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Webinar Tips

Close any applications that use bandwidth or
resources on your device

To submit a question, click “Questions” in the
webinar panel and type in your question

To minimize the webinar Fanel, click the orange
arrow in the upper left of the panel

If you experience computer io issues, you can
switch to “Phone call” in the “Audio” section of the
webinar panel and use the di information
provided

BROKES

Questions

BROKES




5/15/20

Special Offer

at
brookespublishing.com

Use code

BROKES

Brookes Coffee Chats

Looking for more
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Developmental Language Disorder

phonology
grammar

vocabulary

social skills
learning
memory

Often invisible
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Challenges in BILINGUAL Assessment

* Second language learning looks like DLD
* First language loss looks like DLD

* Language Dominance
* Age of first English exposure
* Percent of current exposure

* Test domain (by language experience)

* Not enough bilingual clinicians (about 4-6% of SLPs are bilingual)

Best Results when we test in BOTH

Rescarch Report
Research Article

Assessment of la e impairment in bilingual children using semantiq
sify beter than one Utility of a Language Screening Measure
for Predicting Risk for Language
Impairment in Bilinguals

Mirza J. Lugo-Neris,” Elizabeth D. Pefa,” Lisa M. Bedore, and Ronald B. Gillam”

Pefia, Bedore, Lugo-Neris
& Albudoor (in press).
| language
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But, can we get any information when we test
in English

But, can we get any information when we test
in English

~r

Child’s level of experience in . \

English
Age of first exposure
Current exposure

What we test

Experience in the L2
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Experience in English

* 1 years experience
* 30% or more exposure

* First grade TNL, cutpoint 6
* 78% sensitivity
* 86% specificity

Effect of English Exposure

What we test

First Grade

1 - Specificity

ROC Curve (Area under curve)

Gillam, Pefia, Bedore, Bohman, & Mendez-
Perez (2013). Identification of Specific
Language Impairment in Bilingual Children
Part 1: Assessment in English
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AISLP.

Research Article

Risk for Poor Performance on a Language
Screening Measure for Bilingual
Preschoolers and Kindergarteners

Eizabeth D. Ped.* Ronsid B Gilam. Lisa M. Bedore. and Thomas . Bohman’

hantax Risk




5/15/20

Example English Balanced Spanish

Dominant Bilingual Dominant
TD DD TD DLD TD DLD

Passive Ihe bovwashugged by the girl,
3rd Person Singular ~ Rung

Possessive teachers

Question Inversion ls the bus at the school?

Plural Noun Boxgs.

Regular Past Droppgd

Negative don't burn the toast
Copula He s tall,

Relative Clause

Irregular Past
Prepositional Phrase

Bedore, L.M., Pefia, E.D., *Anaya, )., *Nieto, R., **Lugo-Neris, M. & *Baron, A. (2018)
Patterns of Language Impairment in the Context of English as a Second Language. Language,
Speech, & Hearing Services in Schools. 49 (2), 277-291

HSE BESE HEE

The Utilty of an English Semantics Task type ™ oLo ™ oo ™ oo
Measure for Identifying Associations 38 0 a 16 41 14
Developmental Language Disorder o 2 1 o i
in Spanish-English Bilinguals - o e e pod =
— e s s e r %% % = 7‘
a0 61 3 7 57
69 36 73 64 73 86
69 21 79 60 8 57
52 a8 76 9% 8
s 06 46 a2 £ 43
Functions 68 27 71 3 8 a6
70 a6 6 6 57 43
70 3 74 36 8 57
27 78 36 8 7
a4 03 43 20 50 14
60 27 68 a8 8 43
85 39 93 o8 8 43
62 03 80 1 pt
59 15 82 6 7 20
61 21 &7 32 78 43
o X 2 5 ) 7 20
Simiartes and diferences 8 30 7 a0 8 20
Deinitions 69 52 74 s 75 57

Functions 32 o 41 08 0
Associations 65 a2 81 44 8 57
Functions & 5 91 60 1 57

Analogies 2 0 2 04 2 o
sociations 26 0 a2 12 50 a8
Similarites and diferences 3 o a2 20 50 18

Functions 2 21 Y 50 o
imilartios and difieren 56 39 2 64 20
laries and differen o7 a8 56 68 n
ociations 97 75 72 o1 57

ication Accuracy for SR & Cloze Composites by Item Set
& Exposure Group

Items for Items for Items for

English  balanced Spanish
dominant  bilinguals  dominant

English dominant Sensitivity

(n = 80) Specificity

Sensitivity

Balanced bilinguals
[CERED))

Specificity

Spanish dominant Sensitivity

45) Specificity

Pratt, Pefia, & Bedore (in preparation)
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