A3

i
ri

.
cA%A Az - BAA A2 A

7 =
o g s wA

R

_l (

Relationships between
PASS(Planning, Attention, Successive, Simultaneous) Processes

and Mathematics Achievement of Students with Deafness

1999



Q2o A
A2 - F99%F - A%H A - FAH Ael B4
S EEEE Y

Relationships between
PASS(Planning, Attention, Successive, Simultaneous) Processes

and Mathematics Achievement of Students with Deafness

o
(e
Mg
o
1%
>
%
Ho
e
M
[o
il
2
i
ot



AAR 2001, 11, 16.

A

A9

AL 91

A9

AL 9

wh o ot

o) 5}-4)



70 B R ROR

@. o Jo RO OR

.svm N ~ T 3w KR

0 To 0 o) K

) 5 0 G R

5 o W x TEES

E o8 oo o W gy

o (v Tor ook % m

E o X o

—_— g p— o ;Oﬁi

X R 5 AT,

R o= T oo w EEE
N e Moy o= T Vg
<X = = e NI
o ’ gy X JoR N ma 5 N
S T = = o o o RO TR
= o %ﬂ%%#@iﬂ
) X o s X = 3
® ¥ TP Y e T
o ol —_ = op
N £ B S R
am s 5 o g X LN

B, ol TR o =o -
LR Foo By w N
Mo A o 5 X © = 8 K
~H I = o ﬂwo X
o SR R T
N Tor %o ﬁﬂ q_mM zo R op o
e Tooh o Ty R
j X K W T =
z Triizise
~o ‘~|4A_u” — o ]_—/IL -~ 0 ;O_l

Ko . o % =y 3
o ry ] Tor
G T R W AR

Simultaneous,

sl o,

3

A<k, Luria®

5]
Attention,

3}
vl 7] 1A A (A

gl %3

T A
PASS(Planning,

=

Fdd 3ol F&F= A= AAAHA
°

1

A -

17 #4)del BAE 24}

S

PoH
(o))

d 38 Holen, o

Skl

2F
S A
5}

J

o].E

o) o

AN -
Successive) E oA #|¢

sttt

S

mpepa] ATl A
<A st
3, a1, 312

Aol BAE



)
—_
fite)

e

il
—_

B

fife)
vze]

T

~X

Fl

S

(15 *§)¥

@

'(H

Tor

PN
T

Aol 7k gaieh. ,

T

B

o)
P

A gl

(23 W)e + Jdow YAk

AA Ae A, D45A

NERE

o]
i

Tor

o]

Tor

Tor

A 7}

LN

=

2] ol

A

2 4, A%

el
TH

B

1
)

20
=

LR

QL

A4 74 AA

1

°
pal

S

o

=

a1, o}
91 %) 3}

-04

=

R

Ae 34, A%A
Ao

i
e

)

il
o)

o}
)

i

G AN e 2143t

AP o] Fol Ao & Zolt},

1

o
<

e
Tk

=i
=

3



TEBL @ OF teuertett ettt i
= j]. ......................................................................................................................................... iii
L A B eeeet e 1
T O] FEA] M 7] creeesssereesssesessssssessssesssssss s 6

1. PASS(Planning, Attention, Simultaneous, Successive) FLEL e 6

0. A ZEAF O] OFIE 0] Q] ] wrereeesssseessssssessssssssiss s 31

3. HZFA o] O} O] GETF TR e 39
III ?:]_.:FL Ho]—]:]g .......................................................................................................................... 47

1_ ]:H}b]— .................................................................................................................................. 4’7

= B TP 49

3. QYT AL E] cevrereeesseeesss s 59

4. AE SR T B HFE s 54
TV, Tl s 55
Vv Z—J_—“_% .................................................................................................................................... 64
ﬂ—ﬂ.“'i’r__ﬁd ................................................................................................................................... 72
TIR] ELZ] ceeeeseeeeess e 31
TE L] et 81
=21 AF AxA O AYHWE 23537 (planned codes) FAAF o] e ]2
5 2 A8 HA @ H22 52 A4 7] (matching number) AR off s 83
53 FAHT A4 O 22 2Fe Ak 27 (number finding) AR o o 84
=4 FAHT AAF @ A A ¢l 7] (expressive attention) FHAR o e 85
w25 =4 Ja] 2AF D 28 B (matrices DAF) o e, 33
B2 6 =A4 A7 dA @ 219 719 (figure memory) FAF o] s 90
57 A5 A AAF © mAE 37 (digit series) FIAF o e 92
HnE 8 dzx g FAA @ Do 3 AH(word series) FAF ] s 93
B2 g a7} A 58 TP A E] ZIA e 94
Abstract ................................................................................................................................... 95

— il —



Luriat®™ Az JAA ARG Al 719 754 AA = G99 =
2 FAEY da, o] Al dES A= PHso FZFola, o] A
S5 #Hort BE FF9 A EF %
p4d3). AA @9+ FHe NFE =AY, FIAHFTE F
o F HAola, F WHA Gf= FHE Wol Sof A}
= AEH/EAA A BAola, Al WA dele= Fal &

g5 7, z4e1, FEaE A Aol

y H T

ofr
Ir
i)
>4

ole] gt Luria® A4 & <ANA AdAHAH H7t
2499l PASS(Planning, Attention, Simultaneous, Successive) X2
o] A ¥ 31 (Naglieri, Braden, & Warrick, 1991; Naglieri, Das,
Stevens, & Ledbetter, 1991, Naglieri, Prewett, & Bardos, 1939;
Naglieri, Welch, & Braden, 1994), A& - 2% - 5A14 A& - A
4 Ag BG4 AT AATE A=A (Naglieri & Das,
1990a; Kirby, 1992; Kirby & Das, 1990).

