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The purpose of Ehis paper is to §favide an alphsbetizéd annotated
bibliography of some measurement instruments which are used in screening
and formulating diagnoses. Descripsive information is provided for

4 .
each test. Information about these tests was obtained from test copies,
manuals, and publisher catalogues. Since tests are frequently revised
and new forms or manuals issued, anyone interested in using a particular
test should consult the publisher's most current catalogue befﬁre pu:ghagé-

In some cases, evaluative statements from various sources were in-
cluded in the Summaryxaf‘;he test. Geﬁetglly, these evaluations have

been taken from one of the Mental Measurements Yearbooks, O.K. Buros,

' : .
references. It is inevitable in a condensation of this type that impor- -

tant infﬂrms;ian may be omitted. The interested Edugatgf is urged to
cﬁnéult the original referenee,,sﬁgh as the test manual or the géview,
before making any final evaluations. A few f:ggggntly used tests have
been included with reviever's cammenté Ea:pgint gﬁt the inadvisability
S'@f using those particular tests. e
Inclusion of any test in this bibliography should not be construed

as a recommendation by the Missouril Department of Elementary and Secondary

Education.
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Several components are included in each test summary. ‘The following
points should be considered when reading the summafies:
Iitle. The title of the test is not always the name most frequently
s R
used when educators refer to the test. The author's name is often used

in place of the actual title, e.g. the Developmental Test of Visual Motor

Integration Is often called the "Beery."

Date. The date refers to the most recent revision of a test when
this infermatian was available. The original Editian of a test may have
beea published in 1933, and a revised edition made available im 1972. 1In
some cases, the §riginai and revised versions may be virtually identieal;-
however, the inference is made that the "revised" edition constitutes an
update of the test. fhe interested educator should ‘refer to both editions
and critics’ réviéﬁs to see what changes, if any, were made in the ariginalb
edition.

Auﬁhﬁf; In cases where more than one person authored a test, all
names listed in the Source are included.

Range. The range of the test may be statéd in ;ermé»af»chraﬂaiggical
age 3;535 3-6) or gradé plicément (grades K-12). Iﬁfﬂrmatian on levels
available is included after the éga or grade range. Ea: example, "Grades
1-6; 2 levels“-indicaées that the test is available for two different
grade ranges. One level méy be for gradés 1-3 and a second level for
grades 4-6. The catalogue should be consulted for more infafmaéiaﬁ on
the rénge of éagh level.

Administration. A test will be described as a group administered

test or an individually administered test. Of course, a group test
could also be administered to an individual student. Following this infor-
mation is the‘estimated time for test sdmiﬂistratian; If alternate farms

arg avsilable ﬁhich are intended Ea be aquivalent iﬂ cnntent, difficulty, |
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“‘etc., this is stated after the administrgéian time. If a trained exam-
iner 1s required to administer the test, this 1s mentioned after time
or forms. T

. 4

Degcription. In this section tests may be referred to by their

initials only. For example, Metropolitan Readiness Tests may be veferred

to as MRT. A general description of the test, as well as reviewers' com-
ments, are provided in this section. A comment from a review in the

Mental Measurements Yearbock includes the critic's last name, the edition

" number and MMY, e.g. (Smith, 7th MMY). Other reviews are referred to E?
the guéhgt'g name and the year of publication, e.g. (Jones, 1970). A
few tests are described with no further information provided. These

tegts are well known butréauld not be used often in a public sclool set—

!tings as few persanﬁél would be trained to administer and interpret them.

Development. Infiormation about the population upon which the test

vas standardized is included under "Development.” In many instances,
the number of individuals in the sample may be appféximazé; Information
on the normative papulatiqn has Eaeﬁ candenseﬁ’igs tgsts when Eiteﬁsivev
’desgziptians were provided in the manual. If a test is being considered
- for use, Eha manual or technical report shauli be consuited. It shcu;d
be determined if the sample upon which the test was standardized is
representative (in terms af race, community size, socioceconomic class,
B _ ezcg) of she Etud§§:srtp be assessed with that test.

Bgliayé;it'. It is important that information on reliability in

the test manual or technical report be evaluated if one ié cﬁﬁsideriﬁg

& particular test. It would be iﬁpassible to meaningfully géﬁdéﬁse numer- , 
“ous s%uéies related to reliability which are available féf'égméfteSté;
"Qéher tests do ﬁét,féparc,infagmatian én reliabiliéy. vIt;ﬁaj,:quire

(Eany'ygaré Eéfare adeqﬁatg re1iabi1ity iﬁfafmatiﬁn'is agguﬁ;a;eéizﬁlgGk,'
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of such information should not automatically result in discontinued use
of the Ees;.‘ However, careful eangideratigﬁ should be given before
using such a test to make impérgant decisions regarding a student's

4
educational future,
Validity. The comments under "Reiigbility“Kare also appropriate
for "Validity." o
Publisher. This section includes the most recent available name

and address of the publisher or distributor of the test.




Visual and Auditory Aculty

Vision and hearing screening tests may bg;given-by someone tralned
to use thfse spacialiéed instruments. This individual would most likely
be the school nurse. Those children who show péssible defects In vision
or hearing on the screening test should be referred to Ehg appropriate
Epeéialistgfar a thorough and intensive érnfesgianal examination.
visual

The following are devices which may be used for screening

aculty:

AO School Vision Screening Teat. ...
Keystone-Telebinocular
Ortho-Rater

- Titmus Vision Tester

| The following companies manufacturer audiometers which are used

for screening audlitory acuity:
Ambco Electronics
Beltone Electronics Corporation
Eckstein Brothers, Inc.
Grason—-Stadler
Maico Hearing Instruments
Tracor, Inc.
Zenith Hearing Instrument Corporation

- Intelligence

The tests listed in this category aré usually administered to obtain
an overall estimate of the subject's general level of functioning capa-
city. They are not designed for the purpose of analyzing the character-
istics of the subject's learning problems or_for_determining appropriate
remedial strategles.

California Short=Form Test of Mental Maturity

Cognitive Abilities Test (Primary Battery)
Hiskey-Nebraska Test of Learning Aptitude
Lorge-Thorndike Intelligence Tests, Multi-Level Edition
Lorge-Thorndike Intelligence Test, Primary Battery
Otis-Lennon Mental Ability Test

Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test

"Slosson Intelligence Test

SRA Primary Mental Abilities Test




Stanford-Binet Intelligence Scale, Third Revision
Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children-Revised
Wechsler Preschool and Primary Scale of Intelligence
- Social-Fmotional
Although social-emotional problems are often best assessed through
observation and other informal techniques, there are formal instruments
available to assess the appropriateness of certain Eehaviﬂrs. Hbst
of the ;Esta in this section can be administered in a noncliniecal setting.
Adaptive Behavior Scales
Bender-Gestalt Test
Cain-Levine Social Competency Scale
Devereux A&alescent Behavie: Ratiﬁg Scale
Devereux Elemen;ary School Béhaviar Rating Scale

Vineland Social Maturity Sgale
What L Like to Do

Early Scréénin’

According to the handbook develoepd Ey the Missouri Department of
Elgnen;ary and Séecndary Education, "Guidelines for an Early Ckildheod
Screening Program,” the definition of screening is the "use of relatively
simple dévices administered on initial contact with the population which
are vglid and reliable 1 terms of determing relasive normalecy." The
instruments in this section are designed to assist in identifying the
needs of children at an early age - usually prior to entering kindergarten.

Cooperative Preschool Inventory

Denver Developmental Screening Test

First Grade Screening Test

Pre-~School Kindergarten Bgadiness Inventary

Screening Test of Academic Réadiness
Vane Kindeggarten Test

Speech
Often a distinction 1s not made between "speech" and "language.”"

. Speech disorders are generally considered to be difficulties in sound

8
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production. These would include articulatory defects, stuttering, cleft-
palate speech, or vocal defects (faulty pitch, quality or intemsity).

Arizona Articulation Prafiéieney Scale )
+0Obio Tests of ‘Articulation and Perception of Sounds
Predictive Screening Test of Articulation

Riley Articulation and Language Test
Templin-Darley Tests of Articulation

Language and Concepts

vwhich is more related to mechanical reproduction of sounds, iaﬂguage'isA
related to the expression of thoughts and uﬂ&erszanding of ideas. The
development of language and concept formation is dependent. upon a back-
fgfand of experience.

Basic Gﬁnéept Invéntgry, Field Research Edition

Boehm Test of Basic Concepts

Illinois Test of Psycholinguistic Abilities

Northwestern Syntax Screening Test

Preschool Language Scale
Utah Test of Language Development

Auditory Perception

The tests included here are probably best used for assessing highly
speclalized auditory skills such as auditory discrimina;;eﬂ>ﬁf auditory

memory. They should be given after auditory acuity has been checked.

school failures, as readinesa for school méasureg, or as predictors of
reading achievement is not recommended. A

Auditory Diserimination Test :
Goldman-Fristoe-Woodcock Auditory Skills Test Battery
Goldman-Fristoe-Woodcock Test of Auditory Discrimination
Kindergarten Auditory Screening Test : L

Ohio Tests of Articulation and Perception of Sounds:

9




Visual Perception and Visual-Motor Integraticnm -

Like the Euﬂita:y perception tests, visual perception tests are
wost efficiently used to assess specific visual skills such as visual
4
discrimination or visual memory. They should be administered after
visual acuity has been checked. It also should not be assumed that
these tests may be used efficiently as predictors of reading gehieveméﬁt
or overall school success. In selegting and using one of these tests,
one whould take into consideration the fact that most tests of visual
perception also involve fine-motdar skills; thus, the term "visual-motor
integration."
‘Bender Gestalt Tests
Benton Revised Visual Retention Test
Developmental Test of Visual-Motor Integration
. Marianne Frostig Developmental Test of Visual Perception
Motor-Free Visual Perception Test
Pérceptual Forms Test ‘
. Primary Visual Motor Test
Purdue Perceptual Motor Survey
Gross Motor
Most assessment of gross motor skill employs informal observation
'|
;eghéiqueg. Gross motor activities are those sgzivities which p;imatiiy
invulve tha movement of 1arge musgles.
Lincoln-Oseretsky Motor Development Scale

Purdue Perceptional Motor Survey .

Learning Disabilities

The Eésts listed in the "Learning Disabilities" caéegary are €3ﬁ1 |
signed to measure a.varieﬁy of abilitieg which may intérfer& with suézess
in Schéﬁlg These may include a combination of skills such as visual and.
audié;;; perception, gross and fine mgté; or language skills which may

be assessed by other devices also..

10




m e e =~ Behavilor Rating Scale
' Meeting Street School Screening Test

Pre-Reading Screening Proredures
Pupil Rating Scale
Screening Tests for Identifying Chil:iren with Specific
o Language Disability-
Specific Language Disability Test
Valett Developmental Survey of Basic Learning Abilities

BReading Readiness

Besdineas tests are g:nup tests and are cﬁmmnnly given at thé end .
of kindergarten or beginnning of Eirét grade. They have been developed
' to evaluate the child's readiness for academic tasks, espécially feading.
Gatea—HacGinitie Reading Tests: Readiness Skills
Lee=Clark Reading Readiness Test :

: Metropolitan Readiness Tests
v . Murphy-Durrell Reading Readiness Analysis

Tests used to assess reading performance may-be survey tesﬁs o
diagnostic tests. A survey reading gest 1s designed E; give an indica-
tion of the level of difficulty at which the subject can read or a
_géneral level of comprehension. »A diagnostic test 1s designed to give
a more detailed analysis of reading skills. General achievement tests
“also msy»iﬁelﬁdé reading subtests which assess overall .level of reading

ability.

Survey

Classroom Reading Inventory

Durrell ListeningﬁReading Series
Gates-MacGinitie Reading Tests

New Developmental Reading Tests (Intermediate)
New Developmental Reading Tests (Primary)
Standard Reading Inventory

Doren Diagnustic Reading Test
Durrell Analysis of Raading Diffigulty
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Gates-McKillop Reading Diagnostic Test
Gilmore Oral Reading Test
Gray Oral Reading Test
McCullough Word-Analysis Tests
Silent Reading Diagnostic Tests

* Standord Diagnostic Reading Test
Woodcoclk Reading Mastery Tests

Arithmetic
Standardized tests of arithmetic generally fall into two types. One

type of test assesses a subject's specific strength;-snd weakensses.
Some of the tests of this type provide a profile of skills which may be
helpful in plsnning remedial programs. The other type of standardized
gritgmeeig test is the genmeral achilevement test which includes an ariihi
metic subtest as part gf the complete battery. This type of assessment
tests overall lgvel of arithmetic functioning but does not diagnose
speqific’skillé or dgﬁic%ts- |

‘Diagnostic Chart for Fundamental Processes in Arithmetic

Diagnostic Tests and Self-Helps in Arithmetic

KeyMath Diagnostic Arithmetic Test
Stanford Diagnostic Arithmetic Test

Genéral,éghievement

' Tests usually_gan;ain arithmetic and reading subtests and may include
a spélliﬁg subtest. Gene 2l achievement tests survey overall level of
functioning sndﬁchus are not most efficient to use for diagnostic puf%
poses., |
Peabody Individual Aehiévement Test

Stanford Early School Achievement (Level I)
Wide Range Achievement Test

%
v
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 Title:  Adaptive Behavior Scalés
‘Date: 1969

"Aﬁﬁhéfssi Kazuo Nihira, Ray Foster, Max Shellhaas snd Henry Leland
;a;f : Range: Ages 3 and over; 2 levels

Muinistration: Individual rating; 20-25 minutes =

Description: The ABS is a set of 111 items covering 24 areas of social
~and personal behavior. Its major purpose is to evaluate -
the subject's effectiveness in coping with environmental -
demands. The ABS was designed to follow the definition.

of adaptive behavior of the American Association on Mentail
; Deficiency. It was developed for use with emotionally -
disturbed and mentally retarded subjects. The rating scale
may be completed by any individual who is well acquainted
with the subject. Miller (7th MMY) stated that the ABS

.nn. . Should.be .useful.in providing essential information for

~~making decisions about the mentally retarded. According

TR "Tto Semmell (7th MMY), the ABS is potentially useful but
1 needs more research on rellability and validity, and more -
Do extensive standardization. : ‘

Development: The ABS was standardized on a samblé.af 2,800 patients

- from 63 residential institutions for the retarded in the
U.S. The sample was stratified by sex, intelligence, and
age‘ +

S Reliability: Inter-rater reliabilities reportedly ranged from .40
- ' to .86 for the adult level.

Validity: According to Miller (7th MMY), some studies are cited :
o * as evidence of validity and future studies will probably
' continue to validate the ABS. ' ST S

Publisher: ~ American Association on Mental Deficiency
3201 Connecticut Avenue N.W. '° :
Washington, D.C. 20015




 Title: Arizona Articulation Proficiency Scale

Date: 1970 .

Author: Janeé Barker fudala

Range: i’Héntal ages 2-14 and over

Administration:

Description:

Development:

Reliability:

Validity:

‘Publisher:

It is based on the assumption that the more frequently -

'12031- Wilshire Boulevard

Individual; 20 minutes
The AAPS is a numerical scale of articulatory pféfieiengy;lr

a sound 1s misarticulated, the greater is the articulatory'
problem.. ‘ 7 . Co T e

The atandardization population consisted of 700 boys and .
girls, ages 3-0 to 11-11, in the Seattle Public Schools.
Children with gross deviations in hearing,. mental ability, .
emotional stability, or nmeurological functioning were . .
eliminated. Children from 16 preschools were also included.

