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This document presents the Tesults of a Texas survey

+o0 ascertain which developmental diagnostic and screening

tests are us¢d in the state to identify Mexican-American preschool
children with learning disabilities. A total of 91 public schools,
Tegional service centers, and Head Start centers throughout the state

Tesponded tO the survey.

Respondents were asked to indicate the

extent to which they used each.developmental test. They also

delineated their population as:

(1) Black, (2) Anglo, (3)

Mexican-American (tests administered in English), or (4)

Mexican-American (tests administered in Spanish).

Results showed that

the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test, followed by the Stanfori-Binet
and IPAT Culture-Pair Intelligence Test, were used by the largest
numnber of sites. Of the tests administered ™o Mexican-Americans,
almost twice as many were given in English as in Spanish. Pew schools
teported using observation techniques for diagnostic purposes. 2

nunber of sites indicated that they adapte
I1ndividual diagnostic assessment of learning probleas.

€ed or developed tests for
Brief

descriptions of 20 tests are provided in a Test Reference List.
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THI5 DOCUMENT waS BEENm REPRO-
DUCED ExaCTLy A% RECEIVED FROM

SURVEY OF TESTS ADMINISTERED TO  © [HEPERsONORoacanizalianoniciw

SEMTOF FICIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
EDUCATION POSITION OR POLICY

PRESCHOOL CHILPREN IN TEXAS STATED DO NDT NECESSARILY RERRE-
| B - .
X
' Jo¥ce Evans, Ph.D.
Southwest Educational Development Laboratory
' 211 East 7th Street
Austin, Texas 78701

'
! -

Preschool bilingual children who have problems in learning are the

focus of a special curriculum development project being conducted by the South-
[ T

west Educational Development Laboratory (SEDL) under a érant from the Bureau 0?‘

LY

Education for the Handicapped:* One part of this project included the identifi-

datlon and/or development of tests appropriaﬁe fqr Mexiqan American children of

preschool age, in order to identify chlldren in need of special instructional

materials. To identify tﬁs target population--preschool ican American chil-
dren ;ith mild to modérate problems-in learning-~initial research irncluded two
. . )
steps: (1) identification and review of tests appropriate for children under age
five, and (2) a survey to dete?mine which of these tests are in current use with
the target‘population in Texas. -
Of the 2.6 million students enrolled in Texas public schools, an estimated *“

500,000 have learning problems requiring special attention, according to figures

compiled by the Texas Education Agency (TEA). An 18-month study conducted by TEA

of Texas special education programs revealed that less than. 50 percent of all

handicapped children in the past received special Instruction. Texas State Plan A,

* Grant No. DEG-0-74-0550 and GQO-75-00592
The research reported herein was performed purguant to the above grants with
the Office of Education, U.5. Department of llealth, Education, and Welfare.

ontractors undertaking such projects ynder Government sponsorship are
encouraged to cxpress freely their professional judgment in the conduct of '
the project. Points of view or oplnions stated do not, therefore, necessarily
represent official Office of Education position or policy. -
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mandated for all Texas public schools by f9?6,lgt}6ulates that all schools md&t

provide comprehensive educational services for “"those children}between the ages

of 3 and 21 with physical, mental, emotional, dnd/or learning ﬁisabilities." The
) /
emphasis is not on the descriptive label, but rather on meeting the child's indi-

/o . S )
vidual learning needs by providing opportunjty consistent with his ability to

learn. .
! I

At the pnational level, the Federal Guidelines for Head Start mand7£e that

at least 10 percent of the enrollment in Head Start-clasées be compri#%d of

+

handicapped childran, Prowision of gqual educational opportunities for the pre-
. . /

school handicapped assumes the accdrate 1dentification'bf these c;fldren.

1 -

Compounding the problem of Ldentifying thosé in ueed of special education

-

in Texas is the fact that almost 25 percent of:the student population are Mexican

L}

American, and many of them are Spaniqh speakers, Thrgughout‘thé years, a large

number of these children.have been labeled as mentally retarded because they were

unable to understand Gests administered in English (Meisgier, 1966; Calzoncit,

1971). This fact, along with the staté and federal mandates for providing edu-
cation for the handicapped prior to first grade, emphasizes the need for thé
accurate assessment ol young Mexican American children.

