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Introduction
Language consists of three main components as stated by Bloom and Lahey (1978).

These components are the form, content, and the use. Form being the phonology,
morphology and syntactic structures of the language. Content being the Semantic
aspects of language, while use being the pragmatic aspect of language. These three
areas are highly inter-related, and they together form the entire communication system.
The development of these systems depends on the child’s chronological age and mental
age (Wing and Attwood, 1987). In the previous years, form (syntax) and content
(semantics) of language have been studied extensively, however use of language
(pragmatics) was not focused upon to that an extent. But more recently, the focus has
shifted from study of syntactic-semantic features of child language to the social
function of communication (Jafari, Younesi, Asgary and Kazemi, 2019). It is seen that
typically developing children use language quiet early in life for regulating and for
being regulated by others. Language learnt holds no importance if it is not used for
communication appropriately by children. According to ‘The University of Minnesota
Centre for Advanced Research on Language Acquisition’, pragmatics is “the

appropriate use of language in conducting speech acts”. We use pragmatics to
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accomplish a variety of communicative functions which include commenting,

requesting, attention directing, giving information, greeting, rejecting and for
expressing emotions. Children begin to learn to use pragmatic skills very early in life.
These skills are used non-verbally at first, and then they learn to add verbal expressions
as their language develops. It has been observed that, pragmatic abilities are impaired
in children with neurodevelopmental disorders which, include disorders like Autism
Spectrum Disorder, Intellectual Disabilities, Attention-Deficit/ Hyperactive Disorder,
Learning Disabilities, Specific Language Impairments. These deficits in the pragmatic
aspects of language could lead to a lot of psychological and educational difficulties in
children in the future (Jafari, Younesi, Asgary & Kazemi, 2019). Therefore, studying
this aspect of language becomes increasingly necessary. It is however difficult to record
pragmatic difficulties faced by children with neurodevelopmental disorders on
traditional language assessment instruments because traditional tests focus mostly on
linguistic structure and meaning rather than on pragmatic language use (Bishop &

Baird, 2001; Young, Diehl, Morris, Hyman & Bennetto, 2005).
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Due to these limitations of the available traditional language tools, some formal measures
have been developed which focus on these pragmatic aspects of language. These tests give a
better idea about the areas that should be assessed by a Speech Language Pathologist within the
domain of pragmatics. Incorporating these tests as a part of the routine assessment measures
carried out for assessing language would help in planning better intervention programmes by
giving a holistic picture of the child’s problems. This would also help us in quantifying the
various aspects of pragmatics, in which children with neurodevelopmental disorders lack and
what are their strengths therefore, giving a baseline for planning appropriate therapeutic goals.
In addition to the evaluation of language including the receptive and expressive aspects (Sahin,
Yalcinkaya, Muluk, Bulbul & Cakir, 2009) and also taking into consideration the context in
which communication happens, it is also important to consider the cultural norms while
assessing the pragmatic behaviours. Pragmatic behaviour is essentially culture specific and it
becomes necessary to consider these cultural variations while assessing pragmatic aspects of
language. Same has been endorsed in DSM-V and by American Speech and Hearing
Association (2013). Thus, it is required to assess pragmatics using a test/ tool which is relevant
in Indian context.

Some Tools are available in the west for assessing the pragmatic abilities of children;
examples include Pragmatic Protocol (Prutting and Kirchner, 1987), Children’s communication
checklist — 2 (Bishop, 2006) and the Test of pragmatic language -2 (Phelps-Terasaki &
PhelpsGunn, 2007). However, very few tools are available for assessment of pragmatic abilities
in Indian context. One of the tools developed in India is ‘Developmental protocol for pragmatics
in Indian context (Dheepa & Shyamala, 2005)’. However, the tool is for assessing very young
children and has been developed on Kannada speaking population.

India being a multicultural and multilinguistic country, the demands for development of
language assessment tools is necessary and important. No tool is available in Marathi, the
language used in Maharashtra to researcher’s best knowledge. Hence it was necessary to
develop a tool for the purpose so that it could be used for studying the pragmatic behaviors of
clinical population and further for assessment to aid in management of the pragmatic issues if
any. In addition, it has been mentioned in literature that parental / caregiver interviews offer
some distinct advantages (O’Neill, 2007) over the clinician- observed standardized pragmatic

assessments

These advantages are mentioned below:
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» Parent/caregiver reports assess children’s language in an authentic setting based on instances

of language usage observed in the home.

* Because they are completed by someone who knows the child well, they are more likely to
represent the child’s typical level of functioning and be less influenced by day-to-day
fluctuations.

* They may be more comprehensive in their evaluation, because they allow for the assessment
of a larger range of pragmatic abnormalities, including the behaviours which may be
difficult to elicit in test situations and may occur relatively infrequently (Bishop, 1998). It
is therefore required to use a pragmatic questionnaire in a parental interview format for
assessing and analysing even subtle pragmatic difficulties faced by children either as a sole
assessment tool or as a tool to supplement the observations of the clinician. Hence there was

a need to develop a tool in Marathi to assess pragmatics.

Method:

Development of the checklist:

A ‘Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics of Pre-schoolers (CAPP)’ was prepared in
Marathi with an aim to help assess the pragmatic skills of children in the age range of birth to
four years while keeping the cultural aspects in mind. This checklist was based on Thakur and
Waknis (2014) study which used ‘The Pragmatic Profile of Everyday Communication Skills
(Pre-Schoolers)’- Summers and Dewart, (1988), translated in Marathi by Thakur and Waknis
(2014). Permission was obtained from both Thakur and Waknis and Summers and Dewart,
for the same.

The complete checklist was in 4 sections (this was retained as is given by the original authors
of the test Summers and Dewart, 1988). Each section had a set of questions [e. g. Q1.] and sub
questions [e.g. Q1 (a), Q1. (b)].

All the sections and questions of the tool used in Thakur & Waknis, (2014) were retained
except for the Q29.b of the Section IV. This question was not retained as, in the study done by
Thakur and Waknis, (2014) it was found that this pragmatic function (concepts of God and
Death) was not developed and also was not understood by the Marathi speaking children in the

age range of 0-4 years.

Scoring the checklist
A scoring system was developed based on the typical behaviors and the developmental trend

reported in the Thakur & Waknis, (2014) study.
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Beneath every question in the checklist, a set of answers, which describe various pragmatic
behaviors that the children in the age group of birth to four years were found to exhibit in
Thakur & Waknis (2014) study were given. These behaviors were arranged in a specific
hierarchy wherein the behavior which is expected to be demonstrated by younger children in
the group of 0-4 years was given a lower score e.g. 0/1 and the behavior that is expected to be
demonstrated by older children was given a higher score e.g. 4/5.Thus as the age increases the
score is expected to increase from 0 to 5, showing development in pragmatic abilities. Any
other column, was for noting down atypical behavior/ behavior other than the one mentioned
above. This behavior was later given a score of anywhere on the scale of 0 to 5 depending on
the score of the typical behavior to which it closely matched to. This scoring was done for
every section. At the end of every section a total section score was calculated. Later a total
score was calculated by adding up the section scores of all the 4 sections. A score sheet was
then prepared in the manner explained below.

To summarize, the ‘Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics in Pre-schoolers’ consisted of four
sections with a maximum obtainable score of 220.

Section I (Communicative Functions) consisted of 18 questions including the
subquestions, and the maximum obtainable score being 85.

Section II (Response to communication) consisted of 10 questions including the sub-
questions and the maximum obtainable score of 50.

Section III (Interaction and conversation) consisted of 9 questions including the sub-
questions and the maximum obtainable score of 45.

Section IV (Contextual Variation) consisted of 8 questions including the subquestions

and the maximum obtainable score of 40.

