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Abstract: The present study aimed to investigate the impact of
the use of the "paraphrasing " strategy (RAP) to improve
reading comprehension at the literal and deductive levels of a
sample of students with learning disabilities. The study sample
consisted of (60) students from fifth-and sixth-grade students
who were chosen intentionally from four schools in Irbid
Governorate. A training program based on the Paraphrasing
strategy (RAP) was prepared, in addition to preparing a
reading test for the purpose of selecting the study members, as
well as preparing a reading comprehension test. The study
members were randomly distributed equally to two groups:
experimental and control and pre-test was applied to the two
groups. The experimental group was exposed to the training
program, while the control group was subjected to training in
the traditional way and post-test was applied to both groups.
The results indicated that there are statistically significant
differences between the mean scores of students in the two (
groups, in the total reading comprehension test and its levels,

in favor of the experimental group. There are no statistically

significant differences between the mean scores of students in .

the total reading comprehension test and its levels according to %6-5
the gender variable in the post-measurement and the results (%66-5)
indicated that there are no statistically significant differences

between the mean scores of students in the post-test and the

follow-up test in the total reading comprehension test and its

levels In other words, the positive impact of the training

program continued after two weeks of applying the post-test.
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