
Miscue analysis, a research procedure for analyzing
unexpected responses in the oral reading of unfamiliar
but cohesive texts, is presented. The Taxonomy or
Oral Reading Miscues, the theoretically based system
for the analysis of miscues that I developed, is dis-
cussed in detail, with examples of miscues from my
research used to illustrate each subcategory for each
of the variables. [The 5SC1~indicates that this paper
has been cited in over 90 publications.]
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I began doing research on reading in 1962
when I first came to Wayne State University
in Detroit. The first report of this research,1
a modest, unfunded study that established the
concept of reading miscues, appeared in 1965.
With some amusement to me and those who
know my workwell, that first research report
has often been treated as a classic study.2

By 1969 I had done several studies of read-
ing miscues with only small grants, and the
Miscue Taxonomy hademerged. I was working
at refining the research, but, more important,
I was developing a theoretical, psycholinguistic
model of the reading process. When this article
was published, it represented the first com-
plete version of the Taxonomy of Oral Reading
Miscues. The first version of the model had al-
ready been published in 1967 in a relatively

obscure journal3 shortly after I first presented
it at the American Educational Research As-
sociation. The miscue research supported de-
velopment of the model and the model served
as the theoretical base of the taxonomy and
the research, and, in fact, in spite of the two-
year difference in publication dates, both ar-
ticles were written at about the same time.

There was no explosion of miscue research
following the publication of this article. But
there has been a steady flow of studies, which
is still continuing. At this point there are sev-
eral hundred miscue analysis studies done in
many languages and with many populations.
Aversion of miscue analysis foruse by teach-
ers and diagnosticians, the Reading Miscue In-
ventory,4 has been developed by my col-
leagues. And miscue analysis in some form is
widely used by teachers in all of the En-
glish-speaking countries.

What was perhaps most important about this
article in 1969 is that it was the first research
tool that applied concepts and research meth-
odology from linguistics, psycholinguistics, and
sociolinguistics to the study of written lan-
guage. It foreshadowed by almost 15 years the
general shift in cognitive psychology to the
study of text rather than words and the rec-
ognition that what the reader brings to the
reading is as important as the text itself.

My major funded studies in miscue analysis
were published after this articl&’

6 and repre-
sented substantial refinements in the theory
and the taxonomy. These studies involved sub-
jects at several levels of reading proficiency
and populations with varied language back-
grounds.

The theory and model of reading has ex-
panded to become a transactional view ofwrit-
ten language, including writing as well as read-
ing. The most complete statement of the mod-
el appeared as “Unity in reading” in a 1984
yearbook of the National Society for the Study
of Education.7
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