No clear description is given of the sample.

A test-retest reliability coefficient of .96 with a one-
week test interval was reported for.105 children.

A correlation of .92 was reported between the AAPS and
10 speech pathologists' ratings of 45 children. :

Western Psychological Services

Los Angeles, California 90025
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‘Title: Auditory Discrimination Test

Date: . 1973

Author: Joseph M. Wepman
Range: Ages 5-8 (and above)

Administration:

- Description:

Development:

Reliability:

Validity:

Publisher:

' was reported on the difficulty of the phanemé cmparisaﬁé'
- for a sample of 67. :

The Wepman ADT is used for measuring sound diserimizatigne
among young children and has also been used in diagnnsing :
older children experiencing speech or reading difficulties..”
Various studies have indicated that children with articu- -

lation pzablems are very likely to score low in this test,
DiCarlo (6th MMY) reviewed the ADI, giving iE a good nverall;
rating. ‘ "

The standardization population eansisted of 1, OQD children
ages 5 to 8, from New York, Illinois and Iowa. Socioeconomic
status, ethnic group, urban-rural classification, parental.
education level and other variables were considered.

Test-retest reliability coefficient of .91 and .95 were
reported for samples of 109 and 279. An equivalent=form
coefficient of .92 was reported. A coefficient of .62

Variéus,s:udies have Eeen undetrtaken to investigate the
validity. These were summarized in the ADT manual.

Laﬁguagg Research-Assoeciates;—Ines—————

175 East Delaware Place
Chicago, Illinois 60611
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rmlfitléii lﬁasie‘GéngePE‘Invéatéry{ Field ﬁegearehgﬂﬁitiaﬁ*f

Date: 1967 |
‘Author: Siegfried E. Engelmans

Range: Preschool and Kindergarten

Administration: Individual; 15 minutes

Description: The BCI is g criterion-referepced checklist of pasic con~"
- : - cepts frequently used-in verbal directions which .are. con= .
- 8idered necegsary for g chilg preparing for beginning

~academlc tagkg. . It wag primarily designed for use wi
Vexperlentialiy-deprived and emotionally-disturbed children

Its use with glow learners and the mentally Tetarded

also mentioned.' Much’ of the manual-ig.devoted'to suggest
for instruction to the clasaroom teacher.' Caiition mist be '
used since the BCI is a'research edition. However) McCandle
(7th MMY) felr that the BCI would be useful to any teacher|
interested in diagnostic testing.. McCarthy (7th MMY) . .
- believed that the BCI has Some merit {f used cautiously. -

Development: _5- No 1gf§:matigﬁ ﬁas;gvgilgblé;.-v-‘
Reliability: No information was availsble,
‘Validityz; " No 1nfarﬁa£1§g waé,gvaiiabieé.
Publisher: Follett EublisﬁiﬂS'Cémpaﬁ? |

1010 West Washington Boulevard
Chicago, Illinois 60607
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4

Veralee B. Hardin and Robert F. Busch

’BSﬁgés B Primsfy'gfa&és

Adiinistfatian: Téaéhgr”fating; 10-15 ﬁinutés

Description: The BRS 1s a checklist to be used by the classroom teacher
" identifying children with possible learning- disabilities.
The BRS checklist consists of 60 observable characteris~
tics of the primary grade student. The four areas in-~
cluded are Visual Perception, Auditory Perception,” Languag

and Motor Development, . SRS

Development: == As this is a new instrument, information is natiyet,ségiié
* able on development and relliability. R :

Validity: One study has been done at this time which indicated that..
. the BRS, if used with the Co nitive Abilities Test (group =
intelligence test) gnd:gnﬁgleﬂgg,ﬁf_LettérgfBameg;gﬂd,f> :

Sounds (from. the Stanford Earl School ‘Achievement Test),

had a correlation coefficient of .59,

Publisher: Lucas Brothers Publishers
909 Lowry
Columbia, Missourl 65201




Benderﬁcegtglt Test

”'['Ticle*‘

Date: . 1945

Authﬁr; iLaureEEanggder
Range:

Administration: Individual; 10 minutes, must be a&miﬁistered Ey a

Age 4 and over .

Erained examiner

Degeription: = The ariginal Benderscéstalt is the Visuai Hhtar GEsEalt
' Test by Bender. . It consists sf 9 designsftg'ﬁ"eapied'
the ¢ subject on .paper.’ Va:iaus other. tests represen

~ ‘tions and modifications in administrative - ‘Pro
or. expanded Anterpretive ‘procedures,. fathe:.
test material. The most extensive. work inad
"has been done by Koppitz. Ihg ‘test has beer
variety of . clinical purposes: predictnt,aifsehaal ‘achieve
ment, indicator of emotional disturbanz",a bréiﬂ injufj,
and a measure of: visual’ pEfcepEinn" p the s
;hypothesized that ehildren with: nnrmal in;elligence, ﬁithau
personality deviations or organi: brain .discrders, tend to -
znpy designs in a: prédietable manner. Ihis inatfumgnt is

diagnastig or Experimental technique. Further infarmgtian L
~ is included in Buros Third, Fourth, Fifth S§ix, and Seventh .
Hentsl Heasufementa Yea:bnaks_

Publisher: The Pyschﬂlagiea; Garp.
o 304 East 45th Street
New York, New York 1@017

-y
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qrf;tlézj.;BEﬁtan Revised Visual Retentian Test

Date: - 1974

1=Auth§r= A:thu: L. Benton

Range: Agé 8-adult

Admiﬁis;za;ianz

'Dééériptian;

Publisher:

Individual; 25 minutes; trained examiner required -

The RVRT is a clinical and research instrument designed
to measure visual memory, visual perception, and visual-

motor coordination. It is used to supplement examinatiﬁnsr:

nE persans suspected of abnarmgllty or im@ai:ment.
The Pysehnlngical Corp.

304 East 45th Street
New York, New_York 10017..
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i"ii;ﬁleé Baehm rest of Basic Caﬂeepta

" Date: 1970

Author: ;Agn E.
" Bange: "Gfadés
Adminstration:

Description:

~ not intended to be: ‘equivalent forms, but’ ‘are: both ‘to.be "

K~2

thup, 30 miﬂutea in 2 sesaians, 2 baﬁklets (nat equivaleﬂt)

-The BTBC was designed to assess Beginning sghgal :hildfen 8

knnwledge of frequently used basic eaneepts._ It is caﬁptiseﬂ
of two: bnaklets, each céntaining 25 itemsi_ The baﬁkletg ‘ar

adm;nigtgrga_ -Suggestions are made in the manual gn;haw'

" to use the results to plan remedial instruction.  It: -appears

" that the. test is not of great’ value‘féf firstﬂgrade

from .
middle or upper socloeconoaic . levels and for most second o
graders. (McCandless, 7th MMY). All reviewers in*the 7th"

g HH? felt thag the BIBE ﬁas basieally well develaped. - g.;vfj

Development:.

The staﬁdardi;a;ian papulatinn cnﬂaisted Qf 9, 7DD ehildren
enrolled in kindefggrten, ‘grade one and grade two in si;tee

: citles. geraas the U.S. Hidyeaf norms were . gbtained from

Reliability:

Validicy:

Publisher:

!
1

children in five cities. The subjects were deseribed by
eity, grade and saeiaecgnamie level.

Split=half reliability coefficients ranging between .68
and .90 for the tatal score uere :eperted.

No evidence except "face" validity was repntted.

Pyschalagical Corp. i
304 East 4th Street

New York, New York 10017
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 Date: 1970
An;hﬁrz iHﬁrtan

, Réngé: Pupils

lower

Adpinistration:

Descriptioni

Development:

 Reliability:
Validicty:

- Publisher:

:ﬁ’iT;éié;“ ?B§ééi,Réading'igvent@fyf

Botel

in grades 1-12 whose reading levels are fourth grade or

Individual; 40 minutes; 2 forms

" The BRI is an informal reading iﬁventﬁgy cﬁnsistin§‘nf1 L

four subtests designed to aid the teacher ia estimating | -
the instructional, iﬁdegendégtfand‘frus;;étign:readingf G
levels of children and to evaluate knowledge of selected
phonics and related skills. The subtests cover word R
xgcagﬁitign,,ﬁardféppéSitesg‘phﬁni:s;ﬁgste:? and spelling.
The BRI could be useful as an informal assessment; how=

~ ever, the reading teacher could gather as much iﬂfﬂfmgtinnf.f

from her own informal reading inventory.
The BRI is not a standardized. test

Reliability was reported for Word Recognition and Word
Opposites subtests only. )

Validity was reported for Word Recognition and Word
Opposites subtests only.

Follett Publishing Company
2020 Wést_Washingtaﬁ,ﬁéulevard -
Ch;cagg, Illinois 60607
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Title:  Cain-Levine Social Competency Scale

Date: 1963

Authors:, Leo F. Cain, Samuel Levine and Freeman F. Elzey
Range: Ages 5-13

Adminisﬁ:aéiﬁn:,

Description:

‘Development :

-~ Reliability:

Validity:

.‘;Publ%sher?

- designed to estimate the soclal competence of - trainable  2,
‘mentally retarded children., The respondent. shguld be -

'The standardiza;ian papulatian eansisted aE 7DD traingble

Individual rating; 10 minutes

The Cain-Levine is a 44-item Eehaviﬁ:al ratiﬂg scale

one whp 1s well acquainted with the child such as his .
mother, teacher or ward personnel. The items are in
four subscales:. Self-help, Initiative, Social Skills e
and Communication. - Subscales would be useful in planning"

and- evsluating individual prﬁgrams : B

mentally retarded children in California. The intelli- R
gence quotients ranged from 25 through 59, and mental
ages ranged from .two through seven-years. Data on par-
ents' educatian, income and’ aeenpatian are provided.

Test-retest’ reliability caeffieients for 35 subje:ts
over a period of three weeks reportedly ranged from
.88 to .97, with an averall eaeffieient af .98.

No data on validi;y vere repgrted in the manual. ‘A
discusaion gf item selae;iﬂn praceéufes was included.

ansulting Psyehalagisﬁs Press

577 College Avenue .
Palo Alto, California 94306
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vfiitiéz. Califnrnia Shart—Fﬂrm Tes: of Hental Haturi:y

- Daze._' 1963

o Agthnrs. iElizabeth T. Sullivan, Willis W. Clark and Ernest Iiegs

Eange. Grades K-adult; 8 levels

Adﬁiﬁiatfatien:

Description:

-
Development:

Reliability:

Validity:

Publisher:

Group; 35-45 minutes

The CSFTMH is an adaptation of the Ealifnrnia Test af

Mental Maturity. Both were designed to provide "informa- |
tion about functional capacities that are basic to learning,

problemsolving, and responding to'new situations." - The R

California tests were patterned after the- ?&aﬂfard=31net.;
The complete battery.is divided into Language ‘and Non-.
Language Segtians. Each ae:tinn yields an. IQ and mental
age.

mixed. HQWEVEE, thére seems "to be géﬂéfél agreement ;bat
it is questignable to use Levels 1 and 2 to evaluaﬁe yaunger .
children. . ,

Approximately 39,000 subjec;s fram 49 states ‘in the U. S.

‘were tested for the 1963 revision. Consideration was giveg: :

to geographic region, sehaal p@pulatian, schaul g:ade and
community size.

Reliability coefficients for the total s:nre were repn:ted
as ranging from .91 to .95, with the exception of Level 0
which was .78. Coefficients were also reported for sections
and variables, S ) ‘ o o
Comparisons were made between the CSFTMM and other standard-
zled tests of mental ability. The garrelati@n eaeffieients

were reparced in ;he taehﬂigal report. - : T

California Tes; Bu:aau
McGraw-Hill Book Company
Del Monte Research Park
Monterey, California 93940




Title: Classroom Reading Inventory

‘Dates: 1969

‘Author: Nicholas J. Silvaroli

4

Range: Grades 2-8

Administration: Iﬁdividual' spelling survey may be group administered'
' 12-15 minutes, 2 fnfms

-Descripéign, The CRI was desigﬂéd as a diagnostic tgél for the elemen-
tary classroom teacher who has mo prior experience with
group or individual diagnostic tests. The purpose of the’
CRI is to help the teacher determine the hearingicspaeityg,
independent, instructional, and frustration levels. The
CRI consists of graded wordlists (Part I), the gzaded gral.,
pa;agraphs (Paft II) and spelling survey (Part III). . The
booklet only is purchased, and the publisher grants perﬁ :
mission to reproduce the necessary portions from the book- -
let. Even though the manual states otherwise, some degrea'-

~of sophistication would be necasaary to interpre: the
results- af this inventafy.

No information was givea on the develnpmanﬁ af the iﬁventary

Development: 2t
' with the exception gf refefences used for feaﬂability mea- -
sures. \
‘Reliability: No information was reported in the manual.
Valdity: VNg infgfmétian was reported in the manual. . .. .-
- Publisher: William C. Brown Company Publishers

1 135 South Locust Street
‘ " Dubuque, Iowa 52001
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Cagnitivg'AbiliEies Test (Pfiméﬁy Battery)

1968 |

- Authors: Eﬂbégt L. Thorndike, Elizabeth Hagen and Irving Lorge
Range: Grades K-3 .
Administration: Group; 1 hour in two seséiansg 2 forms

Description: - The CAT is part of an integrated series of group intelli-
, gence tests. It can be followed by the multi-level edition
of the CAT. Normative links between the two tests make '
is possible to obtain comparable test scores across 14
grades, The CAT uses pictures and oral directions which
eliminate the influence of reading skills. According -

- to Cox (7th MMY) there are few group tests designed to
measure cognitive ability in the early grades. He further :
stated that the practical features of the CAT are iipressivef §
but further reliability and validity data are needed.

Development : The normative samples for the CAT were drawn from a'cross .
] section of schools which were used in the Lorge-Thorndike
- (180,000 pupils in 40 states). =

Reliabilicty: Reliability coefficients were reported as beingrnear +90
at each grade level (samples of 300 at each level).

Validity: "No validity data were given, with the exception of a
fagtar_analysis;af_the,GAIwand“gfade‘level,3.afhtﬁéuLﬁgjﬁ
Thorndike. This analysis showed that 83 percent of the
variance was accounted for by a "general reasoning" factor, .

