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: * Pre-School Norms for the. AAMD Adaﬁtive‘Behayior Scale - S
Public School Version .
' D | - " Abstract )

/ . LI .

Six school districts in California pro%ided data on the Public School Version
“of the AAMD Adaptive Behavior Scalé for 373 children ages 3 through 6 who ' - —_
were enrolled in regulaf and tr%}nable mentally retarded pre-schdol program§.

The results of the study were reported as means and standard deviations .

of the domain scores for Part One and Part Two, and as standard scores fof/
. N N ‘l. ' ;
~each reference group. In order to explore the utility of standard 9qores/

Y

rather than percentile ranks, the norm tables employéd a standard score, dis-

,
tribution with a mean of 10 and a s;gmdard deviation of three, compardble to

\

the standard scores used in reporting the findings,fIOm the WISC. Jn re-
. . /
\' -

/ . /
sponse'to concern about the difficulties in intergret{ﬁg Part One and Part
. - /5

/

Two of the Scales where raw Scores are inversely correlated, thg/scale for .
/ 1

Part Gwo was reflected so that the highér the score on *both Patt Qne and

Part Two domains the better thenlevéf‘of adaptive behavior funetioning. “
I . I + .
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The substudy geported.here was part of a program of research in Special

~
L

Education by Nadine M. Lambert. . .

’
.
. ’

The study was carried out during the academic year 1976-1977 under the
. %

auspices of the Special Fducation Reéearch Program, supported by Grant No.

P

76-62-G between the State Departmentiof Education and Nadine M. Lambert. - -

,
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The full report is reproduced here in this form for distribution as a

technical report under the grant, and in order to'makefcomplete findings
available for others engaged in this research area. Results of this study
»3re the sole responsibility -of the invéstigator.. Official endorsement of *

she California State Department of Education is mot implied. .
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Background ’
. —_— ' . . ‘
When the initial feasibility and standardization study.of the AAMD ' !
- . . Y

Adaptive Behavior Scale, Public School Version was completed, the'refer?nce T

group data for interpreting results of the Scale'éktended only from ages
¥ ’ ) ‘ -
7 through 13. As psychologists and special educaters made use of the Scale

A Y

for educational programming and plannirg decisions for exceptional children ’
v . r N ' . .

many ‘made requests for nérmative data extending downward tqthe pre-school
years. ' v

During the Spriné of 1977 six school districts .from urban, sub an, and
\ . rural areas participated in the c011ectioq of data on a representative sample

of children in pre-school programs and those for the trainable mentally re-

<

N tarded. The data that ;ere provided from this effort made possible the prep-
N - aration'oﬁ normative data to s;pplement|that which is presently available -
for the PuLlic School &eré%on. “ - -, ;/
~ - Objectives =, ’ } B
‘e .

~

\ The objective for: this substudy of the Public School Version of the

Adépc{ve Behavior Scale was to provide norms by age for children ages 3

. A

through 6 in regular pre-school aTd trainabple mentally retarded pre-school

programs. ' ¢
. . _
Methods -
t o * __. .
Subjects : ) . ’

The subjects.for this normative effort were 225 regular pre-school and ~

148 pré-school age children in trainable mentally retarded classes, for a

-

total of 373 subjects. The distribution of the sample by age, sex, and
ya ,

ethnic status is displayed on Table 1.

- Procedure. /

We CQQEacted the school districts which participated in our original
7 »
% ’

P




| .
standardization project to, provide data on pre -school children in regular and

€
N

i"t:ra:L'nal?}.e"mer)xt:a1ly retarded classes. These districts had-been selected as

.

v having a wide variety of socio-economic levels, ethnic groups and as being
representative of the urban, suburban, and rural mix of California's school
population., Once district approval“was granted, we scheduled training

sessions with the teathers and prepared them to rate a sample of the children

under their supervision. Eash teacher was reimbursed for completing a Scale

and providing supplemental data on the subject. When Scales were returned

\
to the project office, they were prepared for data analysis. .

e

Data Anaizsis

Thé‘present version of the Adaptive Behavior Scale reports normative

data as percentile fanks. We used this method of presentation in reporting‘
norms fer the Public School Versionm, but many psychologists found the in-

terpretation of percentile ranks difficult. In an effort to explore alter-

A \

native methods of reporting normative data, we are presenting the norms for
the pre-schogl age group as standard scores with a mean of 10 and a staneare
deviation of 3. -The standard scores are similar to those uSed in reporting
scores earned on subtests of the WISC-R and may be more easily used by
Esychologists. Before preparing the revision of the Public School Version

KA .
scheduted for Spring of 1978, we hope to assess the relative merits of both

-

types of normative scores.

™~ Results

P
The mean scores by age for. each Part One and Part Two domain are pre-

3

sented on Table 2 and 3. Norms were not prepared for the 6-3 to 7-2 age
range regular subjécts because of the small sample size. The data show

a geﬂeral ingrease in means by age for Part One domains of the Scale and -

s RN




» . .
. .
. . 04 . -
.

some increase in the evidence of maladaptive behaviors on Part Two domains.

~

R ' The large differences between means for the regular and tréinab}e mentally

retarded pré;school squecfs replicates the validity findings which were

-
-

, . reported in the Manual for the Public School Version as well as in substudy

-

. ‘, 2 of this project.

. M V4

In order to reémove as many hurdles to interpretation of .the Scale as

possible, we have reported the standard scores for both Part One and Part
Two with the same directional scale. We have reported the scores this way

. because higher raw scores on Part One indicate higher levels of adaptive

) ‘ . . .

behavior but higher raw scores on Part Two suggest a greater extent of emo- .

tional disorders and personal maladaptation. To.%meliorate tke confusion

«

which some psychologists, have reported in using two scales from the same
» ’ [}
i
gnstrumgnt which require different reference points for interpretation, we

.