Administration of the developed checklist to typically developing children and obtaining

appropriate scores for age groups (Pilot)
Participants:

A total of 50 typically developing children within the age range of birth to four years with
mother tongue and primary language used for communication as Marathi participated in the
study for obtaining the pilot normative and also for assessing the reliability of the checklist.

age and sex distribution of the participants of the study is shown in Table 1
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Table 1. Age and sex distribution (Mean and SD values) of participants of the study

Group mean
Age ranges Gender age
& Group SD
Males Females
No. of
Group 1A 0-6 months children 5 5
Mean age
3.6 3.2 34
SD 1.48 1.67 1.64
>6<12 No. of
Group IB months children > >
Mean age
7.6 7.8 7.7
SD 2.07 1.48 1.7
>12<24 No. of
Group IC months children > >
Mean age
17.2 16.8 17
SD 2.48 2.94 2.58
>24<36 No. of
Group ID months children > >
Mean age
29.8 30 29.9
SD 3.83 3.53 3.47
>36<48 No. of
Group IE months children > >
Mean age
42.2 42.2 42.2
SD 4.65 3.56 391
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Inclusion criteria was as follows:

*  Child’s mother tongue & language used predominantly was Marathi.

«  Child’s age was between birth to four years.

*  Child had age appropriate motor milestones (delay < 3months)

Exclusion criteria was as follows:

*  Child with a known hearing loss.

*  Child with any known additional associated disorders such as any syndrome, hearing
impairment, visual impairment, mental retardation, cerebral palsy, etc.

*  Child who had received any kind of speech language related services in the past.

*  Child with significant pre, peri or postnatal history.

Test protocol

Children visiting the well-baby clinic of Bharati hospital and nearby houses
participated in the. The parents of the children were told about the purpose, advantage and
need of the study. They were given the participant information sheet and were asked to sign
the consent form prior to their participation in the study. Only those participants whose
parents consented were included in the study.

The data collection began with administration of a pre constructed case history to rule
out any known significant prenatal, natal, postnatal history and, sensory and motor
problems. Informal screening (hearing and visual) was carried out for all the participants.
REELS was administered to rule out any significant language delay or presence of atypical
behaviors. The ‘Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics of Pre-schoolers’ (CAPP) in
Marathi was administered as an informal interview in a relaxed atmosphere in which
interviewees spoke freely about their child’s communicative behaviors. Interviewer used
child’s name throughout the interview. Prepared checklist was administered in the form of
a parental questionnaire. The clinician asked the questions mentioned in the checklist to the
child’s parents/ caregiver. Response given by the parents was scored by the clinician.
Scoring of the checklist was done as mentioned earlier. Complete administration of the

checklist took a total time period of approximately 30 mins.

Results and Discussion:
The main aim of this study was to develop a checklist for assessing the pragmatic abilities
of Marathi speaking pre-schoolers and keeping in mind the role culture plays in

development of these skills. “Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics in Pre-
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schoolers”’(CAPP)-in Marathi was prepared which was based on Thakur and Waknis (2014)
study which used

‘The Pragmatic Profile of Everyday Communication Skills (Pre-Schoolers)’- Summers and
Dewart, (1988), translated in Marathi by Thakur and Waknis (2014).

Study consisted of a total of 50 participants. The participants were selected by taking into
account the inclusion and exclusion criteria.
Results of administration of ‘Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics of Preschoolers’ on
Marathi speaking typically developing children in the age range of birth to four years:
The ‘Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics in Pre-schoolers’ was administered on
Marathi speaking typically developing children in the age range of birth to four years, and
pilot normative was obtained.

Results of Section I (Communicative Functions)

100
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w 60 Male Female
o
R 40 ///
GroupIA = GroupIB = GroupIC GroupID @ Group IE
=Male 7.2 30.75 37.8 70.4 81
Female 6.2 31.6 38.8 66.2 80.4
Column1l
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Figure 1: Graph depicting the Mean scores obtained on ‘Section I: Communication Functions’
across all the age groups for both the genders.

Results of Section II (Response to communication)
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Figure 2: Graph depicting the Mean scores obtained on ‘Section II: Response to

Communication’ across all the age groups for both the genders

Results of Section III (Conversation and Interaction)
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Figure 3: Graph depicting the Mean scores obtained on ‘Section III: Conversation and

Interaction.” across all the age groups for both the genders

Results of Section IV (Contextual Variation)
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Figure 4: Graph depicting the Mean scores obtained on “Section IV. Contextual variation.”

across all the age groups for both the genders Total Score:
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Figure 5: Graph depicting the Means of the “Total Score’ obtained across all the age groups for
both the genders

Rising pattern of the graph in figures 1,2,3,4 and 5 represents an increase in pragmatic
performance scores of both males and the females as the age increases across all four
sections of the test and hence the total scores as well.
MANOVA was done to analyse whether the difference between mean values of pragmatic
abilities demonstrated by children across all the four sections of the tool and the total score
were statistically significant across the gender. As shown in table 2 overall multivariate test

results revealed that there is no statistically significant difference across gender.
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Table 2: MANOVA values for pragmatic abilities demonstrated by males and females across
all the four sections of the test and for the total score of the tool

Sections F(, 72) Sig.

| 0.659 0.422
11 1.998 0.165
I 0.446 0.508
v 1.335 0.255
Total 0.101 0.753

Similar findings have been reported in the literature across different tools and tests for
pragmatic evaluations. Tare and German (2010) reported no significant gender difference
in pragmatic language skills demonstrated by bilingual typically developing children
(English and Marathi) in the age range of 2.7 to 4.11 years. Gokhale and Hattiangadi (1997)
reported no significant gender difference in Narrative skills of children in the age range of
5 to 7 years. Similar findings were also reported by Woolfolk and Lynch (1982); Owens
(1984); Dheepa and Shyamala (2005); Shilpashri and Shyamala (2008) ;Thakur and Waknis
(2014).

As the difference was not found to be significant across gender, further analysis was done
by combining the scores obtained by males and females in each age group across all the four
sections of the test to study the effect of age on the pragmatic abilities of Marathi speaking
typically developing children and to obtain the pilot normative data for the purpose of this
study.

Means of raw scores for all age ranges (males and females combined) were calculated
across all sections of “Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics in Pre-schoolers”, which are

depicted in Fig 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10.

100 45.9
80.7 50 39.6

80 40 579 315
Z 60 & 30
S 40 %20 81

10
20 0
0 Group Group IB Group IC Group Group IE
Group Group Group Group Group IA D
1A 1B IC 1D IE GROUPS
GROUPS

Fig 6: Graph depicting the Mean scores obtained on Fig 7: Graph depicting the Mean scores obtained on

Section I: Communication Functions:- across all the Section II: Response to Communication:- across all the age age groups
groups (typically developing children)
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Fig 10: Graph depicting the Mean scores of the total
score obtained by children across all the age groups

The Mean scores of children across all the age groups represented in the Fig 6, 7, 8, 9 and
10 indicate that the pragmatic abilities of the children across all the four sections of the test
increased as the age increased from birth to four years. However maximum score is not
achieved even by the oldest group for any of the sections of the tool. Hence the study could
be extended to one more age group of >48 < 60 months. The variability was found to be
least in the first age group of Birth £ 6 months across all the sections except for section IV
i.e. Contextual Variation.

Studies like Herlekar (1987) as well as Dongol and Waknis (2011) reported similar findings,
where low variability was found in the first age group which was below 12 months. Reason
for this as stated by Herlekar (1987) was that, below the age of 1 year language is just
emerging and hence children display only limited number of behaviours with respect to

language communication and expression.
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MANOVA was carried out to see whether the effect of age on the pragmatic scores of the
typically developing children across all the five age groups and for all the four sections of
the checklist as well as its total score was statistically significant. Results indicated that there
was a significant main effect present [F (20, 120.348) = 0.000, p<0.05]. Also a significant
difference in the mean values of the pragmatic scores obtained by typically developing
children across all four subsections of the checklist across the five age groups was found.

