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Procedures

» Freshmen in good standing were recruited to participate in the
study and completed standardized and experimental tasks including
retell of an expository passage and reading of a phonemically
balanced passage, both of which were audio-recorded for analysis.
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Discussion

* This exploratory study demonstrated no relationships
among measures across constructs except for the
phonological language and speech level measures, which
represented similar skill.

Introduction

*» The term fluency has been used across disciplines
including in the fields of literacy, psychology, and English
language acquisition with larger variations in the
operational definition of the term. Consistent across
definitions of fluency are the terms ease of production and
rate commensurate with task (Bloodstein & Ratner, 2008;
National Reading Panel, 2000; Segalowitz, 2010;
Starkweather, 1987; Wiederhold & Bryant, 2001;
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Table 1.

* There was a strong correlation (r = .93) between
phonological inter-fluency measures (interjections and
fillers) and phonological language level measures. This

Measures
of interest
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