYBWHECLTL v 7L OEHEXDOR XL ER & L Farr-Jenkins-Pater-
son OARSHELLL, HEVACLR TV,

Specialized Formulas ot (1953—1959) ¢z, Spache m1953F DR, Wheeler-Smith @
1954 E a5k, Powers, R. B 7 &ic X b 1958 SEic st B & h 7o Flesh, Dale-Chall, Farr-
Jenkins-Paterson, Gunning @ 4 AXAREN LS D TH S, Spache DARKI/INF¥ K1 F s
WLSERL W) ETIHEDOHZIDLE V2D,

2 V—=FEVT 4 ARTFRTERVEE

IRETHNILIK, ARIEELREEIRD L, TALOARTFRHTELWXEDOH
25X L 7 » T L B, Dale, E. i+ What the formulas do not measure & LT&RD 4
HEZHF T3 (Dale, 1956),

1. Conceptual difficulties
2. Organization
3. Content
4. Format ,
Conceptual difficulties &%, HLWBETELIRLELSS S VCIXBEROEL XD LT,
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“To be or not to be, that is the question.” & \s5 Wi AR DO EMETILE Lis& bs 5z&i1z
BN, XNBXELIETHERIIE LY, FLRSEOEEL B B HRTELD
KBl % T& /ey, Organization &, <5 /5 7OMRDO LIEDETC,RALA 27 D5
777 TH->Th, BROLMI R L THBCHEEL L Bb¥5s 2 Eahs, Carter, R, F.
(1955) 1%, Flesch DRARDA 27 CRIFAUBE DL ST, 25 75 7 DHRO LD i
DRDL, MUABRD= 2 —ARIZOE - K¥EECHET R TERLLE 25, BEE AL
DHBH T LR VHLTW5, Content &3, FHEDOEBRY O &0 5 WENED, KLU,
RBOFEMDOZ L THB, KHD Format 12 legibility & S hn 2 DT, ISEE R NN Al
—XEVT 4 DEHBD (1) HBEDTH 5B,

III. 1960 {&

Klare (1963) o%iz Fif7 & hi- Gilliland (1972) 13, #DHtcBbh2 ) -2y 5 4
DREBFBELTHE—DIDTHB, HIIEFD visibility i & 237 h BRER LT W~ 3 23,
1960@&?:%:&7‘: V=) T 4 RADL OB ED EFTw3, 2oBETIE, HOBML
TeBEFR LS OBEFE & iz T review LT Hizus,

19605FfRic 78 - C, Taylor, W. L. »31953%F 14808 L 7= cloze procedure i34 < DBz
WLoTHRESIh, V- FE)7 ,2FRUTHREL LTZLUENE S ENTEH X T
Bo LRI 5T cloze test DIEMFRARE L3547 (Coleman, 1965 %5 k¢ Bormuth,
1969) MREEI NI ENZDERDERE V2 X 5,

Coleman, E. B.(1965) w3\ Ti2& 1 D X 57 4 20K & FEEL T % (Coleman, 1971,

#1 Coleman (1965) MAXEZFD Re

Formulas R2
(1) X'=1.29X,—-38.45 0.738*
(2) X’'=1.16X,+1.48X,—37.95 0.806
(3) X'=1.07X;+1.18X,40.76X;—34.02 0.816
(4) X'=1.04X;+1.06X,+0.56X;—0.36X,—26.01 0.828

X’ : cloze %

X, : number of one syllable words

X; : number of sentences

X3 : number of pronouns (not including possessives)

X, : number of prepositions (not including to in infinitives)
* one-syllable words m# & cloze A2 7¢:D r O 25|
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p.185—186), iz TFh dBERLAWRVWARTH v, EHBEFRKD 2 FH0.7387 L
0.828TH %, Ticbb, FRMIZT3.8%1582.8%L 5BV KETHS, T TFHEDOS
VAR (4) ERBEVAR (1) EOFRMEOZERIOZUNTS S = & ¥ EEThE, AEOR
BTHATAE S FAMEA LI, ARN(L)2#EYSE0E Lhitv, 204 A ARDEZLEEN
Szaley (1965) 12k » THISES T\ B, SHICEBE, K420 ARBBE L L1 cloe
test DL, 4DDOARC LD TFHIhD A =27 0B ER £ H 0.83, 0.88, 0.87,
0.89TH - 72,

Bormuth, J. R. ¢ Bormuth (1971) @ K\ THD1969FED — 2D AKX FIAL T35, &
MNITERDE 5737 W LADDERNLTET N5,