Bonferroni post hoc analysis was done to investigate the difference between groups.

Table 3: Results of Bonferroni post hoc test across age groups for

Section 1: Communication Functions

Group IE

**Significance at 0.01 levels.

Age Groups | Group IA Group IB Group IC Group ID Group IE
0.00* 0.00%* 0.00%* 0.00*
Group 1B 0.00%* 0.00%* 0.00*
Group IC 0.00* 0.00*
Group ID 0.01%*

Table 4: Results of Bonferroni post hoc test across age groups for Section
1I: Response to Communication

Group 1A
Group IB
Group IC

Age Groups

Group ID
Group [E

Group [A

Group 1B Group IC Group ID Group IE
0.00* 0.00%* 0.00* 0.00%*
0.141 0.00%* 0.00%*
0.00* 0.00*
0.00*

**Significance at 0.01 levels.

Table 5: Results of Bonferroni post hoc test across age groups for Section
1II: Conversation and Interaction

Age Groups
Group A

Group IC
Group ID
Group IE

**Significance at 0.01 levels

Group 1A

Group IB Group IC Group ID Group IE
0.00* 0.00* 0.00* 0.00*
0.00* 0.00%* 0.00*
0.00%* 0.00*

Table 6. Results of Bonferroni post hoc test across age groups for Section
1V: Contextual variation

Age Groups
Group 1A

Group A

Group IB

Group IC

Group ID

Group IE

0.00*

0.00*

0.00*

0.00*

Development of Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics in Preschoolers  Anisha Gejji Deosthalee & Dr. Aarti
Waknis




<1-50>

Group IB
Group IC
Group ID
Group IE
**Significance at 0.01 levels

0.01* 0.00*

Table 7: Results of Bonferroni post hoc test across age groups for the sum total score of the
tool

Age Groups Group 1B Group IC Group ID Group IE

Group IA 0.00* 0.00* 0.00*

Group IB

Group ID

Tables 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 show that there is a gradual increase in the pragmatic abilities as age
increases from birth to four years except in the age range of >6 <24 months in terms of
response to communication where the difference is not significant.

Significant increase in the pragmatic abilities demonstrated by children with increasing
chronological age has been reported by various authors. Dheepa and Shyamala (2005)
reported an increase in mean pragmatic scores with increase in age upto 3 years beyond
which a plateau was observed upto 8 years of age. A review of studies done by Marasco,
Rourke, Riddle, Sepka and Weaver, (2004); Sax, Weston, (2007) and Peters, (as retrieved
on 12/10/2014 from https.//www.seattlechildrens.org/pdf/Peters-executive-
functionshierarchy-handouts.pdf) and Thakur and Waknis (2014) have also shown a
developmental trend in the pragmatic abilities with subsequent increase in the child’s
chronological age. The lack of significant difference in the pragmatic abilities exhibited by
children between age Group IB (6 < 12 months) and Group IC (>12 <24 months) for Section
II: “‘Response to communication’ shows that pragmatic skills did not improve as a function
of age between these age ranges. To find out which questions within the tool did not show
a significant difference in the pragmatic skills between the two age groups, descriptive

statistics and one way ANOVA was done.

Section Il |@o* |ai0 |ai1* [ai2 |aiza* |Qisb |Qia | Qis* | aiea* | Qieb* |
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Mean Score
(Group IB) 3.8 3.2 3.2 2.8 3.2 2.2 2 24 1.8 1.6
SD 044 | 1.09| 044 | 044 1.48 | 1.09 0| 0.54 0.83 1.14
Mean Score
(Group IC) 4.6 4.2 4.6 3.4 4.8 3 1.8 2.8 2.6 1.2
SD 054 | 044| 054| 054 0.44 0.7| 044 | 0.44 0.89 1.3

Table 8: Mean scores and SD values for questions within Section Il ‘Response to

communication’ (for Group IB and Group IC)

All the starred questions in Table 8 are the questions that check child’s pragmatic skills
based on the comprehension abilities while the remaining questions check child’s pragmatic

skills based on the mode of communication used by the child to express language.

Table 9: One way ANOVA results for questions within Section II: ‘Response to

communication’

Questions F Df Sig.
Q9 6.4 1 0.35%*
Q10 3.57 1 0.095
Q11 19.6 1 0.002*
Q12 3.6 1 0.094
Q13a 5.33 1 0.050%*
Q13b 1.88 1 0.207
Q14 1 1 0.347
Q15 1.6 1 0.242
Q16a 2.13 1 0.182
Q16b 0.26 1 0.62

It can be seen from Table 9 that, for Q9, Q11 and Q13a a significant difference is seen
between the two age Groups IB (6 < 12 months) and IC (>12 <24 months). This could be
because these questions check child’s pragmatic skills based on the receptive language skills
while the remaining questions checked child’s pragmatic skills based on the expressive
language skills. Thus, indicating that as child’s age increases, pragmatic skills pertaining to
these questions also increase.

A review of studies done by Marasco, Rourke, Riddle, Sepka and Weaver, (2004); Sax,
Weston, (2007) and  Peters, (as  retrieved  on 12/10/2014 from

https.//www.seattlechildrens.org/pdf/ Peters-executive-functions-hierarchy-handouts.pdf)
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and Thakur and Waknis (2014) shows that, for many of the pragmatic abilities especially
the ones which need the child to express, the mode of communication used by the child does
not change drastically as the child’s age increases from 6 months to 18 months. A few of
such skills that persist even upto 18 months of age are; shakes head for ‘No’ or pushes
undesired objects away, begins directing others behavior physically and through gestures
(pats, pulls, tugs on adult), uses pointing to learn new vocabulary, reaches to request an
object, imitates routines, requests objects by pointing and vocalizing, gesturally requests
action/assistance, acknowledges speech of others by giving eye contact or by vocalizing etc.
Similar overlap is found in the mode of communication used to accomplish the pragmatic

functions relating to the domain of Response to communication in the current study.

Reliability analysis of the tool:

Reliability analysis of the tool was done using Cronbach alpha. Cronbach alpha value of
0.89 suggested that the tool had good reliability (r> 0.75). Split half Reliability of the tool
was also done. Results indicated that the tool had good split half reliability (r> 0.75).  Item
analysis was done using Cronbach alpha. Cronbach alpha value (r >0.80) for every item of
the tool suggested that the tool had good reliability (> 0.75) for all the items of the tool. No
item of the tool was deleted after item analysis was done. Indicating that all the items
included in the tool were reliable. Item total correlation was analysed which indicated that,
there was strong positive correlation between the items of the tool (> 0.8).

Thus the ‘Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics in Pre-schoolers’ was prepared and the
tool was found to have good reliability. Further the range for all the four sections of the
‘Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics in Pre-schoolers’ was calculated separately
considering Mean +/- 1SD & Mean +/- 2SD and tabulated, for comparison of scores of

individual children with the pilot norms derived in the study.

Table 10: Combined (males and females) Mean scores and SD values and their Range across
all age groups across all 4 sections of ‘Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics of Pre-
schoolers’ (* Range = +/- 1 SD)

C L. R Conversation &| Contextual  variation
ommunication esponse Interaction (45) (40)
Age Functions (85) to Communication (50) |
(Months) Total Score (220)
Mean(SD) | Range Mean(SD) | Range Mean(SD) | Range Mean(SD) | Range Mean(SD) | Range

Development of Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics in Preschoolers

Waknis

Anisha Gejji Deosthalee & Dr. Aarti




<1-50>
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o 167070 | g 1asn | oo 57(1.25) | 445-695 | 3.51.90) | 1.6:54 | 2454) | 18.6-29.

