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Schnirman (2005 ) ?"L"fi 1997 F Vi »
o BEER BPR G 2 D 2 S O B
St Ry BEE AR YE A A5 (standard-
based reform ) [USE > [ IRELY AF o T
4010 = VR Eﬁ"ﬁjﬁfi}”ﬁ;ﬁ Eu RIS
(accountability ) » FT:J? SpelEES I'Yﬁ‘ﬁ F*
TS =R s ) SV FF ¥
74 (high-stakes testing) VAL » PIFY[IF
o RS T P R B L
HLA G302 T R B B T
¥ puRYy iE A F‘N"* SHE fol #7H ( Phillips,
1994; Tindal & Fuchs, 2000; Thompson, Blount,
& Thurlow, 2002 ) ° Thompson <~ * F?JF" T
lﬁ*ﬂ}: J (test accommodation ) fLffli =)= [EifEs:
TR YR D - o F 1997
F (2= RERFTEL) (ndividual Dis-
abilities with Education Act, IDEA) ~ 2001 *F
(P RATE L) (No Child Left Behind,
NCLB)» I|* 2004 & (=) =[BHEHHHLE
Y% (Individual with Disabilities Education
Improvement Act, IDEIA) *‘:@Fl?ﬁﬁ L HE FEf
T BZhs) RS T T3 S S
ZE} ) (Elbaum, 2007 ) © [ #& %’M SR
LN SR S [E RS QJM? ( Bielinski,
Ysseldyke, Bolt, Friedebach, & Friedebach,
2001 ) ; Thurlow * Moen ! Altman (2006 ) aﬁ
AR BT E I pRETRRR  F ) 61%2] 66%f u
SpoERESt o %ﬁz’ibﬁw
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=T Fi7h o B puder - B IYEm T
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= (Thurlow & Bolt, 2001; Thurlow, House, Boys,

Scott, & Ysseldyke, 2000; Thurlow, McGrew,
Tindal, Thompson, Ysseldyke, & Elliott, 2000;
Tindal, 2002; Tindal & Fuchs, 2000 ) ° ﬁ'%ﬂ“’
IJ’]E’SWT Wﬁ@ﬂlﬁ%‘ﬁ*?ﬁﬁg FHRLAE
F“ Ja:}wgg Eaj:f S EHAL S s R PP_:’
ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ PRI R B
5 Ry g um%u 8 EL (Bolt &
Thurlow, 2004; Elliott, Thurlow, & Ysseldyke,
1996) < p33t » ) * F T IR E BRI
IEHJ‘? v P %T"SH e R B f*‘*}%k o~ T1ndal >
Helwig 1 Hollenbeck (1999, p.12) fi Ffrg &
AR E R AN B A TR KM AR E Hgft - | A1
EFEJWJ‘F]HEL R P pUERR] - SRR
HoEP IERER U AL © G D
P L %Lé%fﬁxﬁfl [IIF“H ;pijzfp{u %T%,
%Eﬁﬁﬂiﬁ%?’fﬁ JTFJIJ '§}7H ( Fuchs, Fuchs, &
Capizzi, 2006; Hollenbeck, 2005; Lindstrom, 2007;
Lindstrom & Gregg, 2007; Schnirman, 2005 ) °
ﬁ#%%ﬁﬁmﬁﬁw’ IR A
%'V]El[,a:j‘, EEESS SR g IS (R
Jﬁ 2 i R e )
P 50 Ay 35 PG F 1~ F (Bolt &
Thurlow, 2004; Bolt & Ysseldyke, 2008; Fuchs &
Fuchs, 1999; Johnstone, Altman, Thurlow, &
Thompson, 2006; Schnirman, 2005; Sireci, Scar-
pati, & Li, 2005; Thompson et al., 2002; Zenisky
& Sireci, 2007) ° lﬁﬁi = i‘ajﬁgﬁl {IREY!
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FF| » Ofiesh ~ Hughes 7! Scott (2004) R
FFETRLAR i ™ 1~ PR imes - EEJH:
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[Egess d #E ﬁwgﬁj'& VR =8 RIETE
ng BT z‘f”%aﬁfﬂw il 5 R
s = ?ZNWUJ??T J%ﬁgﬁfﬁgﬂl[,
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FAUR 5 AT - 30 o
Jl rf& /%Es“‘?‘/i"f (Ketterlin-Geller, Yovanoff, &
Tlndal 2007; Sireci, Li, & Scarpati, 2003 ) °
e B A e
ﬁﬁ‘@%(leammg disabilities » LSS ) 554 1)
255 U1 Fuchs A1 Fuchs (1999) [t
J%ﬁﬁ 20 SRR O 7
A B ZE 1 /&% © Fuchs ~ Fuchs + Hamlett
Eaton ~ Binkley #{! Crouch &~ (2000) [P
'] 181 A1 184 1h So[Ei - JEE8 4 3 *gf%g [ 4
JERI - R AR (R
(A G gl Al SEFLSPIR 592 1y
B 0 PSR AR A
AHIH o IRy > Helwig » Rozek-Tedesco 7!
Tindal (2002) FYP-ACEE EEIHT B ;fET
Fefic i o (EBERES 102 B ] gl s
IR SRR FTR R J*E*E
§’TﬁﬂM%{JﬁW6’ﬁ§ﬁ@%%W
S« RIS e T2
G LR 4 2 AL D B
ﬁﬁfjﬁ\ ( Fuchs, Fuchs, Eaton, Hamlett, & Karns,
2000) ° Elbaum (2007 ) 73 i (o2 52 3
TS | SR L Y BRE] TH
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lF(,H SR P ISP PR A S Tﬁﬁ i
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PG T W W FPORY - BT