(1) GPs;=0.861207+1.279050 (/) +0.050548 (//m) —0.000172 (¢/w)*

(2) GP;;=3.761864+1.053153 (//w) —2.138595 (dw) *+1.52832 (w/[s) —0.002077 (w/s)*

Z ZC GPy; 1t California Reading Test (1963%EkK) =333 5 grade placement TH b,
5 75 78D 35% D cloze score HRT, [ IXFTORK, w W LBEEHK, m X minimal
punctuation unit ®%, d i Dale List of 3,000 Words =& ¥ h 5 BERK, s dtvF v A
FrELLT WS, Hi, FEOFBNTAIORBEEARC I B A 27 0BT RDIE
Z A, (1)i20.83, (D130.93: WA FEXBT B,

oo fHEE LTRAEHEYERE T5 AKX (McLaughlin, 1969), v vFvAD > 7
TARES VT ADIXDOREC L T 75 7 TRDLHHE (Fry, 1968), XokE, & LD
WX, BEOREE T LD, —HBoONKE V25 HEE (Aukerman, 1965), 3 - kLAt B
7t poun frequency KX -CVU—£EVF 4 DREXFHL LS &35 Elley, W. B.
Jigs (1969) 23bh %,

McLanghlin, G. H. 219694Fic SMOG Grading ¢ #T5 AR HELL, ThIXLSFH
BOFHRYERETHIERD L 51K TH %,

£=3.1201+1.0430/p
Z = ¢ g=reading grade
p=number of polysyllabic.words
= o reading grade * %EEEHOKIEI0.985, BUEMEIX].52TH »1, WX DARY
Bl

SMOG grade=3+ /& EEDEHK
BB L TV 5, WThOBEDL, v VIO E D R CID, 7% A b ORY), B, KED
HZaXDI0LBOH VI AREDEREDT B, E, BEALEDARD reading grade
DY TN LT 5 T B D50% B B\ ML T5% ODEMICIEE TE 555 #ED grade LEDT L
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B0 LT, Zo reading grade 13 “TXTOBMIEETEAHBED grade” & L T
WHBZELVRRTHD, A OARDEUEYTERT D, AADKFAEYHEREL L
TERZT, reading efficiency & £FMBEROMIC “SEdic” ADIMBMMEMEN AL,
¥ iz, BIEE e Dale-Chall 4458 (##k : Powers, Sumner and Kearl, 1958) X b 4,4 L
T2%%my grade ¥ FHITED, EWREL T3,

Fry, E. 13196851, MEECIARE VWG, 77 7R k5 B2 REL TS, oh
RRDOFIRC & 5,

1) ZvF2Z3@DOI0EDH VI AL EES, 2) VEDDLVYTF VARDNWTDYS 7
VEOFEHEE 10 FBCOWTOXDE DO FHELXZHET S, Q) 753 77=, b L,
grade level #F 25, K& Dale-Chall (1948) D7 + — 1 = 5 -2 =27, Flesch (1948)
DA2T 8 IOFECE L TR T A b & OMBIEERER 0.94, 0.96, 0.93 Th -7,

Aukerman, R. C. 1% secondary school ¥ DF+A DYV ~F VT, HEOELH
(1965) & LTKD IS IsHER LTV, MLV —F VT4 2BETHERE LT, Q)
length of sentence, (2) incidence of complexity, (3) incidence of word difficulty * %
FTws, CO3EREETRZREH L, ThERTRERTE - 5B, T7bbREKD
FTEDDIhLDOESRERD D, RICZhLOERIZThER1:4:3DEZE DT T
%, (1) (LBFEOH, () ZHEI, B, EEXDOH, (3) & (@) number of ancient, clas-
sical, and mythical words and word references, (b) number of colloquial, dialect, and
slang words and phrases, (c) number of words of three syllables or more not counted
in (@ and (b) L\VWHIERTHD, COMFERELFHBETHY, ThabREBTH LR
bhrH, word difficulty wowTik (@) X0 (b) DEENZEME W BEL, X v
HDHLEEROIE E—EEXNETh D,