Publisher: Houghton Mifflin
_ ‘ 53 West 43rd Street
.o ' . New York, New York 10036
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Tit;ez' ' Cooperative Preschool Inventory

Date: 1970

Author: Bettye M. Caldwell

Range:  Ages. 3-6l

Administra;ian:

Deazfiptienzf'

Reliability:
Validicy:

Publisher:

Individual; 15 minutes SRR

The CP1 was designed to be a brief assessment and sereengg
ing procedure for young children. The 6rigiﬂal pu:pnse
was to measure a child's EﬁnEEPCE and basic infafmatieﬂ
prior to his enrollment at Head Start. 'The 1970 version -
i8 reduced cgnaide:ably in iength ffam the 1968 versian;i ;

The standardization of the re viged editian tank plgc ,
in eleven Head Start centers. More subjects were tested
between the ages of 4 years and 5 years, 5 manths than »j-
at either extremg. : g - :

Reliability gaeEfinienta for the age gfﬂupg repnrtadly
ranged . frﬂm .EE to .92, A . o

Validi;y caefficients between the CPI and the Staufnrdﬁ
Binet were regarted Eanging from .39 to .65. R

Eduéatianal Testing Service -
Gnaperative Tests and Services
Box 999

Pringgtgn!, NEW JEISEY - DBS&O S rreesb A e e BE D e smirt SmSTREEen e § §am e st R e e «or 8 mr st 4 e
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. Title: Denver Developmental Screening Test

Date: . i97D

Anthars:é William Frsﬁkenburg and ;asiah Dodds

Range: '. 2 veeks to 6 years

Administration: Individuai; 25 minutes

Description: The DDST was designed to be a simple instrument for the
detection of children with serious developmental delays.
It may be used by persons with no training in psychological
testing. The DDST is composed of 105 items which measure
development in four areas: personal-social, fine-motor .
adaptive, language, and gross motor. Ancnrding to Werner
(7th MMY) the DDST is most useful in the 30-month to 4=
year. range. The language subtest is possibly unfair to -
minority group children. The authors of the DDST caution
users that the test was not designed as a diagnostic tool,
to yleld a developmental or mental age, or amn intelligence

v . ; quotient.

Development: A A total of 240 items was selected form a survey of more
than 12 infant and preschool tests. One hundred five
items which met established criteria comprise the final
instrument. The 105 items were chosen on the basis of
a pretest by four medical students. The standardization
group contined 1,000 normal children between the. ages
of 2 weeks and 6 years, 4 months in Denver, quarado.

Reliability: Test-retest reiiabilities and in;erexaminer reliabilities,
reported were based on small samples of children (20 and
12) representing a wide age range (2 months to 5% years).
A tester-observer reliébility study of 76 children (4 to
77 montha) and a test-retest study (7 days -apart) of 186
children (1.5 to 76 months) have been- mﬂre ‘recently com= -
pleted. For 13 age groups, coefficients fanged between -
.66 and .93. Reliabilities were poor at early sges but

acceptable in the third and fourth years.

Validity: In a more extensive validity stuﬂy than Ehe study in the '
' " 1968 manual, 236 children were evaluated with the DDST - .

and four criterion tests of Intelligence and development. =

Eéfrelatiaﬁs ranged f:am .74 to .97._.—-'

“"Publisher: Ladoca Prajecc snd Publishing Fnundatian, Inc.

" East 51st Avenue and Lincoln Street
Denver, Colorado 80216 @ -
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Title: Developmental Test of V;éual—l{ataé Integration

Date: 1967

Authors: Keith E. Beery and Norman A. Buketenica

Range: Ages 2-15 (Long form, 2-15; Short form, 2-8)

Administration: Group; 10 minutes

'Dese:iptiaﬁz The VMI (long form) consists of 24 geometric designs of
increasing difficulty which are coples with pencil and
paper. The VMI was designed primarily for preschool and
early primary levels. Remedial strategies are guggested
.in the manual. Chiasom (7th MMY) stated that the VML

tests when more infarmatiaﬂ is praviﬂed reggrdiﬂg religbil—
ity and valid*ty.A

Development: A group of I,OGB children from Illinois was used to aﬁands:ﬁ:?'g

ize the test. Approximately one half were from suburban
schools.: » ' B
Reliability: A reliabiliﬁy coefficient of .93 was reported for 594

suburban pupils. Test-retest reliabllity over a two-vweek
period for 171 rural pupils was .83 for bays and .87 fﬁr
girls.

Validicy: - A correlation of .89 between the VMI and chronological age
was reported. One study using 342 pupils indicated a cor—
relation of .50 between the VMI and first grade. reading
achievement. Another study using 60 pupils at three grade 5
- levela showed that the correlation with mental age decreased - -
i from .59 to .38 frem the first to the seventh grz.e.

Publisher: ' Follett Publishing Company

1010 West Washington Boulevard
Chicago, Illinois 60607
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Title: ADevereux Adolescent Behavior Rating Scale
Date: 1967

Authors: , George Spivack, Jules Potts and Peter E. Haimes

Range: Ages 13-18
Administration: Individual rating; 15 minutes

Description: The Devereux was designed for use with diagnused groups
of disturbed children and as a help in identifying dis-
turbed children. It attempts to describe and communicate
the "overt behavior symptoms which help define the total. -
clinical picture of disturbed adolescents.”" It does not
appear useful for making fine discriminations among normal

children.

Development: The standardization samples consisted of 550 institutionalized
adolescents., Ratings were also obtained for comparison on
, 400 normal children.
\

Reliability: According to Jesness (7th Hﬁf), the relability>a§ﬁéars!'
adequate.

Validity: Empirical data were not available on validity,

Publisher: Devereux Foundation Press ‘

208 01d Lancaster Road-
Devon, Pennsylvania 19333
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Title: Devereux Child Behavior Rating Scale
Date: 1966

Authors: , George Spivack and Jules Spotts
;EEBEE% Ages 8-12

Administration: Individual rating; 10 minutes

Description: This Devereux scale was developed to assess the behaviors
: of emotionally disturbed and mentally retarded children.

It provides a profile of problem behaviors which may have

led parents or other adults to believe that the child is

having a“problem that requires professional intervention.

Development: Normative data were gathered on 250 disturbed children
in residectial treatment centers, 100 retarded children
in residential treatment centers, and 350 normal children
in public schools. :

Reliability: The median coefficient of interscorer reliability was
reported as .83, A one-week median test-retest coeffi-.
 clent of .83 was reported. The median factor score
i reliability coefficient was .91,

Validity: Empirical data were not available on validity.
Publisher: Devereux Foundation Press

208 01d Lancaster Road
Devon, Pennsylvania 19333
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Title: Devereux Elementary School Behavior Rating Scale

Date: . 195?

Authors: George Spivack and Marshall Swift

4

Range: Grades K-6

Administration:

Degcriptian='

.

Development:

Reliability:

Validity:

Publisher:

The Devereux Elementary Scale was developed for use by
elementary classroom teachers. It is oriented toward
behaviors that interfere with academic achievement so
that appropriate remedial and/or preventive action can
be taken early in school. According to Littell (7th
MMY), a major strength of this scale is the caras given
to the item selection and groupings. The authors caution
that the scale "is not intended to provide a measure of .
'personality’ or character 'traits' " but it will provide
a profile of overt behaviors. Littell states that if
users confine themselves to this conservative interpre-
tation, the scale will be a convenlient tool.

Normative data were cbtained from 13 elementary schools,
32 kindergarten through grade six teachers, with ratings
of 800 children. The children were described in terms
of age, IQ, parental education and race.

Test-retest reliability coefficients (one week_interval)
ranged from .85 to .91, with a medium coefficient of

’ ?87i

No validity data were available.
Devereux Foundation Preas

208 01d Lancaster Road

Devon, Pennsylvania 19333
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- Title: Diagnostic Chart for FundgmenCEl E rocesses in Arithmetie

Date: 1953

Authors: «G.T. Buswell and Lenore John

Range: = Grades 2-8

Administration:

. Deseription:

Development:

Reliability:
Validity:

Publisher:

!

JIndividual; 20 minutes

teacher analyze a Pupil'g perfnrmance in one uf the funﬂa? :

‘mental processes (addition, subtraction, multipligatian,

or division) to determine what is causing him difficulties.

. The pupil is given a graded series of examples in each of

the four operations. A checklist of habits for each oper-
ation is provided so that the teacher can record observa=-
tions. Remedial procedures are suggested in the manual.
This instrument is not standardized, nmor is it intended
for classification purprres. The results are meant to
help the teacher assess the child's perfarmaaee in the

‘basic computation skills.

f:Ihe items ﬁeré-given to 500 children in Ghiéagn to arrange
in order of difficulty. The experimental form was used

in 70 classrooms in ten schools in Chicago and its subu:bs‘ 
No informatiﬁn was reported.
No information was reported.

The Bobbs-Merrill Company, Inc.
4300 West 62nd Street

- Indianapolis, Indiana 46206
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Title: Diagnostic ﬁeading Scales

Date: 1963

'Aﬁthgrs George D. Spache
4 - .

Range: Grades
MAdministration:

Description:

.

Bevélgpmgntz

Reliability:

Validiey:

)

1-8; retarded readers in grades 9-12
Individual; 40 minutes

The DRS is comprised of word recognition tests, paragraphs =
of graduated difficulty and six phonics tests. The reading
passages are decigned to yield instructional, independent

and potential reading levels. 1In a review by Barr (7th

MMY) she states that the scales are diagnostically uyseful

and appear most valid for first to fourth grades. - Compar- B
isons among instructional, independent and potential reading -
levels cannot be justified on the basis of standardization
information which is in the manual. She also advises against
‘using the grade norms for the phonics tests. According to
Bryant (6th MMY), this test provides a meaningful approach
toward the diagnosis of reading skills and difficulties.
Sophisticated interpretation is required, however.

According to Barr, "The instrument is beautifully conceived
but standardization leaves much to be desired." No infor-
mation was presented which describes subjects used as a
sample for the development of the scales. .

Reliabilities of .84 to .88 for the reading passages and
.87 to .96 for the word recognition lists were reported.

Validicy coefficients are reported for gtédes 2 through 6
and three variables of the scales. These ranged from
<64 to .92. : :

California Test Bureau/McGraw-Hill

Del Monte Research Park
Monterey, California 93940

33




32

Title: Diagnostic Tests and Self-Helps in Arithmetic
Date:r - 1955

Author: Leo J. Brueckner

Range: Grades 3-12

Adminiatration: Group; no time limits

Description: This series includes four screening tests and 23 diagnos-

: tic tests. The screening tests examine whole numbers,
fractions, decimals and general arithmetic skills. Each
of the disgnostic tests assesses a different skill, and
each 1s accompanied by a self-help exercise. There are
no norus for these tests, nor is there information on
reliability and validity. The tests are intended to be
instructionally helpful in determining specific strengths
‘and weaknesses of individual children.

" Publisher: California Test Bureau -
MeGraw-Hill
Manchester Road
: Manchester, Missouri 63011
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.> Title: Doren Diagnostic Reading Test

Date: 1973

Anthafsi Margaret Doren

Range: Grades 1-4 or higher for diagnosis of remedial students

Administration:

Description:

.

Development:

Reliability:

Validity:

Publisher:

éraup; 1 to 3 hours depending on size and level of group

The DDRT is designed to provide an objective measure of - - -
- basic word recognition skills. Its purpose is to deter-

mine a starting point for remedial instruction. 'The
reading techniques covered are those usually taught in
the primary grades. The skills covered are letter recog-
nition, beginning sounds, whole word recognition, words .
within words, speech consonants, ending sounds; blending,
thyming, vowels, discriminate guessing, spelling and
sight words. The skills are plotted on a skill profile
sheet for each pupil. Remedial activities are included
in the manual. According to Feldmann (1974), this test -
has flaws in construction and administration procedures
which gseem to limit its usefulness for the teacher.

No information was given in the manual on item selectionm

except that items were "selected from a larger number
of tested items."” The test was standardized om a popu~

" lation of 165 first through fourth graders in four uniden~
- tified suburban school districts in the Midwest. ’

No information was reported.

A correlation of .90 between reading achievement and

.the DDRT was reported for eleven classes in grades one

to four,.

American Guidance Servieé, Inc.
Publisher's Building
Circle Pines, Minnesota 55014




Title: Durrell Analysis of Reading Difficulty

Date: 1955

Author: pana;a' D. Durrell

Range: Grades 1-6

Adﬁiﬁistratisnz

Description:

Develgpméﬁ::

Reliabilicy:
Validity:

J?ubli%héf:

Individual; untimed, approximately 30-60 minutes

The Durrell consists of a series of tests and situations
during which the examiner may observe in detail various -
aspects of a child's reading. The primary purpose is
to observe faulty habits and weaknesses in reading in
order to plan a remedial program. The following areas
are assessed: silent snd oral reading, listening compre~
hension, word analysis, phonetics, pronunciation, writing
and spelling. According to Robinson (4th MMY), this

test provides the experienced reading teacher an excellent
opportunity to observe difficulties in word recognition
and oral reading. She further stated that the norms must
be used with full realization of their limitations,

Norms are given for some of the subtests. The only infor-

' mation provided is that if norm tables are presented, the

norms are based on a minimum of 1,000 children for each
teat,

No information was reported.
No information was reported.
Harcourt Brace Jovanovich

757 Third Avenue
New York, New YQ;E, 10017




Title: Durrell Listening~Reading Series

Date: 1970

Authors: Donald D. Durrell, Mary T. Hyes and Mary B. Brassard

Range: Grades 1-9; higher for remedial studenﬁs' 3 levels (prims:y,
intermediate and advanced)

Administration:

Description:

.

Development:

'Reliéﬁili;y:

Publisher:

H

Group; 1l4-2 hgurs; zifafms

This series consists of a reading test which measures.
reading achievement and a listening test which measures
understanding of the spoken word. It is designed to
measure the degree of retardation in reading as compared
with listening. This series replaces Durrell-Sullivan
Reading Capacity and Achievement _Tests (1944). According
to Bormuth (7th MMY), in spite of some weakness in design
of test items, each of these reading and 1istening teats
is "useful in its own right and compares very favorably

_with other gvailable teasts of reading and listening

abilities."

Standardization was ggﬁpieted on a pepulation of 20,000
pupils.

According to Spache (7th MMY), reliability data presented
were adequate for the direct comparisons recommended by
the authors.

Both Bormuth (7th MMY) and Spache (7th MMY) felt content
validity was good. Construct and concurrent validity
were as yet unsubstantiated.

Harcourt Brace Jovanovich
757 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10017




Title: First Grade Screening Test

Date: 1969

Authors: , John E. Pate and Warren W. Webb

Range:  Grades K-1

Administration:

Description:

Development:

Reliability:

Validity:

Publisher:

Group; untimed, approximately 45 minutes for kinde:garten
and 30 minutes for first grade. -

The FGEI was develaped to identify thase children who will
not make sufficient progress during the first year of Echunl
to be ready for second grade. It was designed to identify .
children who should be referred for further diagnosis and
appropriate remedial planning. Separate test. bookleis —

are provided for boys and girls. . The difference in the

two forms is that the sex of the pictured children is the
game as the subjects.

The FGST was standardized on a geographically stratified
sample of 5,500 first grade students enrolled in 248
classrooms, and 3,200 kindergarten students enrolled in

160 claasrooms. The students attended schools ranging

from rural one-room schools to large schools in a megapolis.

Test-retest rgliability analysis based on two-week and eight—irf
week retesting resulted in correlations of .84 and .82. S
Inter- and intra-scorer reliability of .98 was reported.

According to the manual, predictive validity was established
by obtaining teacher vatings and achievement test criteria
later in the year. A pretermined cutoff score identified .
68X of the "not ready" group and misidentified omly 13% of
the "reaay graup_ Cnmparisaus gf FGST scores with variaus

50 to. ,79.
American Guldance Service, Inc.

Publisher's Building
Circle Pines, Mizmesota 55014
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Title: = Gates-McKillop Readingéﬂiagnestic Test

Date:s 1962
~ Authors:, Arthur
Range:  Grades
Administration:

Description:

I. Gates and Anne S. McKillop
2-6
Individual; 30-60 minutes; 2 forms

The Gates-McKillop 1s a battery of 17 tests which iurﬂlve,">

- oral responses to allow the examiner to analyze specific

- areas of veading difficulty. Not all children need to

| Development:
Sy

-Reliability:

Validicy:

Publisher:.