- " have reflected the scale for Part Two domains<so that higher scale scores

on_both Paft One and Part Two indicate better adaptive behavior. We will

wait for responses from the fiekd to appraise the utility of this reporting

format. Norms are reported by classification and age on Tables 4 through

~

15. ' S

+ Conclusion r~
. v
<
The Public Scheol Version of the Adaptiye Behavior Scale now has avail-,

able normative data for pre-school exceptional and ndrmal children. The

, differences between mean scores for the'regular.and &rainable mentally
L . A ‘

retarded samples attests to the validity of the Scalé for use in individual

i
evaluations of children of these age. levels. E
|

I

~
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Table ]

Sample Distribution for Pre-School Norms

/ ; | "
» Regular ™R Regular T™R
AGE B.W S 0| B W § 0| B W § WS 0 T
33t0 | 5 7 1 o2 9 2 13 3 2 5 4 0 45
4-2 .
f
46-3to |32 2 8 0| 9 14 6 2 !32 17 8 6 5 1 165
5-2 :
5-3to |10 24 3-0 | 5 18 4 0 ;12 20 1 10 9 °0 121
6-2 ,
6-3to | 0 8 1 0| £ 7 7 0] 0 4 0 6 6 0 42
7-2 - r~
)
T. |47 63 137 .0 | 18 48 19 - 3 [47 44 11 27 24 1 373
/-./
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f ‘Mean Ratings for Part One Domains of Adaptive Behavior Scale

..\ '°

TaﬁeZ‘ .

For Regular and Trainable Mentally Retarded ?fe—Scﬁopl Children

) )
. Age
3-3 to 4-2 4-3 to 5-2 5-3 to 6-2 6-3.to 7-2
Domains/Pupils X $.p. X S.D X S.D. X .0/
, QT‘ ¥ ] y
Independent Functioning )
Regular 42.50 11.15 49.80 10.29 54.31 7.86 .
TMR 26.14 11.28 29.52, 10.65 34.35 10.77 39.52 13.10
Physical Development ) . ) ’
Regular 21.17 2.31 22,04 1.53 22.87 .85
TMR 17.83 3.59 18.96 2.61 19.38 .3.14 20.59° 2.91
Economic Activity
Regular ! .33 .84 1.05 , 1.31 2.15 1.83
. TMR .13 .46 .14 .43 .33 1.02 .41 1.02
Language Development .
Regular 21.%7 4.73  22.76 4.75 24,65 4.04 :
™R 9.91 6.63 11.90 5.74 13.44 6.5% 14.89 8.61
- Number anﬁ Time Concepts e ’ ~ s
Regular . -2.63 1.26 4.10 1.71 5.58° 1.79
TR 74 1.25 .88 * 1.17 1.00 1.34 2.07  2.48
- ¢ * ’
Vocational Activity . .
Regular 9.05" 1.67 8.90 1.69 9.16 1.64 .
TMR 4.61 4.58 4.87 4.39 440 4.38 6.62 4.14
Self Direction
Regular ', 13.86 4.23 13.84  4.06 15.30 3.03
TMR ‘ 10.05 5.70 11.23 4,20 11.02 4.36 11.90 4,45
Responsibility .
Regular 3.40 1.05 3.90. 1.27 4.06 1.3 - .
™R - ° 1.26 1.51 2.08, 1.79 2.50 1.71 2.93 1.58
. .
Socialization - (:'~
Regular 18.55 3.62 19.62 3.79 20.63 3.21 . .
TMR ) 13.10 5.86 15.00 3.82 16.02 5.04 16.45 5.18