Following 2 review ol tests developed for young ch}ldreq, a sdivey was
degigned to ldentily two types of tests: (1) specific tests used c: idencify -

children eligible for Plan A at the preschool level, and (2) tests used with

Mexican American ghildren, in English and in Spanish. The state's Plan A and
. A L

L

the large Mexic American population made Texas an exempYary area for conducting

|

l:,he aurvey.
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SURVEY OF TESTS USED ' y
| . . v . -
Survey Form : _ s e ) ;

The Survey;of Tests in épe consisted of thrge parts. Listed in Part I.were
20 rests }dentified through the literature review (See Test Reference List)}.

Respondents g; the sites were asked to indicate whether a test was used, and if
80, the extent rf use as indicataﬂ by whether 1t was used (1) only at spectal
centers or expﬁrimental sites,” (2) across the school system,'or (3) for all ére—
achool childreﬂ. RESpondents delineated the population at each siwe as (1) Black,
(2) Anglo, (3) Mexican American--tests administered in Engli;h, and (4) Mexican
Américan-—testé adminlatered 1in Spanish.

In Part ii, rea;oﬁdénts were asked to list the tests tﬁey used for screening}/

or Inleial ldeTtlfication of children. In Part III, they were requested to list

-

specific tests used or developed u:;p{gghre particular abilities.

Respondents \

Suery Eormé‘were malled }o Pgbiic Schools, Regional Service Centers, and
iead Start Centers throughout-the state. O[ approximately 1,200 public school
kindergartens, 100 were selected at random to participate in the survey. ' Survey
forms were also mailed to 132 Plan A schools, the 20 Regionél Service Centers,
and 17 Head Start Centers. Table l lists tﬁé total number of school diskrices
from yhich the random selection was made,“the number of sites to which syrvey

forms were malled, and the number of responses received.

|
1
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’ TABLE 1
.. ] v F
C ‘ { . SITES SURVEYED q
- - No. of No. of- " | No. of )
N - : SITES - - Possible | Questionnaires Responses
' % v, . Sites* - | Sent Recelved
Public Schools: - | f /
ith Kindergarten Programs N 1,200 100 21
th Plan A Programs _ ’ 485 132 62}
ionakl Service Centers " 20 20 Y jﬁ
} ' ] gt -
Head Start Centers o 68 ~ 17 ' o Kk
% . + 'i ’ .

L}
.o »
(ﬂ\ *ased on 1973-74 figures, ¥
\ ; _
**Due to lack of site Speci{ibatlon on the returned surJey forms, the Plan A
and Head Start centers were combined for number of responses received and
for survey evaludzion.J-\ . - 4
- ' \-\
N

: ~ . .
Each respondent was asked to estimate the‘percentage of Blacks, Anglos, and

Mexican Awerlcans enrolled at his site. .Not all sites reported the ethnic com-

position, nor did each site have all three ethnif& groups represented. The systems

L]

varled greatly In ethnic composition, ranging from a totally homogeneous enroll~

7 .
ment to a tri-ethnic balance. Table 2 shows the number of schools that reported

some enrollment of each apecified ethnic group.

o
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TABLE 2

ETHNIC COMPOSITION OF SITES RESPONDING

. ‘ ‘ o ' ' Mexican
SITE . No. Reaponding Black Anglo | American
. >
Public Schools: J \
. With Kindergarten Programs ' .18 11 | 17 13
With Plan A Programgs & Other ¥ 58 47 55 251
Regional Service Centers . Lk k 4 4 4
Head Start Centers* ;
»

*Included in Plan A figures.

**Eight Regional Service Centers responded to the survey, but only four
" .answered the question concerning ethnic composition of sites.