CF ELRLATETHRR ) 2 AT 38 SR T
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%ﬂ:u [‘f‘” EJTiJ’ (EVEoRe (1 [ BT

» Fj SR lﬁﬁﬂﬁjﬁf EE o P
1] ﬁ**ﬁﬁmf SH AT
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Monegan A1 Tindal (2007) ffelv5 k%{fﬁ#
YRR - [ B F’%W

E: HTﬁfl (RG]

Aﬁﬁ%ﬁuk@‘@%ﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁwwfw

ZEE Y 5 o Lewandowski ~ Lovett F1 Rogers
(2008 ) @8R B 1 =4 Aol A 4 S R T £ 7
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able) ° AV ARSI ARG - AT
R %ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂEw"by R
BBk Px PR 1 A Bt R T80 1

FCEI BRI AR P =

73 #7 (‘meta-analysis ) [ " K IF“F f
Cook 7" (1994) F7il VA (5 P uc:ﬁ'? -
0+ TR A PR - 5
T (2009) FA iﬁiﬁ}%&?ﬁﬁ A
£_7| EL A & (evidence-based ) o S [ =
2008 F £y [ Chiu %[l Pearson (1999) &%}
1986 % 1998 # il £ < [ BRI LR ] R
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Elbaum (2007 ) &%} 1998 = 2004 = [ S5 2
&Qﬁﬁﬁgﬁfﬂ[/ &%w e A ) R
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Mz S OPRERE A TR Mz 1999 &
2008 [ DS L P B 22 A Ty B R 1 3% 41
5 KL - WFRE R T B S - DS
DFRREERAE Ry ¥4 83T B S AR
SRR AR > TESTE B L iR 4 53
FrRE - SRS T AR — B AR AR
Slf7 L ER B PR B R 152 A% o — i B Y
RS - DAY RS AR R AR B L I
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8 AR ARSI — B ?
21%$ﬁﬂﬁ%uﬁﬁﬁiu%%i7
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(—) BOEREE

(IDEIA) 2004 5 H S LA 7L
14 fEEER : BRRE ~ R RERERE - (EREIAE
Hanaiah = 85 - Bz EPE - BEER
JERHES ~ HitfREaE - FEaG - 8w
BiEG (Ba2E) 58 - ZHER -
H4ME (B1H Smith, 2007, pp. 11-12) * AHF5E
Firta B Lo FEmgE o448 ki E 2. - 76 1999 &
2008 A KB H ATIREIE R -
(Z) EBHBEREAN

I%J‘W’V ¥ By T accommodation | Al

M ixds | (modification ) 7 I IEG %ﬁj
:[Ti{g\‘ji]fégf\hji', Mﬁ —jt:fwggl 7 ﬁclr@
™ (Stretch & Osborne, 2005) Wasburn Moses
(2003) ?F“[H ',j%?ﬁ]%f Fi riﬁTﬁ',Eﬁi =]
[ RLFEE - Byrnes (2005) Pl i o

E’géf WK&I’E%LHF‘/* ?"* R %
E@@j‘%:ﬁﬂgﬁi SENAT HE ?ﬁ;ﬁz@ o g
TR riﬁ”ﬁgﬂﬁ 5 e es
P E R RS 22 HEE (Fuchs & Fuchs,
1999 © Tindal & Fuchs, 2000 ) » A PApuHE
F%‘?Zﬁﬂ igs C iy RERY }LF&J PN TEAEHE
2 - AR IZYEJV U\& RIS
FERETH -
(Z) FAEEIE
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independent variable ) » & &5 28 B H ST
MR TE B AR Y J7 1R A58 S (Baron & Kenny,
1986 ) - AWFFELISE| (B - BERAH MR
H > Hitrs Tt e ~ BERERERFEHIE
H) - %%ﬁ?gﬁﬁ'ﬁ@ﬁ (FRARMIAL R
) I s mpEs s RERE (BN
BRI R~ R 1T (= fRE DR
e A B AE ) > v A8 (100 ARLE »
100 % 1000 A » LUK 1000 ALLE=4H) Fsifl
FiisE -

%%ﬁgﬁ'ﬁ@fﬂ Fl > S E O
2R KCEeE R A S 28 H
ARG AN T Rtkes (Ersker B ik
%) Wil WEERNEREEE AR S0
FEREE24: (Thurlow & Bolt, 2001) © ZERMFH]
PRGN INEGARE R - KPR AR S R B
WS B LR A REER MR RS

