Sample Adverse Effect Measures for Oral Expression and Listening Comprehension
	MEASURE
	EXAMPLE(S)
	CRITERION FOR COMPARISON

	· Individually-administered

     nationally-normed achievement test


	· Woodcock-Johnson Psycho-Educational Tests of Achievement (Cluster Scores)
· Wechsler Individual Achievement Test Skill Areas 
· Comprehensive Assessment of Speech and Language(CASL)
· Comprehensive Receptive and Expressive Vocabulary Test-2

· Clinical Evaluation  of Language Fundamentals-4 (CELF-4)

         Receptive Language Cluster Score     

         Expressive Language Cluster Score

· Oral and Written Language Scales (OWLS)

          Oral Expression Cluster Score
          Listening Comprehension Cluster Score 

· Expressive Vocabulary Test

· Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test (PPVT)

· Expressive One Word Picture Vocabulary Test (EOWPVT)

· Test of Language Competence-Expanded

· The Listening Comprehension Test-2

· Test of Problem Solving (Expressive, pragmatic measure)

· Goldman-Fristoe Test of Articulation
· The Arizona Articulation Proficiency Scale (Third Revision) 

	Scores at or below the 15th percentile or 1 standard deviation below the mean (typically a standard score of 85 or below)
· Grade norms
· Scores reflect performance over time



	· Nationally normed group administered achievement test


	· The Listening Comprehension Test
	Scores at or below the 15th percentile or 1 standard deviation below the mean (typically a standard score of  85 or below)

· Grade norms
· Scores reflect performance over time



	· Grades specifically related to oral expression and listening comprehension directly measured on the report card  (e.g., Forensics class grade)   
              Grades continued


	· Standards-based Report Cards

· Teacher-determined grading systems

· IEP-based individualized grading systems
	Generally, in comparison to the Vermont Framework of Standards and Learning Opportunities

· In heterogeneous classrooms, the student’s grade is among the lowest 15% of grade level classmates

· Otherwise, the student’s grades represent the lowest 15% in comparison to the expected level of performance for average grade level peers.



	· Curriculum-based measures;


      Teacher made tests


	· Teacher made tests (e.g. ,vocabulary)
· Rubric 1.13 Communication Standards/Listening

· Rubric 1.15 Communication Standards/Expression/Speaking


	Comparison to performance of average grade level peers on same measure

· Performance indicates that the student is among the lowest 15% 



	· Individually-administered

     Criterion-Referenced Tests

· Group-administered Criterion-Referenced Tests


	· Qualitative Reading Inventory-4 (QRI-4)

          Listening Comprehension Subtest
          Passage Re-telling

· Receptive One Word Picture Vocabulary Test

· Brigance Inventories
· Clinical Evaluation of Language Fundamentals-IV (CELF-IV)Teacher checklist in oral expression
· Primary Observation Assessment (POA)

·  Developmental Reading Assessment (DRA)


	Test results indicate that the student lacks skills or knowledge typical of an average student at the student’s grade level

Comparison to performance of average grade level peers on same measure in relation to VT Framework and Standards of Learning Opportunities
· Performance indicates that the student is among the lowest 15%



	· Other Individualized measures of

adverse effect
	· Student Work

· Language Samples

· SLP observation in the learning environment
	Comparison to performance of average grade level peers on same measure

Performance indicates that the student is among the lowest 15%
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