~6<12 | 312 2933- | 279 2520 | 156 1365 | o] 795 cascs 1o 550

months | (1.87) 33.07 2.68) 30.58 (1.95) 17.55 SA87) 1 1007 306 5-89.
106

S12<24 | 383 3184- | 315 2788- | 207 1882 | ooy | 14 94.9-

months | (6.46) 4476 (3.62) 35.12 (1.88) 2258 S35 1685 TR 117.1
164

22436 | 683 6221- | 396 3633 | 326 254 | iy | 1876 149.9-

months | (6.09) 7439 (3.27) 4287 (3.06) 35.66 SN 5784 141 178.1
1925

~36<48 | 80.7 779- ssoG2a) | 4176|378 3416- | 279 24.15- 181.4-

months | (2.98) 83.68 G2 1 4914 (3.64) 41.44 (3.75) 31.65 TR 203.6

Table 11: Combined (males and females) Mean scores and SD values and their Range across
all age groups across all 4 sections of ‘Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics of Pre-
schoolers’ (* Range = +/- 2 SD)

Conversation & | Contextual  variation

Age Communication Response Interaction (45) (40) Total Score (220)
(Months) | Functions (85) to Communication (50)

Mean(SD) | Range Mean(SD) | Range Mean(SD) | Range Mean(SD) | Range Mean(SD) Range
Birth-6 3.12- 4.28- 13.2-
months 6.7(1.76) | 1022 8.1(1.91) | 11.92 5.7(1.25) | 3.2-82 3.5(1.90) | 0-7.3 24(10.8) 348
>6<12 31.2 27.46- 279 22.54- 15.6 11.7- 6.06- 74.5-
months (1.87) 34.94 (2.68) 33.26 (1.95) 19.5 9.8(1.87) | 13.54 84.5(10) 94.5
>12<24 38.3 25.38- 315 24.26- 20.7 16.94- 12.8- 83.8-
months (6.46) 51.22 (3.62) 38.74 (1.88) 24.46 15.5(1.35) | 182 106(22.2) | 128.2
>24<36 68.3 56.12- 39.6 33.06- 32.6 26.48- 14.22- 135.8-
months (6.09) 80.48 (3.27) 46.14 (3.06) 38.72 233(454) | 3238 164(28.2) 1922
>36<48 80.7 74.74- 39.42- 37.8 30.52- 279 20.4- 170.2-
months (2.98) 86.66 459(3.24) | 5238 (3.64) 45.08 (3.75) 354 192.5(22.3) | 214.8

The range overlaps across almost all the four sections and all the five age groups except for

Group IA (Birth < 6 months) and Group IB (>6< 12 months).This lack of overlap could be

attributed to the very minimal pragmatic abilities and language skills exhibited by children in

the age group of birth < 6 months. After 6 months language skills of children increase rapidly

along with the pragmatic aspects of language. While deciding upon the pragmatic language age

of children the +/- 2 SD table should be looked at. If the value falls in range given for two age

groups then the +/- 1SD table values can be used for interpreting the pragmatic age.
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Summary and Conclusion:

To summarize, the checklist developed as a part of this study to assess pragmatic abilities
of children in the age range of birth to four years with mother tongue Marathi was found to
have good reliability. A scoring sheet with +/-1SD and +/-2 SD values was prepared for
quantifying the pragmatic behaviors of Marathi speaking preschoolers. It was found that, as
the Chronological Age increased, a subsequent increase was also noted in the pragmatic
abilities. However, maximum score is not achieved even by the oldest group for any of the
sections of the tool and the variability was found to be least in the first age group of Birth <
6 months across all the sections except for section IV i.e. Contextual Variation. Pragmatic
abilities especially the ones which needed the child to express, the mode of communication
used by the child did not change within the age groups (6 < 12 months) and (>12 < 24
months). Statistically significant gender difference was not found in the Pragmatic mean
scores of males and females across all the four age groups and in all the four sections of the
test. This knowledge would further help us in quantifying the various aspects of pragmatics,
in which children with neurodevelopmental disorders having their mother tongue as Marathi
lack and what are their strengths therefore, giving a baseline for planning appropriate

therapeutic goals.

Recommendations for future Research:

» Larger sample size could be taken for standardization of the tool.

* An additional score for differentiated crying should be added in every section for

assessing pragmatic abilities of very young children in the age range of Birth < 6 months.
* Tool could be administered on children in the higher age groups

* Tool could be administered on different clinical populations to assess its sensitivity in

identifying pragmatic abilities across different clinical populations.

References:

American Psychiatric Association, DSM-5 Resources. Retrieved from www.dsm5.org.

Development of Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics in Preschoolers  Anisha Gejji Deosthalee & Dr. Aarti

Waknis



<1-50>

Bishop, D. (1998). Development of the Children’s Communication Checklist (CCC): A
method for assessing qualitative aspects of communicative impairment in children.

Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry, 39, 879—891.

Bishop, D. (2006). Children’s Communication Checklist—2 U.S. Edition. New York, NY:
The Psychological Corporation.

Bishop, D., & Baird, G. (2001). Parent and teacher report of pragmatic aspects of
communication: Use of the Children’s Communication Checklist in a clinical setting.

Developmental Medicine and Child Neurology, 43, 809-818.

Bloom, L and Lahey, M. (1978). Language Development and Language Disorders, New
York: Wiley.

Dewart, H., & Summers, S., (1995). The Pragmatics Profile of Early Communication
Skills.Retrievedfrom
http://wwwedit.wmin.ac.uk/psychology/pp/documents/pragmatics%20profile%20Adu
It.pdf on 27.02.213.

Dheepa, D., &, Shyamala. K.C. (2005). A Developmental Protocol for Pragmatics. Journal
of all India Institute of Speech and Hearing, 3 , 18-30.

Dongol, D. & Waknis, A., (2012). Development of Language in Children with Mother
tongue Marathi in the age range of 9-36 months. Unpublished Master’s Dissertation.

Bharti Vidyapeeth University, Pune.

Gokhale, A. & Hattiangadi, G. A. (1997). Development of Narrative Skills of Marathi
Speaking Children. Unpublished Masters Dissertation. Audiology and Speech Therapy
School, T. N. Medical College, B.Y.L Nair Charitable Hospital.

Herlekar, G. (1987). 3D-Language Acquisition Test (3D-LAT). Journal of All India Institute
of Speech and Hearing, 18(1), 43-43.

Development of Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics in Preschoolers  Anisha Gejji Deosthalee & Dr. Aarti
Waknis



<1-50>

Jafari, P., Younesi, S. J., Asgary, A., & Kazemi, M. D. (2019). Pragmatic abilities in children
with neurodevelopmental disorders: development of Pragmatic Abilities Questionnaire

based on the Rasch rating scale model. Psychology research and behavior management,

12, 629.

Marasco, K., O’Rourke, C., Riddle, L., Sepka, L., & Weaver, V. (2004). Pragmatic language
assessment guidelines a best practice document standards and guidelines speech

subcommittee.

O’Neill, D. K. (2007). The language use inventory for young children: A parent-report
measure of pragmatic language development for 18-to 47-month-old children. Journal

of speech, language, and hearing research.

Owens, R. E. (1998). In R, Paul (2000). Language assessment and intervention from infancy

to adolescence. Mosby University Press, P. 171.

Peters, K. (n.d.). Hierarchy of Social / Pragmatic Skills as Related to the Development of
Executive Function. Retrived from

https://www.seattlechildrens.org/pdf/petersexecutive-functions-hierarchy-handout.pdf.

