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WA el n A e R nadel BAY A
A9l =34 =41 18] (International Reading Association, IRA)E 201541
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= F-21A] A9t 8}3) (Literacy Research Association, LRA)2| Z <+ 31d7F 8}
=03](2016-2018)0l|A] EH AFES AT F o2 T2 A7 =
A% F24e vletela eozel S B4 A7l e Bals) waA)

1. 2243 A+~ 5l thet o] A3 A+

Foz vt shuhis £4 skt 54 7k dEd ATES ¥
AR 73] aL(still & Gordon, 2011), T sl E48 d A8 A
doll E4 717 ol 23 A7E2 o= B3 4% a7,
2017; =371, 2010; ©]$=%4, 2011; Morrison et al., 2011; Parsons, Gallagher,
& George Mason University Content Analysis Team, 2016), PFA|2H2- 3] 9]
o] FA AF Bol tigh AVl E v o o] £ AT w3 v
W3 73-FolTh(e] T, 2005; f<=A - o] 8] - 71ed g, 2009; o] Z wiAIL-
71, 2011; ], 2011)

9] Hal A= FollA =& Aot el F58 vk A2 S ¢
(2009)9} €124 (2011)9] tole), &l 21(2009)0lME HA] A 82
(IRA)CIA vlid AAJSR= ‘What's Hot in Literacy’ A& ZA} 52 283}
of Il AFAES] A4 AT dgS ZAKISITE Hh| o] (2011)
M= 2005-20101d Bt 9] Sha|dl A =Ee tides E44
el Beg ¥, GFEAE el (549719 RAS] Reading
Research Quarterly (RRQ)?E B3It} o] A= Zjjo] AT Haka} =

2)  =A 54 FI(RA)E 19501 el AHE ShadA| 2 1 QA) 21, o hAellA &

SAN T B S 9
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4 o2he Zola? vl o} A, 55 4% 5 T wle] B
A8 AAEe] Aelelel 7 Skl H2e =l Fa e e gl

o2 2 714 theke A7 ks Tha 7] whizeleh

vk LRAZF B214 At i f-d3) =24 skal=

o], LRA

o et 875 & HolEt

tets] B4 225 ILA9] 2018 What's Hot in Literacy A
A} Azte} vl BAEII T 1LA L] 2018 =] AR A= A AlA 917
=7F R GE] 2,09790] SHT A=, A AA w5

(ZE 1) ILA(2018) What’s Hot in Literacy A& Z1}

A7 ol7] )

i

zlo] BAIA] w

FHh: "s

=8| (Equity Issues)

SHA| A E(hot) 2% (importance)
MY IR HE 891 (50%) 291 (86%)
Ao} Li=olle] M2y 119 (42%) 59 (82%)
Chs 6<% (54%) 109 (77%)
230] 244 1791 (26%) 149 (63%)
FH2: X|HAE-2414 23Z(Community-Literacy Connections)
SHH| A (hot) Z Q% (importance)
0| 2A 29 (57%) 19| (87%)
74 9| &hod 139 (35%) 99 (79%)
X|AL2(2t TEL 4] 1621 (27%) 169! (59%)
FHI3: 2414 mKo| 24+4(Excellence in Literacy Education)
(oiH| = 1221 (39%) 39 (85%)
3) LRAE 19521d0]] HWAE EA18k3](Southwest Reading Conference)2h= o] 22 & A

s, 19599
$A=l0] orprl, 20105 )]

]E

B A E4]88] (National Reading Conference)2h= o] 20 &
AHg7] A
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o
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9%1 (47%)

7% (81%)

159 (29%)

1291 (73%)

1491 (32%)

159 (61%)

