
DELV -
Screening Test
Case Studies

T

The section that follows presents the case studies of 5 children with 
different response patterns on Part I and different levels of language 
ability on Part II of the Diagnostic Evaluation of Language Variation 
(DELV)–Screening Test. Each case is discussed briefly, and clinical 
recommendations are made based on the results obtained on the 
DELV–Screening Test combined with other known information.
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 Case Study 1

Avery 
6 years, 5 months

Reason for Testing: Avery was 
previously diagnosed with, and is currently 
receiving services for, a mild-to-moderate 
articulation disorder. Academically, he 
is not progressing as rapidly as his peers 
despite classroom intervention, and his 
teacher requested a language screening. 
Because Avery lives in a community where 
several varieties of American English (e.g., 
African-American English, Mainstream 
American English) are spoken, the DELV–
Screening test is considered the most 
appropriate screening instrument to 
determine language status.

Background Information: Background 
information was collected from conversations with Avery’s parents and teacher.

Family: Avery is a 6 year, 5 month old African-American male. Since birth Avery has lived in a working-
class African-American community in a large urban area.

Health and Development: Avery’s mother reported that she experienced a normal pregnancy and 
delivery with Avery. He weighed 7 pounds, 8 ounces at birth. Avery said his first words and took his first 
steps at 12 months of age. 

School: Avery attended a full-day Head Start program when he was 4 years old, and has been enrolled 
in the neighborhood public school since he turned 5 years old. 

Standardized Assessment Results: Avery’s speech and language skills were screened using the DELV–
Screening Test on May 21, 2007.

Part I: Language Variation Status 
Avery’s responses on Part I of the DELV–Screening Test, on the whole, corresponded with the column 

A (Variation From Mainstream American English) responses, although he did have several column B 
(Mainstream American English) responses. Avery’s ten column A responses and four column B responses 
placed him above the column A criteria and below the column B criteria for his age. Scoring above the 
criteria in column A (i.e., Column A = +) placed him in the Strong Variation From MAE category.

Clinician’s Note: Avery’s articulation disorder is evidenced on several of his productions on the Phonology Items. 
He produced “tee” for “teeth” (Item 1) and “bweave” for “breathe” (Item 4). Although it was not necessary for the 
examiner to note the production of “w” for “r” in the target word “breathe,” doing so provides additional information 
about Avery’s articulation skills.

Part II: Diagnostic Risk Status 
Avery had only two 2+ errors on the Non-Word Repetition Items on Part II of the screening test. Avery’s 

Diagnostic Error score of 2 placed him in the Lowest Risk for Language Disorder category.
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 Case Study 1 • Avery

Figure 1		  Case Study 1: Avery 
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 Case Study 1 • Avery

Figure 1		  Case Study 1: Avery (continued)
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 Case Study 1 • Avery

Figure 1		  Case Study 1: Avery (continued)
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 Case Study 1 • Avery

Figure 1		  Case Study 1: Avery (continued)

Interpretation of the  
Standardized Assessment Results

Avery’s score on Part I (Strong Variation From MAE) is consistent with the teacher’s observation of his 
typical speech and language pattern; in addition, the articulation errors noted on the Phonology Items 
are also consistent with his previous diagnosis of articulation disorder.

n Impressions and Recommendations
Avery should continue to receive services for his articulation disorder; however, there does not appear 

to be a need for further evaluation of his language at this time. In light of teacher concerns, screening to 
rule out other problems is recommended.
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Reason for Testing: Ashante’s teacher is 
concerned about her lack of participation 
in classroom and small group discussions. 
Ashante sometimes seems confused about 
what to do, she does not ask questions, 
and talks very little with her peers during 
learning center time and recess. Because 
Ashante lives in a neighborhood where 
several varieties of American English 
(i.e., African-American English (AAE), 
Spanish Influenced English, Mainstream 
American English (MAE) are spoken, the 
DELV–Screening Test was chosen as the 
most appropriate instrument to determine 
language status.

Background Information: Background information was collected from conversations with Ashante’s 
parents and teacher.

Family: Ashante is a 5 year, 11 month old African-American female. Since birth she has lived in a 
working-class neighborhood in a mid-sized urban area. The racial/ethnic make-up of the neighborhood 
is mixed, with African American, Hispanic, and White families. 

Health and Development: Ashante’s parents report that she was the product of a normal pregnancy 
and delivery. Ashante weighed 7 pounds, 2 ounces at birth. She was a very active toddler but did not say 
her first words until 15 months of age.

School: Ashante was cared for at home by her grandmother prior to enrollment in kindergarten.