Elley, W. B. 12196941z noun frequency ik X5V — &£V 5 , OREX BIBLT W5,
CHRIEFELRERE LEVEROALDOHBEY A P 2AVTUL AR THEDRPRET
HEVHERERRDHZOTL VBT, Thik=a—: P—F VY FADLDDY —FEY 7
4+ DIFBEOPETH 2, TOFIRL, (1) P EL0BEOR - L@AEY &L, 32057
5 7 %%, (2) NZCER (New Zealand Council for Educational Research) List oz
BEND, 4777 7FOTRTO frequency level #58L, FOEHELRD D, 3) *
DFBEXRC L - THREL, 7T—8FHALL U FLUEAET, THBME® grade placement
wfTle 5, TOFEDOFRIL, 2,700 Er bR D, 7B hi: NZCER List % 5
T&, THD, i hEMTHS, LFHIhDH, FEER, MOARIVLFETHY,
HWBOHEMIZ X HHE L Z ORI X ) FR SR & OIECIHIBIZ0.85% 1 0.951 bt -
TWBDOTEUENRFEFELT B,
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IV, 1970 K

(1) Spache @/ ‘<& Harris-Jacobson MD4ys

1970 RIEA » THHLZ2D AKX FEE S hic, O& 21k Spache, G. D. iz X 5 % D T1974
%, o=t Harris, A. J. % X0 Jacobson, M. D. »3t@CBIR L, 1975FwcfHEE LA
bOTHD, TOZDPORANTNTEEFEHTHZ Z & HHEKE,

Spache DAKIZKD L5 bDTH B,

(@) XDORIOFHELHEERTRD S,

(b) Dale’s 769 Words &##FT LAV A b (104155) wHBhTVWHIEOESRERD 5,

() ®woiAnFfAL, grade placement #E T 5,

0.121 (a) +0.082 (b) +0.659

Z DAL Spache (1953) Lz b A LR L THBA, word list HHFTEH T2 O THEFHE
IhichiEvz2 3,

Harris-Jacobson O AKX &KD - >TH 5,

(1) Predicted Score=0.094V1+0.168V2+40.512

(2) Predicted Score=0.140V1+0.153V2+0.560
Z = V1 : Harris-Jacobson Word List 1w/ EEOESE, V2 : YOEIDPHERBE
KTRbLLIEBETH S, AR OF4AEFEUT, 4K @QRIFHULEHWS X fRgh
TWhh, SOTODAREH O UKL LTED bhi reading grade score & OEAH
BIREUI VT H0.90TH H, A 27 DEEREIENLI0.384L0.7T14TH T, TDD
DARIT word list AW LcEREHHH, Z0V A FRELK BEHE BFE, 4
) LTRTEROPIRE DARSLRTLBDT, Dale List X 9 iXFIH LTV,

(2) S=iE® Dissertation Abstracts QB ,

= = ¢i% Dissertation Abstracts International @ Vol. 31 (13 & A & A319704Ec. approve
IR bDTHDH, —iF19695F 0 dissertation 235 5%) X v Vol. 37 T, HEt8dfio+
25 &4 b readability &S EEREDLRNEMOBLICLZ A, TORCELLDT, <
NENL OO E» BBB L ThRIicL,

HEBWRITR

COHHTIE, V-FEYVT 4 HTFUTHHLCHEEEFEOTRE OLE, »5\0i, B
CEXRINEARBEOHKEAFOE LTS, Cloze BEMRZUNE S D, LWVWOIHELD
s TW3d,

Viiet (1970) %, BERIEHD-2v 7 vy P45 L, Devereux Readability Index & Dale-
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Chall 2 = 7%t~t:& &5, Dale-Chall ARDFNL W EELAREY 5252 & X B
LTu %, Brewer (1972) %, Y — £ V5, OREL LTOMME D syntactic analysis o
HRELZRE LT 5, Svingen (1973) i3 sentence embeddedness iz & & ¥ ¢ T4 HTIC
I BREDTEEMY B tH L, Thompson (1973) % fE» Thompson Cloze Test ® 2 = 7
& Botel Reading Inventry b #5329 — &4V 7, ORELOMBELY BEVHT = L 2 T &
7$h o7z, Byrne (1973) iksentence-combining transformation ¥V — & V) 5, 1 &) B
EHIbTEVWSEREB L T35, Ferry (1975) 2 Coherance Marker Density & i3
DHEENOLEERIBETII -7, L#H%ELTuw 5%, Reading Miscue Inventory Tst
LRIEBEM AL, 4FEOEM DL RMI 0227 —F L €\ 7 (Wofford,
1975), Powers (1975) i3 Developmental Sentence Scoring % A\ sT 5 # A F DHEHME X &4
WL, —FEDFHNEEL Z Li¥o syntax acquisition DJFEFF & —F LT\ 7ehs 7o, Fish-
burne (1976) it Navy Readability Indices OZUMLHEL, chict 2z V) —&E Y 7 4
EHBRENL, BEMEOFHERE LTHEETH -1, Bankston (1975) 13, KZETOHE
MBF = - A TERYALIL T 5, Kane's Formula w3 ) — €V F i3 4E0HE
TAMYDTF—7 2V VHEERSRYHE -, T3 T & 2% -1, Norton (1973) %, Carroll,
J. B. et al © American Heritage Word Frequency Book vz i\t T~ % B E o Standard
Frequency Index % ) —# ¢ ) 7 , OIEEL LCHVWLAEREYRB L T\ 5, ZZ 1A
fELIe7F—F 2 v - FA P REUEL LTWBPF% (Scott, 1976 ; Siler, 1974) 455, %
Dftic Baker 152 v .~ —DhdDOY) —FEYF D7 A = U X 443, Flesch 35X
O Fry 07571k b227 L HBIAE < (Baker, 1974), Kane-Byrne-Hater Formula II
¥ XV Flesch ® Human Interest Formula CH#n 5+ 2 F #5E L, cloze test 12X %
AT EINLOARARDA 27 L OMBEAEE Thr -7 (Verderber, 1974) &5 Boe g,
H5,