g
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T \ oL . ' Table 3 . . . & . o
Mean Ratings for Part Two Domains qéAdaptive Behavior Scale '
]
i For Regular and 'l}rainable Mentally Retarded Pre-School dhildren : .
. ‘!0, ) 4 ‘ . ) R Age - . f
. ‘N - , T
PR ' 3-3 to 4-2 ' 4-3 to 5-2  5-3 to 6-2 °  6-3.to 72"
L - . L e . - - :
S Domains/Pupi]s. X s.D. ¥ ».s.n. X, s..° X s.®.
’ .y ¢ ) . > , r
Destructive . - ,
"Regular 2.70  3.53 2.70 5.07 .
L , é’MR . ‘ v 4,440 5,24 o 6.22 _9.11 + 3.06
"+ Antigocial - ‘ . ‘
\ -e Regular N 775,85  7.49 6.05, 9.45
“TMR s+ 3.83 L 4.40 4.49 5.70 3.41.
+~* Nonconférming \ _ ' . . .
* Regular . 6.70 8,72 6.50 7.98 )
- TMR 6.17 5.61 - 7.78 8.28 4,12
Untrustworthy ' e ‘ < .
] Regular ) .60 75 0« W47 1,10 ;78 1.37 .o b
™R . .30 .88 .33 83 .31 .68 .35 .67
. ) 5
R Withdrawn ) g .. . L : 5 .
. . Regular -~ 2.10- 2.86 2.24 -, 3.61 1.19 ~ 1.98 .
oo ™R 4.78- 6.90 1.35 &.01. 2.29 3.89 1.66 2.09
’ 0dd Mannerisms- ” - Y ] ‘
* Regular ) .20 .52 .26 .82 .09 364, .
™R * 2.17° 2.62 . 1.15 2,05 1,20 2.14 1.00 ~ 2.04
Interpersonal Manners , T . ) PN
Regular - .25 .64, .47 0 1.29 .55 < 1.26 s
TMR : . 1.13  1.46 - 88 -1.62 , .77 1.75 . ~62 1.21 ,
. Vocal Habits . . . ' i .
- . Regular .65  1.42 - 1.00° 1.91. 1.13 , 1.87 ’
™R - 1.06 1.61 - .80 1.64 1.33 2.63 .62 1.24
Eccentric ‘Habits . . o _ - :
. Regular - - S .95 1.32 T1.12 -2.93 .69  1.37 .
v . MR, - .3.64. 4,96, 2,70° 3.19 1.73 2.22, 2.24 3.88
HyperactIve Tendencies ca . ) e v
. Regular . 1,30 '2.52 1.39  2.39 ,1.15 2.21
/ <0 MR .o . .9 1.59 ' 1.37 1.95% 1.34 1.98 =~ I.79 2.18 .
o Psychological l T " .
Disturbances . * s
Regular 5.00 .6.74 5.93 7.03 4.73 5.5Q
- : TMR ; 6.70" 6.71 4,00 4.06 3.29 4.09 3.24, 3.91
Use of Medication ¥ ' i ' .
Regular .00 .00 .02 .18 .03 .24
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Class Placement Reg: . . : ¢ ~ , ,
. | Ethnic Status A1l . . Scaled ‘Store Equivalent® of Raw Scores ' V.
Sex ~ Both N . i . -
Age '33- 4% . '\ ' : . Part One : ® .
. " 4* . - . Wl N .
Scaled Independent Ecénomiq Language “Sgaled [ Vocational Self Responsi- Social-| Scaled Physical
:ﬁcére Functibninngctivity Develo};ment JTime Concepts| Score ‘| Activity Direction bility ¥zation| Score Developme{t
. . [ . Y]
1 8-10 . 7-8 - 1 P g 1 - 8 1 14 48
.o h . ‘ ) P .,‘.té
. N7 - N - -3 % - ‘8
2 Y 1@. 9 2 ., 2-3 } . 9 2 15 g R
: . r . O~
3 ) 15-18\. 10-11 - ‘ 3 S ) 4 ‘1 10 3 . 16 & @
. * e ' ¢ - ] ?‘
4 19-22' 15~ . 0" 4 - “5-6 - 11 4 - =2
p . . 2%
5 23-£5 13-14 - 5 6 7 - 12-13 5 17 £
. . "X \ . g : ‘
‘»6 -.26'-;29 18 . 1 "6 ‘. 7 ) 8 2 14 6 18 2 ;é'
ve " ¢ — “ o
7 . , 30433 , - 16-17". . i 7 - "_9—:'10 - 15 7 19 J;OJE
8 " 34-36 0 18+19 L2 8 8§ T 11 - 16 8 70
9 37-40 - 20 - - 9 - 12-13 3 17 9 -
s ) R s A T
10 41-44 - 21-22 - 10 . 14 - 18-19 1 21
al ‘ 10 ‘ ,
11 45-48 - 23 3 11" - 15-16 - 20 11 22 g4
# . : . 8 g
12 % "~49-51 1 . 24-25 - 12 - 17 4 21 12 - §§
1 . B ) o 5
13 ’ 52-55 - 26 4 13 - * 18 - 22 13 - 2
~ ' i ‘8:’08
14 36-59 ~ 27-28 - 14 10-11 19-20 - " 23 14 23-24 8 'E,"
. i ’ @
15 60-62 ' 2 29-30 - 1 15 - 21 - - 15 ! - E 2
: . ' Ve
16 63-66. " . - 31 $ 16 - 22-23 - 24-26 | 1¢ - & o
, R . . N . * ' (1]
17 ~87-70 - 32-33 -, 17 - - 5-6 - 17 - & E
< ' 0=z
18 71-74 - 3¢ 6 18 - * - .- - 18 - @
19 75-77 .3 356-36 - * 19‘ - = \,{ - 19 . -
>
15
1< |




“| €1zss Placement Reg.

ARy

Et\:h-nic Status

.

A

. . A
«Scaled Score Equivalents of Raw Scores
) - f .

