CONFIDENTIAL
STUDENT NAME		CONFIDENTIAL

[image: NEWLOGO]TRACY UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
1875 W. Lowell Ave.
Tracy, CA  95376
Dr. Rob Pecot, Superintendent
(209) 830-3200
FAX (209) 830-3274 Special Education
SPEECH AND LANGUAGE ASSESSMENT REPORT

	Student Name: 
	
	Student ID#
	

	Gender:
	
	Grade:
	

	Chronological Age:
	
	Birth date: 
	

	Parent/Guardian: 
	
	Test Date(s):
	

	Address:
	
	School: 
	

	City/State/Zip: 
	
	Phone:
	

	Primary Language:
	
	Teacher:
	

	Race/Ethnicity:
	
	IEP Meeting Date: 
	

	Examiner(s):
	
	



REASON FOR REFERRAL:
This assessment is an evaluation to help determine continued special education eligibility and/or student needs and the appropriateness of services. (ADD IN IF INITIAL, TRIENNIAL, OR ORTHER REASON FOR ASSESSMENZT HERE). *** was referred for an evaluation by (ADD REFERRAL SOURCE HERE). The speech and language concerns are:

The following procedures were components of the evaluation: 
 
	Review of Background Information

	Developmental/Medical History/Family History

	Educational History

	Review of State Assessments

	Review of District Assessments

	Review of Discipline History

	Previous School Interventions

	Additional Agencies

	Previous Assessments

	Current Assessment Information

	Student Interview

	Parent Interview

	Teacher Interview

	Observations

	Other:

	Core Language Assessments 

	Clinical Evaluation of Language Fundamentals-5th edition (CELF-5)

	Comprehensive Assessment of Spoken Language-2nd edition (CASL-2)

	Oral and Written Language Scales-2nd edition (OWLS-2)

	Receptive One-Word Picture Vocabulary Test-4th edition (ROWPVT-4)

	Expressive One-Word Picture Vocabulary Test-4th edition (EOWPVT-4)

	Preschool Language Scale-5th edition (PLS-5)

	Supplemental Assessments

	Test of Problem Solving-2 Elementary (TOPS-2 Elementary)

	Test of Problem Solving-2 Adolescent (TOPS-2 Adolescent)

	Language Processing Test-3 (LPT-3)

	Receptive-Expressive Emergent Language Test-Third Edition (REEL-3) 

	Test of Language Development-4

	Fluency Assessments

	Stuttering Severity Instrument-4 (SSI-4)

	Articulation/Phonology Assessments

	Goldman-Fristoe Test of Articulation-3 (GFTA-3)

	Hodson Assessment of Phonological Processes 

	Pragmatic Assessments

	

	Voice Observations

	OTHER


 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: (Developmental history, relevant medical findings, school history, family history, educational progress, previous assessments, and previous school interventions.)

Developmental/Health History/Family History:
Refer to psych report

Educational History: 
Refer to psych report

ENGLISH LANGUAGE PROFICIENCY ASSESSMENTS FOR CALIFORNIA (ELPAC)
State and federal law require that local educational agencies administer a state test of English language proficiency (ELP) to eligible students in kindergarten through grade twelve. The California Department of Education (CDE) is transitioning from the CELDT to the ELPAC as the state ELP assessment by 2018. The ELPAC will be aligned with the 2012 California English Language Development Standards. It will be comprised of two separate ELP assessments: one for the initial identification of students as English learners (ELs), and a second for the annual summative assessment to measure a student’s progress in learning English and to identify the student's level of ELP.

