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Report Date: 10/26/16
Reason for Referral:

Steve was referred by the Safety Net Acceleration Program (SNAP) due to concerns about his achievement in math.  Despite supplemental interventions listed below, after school tutoring and support doing homework at home, he has not progressed at a rate commensurate with his peers.  The purpose of this evaluation is to obtain information about his pattern of cognitive and academic profile so appropriate educational recommendation can be made to the Admission, Review and Dismissal (ARD) committee members.

Educational back ground/Exclusionary Factors:

Steve is a 4th grade, monolingual student who is in his seventh year (Preschool – 4th grade) of school.  .  Vision and Hearing screening reported no issues and no medical concerns were reported.  
Sociological/Behavioral information:

Steve lives with his mother, 2 month old and 19 year old brothers.  He attended pre-kindergarten at Ross Elementary and has attended school at Rains Elementary since kindergarten.  Attendance has been good throughout his education.  Steve was retained in second grade.  As reported by his mother, home life includes a regular bedtime of 8 PM, and breakfast daily.  Parent does not currently work so is home when student arrives from school and helps with his homework. His daily lifestyle seems conducive to the development of positive learning and behavioral patterns.  Known cultural and lifestyle factors are not thought to have a negative impact on the student’s educational progress.
Steve’s mother describes him as a polite, even-tempered, young man who gets along well with others and has many friends.  According to the Academic and Social Profile completed by Steve’s teacher, his behavior is age appropriate in responding appropriately to praise and correction and caring for property. He demonstrates a predictable pattern of behavior, follows routines, accepts directives and listens while others are talking.  Steve behavior does not impede his learning or the learning of others.  

Steve’s teachers have reported that he struggles in math for the past two years (2nd and 3rd grade). Teachers report that while he can recite math facts and computation skills are intact, he has difficulty with word problems.  Another issue that has emerged is understanding written passages.  Additional help to improve these skills include the following:
Tutoring for math – 2x week 
no significant improvement on weekly tests

Homework help from parent
no significant improvement on weekly tests

Kumon tutoring service
1x week/1 hr. sessions during summer for math (June/July- 7 wks) between 3rd and 4th grade. No data available
State of Texas Assessments of Academic Readiness (STAAR) Results:

Passing Rdg: 1434; Math - 1467
	Year
	Subject
	Language
	Level Met

	2015-16
	Math
	English
	1226-unsatisfactory

	2015-16
	Reading
	English
	1281-unsatisfactory


Measure of Academic Progress (MAP)
The Northwest Evaluation Association’s Measure of Academic Progress is a series of computerized adaptive tests in the areas of Math, Reading, Language Usage, and Science.  The MAP tests are based on a continuum of skills from low to high skill levels. 
	Term
	Math               Successful
	Reading                  Norm Avg.

	2015-16 beginning year
	186                        201.9
	185                            198.2

	2015-16 mid- year
	197                        208.7
	187                            203.6

	2014-15 year end
	170                        213.5
	181                            205.9

	2014-15 mid- year
	177                        199
	189                            197

	2014-15 beginning of the year
	181                        192
	179                            200


Observation:
During my observation of Steve during reading class, he was very polite and cooperative with both teacher and peers. The class assignment was to read a passage and participate in a teacher lead discussion.  When asked specific questions about the story, Steve spoke in a soft voice and looked at the picture that went with the passage while answering.  Ex:  When asked where the family was going, he said to the store but did not remember the reason they were going to the store.  Math class observation yielded the same type of behavior when reading a math problem.  He had been given a “key” for directional language and referred to it before writing his answer.  (“-“  means subtract) 

Test Administration:

Steve was very polite and cooperative during the evaluation.  Rapport was easily established and maintained.  He offered information about his interest in and out of school, and took part in a pleasant back and forth conversation. He spoke clearly but softly, frequently requesting that the questions/instructions be repeated and/or clarified.   Steve persisted on difficult tasks and enjoyed praise for his efforts.  He used trial and error learning on nonverbal tasks and used verbal rehearsal to remember verbal tasks.  His responses were not impulsive and he did not demonstrate distractible behavior.  It is the examiner’s opinion that this evaluation is a valid representation of Steve’s abilities.

A cross-battery approach that incorporates the Dual Discrepancy Consistency Model was used in this evaluation to ensure that all areas of intellectual and academic functioning were measured in a cohesive manner, both at the broad and narrow ability level.  The following tools were utilize for this evaluation.  