Phelps-Terasaki, D., & Phelps-Gunn, T. (2007). Test of Pragmatic Language, Second
Edition. East Moline, IL: Linguisystems.

Prutting, C. A., & Kittchner, D. M. (1987). A clinical appraisal of the pragmatic aspects of
language. Journal of Speech and hearing Disorders, 52(2), 105-11.

Sahin, S., Yalcinkaya, F., Muluk, N. B., Bulbul, S. F., & Cakir, 1. (2009). Abilities of
pragmatic language usage of the children with language delay after the completion of
normal language development training. The Journal of International Advanced

Otology, 5(3), 327-333.

Development of Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics in Preschoolers  Anisha Gejji Deosthalee & Dr. Aarti
Waknis



<1-50>

Sax, N., & Weston, E. (2007). Language Development Milestones, (3).
Dissertation. University of Alberta.

Shilpashri, H.N., & Shyamala, K. C. (2008). Pragmatic Skills in typically developing infants.

Tare, M., & Gelman, S. A. (2010). Can you say it another way? Cognitive factors in bilingual
children's pragmatic language skills. Journal of Cognition and Development, 11(2),
137-158.

Thakur, S. Z., & Waknis, A. (2014). Pragmatic development of typically developing
children from birth to four years. Unpublished Masters Dissertation. Bharati
Vidyapeeth Deemed University, School of Audiology and Speech Language
Pathology.

Wing, L. and Attwood, A. (1987) Syndromes of autism and atypical development. In D.J.
Cohen, A. Donellan and R. Paul (eds) Handbook of Autism and Pervasive
Developmental Disorders. New York: Wiley.

Woolflok, E. C., & J. I. Lynch, J. I. (1982). An integrative approach to language disorders
in children. New York: Grane and Stratton.

Young, E. C., Diehl, J. J., Morris, D., Hyman, S. L., & Bennetto, L. (2005). The use of two
language tests to identify pragmatic language problems in children with autism

17}
Anisha Gejji De‘osthalee, MASLP
Anishagejji91l@gmail.com

y)

Dr. A. Waknis
aartiwaknisl@gmail.com

Development of Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics in Preschoolers Anisha Gejji Deosthalee & Dr. Aarti Waknis


mailto:Anishagejji91@gmail.com
mailto:aartiwaknis1@gmail.com

<1-50>

(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

SECTION - I
HA) HUhIcH HHE -
?) sy feun e wo
) TEAHS

(T TTE) THS B hA YT B /B ?

Response Score
9) &I AYH LI TIcH hLd Tl 0
R) & 1
3) qrRT Al 2
¥) qRETAT 3@ ATV SATATATGR Tohall Hhekd TSGR 3
4 ) T BTk A (33T : 3TT3) 4
&) “HISAT e FET I ARG HIEG 1o 5
9) TR IRl

o N N
q) dedl, At lendl ienlens

Tl (TTeAT 19) SeR WeTeed fohal SHIqd 9Ted Sid 1916 9
(et /o) Sl TS feds, T (ITedr= 919 i ShiuaT= Iegdl

AR ?
Response Score
%) e Tldlshal CUIR &, 0
R) SledH MeIH rEds. 1
3) S Y SREe® 9 &N Sigd qradd. 2
¥) SIH! HEI[d qH=Tohe T8I dabdl. 3
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(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

4) I8 I=AR (3a1. &1/ fermr) 4
§) UM hid. 5
) 3T I
) ot =

37) SEqESt fordt e

SR el TEIUTRENI 31T AT (et A1)+ Shraladl difge
fie1 /oo ST g4 3118 UvT Tt /oI AaeTERtE e, T IR

ot/ el TR HTe ?
Response Score
%) IarE JfcshiAT QU Tal. 0
R) T U WA= YIS i o AThe §1E SMEed HHId. 1
3) qRRTeTT ATES. 2
¥) UCIATehs /TEhe S GrEad ATV TR e dRId. 3

Y4) T TGRS /SEqehe UTEd fohdl ATehe W1 QrEed o odr= A9 WU | 4
ara.
§) oI UCIThS /IEIhe HI Qe 0T “Hel d B AMERE HEG | 5
TRV .
) TR =l

2
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(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

¥) feraardl foret o -
Tl (e 19) &1 Ided SIS g 318 § <l /1 el SIad il /i ?

Response Score

%) 3T FIe qad hid ATal. 0
R) T&T =& hidl /. 1
3) qH=AThS A S hidl /hid. 2
¥) T g qHAT Te3H e o¥ad ohidl /. 3
Y) O ITAT’ I TRl /T, 4
&) ‘Il el /eHel’’ 3TY TEUIdl /TEUd. 5
) T HIEl

%) HdEe o

SR (qTeaTe A1)
+%) HadrEret femd

SR (UTedT 1) ST qEe Ued gal 3w, 31, I/ TGN =rehret MR
Wosd FHAMT 3TSH TS /THSH! fehall Fwfiqd STet TSt U ShIeuard
Tt /o qaet Hed gat 3T8® T /Al B B ?

Response Score
%) SIEM Jldishal CUIR ATa! 0
R) T&d 1
3) Tt eI e (3ree ATE) Fled 2
¥) qFRTell BTehl AR 3
Y) “‘3TShel/3TSHAl’ 3T FHEIAd FEud 4
3
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(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

&) HAT AT Id ATEl ITWTHETE FlEad T8l 5
) 3T I

TTEATE TTE © vttt e e e e e e et e e e e e e e e et

g) U@ MY Y gamEndt ot
SR gl (e A1d) ST U TiEid el FiEl id TS 9 et/ faa
Tl T8 WA A g 3T8S R d a1/ TFeTeT el qHle ?

Response Score
%) HTar FiHTg QU el 0
R) qH=ATHE Thdsh U 1
3) RHAETE id 7
¥) Teqder sia 3T SrT=aT SIFT Bies 381 U qEd . 3
4 ) ToFdT heATHNE 3TETS shied (AUl 1eg AT8) 4
&) ‘A Tohal ‘WA 3 TEUIG 5
9) T HIE
3)  WiigdrEdt ferd
SR (I AE) BT Ed Hgad 16 M fogm ondt @ at /< wnees wH
feramat /femmd
Response Score
%) ITEEA hlard fo=rd el /<= @ od Tl 0
R) qH=AThE Ushesh & Ugdl/Tad. 1
3) T fohal qreTeT TI91 Sl /3. 2
4
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¥) oI SEehe SIC GREad!/GREad 9 qH=ATehs dTadl /qTad. 3
u) @’ fohaT Q@ HF TR’ 37H TEUAT / FEUM. 4
§) STURET T3t Hal / hid. (321, B HIAMEE! R.) 5

\9) 3L hTal.

3) AR

SR (UTeAT A1E) BT grel Aehl TEUR Ued WS ¢d e, Xl [/t

HT RS ?

Response Score

9) HHA: SRR 0
R) & 1
3) IS galiehe ThicdT / Yo 2Tehah. 2
¥) QU STl Gl 3
4) FeRl’, TAT Tl 3MR’, AT A A8l Y T 4
&) GO hrRlall HIld 5
) TR IR
¥)  ATETE H

31) It AR IR

T o TETd ArSdi= et AT, T (e A1) FSHTERUI0 BT

SidfshaT <at/<d ?
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(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

Response Score

%) ShTard Sfdishal od ATl 0
?) Hfdd=aT TE=Tehs UTEdl /UT&d. 1
3) 3T Bial/3d AT Teha 3T ARG /ARA. 2
¥) TEIagTed shdl /shtd ATV STETS ehigd HINeITe hidl /ohid. 3
Y) AfYETeH HOIEE! BT R hidl/ohid/ Tohal B1d Jedl/Sied 3T / 4
EEIRSIR=ESIE R IE RO LI AS B

€) THEHR, YUH (M, Tal) ST 6T ATHATET hidl /L. 5
) T .

