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Text Schema of Hearing-Impaired Children in Story Reading
: by the Analysis of Retelling and Miscue

In-ho CHUNG and AKIRA OKADA

Using a text schema, the present study examined comprehension and miscue of story
reading by hearing-impaired children who trained orally in comparison with hearing
children. Subjects were 35 hearing-impaired and 20 hearing children, who were matched
by standard deviation of IQ from 40 to 70. Comprehension and miscue of story reading
were investigated in the text schema that assumed a hierarchical organization frame-
work ; setting, theme, plot, and resolution by the sentences at 4 different levels. It was
argued that Hearing-Impaired children who trained orally (a) use the pattern of the text
schema as hearing children do ; (b) tend to delay in retelling subjective facts, the highest
-level and the lowest-level sentences ; (c) make a of miscues in resolution and in the
highest level sentences.

Key Words : Hearing-Impaired children, text schema, retelling, miscue
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