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“Touch a green circle” (Part 1, short and easy) i * Basic attention: Parts 1 & 2 chortoned version of the Token test. Gortex. 14(1). 41.6. 3. Semel,
“Touch the small green circle and the large blue square” ) © ° Working memory: Parts 3-6 (IOng sentences) E‘r;gﬁigg’jﬂa’af‘niﬁfa?f’FYX;é\h' (ég.(t).?n %Efﬁﬁ.@ggt:ﬁg,m
(Part 5, long and easy) , + Linguistic skills: Part 6 (long & complex sentences) L e e

“Put the green square next to the red circle”

(Part 6. long and complex) » Linguistic (vs working memory) composite has unique linguistic demands ~ j¥7ive language (and ed.. Ausiin, T Pro-Ed. & Torgensen, J

Efficiency. Austin, TX: Pro-Ed. 6. Sheslow, D., & Adams, W.
(2003). Wide range assessment of memory and learning (2nd

StUdy 2 ed.). Wilmington, DE: Wide Range.
23 4-t0-5-y.0 children and 24 8-to-17-y.0 struggling readers » Receptive verbal working memory composite related to all language tasks
* Receptive linguistic composite related to following directions and
* Modified (younger) or original (older) Shortened Token Test morphological production
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Correlational analyses between identified factors (Study 1) and
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* The Modified Shortened Token Test could be a potential tool used to examine Disclosure Statement: All authors. no confiict of interest
working memory and language skills in children and more research is needed Presented at SRCLD, June 2021