Taylor, W. L. (1953) o cloze procedure 12V — £V 5 , #WETBHE L L TEZ Y
HRRE, SO BIEAE L I 5 fofeddiz, dissertation 12d Rk & b ST BRI DE -
T\ %, Froelich (1970) 2, =v /7 tm=272ADFFA 29K LT, 7 r»— Xt Flesch
DARC L OFFEINAA 2T IDEMTHS, VSR %L, Houska (1971) ik
IREM%EE ST, 72— KB, Flesch LUV -4V T 2 METE 2, &#E
LT3, TOfIEd 7 v — XERHIERRETH 5 L 32 McWhorter (1974) D% s 5
Bo RFHEDT F—7 4 v & cloze 72 + OMBI% Kb 7 Balser (1976) XA ok B %
BELT2, Shaffer(1975) T, AV O F LD R5 /S 7 L ThE BEBE L b OR L
RETDH, XHEL, v 7 TAKEELL, BEXS 0008E v _RAVCBELE X B8 E, TOX
ZECERELLRGFOBEE NS &, cloze ORBIIFTBEDOH B -T2, FOfBicd cloze
BaiREL LT 58 % 2 » % (Stephens, 1971 ; Hittleman, 1971 ; Kulm, 1971 ; Watson
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1971) . T XT OB cloze EAZME 5 fEHRAHE LTV Bhbld Tid /g {, Rosenkranz
(1975) 13- h % reading OE¥ETF A FORHE L THAWS Z LERZREL TV 5,

BT A b EARDA 2T R B LATE S D0 Rbh 5, McKell (1970)1%, Dale-
Chall /st & SMOG Formula ® 2 =7 L#ADBMADA 3 7 &I, FEDTH H e
e, T g, EHELTVB, —7, Schwimmer (1971) %, V—~# £ ) 74 AR
I 3Rz 7k, B#gHo predictor &ikfc ey, & LTuw %, Dale-Chall 4 & Flesch @
A& FERC BV e Slovak (1975) 3, FHBEMIAELOHMNT A LOAaT7 E—FKLT
7 iRl FEL T\ B, AOFADHBLV AR F v 7Y 3 VA D OMETHEBR L Shro-
yer (1973) OEBRTIE, 4 ODFEQOHEMEOFREL, ARTHELILF v v a v DF
FEBOFRIE L HERICKE D -1

HEBELAKRDA 2T HERLAHE L DR bhb, Harvey (1976) %, #FDO7s
WHERE L RBR AV F T, s FE TR E 5, Dale-Chall 2 2 7% T e 52 %L%
BEAEAT L EABELTWS L, Ewing (1976) $ REIRSBERAYH L TW%, ZhicK
LT, Cervone (1974) i%, YV ~# €V 7 4 2B LELOHMEHVTH, SEEDFS
T EOERDOBBCE(EY ZOF 5 EXTERI 5T, ARTIRWY ~FEY T 4D
PEEE LTI, 15 77 7 OO Lk AEEBEOR I ELBREY bleb¥ &5 P
(Brown, 1974) L &xbh b,