Cross Battery Software System (XBASS v1.2)

Comprehensive Test of Phonological Processing (CTOPP 2)


Selected Subtests:  Blending Words

Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children (WISC V) – Form A
Woodcock Johnson Test of Achievement (WJ Ach. IV) – Form A
Woodcock Johnson Test of Cognitive Abilities IV (WJ Cog. IV) – Form A

Selected subtests:  Nonword Repetition




        Picture Recognition




        Phonological Processing




        Blending Words

Woodcock Johnson Test of Oral Language (WJ O.Lang. IV) – Form A
Summary of Findings:
Steve’s overall IQ of 82 as measured on the WISC V, falls in the low range of development. Based on his cognitive evaluation, Steve exhibited strengths in the abilities of long term storage (Glr - 98); and auditory processing as it relates to phonetic coding (Ga-96).  This indicates that the student is proficient in storing, consolidating, and retrieving information over a period of time and hear phonemes distinctly.
Steve exhibits low average abilities in the area of Crystallized Intelligence (Gc - 89) and Processing Speed (Gs- 89). While the overall (G) composite scores do not represent a normative deficit, these processes present in the low average range of development. These scores indicate that Steve should be successful but may not learn at the same rate as his peers when it comes to language and overall rate of completing repetitive cognitive tasks may also be somewhat slower than others.  Initial evaluation of Gc did not yield a cohesive composite (Similarities – 75; Knowledge – 95), so further testing was completed in the area of lexical knowledge (VL) to confirm or negate the normative deficit initially found. WISC-V Vocabulary (95) indicated a discrepancy in scores within lexical knowledge but yielded a low average Gc.  A task analysis of the two subtests indicated that Steve has the academic vocabulary to be successful in in his learning environment, but may find logical thinking, verbal concept formation and verbal abstract reasoning difficult. A normative deficit/weakness was found in the abilities of Visual Processing (Gv) as it pertains to visualization (Gv - 70) and Fluid Reasoning (Gf-83). Further evaluation was completed in Gv within the narrow, visual memory to determine if narrows other that visualization were deficit. Visual memory (95) indicated that there are both strengths and weakness within Gv.  While Steve may struggle to perceive complex patterns and imagine how they may look when rotated or partially hidden, he should not have difficulty remembering complex images over a short period of time (30 seconds).  Additional evaluation was not required of Gf but was completed to determine if RG (85) should be interpreted as a normative weakness.  Further evaluation in this narrow (84) and review of classroom concerns for math, indicated that RG (85/84) is a normative weakness. Overall Gf score indicates that it is likely that Steve will have difficulty when required to complete activities that involve inductive and deductive reasoning.  Steve did not achieve a cohesive score for short term memory (Gsm) because he exhibited both strengths and weaknesses in this ability. His score for memory span (MS – 108) falls in the range of high average but he score in the low average range (normative deficit) of development for the narrow ability of working memory (MW-82). While Steve will find encoding and immediately reproducing the same information as presented easier than he will find tasks that involve manipulating information while separating irrelevant distractions within short term memory difficult.  No additional follow up was needed other than those mentioned above. 
Achievement:
Steve was administered the Woodcock Johnson IV Test of Achievement and Oral language to assess his skills in reading, math, writing and language. 

	Test/Subtest
	Area of Achievement
	Overall

Score
	Score
	Strength/

Weakness
	Category

	WJ IV Oral Language
	Oral Exp.
	87
	
	S
	Low Average

	Picture Voc.
	
	
	88
	S
	Average

	Sentence Repetition
	
	
	89
	S
	Average

	WJ IV Oral Language
	Listening Comp.
	83
	
	W
	Low Average

	Oral Comprehension
	
	
	89
	S
	Average

	Understanding Directions
	
	
	80
	W
	Low Average

	WJ IV Achievement
	Basic Reading
	113
	
	S
	Average

	Letter-Word Id.
	
	
	116
	S
	Average

	Word Attack
	
	
	106
	S
	Average

	WJ IV Achievement
	Reading Comp.
	81
	
	W
	Low Average

	Passage Comprehension
	
	
	82
	W
	Low Average

	Reading Recall
	
	
	86
	S
	Average

	WJ IV Achievement
	Reading Fluency
	102
	
	S
	Average

	Oral Reading
	
	
	104
	S
	Average

	Sentence Reading Fluency
	
	
	101
	S
	Average

	WJ IV Achievement
	Math Calculation
	96
	
	S
	Average

	Calculation
	
	
	94
	S
	Average

	Math Fact Fluency
	
	
	99
	S
	Average

	WJ IV Achievement
	Math Problem Solving
	82
	
	W
	Low Average

	Applied Problems
	
	
	81
	W
	Low Average

	Number Matrices
	
	
	88
	S
	Average

	WJ IV Achievement
	Written Expression
	100
	
	S
	Average

	Writing Samples
	
	
	99
	S
	Average

	Sent. Writing Fluency
	
	
	102
	S
	Average


Steve exhibited significant variance in his achievement skills.  Strengths include written expression, math calculation, basic reading, and reading fluency.  Oral language, while in the low average range of development, can also be considered a strength for the student since it does not present as a normative weakness.  Listening comprehension, reading comprehension and math problem solving are also in the low average range of development but do present as normative weaknesses.  