SUMMARY OF SURVEY RESPONSES

Listed Test Instruments

Shown 1n Table 3 are the résponsea concerniag the use of 20 diaénostic tests
.- .

speclfied on the survey. Responses were recelved from 62 Plan A séhools, 21

public school kindergartens, and eight service centers. The tests are listed in

»

order of frequency of use by each type of site, with the purpose of testing and
’” * ’

target population tested specifieﬁ'for'the total group using each test. As

révealed'in‘the table, the Peabody Picture Vo&abulary Test was used by the

L

largest number éf sltes (?8)? foiiowed by.the Stanford-Binet, (64), IPAT éulture-
Fair Intelligence Test (62), Wechsler Preschool and Priﬁary Scaie of Intelligence
(WPPSI1) (56), Frostig (51), and élosédn Intelligence Tég; (45). The Test of
Bééic Experiences (TOBE)r while not used/exteps;ve%y in théﬁhublic schools, was
administered by all elght serviée‘centers,'qﬁd the. Ravéen Coioﬁred Progressive

Matrices and the Leiter International Performarfce Scale wete fairly widely used

by public school klndergarteds, 'Of the, tests administeréd to Mexican Americans,

almost twlce as Mmany were glven in English as in Spanish (436 va. 2213, Whether
the tests admlnistered in Spanish were on th basis of a standard written trans-
lation-or_an extemporaneous translqtiop was not indicated,fnor was 1t noted
;hether the same children received tests in_ two 1angu;ggé ;r whether different

populations were tested in English and 1ni$padtah.

. Almost. all of the tests were used primarily throughout the school system,

L

that 18, wlth children of all ages. The Denver Bevelopmental Scale was used
largely for dlagnosis in aspecial cénters and at the‘préschool level, while the
TOBE was used principally in preschools dnd‘throughout'thg system. Information

and a brief-desc;ipﬁion of éach test are.provided in the Test Reference List

L]
Pl

at the gnd of this report. .

7
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TADLE } h
~ B L3
] ; SUMHALY OF SURVEY RESPONSESt ysE OF SPECIPLED TESTS
I
USED FOR SPECTAL STUDENTS

aIzs DIAGNOSES IN (TOTAL N = B4)°

{TOTAL 0 = S4)0 .
ST Public Schoole . Hexican Amari

Sarvica | TOTAL . 1
Cantars | SITES g’“l‘“ :“"“ Preschool| Blacke | Angloa -
* - ?lan A |Rindargarcan| © antare yaten Eaglish{ Bpan:
{H=51) =11 (N~8) (N=84) B
Pashady Picture Vocabulary Taat 57 1) .} b1 &1 Nt Al 31 70 » L1
+ .
Stanford-Blnet Scala (Raviaed) 1 10 " &4 -3 126 1? a3 38 &3 40
IPAT Cultura-Palr Intalitfence Taeet 4l 11 [} 61 ol m 1 b b1 L] T3
Waclholar Praschool & Fripary Scale of 4] 9 56 n. 104 1 ¥ 31 L) Fa )
lntelilBance (WPPSI) \
Froatig " n Ly H LI Fe] L5 13 n 41 17 13
Slosson Intallileange Taat ) ¥ 9 LY 45 % 66 14 16 12 18 LT
Laicar Internatioonl Parformeance Scals b4 H / [ ] 15 1 L] 11 33 L] 13 18
Valatr 10 4 ] 18 12 il. 10 19 21 n Y ]
Datrolt Taat of I..lrnlng'.l\p!ll:udl 12 H 1 1 16, 9 41 L] 11 11 12 3
fraachool Artainment Nacord 11 1 L} 16 [ ¢ 1? 13 11 11 u ?
ﬂ!lkl‘l"ﬂlbylh 16 L] 1 4 18 ()] 3 10 11 il ]
Revan Coloured Progresslve Mstrices 11 ? 5 3 A ] 30 1 1? 19 18 [}
- -
arehur Polot Scale 11 b 4 18 [ . 13 5 10 L 1) 3
Danvar Davelopasntal Scals 13 1 1 1? 0. 1 [ B ] 9 11 ] ]
Hinnaeote Praschool Scalae - 14 1 3 1? 14 21 14 1é 17 13 ?
Taat of Baslc Expariance (TODE) a - w1 8 12 ? 15 1a 11 1) 10 5
Callfornla Tast of pantél Haturity 10 [ ] 1+ 0 11 9 a . 10 10 3
Caaall Davilopaenth] Schadulas 8 1 ‘ n 3 1S 2 ] 10 9 ‘
Caldvall Praachoo) Invantory - 5 0 0 5 o 1 H ?. 1 [ L 2
Yull-Sange Plcrure Vocabulary Tast [ ] 1] L] ] H 1 b ] 3 0
b+
o i z L | |