-} sex Bothz A - N
Age 33-4 Part Two ,
' ! , - N
. . o { © . , AN
Scaled | Destruc- %m:i ebell- Untrust- With- Stereo . Scaled.. Inter- Vocal Eccen- Hyper- Distur-]| Scaled] Use of
Score | tive «%}cial ious worthy drawal typed | Score | personal Habits tric active bances | Score .| Medi-
e v N | Manners Habits o catdon
o - -. . Y ’ \ .M 3
1 %13 28-29 32-34 - 11 - ‘1 - S 5 - .85-26 1“"'?2 -
2 12 25-27 29-31 - 10 - "2 2 - -* 8 2?-24 ' 2 -
3 . 11« 23-24  26-28 - g - 3, - 4 . 4 7 20-21 3 -
4 10 20-22  23-25 2 ° '8 - 4 - - - 6 - 18-19 4 -
5 8-9 18-19  20-22 - 7 1 s. - 3 3 - 16-17 5 -
6 .7 15-17.  17-19 - 6 - 6 1 -~ - - 5 13-15 .| . 6" -
) - - % . ' ' :
7 6. 13-14 ° 14-16 . - 5 - 7 - 2 - 4 11-12 7 - 8§
- . ",—-\ ' K _;n_;
8 5 10-12  12-13 1 4 - 8 - -t 2 3 9-10 8 -
, . . o
9 4 8-9 9-11° - 3. - 9 - -j_) - 2 7-8 9) -
. N ' ‘ 4 , W
10 3 5-7 6-8 - 2 - T 10 - - 1. 1 4-6 10 o 3
. ‘ o . @
. . =)
11 1-2 3-4 3-5 - 1 0. 11 0 0 - - 2-3 4 11 - 6
AN . ° Z
12 0 0-2 0-2 0 0 - 12 - - 0 0 -1 W 12 -
\ ) g
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] 4
. 3 R a . e
Class Placement Reg. - . '
Ethnic Status  All Scaled Score Equivalents.of Raw Scoreg . v
Sex Both -, . .
Age 43- 57 Part One , ’ . )
Scaled | Independent Economic Language Scaled | Vocationgl _ Self Responsi- Social-| Scaled| Physical
Score | Functioning Actjvity Development Time Copcepts| Score Acti®@ty Direction bility ization| Svore Development
. S . s . U Yy
1 18-20 - 8-9 - g .4 1-2 0 18 1 - g0y
" . . ? Ju9
' ~ N 6 S E3
2 21-24 . - 10 - 2 - 3 - F-10y7 2 18 29%
. 3 - . * ﬁ 2 -7
3 25-27, - 11-12 0 3 L) 4-5 1 11 3 R~
3 - \ 4 /\-t 2 N M bal 3 ‘g
4 . 28-30 - 13-14 . - 4 - 6 - 12 4 19 299 -
’ : | ’ . - 1
"5 31-34 - 15 y 1 5 ¢ 6 7 ¢/ - 13 5 LT8R
6 35-37. - 16-19.- 7 7 3 6 - '8-9 Re 1415 | 20
’ e 'i 3 ¥ > . '
7 N 38-41 > . 18 ’ - 7 7 10, 3 , .i= 16 7 -
; .
8 42-44 0 19-20 3 ° 3 8 1.0 % 3 17 8 21
¢
9 45248 - . 21 - 9 \ - 12-33 .0 - v 18 9 -
» - 4. ' . A
10 49-51. 1 22-23 4 10 ‘ 9 . 14 4 19-20 10 22 9,
- @ g
v hf = - _ - L - _ 2 - J Q
11 52-54 24-25 . . 11 15 1 . 11 ; -]
. -
.12 56-58 2 - 26 5 12 - 16-17 - 22 12 N
’ | o ' 23
13 59-61 - 27-28 8 13 .- 18.' - 23-24 13 - g‘H
o
% U
14 62-65 3 29 s - 14 -1p-11 19 - - 14 23-24 4 %
\ . . ‘ | [ -
- N » \4 £
15 | 66-68 - 30-31 7o " as | A 20-21 5-6  25-26 | 15 - s
M i !
) : - w
16 69-72 - 32-33 - 16 - - - - 16 -9 E
, . o, 1 382
17 73475 4 34 8 17 R 23 - - - |y - &
18 76-78 - 35-36 - 18 - - - - 18 -
) ’ @
19 79-82 5) 37 - 9 ¥9 . ¥ - - - - 19 - O
Qo . ‘ - % 1 9
» a . :
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Class Placement TReg. e . )

\| Ethnjc Status A1l * Scaled Score Equivalénte of Rqw“Scores . e
YSex Both . ) " M £« 7 s . ,' . ~ , ,
LAge - 43-52 u Part Two* , K
° . ‘ _ \
: h b 4 N — { 3 :
~Scaled | Destruc~ _Anti Rebell-" Untrust- With-. Stereo\ Sdaled Inter- Vocal Eccep~ Hyper- YDistur-| Scaled | Use of
Score | tive Social ious worthy drawal A typed |Score | personal Habits tric ® active bances | Score | Medi-
: ) . ‘ ~ | Manners »Habits B o cation
' ‘ ’ Tk . ’ : % -
-1T 18 -33-35  “30-31 - 13 = 1 " - 73" 10 - -26-28 |7 1 -
i . , ?" - - . -0
oA g ol 16-17  30-32 . 37-29 - 12 - 2 4 6 9 8  24-25 2 | -
P - . . B - N t ’
¢ 14-15  27-29  24-26 ° 3 11 - 08 - - 8 A 22-23 3 -
. ) b, b * : . . " * ’
‘ 4 13 24-26 | 22-23 - 3-10 .2 4 3 o '\ 7 6 19-21 4 -
’ . . % : ‘
5 N 11-12 21-23‘ 19-21 - 8 - 4] 5 - - ] ¢ . 6 . ) 1771? 5 -\
6 9-10 - 18-20  16-18 2 7 - 6. 2 - 5 - 15~7 6 -
. K . T “ , . . < &
7 7-8 14-17  14-15 - 6 1. 7 - L, 3. 4 4 12-14 7 - 8
¢ & o
Y ? . - o
8 6 11-13  11-13 - 5 - . § - 2 3 3 10-11 8 -~ 9
- . N o
- Lo~ N N ‘5: L, U
9 ©4-57) 810 $-10 1 3-4 - g r- - 2 2 8-9 9 - =
« S | —= %
10 2-3 5-7 6-7 ,/_ 2 - 10 - T 1 ,‘1 1 | 5-7 10 o 3
1 1 2-4 3-5 0 1 0 11 0 - 0 - 3-4 1 e
12 0 0-1 0<2 - 0 - |1 -+ ) o, - 0o, 1-2 7| 1y -
N j ‘. . 4 " {\ }
13 - < - - - - 13 . - - - - 0 13 -
: ;d ’ \ "
14 - - - - - - 14 - - - - - 14 -
15 . ) “fi ; B ) - s " T - - 15 -
v X ) . - R P
16 - - - - . - 6 - 4 - - 16 -
-17 - - - . - -7 T - - - T 17 -
‘ * - L
¢’ 18 - - - - - = | 18 - Tk - - 18 < 5
' o T, - - - - 19 - - . - ok - 19 -
. . b | >
» .Y A