§) I ST AETE S
HIUal HIE FTq FAFAHT (I ATe) B ! /3 ?

Response Score
%) “hIEre Sidishal < Tel. 0
R) T&di/TEd. 1
3) B1d BT (21T HUIABT) TR hidl /hid. 2
¥) AU SCERAYT BT gradl /gaAdad. (TTeT HiIaT) 3

4) AU dc%*kcihlul Bd gAddl/gad (ST HUFRT) MU TeIs 4
IR ITE TRl /TR,
&) HTIUTET BT ToTed s¥erdi=al ATersiist *2rer’ 379 TEUTAl /TEuTd. 5

W) STNSEIT Sl TEATH TSRS STl ATy {=erdl /e

¢) SR Hal.
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(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

) i o w-fagam
) T S B
e
S (ITedT= A1) ST TEIE ME hdHET 597 Id 38, @ i/ d

HICER|WAALCERR

Response Score

%) hIErd Tldfshal od ATal. 0
?) Tenagr=a &&d 3Tivr / fehat 3TTeS S higd qraddl /qradd. 1
3) 39dl/3wd. 2
M RACIIEISCRIVEISERR 3

4 ) it acoren /foha, Td LAl /. 4
&) AT A 3R’ Tohal ‘Tl B 3T9Sd 3R’ IWMHTRE hlatadl Fgurdl /F8urd. 5
) T .

FTEe AT

(I T1E) SR qEESS! /GEE0e! 318 Thal @ /(o1 wuees arse

qTed UG T THETS] He HTal /T ?

Response Score
%) Tard qrad ATel /ST hid HTal. 0
R) T&dl/TEd. 1
3) TSdl/T8d ATV qHA SIC Yehedl /Tehed Tehdl TrETeT BT oradl /Tad. 2

¥) THST WRAT /AR Tohal =X ShudTd aTdt ol /oid Tohall Beht STl |1 3
JEsiucH
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(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

4) %3 TN Tehell %3 @ 38 & qralell ATl /|, 4
&) 3TfeTed gl /sd. 5
\9) AL hTal.

) A WAAEES Wibgd
SR el (e T1d) BT hIEl hTH HUITH Hed Hid TETS, 6 hl HUS
TTHUAE T T /Tt 8 qH=1 Hedi¥ar iR 318s @ i/ qrate

Y FATII/HTd 7
Response Score

%) AT B3GR M AT HFTU hid ATal. 0
) ARSI-IIE! Al /L. 1
3) TreT@! Tohal qH=AT BTATA BIE Gehasdl /Eohasd. 2
¥) qt/dt T Td: = T&d: HOIET T Hidl /. 3
u) W fhar T HOTR 3T TG STl Tl /T8uTd. 4
€&) ‘HST UTE HIE HiE=E’ 31 TUdl /T8vrd. 5
o) T HTEl

§) 6

SiegT (U ATE) TETel Hifgd) STHGS! a%q sNeEd! /3@, degl at /dt

T I YRR AT <l /ed ?

Response Score
%) fdfshaT < HTat. 0
R) T IJhs THdl/¥Hd EEIR J&ehe Uehdsh SEdl /. 1
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3) AN e AT IS BT SEdl /BT, herd ATATS hledl /hled. e 2
1 TS a0 BEd! /B,

¥) ITET hIgd, TR hidl/FhLd Tehdl Herd BTAaR hidl /hid. 3
b)) HETIA AT hledl/Hied (HSAES) F7d fhal MEETET §7) 4
&) oI 9% 19 =al /e, 5
) ZL HIE

b)  HAYGIH H

) TETE FEES W NG B
‘g’l%ﬁ?ﬂ IEq_ AT A3 o (T m)mwwﬁwﬁaﬁm,
T A/t HIATTHR FATEIH HOIT=N IeIaT 3R ?

Response Score
%) ShTEre Hd YGH UM ATal. 0
R) T AT / Tehal T&ehe SIC QME. 1
3) & G B 2
¥) S T 3 3
G ) off I IV 218 d 9 (3T : HiE) 4

%) oI JEIEE hlalall AN /TEqE IUH HEA (381, ‘gl /=T /7 Bie 5
TG’/ A& H?)
5) I HTl
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¥) U@ 9% TEE THUTEEs HauesH il
@Kl TR gH Y sEet gel  f fad (dea= 1E) @1 fonet A @

a1/t HIM TR HATeIH e ?
Response Score

%) <hTEIe HUTR &l 0
R) A /TEq=AT v e 1
3) T ST AFehs 9l GrEad. 2
¥) o S A9 HEd. 3
b) o I el Tohar AT 3R’ foha ‘(S @) Tel’ 3T TEvia. 4
§) (S ) S TS1/TS! 3T TRE FEIAl TEUS. 5
o) T HE.

¢) R <O -

AT oI H1e! TeT TS, (3. H1al 4o / HIVISN GETId AH) T
(qTeATe A1) e qreTal il TTe ?

Response Score
%) PSATR! TG Hiigd! QUIR T8l 0
R) qE=ATTEl I Ed. 1
3) TEHHS /eI WsUIThe S GREas. 2
¥) decl TV 9Nl fehdl ekl ATal Hgdl. 3
W) TEETET T U1 SAaEd FHS[d HUIEIET S fo=id dnTdie. 4
&) qFETCll SIS 91 (el I To=ie droR A1eid. ) 5
) T HIE.
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SECTION - II
§. Yol i@ -
R) U™ ®& dgd uul
qeTS (e 71d) o B& dgd T 378G a qrel o S BT ?

Response Score
%) o= A& JE U0 GU vl IATE. 0
R) AT/ To=AT =@ ST 1
3) Toe /et Ta%) e 2
¥) ogr=a /T re sHidied gel $adt all JTETS shigd 3
W) T /T T1E B 4
&) ‘9T HIUTAT ST AR ? [/ TThelc VAT 84 37 7 38 TH 5
fommes
o) T HIEN
20) TER HAGIAS ™
S gFEl (TTeT |Te) <A1 oo aqd At / T siod s, W®
geaTearoEe qt /o s gfdrg <dr/<d ?
Response Score
%) hrer JiddTe od e 0
) YIS W grEddl/ergdd. 1
3) W qrEadl/qrEad d qEeAT A9l Aok Wesdal /Hesdd. 2
¥) T&d:=1 980 fohal IR dedadl /daad. 3
b ) qHAT TRl o THesadl /fiegad T =80 9 IR Jedadl /Jedta. 4
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(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

&) AT fohaT Y= AT e HaTerd W odl /Ed. 5

o) S TR

29) BIAAT=ATE A

(TS 1) TETE e UIEE 318 JReTeT a1gd Rl TETRn MEhe e
TS, O ql/dt AUl B hidl /i ?

Response Score

%) T/ FTE= Afdlshat <d Tl 0
R) TRl MY 9ie gr@ad 3MTErd Ta 7 uTgdl qe=aehe UTadl /9Tad quT AT 1
JBH.

3) IRl MY 91e Sr@ad IA8Id dY 9 9Tgdl qH=aTehe 1 dTadl /uTad. 2
¥) qFal qrEecied] TEIhe SEdl/SHd I0T Tl dB[H. 3
u) ‘g’l%ﬁ ALCE N1 IE] S et 1A T AThs A F9dl /T, 4
%) qFal qrEddldl o%q S A8 318cl, dlial cThe SHdl /aed 5
o) T HET.

9) M= ABGEAT AT TR R0l
SIegT gral (UTem= ATd) 3t Siesdl, degl qEETSl el HHSd i et/ faeT
Heses 38 ! qrat car=anett/feeamsht siesa smmam ?