	Area Assessed
	Performance Level

	Overall
	  

	Listening 
	  

	Speaking
	

	Reading 
	

	Writing 
	




Previous Assessments:
Date: 
Examined by:  ________________, Speech Language Pathologist

	Test Administered 
	Score/Descriptor 

	
	 

	
	 

	
	

	
	

	
	 

	
	



CURRENT ASSESSMENT INFORMATION:

VALIDITY STATEMENT:
A credentialed speech language pathologist administered all speech and language testing. Test and assessment materials and procedures used for the purposes of assessment and placement of individuals with exceptional needs were selected and administered so as not to be racially, culturally, linguistically, or sexually discriminatory. Child’s dominant language was considered in selecting assessment instruments. Tests have been validated for the specific areas of educational need. The results that have been provided accurately reflect the child’s current abilities as measured by the assessment procedures.

THIS IS AN ALTERNATIVE ASSESSMENT OF AN AFRICAN AMERICAN STUDENT. 
If the construct validity of a test is partially or fully determined through the correlation with an IQ test, such tests are not used due to existing California Department of Education (CDE) restrictions against the use of standardized IQ tests with African-American children in California public schools for special education placement decisions. 

THIS IS AN ASSESSMENT FOR AN ENGLISH LANGUAGE LEARNER (ELL).  

Considerations were made to consider primary language as part of this assessment.  Scores may be interpreted with caution.  The normal processes of second language acquisition, as well as manifestations of dialect and social linguistic variance, were not diagnosed as a disabling condition. Legal references: California Code of Regulations, Title 5, 104.35 California Education Code, Section 3023.

To facilitate ease of comparison of Standard Scores across tests administered, the following descriptive scale is used.  (Individual tests may utilize a different label to describe these standard ranges.



[image: ]
Extremely Low
Very Low
Below Average
Average
Above Average
Superior
Very Superior


	Standard Scores
	Descriptive Category

	>115
	Above Average

	86-114
	Average

	78-85
	Borderline

	71-77
	Low Range

	70 and below
	Very Low Range






Student Interview: 						
Interviewer: 
Date:

Parent Interview:  
Interviewer: 
Date:


Teacher Interview: 
Interviewer: 
Date:


OBSERVATIONS:
Playground Observation:
Observer:  
Date:  
Time:  

Classroom Observation:
Observer:  
Date:  
Time:  

Observed Test  Behavior:
Observed by:  
Date(s):

  
LANGUAGE:
Student demonstrated age appropriate language skills.  This is not an area of suspected disability.  The student (description of their language abilities)



	CLINICAL EVALUATION OF LANGUAGE FUNDAMENTALS-FIFTH EDITION (CELF-5)
The Clinical Evaluation of Language Fundamentals-Fifth Edition (CELF-5) is a flexible system of individually administered tests used to assist a clinician to accurately diagnose a language disorder in children and adolescents ages 5 through 21 years.

	Subtest
	Brief Description of Subtests
	Raw 
Score
	Standard Score
	Percentile Rank
	Performance

	Sentence Comprehension
(ages 5-8)
	Evaluates a student’s ability to interpret spoken sentences of increasing length and complexity; and select the pictures that illustrate referential meaning of the sentences.
	
	
	
	

	Linguistic Concepts
(ages 5-8)
	Evaluates a student’s ability to interpret spoken directions that contain basic concepts, which require logical operations such as inclusion and exclusion, orientation and timing; and identify mentioned objects from among several pictured choices.
	
	
	
	

	Word Structure
(ages 5-8)
	Evaluates a student’s ability to apply word structure rules (morphology) to mark inflections, derivations, and comparison; and select and use appropriate pronouns to refer to people, objects, and possessive relationships.
	
	
	
	

	Word Classes
(all ages)
	Evaluates a student’s ability to understand relationships between words based on semantic class features, function, or place or time of occurrence.
	
	
	
	

	Following Directions
(all ages)
	Evaluates a student’s ability to (a) interpret spoken directions of increasing length and complexity; (b) follow the stated order of mention of familiar shapes with varying characteristics such as color, size, or location; and (c) identify from among several choices the pictured objects that were mentioned.
	