Standardized Assessment Results: Ashante’s speech and language skills were screened using the 
DELV–Screening Test on January 21, 2007.

n Part I Language Variation Status
Ashante’s responses on Part I of the DELV–Screening Test were almost equally divided between column 

A and column B. For her age, her totals for columns A and B placed her below the criteria in each column 
(i.e., Columns A & B = –) and into the Some Variation From MAE category.

n  DELV–Screening Test Part II Diagnostic Risk Status
On Part II, Ashante had several column B responses (responses that are more indicative of a language 

disorder); one of those was on a Wh-Question Item and two were instances of “is” for “was.” Ashante 
also had one 2+ error on a Non-Word Repetition Item. Her Diagnostic Error Score of 7 placed her in the 
Medium To High Risk for Language Disorder category.

 Case Study 2

Ashante 
5 years, 11 months
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Figure 2		  Case Study 2: Ashante

 Case Study 2 • Ashante
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Figure 2		  Case Study 2: Ashante (continued)

 Case Study 2 • Ashante
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Figure 2		  Case Study 2: Ashante (continued)

 Case Study 2 • Ashante
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Interpretation of the  
Standardized Assessment Results

Ashante’s Part I score, combined with additional information provided by her teacher, indicates that she 
is using some MAE and some non-MAE speech and language patterns; this result needs to be considered 
when testing Ashante with other instruments. Her score on Part II placed Ashante in the Medium to 
High Risk for Language Disorder category. This result should be considered in light of the information 
provided by her classroom teacher.

n Impressions and Recommendations
Ashante should undergo further evaluation with the DELV–Norm Referenced test or the DELV–Criterion 

Figure 2		  Case Study 2: Ashante (continued)

 Case Study 2 • Ashante
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Referenced test to determine if a language 
disorder or delay is present.

Reason for Testing: Allan’s teacher 
referred him for screening because he 
struggles to keep up with his peers during 
routine class activities (e.g., singing simple 
songs, naming body parts). Although 
the primary variety of American English 
spoken by the community is Mainstream 
American English (MAE), Allan’s teacher 
has noted that he prefers using African-
American English (AAE) when conversing 
with his peers. For this reason, the DELV–
Screening Test has been chosen as the 
most appropriate instrument to determine 
language status.

Background Information: Background information was collected from conversations with Allan’s 
father and teacher.

Family: Allan is a 4 year, 7 month old African-American male. Allan has lived in a large middle-class, 
mixed-race suburb for 3 years; prior to that he lived on an American Army base in a mid-size city. 

Health and Development: Allan’s father reports that he was the product of a normal pregnancy and 
delivery. Allan weighed 8 pounds, 7 ounces at birth. He exhibited normal developmental milestones 
(e.g., first steps at 11 months, first words at 13 months).

School: Prior to enrollment in kindergarten, Allan attended various day-care facilities.

Standardized Assessment Results: Allan’s speech and language skills were screened using the DELV–
Screening Test on March 18, 2007.

Part I Language Variation Status
Although Allan’s responses on Part I of the DELV–Screening Test were almost equally divided between 

columns A and B, he fell below the criteria for his age in column A and at the criteria for his age in column 
B. Therefore, he fell in the MAE category.

Part II Diagnostic Risk Status
On Part II, Allan had five column B responses (i.e., responses considered to be more indicative of 

language disorder) on Items 1–11 and he also had several 2+ errors on the Non-Word Repetition Items. 
His Diagnostic Error Score of 13 placed him in the Highest Risk For Language Disorder category.

 Case Study 3

Allan 
4 years, 7 months
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 Case Study 3 • Allan

Figure 3	 	 Case Study 3: Allan
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 Case Study 3 • Allan

Figure 3	 	 Case Study 3: Allan (continued)

Copyright © 2008 by Pearson Education, Inc. or its affiliate(s). All rights reserved.



Permission is hereby granted to reproduce this publication in its entirety as printed, with the copyright notice, for clinical use only but not for distribution or resale.

15

 Case Study 3 • Allan

Figure 3		 Case Study 3: Allan (continued)
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 Case Study 3 • Allan

Figure 3	 	 Case Study 3: Allan (continued)

Interpretation of the  
Standardized Assessment Results

While Allan’s score on Part I of the DELV–Screening Test placed him in the MAE category, the fact that 
he responded to several items using AAE features and the information from his teacher, that Allen 
prefers to speak AAE with his friends, should also be considered when selecting appropriate diagnostic 
instruments. His performance on Part II placed Allan in the Highest Risk for a Language Disorder category. 
This result should be considered in addition to the information provided by his classroom teacher.

n Impressions and Recommendations
A full diagnostic language evaluation with the DELV–Norm Referenced test or the DELV–Criterion 
Referenced test is recommended.
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 Case Study 4

Ariana 
7 years, 6 months

Reason for Testing:  Ariana’s teacher 
referred her for screening because she is 
extremely quiet and is behind in reading 
and language arts despite classroom 
intervention. Because Ariana’s language 
background is unknown and several 
varieties of American English (e.g., 
Mainstream American English (MAE), 
African-American English (AAE), and 
Spanish-Influenced English) are spoken in 
her neighborhood, the DELV–Screening 
Test has been chosen as the most 
appropriate instrument to determine 
language status.