FAla: 2AM B4 Hes

(Personalizing Literacy Instruction)

st m-5 9Ist H2Hs 59 (54%) 491 (85%)
o got 49| (56%) 89| (80%)
FH|5: 21M|7| 7I5E 7127|(Buliding 21st-Century Skills)
SEX ZAY 79 (52%) 691 (82%)
HIEE AN 109! (43%) 1191 (74%)
Oxe 244 191 (63%) 139 (67%)
=2 gt 29 (567%) 1791 (48%)
. A+ Ho]']ij

o] Aol A= 2016\ 2018 A7HA] &

A AEES2] 719 = R Al

o] 20184 k&
A ez e d=
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(E2) 2t Az 2o MM 5=
2oy 2016 | 2017 | 2018 | &l

1 21h ofH|wALE fst 2414 W= (Preservice Teacher Education | 37 29 29 95
in Literacy)

2201 SRWALE st 2AM 1T HEY 7HE (In-service 31 33 22 86
Teacher Education/Professional Development in Literacy)

320} 2AM w2 st (Literacy Instruction and Literacy 58 43 37 138
Learning)

420}p: BAM Bl 38 XA (Literacy Assessment, Evaluatin, 13 5 10 28
and Public Policy)

580h =7| Y =5 2AM(Early and Elementary Literacy 23 22 17 62
Processes)

60k HAH, st Mol 2AlM(Adolescent, College, and Adult | 34 25 18 77
Literacy Processes)

720b: B ok BAM MFo| ALS|, E3}, FXIH MEES(Social, 64 41 46 | 151
Cultural, and Political Issues of Literacy Practices In and Out of

School)

81t Cielod, chEst oMol ZAIA signt A& (Literacy 28 23 23 74
Learning and Practice in Multilingual and Multicultural Settings)

9=} 2 2A/0lE, A4, Ml 23H(Text Analysis/Children’s, 21 15 15 51
Young Adult, and Adult Literature)

1021} ozt B|2==2X| 244 (Literacy Technology and Media) | 19 21 22 62
1121f: od7tel 0|2, it AlX (Research Theory, Methods, and 24 22 22 68
Practices)

1223k ZAN wet shgofl chsh = H| 247 (International 1= 8 6 14
Research on Literacy, Teaching and Learning) =

1421} 7|t FHIE(Other Topics) 10 7 6 23
A 362 | 294 | 273 | 929

H Arieg UaEshke Aotk 7 WA 9 ix
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109714 8k % Sl Aol fA1E Al el 7 70 o)l @A) 2]
AR ATEL ek Al A WA, H2A gL ATA S A
of FA1E AL o] WET ATASAA Aelele] shte] ARE £
sl @4olch o] WAl Tiekd ez ATAREe] @ AS TS

=382 Ao} Ak Wl = AEAET FASKE, HFEL B
7 Tt WSS Ak ke Mol AEA S AT Aol 4ol
STk T AR AT Be) PSS 3ES] BNE 7R deAkEe] 9
o eherle) 717k % 32 Bk 54 Al vlald BANE BHalw @
Y7k glelth wisko = 201846 A7 F71E EAE AL 2
AP A5l el EAEE Aol Fa1 ok JFEo7 Aol

[kl

o] AFrellM= 2016378 2018 =7k4] Shathgle] AT F3E v}
efsl7] flall et el 91213t 7191 =52 Rl% AlLk(keyword in context,
KWIC)S v 2 st 4 W8 24 RS ARSIl th(Krippendorff,
2004), AA, Textfixergh= Ao EoA A38H= Online Word Counter
ehe e e 2 sl 7 BahE A% AT AR ES gelsel A%

H TolE9] S NI E ARSI ojnf) AT w3t 224H Al
A2 AF=olgt 17| o 9] EA el ZFAITIA] st &
°

Sol ojdl ¢l el AHEEIREAE Hlele] WSkt niAEke.
2 7192 B3 g9lF 7 B A 23S 1LA(2018)2] What's Hot
in Literacy <} H] 2l F-43 3T},

4)  htps://www.textfixer.com/tools/online - word - counter.php
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T B, Tilo], tHEsth g 2elr o] 244 et A3 99