Response Score
%) e fdfshar e AT, 0
R) TH=AT TE=ATehs SEdl /S 1
3) AT & JH=ATRS Sedl /S, 2
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¥) foyders s e $iedl/Fled. 3
4) A BT ATV =E=T BEWTd h&d sietdl /dietd. 4
&) SIcd qreTel 3aX <al/<d. 5

\9) 3L hTal.

93) SIGUITAT=AT &l 99 &I
) fsran wEEd e faadien gfiere

SR T (TTeAT= A19) &1 @I YT A, S8, oA g9 9 gl 37 @

ar /<t s wiawrg ot /< ?
Response Score
%) Srar FiddTe <d e 0
R) MYSIEET fewal /fewal. 1
3) Teciean STeRIehe goier shidl /3. 2
¥) R HUATH BqYYl SATdl /ST qUT Tetal 16w qredd Aral. 3
u) feTsrm eraeamaRE TR ot /. 4
&) QAT o= JTeH il /. 5
) T HIEN 6

§¥)  AredEean faade glddre

Tl (e 919) BT SR h1a! difed! fans!, S8 G ™ Hial Ao /Hd

IRE?’, WAl /d e YiqEre TRl Tl IR,
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(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

Response Score

%) rar FiddTe o e 0
R) Tehesh d9d Ulgd. 1
3) Weheeh &Hd Utged AT(0T/Tehal AT hled. 2
¥) 92 TRgdd Tohdl BaYTe Thicl /Flalall cradd. 3
4) TeRT SreeTd SfcHTE <. (3T : o) 4
&) BISAT Yeg ST JIdHTG a3l. 5
) T I

%) ITUA :

(e 919 FeseiiaHT S Mo Mo ol foham = sTegi=
TSR T TfcdTe edl/ed ?

Response Score

%) e ia@Tg gd Tl 0
?) 3mueH ThIhet gaar / &od. 1
3) Tl IStadl / dTSted 3T feha &=t e femar / fead 2
¥) UYS MSBe e FJUIdl/ Fauld. 3
W) W EA / ud T qH=ATSIS =T 3ol 9T Fgurdl [/ F8Uld. 4
&) qFE! I6¢ 9CB® A AT / TdeT SvTed. 5
) T HIET

24)  HIRSRd fqde <o
(UTeTE A1) BT HIvTeAT TS §Hedld ?

14
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<1-50>

(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

Response Score
%) oA MEHS ATHT/ TS g9 Id T, 0
R) T 1
3) TAd F3AU 2
¥) ursyl 3
) ASIRIR ST 4
§) forie/ 3ge vIse 5
) TR HIE 6

98) Y @1 gfadre snfor anerandt
) SR RIS (eI AE) BT T8l FgulTd B, o al /< Feememordur sha

SfcTe gl /ad ?
Response Score

%) Tt /faet Aré a1 wregrEn e ued AT, 0
R) T&di/TEd. 1
3) AWM =Ll /i 3
¥) Tehd ST Sl /S8d TohdT TEdT /%84 3
4) A AFSS T Hid Ugdl/TEd Tehal Ia1 gl fo=ararl / fo=md. 4
g) feaspr St / ot Tohen TTAT=h oFTedt TmToft el / wd (31, Thd / 5
TS AT O 3=T)

9) T HIE

15
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<1-50>

(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

¥) S gl TRvITea Uehl fifrera’, @ (Urems e e giaEre el /e

Response Score
%) TT1/IdST |HId ATal, o1 e Srdt / 5. 0
) GHSd TSl AT Td W fo=mdl / foemd. 1
3) Taedl/ faed, 3T St /sd fohal TS STl / ST, 2

¥) e qUEdt UEdl /[ dUTEd AN AREST SFal [/ SEd foham awm| 3
LAl /Hd

Y) SHIE OIS UTe e Sial /. 4
&) YTeAl / UTEd ATV Hlal 9dH gl o=l / fo=md. 5
9) 3L hI&!

SECTION - III
*®) TWER e 9 gde -

qET 9 qEeT oMo TaTeees STl 310 SIGuR HATard.
) TEHR HETGIA W B0,

T (T 1) SR Woad 36T fehdll TER TdTg ohid 3181, X al /dt

ST AT Bl /o ?
Response Score

%) hrer JiddTe od e 0

R) T AGAERE Fudl / Ed. 1

3) foyaeTe Ll /td ATV Tohal g9dl/ 8o, 2

¥) G Hledl / ied fhdl dehifl Sidl/Hd. (3. a1 &1 «1; T, 3

T, )

) S SEadl / er@ad fohar BTdaR hidl/ . 4
16
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(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

<1-50>

§) Y& 9 T ATRISATT aToRdl / aTod. 5
) TR Tl
8¢) TR HeTETE eard

SR (e 1) AR et HATGe ohal TR Wls! Jeard i

TG A /) I ThR Al /hLd ?

Response Score

%) TIA:ET Hellg U= fehell WeAUHT= T shid ATal. 0
R) TH & Y 4l /e 1
3) JATES KAl / . 2
¥) qHAT 966 Idl / Ad F qHSAT Sg=The UTgdl / UTEd. 3
u) qrETS! Hraradt ¢al / ¢d fohal SElad graad / gradd. 4
&) qUARN Y& diadl / diad (361, JReTeT 9He alvard 9rmal / |90, 5
“STNesET B TS Y HIEH! TRVl /FEU)
) T .
9R) TER Hare fohar gare fesnfam -

Sieg1 HaTe fohdl WSTHT &aTd &ld, degl dl =T el Tgdl ?

Response Score

%) Wes Tohdll HATG Jg e Ugd HTal. 0
R) T Thed Wesd /Hietd Tadl. 1
3) IR A/ Tdd $dEd 9qd. 2

Development of Checklist for Assessment of Pragmatics in Preschoolers
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<1-50>

(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

¥) qRETAT cTeT TQeT el dhTd. 3
4) </l G@TehR U= S hLdl /3. 4
&) oI/ Tl ga1 el o= EINEEIRERS N 5
o) T P
R0) HeTEKdles faviem

JegT qH= 9 (UTedT A1e) efies darera sreavlt v giara. deg1 <

TR0 ST HROT 37E ?

Response Score

%) qUAE 9 A=A [/ Tod=aTd highe |vTe g ATal. 0
R) AT /qei=a1 Hd qFel h1¥ hUIAT 8d 38 & JFaTcll THSIRIAT hotul 1
ST
3) HA SIcvl TR vl M. 2
¥) Tl /Tl qral shId TRV S¥c Shid JAT8Td 8 GHS[d HudTd 7= 3
Zld.
W) dl/dt BR A Je3 ThNIAH @& ¢d ATal. 4
&) I/l SIUTEEA o HIMEEA slard g AT Gl hid ATal. 5
v) T HE.
R%)  TTErE geEdt

SR (U 19 RIS Hlal AFTRET T Hid 378G d TaTH! o HHeT
TG R I/t ATTES H S ?
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<1-50>

(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

Response Score

%) I/ Praral SR ATEL. a1/ B TEUA 3T & Talell Fusiel Aral I 0
et /fetl <hTeTel %ish TSUR ATE.

R) RS FTCATERET /ARG A o AIgd ¢gal. 1
3) U faea. 2
%) AT . 3
4) da-dd Ja1-J-al Siaid. 4
&) S WA 3118 d o HUATETS] ATTe3l A MY hled. 5
o) T TR

Q) Tyl famdt
S (YT A1) BT AT hialdtl Hides 9sie I8!, ot al/dt d 8

N g haN
gdd hidl/hid ?

