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Case Examples

The following case examples demonstrate the use 
of the OPUS. The first case describes an individual 
who was administered the OPUS, and the second 
case describes an individual who was given 
both the CASL-2 and the OPUS. Note that the 
second case is quite lengthy because it includes 

interpretation of all CASL-2 subtests and indexes. 
Additionally, the scope of information goes beyond 
what would typically be included in an assessment 
report. Rather, this level of detail reflects the 
interpretation process and analysis that a clinician 
might go through in preparing the report. 

Case Example 1: Kami

Kami is a 15-year, 5-month-old ninth-grade student 
at a public high school. She is being referred for 
reevaluation of her special education placement 
and her diagnosis of expressive-receptive language 
disorder. The purpose of the current assessment 
is to identify areas of strength and weakness, to 
help plan appropriate goals, and to update her 
Individualized Education Program (IEP) goals.

Background Information 

Kami was diagnosed with expressive-receptive 
language disorder in third grade and deemed 
eligible for special education services at that 
time. She demonstrates deficits in both expressive 
and receptive language across all curriculum 
areas. According to teacher and parent comments 
that were corroborated by observation, Kami 
demonstrates difficulty in understanding verbal 
directions, expressing ideas verbally in class, and 
understanding complex written text. Kami currently 
attends regular education classes for most subjects 
and has 8 to 10 hours of pull-out language services 
per week. 

Previous Test Results 

Previous testing with the Wechsler Intelligence 
Scale for Children–Fourth Edition (WISC-IV) 
revealed that Kami has average overall intelligence 
(Full Scale IQ = 93), and therefore her cognitive 
abilities should not place a limitation on her 
listening comprehension potential. Testing 
with the Oral and Written Language Scales, 
Second Edition (OWLS™-II) revealed Listening 

Comprehension and Oral Expression scores in the 
Below Average range (LC = 79; OE = 81).

Current Testing 

The purpose of the current assessment is to 
determine how Kami’s listening comprehension 
compares with that of her same-age peers, and also 
to determine any areas of particular strength and 
weakness to help focus intervention. Throughout this 
assessment, she was observed to follow directions, 
perform to the best of her ability level, and complete 
all tasks posed by the examiner. Test results are 
considered to be a valid representation of Kami’s 
speech and language skills at the time the OPUS  
was administered.

Kami was administered the OPUS because its 
content is consistent with the type of material 
she is expected to learn in her classes and it is 
therefore a good indicator of her potential for 
success in class. Kami’s OPUS standard score 
was 82, which is in the Below Average range and 
corresponds to a percentile rank of 12, meaning 
that she performed better than 12% of the 
standardization sample (see Figure 3.1a). This 
score provides further evidence of her difficulties 
with listening comprehension. 
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Item Set Ages Passages

A  5–6 1–5 

B  7–8 4–8 

C  9–10 7–11

D 11–13 9–13

E  14–16 11–15

F  17–21 13–17

Standard score
 Age  Grade 

Confi dence interval
 90%  95% Percentile rank

Equivalent
 Test-age  Grade Descriptive range

—

 Exceptional (above 130)

 Above Average (116–130)

 Average (85–115)

 Below Average (70–84)

 Defi cient (below 70)

Total raw score
Transfer Total raw score 

from last page in Item Set.

Ability score

OBSERVATIONS

SCORE SUMMARY

OPUS
Oral Passage Understanding Scale

Elizabeth Carrow-Woolfolk, PhD Amber Klein, PhD

TM

Name/ID Gender Grade

 Male  Female

Dialect Year Month

School/Agency

Examiner

Date of testing

Date of birth

Chronological age*

*Use age in years and months only. Do not round up.

Reason for assessment

Record Form
Ages 5–21

2017 3
2001 10

15 5

16

75

82 12%

Diagnosis: Expressive-receptive
language disorder

7–9 to 7–1170 94

9th

16 15

Kami

Public HS

Re–evaluation

Figure 3.1a. Case Example 1: Kami’s Score Summary
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Figure 3.1b. Case Example 1: Kami’s Item Analysis Worksheet for Item Set E
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The two passages that appeared most di�cult 
for Kami involved unfamiliar information and 
figurative language. She was more successful 
understanding the passages that presented 
information in a more literal way.

A closer examination of her item-level perfor-
mance revealed a relative strength in her ability 
to recall specific details from the passages (see 
Figure 3.1b). She was able to recall information 
that was a meaningful part of the story, as well as 
information such as names and places. 

Kami demonstrated di�culty in her ability to infer 
meaning from the passage when something was 
not explicitly stated. She struggled to formulate 
responses that required interpretation, reasoning,
and inference. This is consistent with her teachers’
comments that she struggles much more with 
comprehension of abstract content.

Kami also scored lower on her knowledge of 
vocabulary (semantics). She was able to define 
some individual words; however, she had more 

di�culty providing a synonym for a given word. 
Such a task requires more cognitive processing 
than simply defining a word, and therefore is more 
complex.

After the OPUS administration was completed, 
Kami stated there were a few times when she 
could not remember something and wanted it 
repeated, but understood that repetition was not 
allowed. This is important information because 
teachers, parents, and other adults may need to 
repeat information or instructions to facilitate her 
comprehension. Her scores reflect the di�culty 
she experiences when additional assistance is not 
provided. 

Based on the results of the OPUS, it is recom-
mended that Kami retain her current educational 
supports, and that intervention focus on

Case Example 2: Aiden

Aiden is a 7-year, 7-month-old boy in first grade 
attending a public elementary school. He was 
referred for reevaluation of his speech and 
language skills in order to identify areas of 
strength and need, to help plan appropriate goals,
and to update his intervention plan listed within 
his Individualized Education Program (IEP).

Background Information 

Aiden was diagnosed with autism spectrum 
disorder at the age of 2 and has qualified for 
special education services since the time of 
his diagnosis. Aiden’s parents report that he 
had delays in his communication from an early 
age. Services to address Aiden’s social and 
language delays began with private therapy at 
the age of 2 and continued at school, starting in 
kindergarten at age 6, with a twice-weekly small 
pull-out group for 30 minutes. His speech and 
language therapy focused on developing his skills 

in cooperative play, following one- and two-step 
directions, learning academic and pragmatic 
language, and answering questions verbally 
when asked. Currently, Aiden is able to function 
in a mainstream general education classroom 
with the assistance of a part-time aide, but he 
demonstrates considerable di�culty with the 
academic work.

Previous Test Results 

To account for Aiden’s language di�culties, Aiden 
was administered the Wechsler Nonverbal Scale 
of Ability (WNV), which revealed a Full Scale IQ 
of 103. This suggests that Aiden’s nonverbal 
cognitive functioning is in the average range for 
children of his age, and his intelligence level is not 
the source of his language delays. 
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