The Therapy Path
7 Balsam Street South
Timmins, Ontario, P4N 2C7
Telephone (705) 267-2266, Fax (705) 267-2270

SPEECH AND LANGUAGE EVALUATION
Name:
Mr. Client
Telephone: 100-2000
Address: 1 Street, Hometown
ON, P0N P0N

Evaluation Date:
2003 00 00
Birth Date:
1964 00 00
Primary Language: English

Age: 39

HISTORY
Mr. Client was involved in a car accident, which left him with a severe head injury causing measurable
cognitive impairments. According to recent past reports, these include changes in temperament, concentration, reduced emotion, and increased reading difficulties. He has been taking codeine for pain and has recently stopped taking sleeping pills. His medical history indicated that he had chronic back pains prior to
the accident, which have surprisingly disappeared after his accident. He has no complaints about vision or
hearing.
His highest level of achievement in school was grade 9. Prior to his accident, he reported that he worked as
a carpenter, brick-layer, and construction worker for as many as 10 to 12 hours a day. He describes his attendance as being very good and working relationship with superiors and co-workers as friendly and without incident. According to Mr. Client, there has never been any need for discipline. Outside of work, he appeared to be somewhat of a risk taker and has had some police involvement. He stated that he does not take
drugs or drink alcohol, though he does smoke and drink coffee.
He resides with his spouse, (Mrs. Client) and three daughters and a son, about whom he spoke affectionately. He states that sources of stress include financial struggles, loss of abilities (fatigue, loosing garage
tools, inability to work effectively in the garage), and coping with everyday familial challenges.
EVALUATION
Speech
Speech was within normal limits with normal articulation, fluency, rate and intonation.
Receptive Language
Comprehension was sufficient for maintaining a conversation and completing tests. His language comprehension is influenced by his language processing, which was impaired (see below). Also, he indicated that
listening in group situations and noise was very difficult.
Language Processing
Word processing
On the word classes subtest of the Clinical Evaluation of Language Fundamentals 3 (CELF-3), Mr. Client
was required to listen to four words and identify the two that belong to the same class. His score of 30/34
placed him in the average range. Mr. Client scored near the 25th percentile on the word associations of the
CELF-3 indicating below average categorical word finding skills. During this task, he had a tendency to repeat the same word multiple times. This occurred 7 times (i.e.: bird was stated 2x). Mr. Client had a normal
score on the Naming Pictured Object task where he rapidly named 8 familiar pictures repeated 4 times in
random order in an average of 23 seconds in 2 trials. On a convergent naming task when he was required to
listen to verbal clues that reveal the target word, he scored 12/12. When asked to identify the feature that
was common in three words, he scored 23/30, indicating a moderate impairment. Overall, these tests indicate that speed and accuracy of word processing was within normal limits, with the exception of categorical
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word finding, where he named some words more than once and finding the common feature in a group of
words.
Sentence processing
Informal task measured Mr. Client’s ability to analyze verbal information and formulate logical responses
to verbal problems.
Explain similarities and differences
Finger and toe: “The same is because it’s on your body, your finger you could feel it and a toe you could feel it.
But their different because a toe is in your shoe where you walk on and a toe, a finger is what you hold your coffee with.”
Wednesday and January: “Well there’s Wednesdays in January, but there’s no Wednesdays, like there’s always
a Wednesday but there’s not always a January. So January is a time of year where it’s winter, and uh there’s
Wednesdays four in there or three or whatever, but they only come once a year.
Cake and a pie: “Well a cake and a pie is the same for something to eat. It’s not taste the same but it’s still something to eat. A cake is when you go to a birthday party and you have a cake. A pie is when you have a normal
supper and you have pie for desert.”
Apple and strawberry: Well an apple a day will keep the doctor away, but a strawberry you don’t get every day
so you gulp it. The difference, an apple and a strawberry taste different but they’re both sweet.
Bell and horn: A bell you could ring when you walk into a restaurant to ring the bell or a motel ring the bell to
get the attention of the worker and the horn is when you’re in the car and you want to get someone out of your
way or something, you peep the horn to get their attention. But it’s not the same as a little bell, just one person attention or something, it’s not like a horn to get the other vehicle’s attention, that’s the difference. (cue) They both
make sounds.
Rain and snow: It rains all summer long and it snows all winter long. It’s the same as you, yearly, yearly you
will get rain and you will get snow in the winter, rain in the summer, snow in the winter, in the winter, but it’s the
same as weather, but snow is cold and hard and you could play with it but water you can’t, you can’t play with
rain.