A% FAES =2 v JAAAAY stgAdFAte] #AE =
ARSE Ao ok, ¢17] AT AE5H AE AA a8, F
AA e B4, AS RAZI Fon g A dAVE AL, 8 s
A8H= A4 A HA4, 2 FA1A A AA, AF AP, F
9% AAH} #BAV A= Aoz YErsth(Das, Naglieri, &

Kirby, 1994, pp.25-26, 69-71, 73-74, 92).
o2 FAMow AANW, W ATSoA A%H A g
A4 A2l FAo 97 3 Bl 9 2 Uehita, 59

Fogt g A5H Ay FAHY =L RaL, gk o] o] &

’

A

ol
o
Jm
ol

o
(o0

rJ
i

o]

1

50



g A%n Aol 4, 2 FAH A B4, AY FR @

=
[}

ok

ol

otk Lgjar

2] 2 B

*

A4

]

2R
- 1

o

AEEEIE SR

o sgolut AE R B4 A2 S o

Ho

%
R

i
%

o)
HH

d5H A AAoly FAH A ARG AL

A A tHGarofalo, 1982; Das, Naglieri, &

|

e BAH AY FAH A

37/]_5
=

Pyl

Kirby, 1994, p.74).

Tor

B

o
o
3r

To-

7] el %4 Az #Ao] mrp Fa

)

v <l

0] =
AR -

.:]_1

[0

g

Fa, a8la 5%

3|

wel A PASS oA A<k

R

o
Gl

=

Wi

o
o

H, ggake] A A

Ho

}o

XO
N

e

N

)

add Greenberg®t Kusche(1989, pp.108-109)7}

~N

0

N

~
fife)

Mo

‘mo
g

N
.

s
|

=y

- AL, Tefa/

3 ol 4

2 9

N

W, Hae] Fa

A

B

110

R
AL

Ae7F 28

Z] 0]
1o

..mo



o ]

=
=

3

Hol7k glglont, BAA A A4 A%H Ael

HAg el M= zkol”

?‘;]—A
A 7}
, EAIA Ae gl o

Ay
(Ojile, Das, & Mishra, 1993; Das &
J

g3

s}
S|

3|

3

R
e A

[

ofL e}
2

L
T

10
SE

2]
I ol

601: Al
a-

}

(e}
Aol A2 A Al

A2l Aol

A

1

o
Sk

-

R

23 PASS

3} 0l A

XJ, 71]

Foh. e
T A%A A B EATL

Ojile, 1995)el ¢] s}

==
K3

°©

|

iA1=

3

al

o]
2R

al

—_
file)

X

0

N
o
Ho

)

A 7F

°f 2

=

3} zol7}

=

=

34
He AT

3|

8

X

Eal

T

T

o Lol A

wehd] PASS mdel 9

ol

=l
=

El

9

g3l H

o
=]
Hl gl w2

1

°
=l

A7 97

o3
H

1 B
h

o
of

o %

b, AR

S

AR

i
N
0
oy
Tor

of A7l

=
=
o]

B

1

~

R

T A A

33 (A & 7f, 1991; ¥F<, 1989; Moores,

A

2K
SEEE

1
S|

1996), <3t



Q) 5 A 9t

Tor

(Zwiebel & Allen, 1988; Bodner-Johnson, 1985; Kluwin & Moores,

7_} ?g—

g

b7

1985, 1989; Holt, Judith, 1994; Covell, 1994; Moores, 1996),

Tor

o

2Fa)

g o= PASS EdolA AR

o

Tor



II. o] &4 w7

1. PASS(Planning, Attention, Simultaneous, Successive) =2

19503t ‘¢1#] & ™ (cognitive revolution)’©] ¥ojiv}ar, 1960\ tf
SR QXA g ko] A& Fol7bAA Al AAMNAE Q1A 42 g
datar ok a2HY B AGF7E o] Fo| AL

B o]EEo] AdHAZFAE Ereta, Bk W Agedasd w
F2k50] Q1A o] Fol e W& AS g USolE Eekar, of
< AAE "@9sta e S&AYTgAES A AgEar
= EFoA Aelel vt & 4 Sd=dl, AAF Al 2] E(testing
T it BpEstel] w2 H&o] EaL

