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Development of Evaluation Methods for Alphabet teaching in Elementary School
English Language Education.
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2,600,000

Phonics

The purpose of this study was to develop and examine an evaluation method to
specifically observe children®s learning process and to apply it to instruction in the teaching of
the letters of the alphabet in elementary school English education. As there is a large disparity in
the ability in understanding the alphabet, phonemic awareness and phonics, and learning to spell
the letters of the English alphabet, careful instruction is required. Therefore, based on the theory
and practice of Miscue Analysis in Whole Language approach and Reading Recovery, which carefully
assesses children"s language development, this study was designed to evaluate the development of
language development in children. The study materials (booklets) were prepared and proposed as

systematical teaching and support in elementary school foreign language activities and foreign
language studies in Japan.
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1 R : Repetition
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he did. One eveninglwhen he came home
L wanit you
5 AT s
from work, he said to his wife\"VWhat do you

< furhen,
do all dayf while | am away tutting wood?"”

i“l keep house,” replied the wifE i“and
m
i —
ikeepung house is hard work."”

A J
“Hard work!” said thelhusband. “You don’t

A
know what hard worl% should try

r.ulf.ing wood!"
L
“I'd be glad to,"” said the wife.
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“If you stay home to do my workh)rau'll

Yetta Goodman, et.al, Reading Miscue Invention, 2005, p.15.
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I'm a cat.

My name is Mat.

My name is Max.
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