These results indicate that Mr. Client has significant difficulties identifying the most important/relevant features of verbal problems. For example, the following elements were missing for Wednesday and January
(Both time, one is day of week the other is a month) and cake and pie (both round sweet desserts, fruit filling with crust vs. layers with icing). This coincides with his difficulty with the word feature task in the
word processing above. This could lead to ineffective solutions to personal problems or increased frustration when attempting to resolve social conflicts. Similar difficulties were noted with a task where he was
required to provide solutions to certain problems (4 appropriate responses out of 6). What happens if a person takes alcohol? (“You loose it, don’t want to hurt kids.”) What would happen if your neighbour’s dog
bit you on your property? (“I would kill it. (cue) With my bare hands.”).
Mr. Client successfully answered 3/3 simple verbal math problems involving time, quantity, and/or distance
given a pen and paper. This was done in a timely manner, and on one occasion without use of the pen and
paper. This indicates that short-term memory and mental operations are sufficient for managing schedules
and quantities in simple immediate contexts. His low energy would, however, make him more prone to errors, particularly after extended periods of work, which quickly leads to fatigue.
Expressive Language
On the Expressive One Word Picture Vocabulary Test, Mr. Client scored in the 10th percentile (using 18
year old norms) indicating moderate difficulties with picture naming. He could not name words for chess,
graph, hoof, clarinet, or otter. His naming skills were timely without signs of word finding difficulties.
Upon questioning, he indicated that he had significant word finding problems during the first months following the accident. At the time of this assessment, he reported that word finding difficulties occur only 3
to 5 times per day.
Expressive syntax was judged to be within normal limits, however his expressive language was affected by
his language processing, which reduced the coherence of his discourse.
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Social Pragmatics
Mr. Client was responsive to me as he answered my questions and completed tasks according to my instructions. He also asserted himself appropriately by asking me questions or by making comments related to the
task or discussion. His difficulty with attending to relevant features of issues and sometimes-inappropriate
solutions to problems would significantly affect the quality of his relationships with close friends and family.
Reading
Reading decoding skills were normal as he read a grade 8 level text at a normal rate of 90 to 100 words per
minute. His comprehension and retention was judged to be in the low average range, as he recounted approximately half of the information in the text. Verbal cues helped to elicit some information that he did not
recall. While he was explaining the details of the text, had no clear organizational strategy (beginning to
end, grouping related information). Such strategies are the means by which we effectively encode, store,
and retrieve information.
Attention, Memory, and Executive Function
Mr. Client’s focused attention during the verbal/written math problem task was very functional, though he
stated that rapid fatigue limited how much work he could accomplish in a day at this time. He showed no
signs of distractibility in the quiet assessment setting of the clinic, though he admitted that listening in
group situations and in the presence of visual distractions is much more difficult than in the past. I suspect
that divided attention would also be a challenge for him as well as effective attention shift.
Short term memory of words and sentences was functional, though I expect that fatigue and alertness may
have an effect on this.
Long term semantic memory (word meaning) is returning and episodic memory is functional as he could
recount recent and more distant past experiences with ample detail. He complained of difficulty with procedural memory (working in the garage).
Executive function has been affected (tools in great disorder in the garage since accident, poor organization). This should be further investigated.
SUMMARY AND GENERAL IMPRESSIONS
Testing revealed that Mr. Client’s speech, vocabulary and expressive syntax is commensurate with preaccident levels and within normal limits. Word finding difficulties have mostly resolved and are now insignificant. Language processing skills were mixed, with generally normal word processing (with the exception of a task requiring him to identify common features in a group of words) and a significant difficulty
with verbal problem solving, particularly in areas of identifying the main point of a problem and providing
appropriate solutions. Expressive language was compromised by difficulties structuring his ideas in discourse (incomplete and somewhat disorganized). His reading decoding skills were normal, however his retention of details is impaired.
These language impairments present a significant handicap, which could adversely affect the quality of his
social relationships with friends and family. Mr. Client indicated that communication and conflict resolution difficulties cause significant familial stresses. Prognosis for improving these skills is fair given family
support, past work ethics, and overall normal language skills. Factors that are obstacles to his success include his fatigue, level of education, and suspected difficulties with attention, memory & executive function.
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RECOMMENDATIONS
Mr. Client would benefit from speech and language therapy to improve language processing skills, social
pragmatic skills, and reading comprehension. Upon request of services, a treatment plan will be provided
outlining the details.
That Mr. Client receives family counseling to help manage difficult familial issues arising from the head injury. Difficulties with money management, judgment, and conflict resolution are among the families important concerns.
That Mr. Client undergoes a psychological assessment and neuropsychological assessment to more clearly
define cognitive impairments resulting from the accident.

John Stark, B.Sc., M.A. Reg. CASLPO (C)
orthophoniste / Speech Language Pathologist
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