, M2 AAF &5 s FASHA H

aL, 2 A A g FAE she] JiEetal o= A= deE AA

psychology)ell A &= A}

oW A7k AATHE ol fx

we A4 ETES O AEshs 4@l v Wtk 8 A%

A A AES As HAF B e $HE Holx] &dr a=
Al FA AT AAbE AEEA AP E AR A Q)
Das, Naglieri®} Kirby(1994)+= 719 A5 HAF =45 dia1gd

s A =9+ 4 2 HHo] AME(selection)o] ofyEl Fet



e FHES 98
o, AEFAQA AT AAEAT UAX9 R XA
abilities) s FA3I7| BT, B4 QX #dS Edgle Wl
Aol 2(aeiy FAAA = &) 7MW =2 59 (changeable
abilities) 4o Bt o Z2F& SFolof sta, AR 314
7 5o W AgAS aelehA Fa g dds A= <k
o w59l o el(blind prediction) T o] 2o A AWy o
ol =F & BFojof vk skqlvt. o] Aol #dF o Aol
oA FoFM AFo Mel E Xddfof 3 w Hoh g&A<Ql
Tees = 7 s Aol AA skt

Das, Naglieri¢} Kirby+= #A9 A =S /MASIAY, 3A A

)

ALEO A ARERE AAES AVl Stele Ao RE AT AALE
kA A 2 glom, As'olgk= Md AAE wWEoF T + 9

S
il 8Fith Naglieri®t Dast Ao QARG 02 HA= ofoly
o]

Das7} A7t A% Aol thgwt 2t

M
i)
offt
lo,
S
rln
N
)
o
X
A
)
o
fru
ot
o
ol
rlr
12
ok
o
o
N
an
8

&

=

@



At AR

EREEE!
(LR

o

°©

7

A
e

o] A

=

BERELECEE

dE Aot A4 FE A9

o

MAgozA, ALl 4u

S|
A

A

=

F7FA 2 Luria(1966)<]

-

t}

T

=

=

Albert, 1978, p.376).
S

] 2]
= Agd

v}
A

H

-
R

EEEEESER

Art. o

PN
T

B
B
e

o

&+

“gol

AA o A4

<
LN

&,

o

Al ek o

S|
S

3l AAET =4

9

Aol 2]
T Eoly I

—_
o

wK

.‘I

A
pius

94

3]
=)

R = R |

T

T

o] 743} Feol

~
file)

o

oj

t71 9

°©

ofd & UAT, ARE A

]

(e]

B

Al 2+
[}

o) 3 ¢)
EFEEE

A

5%
o

7 2

A=A &

Eigss

HJE A

of
a

EREE

T

T

T

I

4 =

PN
T

N

M

wr
IH

R

¢+

B

Al 7EA]

-
| .

5t

©

5ol 714

Z] 0]
RSN

A]



sl

&

M
ﬂl

SRS

M= o

S

o

O

ol
i)

A2+

o

=

[

ANAZA ol d ol A

It A

A

1

o 2 ooa Aw Ae 794

N
A

T
IH

R

ol

TR

Tor

=

1

T

b weba ol
AT

s

gl

-
| .

9
1

g = o] of
HAE 7N

=

stoze]l ATolA Fa3 FAs Tl ABFAA e A%

1

°
8

ofvt A3 % 7]
J—J"
e

o]
PR

7

il

)

y=s

+

B

—_—

o
)

Y
)

)

il

o|]
i

)

—_
fite)

—

B

o
olo
f

o

al7)

—_
fite)

N

i

0]
.

of BgoA o]z

[€)

P X5
o 1998, pp.73-75).

A

3

Ay
l

p=1
[e)

Aotk W7k At
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& ARl AwelA M FAAA 9T Brw Wi
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1) Luria®] o] &

PASS % 9 (Planning, Attention, Simultaneous, Successive
Model)ol 2} B A= o]#2 Z7|d & LuriaZl Ags HH e =
Ao A B F5o](Das, 1973; Das, Kirby, & Jarman, 1975), 3H %
3t ® 9 (information-integration model) 2 & & %] t}7}HDas, Kirby, &
Jarman, 1979), PASS Edolgl= o207 A A H A H(Naglieri &
Das, 1988, 1990a).
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3) PASS B3} Aol o}F
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(Abstract)

Relationships between
PASS(Planning, Attention, Successive, Simultaneous) Processes

and Mathematics Achievement of Students with Deafness

Hu 1l
Department of Special Education
Graduate School

Dankook University

Advisor: Professor Kim Young-Uk

The purpose of this study was the examination of
relationships between PASS(Planning, Attention, Simultaneous, and
Successive cognitive) processes and mathematics achievement of
Students with deafness.

This study examined the performance of deaf students with
high and low mathematics achievement in tasks measuring four
cognitive processes. planning, attention, simultaneous, and
successive processing.

Subjects, 38 deaf students in grades 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12 from
4 schools for students with deafness in Seoul and Koungi Do
were given PASS tests.

Results indicated that: there was no significant difference

between deaf students with high and low mathematics



achievement in attention cognitive process, there was significant
differences between deaf students with high and low mathematics
achievement in planning, simultaneous, and successive cognitive
processes.

The findings suggest that deaf students with low
mathematics achievement are deficient in planning, simultaneous,
and successive processing. Aimed with this knowledge,
mathematics education for deaf students need to include remedial
training constructed to induce planning, simultaneous, and

successive processing.
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