‘be administered all 17 subtests. Comprehension is mot
measured. According to Bryant (6th MMY) this test requires

a substantial amount of sophisticated clinical Judgment
to interpret a student's performance.

Although norms were provided in the manual, no information
was given about the standardization population on which

the norms were based.

No iﬂfarmaéian was reported.
No information was reported.
Teachers College Press

1234 Amsterdam Avenue
New York, New York 10027
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Title: Ga;éa—ﬂggsinitie Réa@ing Tests

Date: 1965

Authors:  Arthur 1. Gates and Walter H. MacGinitie
Range: Grades 1-12 |
Administration: Group; 50 minutes in two sessions

Description: This series replaces the Gates Primary Reading Tests and
Gates Reading Survey. The test consists of three parts
designed to measure reading achievement: Speed and
Accuracy, Vocabulary and Comprehension. The content and
nature of the items are essentially the same as the earlier
version. The Gates-MacGinitie tests are best used to sur-
vey reading achievement and yleld little diagnostic iufor-
mation.

Development : Test items were selected on basis of a nationwide gample
of 25,000 pupils. The tests were standardized on 40,000
pupils in 38 communities selected on basis of size, loca-
tion, average educational level and average family income.

Reliability: ﬁﬁi Alternate-form and splitﬁhalf reliabilities were reported. -

Validity: ' No information was reported in the manual.
Publisher: Teachers College Press

1234 Amsterdam Avenue
New York, New York 10027
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 Tidles
';Dééé; 1969 o

:l;:AnEhars- Arthur T, Gates and Walter H-,“é?*iﬂi?i?,'
Range ,7 Grades K-1 |

Z:Administracién. Grgup, 129 minutes in 4 sessiansn

” Dese:iptian: The purpose of the Gates—HaeGiﬂitie 15 not :1ear1y state

S T

 Gates-MacGinitie Reading Tests: . Readiness Skills

‘in the manual - (Sykatra,17t Hﬂ!). IE: is assumed that
test was’ designed ‘to measure: reading"
general school" readiness. : _ ncluc
~Listening’ Camprehensian, Audit 5y'Di rminatinn Visual
Disgrimiﬁatian, ‘Following Directior etter Rec tion
Visual-Motor Coordination and Auditory. Blend;ng. Aegnrding»
to Dykggra, the test may be an excellent one as it is -the
Joint product of two-highly respected authorities. However,
limitations in the manual present a_ juﬂgment based. .on..the_..
e “infﬁrmaéian presented. . '
‘ N N
Development : The standardization papulatiﬁn consisted of ﬁ ,500 childfen L
' ' in 35 communities. The subjects were selected on the basis
of community size and location, eéu:atiﬁﬂal 1evel of par-
ents and family inccma.

Reliability: The Eeahnical supplement reported subtest :eliabilitiﬂs
‘ but no reliability data for the tﬂtal test.

Validity: Correlations between the readiness score and the Gates-
MacGinitie Reading Test were presented. . For first graders
' the correlations between the total readiness scores and
the vocabulary and comprehension scores of the reading
test were .60 and .59.

Publisher:' = Teachers College Press
1234 Amsterdam Avenue
New York, New York 10027




. Title: f;fGiiﬁérevéf§1~Eégding Test
;Date* o 1958*- )
f:;jﬂuﬁhﬂfﬂn‘ Jghn V. Gilmarg and Eunice C. Gilmare

iniBange,?f; Grades 1ﬁa

”w{fﬁﬂﬁiniscratian.'ilndividualg 15 minutesn 2 fnrms,;;“;ffg'

".1;Deaeriptian,

. = that: EﬁmprhEEE shou
Eh an gral test.- o A ‘would seem ore’ ppropriat
- to ‘assess comprehension. thfaugh a’'silen ' reading 't
. Gamprehensian questions seem to measure- aha X
- - -of details; rather than requifing ir 0T uﬂgments
e B0, D siade, According to A.J. Harris (7t ,HHY)- the
Gilmore is among the best standardized- ‘tests of accuracy
. in oral feading of meaningful: material. ”e'quesﬁians the
'usefulness of the Camp:ahensinn and Rate s:ares.ﬂ?¥; i

Béveiapmenﬁz ;-_The gtandardizatian papulatian included 1 EQD pupila fram ‘
C five atates in grades 1-8. -

Reliability: Reliability cnefficients fur the Azcu:acy scores ranged
’ ' . from .84 to .94. For Comprehension and Rate scores, the
coefficients ranged from .53 to .70.

- Validity: Statiscical évidénce of validi;y was abtained fznm 3
: . comparison of the scores of 24 fifth grade pupils in o
\ this test, the Gra Oral . Reading Test and the- oral reading .

. . test from the Durreil Anal”sis gf Reading Diffieulty._ Cor— .
- relations ranged from .39 to .80. '

Publisher: ‘ Harééﬁrt Brace Jovanovich
757 Third Avenue
‘New York, New York 10017




Galdman—?riatoeﬁﬁaedenck Auditary Skills Test Bat:ery o

o Date 1975

. Authors. Runald Gnlﬂman and Haealyne Fristée ‘,Wuww;:”,w,;,,;zqu,L;m,Q;f

A

:fRange.,- ‘Age 3 and over

'“.Adminiatratinn.;‘Tndividual- 10—15 minutes far each Ef 12 tests

- Dascriptian: - The GsF—W Eactery is desigﬁed tg pravide a wide: range o
s ' diagnnstic instruments for use in identifyiﬂg subjeetsg
who are deficient in auditﬁ:y 8kills and: ‘to provide inf
mation ‘describin these: defiuienﬁies. Ihe ‘G-F-W Batter
_congists of 12 tests in five easel kits. :Major. .areas.

" covered are Selective Attentian, Andita:y Bisgrimingtiﬁn,
Auditary Memory and Saund—Symhnl. o . L

Developmient: The standardisatiun papulatiﬂn cunaieted af 7 EﬂD ﬂarmal. ,
and clinic subjects in four geographic areas.f Norms for ...
the subtest, Reading of Symh@ls, were based an 5, 250

. different aubjects,
‘Reliability : R V
and Validity: The technical manual for the G-F-W Batte:y is to be
~ -available in November, 1975. At the time this' summary

was prepared, no information .on. reliability. and validity L
was available. The test should be used and interpreted
cautiously until empirieal evidence is availahle;'

Publisher: Ameri:gn Guidance Sgrvice
Publisher Building
Circle Pines, Minnesota 55014
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‘BEjelaﬁments

Reliability:

Validiey:

-Publisher;

quégé.; 1970

'ffitié.‘ Ggldmsn—Fristne—Hbadgazk Test of Audiﬁﬁry niseria

’;_Aaginissrggian.

Individual, 15;minutesf -

it in:arpérates a'pbin:'_
' ehﬂi:ea for eaeh item;

P Iest—re;est reliabili ies af .87 (Quie; Subﬁest) and aﬂlci
uq(Haise .Subtest) were 'eparted far a.very: small sample of - 17
preschool, spggchghanéicappedi

‘Circle Pines, Hiﬂﬂesata 55014

fff}pg;criptiang [”ﬂii i€é

The staﬂdarizatigﬂ sampla gansis;ed a,é7 5 apparenﬁiy;na
hearing subjects, ages 3 to 84. . The subjects ‘were- fram‘
Hinnesuta, New Jersey and Iennesgee.;i=-5__x_ ’

. ,1dren.: 5p11:-half reliabil
ity coefficients were: feparted,as ranging from .51 to’ ,88
(Quiet Subtest) and” 63 to’ -68 (Hbise Subtest)_~

The G—F—W appears te discriminate amang the pe:farmances of
various "clinical” groups and the perfgzmance_nf "normals.’
According to Proger (7th MMY), " Lo s the G=F=W ‘appears
to be one of the few special education iﬁstrumgﬂtsmﬁith»w~>
réasaﬂably adequate research and deveiapmgnt. Concerns.
about validity, et. ‘al., plague 311 the tests in the field.

The authors have made more of an gffart than mast to deal ~1
with them."

American Guidance Service
Publisher's Building

BTSN




fh_tfi;ie;i' lGray Dral Raading Test
‘Date: 1967 |
' lw}3nthéié§¢gw1111am S.-Gray; edited by Helen M. prinsan
‘ v.annge.;.f Grades 1-12 and adults o

Adninistratian.

Deseriptinn.[”

Development:

Reliability:

Validity:

Publisher:

;The Gra x ‘was designed to measure aral reading grawth aﬂd
to ‘aid in the ‘diagnosis of oral reading difficulﬁigs.;f

- of diffieulty ‘are” prgvided., “According tg-A;J. Harris (ééh

Individual‘ time not reparted 4 farms>

is suggested that it be used in- eanjunetian with a
of silent :eading._ Thirtegn ‘passages of

reasing levels

MMY) and Lohnes (6th MMY) this test is a welcume gdditian_,;
to available aral reading tes;s. : T

The Etandarisatinn pﬂpulatian was. based oi results abtaiﬁedg
by administering all four forms of the -test to S00 pupils .
in grades 1-12. Subjects were from s:hncls in Florida and
Chicago. Attempts were made to have "average. readers” for
each grade in the norming population. The average level nf;
subjects tended to .be toward the upper limit of average.

Alternate~form reliability cneffieients ranged ffnm .97 L
to .98.

No information was available.
Bobbs-Merrill Company, Inc.

4300 West 62nd Street 7
Indianapolis, Indiana 46268
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fitig:" Eiskeyﬁﬁébrasga Test of Learning Aptiéﬁde
. Date:r 1966
'“TEEEEEfE';ug:shaLL S, Hiskeym"‘"

"fﬁ[Eange. Ages 3—15

'7'Aaminis;rat1gn.

5Desg;iptign.

Development:

. Reliability:

Valiéiéy:

Publisher::

* For the daaf subtest in;erenrrzlatians were regaf;ed

T

Individual' 45 minu rained examiner

The HHTLA waa nriginally develapéd as”* ;est of. learnin
aptitude of the deaf. It was revised: in: 1955 ta
norms and- instructians:fafbhearingf hildrer
prnbably -1s more- frequently‘used- w: .deaf.su jects as”
other ‘suitable measures are available- for. hearing
' Ac:azdiﬂg to Newland (7th HH!), zhis ‘testip :
- measure of “components - necessary for schagl success by deaf
children, especially younger ones, Ehan_df‘u;th tests.f“
According ‘to the author of the’ test, the items" dnvolve -
tasks similar to thgse uhi:h a deaf éhild must petfafm in
sghaala. _ :

The standardiza;ian papulgtian :ansisted of" 1 IOD deaf zhildr
and 1,100 hearing. children, ages 2 years, six’ mnnths tﬁ
17 years, 5 months, ‘in ten states. No breakdnwns -by- taee
or sex were. provided. Level-of parental agcupatiaﬂ earre—_
spaﬂds alasely ‘to E S. eeﬂaus dgta.' : .

Split-half feliability zaeffieients were reparted as .95
-for deaf and .93 far hearing subjegts in graups between

ranging from .33 to .74 for the ages 3 to 10, and from .31
to .43 for the ages 11 to 17. A correlation of .86 with
the Stanford-Binet for subjeets ranging in age from 3 to 10,
and .78 for subjects ranging in age from 11 to 17. A cor- .
relation of .82 with the WISC was reported. B :

"Marshall S. Hiskey

5640 Baldwin ,
Lincoln, Nebraska 68508
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Illineie Teet ef Eeyehelinguietic Abilieiee |

Iitle.r

i‘ Dete.f 1965

;?“Semuel A_ Kirk, Jemes J- Heﬁerthy and Hinifred D. Kirk Uf"“”%mm
| "?Agea 2—10 : - ' '

Adginietretien. Individuel 45-63 minu:es- Ereined e;amiﬁef o

, Ihe IIEA wae eenstrue;ed te e,eeee? h:

functions through which an’ individial
,e;hete end thrgugh whieh hehreeeivee

Deee:iptien-

re. ' Through' 12 eubt'
it eveluetes abilities in the vieual—mete: 1 :

vocal channels of eammunieetien. ~Two levele ‘of . ergenis =
- tion (fepreeentatienel and automatic) are’ reeegnieed._'~~
Within these levels-three- peyeheleiguist ‘processes -
(reeeptive, ergaﬂiestienal .and expreeeive are’ evelueted. S
_ Various researchers have cautioned . that there are certain
R limitations of the ITEA ‘which eheuld be eerefully eoneid—¢,¢,
ered. :

1. At the extremee ef the ege reﬂge fer ﬁhieh iﬁ was
developed, the ITPA results are- questieneble.-v"=‘”-~ o

= 2. Use of the ITPA with lower—-class children (eepeeiaily”

v : * minority groups), edeleeeeﬂte, ‘and_ edult reterdatee

B S . cannot be: Justified.

3. Some examiners etteﬁpt to use the psyehelinguietie
queeient (PLQ) as' a'measure of intelligence, - This 1s

. exeminer- v :
4. Factorial eempesitien, reliebility and velidity ef
.- the Revieed Editien etill need to be explered.‘

Development: The steﬂderdizatien population fef the Bevieea Editinn _
consisted of 962 children, ages 2 thteugh lO.'fIhe greup
"was from homes slightly above the national average in
income and education. Only ehildren who had’ everege R
intelligence, everege ‘school.- aehievement, gverage‘edjuet-v_x(;
ment, and who had no gross sensory-motor deficits were
ineluded. The sample was from five Midwestern towns of

moderate size. Het:epeliten end :urel e:eee were ﬁet

ineluded. a : N

o, .Reliability:. . . ,Aeeerding to Chaee (7th MHY) the eubtee;e
L reliable at each age level with ‘the: -excepti ‘

‘ Closure and Auditegy Gleeure. Hammillgend Bertel (1975)
stated that all subtests have. reliebilitiee high enough -

to support their elinieel use except the. Visual Gleeure
Subtest, - ‘
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The faetgrigl :ampnsitian of the Revised Editign is e
- 8till being explored. One study identifie only three .
.interprgtable factors in the 1961 version. ‘(Uhl-and '
. Murss, 1979) Theae factﬂrs wWere. vacabulary, immedigte_w;
. memory span and auditory- pregessing

 Valddity:

" the ITPA.: Acearding to' Carroll (7th MMY) }
“(of the: ITPA) have an obligation to report further.

- major purpose for which it uas designed - diagggsia ahﬂff”ﬁ
'remediatian.ﬁ , . L

“Publisher:
' -..Urbana,. I1linois. -61801

+ Newcomer and her.. - .
_cnlleagues (1975) supported -the canstruet"’lidity of :

the’ auﬁhnzs”

research supparting the usefulness .of the ITPA for the'*“

Univgraity of Illinais Press
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afngﬁe.~ :d 1971

: ﬁ3a;thcf5:; Anstin J. Cannglly, Hilliam Hs:htman and E. Hila Pritehett
'fi'nsnge. o Pfegchaal—zfade 6' no upper lim;z Ear inﬂividual remedial use:?f
;,iAdministzaEian.
xk.;'DEBEIiPEiﬂE.

" "major areas: Content, Dpergtiaﬁs, -and. Applics tiansg_],>
- subtest contains items afraﬂged in order: of - inereasing

. Development:

.