Response Score

%) FIATal UG STekd hid Tal. 0
R) My i@ feqar /fedq. 1
3) Tl S diedl a9 9Xd Siedl /S, 2
¥) TS Wd SISl dNTdl /80T, 3
b)) TEdE fordt St /od. (3T, FR?’/ BE BUTSE ?) 4
&) qEIST 1 TEUIRE 8id 7’ 318 Teurdl /Tgumd. 5
) T HIE.
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<1-50>

(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

R3) TER HETGRN dqEdl
T grameie TER FdTe AUl el Judi ?

Response Score

%) 1YY HATE B T8l 373, 0
R) T/t STl GEliehe SHTET ATl /AT 1
3) /<t 3= A STl /9. 2
¥) dl/dt fawa seerdl /e, 3
4 ) T FaTer AUl 37 hidl. 4
&) dI/dt Farera Ir9ul 37d SHidl /. 5
v) T HIET.

R¥)  HdIE MR USu

SR TETe] HaTe (YedT A1d) =41 hHTeR USeT, 0t di /<t heft gfdfsman

<l /2d ?
Response Score

Sk GISERSEIGE 0
R) T@TEr SfTsesyY wrseren SfdishaT <At /ed (3eT.: T 1) 1
3) <hEYY SUdl/Jed. 2
¥) qH=AT a3 IS JraTell Ug &’dl /€. 3
W) I AU =TT AR 7 To=Ral /fo=md. 4
&) FATGId HFT YOI S hid! /HhLd. 5
o) T HIEL.

20
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<1-50>

(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

W)  HTeId WA o9

SR (TS A1) GH=ATSATd SO TETal HaTerd | HUT=l S

IS W Al/df O I Ll /.

Response Score
%) Y= I L ATEl. 0
R) @Y AEN Ll /. 1
3) STelc3 HYZHesd! /geHa3d. 2
¥) qraTel TeEeh! <al /<d Tohal qH=AT ShHTd Hiesidl /Shotersid. 3
) 3R ATk SIcTd THAMT T=AT SIAvIATIT SR Srerdl /slerd. 4
§) HATGId Y TEAHT AT &ard il /. 5
o) SR hTal.

SECTION -1V
g) ey afaeyar
%) el

ST HTE! ST TR T ST SUS (YT A1) ST ST Jed

CIGIRGIRCIEEG K

Response Score
%) 1/t 3TRM ThR= T VATl <d ATal. 0
R) UTTehTRl ST 3Tiereh Taed. 1
3) PN SaX AT TR Sietdl /setd. 2
¥) T31e7ep TohaT ATHTes HLOTT=aT SISl STRHT dietdl /Sierd. 3
21
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<1-50>

(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

L) T Tfehd TehdT 3T FerTel THIG Sieral /Siad. 4
§) HIVRIE! HEH dietdl /Sled. 5
o) T .
) et /smm

37 el aRfRerdt/ ST sTed o1 [ qe sifes duehsfio od 7

Response Score

%) 3T VTRl TEd TR 0
R) g T Gqeh hUATH T hid. 1
3) BT SIAvITE 371Yeh J9d hidl /. 2
¥) Tz /afofisht @ezam. 3
G) ST /ITBUITER. 4
§) ST ST 5
) TR HrRI
) USB

Teaardis SIve I3 (et A1) AT TUhefio STHUI! IR

HHA?

Response Score
%) 3Rt SHIUTATET 1T do5 ATel. 0
R) STEUTTAT i, 1
3) ATIISI=AT dAl. 2
¥) FITEI=AT da3l. 3
22
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<1-50>

(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

L) IMMe3d fohall STAATSI =TeTd ST, 4
%) WS /ITATEIT FTAd T AL 5
o) T .

Q) o

) (T TE) B B MEEES TGS ATFEd.

Response Score

%) Tt /Tt et A ATl Tohat et /faett Siemaet Tasd ATal. 0
R) I Haa™ [IRrE v ATat. 1
3) Woallt /T3 2
¥) 1. =3l 3
b) TcI& =Te] FHAA! hal. 4
&) fafre @e. 5
) T HIET.

30) W—WW—

(YTEATel TeT) GEqehi=T <hal ST oell /ad ?
Response Score
%) =/ To= qEaehii el BRET F9Y9 il ATal. 0
R) T/ TaeT JEaehmed ™ ATEl. 1
3) AT/ Tl HigT HIUETSeR J&deh THES] ATESdrd. 2
¥) AT HdeiedT B FEeR §1e 3aal /3ad. 3
W) ITAT / TIeTT J&deh Srerd B! UehiaiedT SATaedTa 4

23
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<1-50>

(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

%) JrETCTl JEdehldicl ATiaeted MEHLd Bid-Bld W, JEdehldicl =T 5
HEdH /e RIET |HTal /S,
o) L hIaI.

3%) WeTd HINET AT
gl (UTedTe ATE) Wesd 3TEdl/ 3T, Teal e Jehiel S0l dTe; 3T8d

Topa a1/t M TR ST HLdl /.

Response Score

%) FTLROT YU T ATl /3. 0
R) STATERE AT hledl /Hiad v T I16g T9dTd. 1
3) AN ATES Hledl /Hed (I /TS AE). 2
¥) S =Tc] e T Jed sreAdl /. 3
Y) ST o /AEviete Siedl/died. 4
§&) MY TR HLal /Hhid. 5
) T HIE.

33) YHIIEREUS TR H4E

SISgT (TeT A1) e GobTeRIa 3T8al/374d, degl dl /< 31T JhR T

ol /e
Response Score
%) Thed WBIBT I, 0
R) SN e Soral /oed. 1
3) Tt/ ot Higa=n WY HT  HIeRM N, 2
24
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<1-50>

(F3re T T geht o) 9 3R TR ATl (R02%) T ameThE

¥) 3aUSTaes Wadl /. 3
4 ) SR TATSR Te%dl TTSIFuaT= e il /3hid. 4
) MM FEHTN Bl S TSR Waaal /Tedd. 5
¢) T B

33) HHINh T SIS
(WTeaT= AT SGUETT GHISTd s STEvATErs! o ATt SRt e

TS fShaud SIRa 37T ?
Response Score

%) e /fae 9o Ty 318 ditest /30T ST JUTel J3ad B 0
qfEst A= HIEE A AR

R) H-FHet “wolier /AT THA Up ST HLal /. 1
3) Sl HHl ST /U Tard g Fevral /FEUrd. 2
¥) EH! T TS/ YRy FEvdl /Feuld. 3
W) AR T mau Sierdl /aerd. 4
&) 3AUA IGSIVITER AT S T8l /SHTHHIL SATerdeh (el hid ATa. 5
) TR HIEL.
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<1-50>

SCORE SHEET

Pragmatic Maximum achievable Score achieved
Functions score
Section I (A) —-
Q.1 ---
A 5
B 5
| e | ’
Q.2 o
A 5
B 5
C 5
D 5
E 5

[\
9]

10
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<1-50>

(=)
)
()]

e~
D
et
P
[a—
(9]

2
(V]

85

Section II (B) ———- ——

I(.o
o
(V)]

Q.10 5

9]

9]

Q.12 5

Q.13
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<1-50>

Iw;>
=

Q.14 5

W

Q.15 5

9]

Q.16 — —-
A 5
B 5

10
Section III (C) ——-- —
Q.17 5

9]

Q.18 5

9]

Q.19 5

9]

Q.20 5

W

Q.21 5
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<1-50>

| e | 5
Q.22 5

| T | 5
Q.23 5

| e | 5
Q.24 5

| oo | 5
Q.25 5

5

45

Section IV (D) -—--
Q.26 5

5

Q.27 5

5

Q.28 5

5

Q.29 5

5
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<1-50>

40

Total Test Score

220
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