(Lewandowski et al., 2008 ) °

X RrERES
— > BEHARBZERER
PSRRI B BT SRS LU
ML AR AR LU R AT
A A -

(—) RKBEESHEE (maximum potential thesis,

Zuriff (2000) fEHRATBREME » £k
— R A AR A R IR A AR R v AN e R
Pt AR R R Z A B R RREST T
[ R A A R S ERIAR S - BT
e T B 1) 3 50 2 5 # VB BE < Stretch A1
Osborne (2005 ) 3 — 2 3 BA BF 72 400 o 53 F

T RTERERRES | AR AR A B - A
PR AR A R ¢ (1) BREBAELER
IRHIZ AR R ESE T - HofEEgeng
IRFFEIRREE 5 (2) — B A ARG A
A ER SR -

FoltimB AR Ry T HEEEYR , (interaction
hypothesis ) 3 H# & LA 2 B P G RN 2 %
AR RUE R I ARG B L R RS R
I > ST T —e B A BB e 2 i
WA HE T (Gregg, 2008; Sireci et al.,
2005) - AnlE—
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sis )
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[ [ e o 3t By [NF= Tindal A1 Fuchs

(2000) Hdt TE IR I’@?’ ﬂ"gﬁiﬁ"ﬁ?ﬁ'f
U %ﬁ?ﬁﬂ—y“ s %‘i‘?zﬁij EWRS
By BT st ﬁWﬁJﬁgm EHH

(Finch, Barton, & Meyer, 2009 ) » i/[[q%‘ﬂj T
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(Z) AFEERAOFE (leveling of the play-
ing field )

OV B A P B R R S T R AT
IR A R FTRE - EA g Hi—
iSRRI - HeH T B LR A RE LA
— it B 4 2 % (Elliott, Kratochwill, &
McKevitt, 2001, 2002; Fuchs & Fuchs, 2001;
Fuchs, Fuchs, Eaton, Hamlett, & Karns, 2000) °
Elliott S A (2002) FoRHalFEmt a1
IR > AELE S BIRER BN EREE -
FFEERUS R R B LR A 25253
A R BRI R - T
GANIFEAL o ARFZELUL BB B L R
R E R - A aEE R AR
BOVRS > NEED -

=~ EAFARRBI SRR

TRJ S %‘%iwmﬁﬁ% OER TS
HW 4% B3k (Votlng method ) ( Johnstone et al.,
2006; Thompson et al., 2002; Zenisky & Sireci,
2007) > — RFR P FAEROY BRVE (narrative
reviews ) ( Sireci et al., 2005) o fFE T F 57 H

f“ﬁbﬂ F I RV T T A AT
(Bt = ??&E '[qu_FL EWé‘ ‘ w@?g’_’? %7
HPEED P Fkﬂﬁm T
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Fd Ry e S I SRS i BRI B2 o BB
H AR AR 5 SRR AR RO B R
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HRy-0.12 0 THFGERE ) HIRy 0.1 0 REEEREESR
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HERIE/INAL) RIMIAERCR &Ry -0.07 » B (7
) 8 ) By 0.4 EFEE (9 2 12 FH80
K5 0.22 » EHIBRATEy 0.28 o FEREEHTH - A
SERREE R 0.01 0 EEJIEERENE R
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BRI - BERBEA AN A2 -

MRAGE

AW FE B Littell ~ Corcoran FI Pillai
(2008) #ffRax T > TRIATABE -
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(2) FAATSEIEAE L EAREAR) - B HAE
RIS > DU B L SR A R I B ~ e
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o 8 (12.9%) 5 (20.0%) 3 (8.6%)
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ORFIFE IR R A S & - KI—Rt
FURI B AN RIS RIE TR ACR & - Bl —
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WTHRAERABREERESH "
(weight ) » DUBERIFFE M2 - LT E
Cooper «Z Fail Safe N (Nj) > LAFEgHR R~
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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were to use meta-analysis to examine the overall ef-
fects of 38 test accommodation studies conducted in 1999-2008 on the performance of
students with and without disabilities, and to analyze whether there were differences on
moderator variables of subject area, accommodation strategy, educational level, sample
size, and disability status. The findings were as follows: first, test accommodation had a
minimal effect on students without disabilities, and a small effect on students with dis-
abilities. The results validated theinteraction effect and differential boost hypotheses,
whereby students with disabilities benefited more than students without disabilities. Sec-
ond, students without disabilities tested on standard formats scored higher than students
with disabilities accepting test accommodation, and the differences amounted to a me-
dium effect. The results validated the hypothesis that test accommodation could create
a level playing field for all test-takers. Third, the effect of test accommodation on other
subject areas was higher than on math and reading. There was a higher effect from “ex-
tended time” strategy than “reading test items aloud”. Regarding educational level, the ef-
fects of test accommodation were ranked as follows, from high to low: junior high school,
elementary, and senior high school levels. There was a higher effect on a smaller number
of students with disabilities (i.e., below 100), and the effect decreased as the number of
students increased. The effect of test accommodation on students with learning disabili-

ties was higher than on students with other disabilities.
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