‘Reliability:

- Validity:

Publisher:

KayMath Diggnastie Ari;hmati: Test

| Iﬁg'ﬁgFﬂéth 15 desigﬂed to. pfnvide a diagnﬁstie assessmen

tion’ proce

from E—?. Ihese :a:selatiﬁns ranged ffam iS& ta _97.,“

Circle Pines, Minnesota 55014

Indiv;dual' 30 minu:es _ ,=,’

of mathematic skills beyond the four fundamental -computa
ses., ‘The 14 ‘subtests - -are organized into 'thre

difficul:y. Every pupil ia nat a&ministezed all 1ta-

Items were aelected on. the basis af adm;nist:atiun ta 951 L
aubjee;s grades KFB; Nermative data were gathered on 1, zgn L

subjects in grades K~7. The’ subjects were: randamly seiected,.’L

- from 42 sehaalg in eighz states.

Total test score reliabilities were fEPar;ed for . eaeh gfade ; i

The gﬂntent and’ aéquence were baseﬂ on gnalyses af ten mgjar:
mathematics programs. No data were repurted on the validi:y;
of the final form of Kefﬂath.- ' :

Amerigaﬂ Guidance Service, Ine,
Publisher's Building




Titleé' -Kinderggr;en Auditary s:reeniﬂg Test

© Date: 1971

Muthor: Jack Katz
'R@ﬁéé?" Grades K~1 |
fAdminiseratian- »Graﬁps af 6&16; 20vmiﬁﬁtés- : j,vk ‘ ::f; 7:’

'Beseripcianz The purpase of the- KAST is to identify kindergar;en and
, - . ...first-grade Ehild:en who have-f’uditnry perception diff
culties." KAST is a screening device on record and: con :

- taing-three- subtests for assessing audito: 8kills. " Tha

subtests involve sound blending, figure grauﬂd and aﬁ&ita:y'
’discrin;ﬂazinﬁ skills-;.‘ . _

Development: : The standafdized papulatign :ansistea of. 600 kindergarten
' , and first-grade pupils in five statas (Hggsaehusetta, ﬂre§ :
gon, Texas, Illiﬂais and Hissnuri) : i

Reliability:  No information was repartediin the Eanuali
Validity: . No information was'réparted in the manual.
Publisher: Follett'Publishing Company

1010 West Washington Boulevard °
Chicago, Illinois 60607

¥
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_ Title:  Lee-Clark Reading Readiness Test
© Date: . 1962 |

‘lAﬁﬁhétazi,J.'Hu:fay Lee and Willis W. Clark

“Range:  Grades K-1

Administration: - Group; 20 minutes

Description:  ~“The LCRRT is one of the first tests designed ‘to help - =
= determine which pupils are ready for reading instruction.

It consists of three subtests:  Letter Symbols,.Concepts

and Word Symbols. One advantage of this test is that .

~ considerably less testing. time is required than for most

readiness tests. - Berg (7th MMY) gave the LCRRT a gen=" -

erally good overall rating with the qualification that

other measures of readiness should be used to evaluate

pupil readiness with the LCRRT. -

E 4

Development: Norms were based on 5,000 entering first graders with '
R a median CA of 6 years and a median IQ of 100. Norms
are also available for the end of kindergarten, "

Reliability: - Split-half reliabilities were reported ranging from

‘Va;iditys Predictive validity coefficients were reportedly in

.the .40's and .50's.

Publisher: California Test Bureau

. Division of MeGraw-Hill
Manchester Road
Manchester, Missouri 63011
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Title.v' Linculn—cse:etaky Hstur Develapment Scale T o

:ifﬁéﬁgz':- 1965 ,
'”*7M§£E£é%. ﬁdapted by William Sloan = - s ST

- Bsngei, ‘Ages“éﬁlﬁ

I Aﬂminigttati§n=. individual; ﬁntimed

. Description: " The._ Lin:ﬁln—ﬂseretsk is an adaptatian gf th? Gse:e;skz ‘
o '~ Test, developed- in ‘Russia. ‘Other versians of the’ Dseretssz
il 7 are also:in.use. . It is-designed .to- assess. gross-motor
%ﬁ=“““M“””‘””“&“““““”Jfﬁ“f“skills:”‘The Lincaln§053ret§§x coneists of 36 items ar-
- : ranged in order of difficulty. - The skills: invalved in
clude speed, dexterity, caardinatian, rhythm, ,alancing,
and jumping. A motor age is calcula;ed, based on per-'r
fazmange;

Development : The na:mative dg:a were f:gm a sample gf 750 bﬁys and

‘ girls, ages 6-14, from small towns in Central Yllinois.
The manual cautions Ehat the norms shnuld be considered .
tentative as.the sample size was ‘limited, and" thé subje::s -
were chosen mginly for their svailability.- , o

Reliability: Split—half reliability caefficients at each age level
: ranged between .72 and .94 for males and .82 to .93 faf
females. The one exception was for lﬁ-yegr—ﬂld females
where the coefficlent was .59. The median reliability

coefficient was .86. These caefficients were enmputgd
for the sample of 750 pupils. , : o

s . and other tests of motor ability: the Btace Scale of M Motor -
. Abilitz ( 32), the Gawan Pratt test (.37), i and the Hethenf :

Vali&%ty: Low correlations were reported Eetween the Lin:aln§ﬂse:etsky

Publisher: Western Psychologiecal aervices
: 12031 Wilshire Boulevard
- : Los Angeles, California 90025




'1t1arge—1hgrndike In:elligenae Téstss Mnlti—Level Editian f¥ e

fjAuthars.; i:ving Large *Rgbert L. Iharndikg and Eli:abeth P; Hagen

;'ifEange. N Grades 3—13 B 1evels B

: {‘Aamini-tracinn-

- Description:

Devélgpmgﬁgs

Reliability:

 Validity:

Eublisher= 

Grnup, Verbal Battery, 35 minutes' Hgnverbal Battery;, ?}
30 minutes, 2 forms . Lk

The Hulti—Level Editign is an ﬁutg:aw;h aE an earlier

" _Separate Level Edition_ of the L-T. Tests.._The. purpose . i,
of. the L-T Tests is Lo provide an estimate of mental = .

ability indgpéndeﬂt ‘of ‘reading. ability. ' The. Verbal .
Battery is composed of five subtesﬁs using only verbal '
items. The Nonverbal Battery uses items which are' ei;her
pictorial or. numerical. Aggerding to Tittle (7th MMY),
the Multi-Level Edition is.a refinement and impruvement
over the earlier edition. The L-T Tests meet ‘generally.

‘accepted standards for test canstﬁuctian Snd stanégrds'

izatian praceduzes..

The L-T Tests were restandardized in 1963.4 This staﬂdard!-;
ization was carried out with the Iowa Tests of Basic _Skills
(grades 3-8) and the Tests of Academic Progress (grades -
9-12). According to Tittle (7th HHY),mtEe stanﬂardisa!,'
tion procedures generally appeated to have been ca;efully

carried out.

Alterﬂate farm reliabllity euefflcignts were zeparted as

.83 to .91 (Verbal Battery) and .80 to .88 (Nanverbal
Battery) for the variaus grade levels.;'-" _ .

Ger:elatiaﬂs between the L—T Iests and - tests nf achieve-

~ ment were gnﬁputed. ‘These coefficients ranged in the

.60's and .70's, with some in the’ .80's. ' "Moderate cor-
relations were reported with other iﬂtelligenge tests.
One series:of studies indicated that the Verbal Battery -
is more predictive of Echaal a:hievement than the Nan—-
verbal Bat;eryi :

Hnughtan Hifflin v
1900 South Batavia Avenuev
Genevg, Illinois’ 60134

o
(W'



Title: ~’LergeéTherndike Intelligence Ieat, Erima:y BaEEery

‘Date: 1957

| :fAnthers- Irviag Lerge and Rebert L. Therndike

VZL“Range. ,‘fG:ades K—l 2 lev ls -
: .

ﬁédmiﬂia;ratien.

Deaeriptiee:

- results may be used, in combinatic

Development:

Reliability: .

- Validity:

Publisher:

\

| The L-T,. Primary Bel;tery 18 Paft ‘of the earlier L—T
- Separate Level- Edition. T

~The-tests are untimed; with the™ €

, fThe norms were based on stratified eemmeeity Semplea :
~ Over 136,000 children in 44 ‘communities in 22 states

~ The Primary Battery reperzedly eerrelated .56, .53 and.

Greup} 3 aeaaiene, 10 minutee eaeh7fff

e P:ima:yggatgery'uaea iq;
torial. type items; thus, the poor rea ‘g

speed of - adminia;ratien.' The. manual auggeaca ,
.Hieh ethef sts,’
form class. greupa, to group Hithin a eleaa, ez to eet
aEaeda:da ef expeetaney. : :

wvere teated; Four norms were. aeveleped._ 1Q.. equivaleat,
grade’ pefeeatile, grade equivalent, and age equivalent-}n

Standard arrors of - heasurement ware reperted in the S
manual, rather than reliability eeeffieienta.' o
+69 with three unspecified “wellﬁkaewn group test of
intelligence." , ,

Houghton Mifflin

1900 South Batavia Avenue
Geneva, Illinois 60134
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Title: Marianne Frostig Developmental Test of Visual Perception
Date: 1966

Authors: Marianne Frostig in collaboration with Welty Lefever and
John R.B. Whittlesey :

Range: Ages 3-8

AMnuinistration: Group; 40-60 minutes

Description: The DIVP was designed to measure five perceptual skills:
eye-motor coordination, figure-ground discrimination,
form constancy, position in space, and spatial relations.
These were selected by the authors because of these skills'
presumed relationship to academic performance. -The authors -
strongly advise only trained examiners administer the test. '
Mann Q]Eh MMY) cautions users against assuming that low
scores on the DIVP indicate a need for perceptual training. -

Development : The DIVP was standardized on 2,100 subjects from southern
California schools. Low socloeconomic and minority groups
are poorly represented. -

Hziiability: Test-retest rellability of the perceptual quotient was
) reported as .80 for 72 first and second graders tested by
trained examiners two weeks apart. Subtest reliabilities
ranged from .42 to .80. :

Validity:  Correlations between DTVP and first grade reading achieve-
. ment were reported as .40 to .50. Various validation
studies do not support Frostig's five types of perceptual
abilities; instead, they demonstrate one ''perceptual
factor. ’

Publisher: Consulting Psychologlsts Press
i 577 College Avenue
Palo Alto, California




Title: McCullough Word-Analysis Tests

Date: 1963

vAgtharz Constance M. McCullough

Bange: Grades 4-6

- Adwinistration: Group; 70 minutes in 7 sessions

Deacription: The EHAT is a battery of seven subtests designed to
measure certain phonic and structural analysis skills.
One word recognition technique typically emphasized
in the grades 4-6, using context clues, is not measured.
The MWAT received a generally favorable review by L.A.:
Harris (7th MMY). He felt the test would be a useful
diagnostic device to be used with other information,
. such as analysis of comprehension skills. The MWAT
was also favorably reviewed by Bliesmer (6th MMY).

Development: The standardization population consisted of pupils in
grades 4-6 who had been taught using the Ginn Basic
Readers. -Approximately 1,800 pupils in 23 school systems
in 21 states partigipated. An attempt was made to con-
trol sex, socioeconomic class and intelligence.

Reliability: Reliabili;y coefficients reportedly ranged from .83 to

.96.
Validity: No information on validity was avallable.
Publisher: Personnel Press

; 191 Spring Street
| ~ Lexington, Massachusetts 02173
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‘Title:  Meeting Street School Screening Test

Date: 1969

Authors: Peter K. Hainsworth and Marian L. Siqueland

Range: Grades K-1; Ages 5 to 7 years, 5 months

Administration: Individual; 15-20 minutes

Description: The MSSST was designed as a screening battery to survey
gross motor, visual-perceptual-motor and language skills.
The administration results in 3 subtest scores and a2 total
score. An arbitrary cutoff point is assigned to identify
children who may have later learning difficulties.

Development: The MSSST was standardized on 500 children selected to be

representative of the U.S. population in age, sex and
father's occupation. The majority of the children were

. from East Providince, Rhode Island.
Reliability: Test-retest reliability (two to four weeks apart) was .85.

Inter-rater reliability was .95. The number of children was
not given for either figure,

Validity: According to one review by Yule (7th MMY), tke validity data
: are inadequate and difficult to interpret. The total MSSST '

score correlated .77 with the ITPA and .57 with Frostig's DTVP..
No correlation between IQ and the MSSST is reported. Accord-
ing to Yule, it has not been shown that the MSSST measures
any areas not measured by Wechsler Scales; and until further
studies are completed, the MSSST cannot be accepted as a
valid predictor of learning difficulties.

Publisher: Crippled Children and Adults of Rhode Island, Inc.
Meeting Street School :
333 Grotto Avenue
Providence, Rhode Island 02906
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56
Title: Metropolitan Readiness Tésﬁs
Date: 1969 (An extensive revision is planned for release in January, 1976)
Autharsi Gertrude H. Hildreth, Nellie L. Griffiths and Mary E. McGauvran
Range: - Grades K-l
Administration: Group; 65-75 minutes in 3 sessions; 2 forms

Description: The MRT is probably the most widely used test to measure
readiness for first-grade instruction. It has recelved
generally favorable reviews by most critics. The authors
recommend that little significance should be attached to
subtest socres of individual pupils. According to Singer
(7th MMY), reliability is sufficiently high to use the
total score with individuals.

Development: The standardization population consisted of 15,000 first
grade students in 70 school systems. The sample is de-
scribed regarding sex, age, intelligence, community size,
geographic distribution and other community variablea, '
Racial or ethnic group characteristics are not mentioned. |

An alternate-form reliability coefficient of .91 was
reported for the total test. Subtest coefficients were
reportedly lower (.50 to .86).

Reliability:

Validity: The manual contains an extensive discussion of the con-~
tent, construct and predictive validity of the MRT.

Publisher: i Harcourt Brace Jovanovich
i 7555 Caldwell
! Chicago, Illinois 60648




Date:

Authors:

Range:

'+ 57
Motor-Free Visual Perception Test

1972

. Ronald P, Calarussa and Donald D. Hammill

Ages 5-8

Administration : Individual; 10 minutes

Description: The MVPT is a test of visual perception ﬁhich avolds

motor involvement in that the child points to a stimmlus
rather than being required to reproduce it. Five types
of visual perception are assessed: spatial relation=-
ahips, visual discrimination, figure-ground, visual

closure and visual memory. The MVPT contains 36 items

Development: = The MVPT was standardized on a sample of 881 nafmgl o

children ages four through eight from twenty-two states. -

Subjects from all races, economic levels, and residential
areas were included. ,

Vo - ,
Reliability: Test-retest reliability coefficients ranged from .77

Validity:

Publisher:

to .83 at five age levels with an overall coefficient

of .81. Split-half coefficients ranged between .81 and
.84 with an overall coefficient of .88. Kuder-Richardson
20 coefficients ranged from .72 to .82 with an overall
coefficient of .86. '

Ihe MVPT correlated _73 with the F Frostig. A median
correlation of .31 with two iﬂteliigence tests was
reported, A median correlation of 38 with tests Qf
school performance was reported. -

'Academic Therapy Publications
1539 Fourth Street
San Rafael, California 94901

1
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Ticle: Murphy-Durreil Reading Readiness Analysis

Date: 1965

Authors: Helen A. Murphy and Donald D. Durrell

Range: Grade
Administration:

Description:

Development:

Reliability:

v

Validicty:
1
Publiéhetz

1

Group; 80 minutes in two sessions

The MDRRA is a revision of the Murphy-Durrell Diagnostic
Reading Readiness Test (1949). Three subtests are in~-
cluded: phonemes, letter names and learning rate. Ac~-

cording to Barr (7th MMY), this test is well constructed =

and well standardized. ~Singer (7th MMY) stated that
although the MDRRA has some weaknesses, it is still one
of the best tests of reading readiness. Teachers. can uge

. information from the results to adapt reading instruction

to the individual’s mode and rate of learning.