e P
*tauts vara sdminfatared [n more than ont achool and eore thap one tida 1o moet Jthr.:ol s¥stann, which accounte for

tha fndicated slta Lotal LN savaral (nat&nces.

L) »
MOTE: On the fofloving page Le & [1et of additional tasts roPgrred by the eicd.
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; ADDITIONAL SPECIFIED TESTS ‘ : .

-
(see Table 3) .
. . ] -

TEST TITLE *

NUMBER OF SITES.LISTING
Y

Goodenough Praw-A-Person Test . ‘ , 7 T
McCarthy Scale of Mental Abilities - o ’ 6
Vineland Social’Haturity S?ale x b 5
ﬂevelopmental Test of Visuai Motor Integration ' 5

(Berry) . - .
Boehm Basic Concepts L ] 5
'Behaér VisuaI'Molor Gest;lt Test ' . 5
Vane Kindergarten Test ' N ' 4

. L]

Slipge;l&nd Process Sample K]
W1SC ' . - - _— 3
Meaning gieet Screeniné Test " ’ Y
Metropolitan Readiness Test K ' . | 2
Utah Test of Language Development 2' :
Columbia Mental Maturity ’ 2
Preschool]L;nguage Scale (Zimmerman) 2 )
ABC Inven%ory ' ) 2 0w ‘
Riley Preschool Developmental Screenlng Inventory . 4
Héacham Verbal Langunge Development Scale . ’ 1
American Guidance Screening Test . ! 1
Paychoeducational‘Evaluation of Preschool Chiidren 1
Winterhaveanerceptual Test ‘ 1
Inter American Test of Oral English 1

L}
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Observatibn Instruments

-

The fact that few schools in Texas use standard observation instruments for °
* * I ‘ . ‘
diagnostic purposes in thé preschool period is apparent in Table 4. Only 14 of

the 84 sites reporting' used standard observation instruments of any kipd.

I -

a . o I

Specially Adapted Infitial Screening Tests. ' :

A number of sites indicated that they adaﬁted or developed te;ls or parts

of tests .for individual diagnogtic assessment of learning problems in preschool

Smarr

. -~ '
children.. The developmental areas testei by the three types of sites are shown

in Table 5. *

The Plan A schools initiated a much larger number of iﬁitial screening

devices than did the public school kindergartens or service centers. More were

’ : o . ‘ R
developed for use in testing visual, auditory, and metor areas than in the other

. 5
learmmiog areas. 1t appeared that initial screening took place primarily gﬁrough-

out the school systems, with only a small percentage administered at special
. ' * :
diagnospic centers or to all preschool children. As in the other types of

testing reported, more Mexican Americans were administered tests in English
than In Spanish.