- } T\'
Class Placement Reg. _ ,
Ethnic Status All Scaled- Score Equivalents of Raw Scores : £
Sex Both . v ‘
. [age 5°-6? \. Part One — _ e — .
. ¢ s
Scaled | Independent Economic - Language v f S.caled Vocational Self Responsi- Social-| Scaled Physical
Score | Functioning Activity Developmenty Time Concepts1 Score |. Activity Direction bility  jzation| Score Development
v - { . h .
1 30-32 - 12-13 0 1 4 6 - 11 1 -
2 33-34 - 14 1. 2 5 7 1 12 Y 2 - -
I3
3 35-37 - 15 - 3 ‘- 8 - 13 3 21
b .' . -
4 38-39 - - 16-17. 3, 4 8 9 - 14 4 -
. 1
M el
5 *. 40-42 - 18 - 5 - 10 2 . 15 5 - ‘
6 43-45 0 19 L 7 11 ~ 18 6 -
7 46-47 - 20-21 4 . 7 S 12 3 17 s 7 22
‘ i : 4 S Lo
8 48-50 1 22 - 8 8 . 13 - 18-19 -8 .. - 8=
. . ' 5 B
9 51-53 - 23 5. 9 - {\14 ~ 30 9 - g o
. ’ - . ‘ N v S
10 54-55 2 24-25 - 10 9 * , 18- 4 21 10 - »@
. . &
11 - 56-58 3 26 6 11 - 16 - 22 ‘11 - 53
- . ‘ A I I |-
12 "+ 59-60 - 27-28 7 12 - . 17 - 23 12 - B2
' . ’ \ LN
13 61-63 4 29 - . 13 19-11 18 - 24 13 - 3%}
. v
14 64-66 - 30 8 14 - 19 SRR S V) 24" 5 2
15 67-68 5 31-32 | - 15 - 20 5-6  25-26 [ 15 -
16 68-71 . 6 33 9 16 - 21 - - 16 -
17 72-73 - 34 10 5 17 - - - - 17 -
18 74-756 7 35-36 ( - .1 18 - 22-23 - - 18 - -
{ KO
. o
19 77—?9 - (~/37 - ) lé - - - - 19 - . ,
' 20

S




Class Placement Reg.

Ethnic Status  All Scaled Score Equivalents of Raw Scores . .
| Se)b Both N )
' Agen 53-62 Part Two
—————— h
“Scaled Destruc- , Anti  Rebell- Untrust- Wi~th‘- Stereo | Scaled Inter- Vé)cal Eccen- Hyper- Distur-| Scaled| Use of
_Score tive Social ious _worthy  drawal typed Score personal Hapits tric active bances Score | Medi-
. Manners Habits cation
1 20-21  Yo-32 ‘2s28"  s 7 1 - 7 s e1-22 | 1 .| - -
2 18-19 27-29 23-24 ~ - 1 1 2 4 6 - 19-20 2 -
3 ’C*ie-h 25-26  21-22- 4 N - 3 - - 4 17-18 3 -
4 14-15  22-24  18-20 - 5 - 4 3 5 - 15-16 4 -
5 _12-13 19-21 16-17 3 - - 5 - 4 3 13-14 5 -
*
‘6 10-11  17-18  14-15 - y - 6 - - - 12 6 - .
3 ' ' : | 2/
7 g 14-16 12-13 2, 3 - 7 2 3 2 10-11 7 - &
- [ 3]
8 7-8 11-13 9-11 - - - 8 - - - 8-9 8 - _ :g
=
9 ,5-6 9-10 7-8 , - 2 - 9 1 2 1 6-7 9 -
10 3-4 6-8 5-6 1 1 - 10 - 1 - 4-5 10 0 §
11 {1-2 3-5 3-4 - - 0 11 0 - - 2-3 11 - 2
12 0 1-2 0-2 0 0 - - 1‘2 . - 0 0 ) 1 12 - /
13 - 0 -, - - - 13 - - - 0 13 -
S
14 - - - - - - 14 - - - - 14 -
»
15 - - - - - - 15 - - - - 15 -
16 - - - -\ - - 16 |- - - - 16 -
17 N - - - - 17 - - - - 17 -
18 - - - - - - 18 - - - - 18 - (s
- - - - - - 19 = . = - - 19 -




%
v .’