The norms are based on 12,200 beginning first graders
in 65 schools in 12 states. Normative data are not
provided for kindergarten children so local norms would
be needed 1f a school assessed reading readiness inm

kindergarten.

Split-half reliabilities were based on 200 children
randomly selected from the standardization sample. These
ranged from .88 to .97 for the subtests. Totul test reli-
ability was reportedly .98.

The MDRRA correlated .80 with the Metropolitan Readiness
JTest. The predictive validity coefficients ranged from
<65 to .66 using the _Reading.

Stanford Achievement Test:

Harcourt Brace Jovanovieh
7555 Caldwell 7
Chicago, Illinois 60648
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Title: New Developmental Reading Tests (Intermediate)
Date: 1968
Auﬁhﬁrs:i Guy L. Bond, Bruce Balow and Cyril L. Hoyt

Range: Grades 4-6
Administration: Group; 50 minutes; two forms

Description: The NDRT for the intermediate grades consist of five
parts: basic reading vocabulary, reading for informa-
tion, relationships, interpretation, and appreciation.
A single comprehension score is obtained from Parts II,
III, IV and V. According to Traxler (7th MMY) the inter~
mediate manual shows considerable improvement over the
primary manual. Traxler recommended the NDRT for “cau-
tious use" in analyzing reading abilities of individual
pupils. _

Development: Approximately 15,000 pupils from over 100 schools were
v included in the standardization sample. Geographical
location and community type, size, and socloeconomic
level were considered. '

Reliability: Alternate~form reliabilities ranging from .77 to .91
‘ "~ 7. were reported from approximately 400 pupils in grades 4
and 6. Internal consistency rellabilities were reported
from .80 to .94 for approximately 1,150 pupils.

Validity: The manual contains a discussion of content and construct
validity.
Publisher: - Lyons and Carnahan
Rand McNally
- , 407 E. 25th Street
b Chicago, 1llinois 60616
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Title: New Developmental Reading Tests (Primarﬁ)
Date: 1965 7
Vguéhgrsgi Guy L. Bond, Bruce Balow and Cyril L. Hoyt
Range: Grades 1-3; 2 levels
Administration: Group; 55 minutes in 2 or 3 sessions; two forms

Description: The NDRT for the primary grades consists of two levels
(lower primary and upper primary). The primary battery
contalns three parts: word recognition, comprehending
significant ideas and comprehending specific instruc-
tions. The NDRT is designed to measure general reading
growth. According to Davis (7th MMY) and Traxler (7th
MMY), the primary tests lack adequate technical data,
and there are shortcomings in the manual of instructions.

Development: Approximately 5,000 children were tested from stratified,
' randomized samples from two large Midwestern communities.

Reliability: Alternate-form reliabilities were reported ranging from
" +89 to .95. These were based on 150 pupils in five
i filrst-grade classrooms. ’

Validity: No information was reported.
Publisher: Lyons and Carnahan
Rand MecNally

407 E. 25th Street
Chicago, Illinols 60616
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Titie: Northwestern Syntax Screening Test

Date: 1971

Autﬁﬂf: Laura Lee

Range: Ages 4-12

Administration: Individual; 20-30 minutes

Description: ' The NSST is intended as a screening device for use by
speech clinicians who need a quick estimate of a child's
syntactic development. The test manual states that the
test should be used only for screening and only with
speakers of the standard English dialect.

Development : The norms are based on a sample of 344 children from
middle~ to upper-income communities where the standard
English dialect is spoken.

’Beliaﬁilityz No information was available.

C _ ‘ ,
. Validity: No information was available.

Publisher: Northwestern University Press
Evanston, Illinois 60201




Title: Otis-Lennon Mental Ability Testr

Date: 1967 7

Authﬁfﬁ:; Arthur S. Otis and Roger T. Lennon

Range: Grades K-12; 6 levels ;

Administration: Group; 30-60 minutes depending upon level; 2 forms

Description: The Otis-Lennon is a new edition of the Qtis Quick-Scoring
Mental Ability Tests. It provides for the assessment

of "general mental ability, or scholastic aptitude.™ The
test is primarily a measure of verbal ability. No reading
is required on the first three levels. “Milholland, -Smith,
and Grotelueschen, who each reviewed the Dtis—Lennan in
the Seventh Mental Measurements Yearbook all agree that
this test 1s a better than average,. possibly outstanding,
test of its kind. The manual cautions interpreting results
for children who do not have normal ha;kgraunds and moti-
vation, -

. Development: National norms are based upon a sample of 200,000 pupils
selected as representative. The sample was controlled
for size and type of school, family income and educational
level, geographic location aﬂd quality of school in terms
"y ef edu;gcicﬂal achlievement within its owm systam.

Reliability: Alternate-form, test-retest and split-half reliabilities
were reported for each grade. According to the three
reviewers, substantial evidence whiah indicates high
reliab;lity is pravided.

Validity: Validity is discussed in content, construct and criterion~
: " - related categories. Data were presénted which supported
' : the use of the QtisﬁLennan-

Publisher: Harcourt Brace Jovanovich

7555 Caldwell
Chicago, Illinois 60648

64




Title: = Ohio Tests of Articulatiopn and Perception of Sounds

Date: . 1973

Author: !‘Rut:b Béc:key Irwin

"Range: Ages 5-8

Administration::

Description:

Development:

Reliability:

Validity:

Publigher:

Individual; 15-30 minutes

The OTAPS were designed to evaluate articulation and
perception of vowel and consonant sounds. More than
one sound can be tested in each word or nonsense syll-
able. The child's spontaneous and imitative production
of sounds, as well as identificatfon and perception of
sounds, are assessed in eight subtests.

The standardization population consisted of 200 children,
ages 5-8, from Ohio. The subjects were controlled for
age, sex, hearing, intelligence and parental occupation
level.

Intra-rater and inter-rater reliabilities were reported
and appeared adequate., Test-retest reliability coeffi-
clents for each of the subtests were reported for a

small sample of 20 first- and gsecond-grade children. .The -
time period between tests was one week. The coefficients
ranged from .24 to .89, ' ‘

Validity coefficients were determined for the four sub-
tests on articulation by comparing them with the Templin-—

Darley Screening Test of Articulation. The coefficients.

reportedly ranged from .87 to .93.

Stanwix House, Inc.
3020 Chartiers Avenue
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15204




Title: Peabody Individual Achievement Test

Date: 1970

Authors: Lloyd M. Dunn and Frederick C. Markwardt, Jr.

Range: Grades K-adult

Administration:

Description:

Development:

Relisbility:

Validicey:

Publisher:

Individual; 30 minutes

The PIAT was designed for the purpose of providing a .
wide-range screening measure of achievement in the
areas of mathematics, reading recognition and compre~

. hension, spelling snd general infnfmacidn, It fesuits

fgr a more camplgte diagpnsls in one or more areas.
French (7th MMY) and Lyman (7th MMY) both agree that
the PIAT could be very helpful as a screening instru-
ment which could then be supplemented, if necessary,
with a more reliable and thorough test.

The PIAT was standardized on 2,900 subjects from grades
K-12, The sample was similiar in characteristics to
the total U.S. population in terms of race, sex, age
parental occupation and type of community.

Median test-retest feliabilities, based on a one-month
interval, were reported as .89 for the ta;al test and
64 En .88 for the subtests.

Correlations between PIAI total scores and the PPVT
were reported between .53 and .79.

American Guidance Service

Publisher's Building
Circle Pines, Minnesota 55014
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Title: . Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test |

‘Date: 1965

. Author: Lloyd M. Dunn
A

| Range: Ages 24-18

Administration:

Description:

Development:
Reliability:
Velidityg‘

Publisher:

Individual; 10-15 minutes; 2 forms

The PPVT was designed to give an indication of verbal
iﬁtelligenee as measured by receptive language vocabu-
lary (listening vocabulary). It is composed of a graded
series of 150 plates, each with 4 pictures. The examiner
pPronounces one stimulus word, and the subject indicates
which of the four pictures best represents the stimulus
word. Scores may be converted to IQ, mental age and
percentile equivalents. According to Gearheart and
Willenberg (1974), the PPVT has questionable appropriate-~

. ness in use with some minority ethnic groups to which

the stimulus pictures are not common. Hammill and Bartel
state that although the PPVT yields and "IQ" score, it ”
would be more proper to consider it a test of receptive
vocabulary of standard English word meeniegei

The PPVT was standardized on 4,000 subjects of varying
levels of intelligence over the age range of two years,
six months through 18 years. Age norms were extrepeleted
downward to one year, nine months. :

Altereete—ferm reliability coefficlents on the standard-
ization population reportedly ranged from .67 at the
6~year level to .84 at the 17- and 18-year lovels with
a median of 177.

The median correlation of the PPVT with the Stenfefd—

Binet was reported as .71; a correlation of .61 with

the WISC was reported. The median correlation between
the PPVT and school achievement was in the .50's.

American Guidance Service, Inc.

Publisher's Building
Circle Pines, Minnesota 55014
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Title: Perceptual Forms Test
Date: 1969
Author: jﬂmter Haven L;gnssResearch;?aundatian, Inc.
Range: Ages 5-8
’ AdmiﬂiatESEiaﬁz ‘Group; 10 minutes

Description: The PFT was originally published in 1955; thus, it is

one of the earliest attempts to assess visual perception.
It is one component of a perceptual and readiness evalua-
tion and training program which utilizes template proce- S
dures. There are two parts in the PFT itself and Incomplete
Forms. There are several versions of the PFT: group ver—-
slons for kindergarten and grade one, an individusl test
for "begirnning school children” and two versions for home
use. Several handbooks have been written by different
authors. It is questionable as to which, if any, is
preferred or recommended. Little gttentian to accepted
- test construction procedures was apprently given by the
developers of this approach. Both Mann (7th MMY) and

* Robinson (7th MMY) pointed out many deficiencies and

i confusing aspects of the procedures, handbooks, ete. Mann
recommended that the authors start anew and provide norms,
reliability figures and justifiable scoring guides in one
explicit manual.

‘ngelgpﬁentz No information was reported.
Reliabilicy: No information was reported.
‘Validitﬁz . No information was reported.
Pubiisher: " Winter Haven Lions Research Foundation, Inc.
' P.0. Box 111

Winter Haven, Florida 33880
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.i'ﬁf;tle= - Predictive SEIEEﬂiﬁg Iest aﬁ A:;ieulatian

Date: 1975 | a S

Authors: Charles Van Riper and Robert L. Erickson '

Range:  Grade 1 o

Administration: Individual; 8 minutes

Désgriptigﬂz The PSTA wag devised to help the speech clinician identify
those children who will overcome their articulatory dif~
ficulties by grade three without professional asaistance.

Development: The initial group used in the development of this scale

o o ‘consisted of 167 beginning first grade children in South~ - - =

western Michigan. All were judged, at that time, to have
. functionally defective articulation.

Belisbility: A split-half reliability coefficient of .81 was reported
: . for 293 rnsg¥validatigm subje¢ts_ ;

Validity:' Little research has been done on the prediztive validity
' ‘of the PSTA. The authors of the test emphssize,that
more research is needed-

Publisher: Western Highiggn University

Ealamazaa, Hi:higan
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;.Titlez' Pre-Reading Screening Procedures

Date: . 1969

Range: Grades K~1

Administration:

Degcriptieﬂé

Development :
Reliability:
Validity:

Publiéherz

Group; 40 minutes

The purpose of the PSP is to identify children who nmay
show indications of a "Specific Language Disability."
The test conslsts of seven subtests which evaluate audi-
tory, visual and visual-motor abilities. The manual

recommends using the PSP with the Metropolitan Readiness -
Iests and the Pintner-Cunninghsm Primary Test. Jamison .

(7th MMY) recommended using one of the many readiness
or intelligence tests available for pre-readers - one
with more complete informatien. Eress (7th MMY) stated

"that the PSP merits consideration if much more data are,f'

gathered through other tests and infc;mal information.
No information was reported in the manual.
No iﬁférﬁatiﬁn was reported in the manual.
No information was reported in the manual.

Educator's Publishing Service, Inc.
75 Moulton Street

 Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138
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O Title:

Date: 1921fv _

f]gggfgéhaglfkindETgégggn Rgadiﬁéssriﬁvgntarjr

- Author: Margaret E. Green
L] . . )

'Banges Grade K-

Administration:

Description:

Develapﬂﬁaﬁs

- Reliabilicy:

" Validity:

Eublishe;:

Individuali_}g minutes

‘The PKRI (also called the "Chula Vista') was develapedvd%;!wgfi
-for the purpose of measuring abilities and skills

regarded as important for school success. It is pre-

-ferably administered by the classroom teacher. . Examples

of skills surveyed are social and numerical awareness,
motor performance, direction awareness, letter recog-
nition, and body image awareness. The.PKRI is eagy to -
administer; a few easlly located materials are required.
The manual gives-suggestions for interpretation of results
of fall or spring assessment. In the revised edition,
certain items are weighted to produce a possible score

of 100. : o

The PKRI was developed In the Chula Vista City School

District, Chula Vista, California. The district will

furnish score analyses of approximately 10,000 iﬁdividually““‘*
‘administered tests upon request. The PRRI was administered

to approximately 2,000 students in 23 Chula Vista Schools
in May, 1969. Approximately 20% were Spanish, 75% other
Caucasian, and 5% Black, Oriental, and other non-Caucasian.

No information reported.

A correlation of .83 was reported with the Metropolitan
Readiness Tests, .55 with the Co n;;ivevékiéiﬁiesuiest

and .71 with the Cooperative Reading Test.

Chula Vista City School District
84 East "J". Street ’
Chula Vista, California 92012




Title: Preschool Language Scale

Date: 1969

=

'Au;hars=4 Irla Lee Zimmerman, Violette G. Steiner and Roberta L. Evatt

Range:  Ages 147

Administration:

Description:

Development:

Eéliahilityg
Vs;idiﬁyzv .

Fublisher:

Individual; 30 minutes

The PLS is designed to evaluate developmental progress,
maturational language, strengths and deficiencies in

the language skills of young children. It consists of °
& seriles of auditory and verbal language tasks at various
age levels. Both Stark (7th MMY) and Ammons- (7th-MMY) -~ -
suggested avoiding the PLS as there are better measures
more carefully designed and with clear empirical evidence.

No clear information was given regarding the development -
of the PLS. - : - ' ~

No information was reported.
No information was reported. |

Charles E. Merrill Publishing Company
1300 Alum Creek Drive ‘

" Columbus, Ohio 43216




f; lfi;ié='-'Pfimary'Viaual'Hétgr Test

- Date: 1970
.- Author? Hagy R.

Administration:

Description:

Haworth

Individual; 10-15 minutes

- The PVMT was designed to assess visual—ma:ar development -

in the preschool and early primary grades. It consists
of 16 stimulus cards which the subject iz asked to re-

produce. The PVMT is intended to be a downward extension ?fQQ

.. of Bender-Gestalt concepts and method. According to

Development:
.
Reliability:

Validity:

Publisher:

Barclay (7th MMY) and Harris (7th MMY) —#ho, ‘;‘m.agppggfsé"r—a; -

to have merit for the assessment of” visualﬁmatnr functions -
'in young children; however, more data need to be gathered..

