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Pragmatics is a complex language ability requiring the integration of linguistic, cognitive,

sensorimotor, and socio-cultural processes.

@ame R b'rthday@ PRAGMATIC SKILLS INCLUDE: 0 r""" £k 204 d°95 “t' .; x‘-‘f:
Initiation and turn-taking |

' 5; All children are here % ‘ - . .

wherelsheowent! =, Communication style and reciprocity

Partner awareness and contextual relevance
Narrative coherence
Figurative and implicit meaning

Nonverbal communication

Note. Image generated with ChatGPT (OpenAl, 2026). Note. Image generated with ChatGPT (OpenAl, 2026).

Pragmatic skills support social participation and academic success.
Difficulties become more apparent in early school years, increasing the need for structured yet naturalistic assessment methods.
Conversation offers a context-sensitive way to assess pragmatic competence.

In Estonia, suitable assessment tools remain limited.

References: Adams, 2002; Adams et al., 2011, Cordier et al., 2014; Cummings, 2021; Helland et al., 2024; Jalakas, 2025; Karlep, 1998; Ketelaars & Embrechts, 2017; Norbury,
2014; Padrik et al., 2024; Perkins, 2005; Poder, 2025; Timler & Moss, 2021
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f OBJECTIVES AND METHODS (1)

PHASE 1 - Adaptation PHASE 2 - Validation
(Poder, 2025) (Jalakas, 2025)
To translate, adapt, and pilot the TOPICC (Targeted Observation of To evaluate the reliability, concurrent validity, and usability of the
Pragmatics in Children's Conversation) scale in Estonian and to test its Estonian version of the TOPICC assessment tool in professional
use in assessing the conversational skills. settings.
TOPICC translation and adaptation 6 SLTs* used the assessment scale
Pilot (n=30) n=30 children, aged 6—9 (DD)

1st, 2nd grade students

TD+DD (ASD, ADHD, DLD, ID)* !
TOPICC vs CCC-2 (pragmatic subscales E-H) comparison

v

Item refinement v
Concurrent validity

v _I_
Reliability Expert feedback

*TD - typically developing; DD - developmental disorders
ASD - Autism Spectrum Disorder; ADHD — Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder
DLD — Developmental Language Disorder; ID — Intellectual Disability

* SLTs - Speech and Language Therapists
CCC-2 - Children’s Communication Checklist—Second Edition
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Picture Stimuli
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Semi-Structured
Conversation

J

ASSESSMENT PROCEDURE

 Use at least three pictures of familiar situations

e G
Note. Image generated with ChatGPT (OpenAl, 2026).

« Encourage natural conversation
« Use open-ended questions only if needed
 Avoid turning the interaction into an interview

Video recording recommended!

OBJECTIVES AND METHODS (2)

ITI

Observation of
Pragmatic
Behaviours

SCORING PRINCIPLES

 Score each feature separately
« Multiple features may occur in one turn
« Focus on impact on reciprocal interaction

SCORING SCALE

3 = Very frequent; significantly affects interaction

.

IV
TOPICC
scoring (0-3)

W,

2 = Noticeable impact on communication
1 = Occasional; minimal impact

0 = Age-appropriate skills

I Higher scores — greater pragmatic difficulties
! Score 0 — age-appropriate development
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S04 A, 208 v OBJECTIVES AND METHODS (4)
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( What class do you go to?

l 1 I (2 \\,1 3 Kditumise sagedus: l A \
Mz‘z’rkused/'na"ired: ot Glaoscivl ‘\,\-)g_,x L™ S O ¥RAASUS 3 NIVl qu(z;lb ;12X bt 8al
Yol (= hizac hleafofuyd . ‘
Punduliku ja ebapiisava (viihese) infd esitamine Lapse repliikide alusel on raske maista, kellest v&i millest ta ridgib, sest info on pundulik ja

From there I go in the door and T T T T TR

,Vdrkuced/nﬁizefi: _‘\3.\% = T Wacdonr otm  tasy SR . X A8 o ‘i";
then I change clothes. sibiod Lololli b

Big

i

= =
eelistab vi 1da endale huvipakkuvatel teemadel, mistSttu v3ib ta tdiskasvanu poolt

Lucas Comes and we o into the ha" = s ud teema vahetada enda meel na vastu; vdib esitada teema kohta liigselt fakte;
g ® lapsel on raskusi vestlust 16petamisega.
HINNANG: | 0 | ( 1 [ 2 I 3 Kditumise sagedus: \ ‘

Mirkused/ndited: g ¢ % ‘{‘.""'LQ: . i Lk M« \_jm“,r( \ C/\k,‘\/\u" gwn,wwi/ge .