) : \ ]
Specially Adapted Test lnstruments

Diagnostic tests developed on site or adapted from existing tests yere

grouped for survey purposes by the following categories: receptive processes, ) re
such as visual, auditory, and tactile; expressive processes, such as oral

language and motor respons&; central processes, including memory, assoclation,
and analysi-i; and other, to include anything not covéred b?.the specific

~

categories. L

a , . . l




TABLE 4

SUMMARY OF SURVEY RESPONSES:

»

3

Pl

OBSERVATION INSTRUMENTS

SITES

STUDENTS TESTED
" (TOTAL N=84)
[
Public| Schoolsl Mex. Am.
TEST Service | TOTAL | Black| Anglq '
Plan A|Kinder.] Centers | B
) (N=58)| (N=18) (N=8) (N=84)| .—7 Eng.|Sp.
M | 1 .
Bales Interaction- ’
Analysis 0 0' - 0 ‘[
yr ) ."
Flanders 1 #] -~ 1 1 1 1 1 #]
. { .
Indlana Cognltive ’ .
Demand Schedule 0 0 #] 0 !
Florida Climate & g .
Control System 0 0 0 o
lndlana Pupll i s |
Participation Schedule 0 0 0 0
Other* Il 2 - 1 14 10 |11 9 5

[%

*Additional ﬁbscrvatlon Instrumeﬁts:

TEST TITLE -

Picture Story Languaée Test (Myklebust)

Vineland Soclal Maturity Sc

Teacher & Examiner lnIormal

Dr. £. Y, Zedler's--SWlU

]

ale

»

Inter American Test of Genergl Ability

2
+

Or. Giles' Screening Instru;cnt

- Psychoeducational Evaluation of Pgsschool Children

Burk's Behavior Scale

i1

10

NUMBER OF SITES LISTING
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. TABLE 5
- SUMMARY OF SURVEY RESPONSES TO SPECIALLY ADAPTED TESTS
. e -, , y
At r f .
\_j -
a . J
. -
. 1 ) i
. - L ' , . s
. . ' ; ¥ a
SUotRY, OF SURVEY RESPONSES TO SPECLALLY ADAPTED TEZSTS'
stres . USID JON SPECIAL . STUDENTS
. . RIAGWOSIS IN ‘ (TPTAL # = 88) .
{TOTAL K = B4) ;
- TEST Publlc Schools e . *| ‘maxtesn Americac |
1 TOT, . S .
T " 9:::.‘:: “m“ Spaclal | Attoas | Praschool| Black Anglo
" " Blan A |Kadergactan ’ + Conters | Sretem . Rogliah| Spanish
" (=38} (H=18) =8y | (wesa) | - . . . St
I» . . *
INITIAL SCAZENING MEASURES i
Ganacal 4 2 . 3 ] u .} s’ n 17 0 ‘n "18
) ' Soctal | » . H (s 1) » ] 13 w1 1
Zacallacrial _ 1 ) ) m-| e 2 T 18 u ) T .
.- Pleusl Y T 3 » 18 5a- . ’ u Wy m 3
Audleary , n . ) 1 1 - 34 s 1. n “n 2 TR
Hocor \ n 1 1 Y13 13 » - b1 0 B |~ l 1’
Ochecty 10 o 0 10 ‘ B! T e ¢ ? ~6 ] ¥
- * . ’ N - . 1
. N YEST INSTALMEMTS v . ,
o Racapelva ?rocasnata {visual, 1% 1 + )1‘ 1% n 9, 1? 11 10 18 )
sadleog). tatclla, agc.) .
Txpcasalva Procansas foral n ‘g 3 11- 17 " 3 12 -4 710 14 14
languaga, motor tamponss, 4tc.) . * N -
Canteal Progeasas (sssory, w dav 3¢ H 5] 16 » ] & . 16 d1 .Y
asgaclaclon, analysls, atc.) N
Othaet . 3 () 1 ¢ ' 1 o . 4 . 3
. - - . \
\‘L' - L J > : r
/ ' OBSZAVATION INSTAUMINTS
. Pupil Bahavior, : ) ] 3’ » ] 1o 50 9 18 n 19 10
]
Tanchat Bahavlag . T - I ¥ 1 [ . 11 1 F 1 H ] ] b |
ﬂ" T - “;
. : s 0 .0 6 | 4 4 ] 3 1 1
L] ' i
BOTEs On ché folloving pago la a llac of sddlclonal caacw tapotted by the altaa. 'J
- - *
¥ . * ) ’ . '
¥
L] . ]
. i
12+ |
. t i
. ]
|
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_(See Table 5)
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:‘ - *\.' - 4t .
&“ 0. TEST.TITLE Yo k -
- N z, .
Initial Screening Measures '
. [l o . .-“
- TOBE '