LRA 3Hehalol A Bhar b, Thelo] Wl TRl Aglelae] w44 o
57} A thel T RalEe 7HTIel st st BAA e Ae),
£3), 4A4 PS5 R Tilo], T3t Aol e] B sl
Aoty o] % 78R A 37 & 1517he] AAES EEeh A Bt

=
g oM 7P 2 vl 2R3,

o)
M
=)
=2
>
b
o
~
N
=

(e}
X
2

i\
X9,
v

B4
o] Gof &3t F Eyofa] FEH o7 FRlH 719 == 8| (criti-
cal)Z} A A4 (identity/identities )| T}, THA], B2 2} yhdsto] AR}
E2 v|A E214 (critical literacy), B]324 B3} 529 (critical discourse
A 71 B2 A WS Zhzslal ARES it ol 2] 39
Z3| & (examining), U324 2] ¢]el|2] o (engage-

ment) 9 71 o]z} o] Fo2] &= F7Hspaces)oll M= F73cEY A4
A} BAAE B4 9, A% TR BRI & SIS dol ke

u 159] 54 AgiAzAe] BAA tie 750l Ho] thzelZT?

analysis), H] 2] B3kl B2 (critical multimodal literacies) %5 B4
q

5) Ml EAe FeiM B dgabr] sehd dEe] Ad, BS, Fnysel B

'

o]&ll(Shifting Perspectives Through Critical Literacy: Fifth Graders' Take on Gen-
der, Injustice, & Feminism)(LRA, 2017: 35)
6) ol¥l ELL 3P89 ALE] &3k A WES Ba oA F-3lo] 87571 (A Journey

of a Young ELL Student Through Social and Cultural Identity Transformation:

AN o7 B 5 15



l

7wl A FESAA vt 719 == 5% (black) 2t o1 3HY (girl)©]
o} 11 dolso] ARE weks de] wAg A3 AAee 54 A4
ol ERlolut 591 ek duke] FAY, Hae] (voices), #2414 ol 24
& o AFES S gAY AN, F= ZRloluy £4 <l
Z(black, Muslim, Latina), 337l = oJo] k5215 (English-language
learners, ELLs) & TFRH 172 7H o o] £l Bl @ xzeiRlofA]
R 24 ggle] 54 50 AAA tei F= geitt? 424
07 o] FF7IHEES o] B3 A7l AT uldA] Az 7
a2 s gl Aol Aol A o g Aold AlSES] Tl <,
2ERloA 9] 2] &, Eiw] AAA 52 Bl eg HofE
STl A = u}?jo{ thegl B s A5 FoA R 53] o5l
(bilingual), 0]%°d015—512}(biliterate) 2 o] o] B2 (biliteracy), 7]
AL F T o] Zof AFte] 719 ER A6l s WA dojARE (translan-
guaging)°|2h= TolEo] < 31d ShetslaA el 35 7| =R ER1H
ATk o] T WA AARE2- 2016130014 20181 0 & 2= Z7 Hlwr}
Eokat o]Flo] Bl o]Felo] FA e B H AFEE olsddo] A}
£0] o 9 & Aol & ARgsh= Aol 7 o] e 2 Y
AI7171 A& a5, B o] 5klo] SiakEe] Adoja] 2 w3k Al thel
Frgie)? wAbg dojalgolel= Toli= T5le] o] Flo] gl o

32

off
c

r

What Does It Take?)(LRA, 2016: 106)

7) BT 2 5 JRUES Ae): o) %9 clshisel BAR0] 23 olalah
AP E 8] ©8F7](Loving Loud Black Girls: Examining Intersectionalities
and Understanding Why Black Girl Literacies Matter)(LRA, 2018: 129)

8  “URc slol el dolg tol el Tu w7 /K ofshE Afole] Qlol)
#2149 =] (T Learn a Lot of English on Facebook”: Language and Literacy Play
Among Girls with Refugee Backgrounds)(LRA, 2016: 80)

9) %] olgde] sl YA 2ol A Q] thekdt Hae] A (Emergent Bilingual Stu-
dents' Use of Multiple Voices in Digital Compositions)(LRA, 2018: 48)
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wi F ol mEg ERdez 2] A% WEe ey Adung
S7aRs A7EoIA o] ALHIL