T piisimise raskused S Laps pé6rdub vestluses ootamatult tagasi eelneva teema juurde v&i kaldub teemast kdrvale.
HINNANG: I 0 [ 1 l 2 l k3 \ | Kditumise sagedus: \ \ 13 ) \
Markusedindited: ©zrin wodin Yolls kaldil ok dsvad (oo al - Meageezlf der
oy Tionl iR leKeaia X ko ko
Stereotiiiipne vdi ebaharilik keelekasutus Laps kasutab vestluses stereotiiiipseid viljendeid (nt tiiskasvanutelt voi multifilmidest

= kuuldud iitlused ja fraasid).
HINNANG: [ o [(v )] 2 | 3 | Kaiumisesagedus: |\

Mirkused/ndited: 6;'1 %w ~ Jearrakads S UAAXT

You had a birthday yesterday!
What did you get for your present?

Note. Image generated with ChatGPT (OpenAl, 2026).
Vestluse hindamise skaala © TOPICC Catherine Adams, Jacqueline Gaile, Jenny Freed, Elaine Lockton 2010
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Ebasobiva distantsi hoidmine Laps seisab/kummardub vestluskaaslasele ebatavaliselt lihedale voi hoiab temast liiga
| kaugele.
HINNANG: I 0 ‘ 1 I 2 I G\ Kaitumise sagedus: l l ‘ l ‘ T I
Markused/ndited: \, s~ c.% L‘M% e . 0w valkeors gl - bl kel Eounide
WAawLiwa | Mlado W r\'\,»x/\;.[k bovtad<e jo ot )&L\\u,‘ e tanen bhudrnedee
Ebasobiv suhtlusstiil (liigne vaoshoitus véi Laps on suhtlusolukorda arvestades liiga tagasihoidlik vdi liiga familiaarne/pealetiikkiv.
sobralikkus)
HINNANG: ’ 0 ] 1 I @ I 3 Kditumise sagedus: \ \\
Mdrkused/ndited: \\4_05‘.«“ O Jode \\\\o‘\_ é\,\\,-\k_ MA)E Vinklamac. Ofu ’).Ja\o\.‘ k‘A ONAAAAAN TR
- o) \ c L 9]
TIAAasnInBS T
Mitteverbaalsete suhtlusvahendite ebasobiv Lapse mitteverbaalsete vahendite (Zestid, ndoilmed, prosoodia) kasutamine ei sobi
kasutamine suhtlusolukorda.
HINNANG: ‘ 0 | (] ) I 2 [ 3 Kaitumise sagedus: I i f 1

Markused/ndited: ;) ledb Yoen~ oy 'u,u-*\\“ . Spmdet vod Vel .
C

ROBLEEMID VASTA : =
Konemdis

L VL S AR N I IR e A S % s
tmisraskustest voi keelevahendite Lapsel on kdnemdistmise probleemide tottu raskusi jarelduste tegemisel.
iiratusest tingitud ebasobivad vastused piiratuse tottu on vastused ebasobivad vdi ebaloogilised.

HINNANG: I 0 l @| @| 3 | Kditumise sagedus: l | |
Markused/ndited: ekl ©008s wdanad keoo-ed | lawned  iliph o cp

Note. Image generated with ChatGPT (OpenAl, 2026).
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B "v RESULTS & CONCLUSION

PSYCHOMETRIC FINDINGS /

- Identifies below age-level conversational skills and
pragmatic difficulties

« Good internal consistency

» Good inter-rater reliability - N

‘ . v

« Moderate significant correlation with CCC-2

EXPERT FEEDBACK

« Clear structure and scoring system

« Practical usability

« Supports intervention planning and monitoring progress | /
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Thank you for your attention!

ASSESSING PRAGMATICS THROUGH REAL-LIFE CONVERSATION

Anneli Paulus
anneli.paulus@ut.ee

Poder, 2025 Jalakas, 2025

University of Tartu
Institute of Education
Department of Special Education and Speech and Language Therapy
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