	
	
	

	Formulated Sentences
(all ages)
	Evaluates a student’s ability to formulate complete, semantically and grammatically correct, spoken sentences of increasing length and complexity, using given words and contextual constraints imposed by illustration.
	
	
	
	

	Recalling Sentences
(all ages)
	Evaluates a student’s ability to listen to spoken sentences of increasing length and complexity, and repeat the sentences without changing word meaning and content, word structure or sentence structure.
	
	
	
	

	Understanding Spoken Paragraphs
(all ages)
	Evaluates a student’s ability to sustain attention and focus while listening to spoken paragraphs, create meaning from oral narratives and text, answer questions about the content of the information given, and use critical thinking strategies for interpreting beyond the information given.
	
	
	
	

	Word Definitions
(ages 9-21)
	Evaluates a student’s ability to analyze words for their meaning features; define words by referring to class relationships and shared meanings; and describe meanings that are unique to the reference or instance.
	
	
	
	

	Sentence Assembly
(ages 9-21)
	Evaluates a student’s ability to formulate grammatically-acceptable and semantically-meaningful sentences by manipulating and transforming given words and word groups.
	
	
	
	

	Semantic Relationships
(ages 9-21)
	Evaluates a student’s ability to interpret sentences that make comparisons, identify location or direction, specify time relationships, include serial order, or are expressed in passive voice.
	
	
	
	

	Pragmatic Profile
	Identifies a student’s verbal and nonverbal pragmatic deficits that may negatively influence social and academic communication.
	
	
	
	

	Core Language Score 
	
	
	
	
	

	Receptive Language Index
	
	
	
	
	

	Expressive Language Index
	
	
	
	
	

	Language Content Index
	
	
	
	
	

	Language Structure Index
	
	
	
	
	



	COMPREHENSIVE ASSESSMENT OF SPOKEN LANUAGE-SECOND EDITION (CASL-2)
The CASL-2 measures the oral language processing skills of comprehension and expression across four categories: Lexical/Semantic, Syntactic, Supralinguistic, and Pragmatic from students age 3-21

	Subtest
	Brief Description of Subtests
	Raw 
Score
	Standard Score
	Percentile Rank
	Performance

	Receptive Vocabulary
	Evaluates a student’s auditory comprehension of spoken words that refer to basic perceptual and conceptual relations.
	
	
	
	

	Antonyms
	Evaluates a student’s word knowledge, retrieval and oral expression of words with opposite meanings.
	
	
	
	

	Synonyms
	Evaluates a student’s recognition of words that have similar meanings.
	
	
	
	

	Expressive Vocabulary
	Evaluates a student’s word knowledge, retrieval and oral expression of a word that best completes a sentence.
	
	
	
	

	Idiomatic Language
	Evaluates a student’s knowledge, retrieval and oral expression of idioms.
	
	
	
	

	Sentence Expression
	Evaluates a student’s oral expression of accurate syntax; grammatical morphemes, sentence structure, word order.
	
	
	
	

	Grammatical Morphemes
	Evaluates a student’s knowledge, retrieval and oral expression of inflections and function words.
	
	
	
	

	Sentence Comprehension
	Evaluates a student’s recognition of the meaning of sentences that have similar structures and words.
	
	
	
	

	Grammaticality Judgment
	Evaluates a student’s ability to judge the accuracy of syntax and construct grammatically correct sentences.
	
	
	
	

	Nonliteral Language
	Evaluates a student’s understanding of the meaning of spoken messages, independent of the literal interpretation of the surface structure.
	
	
	
	

	Meaning from Context
	Evaluates a student’s ability to deduce the meaning of words from their oral linguistic context.
	
	
	
	

	Inference
	Evaluates a student’s use of previously acquired world knowledge to derive meaning from inferences in spoken language.
	
	
	
	

	Double Meaning
	Evaluates a student’s understanding of words, phrases and sentences that have more than one meaning.
	
	
	
	

	Pragmatic Language
	Evaluates a student’s knowledge of pragmatic language rules and their appropriate application.
	