7-8%okE Re st o, vielel, hal Alslele] BA4 e
A 9L 1LA2018)e] Aol 2 177 s T Be Az +
Aol Eh= F214 W80l 42 S (equity in literacy education), TFFA]
(diversity), =0} 214 (mother tongue literacy), 18] 31 2147] 7]%<]
ste]olgl= Aol &5k vy Badolehs sHAlEa) Hde] itk A
i AL ol T 24 aSellM ] B5ol A 1771 3HA| FellA F
A2 Fasirtal SHA o, Y] sllEel tisix = vheFdel 109
A, B F2do] 11TRA], o] Z24)/4o] 14/A1 = S a8tk gHs)
Atk o] SIS tgk A& FeAxEe] tlrw Tl 6912 7P =

r

&35)=

Sk mato] $A4.E 17912 7H9 Ssle, o] % Bl 2w, LRA ST
= S QI Tielo], T} Jelialel B St Aol B4 g
A Al wlolt 7b) ol e wja) v 2w % FEg S

al
T 7Fx]olt), AA| 147) B3] AAE SollA wAF WS BEE o] F 2
Zho] b Al 2 AW 181712 F WA 2 e 8] xFA| 3}

=
WAL 3 G FEAA Uehd 35 719 EE 2], vliA]

10) ol%<lo} sheale) L2191 2lelA) o] P 18 ARG DA AL 74
A5+ (Bilingual Learners' Translanguaging for Meaning Making in Online Reading:

An Exploratory Think -aloud Study)(LRA, 2017: 68)
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I
:
gom, it aige] SAE waoHe] Zol that =el e B
ol thet 274 17t e ® el el Sl ek 7]
Se AEshe 2 Ao 94 aate] aRbel 3 9% B

A e BAQl 34E EA5] A8 HlAERAe] Be (e £ v

A

tlo
N
4
ol

(<]
t2) B Sl thek A7E0] 38 ol FUh
ILA(2018)] A% Ao} vlwa] B, AL W& d92 17709 A&

e sHES Y & FAZE T2 A T B2 59| ¥4 (excellence in

literacy education)®]] &gk}, o] 5= o8] WA} WS(teacher preparation)

I} AEA e<53} 7| (professional learning and development)©]2h= 3}

11)  ollv] ApellA] 2271 WALR: tigteflA]e] 247 WS W2 =9jo] WA A5 Bl 27
Aol PIA]= P& (Pre-Service Teacher to Teacher of Writing: Influence of a Writing
Methods Course on Teaching Writing During Student Teaching)(LRA, 2016: 133)

12) AR Ae]” A Al 919 WA g A wAte] "SI T AE O tigl A
oA Al2F8F7] (A Critical Approach to “Social Justice™ Literacy Education: Begin-
ning with New Teachers’ Notions of “Equity” and “Texts")(LRA, 2016: 116)

13) Akl aRlelxf o] AR Bhgell thet gn): A= w9 A& (Teachers” Online Pro-
fessional Learning Interests: A National Survey)(LRA, 2017: 58)

14) 24 FAH AEA g XL 913 ts 29 S (Multi-tiered Models of Literacy

Coaching and Professional Learning Facilitation)(LRA, 2018: 100)
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S
9, F9% SN 7912 #Hh 012 Bl 2 ), LRA 3 thelel A=
WA % Ge] F84 A3, of Rolol wg A% AhHThs 2
R

WA= e syt o] ok Jeh H 2 3dzte] Fols By UE A

o], 2 Bk BEo] w30 19 A e Aol Salh

244 st 8% Bl WEE A% Q7 AZSoE 1} )
2 vols Al 2], 271, Ak SHlelehs dolEel A2 3 %
s3]oA FEA o= 7P Bl AFHUTE ¢1719] A5, =3l (reading
comprehension)4} ¢]7] oJ&&(difficulties), F=+= =7l (intervention), 3~
% ¢17](shared reading), SHH% ¢17](guided reading), ¥=(silent read-
ing), Sk55 919 ¢171(reading to learn) 5 $17] Al gk A-E0]