The standardization. populatinn consisted of 100 - ehildren e
at each year from ages four through eight. The children  *
were selected so that parental cocupations were represen-
tative of the 1960 U.S. census figures.

Interscorer feliabilities were reported between .82 and
«98 with an overall coefficient for all ages .of .97.
Test-retest reliability with a mean test interval of

52 days was .82. . .

Some evidence of validity is reported with smali agmples.
Empirical evidence of predictive validity is limited.
According to Harris, the main source of validity rests
on cﬁnstruct and "face" validity. .

Grune and Stratton, Inc.

111 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York 10003




Title: Pupil Rating Scale

' paca_ 1971

Aqthar:; Helmer R. Myklebust

Range: Gﬁaﬂgs

Adminiastration:

Description:

Development:

Reliability:

. Validity:

Publisher:

Teacher-completed rating’ Bcale, camplgtian time not rﬁparted

The purpose of the Pupil Rating Scale is to screen 1earﬂing
disabled children. A score of 3 is average on the 5-point -

scale. The five areas evaluated are Auditory Cempfehgnsian,‘
Spoken Language, Orientation, Motor Coordination, and" 7
Personal-Soclal Behavior. The author suggests that the
scores should not be used for diagnostic purpases-~ Low
scores may suggest further evaluation. = '

This scale resulted fram a 5-year Hbrthwestern Uﬁiversi:y e
regsearch project which tested several identification praeedure
for selecting children with learning disabilities. Tegchers'
ratings were obtained for 2,000 third and fourth graders in"

" four unidentified large suburban school systems. The age rang

of the sample was 7 through 10 years, with the majority being

;- 8 and 9.

No information was reported.

According to the manual, close sgreement was found between ERE
results and results from "intensive diagnostic evluations.”
The names of the diagnostic instruments were not mentioned

and no data were given..

Grune and Stratton, Inc.
111 Fifth Avenue
New York, New York 10003
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Purdue Péréeptﬁallabtar Survey

" Date: 1966

Agthuré: "Eugene G. Roach and Newell C. Kephart '
- 4 e . o ) . -

'Range: Ages 6-10

/Administfgﬁiaﬂg

Description:

N
. Development:

Reliability:

Validity:

Publisher:

Individual; 20 minutes

The PPMS was designed to assess a child's ability in jump-
ing, identification of body parts, stepping stones, chalk-—
board tasks and other activities. The purpose of the test

is to enable the teacher to identifiy children who are -

lacking perceputal-motor abilities. ‘According to Hammill -

and Bartel (1975), the.PPMS was probably never intended for
use as a standardized instrument and would be better used
as a. structured informal device. The reviews in the Seventh-
Mental Measurement-Yearbook-are-conflicting. The interested.
educator should consult this source for evaluative informa—
tiﬂn! P .- e e e . N . . . . ‘

Two hundred children, grades one through four, who had no
known motor defects and had not been referred for achieve-
ment evaluation comprised the normative sample. These
children-were all from the same school system in Indiana.
Information on SES and sex is included in the manual.,

A test-retest reliability coefficient of .95 for 30 subjects
was reported., Jamison (7th MMY) and Hammill and Bartel
(1975) -feel this may be spuriously high due to the small -
sample or extensive examiner training. .

The concurrent validity eaéfficiéﬁt,far ta;ai's:are -
Kephart's original scale and teacher ratings was reportedly:
Charles E. Merrill Publishing Company

1300 Alum Creek Drive

Columbus,  Ohio 43216




M ii;;%é,f¢”h .

1971

r: iGlyjdﬁﬁ D. Riley

Range:  Grades K-2
Aﬁziﬁistratianz Individual; 3 minutes
Description: The RALT was developed for the purpose of prgvidin§ a
' fast screening device to determine which children most
need speech therapy. It is not as comprehensive as other:
longer weasures, : -

Development:. - The standardization population included 473 boys and girls
: Co- from kindergarten through grade two. The subjects were low
to middle socioceconomic level. Age, geographic and ethnic
data are unspecified. , v

Reliability: A test-retest reliability coefficient of .81 for a one-week S
4 interval was reported for 76 children. '

‘Validity: . The RALT correlated .75 with the Templin-Darley Articulation
= Screening Test. | -

Publisher: - Western Psychological Services
12031 Wilshire Boulevard

76




Title: 'Séréening Tests for Identifying Children with Specific Languagé]fsfr
- . Disability ' e . : .

‘Date: 1970

“Author: ‘Beth H. Slingerland

‘Bange: Grades 1-6
Administration: Group; 1 hour im 2 or 3 sessions; 4 levels (A, B, C, D)

Description: The Slingerland tests are designed to screen children :
with "specific language disabilities who are in need of
speclal attention or remediation." According to Wepman
(7th MMY), emphasis is placed on perceptual processes ,
in the auditory, visual and kinesthetic modalities rather
‘than on conceptual processes such as oral or written
interpretation, vocabulary, or language patterns and
usage. Deno (7th MMY) suggested that more empirical
evidence 1s needed before the tests should be used for

. ‘prediction or treatment. '
Development: No information was reported.in the manual.

geliabilityz No information was reported in the manual.

Validity: Mo information was reported in the manual.

Publiﬁhe:: Educator's Publishing Service, Inc.
' 75 Moulton Street
Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138




1966

~ Author: '§i Edward Ahr

ﬁsnge: Ages 4 to 6 years, 5 months

Administration:

Description:

Development:

Reliability:

Validity:

Publisher:

!

Screening Test of Academic Readiness

175:;

Group; 50-60 minutes

STAR was specifically designed to assess strengths and
weaknesses related to school readiness in preschool ;and
beginning kindergarten children. Language and perfor-
mance activities are included. According to Huebner

(7th MMY) it would be best used as an initial screening
device if supplemented by other detecting and predictive
measures. Magoon and Cox (7th MMY) feel that there would
be little difference between the STAR and an IQ measure.

The norms were developed using 1,500 preschool and kinder— |

garten children between four years and six years, five
months from a suburban white population of middle~ to
upper-class families. :

Test-retest reliabilities of .87 éa «91 for four- to

elght-veek intervals were reported. Small samples were
used. = ' o

Correlations of .72 and .67 (Stanford~Binet) and .76
(Metropolitan Readiness Tests) were reported.

Priority Innovations, Inc.
P.0. Box 792
Skokie, Illinois 60076
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B Iitlé: .

Date: 1970 |
. Authﬁf%éﬂlgﬂy L. lond, Bruce Balow and Cyril J. Hoyt

 Range:  Grades 2-6

Des2f19E19n2

Dﬂ?elapmenéz
x

Relfability:

Validity:

Publisher:

Silent Reading Diagnostic Tests -

These tests were designed to helpmthe élsssragm teacher
analyze specific silent reading abilities. The eight
tests included are: Words in Isolation, Words in Context,

Visual-Structural Analysis, Syllabication, Word Synthesis, .j“f

Beginning Sounds, Ending Sounds and Vowel and Consonant .

Sounds. . According to Bryant (7th MMY), these tests would

probably be supplemented by individual tests. The tests
provide useful, though limited, diagnostic information.

The tests were standardized on 2,500 pupils described as
representative of a population of approximately 38,000
pupils. The classes were from 10 cities in 3 states.

Reliaﬁility coefficients of .80 to .95 were reported for
the subtests. Only four classrooms were used to compute
these coefficients. ' - :

No data for validity were reported.
Lyons and Gafﬂéhan ﬁ

Rand McNally
P.0. Box 7600

Chicago, Illinois 60680
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Date: | 1963

Author: Richard L. Slosson

4

. Range:  Ages 2 weeks and over

.Administration:

Description:

Development:

Reliability:

Validicy:

|

Publisher:

‘Title: Slosson Intelligence Test

Individual; 10-20 minutes

The SIT is designed to be a brief screening device of
mental ability. Items are based on the Stanford-Binet
Intelligence Scale and Gesell Develo mental .Schedules.
The chronological age for calculating the 1Q does not
exceed 16 years, thus limiting the ‘test for use with
adults. There is a heavy emphasis.on language skills,
thus making the SIT more difficult for children who -

have. language problems for cultural or individual reasons.
This is especially true at the 2- to 4-year level. Ac-

~ cording to Hunt (7th MMY), one should not rely on the SIT

in situations where important diagnostic decisions are
required.

The manual contains little information about the construe~
tion of the SIT. The standardization sample was not

‘clearly described. The subjects were from New York; the

sample size was not given in the description of the sample.

A test-retest reliability coefficient of .97 within a two-
month interval was reported.
According to Himelstein (7th MMY), only one true validity

study was reported, showing correlations between the SIT
and Stanford-Binet ranging from .90 to .98. These may

be spuriously high since the SIT items for the ages fe- -

ported (4-18) are Stanford-Binet adaptations.

Slagsénlﬁdueatigﬂai Publications
140 Pine Street ‘
East Aurora, New York 14052




Specific Language Disability Igst

Title:
Date: 1967 )
 Author:  Neva Hélgamesius

Range:  Grades 6-8

Administration: -Group; 1 hour in 1 or 2 sessions e

Description: . This test is basically an upwgrd extension of the Scre g£
e ing Tests for Identifying Children with Specific Lan :

Digabilities by Slingerland. The reader is referred to
the summary of the Slin erland tests as the information
on deac:iptinn, development, reliability and validity
are’essentially the same.

Publisher: Educator's Publishing Service, Inc.
75 Moulton Street _
-Cambridge, Massachusetts 02138
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b""'izl'itlg- SRA E’rimary Meatal Abilities Test -
~ pate: 1962 |
'Autharszbv; L. Thu;stgne and Thelma Gwiﬁn Thurstone
' ﬁi;ée: . Crades K-adult; 6 levels
Ldniﬁistsa;ian: Group; 1 hour and 15 minutes

Description: The SRA PMA was designed to provide "multifactored as
well as general intelligence indices." The factors in-

. cluded are: Verbal Meaning, Number Facility, Reasoning,
Perceptual Speed and Spatial Belations. . The battery for
adults is identical to the battery for grades 9-12 except
"for the title. Only one battery -(grades 4-6) includes all
five factors. . According to Quereshi (7th MMY) and Schutz
(7th MMY), the PMA is currently analogous to the Ford .
Model A. It is a "classical" battery but has failed to
keep up with competing instrumeats. Both revigwers re-

" cormend-other tests which aré sugatiar in terms ef tech-
nical quality and functional utility.

Devalopment: ' The standardization sample ccusis;ed of 32 »000° children,
: ages 4-20 from public schools in five regiens of the
U.S8. Data regarding sex and Ethnic grnups were nmicted.*

Beliability: Test-retest.coefficients based on adm;nistratians of

: one~week and four-week intervals were reported. The co-
efficients for the total gcores range between .83 and .95.
The coefficients for individual factor scores vary consid-
erably from grade to grade. Some fluctuations may be due

o to limited sample sizes (14.to. 34). Perceptual Speed and

1 . . Spatial Relations scores are more unstable than other

. scores.
E.Vglidiﬁys‘rgrizf According to Quereshi (7ch MMY), there is little evidence
presented in the technical report for ;he validity of PMA
gcores.
Publisher: Sclence Research Assoclates

259 East Erie
Chicago, Jllinois 60611 .
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Title: Stanford-Binet Intelligence Scale, Third Revision.
Date: 1964 |
Authors: Lewis M. Terman and Maud A. Merrill

Range: Ages 2 and over

Adminigtration: Individual; 30-60 minutes; trained examiner

Description: The S-B 1s considered a measure of global or general
intelligence. The subject proceeds through successive
age levels as long as he 1s able to succeed in at least
one task at a given level. The test provides a measure
of the mental age and an intelligence quotient. The
Wechaler Intelligence Scale for Children has seemingly
gurpassed the 5-B in usage with older children. At pre~
sent, no major, well standardized, general intelligence
test of the point-scale type is available for children
between 30 months, the ceiling of the Bagle Scales,
and 48 months, the lowest age of the WPPSI (Freides,

Voo 7th MMY). According to Freides, it is here that the 5-B

serves a useful purpose today.

Development : In 1972, the S-B was administered to a stratified national
sample of subjects from the ages of 2 years through 18 -
years. According to the publisher, the new norms tables
resulted from the impact of recent soclal and cultural
developments on test performance. These nomms are avail-
a.le in a separate monograph. -

Reliability: A discussion on reliability is included in the revised
manual (1973).

Yalidity: A disucssion on validity 1s included in the manual.
Publisher: Houghton %ii{flin Company

1900 South Batavia Avenue
Geneva, Illinois 60134
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Title: Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children-Revised

Date: 1974

Author: David Wechsler

Rangs: Ages 6 years to 16 years, 11 months

Administration:

Description:

Development:

Reliability:

Validity:

Individual; 1 hour; trained examiner

The WISC-R is one of three Wechsler Scales based on the
agsumption that intelligence is global. These scales are
designed to assess intelligence at various age levels.
The 1949 WISC was revised due to changing population,
~changing environmental influences, item ambiguity, and
‘various recommendations from those who had used the test
for a period of years. The revision was also due in

part to specific issues raised concerning test questians
which might be unfair to minority populatioms. Approxi-
mately one-third of the test items are new or represent .
substantial modifications. The WISC-R continues to include
verbal aamd performance tests and results in Verbal, Per-
formance, and Full Scale IQ scores. The WISC-R cannot be

' administered with the--1949 WISC mafrerials. According to

i Freides (7th MMY), the WISC is the best of the individual
intelligence tests with special appeal in the separate
verbal and performance scales. Osborne (7th MMY) stated
that the WISC is the best intelligence test for children
six to thirteen. He also stated that it is a major accom~
plishment that the WISC has survived the indictments agalmst

intelligence tests in general. According to Osbornme the ... .

WISC is a "'stable, general purpose individual intelligence
test and is a useful and valid measure of immediate or
present mental functioning." It remains to be seen 1f the

WISC-R will prove to be more useful and valuable than the
HISC.

The standardization population of the WISC-R consisted of

a stratified sample of children ages 6 years, 6 months
through 16 years, 6 months. The sample included whites,

as well as blacks and other nonwhite :;roups. The 1970
census data were used to specify a siun.le of 2,200 for the
gix stratification variables. These six variables were age,
sex, race, occupation of head of household, urban-rural
residence and geographic regiom.

Split-half and test-retest coefficients were reported in
the manual.

A correlation coefficient of .82 for 50 subjects was re-
ported between the WISC-R and the WPPSI Full Scale IQs. A
correlation coefficient of .95 for 40 subjects was reported
between the WISG-R Full Sgale and the WAIS Full S:ale IQS.
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Full Scale and the Stanford-Binet was reported as .73.

The correlations in studies between the WISC-R and Stanford-
Binet have been similar to values obtained in studies in-
volving the 1949 WISC and Stanford-Binet.