	
	
	

	General Language Ability Index
	
	
	
	
	

	Receptive Language Index
	
	
	
	
	

	Expressive Language Index
	
	
	
	
	

	Lexical/Semantic Index
	
	
	
	
	

	Syntactic Index
	
	
	
	
	

	Supralinguistic Index
	
	
	
	
	




Measures the oral language processing skills of comprehension and expression across four categories: Lexical/Semantic, Syntactic, Supralinguistic, and Pragmatic

ORAL WRITTEN LANGUAGE TEST- 2ND EDITION: (OWLS-II)
The Oral and Written Language Scales, Second Edition (OWLS-II) is an assessment of receptive and expressive language for children and young adults.  The OWLS-II consists of two scales: Listening Comprehension (LC) scale measures oral language reception, which is the understanding of spoken language.  The examiner orally presents increasingly difficult words, phrases, and sentences to the student who then responds by pointing to or stating which of four pictures is correct. Oral Expression (OE) scale measures oral language expression, which is the use of spoken language.  The examiner presents a verbal prompt along with a picture and the student must respond orally to the prompt with increasing difficult language.

	Subtest
	Brief Description of Subtest
	Raw Score
	Standard Score
	Percentile
	Performance

	Listening comprehension

	The examiner orally presents increasingly difficult words, phrases, and sentences to the student who then responds by pointing to or stating which of four pictures is correct
	
	
	
	

	Expressive Communication

	The examiner presents a verbal prompt along with a picture and the student must respond orally to the prompt with increasing difficult language.
	
	
	
	

	Total Language Score

	
	
	
	
	



RECEPTIVE ONE WORD PICTURE VOCABULARY TEST-4 (ROWPVT-4)
The ROWPVT-4 is an individually administered, norm-referenced assessment of an individual’s ability to match a spoken word with an image of an object, action or concept.  It was standardized on English-speaking individuals ages 2-80+
	Raw Score:   
	
	Standard Score: 
	
	Percentile: 
	
	Performance:
	



Xx’s standard score of      is considered to be within the _______ range.  Description of test performance. 

EXPRESSIVE ONE WORD PICTURE VOCABULARY TEST-4 (EOWPVT-4)
The EOWPVT-4 is an individually administered, norm-referenced assessment of an individual’s ability to name objects, actions or concepts.  It was standardized on English-speaking individuals ages 2-80+
	Raw Score:   
	
	Standard Score: 
	
	Percentile: 
	
	Performance:
	



Xx’s standard score of      is considered to be within the _______ range.  Description of test performance. 


PLEASE SELECT FROM BANK IF YOU USED OTHER ASSESSMENTS 

PRAGMATICS:
Student demonstrated age appropriate social language skills.  This is not an area of suspected disability.  The student (description of their pragmatic abilities)

PLEASE SELECT FROM BANK IF YOU USED OTHER ASSESSMENTS 





ARTICULATION/PHONOLOGY:
ORAL MOTOR SKILLS:
Evaluation of Speech Mechanism and Oral Motor Skills
***’s oral structures and functions were observed and informally assessed. 
Jaw:
(address jaw strength, isolation, coordination and range of motion.)
Lips:
(address lip strength, isolation, coordination and range of motion.)
Tongue:
(address tongue strength, isolation, coordination and range of motion.)