-
L]

"\ Purdue Perceptuathbtor Survey (Kephart)
'Denver Dgﬁelopmental Screening Test

.- Locally deveioped scalésr-lz sites

Test InStruments

Locally‘deveLopé% scaLé%--3 sites -

- . -

Ubgervation Instruments

. s

o ¥

Purdue Perceptual-Motor Survey (Kephart)

=
s ) "
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-
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* ADDITIONAL SPECIALLY ADAPTED TESTS

"ﬁAuditory Test for LanguégE,Combrehension {Carrow)

-

Psyﬁhqeducafional Inventory of Basic Learwing Abilities
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" Table 5 also shows\EhQ results of the survey of innovative tests. Hete

again, Plan A schools developed or adapted many more tests than did the public
o » ‘ _ ‘ : . \
kindergartens and a higher perceptage than did the service centers. A large

: S
majority were deiigned fqQr use throughout the system.’ As was, the case with the

other types of tests, more were-used with Mexicam Americans than with Blacks or

Anglos, who received an almost equal number. Again, the Meiican American SfudenFs
. q * )
were tested. in English more<than in Spanish, although a latpger percentage were

administered tests .in Spanish in this category than in the categories comprised

ot ‘ .
of standard testgs. While definite conclusions cannot be drawn from this sample,
L= '

\ C . - - .
" . it is possible that one of the reasons for adapting tests was to translate or
.. - f

( .

AT

-

revise them jinto Span{sh, gi%ing native Spanish-speaking children a greater

opportunity for a fair evaluation.

™,

N

N

Specially Adapted Observation Instruments

The number and types of specially adapted or deéigned observation.instruments’

L

. -
are shown in Table 5. More inStruments—-over twice as many—-were devised -to

» w
assegs-pupil behavior than teacher behavior. "Approximately half of -the Plan A

-

schools reported the develbment'bf'pupil_behavior'instruhents, whiie only one-

*

. *tenth of the kindergartens and one-third of the service centers revealed concern

in this ;¥E3f
It is obvious from this survey that testiné of Mexican Amefican children in

Spanish Qas not a coqsisfently followed procedure during the 1974 school year,

'Ehé time during which this survey was conducted. It remains to- be seen whether

L)
the more recent information and articles on the effect of language of administra-

f +

gwtfonh@n‘ggsa_fesults and recognition of cultural bias in testing, legislation,
' . * e - * "’” - - ’ .
- funding reqpirement3\~or léwfuizé‘ﬁifi'cwrnge.ﬁhi%hpattern.

K { . e el

2 i4 ’\f\‘ Y

N
T 13 : ' L

-
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TEST REFERENCE LIST.
- w

LN

ARTHUR POINT SCALE OF PERFORMANCE TESTS

Crace Arthur;‘Psychological Corporatién——Revised Form II, 1947; Form I, 1925-43

. s -

-~ -

>'I'wo forms of tests exist. Form I is not being distridpted. Form Il (revised)

-+

provides for measurement of the abilities of deaf children, children who have
. ‘ . A ‘ _ -

readi sabilities, children who have speech problems, and‘ﬁon-Engliéﬂ—”
speaking children. Standardization is based on children from 5 to 15 years

- w

of age.

CALDWELL PRESGHOOL INVENTORY

Bertye M. Caldwell, Educational Testing Service, 1968, 1970 (A%fé‘3—6)

L

Th% instrument is designed as a brief assessment and screening procedure
(for use with childiiaqagES 3-6). 1t is to be admigistered indi@iQually."

The test was designed to measure achievement in areas that are regarded as

necessary for success in school. Another aim of the test is to-determine

the ext%rt of disadvantage a child from a deprived backgrourtd may have.