Class Placement

o

-

g Ethnic Status ~Adl - * Scaled Score Equivalents of Raw Scores . ‘\
,» | Sex ¢ Both ~ = : '
Age 3%- 42 . Part One . . *
) »’ - - LY
Scaled | Independefft Economic Language | Scaled| Vocational _ Self Responsi- Social-| Scaled| Physical
Score | Functioning Activity Development Time Concepts| Score Activity Direction bility ization | Scgre | Development
. ‘ v
1 - - - - 1 - - - - 1 .7
2 - - - - 2 - - - - 2 .8
| - : 2E-
3 0-1 - - . 3 - - - 0 3 9-727\&%
- )
4 2-5 T - - 4 - - . 1-2 4 11 B
5 6-9 - . . 5 - 0-1 - 3-4 5 12 -2
G o \ 3%
& 10-12 - 0-2 - 6 - 2-3 - 5-6 6 13 0 2
. : - i By
7 13-16 ¢ . 3-1 - 7 0 4-5 -, 7-8 7 24 B *
. &
8 17-20 - *.5-6 0 8 1-2 6-7 0 9-10 | 8 15-16 7, ¢
. . v 4
9 21-X4 0 7-8 - 9 3 8-9 1 11-12 9 17§
. . o , ‘ 0 A
10 25-28 ¢ - 9-11 - 10 2-5 10 - 13-14 10 18
11 29-31 - 12-13 | 1 11 6 * 11-12 2 15-16 11 19
12 32-35 - 14-15 - 12 7-8 13-14 - 17 12 20
13 , 36-39 - 16-17 - T 13 9 15-16 3 18~19 13 21-22 § g
PR~ \ o8
14 40-43. T~ 18-19 -~ - 14 10-11 17-18 - 20-21 14 - Ta
' . . 4 2 ]
15 44-46 - 2022 3 15 - 19-20 g 22-23 | 15 23-24 o &
N . . P ~ . o —— 5 (=]
16 4750 1 23-24 - 16 - ) - - - © 16 - ; "3
17 51-54 - 25426 - 17 ° - 21-23 \ -~ 24-26 /17/ - EE
: £
18 55-58 - Y97-28 4 18 . - - . - 18 -1
° . 2]
19 59-61 - 29-30 - 19 - N 5-6 - 19 - §§ e
. . N . - b z
. )
Q g [y Na - - [N
ERIC> 20 “ '




C'assg Placement TMR
Etfmic Status , All

, Scaled Score Equivalents of ‘Raw Scores

Sex Both® .
| Age  33-42 > Part Two . *
Scaled | Destruc- Anti Rebell- - Untrust- ' With- Stereo : écaled Inter- Vocal Eccen~ Hyper+ Distur-| Scaled 55;3 oj’
Score | tive . Social ious worthy drawal typed | Score | personal JHabits tric active bances | Score Fdi- ’
Manners . Habits " . cation
1 20-21 17 23 3 25-26 10 1 - 6  18-19 - 26-28 1 - -
(o]
] : =N
. 2 18-19 15-16 ?:Lg -, 23-24 9 2 5 - 17 .5 24-25 2 - EE«
3 - 16-17 4. 19-20 - 20-22 8 3 - 5  15-16 - 22-23 | 3 - %5
- z ©0
4 15 12-13  17-18 .2 18-19 7 4 g 4 13-14 4 ~20-21 \ 4 -9 §
) w O
5 13-14 11 15-16 - 16-17 - 5 - - 12 - 17-19 5 28
6 11-12 9-10 13-14 - 13-15 6 6 3 3 10-11 3 15-16 6 1
7 9-10 8 11-12 - 11-12 5 7 - - 8-9 - 13-14 7 - *
'8 8 7 9-30 1 9-10 4. 8 2 2 7 2 11-12 8 -
®
9 6-7 5-6 8 - 6-8 3 9 _ - 5-6 - 8-10 9 -
/
. i
10 4-5 -+ 4, 6-7 - 4-5 2 10 1 1 3-4 1 ‘6-7 10 .
¢ ) ‘ . : [e]
11 2-3 2-3 4-5 0 ) .23 1 11 - - 2 = 4-5 1 0o T
* ot [$]
12 1 1 2-3 - 0-1 . 0 12, 0 0-  0-1 0 2-3 12 -3
\ ~ \ . * =
0 ¢ 0 0-1 - - - - - - 0-1"° o
13 , 01 - 13 13 - o
L]
14 - - - - - o 14 - - - - - 14 -2
_ -
15 - - - - - - 15 - - - - - 15° - =
16 - - - - - - 16 - - - - - 16 -
17 - - - - - - 17 - - - - - 17 -
- - - - - 18 - - - - - .18 =
&~
- - - - - 19 + - - - - . - 19 -

29
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-

s’

Class Placement TMR
Ethnic Status All

7

o
Scaled Score Equijf{;ntSvof Raw Scores

Sex Both
Age 43-52 S~ Part One
*Scaled | Independent Economic Language Scaled | Vocational Self Responsi- Social-| Scaled| Physicals
§c6¥e Functioning, Activity Development Time Concepts| Score Activity Direction bility ization| Score Development
™o ) U w
1 . - - - - 1 - - - 3-4 C1 - %o
] §ob
‘ . & U
2 0-2 . - - - .2 .- 0 - 5 2 18 8%
o « - 0 N
"', W f - L 0 A
3 3-6 - - - 3 - 1-2 - 6 3 - BH
. , & o
- o
4 7-9 - U 0-1 - 4 - 3 - 7 4 19 4,84
. [V SI-N
: - 4-5 8-9 L
5 10 '1§ - /2\3 . 5 . .5 3 E J
6 , 14-17 - 4-5 -, 6 - 6 - 10 6 20
3 18-200 o« ° - 6-7 - 7 0-1 7 0 11 4 -
‘8 21-24 - 8-9 0 ° 8 2 8-9 .1 12-13' 8 21
9 25-27 ¢ 0 " 10 - 9 3-4 10 - 14 9 -
- —~ ~j 3 b 114 . : 2 )]
10 26-31 11-i2 1 10~ 5 11-12 2 15 10 2 §§
- - - - - - 1 . - B8
11 32-34 . o 13-14 11 6-7 13 - 6 1 T &
; H
12 35-38 - 15-16 - 12 8, 14 3 17-18 12 - o3
. ol =]
‘ . . , ’ { )
13 39-41 - 17-18 2 13 9 15-:16‘ ‘ 4 19 13 - :E
. . . i o
14 42-45 - 19-20 - 14 10-11 17, - 20 14 24 ‘55
o [+]
15 46-49 - 21-22 3 15 - - 18-19 - 21-22 | 15 - A%
AN - ° . a g
16 50~52 1 23-24 - 16 - 20 - 23 16 - §z°
/ -~ ~
17 53-56 - 25-26 * - 17 - 21 56 24 17 -2
18—, 67-59 - 2748 g 18 - 22-23 - - 18 -
Y « M - -
19 80-63 - 29-30 - 19 - - - 25-26"| 14 - w.