GOLDMAN FRISTOE TEST OF ARTICULATION – THIRD EDITION (GFTA-3)
The Goldman-Fristoe Test of Articulation-Third Edition (GFTA-3) is a systematic means of assessing an individual’s articulation of the consonant and consonant cluster sounds of Standard American English. It provides information about an individual’s speech sound ability by sampling both spontaneous and imitative sound production in single words and connected speech. GFTA-3 provides age-based normative scores separately for females and males for the Sounds-in-Words and Sounds-in-Sentences tests.
	Raw Score:   
	
	Standard Score: 
	
	Percentile: 
	



Assessment Summary
Substitution (phoneme noted), Omission(-), Distortion(X), Interdental/Lateral Distortion(*)
	Sound
	P
	B
	M
	H
	K
	G
	T
	D
	N
	ng
	Y
	F
	L
	V
	SH
	ZH
	TH
	S
	Z
	R
	WH
	CH
	th
	J
	W

	Initial
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Medial
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Final
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	



Blend errors:

COMMENTS: 

Please include a comment from your observations to support your articulation findings  Or Student demonstrated age appropriate articulation and phonology skills (supported by your observations).  This is not an area of suspected disability.

VOICE:
Please give a description of the voice skills and your observations.

FLUENCY:
Please give a description of the voice skills and your observations.  SSI-4 Is in the bank



ASSESSMENT SUMMARY: 
Please review your findings in a summary.	                        
      
ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA:
Disabling Condition: Speech or Language Impairment

· Does *** meet eligibility criteria for special education services based on the criteria for Speech or Language Impairment?

A pupil has a language or speech disorder as defined in Section 56333 of the Education Code, and it is determined that the pupil’s disorder meets one or more of the following criteria:
(1) Articulation disorder.
(A) The pupil displays reduced intelligibility or an inability to use the speech mechanism which significantly interferes with communication and attracts adverse attention.  Significant interference in communication occurs when the pupil’s production of single or multiple speech sounds on a developmental scale of articulation competency is below that expected for his or her chronological age or developmental level, and which adversely affects educational performance.
(B) A pupil does not meet the criteria for an articulation disorder if the sole assessed disability is an abnormal swallowing pattern.
(2) Abnormal Voice.  A pupil has an abnormal voice which is characterized by persistent, defective voice quality, pitch, or loudness.
(3) Fluency Disorders.  A pupil has a fluency disorder when the flow of verbal expression including rate and rhythm adversely affects communication between the pupil and listener.
(4) Language Disorders.  The pupil has an expressive or receptive language disorder when he or she meets one of the following criteria:	
(A) The pupil scores at least 1.5 standard deviations below the mean, or below the 7th percentile, for his or her chronological age or developmental level on two or more standardized tests in one or more of the following areas of language development: morphology, syntax, semantics, or pragmatics.  When standardized tests are considered to be invalid for the specific pupil, the expected language performance level shall be determined by alternative means as specified on the assessment plan, or
(B) The pupil scores at least 1.5 standard deviations below the mean or the score is below the 7th percentile for his or her chronological age or developmental level on one or more standardized tests in one of the areas listed in subsection (A) and displays inappropriate or inadequate usage of expressive or receptive language as measured by a representative spontaneous or elicited language sample of a minimum of fifty utterances.  The language sample must be recorded or transcribed and analyzed, and the results included in the assessment report.  If the pupil is unable to produce this sample, the language, speech, and hearing specialist shall document why a fifty utterance sample was not obtainable and the contexts in which attempts were made to elicit the sample.  When standardized tests are considered to be invalid for the specific pupil, the expected language performance level shall be determined by alternative means as specified in the assessment plan.

It has been determined by this examiner that the current speech/language functioning is not the result of environmental, cultural or economic disadvantage.  The speech/language functioning is not primarily the result of limited school experience or poor school attendance.  The speech/language functioning cannot be corrected through modification of general education program or other categorical programs. 

CONCLUSIONS/RECOMMENDATIONS: 
Yes/no, student is eligible for DIS Speech/Language services.  
Must state whether the student meets the definition, but you can qualify it with “but final determination on eligibility will be made by student’s IEP team.” Note: If a student demonstrates need and is eligible for services under another category, then the teams needs to determine if LSH services are warranted and what level of service is required.  This should be an IEP team decision.   



__________________________________
Danielle Etcheverry, CCC-SLP
Speech Language Pathologist
Tracy Unified School District
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