)
¥ ‘

-

CALIFORNTA TEST OE/&ENTAL MATURTTY

\¥ . ]

E. T. Sullivan, W. W. Clark, E. W. Tiegs, California Test Bureau, 1963
. -

(k-1, Adulr)

15

s
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_ability, social adjustment B, broken pictures, oral directions, and like- . .

¥ A

x

The test is aesigned te provide a measurement of general intelligence. Tt .

is divided #nto seven areas: logical reasoning, verbal concepts, memory,_language,

nonlanguage, spatial t#elationships, and_numerical reasoning.

1 X
i _ .
b , . .
DENVER DEVELOPMENTAL SC#EENING TEST '
|
William K. Frankenbufg,iJosiah P. Dodds, University of Colorado Medical

N

Center, 1966, 1970 (Infants and‘Preschool Children)

|I . \
The instrument is desﬂgn?d to identify "children with serious developmental *

delays." The tes;.measuﬁes four aspects of functipning: gross motor, fine motor

(use of hands, seeing, nonverbal problems), language (hearing, talking), and

bersonal-social‘(1nc1uaing self-care and relations with others).

DETROIT TESTS OF LEARNING APTITUDE

]

Harry J. Baker, Bernice Leland, Test Division of Bobbs~Merrill Company,

1935, 1959, 1967 (ages 3 - Adult)

L]
- L]
.

This is a general intelligence test. Strength® and weaknesses in psycﬁological
constitution are 1ﬁve§tigated in the folléwing areas: pictorial absurdities,
ve;bal absurdities, pictorial opposites, ve;bal opposites, motor speed and pre- -
cision, auditory attention span, ‘oral commissions, social adjustment A, visual

. [
attention spah, orientation, Free association, memory for designs, number

> nesses and differences.

16
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FROSTLG DEVELOPMENTAL TEST OF VI,SUAJ.&..?’.ERFE-,PT,ION__ .

i

eﬂ"

P -

- gists Press, 1963 (standardization), screening dpvlce (Ages 3
\

device=(Ages.B8 - Adulr)

£l
3 ¢linical

This test was developed to -test children Whose perceptual abilitjes are below

e tes% is also designed to p poin;?the age

n

the normal perceptual abilities. \l
e

*at which perceptual abilities devellbp, and\can be used to predict reading suc-

L
-

cess in primary grades and possibl plroblerhs in perceptual area§¥.

FULL-RANGE PICTURE VOCARUL TEST ! (AMMONS )

4

(Ages 2 - Adult).

This test is esfentially nonverbal. The test is designed in picture orm. The
individual Shown several picturﬂ? and asked to choose the ome that pest il-
lustrates /the meaning of a particul r word.: Words used range in diffi ulty from

50% pasging‘at 2 years pld to wordB.too difficult for average adults.

) § .
GESELL DEVELOPMENTAL SCHEDULES \ ) !

rnold Gesell and others, Psychologi¢al Corporation, 1925-49 (1940 Serie&),

|
1
I

This instrument provides measures of motor development, adaptive behavior, language

development; and personal-social behaﬁior. *
i7 -
16 ' .

(Ages 4 weeks to 6 years) o ' ] \ J
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A
NEBRASKA TAST OF LEARNING APTITUDE (HLSKEY-NEBRASKA)

Marshall §.] Hiskey {Marshall 8. Hiskéy,‘Publisher), 1941-1966 (Ages 3-17)

This test ﬁis originally designed as an intelligence test for those with audi-

-

tory problems {ranging from small hearing deficiencies to those who are totalLy"-

deaf); it isinonverbal. After the test is given, an age equivalent is obtained.

Hiskey calls Khis "age"” the "learning age” oiﬁjhe child. ' .

ILLINOIS TEST DF PSYCHOLINGUISTIC ABILITIES (ITPA) : \

James J. McCagthy, ngqgl A, Kirk, University of Illinois Press,,l961,/}963,

1968 (Ages 2.4 - 10.3)

-

e
-+

This test was develobed.to idéntify the psycholinguistic abilities and dis-
abilities of dhildren (preschool and school age).

¥

| b - - . .
. ) L
1 ,.