ARFEOHBEL RDLHLE LTL, KOSHELYHIHEMNTES, Driver (1972)
3, NER A~ 6 EDEEID T * A F &4 #7 LT, Dale-Chall & Fry, Dale-Chall & SMOG,
Fry & SMOG oflic &/ AHBI% 22 LT 5, Valle (1972) Tk, 74 Y & VDG
c@:anIEET * A b % Fry, SMOG, 8T &h7: Lorge »AxK, Johnson Method <4y
L, Aoz 7HoMEBEIREETH -, Rakes (1972) %, adult basic education {7
*2 FREMEL, Fry o2 & Gunning OAROMICAERE /LML 2K LTV 5,

FOfic~xk o2 YV IAFDT R A+ OEL XICOWT, FEANFEE LA rating wEEEL
L, Dale-Chall At = 27 L oMY Rdic & 2 B, HE Tleh - o (Burkhead, 1975) & v~
5B H D, HROBENY — £ €Y 7 4 REMER B, E 5 H, 7% L7 Babcock (1969)
¢, Dale-Chall Asiask#e L Lizd &, HIROBUTY — 2V 7 4 DA T HELI RS
ntee Fto, BAHOARYEIGRTHGIE A, HinHM O EEE B LTk
HBHZENBECE 2D E VS H% (Henshall, 1971) $ 5%,

VZFTENT 4 LORE

Y—FEYTF 4 OFELLIRELLEBbRSY, BEMBOLDLZIYAFEYT 4 L)
FENLI960ERIC I > THVWORB X5 T, AT THESZ ] EFR SR TV 2h,
ISR Lo,

COVAFEY T 4 EOBGERH LRI 2/ TH -7, Young (1972) i1 Dale-Chall &
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AR E Fresch ORRic L p 2274, RFEARCIBEEL VT A D227 OME 4B
LT, ThHLDORRLY 2+ Y 7 4 ODFY/e predictors THB, EBRNTWwWB, Fio,
Denbow (1973) 1%, Dale-Chall XKD A= 71x, V- KV F 4 ERUKVAFEYF 4 %
FRUTEORHEETHD, &5 BRELH LT,

HEMHOS

V=Y T s OARAREEH L CHESR LT LRI B\,

CDHT Flesch ORAKD A 2 7% Fl 7o b DAHBII S, BROKEEHB B 5 L
Cox (1971) i1, AR THHINIZFEERYL I HELLVLDTFAFAFEERTL5, &
HEL Tk D, Bryant (1971) 3, SKOHE, HE, HEE XFE0V -V 74 L4EED
V=T 4 V7DV RALEDERKECEVCIBREB LTS, RFAFOEBBRIFET LT
HELIe»THkH (Smith, 1975), KRELEDNEOHBMBRITEENLRE LA FETOE
e > Tie (Rose, 1976) , HEBIGROMEEZ L LOEMNX HRD L, BHOHIFHAR
=< < (Dronberger, 1973), # 1 Cffibh T\ 55 " kEZE (second language) & LTI
?sbj:#)?ﬁ%aex MREELTE S (Nilagupta, 1975) &5 #ERAH TV 3,

Dale-Chall 23D Zug FV BRI =8 Las/ey s, Fields (1972) (27 2DEROBEHTE
T *A b RSHL, #LIOPHEORMCETEN S, ol eV BRYHE L Tx D,
Tyler (1974) ZFE¥EHEMIHY)C grading SR TV B E W5 EERYILTV5, —7,
REXREOMERPHLBEZH I LT ¥ % (Worthington, 1976) & 5 % &
Bo ,

Fry 757 (1968) i THH1cdd, Z20RVICHGHLI TS, BROLFEDOH
# (Leigh, 1975), B#re o 7+ » + (Kilian, 1976), /N385 2 SE4E D 7 + 2 + (Grover, 1976)
Th b,

ZoUEORKEHALTHOM LR WL 20 RBbh 5, NERELED 5 85 13,
Spache, Fry, Wheeler-Smith D 3 AKDA 2 7 CHFLIck & A, 86% A 2 A L <A 0F
NLUFTH 5 (Laughlin, 1973), 4 ~6 FDHLBO T+ A 1t Fry w75 7in L a5 L
Farr-Jenkins-Paterson OARTHOW LicE 25, BEAENFEEIIBH Y —F Y5 4, 0
T¥ AL THB (Ford, 1972) , k% 1 E£EOFHBHREM O 7 + 2 bk, SMOG Formula & Fry
DIF7IEBBETHHLACET S, IFENSLRER VAT TR b -T W3S Z & 238
LAz s » 7z (Cherney, 1975), Dohrman (1972) 134 ~ 6 EHAOBEREER O F O LE D IH
Ha b, Dale-Chall A& Fry o 75 7 To#iLic b 25, Zo0A 27 DM ESE
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