Publisher Psychological Corporation
304 East 45th Street
Hew York, New York 10017
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Title: Stanford Early Scheo "1 Achievement (Lévéi I)

Date: 1969

Authors:  Richard Madden and Eric F. Gardmer

Range: Grades K-~1

Administration: Group; 1 hour and 30 minutes; 3-5 gessilons

Description: The SESAT I was designed to provide a measure of the child's
cognitive abilities. According to the manual, the SESAT I
is not a readiness test. It consists of four subtests: The
Environment, Mathematics, Letter and - Sounds-and--Aural-Com~' - -
. prehension. According to Hagen (7th MMY) and Mehrens (7th
MMY), the SESAT I should be useful in determining placement
and instruction, ‘

Development: The final norm sample consisted of 8,300 kindergarten pupils
and 11,100 first graders in 27 states. The school systems
were selected to be representative in location, size and
socloeconomic level.

Reliability: ' Split-half reliabilities were reported ranging from..76 to
i .85,

Validity: No information was reported.

Publisher: Harcourt Brace Jovanovich
Test Department
757 Third Avenue :
New York, New York 10017




Title: Stanford Diagnostic Arithmetic Test
Date: 1966

Authors: vl&alie S. Beatty, Richard Madden, and Eric F. Gardner

&

Range: Grades 2.5-8.5;: 2 -levels

Administration: Group; 2 hours, 50 minutes in 6 sessions (Level I),
3 hours, 50 minutes in 7 sessions (Level II)

Description: The SPAT was designed to identify and diagnose specific
weaknesses in arithmetic. The focus is on an understand-~ °
ing of properties of the number system and on computation.
It is intended to be given early in the school year. Ac-
cording to Rogers (7th MMY), there is little research on
the effectiveness of group diagnostic arithmeitc tests.

He cautions users concerning the use and interpretation
of the SDAT.

Development: The standardization population consisted of 8,000 pupils
v in four school systems. The extent to which this sample

' represents the national school population is not defined.

Reliability: Split-half reliability coefficients were reported at each

grade for all subtests. The r~liabilities ranged from

+89 to .98 for total scores. Several subtest reliabilities

were ih the .70's while two were .57 and .60.

Achievement Tests are high for measuring achievement. No
evidence of diagnostic validity is provided.

Validity: Most of the correlations betwe=n the SDAT and the Stanford-

Publisher: Harcourt Brace Jovanovich
‘ Test Department
757 Thixd Avenue
New York, New York 10017
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Title: = Stanford Diagnostic Reading Test
Date: - 1968
Bjorn Earlsen, Richard Madden and Eric F. Gardner
Range: Grades 2.5-8.5; 2 levels
Administration: Group; 2 hours and 20 minutes in 4 sessions (Level I);
1 hour and 30 minutes in- 3 sesaions (Level II);
2 forms for each level

Description: The SDRT is composed of saven subtests on the Level I test

and eight on Level II. Both levels contain- comprehension;- -

vocabulary, sound discrimination, syllabication and blend-
ing. Level I measures general comprehension only, while
Level II measures literal and inferential comprehension.
The manual advises teachers against using individual items
for diagnosis. .

Development: An item analysis was conducted on 15,000 pupils in five
states. The standardization population consisted of .
12,000 pupils from six school systems. Very little other
information was given.

Reliability: Split-half reliabilities were reported ranging from .87
for grade 5 to .94 for grade 3. :
Validity: Valiaity of the SDRT w%g diécussea; however, almoat no
o data were reported. (
. )
Publisher: Harcourt Brace Jovanovich
' Test Department
! 757 Third Avenue
New York, New York 10017
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Title: Standard Reading Inventory

Date: 1966

Authﬁ;‘:i Robert A. McCracken
Range: Grades 1-7
Administration: Individual; 30 minutea; 2 alternate forms

Description: This inventory consists of eleven stories for oral reading,
o eight stories for silent reading, and eleven word lists

for measuring sight vocabulary. The test is designed to
measure word recognition in isolation and context, errors
in oral reading, comprehension, word meaning and speed of
oral and silent reading. According to H.A. Robinson (7th
MMY), the SRI would be useful as a rough, semidiagnostic
tool. It would provide more information about the reasing
process than would a group standardized silent Teading
.test. ’

Development: This test 1s not standardized and there was no information
about specific norming procedures.

Reliability: Alternate-form reliabilities ranged from .86 to .91 for
the level scores and .68 to .99 (median .93) for the
subtest scores.

Validity: A discussion of content validity is included in the manual.
Content validity was obtained through a) vocabulary control;
b) basging sentence length, content, and general style on
three basal reading series and c¢) the use of Spache and
Dale-Chall readability formulas.

Publisher: Klamatk Printing Company

320 Lowell Street
Klamath Falls, Oregon 97601
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Title: Templin-Darley Tests of Afiigulﬂtiﬁn.
Date: 1969 | o
Authors: Mildred C. Templin and Frederic L. Darley
Range:  Ages 3 and over

Administration: Individual; 5 minutes for screening Eest} 20 minutes for
total diagnostic test g

Description: ~ The TDTA may be used as a screening device (50 items) or
as a diagnostic instrument (141 items). According to
. - Haller (7th MMY), the 1969 TDTA is probably " . . . the
best published clinfcal measure of phoneme acquisition
in terms of its rationale, the variety. and quality of
normative data, and flexibility. Its apparent limitations
are common to most articulation tests." . | s
Development: The norms in the 1969 edition were based on data gathered
' in 1957 for the first edition. The items were administered
to 480 children ages 3 through 8. The subjects were white,
average intelligence, with no gross hearing loss, and were
enrolled in 14 public schools and 21 nursery schools in
' Minneapolis and St. Paul. The subjects were selected to
be representative of the U.S. urban population.

Reliability: IEEE‘IEEESE-EEliEbiliﬁy coefficents of .93 to .99 on
single age groups between 2 and 5 years old for a 8-day
interval were reported. :

Validity: The manual contains some information on validity.
1 Publishéf: . Bureau of EducatignaerESEEféh and Service
. Division of Extension and University Services

' University of Iowa
Towa City, Iowa 52240
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Title: Utah Test of Language Development
Date: 1969
Authors: , Merlin J. Mecham, J. Lorin Jex and J. Dean Jones
Range: Ages 1 year, 5 months to 14 years, 5 months
Administration: Individual; 30-45 minutes

Description: The UTLD is a test of general level of language function-
ing in normal or handicapped children. It tests expressive
and receptive language skills. It also contains items
that test conceptual development. The test should prob~
ably not be given to children with visual-perception prob-
lems, inner-city children, or children 6f minority racial
or ethnic groups. According to Butler (7th MMY), the UTLD
is a-useful screening device of language Ekills, especially
at the p:eszhgal level,

Development: The standardization population consisted of 273 normai
[ white subjects, ages 1 year, 6 months to 14 years, 5
months. All socloeconomic levels were represented.
Reliability: A split-half reliability coefficient of .93 was reported,
Validity: According to the authors, test items have "face" validity

as they were selected from previously standarized sov.'zes.

Publisher: Communication Research Associates, Inc.
' Salt Lake City, Utah
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Title: Valett Developmentsl Survey of Basic Learning Abilities

Date: 1966‘=

Author:  Robert E. Valett

Range: Ages 2-7
Administration:

Description:

Development:

Reliability:
Valid%ty:

Publisher:

Individual; 60 minutes

The Valett Survey consists largely of a selection and
adaptation of items from other scales such as those by
Gesell, Kephart, Binet, Frostig and Wechsler. There are
233 -tasks covering seven basic areas: motor integration
and physical development, tactile discrimination, auditory
discrimination, visual-motor coordination, visual discrim-
ination, language development and verbal fluency, and con-
ceptual development. According to the manual, the survey
results are to be used to determine if further diagnostic
evaluation is needed‘and to plan an educational program
for the child. Ruth (7th MMY) stated that most users
would have difficulty scoring the items, as directions in
the manual are inadequate. Mann (7th MMY) and Ruth both
comment on the frequent violations of educational test
standards in the development of this device.

No clear rationale was presented for the selection or age-
level assignment of items. No information was offered on
normative sample or the appropriateness of item placement.
No information was reported.

No information was reported.

Consulting Psychologists Press, Inc.

577 College Avenue
Palo Alto, California 94306



Ticle: Véne Kindergarte:: Test

Date: 1968

Author: ,Julia R. Vane

Range: Ages 4 years to 6 years, 1l months

Administration: Two parts may be group administered; one part must be
administered individually; 30 minutes; trained examiner

Description: The purpose of the VKT is to "evaluate the intellectual
and academic potential and behavior adjustment of 'young
-children." The three parts included are a perceptual
motor subtest, a draw-a-man subtest and a vocabulary
subtest. The vocabulary subtest is administered indivi-
Cually. All three subtests contain items similar to
those widely used in tests for young children.

Development: -~ The norms are based on 400 subjects, all from New York and
: New Jersey. The sample is representative of rural-urban,
v '~ white-nonwhite, and occupational groups.

!Eglizbilityz Test-retest reliability ;aéf%iéients were .97 after one
week and .88 after five months, for small, undefined
samples.

Validity: The VKT correlated .76 with the Stanford-Binet given to
212 subjects with the tests given two years apart.
Publisher: Clinical Psychologists Publishing Company, Inc.
4 Conant Square '
‘Brandon, Vermont 05733
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Title: Vineland Social Maturity Scale

Date: 1965

Author: Edgar A. Doll .

Range: Birth to adult

Administration:

Description:

Development:

Beliability:

Validity:
\_

Publisher:

Individual; 20-30 minutes

The Vineland is an informant-interview technique used
for the screening and diagnosis of degree or level of
social competence. Items are arranged in order of
increasing average difficulty in six areas: self-help
(general, eating and dressing), self-direction, occupa-
tion, communication, locomotion, and socialization. The
parent, teacher, or counselor scores each of 117 items.
Although & Social-Age Value up to 30 years may be obtained,
the scale is more frequently used with young children.
According to Cruickshank (4th MMY) and Teagarden (4th
MMY), the Vineland can add to clinical ingights regarding
an individual,

The standardization sample was from the eastern U.S.
The norms are based on 20 normal subjects at each of 31
age levels, a total of 620 subjects.

Testirgggst coefficients reportedly ranged between .94
and .99 based on 1.35 years between tests.

According to the publisher's information, if the range
of informants about the child's behavior is increased
from parents to educaticnal and psychological personnel,
agreement of evaluation correlated .92,

American Guidance Service

Publisher's Building
Circle Pines, Minnesota 55014
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Title: Wechsler Preschool and Primary Scale of Intelligence
Date: 1967

Author: Parid Wechsler

Range:  Ages 4~6%

Administration: Individual; 50-60 minutes; trained examiner

Description: The WPPSI is, in a sense, a downward extension of the
WISC and is also designed to assess a child's global
intelligence. It 1s similar in many ways to the other
Wechsler Scales., It results in Verbal, Performance aud
Full Scale IQ scores. It contains five verbal and five
performance subtests. Some of the subtests and items have
been adapted from the WISC for use with younger children.
According to Eichorn (7th MMY), "the WPPSI is the best
standardized and most up-to-date individual test availlable."
However, due to an inadequate floor (at the lower end of
the ‘scale) it is not appropriate to use for differentiating

\ : among the moderate and severely retarded,

Development: The standardization population consisted of 600 boys and
: 600 girls, stratified with respect to geographic region,
urban-rural residence, and father's occupation based on
the 1960 census. Both white and nonwhite subjects were

included. ’

Reliability: Test-retest reliabllity coefficients were reported for
: the Verbal (.86), Performance (.89) and Full Scale IQ

(.92) from a sample of 50 children retested after an
average of eleven weeks. .Split-half coefficients were
reported at each age level for every subtest except
Animal House. The average split~half reliability coeffi-
clents were .94 (Verbal), .93 (Performance) and «96 (Full
Scale).

Validity: A correlation coefficient of .76 with the Stanford-Binet
was repoerted for 100 five- to six-year olds. The Verbal
IQ correlated more highly with the Stanford-Binet than did
the Performance IQ. Correlations were also reported with
the PPVT and the Pictorial Test of Intelligence.

Publisher: Paychological Corporation
304 East 45th Street
New York, New York 10017
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Title: Wide Range Achievement Test

Date: 1965

Anzhgrsi J.F. Jastak, S.R. Jastak and S.W. Bijou

Range: Ages 5-adult; 2 levels

Administration:

Description:

Development:

Rel;ability; |

Validicy:

Publisher:

Individual; 20-30 minutes

The WRAT was designed as a method to assess reading (word
recognition and pronunciation), written spelling and arith-

" metic computation. Merwin (7th MMY) felt that the WRAT is

potentially useful in a clinical setting but is impractical
for general school use. According to Thorudike (7th MMY),
the test might be valuable in a clinical or research sget-
ting but he would hesitate to recommend it for other pur-
poses, ,

A group of 5,800 children and adults from seven states
comprised the standardization population. The authors
stated that "no attempt was made to obtain a representative
national sampling." N

Split-half reliability coefficients of «98~.99 were reported.
Reviewers Merwin and Thorndike question these figures ag
certain features of the WRAT design tend to inflate split-
half reliabilities. Correlations between Level 1 and

Level 2 were reported in the range of .85 to .90/

The manual has a section concerning validity. However,

Thorndike stated that it is "hard to reconcile these state-
ments with each other or with the usual concepts of test
validation." Merwin is also highly critical of the narra-
tive on validity.

Harcourt Brace Jovanovich
7555 Caldwell

Chicago, Illinois 60648 | T

96



95—

Title: What I Like to Do

Date: 1954

Authors: ' Marcella R. Bonsall, Charles E. Meyers and Louis P. Thorpe
- .

Range: Grades 4-7

Administration: Iﬂdividuai'inventcry; 40 minutes i
Description: What I Like to Do is an interest iﬁventary which yielda

an interest pattern in eight areas of in-school and out-
of-achool activities. These areas are: art, musie, social
studies, active play, quiet play, manual arts, home arts.
and science. The purpose of the inventory is to provide

a means of identifying pupil interests so they may be
used in guidance and instruction.

Development: The standardisaticn pepulatian wags stratified for grade,
' sex, urban-rural, SES and geographic region. Thirty-eight
hundred children from 33 states and 51 schools were gdmin*
v istered the inventory.

Ealiahilityz  Coefficients of reliability for the eight areas for boys
- and girls in each grade ranged from .70 to .97.

Validity: -~ No data were reported on validity. The manual inéliides a
discussion of the item selection procedures.

‘Publisher: Science Research Associates
: 259 East Erie
Chicago, Illinois 60611




Title:  Woodcock Reading Mastery Tests

‘D§§§= 1973

Author: ‘Pigha:d W. Woodcock

égngeg Grades R-12

Administration:

Description:

Development :

Reliability:

Publisher:
!

Individyal; 20-30 minutes; two forms

The WRMT is a battery of five criterion-referenced reading
tests. The tests are letter identification, word identifi-
cation, word attack, word comprehension, and passage com-
prehension. The emphasis of test interpretation is on
predicted individual performance, rather than comparison
with others. o :

Item analysis was based on 35,000 individually administered
tests to subjects in kindergarten through grade 12 in
Illinois, Michigan, Minnesota and Tennessee. Normative
data were obtained on 5,000 subjects selected from a strati-

.fied random sampling plan from across the U.S.

Split-half reliabilities were computed for. 850 pupils in -
grades one, four and ten. Reliabilities for the five
tests fell between .90 and .99. Total test score reli-
abilities fell in the .97 to .99 range. Test-retest
reliabilities with alternate forms ranged from .68 to .97.

- The tests were given to 200 pupils in grades two and seven

with one week intervening,
American Guidance Service, Inc.
Publisher's Building

Circle Pines, Minnesota 55014




