
MINUTES: SPLD Test Evaluation Committee (STEC)    
 
Date and time  Thursday 19th March 2009 
 
Place    7 Woburn Walk, London WC1H OJJ 
 
Present Sandra Hargreaves (SH), David McLoughlin (DM) (Chair), Julia 
Kender (JK), Janet Kruger (JKr), Geraldine Price (GAP), Janet Skinner (JS) with 
Lyn Greenwold 

 
Apologies   Chris Singleton, John Rack  
 

1. Minutes of previous meeting  
The minutes were agreed as a true record of the previous meeting. 
 
Matters arising 
GAP reported that she had spoken to John Rack who agreed he would send a 
representative from DA if he were unable to attend future meetings. 
Action 1: DM to ask Chris Singleton if he wishes to continue to be part of the 
committee. 
 
There was a discussion about writing speed and it was noted that there is no 
standardised writing speed available for HE although it is generally accepted 
that the average speed for HE students is 25 words a minute although 
copying speed would be faster. Similarly, there are no standardised speeds 
for reading but it is generally understood that average Oral Reading Speed is 
150 words per minute and average Silent Reading speed is 250 words per 
minute.  It is also generally understood that the Silent Reading Speed is more 
meaningful for HE students. 
   
It was agreed that it would be useful to put guidelines on the website for 
Specialist teachers. 
Action 2: DM to circulate slides on writing speed/writing speed to the 
committee and guidelines then to be agreed. 
 
2. Update from SASC Committee meeting (JK) 
SASC and the British Psychological Society (BPS) are developing a joint 
kitemaking system for CPD training.  It has been suggested that STEC could 
work jointly with the testing centre of the BPS. 
Action 3: DM to contact Rachel Middleton to arrange attendance at the next 
meeting together with another member of the committee.  DM will get back 
to the committee if there is agreement for 2 members to attend. 
 
SASC has been unable to keep the current funding from DIUS and has 
submitted another bid with further proposals to fund CPD.  The only current 
income that SASC has is from registering practising certificates at £5 per 
person. Expenses include the upkeep of the website. 
 
There was a discussion about unresolved issues regarding the diagnosis of 
dyspraxia. 



 
3. WRIT 
There was a discussion about the recent debate about the WRIT and 
comments posted by David Grant on the NADO website.   
Action 4: It was agreed that a short paragraph should be posted on the 
Patoss website giving STEC’s perspective. 
 
4. Alternatives to the WRIT: VESPAR and RIAS 
JKr brought in an inspection copy of the RIAS (Reynolds Intellectual 
Assessment Scales).  It was agreed that the RIAS had more cultural bias than 
the WRIT and the verbal sub-tests were particularly culturally-biased and 
therefore this should not be put on the list of recommended tests. 
 
DM showed the committee the VESPAR (Verbal and Spatial Reasoning) which 
has no cultural bias as it is a UK test.  The committee were concerned that 
there was no vocabulary test.   
Action 5: DM to trial the test with a student and get back to the committee 
before a decision is made about whether to include the test on the list. 
 
5. Other tests: TOMAL 2; Kbit 2; Word Chains; non-word reading test 

from York screening. 
JKr brought in a copy of the Test of Memory and Learning – 2nd Edition which 
she has used with adults.  It was agreed that this would be added to the 
recommended tests as an alternative to the WRALM2. 
 
JK and JS had evaluated the Kbit but did not have the most recent version of 
the test available.   
 
JS and JK had evaluated the Word Chains and had felt that it held little value 
as a word recognition test but SH stated that it was useful for providing 
visual processing speed.  It was agreed to add it to the test list under visual 
processing and to add information about its effectiveness/limitations for HE. 
Action 6: DM to ask Pearson for an inspection copy of Kbit 2 
 
It was agreed that the York Screening Test would not be added to the list as 
it was a screening tool but it was recognised that sub-tests from the 
screening battery could be used qualitatively and could provide useful 
information. 
 
6. Dyspraxia 
There was a discussion about the continuing confusion about who is able to 
diagnose dyspraxia and whether health professions always need to be 
involved at HE level.  It was felt that clarification was urgently needed and 
that guidelines should be posted on the website.  There appears to be a 
variety of different definitions about dyspraxia and disagreement between 
professionals about the nature of dyspraxia. 
Action 7: GAP to contact Amanda Kirby of the Dyscovery Centre for advice 
Action 8: Guidelines to be posted on the web. 
 
 
 



7. Any other business 
It was suggested that dyscalculia should be put on the agenda for the next 
meeting. 
 
8. Date of next meeting 
Wednesday 24th June 2009 at 1.30 
 
 
 

 


