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MINUTES: SPLD Test Evaluation Committee (STEC)   
 
Date and time:  Monday 21st May 2012   2p.m. – 4p.m. 
 
Place    7 Woburn Walk, London WC1H OJJ 
 
Present Hilary Dinham (HD); Barry Johnson (BJ); David McLoughlin; (DM)    

(Chair); Julia Kender (JK); Janet Kruger (JKr); Janet Skinner (JS) 
 
Apologies: Sandra Hargreaves 
 

1. Minutes of previous meeting 
The minutes were agreed 
 

2. Matters arising 
 BJ circulated information about the Woodcock Reading Mastery Test.  It was 

concluded that it was a good revision and a strong test, despite the US norms 
and some Americanisms.   

 It was clarified that two committee members should review new tests or if 
there is a query; for an updated test, only one member is needed. 

 It was suggested that publishers should be encouraged to provide advice 
about standardisation issues, particularly with US imported tests.  It was 
agreed that GL Assessment should be approached.  Standardisation issues 
were previously discussed with Pearson at the meeting on 7th February 2012. 

 
ACTION 1: DM to send letter to Pearson + GL  
 

3. New committee member 
Rachel Simpson and Caroline Holden had been suggested to replace Sandra 
Hargreaves on the committee.  The committee looked at both of the ‘applications’; 
both had skills and knowledge which would be contribute to STEC and it was 
decided to invite both of them.  
 
ACTION 2: Julia to write to invite them to the next meeting. 
 

4. Format for reviewing tests (HD) 
There was a discussion about the format for reviewing tests and it was agreed that 
BJ’s suggested format should be used.  HD suggested one or two additions from her 
format. It was also agreed that the Committee for Test Standard (CTS) should be 
consulted.  As Hilary is the BPS representative on STEC, she agreed to consult the 
CTS.  
 
ACTION 3: HD to set up a draft template based on the previous formats for reviews 
and to send to the committee for comment. 
ACTION 4:  HD to send the draft to the BPS  
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5. Updating test list 
It was agreed that the following tests would be included: 

Woodcock Mastery 3  
TOWRE 2  
 
GORT 5 has been reviewed by BJ but it was agreed that a second committee 
member should review it before it was included.  

 
Queries had been raised by a number of specialist tutors as to why the 
Neuropsychological Assessment Battery (NAB) was not included on the test list.  
BJ had reviewed the test and clarified that the main reason it was not considered 
suitable was that the reliability co-efficients were relatively low. 
 

ACTION 5: DM to request a review copy of GORT5 from Pearson 
ACTION 6: Julia to review GORT 5 
 
ACTION 7: Janet Kr to update review list by September 2012 including the updated 
dyspraxia information. 
Cut-off for test reviews: end of July  

 
Note: It was clarified that further reviews would take place throughout the year 
when new tests become available 
 

6. Review of tests: Bruininks Oseretsky Test of Motor Proficiency 
(BOT2) (HD)  
 

Following communication with the publishers, HD had reviewed the BOT2 to see if it 
would be suitable for inclusion on the Test List. It was concluded that it was not 
appropriate to add to the Test List as it more focused on gross motor movements 
and so not specifically for SpLDs. Some of the skills it is measuring were considered 
not to be suitable for adults.  It would be more suited to a younger age range.  HD 
will return the inspection copy to Pearson. 
 

7. Use of discontinued tests (BJ) 
As requested by Lynn Greenwold, there was a discussion about guidance to 
specialist tutors about when to stop using discontinued tests. BJ had provided some 
guidance prior to the meeting.   
 
ACTION 8: Further comments to be sent to BJ by 28th May 2012.  
BJ to send response to Lynn 
 

8. Comprehension tests (HD) 
HD had been asked by a colleague to discuss comprehension tests. It was agreed 
that the tests available for adults was very limited. It was agreed that this was an 
important issue and warranted further discussion.  It will be put on the agenda for a 
further meeting. 
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9. Dyspraxia (JK) 
There was a discussion about the suitability of the Adult Guidance sheet for 
Development Co-ordination Disorder (DCD) produced by Movement Matters.  HD 
and JS had responded separately to express concern. Lynn Greenwold has 
responded on behalf of SASC.  
 
STEC shares concerns that the educational aspects of the leaflet have not been 
addressed and endorsed SASC’s concerns about the suitability of the leaflet.  
 

10. ADHD (BJ) 
Lynn Greenwold had asked the committee to comment on suitable tests and 
materials for ADHD diagnosis, further to a query from Student Finance England 
(SFE) who had requested guidance on who was qualified to assess for ADHD. 
 
David Grant (EP) had approached SASC directly to gain approval of his proposal that  
Educational Psychologists should be able to assess for ADHD.  It was noted that 
specialist teachers were not included in his proposals. 
 
There was a discussion about diagnosis of ADHD which is generally considered to be 
a medical condition, requiring a multi-disciplinary approach.  Concern was raised that 
educationalists might overlook other medical/clinical conditions which could have 
similar profiles to ADHD.  However, it would be possible to consider the educational 
aspects of ADHD with a recommendation for medical diagnosis to confirm the 
presence of ADHD. It was agreed that further debate would be required and that a 
short interim paragraph should be provided. 
 
Action 9: JS to draft a paragraph re ADHD, following on from the above 
discussions. 
 

11. Any other business 
DM requested that STEC should discuss report formats in a future meeting.  He is 
concerned that it is not always appropriate for employers to have access to ability 
scores and suggests that reports should include scores in the appendix only. It was 
agreed that this would be put on the agenda for a future meeting. 
 
 

12. Date of next meeting 
Monday 12th November 2012 

 
 
 
 
 


