
MINUTES: SPLD Test Evaluation Committee (STEC)    
 
Date and time  Monday 2nd July 2007 at 2pm 
 
Place    7 Woburn Walk, London WC1H OJJ 
 
Present David McLoughlin (DM) (Chair),Janet Kruger (JK), 

Geraldine Price (GAP), Janet Skinner (JS) 
      
Apologies   Chris Singleton (CS) 
 

1. There were no minutes from the previous meeting. 
 
2. Terms of reference  
    Changes were agreed to terms of reference. 
    Action:  JS to make editorial changes and circulate to the committee. 
 
3. Operating Statement 

There was a discussion about the format of the Operating Statement and whether 
it would be necessary to have an Operating Statement as well as Terms of 
reference.  It was agreed that the committee would make a decision at the next 
meeting after considering the SpLD Assessment Standing Committee (SASC) 
Operating Statement. It was noted that SASC has received a set-up fund from the 
DFES for the first year only and that after this the group would be expected to be 
self-funding.  There was a discussion about how this applies to STEC as a sub-
group of SASC.  It was considered inappropriate to ask publishers to pay a fee for 
test approval and as test approval is the main purpose of the group there is no 
other way to generate income.  
 
Action 1: GAP to circulate copies of the SASC Operating Statement to the group. 
Action 2: DM to contact Lynn Greenwold in SASC to discuss funding for STEC, 
following on from Lynn’s email. 
 

4. Reviewing roles within group and potential additional members 
It was agreed that there should be equal representation from Educational   
Psychologists and specialist teachers on the committee.  It was also agreed that 
more members should be asked to join the group. 
 
Action 1: DM to contact an appropriate psychologist who would be a member of  
the BPS. 
Action 2: GAP to ask another specialist teacher if she would be interested in 
joining the group. 
 
 

5. Revision of Test guidelines 
It was agreed that some additions to the DfFES Working Party Guidelines would 
be useful to clarify the use of some of the tests, particularly for new specialist 
teachers. This could be partly achieved by expanding on the comments where 
appropriate and increasing the notes on page 11. 



 
Action 1: JK to revise the statement on page 11; put in bulleted form. 
Action 2: JK to change the format of the test list, reorganising the table to make 
it easier to read. 

 
6. Review of tests   

• It was agreed to include the WRAT4 on the test list, but to make assessors 
aware that it is not co-normed with the WRIT.  For this reason, it was decided 
to keep the WRAT3 on the list. 

 
• It was agreed to include the WIAT on the test list but to include comments 

about the reading comprehension. 
 

• No decision was made about the Berry-Buktenica Development test of Visual 
Motor Integration as no member of the committee had a copy of the test. 

 
Action: All committee members to make comments on the reading 
comprehension sub-test of the WIAT through email discussion.  The comments 
would then be added to the test list. 

 
7/8. Liaison with other professional bodies/ Publicity of information  

It was agreed that information about STEC and test lists would be available on 
the SASC website as well as websites of related professional bodies such as the 
British Dyslexia Association, Dyslexia Action, Association of Dyslexia Specialists in 
HE. 
 

9. Any other business  
• There was a discussion about the assessment of dyspraxia.  It was agreed 

that dyspraxia assessments should not be carried out by assessors with 
practising certificates; assessors would only be expected look out for 
dyspraxic tendencies. 

 
• There was a discussion about what guidelines are available for assessors on 

the BPS website. 
     
 Action:  DM to contact the BPS. 
 

• CS had emailed DM regarding visual stress and suggesting that this should be 
included on all assessments.  There was a discussion about this but it was felt 
that visual stress would not necessarily be an issue in each case and that 
assessors should be made aware that visual stress should be considered if 
appropriate and recommendations made for further referral to an optometrist 
or other professional. 

 
10. Date of next meeting 

It was agreed that a meeting would take place on Wednesday 29th  August 2007. 


