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THE COMPARISON OF THE
IMPLEMENTATION AND READING PROGRESS
BETWEEN TWO REMEDIAL PROGRAMS
ON SECOND GRADE STUDENTS

Shu-Li Chen Shih-Jay Tzeng* Yu-jen Chang

ABSTRACT

Issues related to remedial instruction to underachievers have
concerned educators, researchers, and policy makers in Taiwan in
recent years. The “After School Alternative Program (ASAP)” of
Ministry of Education (MOE) and “Yonglin School of Hope” of
Yonglin Education Foundation are the representative remedial
programs by the public sector (government agents) and private sector
(non-profit charity foundation), respectively. The objective of this
study is to compare the implementation and effects of these 2
remedial programs. The participants are second graders of the
primary schools. Major findings are: (1) the implementation
frameworks of the 2 remedial instruction programs are different.
From the screening and management of cases, the provision of the
remedial material, the training and supervision of the remedial
teachers, as well as the assessment of the effects, Yonglin program
has built a complete framework and maintained a consistent
execution. ASAP has more variation in the implementation because
the teachers are free to make their own instructional decisions. Most
teachers adopt the materials used in the regular classes as the
remedial teaching materials. In-service teachers still emphasize on
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the homework completion. (2) Yonglin program shows better reading
progress than ASAP. The major significant differences between
programs are in word recognition and dictation scores; the difference
in reading comprehension is not significant. (3) After one year of
remedial instruction, the progress of the students in Yonglin program
is more significant than that of ASAP in both helping students
mitigate difficulties in reading and writing, and match the level of
performance of their peers.

Keywords: after school alternative program (ASAP), yonglin
school of hope, remedial instruction, disadvantaged
low-achievers
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THE COMPARISON OF THE
IMPLEMENTATION AND READING PROGRESS
BETWEEN TWO REMEDIAL PROGRAMS ON
SECOND GRADE STUDENTS

INTRODUCTION

Issues related to remedial instruction to underachievers have concerned
educators, researchers, and policy makers in Taiwan in recent years. The
“After School Alternative Program (ASAP)” of Ministry of Education (MOE)
and “Yonglin School of Hope” of Yonglin Education Foundation are the
representative remedial programs by the public sector (government agents)
and private sector (non-profit charity foundation), respectively. The objective
of this study is to compare the implementation and effects of these 2 remedial
programs.

METHOD

Research Design

A static-group comparison design was adopted in which 2 remedial
programs were described and compared to understand the implementation
process and effectiveness of both programs.

Participants

Participant students were 242 2nd-grade students enrolled in literacy
remedial programs in 2012, including 179 and 63 students from the Yong-Lin
School of Hope and the ASAP programs, respectively. According to the
screening process of both programs, participants need to meet both criteria of
disadvantaged background and low achievement to be enrolled. A total of 51
teachers took part in the study. They were composed of full-time, part-time
and retired teachers with certificates as well as pre-service teachers from
colleges.
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Instruments

The instruments included a researcher-developed questionnaire for
teachers to collect teachers’ basic information, screening process of students,
number of students in class, intervention length, remedial instruction materials,
teaching methods, and means of effectiveness evaluation. Three standardized
literacy measured were used to assess student’s reading progress in Chinese
character size (Hung, Wang, Chang, & Chen, 2006), dictation (Hung, Chang,
Chen, Chen, & Li, 2003) & reading comprehension (Ko, 1999).

To control the existed differences between 2 groups of participants,
researchers employed multivariate analysis of covariance and growth model of
hierarchical linear modeling techniques to assess the reading progress of
students.

RESULTS

Major findings are: (1) the implementation frameworks of the 2 remedial
instruction programs are different. From the screening and management of
cases, the provision of the remedial material, the training and supervision of
the remedial teachers, as well as the assessment of the effects, Yonglin
program has built a complete framework and maintained a consistent
execution. ASAP has more variation in the implementation because the
teachers are free to make their own instructional decisions. Most teachers
adopt the materials used in the regular classes as the remedial teaching
materials. In-service teachers still emphasize on the homework completion. (2)
Yonglin program shows significantly better effectiveness than ASAP. The
major significant differences between programs are in word recognition and
dictation scores; the difference in reading comprehension is not significant. (3)
After one year of remedial instruction, the students in Yonglin program have
better progress than that of ASAP in both helping students mitigate difficulties
in reading and writing, and catching up with the level of performance of their
peers.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

Data show that students in Yonglin program had better reading progress
in character recognition and dictation than their counterparts in ASAP. Taking
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previous findings by other researchers (Jeynes & Littell, 2000; Torgesen et al.,
2001) into account, we speculate that the systematic intervention
implementation of Yonglin might have made the difference. Yonglin’s
program implementation and management emphasized systematic, intensive,
and evidence-based intervention. They had fine case management and
progress monitoring. They provided teachers with pre-service training and
follow-up supervision, and with evidence-based remedial materials
specifically designed for lower achievers. In contrast, teachers in ASAP were
free to make their own instructional decisions. No systematic effectiveness
evaluation and teaching assistances were found. Teachers employed the
materials used in students’ regular classrooms. Besides, they seemed to spend
too much time on helping students with completing their homework
assignments.

This study compares 2 the implementation and effectiveness of two
existed programs. Given sampling difficulties and internal validity threats of
the static-group comparison design, the limitations of the study are twofold.

Firstly, the ASAP schools in this study came totally from Taitung County,
whereas the Yonglin schools from 16 counties/cities. It should be noted that
the schools from Taitung may not be an ideal sample sharing common features
with the Taiwan school population. Secondly, although statistical techniques
were used to control the possible effects of characteristic differences on
reading measures, it is possible that there still existed unknown variables
which might have effects on the dependent measures.

Starting from 2013, the Ministry of Education collects academic progress
of students who participate in remedial programs via an on-line testing system.
We suggest future researchers to replicate the present study using the data
from this system.
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