FE o] AL 27)9) A= A5 (persuasive), 152 (argumen-

15) 2ehd shige) ol7] weel o wivsl Awst © <hiE olv] el A= g

AN o7l B 58 19



%

tative), 2|7 (opinion), B]4&4d (nonfiction), A2}FA (procedural) 5 E%
7] A2o] ol gk AESo] Bokal, A e AE-A (interactive) == FE
2 (collaborative), 227] %i’f}(worksbop) S 27 A gt AT ER
T Zhoks 4= QAT o] 9lof] shdEe] 27] Wi gl 7to] thg A=
= YA
WALl tgl A= =2 wAe] o)A AH (decision -making), A2
gl =, 21 (knowledge, attitude, belief), ¥% (perspectives, views), 2t
3}, @3}, Ao](talk, discourse, language) ol =4S gk} &) o
3k At= sHAEQ] Sky F7](motivation), A A4 (identity), 3l (reading
comprehension), ¢12] (perceptions) 5ol 24L& wrt}™® wal Y= =
ol M= 7+ Aol (deaf and hard of hearing), &< 2-8-(special education)
2, A A E ] (autism spectrum disorder), F-218H(struggling) SHIE
S WAk B v =8-S F e SR gl tidt ATEe] A
o= Wskth o] ol WAk} SHAY Atolo] AT ARgolut thslel] & gt

w217 7ok AR Bk EatellM = i a7 HE dHEol BlEl
dAS] Aol T4 o= ol dFE dol7t EEAE et 12y
7h 8 A A Bl ®7ke] BF T (validity), BFSH(validation)u v
oA ket AAlS THEAL Alske FAIQ) F(state) 7} Bel AFERU

(The Effects of a More Frequent and Sophisticated Approach to Guided Reading
on Second Graders’ Reading Ability)(LRA, 2018: 118)

16) =54 Z271E 93 B2 U3k 78R A 52] 914 (Perceptions of Seventh Grad-
ers in using Debate to Support their Argumentative Writing) (LRA, 2016: 113)

17) A0 gk Wk 451 B<bol A} ALgake WA dojel shlEe] SH4el thek
& (Examining Teachers’ Instructional Language and Students’ Independence
During Response to Intervention)(LRA, 2017: 60)

18) W & ZA4 2 o] Folgt S| Bl gk AT (Exploring Students’
Motivation in an After-School Literacy Program)(LRA, 2016: 43)
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ok AR R B4 917] = 2] AL S VNS F HUke] B E
£ olets Ay? 7F 250 B4 WS A wsIA, g we
E 3lA]l A& 7]1F(Common Core State Standards)2] g1} Frol| 4] A)2-3+

% Aol BAY ARE 8 A Bete] B e AFES Hoh

1

ILA(2018) Aol 23 17719] A& 5 APEslH wTE g A
2F5 (strategies for differentiating instruction), &

ment), &2 3 7Hsummative assessment)”7} T4 W= S5 B A A
Ao B3 3, 4312} Do) Yriw & 5 ik WA AdskE w4E A
Wekgolehe shl BT SRdiE 59E )%, FRE &
4915 7153l ARl g B4 wSAERTE Fexd ek
A& B3 Sk B4 ke A% PR SR 49lel, TR 5

el A= 89l %7—‘}1\3}. T el A= vl

ki

m“i

4. 2%, A2, ety B Q) B
LRA 8 t8]e] 5-6Rale BA4 mgel tiael 54 1 etk
22 9ol 202 R Yk SHIAE of

19) % /Aol 271 BAA W7hE0] ofe) Qo] SAES titon ALGHAS uel BAIA
Bl 838171 (Exploring the Concurrent Validity of Two Common Early Literacy
Assessments When Used with Young English Learners)(LRA, 2017: 25)