S



Class.Placement TMR
Ethnic Status All

/

- -

Scale1 Score Equivalents of Raw Scores

Sex Bgthz_ & \
Age  4°-5 Part’ Two ’
Scaled | Destruc- = Anti  Rebell- Untrust- With- Stereo |Scaled | Inter- Vocal Eccen- Hyper- Distur-| Scaled| Use of
Score | tive Social . ious worthy  drawal typed Score | personal Habits tric active Dbances Score | Medi~~
Manners - Habits cation
- . . » g:
1 ‘3.3-3‘5 21-22  32-34 - 7 1 v 6 - 12 7 16 1 - $§§
2 29-3- 19-20  29-31 - - 2 5 5 11 - 15 2 ScEE
. . @ .,
3 26-28  17-18  26-28 - 6 4 - - 10 6 13-14 | * 3 2 =™
) ll o
4 23-25  15-16  23-25 2 5 4 4 4 9 5 12 4 N
* ) 33
5 20-22 14 21-22 - - 5 - - 8 - 11 5 -3 E
o ’ zﬁ
6 " 17-19 1213 18-20 _ y 6 3 3 7 'q 9-10 6 -gs3
i O
. , 3
7 | 14-16  10-11  15-17 - 3 7 - - - 6 3 8 7 1&
:
8 11-13 8-9 12-14 1 : 8 2 2 5 - 7 8 -
9 6-10 .  6-2 - 10-11 - 2 | o - - 4 2 5-6 9 -
10 5-7 4-5 7-9 - 1 10| g1 -1 3 - 4 10 -
11 2-4 2-3 4-6 0 - 11 . -« 0 2 1 2-3 11 0 o
. 7 . ' [¢]
bal
12 0-1 ©  0-1 1-3 - 0 12 o' .- ‘1 0 1 12 - &
. (%}
¢ . ™ . i
13 - - 0 - - 13 - - 0 - 0 13 -3
- ‘ - =
14 - - - - - 4 |, - - - - - 14 -5
' v
15 . - - - T - 15 | - - T - - 15 -5
[¢]
16 - - - - of 16 - - - o - 16 - =
17° - - - - - 17 - - - - - 17 -
;] fl
18 - - - - - 18 - - - - - 18 -
' 4
W . o
- - - - - ., 19 - - - - - 19 . -
v 3tJ




e,

= e -

»

/

o~

[ Class Placement TMR

s

.

Ethnic Status All .'Scaled Score fqui‘\lalents of Raw Score! ’
Sex Both ' . ) A
Age 53-62 ~ Part One R
Scaled |, Independent Economic Language‘ Scaled | Vocational Self Responsi- Social- | Scaled| Physical
Score Functioning Activity Development Time Concepts Ecore Activity  Direction ., bility ization]| Score Develcpment -
1 143" - - - 1 - - o 1 ) 1 10
2 g4-7 - - - 2 - 0 - '2-3 2 11 ~ga@
]
- N ? O~
3 8-11 - - - 3 - 1 - .4-5 |- 3 12/3 4%
: ‘ ' . A
4 12-14 - 0-1 - 4« - 2-3 - 6 4 13 O
' g3
5 15-18 - 2-3 - 5 - 4 - 7-8 5 14 3Zg&
‘ : o 2
6 19-21 - 4-5 - 6 - 5 0 9-10 6 s g
\ : =3
7 22-35 - .6-7 . 7 0 6-7 1 11 7 16 5§,
* y [&]
] ' » S
8 26-28 - 8-10 0 8 1 8 - 12-13 8 17 -2
' o9
. U
9 29-32 0 11-12 - 9 2-3 9-10 2 14-15 9 18 @&
10 33-36 - 13-14° 1- 10 4 ‘11 - ‘16 10 19
11 37-39 - 15-16 - 11 5-6 12«13/ 3 17-18 1 11 20
12 40-43° 1 17-18 2 .12 7 14 - 19-20 12 21
Ve N » » ", o
. ) oIS,
13 44-46 - 19-21 < - 13 8-9 «15-16 4 21 13 - 8s
14 47-50. - 22-23- 3 14 - 17 - 22-23 14 22-24 59,
. -}
. o >
.15 51-54 2 24-25 - 15 10-11 18-19 - ¢ - 15 - g
N s . g ~
16 55-57 - 26-27 : - 16 - 20 5-6 24-26 16 ~— ° 9
’ . i o,
. ’ £ w
17 58-61 - 28-29 4 17 « - 21 - - 17 - HE )
£ 8
i *
18 . 62-64" 3 - 30-31 - 18 - 1 22-23 - - 18 - v D
. e
nE -
19 65-68 - 32-34 5 19 - - - - 19 - 9 La
' [75] [

(W




3
L 4

| Class Placement THR

K

Sealed Score ‘Equivalents of ‘Raw Scores -

.

