
MINUTES: SPLD Test Evaluation Committee (STEC)   
 
Date and time  Monday 9th November 2009 
 
Place    7 Woburn Walk, London WC1H OJJ 
 
Present Sandra Hargreaves (SH), David McLoughlin (DM) (Chair), Julia 
Kender (JK), Janet Kruger (JKr), Janet Skinner (JS) with Pat Lindley (deputising 
for Hilary Dinham) 

 
DM welcomed Pat Lindley to the meeting.   

 

1. Minutes of previous meeting  
The minutes were agreed as a true record of the previous meeting. 
 
2. Matters arising 
JS confirmed that the updated test list had been sent to Lynn Greenwold.  It 
was noted that the list is not yet on the Patoss website. 
 
3. Feedback from SASC   (JK)                                                                                           
SASC has been awarded a grant of £10,500 from the Department for 
Business, Innovation and Skills (DBIS). This money has to be spent by the end 
of the financial year and cannot be used for administration.  The Dyslexia 
Trust has also awarded SASC a grant of £14,500.    The money will be used 
for the CPD work and authorisation of courses.  SASC is working jointly with 
the British Psychological Society (BPS) and the British Dyslexia Association 
(BDA) on course authorisation. Funding will also be used to finance the 
website.  There will be a further application for 2010-11 to continue the 
work but after this it is expected that SASC will be largely self-financing. 
 
There was a discussion about the change in the registration process for 
Educational Psychologists which now takes place through the Health 
Professions Council; psychologists are not automatically registered. 
 
4. Dyspraxia assessment guidelines       (JK; JS) 
There was a long discussion about the assessment of dyspraxia.  It was 
agreed that there was considerable controversy nationally about the 
definition of dyspraxia as well as who was qualified to provide a dyspraxia 
diagnosis.  There appear to be some researchers who are clearly focussing 
on the medical model of co-ordination difficulties who prefer the term DCD, 
whereas practitioners look more at the educational aspects such as 
organisation and time management weaknesses, visual perceptual 
difficulties and differences between verbal and non-verbal ability. There was 
a suggestion that the two terms – DCD and dyspraxia – should be clarified 
rather than used interchangeably. 
 
SH reported on her visit to Anna Barnett at Oxford Brookes University who 
works closely with Amanda Kirby and had circulated a paper they had 
produced regarding the testing of dyspraxia, together with reference to a 
dyspraxia checklist on the Discovery Centre website.  JS had a recent 
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conversation with Amanda who expressed an interest in being involved in 
future discussion.  
 
It was suggested that STEC should produce a draft consultant document 
about dyspraxia/DCD and issues around diagnosis and circulate this 
nationally.  JK and JS had already made a start on a paper which could be 
taken further.  In the meantime, a holding statement should be put on the 
website. 
 
ACTION: the following statement to be put on the website 
 

There is currently some controversy over who we describe as being 
dyspraxic.  Definitions of DCD focus on motor skills and diagnosis is 
based on tests of motor skills.  A broader definition incorporates motor 
co-ordination difficulties but also looks at other areas such as time 
management and organisation. 

 
ACTION: 
STEC will produce a consultative paper about dyspraxia and aims to consult 
professionals in the field. (JK/JS initially) 
 
BPS Reviews (PL) 
PL reported on the work she has been involved in as Senior Editor the BPS 
reviews of Psychometric tests.  130 tests have been reviewed so far. The 
reviews have mainly been of occupational tests but educational tests are 
currently being reviewed. Tests are evaluated for their Psychometric 
properties but also report on ease of administration, understanding 
instructions, restrictions on use.  PL will arrange for STEC committee 
members to have copies of the reviews when available. All reviews are 
available at www.psychtesting.org.uk 
ACTION: STEC members to have copies of reviews when available (PL) 
 
Tests to be added to approved list 
There were no tests to be added to the list.  JK and JS had looked at the 
Automated Working Memory Assessment (AWMA) but a decision about 
whether to add this to the list will be deferred until DM has had an 
opportunity to review the test.  JK provided DM with a copy of the test at the 
meeting. 
 
There was discussion about whether to remove the Morrisby Manual 
Dexterity Test from the list as doubts had been expressed in the paper 
circulated by SH about its suitability for assessing DCD in adults. No decision 
was taken on this.  
 
Use of other tests (DM) 
DM drew the committee’s attention to recent reports he has seen where 
assessors have used tests inappropriately with people above the ceiling age.  
It was agreed that in some cases use of such tests was helpful diagnostically 
but assessors should be careful to qualify any remarks that are made and 
state clearly in the report if the test is being used above the ceiling age and 
the reasons why it has been used.   
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DM also noted that some assessors are carrying out assessments in an age 
range for which they are not qualified and that the Practising Certificates do 
not distinguish the age ranges.  It was suggested that Patoss look into this in 
order to ensure that all assessments are carried out by suitably qualified and 
experienced assessors.   
 
ACTION: A statement to be put on website/test list for guidance 
 
Date of next meeting 
10th May at 2p.m. 
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