Background Information: Background 
information was collected from conversations with Ariana’s foster mother and teacher.

Family: Ariana is a 7 year, 6 month old White female. For the last few months, she has lived in a small 
working-class neighborhood with a foster family. 

Health and Development: Ariana’s foster mother could not provide information about her birth status 
or developmental milestones.

School: Ariana’s teacher has noted that because Ariana is an extremely quiet child, she is not sure 
which peer group Ariana sounds most like. Additional information about her language background was 
not available because Ariana has moved schools and foster homes several times in the past few years.

Standardized Assessment Results: Ariana’s speech and language skills were screened using the 
DELV–Screening Test on June 3, 2007.

n DELV–Screening Test Part I Language Variation Status
Most of Ariana’s responses on Part I of the DELV–Screening Test corresponded to those in column B. 

Her column A total score placed her well below the criteria for her age in that column while her column 
B total score placed her above the criteria for that column (i.e., Column B = +). This placed her in the MAE 
category.

n DELV–Screening Test Part II Diagnostic Risk Status
On Part II, Ariana had one column C response on the Morpho-Syntax Items and two 2+ errors on the 

Non-Word Repetition Items. Her Diagnostic Error Score of 3 placed Ariana in the Low to Medium Risk for 
Language Disorder category.
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 Case Study 4 • Ariana

Figure 4		  Case Study 4: Ariana
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 Case Study 4 • Ariana

Figure 4		  Case Study 4: Ariana (continued)
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 Case Study 4 • Ariana

Figure 4		  Case Study 4: Ariana (continued)
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 Case Study 4 • Ariana

Interpretation of the  
Standardized Assessment Results 

Ariana’s score on Part I identifies her as an MAE speaker. Her score on Part II placed Ariana in the Low to 
Medium Risk for Language Disorder category. This result should be considered in light of the information 
provided by her classroom teacher.

n Impressions and Recommendations
Given the concerns Ariana’s teacher has about her academic progress and her Low to Medium 

Diagnostic Risk Status on Part II of the DELV–Screening Test, an in-depth diagnostic assessment of her 
language skills appears warranted. Because she is clearly an MAE speaker, an assessment such as CELF–4, 
DELV–Norm Referenced, or DELV–Criterion Referenced test is appropriate.

Figure 4		  Case Study 4: Ariana (continued)
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Reason for Testing: Anthony was 
screened as part of the routine speech and 
language screening program in his school.

Background Information: Background 
information was collected from school 
records and Anthony’s teachers.

Family: Anthony is a 8 year, 4 month 
old Hispanic male. Anthony has lived in 
a suburban, middle-class neighborhood 
since birth. The neighborhood is largely 
Hispanic, and Spanish and Spanish 
Influenced English are spoken in the 
community. Anthony himself does not 
speak Spanish; he was enrolled in a private preschool near his father’s place of employment (and out of 
the neighborhood) from an early age until he entered kindergarten in the neighborhood school.

Health and Development: Typical development noted in school records.

School: Although many of his peers speak Spanish and Spanish Influenced English, Anthony’s teacher 
reported that he uses MAE in the classroom and when conversing with his peers.

Standardized Assessment Results: Anthony’s speech and language skills were screened using the 
DELV–Screening Test on September 8, 2006

n DELV–Screening Test Part I Language Variation Status
On Part I of the DELV–Screening Test most of Anthony’s responses were in column B. This placed 

Anthony in the MAE category. 

n DELV–Screening Test Part II Diagnostic Risk Status
Although Anthony had one column C response on a Morpho-Syntax Item, he did not have any 

column B responses; that is, those responses considered to be more indicative of language disorder. His 
Diagnostic Error Score placed Anthony in the Lowest Risk for Language Disorder category.

 Case Study 5

Anthony 
8 years, 4 months
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 Case Study 5 • Anthony

Figure 5		  Case Study 5: Anthony
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 Case Study 5 • Anthony

Figure 5		  Case Study 5: Anthony (continued)
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 Case Study 5 • Anthony

Figure 5		  Case Study 5: Anthony (continued)
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Interpretation of the  
Standardized Assessment Results

Anthony appears to be a MAE speaker, even though the primary variety of English spoken in his 
community is a language variety other than MAE. He is making good progress in the classroom and his 
responses on Part II of the DELV–Screening Test classify him as being in the Lowest Risk for Language 
Disorder category.

n Impressions and Recommendations
No further evaluation needed at this time.

 Case Study 5 • Anthony

Figure 5		  Case Study 5: Anthony (continued)
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