Listening comprehension cluster score (83) is represented by oral comprehension (89) and understanding directions (80).  These subtests measure the ability to comprehend a short passage and supply missing words, along with following directions.  Steve’s performance oral comprehension is very near average while understanding directions is on the lower end of low average.  Additionally, his Relative Proficiency Index (RPI) for understanding directions is 63/90.  This means, when an average student of the same age is performing this skill at a 90% level of proficiency, Steve is performing the same skill at 63% proficiency.  Scores of this nature reflect significant below average ability to understand directions.  
The reading comprehension cluster score (81) is represented by passage comprehension (82) and reading recall (86).  These subtests measure the ability to use syntactic and semantic cues to identify missing words and retell short stories after reading them silently.  The RPI for this cluster indicates that Steve’s expected level of performance is 62% when his peers are at 90%.  This indicates that he is working significantly below his peers in the area of reading comprehension. 
Math problem solving is also an area of concern for Steve.  Applied problems (81) and number matrices (88) make up this cluster score.  While his number matrices standard score is closer to average than his applied problems score, his RPI indicates his expected proficiency level is 64%.  Steve’s RPI of applied problems is 46/90, while math problem solving cluster reported an RPI of 55/90. Scores is this range of proficiency indicate that Steve has significant difficulties with problem solving, analysis and reasoning.  
Based on the results of the W-J IV, Steve’s primary difficulties lie in listening and reading comprehension and math problem solving.  This is consistent with achievement reported from the classroom and reason for referral.  
Clinical/Diagnostic Impressions:

Incorporating an operational definition of a specific learning disability requires an overall cognitive pattern of strengths and weakness. The student profile will produce cognitive strengths that are statistically significant (reliable or real) when compared to identified cognitive and achievement deficits; specific cognitive weakness/s that are considered domain specific (unusually large and infrequent); unexpected underachievement (unusually large and infrequent) in one or more areas of achievement; and a below average consistency between the cognitive and achievement weakness/s.  
General Intelligence:

Steve’s cognitive scores indicate that while he has cognitive deficits, he does have an overall aggregation of cognitive abilities (97) that indicates an “otherwise average cognitive profile”.  
Domains Specific and Unexpected Underachievement:
Identified cognitive deficits include fluid reasoning, visual processing and working memory which are statistically significant and domain specific when compared to Steve’s aggregation of cognitive strengths.  Identified academic deficits are math problem solving, reading comprehension and listening comprehension are also statistically significant and unexpected when compared to his aggregation of cognitive strengths.  

Below Average Aptitude- Achievement Consistency:

Steve’s profile does identify a below average aptitude-achievement consistency between Gf, Working Memory and Math Problem Solving.  Research indicates that Gf and working memory have a high relationship to math problem solving.  Visual Processing (Gv) is also related but to a less degree.  This relationship between his cognitive and achievement deficits help to explain Steve’s difficulties in the classroom.   

Steve also exhibits a functional impairment.  While he is maintaining passing grades, he is doing so with excessive help from his teacher, parent and older sibling.  Without this additional help, the student would not be successful in his current educational placement.  
Exclusionary factors outlined in the body of this report indicate that the identified deficits are not primarily caused by a vision, hearing or motor deficit; intellectual disabilities, emotional disturbance, cultural or economic disadvantaged factors, or limited English proficiency.  
Based on the data outlined in this report, Steve’s profile and supporting data is consistent with the presence of a learning disability in the area of math problem solving.  
Recommendations:
To address identified weaknesses, use tools to help Steve categorize objects and concepts to assist in drawing conclusion.  
Teach Steve to highlight instructional words and phrases. 

Read the entire problem and identify what the problem is asking before working the problem. “What do you think the problem is asking you to do if it says “How many more….?” or “How many less does the boy have?” 

Allow Steve to continue using procedural chart currently on his desk.  

Allow review of context when reading or listening to a passage.  

Provide a distraction free environment

Monitor comprehension of instructions, both written and verbal, by checking for understanding frequently.  Have Steve repeat directions back to assist in ensuring understanding.  

Encourage self-advocacy when he is unsure of what is being asked of him. 

Use note taking strategies such as recording lectures so that Steve can review required content.  Provide an outline of important information so that he can re-listen and write the pertinent information from the lecture.

Provide written instruction for him to follow along with instructions are verbal.  

Pair visual information with verbal mnemonics

Full and individual evaluation report will be shared with the ARD committee to assist in assigning educational placement and instructional strategies for the student.

​​_________________________

Kay Leach, M. Ed.

Diagnostician

.    