L
i SRR

LEITER INTERNATION%L PERFORMANCE 3CALE

R. G. Leites, Psychological Service Center, 1948, 1950, 1959 (Ages 2-12)

This test may be administered by Pantémime. It is nonverbal.

. ”
3 i r. .

l 3
MINNESOTA PRESCHOOL SCALE . ! ’
Goodenough, Maurer, Van Wagenen, American Guidance Service, Inc., l9¢d
{Ages 1L 1/2 - Bj. : .

h ]
!
F l?\




The teséé;s designe% to provide an estimate of verbal and noaverbal in-
M ~ o » -

ol
teiligenqé. Intelligence estimates are given as early as 18 months.
4 ' \r

PEABODY PICTURE VOCABULARY TEST (PPVT)

Lloyd M. Dunn, American Guldance Service, Inc., 1954, 195§ (Ages 2.5 - 18)

r
!

Examiner gives Yhe subject a stimulus word; subject is then to indicate v

.
which ol severql pictures best illustrates Fhe meanﬁng of the word. Scores

-

may be Interpreted in three ways: percentile rank, mental age, or-§tandard

~

/ - .
deviafion of 15, o ’ )
./ L _ _
y

-
K

RESCHOOL AFTTAINMENT RECORD (PAR) !

Edgar A. Doll (Edgar A. Doll, Distributor), 1966 (Research’ Edition)

(Ages 6 months - 7 years) X

-

This test provides an assessment of physical, soclal, and intellectual func-
tions of young children. Comparisons can be made on a child-to-cﬁ#ld basis
1 .

(diflerent administrations of the test). “Author cites speclal uselulness [or
- —

4 T

children with ilanguage diffigulties (those children who resist examination or

.

who have cultural differences). .

Jﬁﬁ

-

COLOURED PROGRESSIVE MATRICES ’ N

Raven,- Psychdglogical Corporation (U/S. ﬁistributor), 1947, 1956 (Ages 5-11)

fndividual édmlnistratlon (Ages 5-8),- 1()




~ The' TOBE is divided into five major areas: mathematics, language, science,

SLOSSON INTELLIGENCE TEST

Richard L. Slosson, Slosson Educational”Publica;ions, 1963 (Ages 1 month -

"

Adult)', ‘ ' :

This test is partly based on items taken from Stanford-Binet Intelligence Scale |
{

and Cesell Developmental Schedules, and is designed to give an evaluation of

' -
the subject's mental ability.

. L4 .
4

STANFORD-BINET INTELLIGENCE SCALE

Lewis M. Terman, Maud A. Merrill, Houghton-Mifflin Company, 1960 (3rd re-

. /
vision) (Ages 2 - Adult). Lo : .

This test 1s designed to measure geﬁeral intelligence. The test is organized by

age levels. Questions are arranged in ascendlng difficulty,.

-+

-

1
v

TESTS OF BASIC EXPERIENCES (TOBE) S : : :
. - .
™~

Margare« H, Moss, McGraw-Hill, 1970 (Grades K-1) \\\

3

o

social studies, and general concepts. The test is designed to be usad as a

e

gross measure of a child's experiences and familiarity with various concéepts. e

- L4

20




VALETT DEVELOPMENTAL SURVEY OF BASIC LEARNING ABILITIES

‘Robert E. Valett, Consulting Psychologists Press, Inc. (Ages 2-7)

-This diagnostic tool is designed to evaiuate the developmental status of

-

children, ages 2-7, Survéy is ﬁelpful in determining whether or not addi-

tional diagnostic evaluation is indicated.

WECHSLER PRESCHOOL AND PRIMARY SCALE OF INTELLIGENCE (WPPS1)

David Wechsler, The Psfﬁhologicql Corporation, 1963, 1967 (Ages 4-6 1/2).

- »

The purpose of the test is to #ppraise the potentialities of the 4- to 6-4L

' “ i

) . * A -
year-old child. 1t is an extensiop of the WISC, following the same theo-

retical approaches,

S

o
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