200 WAES leA =t B4 UG et olal: ofe] FolA ololAs B4 5
2 A ox} ZAA o gk &5 (Understanding Literacy Policies Across Contexts:
A Multi-State Examination of Literacy Curriculum Decision-Making)(LRA, 2018:
128)

MY ol =M ¢ 21



WA 2719 FAVgel e odhs AT E
9l het A5 vheth 7 ool 23
AeollM Ao Al 49 o= Be Ao
FE A

-6 7S FE0] 7P A lgE HolE2 ¢ 9k 2700 A4
gk 2te] AR, 271 9 25 FAell B sEFelM = 7] A7 2271
Al wlell 25 o] Bk, A o] A4S v oTelM =
2:71°] High ﬁ:rLQ H]Fo] g U E3hth WA _7]01] gk A= of
%(young children), 4 (adolescents), ‘3/d (men), oA (girl), S8
(undergraduate), eI AY (graduate), A3<1 (adult) 5 T}k £ 3P L=}
9] S27] AH|, o]59] 27| - Ao} a7t (self -efficacy)ol] TS F
Tt w3k 227] Ao} AAH narrative) B A S (persuasive) 2} 28
7] A 22715 B o 2 7ka )= Wi oIy 8HEA (disciplinary),

)
%2 (academic), GAF (historical), I8 (science) S} £ Holeo] sz
vy

%

_]
F2719] BE ATEE B ATk olsh 2 B4 g Hole] eHeA
18 AEEH: ATES F2 cEeIA wasI?

i
&

A 52| ei7lel thEk A= bl e17], € o %] (sight
words) 9171, 37 (fluency), ©13] (vocabulary), =3} (reading compre-
hension) & 27| 9 2% SA=9] eI71& 5= oFYl 71652
715 WHoly 27] 9 25 SAEe] EAkRAe] 5 i’é% 5t
ok Wkl 6Rzke] 1710 gt TS 319 7155 2ol ik st

HThs o] g Aslzalel el 2] B Alns) Bl 24 992

'_1

21) B718H B B8] 2? FEES] A7)0 ek 2| m5Ate] o9 ddell
g} M3ksl=7}? (Motivated or Unmotivated? How Middle School Students’ Self-
Efficacy for Writing Shifts Through the Grades)(LRA, 2016: 27)

22) S| %Q1A|¢} ]3] Sk (Student Metacognition and Vocabulary Learning)
(LRA, 2017: 24)
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o] e17], ¢171 B71, = ¢171/227] FZlolE(struggling readers/writers )@l
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ABSTRACT

International Trends in Literacy Research
—Centering on LRA 2016-2018 Conferences

Park Sohee-Kim Joohwan

This study aimed to identify international trends in literacy research
by conducting a keyword-based content analysis of research titles that
were presented at the annual conferences of the Literacy Research As-
sociation (LRA) during the last three years (2016-2018). The findings are
as follow. First, it was found that recent LRA conferences heavily empha-
sized critical literacy. They mainly focused on studies of the literacy prac-
tices of black people, multilingual speakers, and marginalized students
using a variety of critical literacy approaches. Second, the conferences
covered more writing research than reading research. For example, a
great deal of attention was given to writing education for preservice and
in-service teachers, teaching and learning writing in K-12 contexts, and
students’ writing practices in- and out-of-school. Finally, recent LRA con-
ferences highlighted how literacy could resolve conflicts between various
racial, gender, and ethnic groups with different languages and cultures
while promoting the prosperity of the community and social transforma-
tion. The findings of this study have important implications for literacy
research in Korea. First, it is necessary to shift the focus of literacy re-
search and education in Korea from functional literacy to critical literacy.
Second, researchers need to focus on diversity issues as well as excel-
lence related to literacy education in Korea. Last but not least, educators,
researchers, and policy makers should make every endeavor to promote

writing education.

KEYWORDS International Trends in Literacy Research, Literacy Research Association,
Critical Literacy, Diversity, Community, Digital Literacy, Reading and Writing, Confer-
ences, Content Analysis
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