EthnicrStatus All .
Sex ° B?thz. . -~ .
Age 5°-6 Part Two ‘
Scaled D/?;/truc- Anti  Rebell- Untrust- With- Stereo |Scaled | Inter- Vocal Eccen~ Hyper- Distur-| Scaled | Use of
Score '} tAve Social ious  / worthy drawal typed | Score | personal Habits tric active bances Score | Medi-
Manners ‘Habits cation
° - [=3-
1 19+20  17-18 23-24 - 114 - 1 6 - 7 15-16 1 - 949
. - . ‘a8
2 - 17-18 16 ,21-22 - 13 7 2 - 8 - 14 2 -%Y9:
. . 2l g 3
-3 16 14-15  19-20 2 11-12 6 3 5 7 6 13 3 2 =W
. N )- * . c
4 14-15  12-13 17-18 - 10 - 4 4 6 5 11-12 4 -3
9 & ot
K4 S i
5 12-13 11 15-16 - 9 5 5 - - - 10 5 - a2
- - ‘ ik
6 19-11 9-10 13-14 7-8 4 6 3 5 4 9 6 | -=3
o U
B . v O
7 8-9 8 11-12 6 3. 7 - 4 3 7-8 7 1%°
. ' £ . P
8 6-7 6-7 8-10 - 5 - ‘5'\.3 2 3 - 6 8 -
9 5 5 6-7 - 3-4 2. - - 2 4-5- -
v . ? ?
10 . 3-4 3-4 4-5 - 2 1 10 1 2 To1 3 10 -
11 1-2 -2 2-3 0, 1 - 11 0 1 - 2 11 0 g
‘ [ ]
[ v . -t
12 0 0-1 0-1 - 0 0 12 - 0 0 0-1 12 - §
) o
13 - - - - - - 13 - - - - 13 | -3
14 - - - - .- - 14 - - - .- 14 -3
~ : ' 3
15 - . = - - - - 15 - - - - 15 - B
: : 2
16 y - - - - - 16 - - - - 16 -
17 > - - - - - .17 - - - - 17 -
18 - .- - - - - 18 - - - - 18 "L
. , ’ N (o]
- - - - - - 19 - - - - 19 -
.'. H
37




Class Placement TMR
Ethnic Status All

N

Scaled Score Equivalents of Raw Scores

Sex Both i
Age 63-72 Part Onme
Scaled | Independent Economic Language Scaled | Vocational Self Responsi~ Social-| Scaled| Physical
Score | Functioning Ac.tivity Development Time Concepts,| Score Activity Direction bility ization| Score | Development
1 0-2 - - - 1 - - - 1. | 1 2 2
. : 8 o
2 3-6 - - - - 2. - 0 - 2-3 2 13 398
, 4 a
3 7-11 - - - 3 - 1-2 - 4-5 3 14 O
g3
4 12-15 - - - 4 - - 3 0 6 4 15 37
‘ ' Q 2
S 16-19 - 0-1/ . - 5 0 4-5 - 7-8, 5 16 g™
§ b %
6 20-24 -( 3-4 - 6 1 6 1 9-10 | ¢ 17 &g
- @ o
7 25-28 - 5-7 0 ? 2-3 7-8 | - 11-12 ? 18 g §.
. ‘ O M
8 2.?—32 - 8-10 - 8 - 4 9 . 2 13 8 19 v A
9 33-37 o 11-13 1 .9 5 10-11 - 14-15 9 20
10 38-41 - 14-1¢6 . 2 10 6-7 12 3 16-17 10 21
11 42-46 | - 17-19 3 | n 8 13-14 - 18-19 11 22
12 47-50 1 20-22 4 12 - 15 4 20 12 - g 4
. v - : 8
‘13 51-54 - 23-24 - . 13 9-11 16-17 - 21-22 13 - EE.
14 55-69 - 25-27 5 14 - 18 - 23-24 14 23-24 %5
1s 60-63 2 26-30 6 1 - 19-20 - - 15 - :33
o ot
. g Al
17 68-72 - 34-36 8 17 - 22-23 - - 17 - : .-4
. o
s - 9 18 | - - Tt 18 -8 E
|l E
- 37-40 - - - ~- - . -
19 ' A9 s
. 0




3, 4

‘ Class Placeme

-

MR : S o ? .
Ethnic Stagu§ All Scaled Score Equivalents of Raw Scores
Sex 13c?a'th2 . . . - .
Age 6°-7 « Part Two | é )
Scaled | Destruc- Anti Rebell- Untrust- With- Stereo |Scaled § Inter- Vocal® Eccen- Hyper- Distyr- Scaled
Score | tive . Social  ious worthy drawal typed | Score personal Habits tric active bances | Score
. ) Manners Habits ‘
1 - 12 13-14 .16-17 - 8 7 1 - - 14 8 - 15 1 g
3 . T ) *‘ %
. . &=
/ 2 11 12 15 o~ 7 - 2 4 ¢ 15 - 14 2 8
¥ h *h, v ’ 1 :S g
3. 10 1%/- 14 -z . 6 3 - - 11 7 12-13 3 %
; . o
[ B3]
4 3 10 .12-13 .- 6 5 4 3 § 10 6 11 4 g8
h.. , 5 ﬂ ' - g
.5 8 9 - N1z - - 5 - 5 - - 9 - 10 5
- 4 6 -\/ - 7-8 5 8-9 6
4 3 7 2 2 6 4 7 7
3 - 8 - -l 5 3 6 8
- 2 9 1 1 3-4 - 4-5 9
S ’
. . =1
2 1 10 - - 2 2 3,1 10 3
. 4
Vs 7/ 9
1 0. | 11 - : 1 2 11 3
s )
U
0 - 12 0 0 0 0 0-1 12 =
.. ‘ . W
- . o
= - 13 - - - - - o
’ % 'f , . ' ) ; g
- . - !.4 - -~ - —. - g
- - 15 - = ! = -
- T 16 - - - - - 16
- - 17 - - - - - 17
- - 18 - - - by - 18 )
8 . 3
- -. 19 - - = = - 19




