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The National Early Childhood

Technical Assistance Center



Review of key 
information
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}Government 
Performance and 
Results Act (GPRA)

}Program Assessment 
Rating Tool (PART)

}Individuals with 
Disabilities Education 
Act (IDEA)

3



Results not demonstrated:

ñWhile the program has met its goal relating to 
the number of children served, it has not 
collected information on how well the 
program is doing to improve the educational 
and developmental outcomes of preschool 
children/infants and toddlers served.ò

Read more at ExpectMore.gov
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PART Review Findings 
for Part C and 619
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How Office of Special Education 

(OSEP) Responded to PART

ÅRequired states to submit outcome data in 
their State Performance Plan (SPP) and 
Annual Performance Report (APR)

ÅFunded the Early Childhood Outcomes 
(ECO) Center in October 2003 to gather 
input, conduct research, make 
recommendations, and assist states
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ñéTo enable young children to be active and 

successful participants during the early 

childhood years and in the future in a variety 

of settings ïin their homes with their 

families, in child care, in preschool or school 

programs, and in the community.ò

(from Early Childhood Outcomes Center,
http://www.fpg.unc.edu/~eco/pdfs/eco_outcomes_4 -13-05.pdf) 7

Goal of early intervention/early 
childhood special education



Three Child Outcomes

ïPositive social emotional skills (including 
positive social relationships)

ïAcquisition and use of knowledge and skills 
(including early language/ communication 
[and early literacy])

ïUse of appropriate behaviors to meet their 
needs
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OSEP Reporting Categories

Percentage of children who: 

a. Did not improve functioning

b. Improved functioning, but not sufficient to move nearer 
to functioning comparable to same-aged peers 

c. Improved functioning to a level nearer to same-aged 
peers but did not reach it

d. Improved functioning to reach a level comparable to 
same-aged peers

e. Maintained functioning at a level comparable to same-
aged peers

3 outcomes x 5 ñmeasuresò = 15 numbers9



Where We Are Now

ÅFebruary 2007 ïstates began reporting 
data on child outcomes indicators 

ÅFebruary 2010 ïstates set targets 

ÅFebruary 2011 ïstates begin reporting 
local data to the public
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Why Collect Outcomes Data?  
At the State and Local Levels

To respond to 
federal 

reporting 
requirements

To have data for 
program improvement 

and 
to respond to federal 

reporting 
requirements 

Purpose



At both state and local levels:

ÅTo document program effectiveness

ÅTo improve programs

ÅIdentify strengths and weaknesses

ÅAllocate support resources, such as TA
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Need for Aggregated Data
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Profôl Development
ÅPreservice
ÅInservice

System for Producing Good 
Child and Family Outcomes

Good 
Federal 

policies and 
programs

Good State 
policies and 
programs

High quality 
services and 
supports for 
children 0-5 

and their 
families

Good 
outcomes 

for 
children 

and 
families

Good Local 
policies and 
programs

Adequate funding

Strong Leadership



Keeping our eyes 
on the prize:
High quality services 
for children and 
families that will lead 
to good outcomes.
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State Approaches to 
Measuring Child Outcomes

ÅPossible state approaches to collection of 
child data

ïChild Outcomes Summary Form (COSF) 

ÅAbout 70% of state Part C programs

ÅAbout 60% of state 619 programs

ïSingle assessment statewide

ïPublishersô online assessment systems

ïOther approaches
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What states are doing now

ÅWorking on data quality

ÅMeeting with 
stakeholder groups to 
interpret data, generate 
improvement activities
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What weôre learning about 
child outcomes measurement

The process of training 
for child outcomes 
data collection has 
uncovered other areas 
of significant need 
related to professional 
development.
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Providers Need to Know
More Abouté

ÁAssessment

ÁFunctional outcomes

ÁTypical child development

ÁWorking as a team

ÁWorking with families
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Things that helpé

ÁCollaboration with other programs ï
preschool and Part C

ÁFeedback loops, like focus groups 
scheduled throughout the year for 
teachers and providers 

ÁTraining module to include DVD, 
individual assistance if needed 
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ÁOnline training modules

ÁIntegrating COSF training in ongoing 
staff development

ÁUse of Early Learning Guidelines

Things that helpé
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Benefits!!

ÁOpportunities to collaborate with 
other staff, other programs

ÁMore functional IFSP/IEP goals

ÁImproved communication with 
families about childôs functioning 
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What the data 
look like:
Nationally
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Part C and Preschool
Average Percentage of Children in Each Category

Outcome 1: Social/Emotional
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Part C and Preschool
Average Percentage of Children in Each Category

Outcome 2: Knowledge/Skills
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Part C and Preschool
Average Percentage of Children in Each Category

Outcome 3: Getting Needs Met
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Washington's Data

2008 -2009 
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Washington Part C and Preschool 
Percentage of Children in Each Reporting Category

Outcome 2: Knowledge and Skills
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Washington Part C and Preschool
Percentage of Children in Each Reporting Category

Outcome 3: Getting Needs Met
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Washington Part C 
Percentage of Children in Each Category

by Outcome
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Washington Preschool (619)
Percentage of Children in Each Category

by Outcome
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Child Outcomes 
Summary Form 

(COSF) Refresher! 
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Essential Knowledge:  Between them, 
COSF team members musté

ÁKnow about the childôs functioning across 
settings and situations

ÁUnderstand age-expected child development

ÁUnderstand the content of the three child 
outcomes

ÁKnow how to use the rating scale

ÁUnderstand age expectations for child 
functioning within the childôs culture
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Outcomes Jeopardy

Pointing to the 
cabinet for 

cereal

Reading the 
letter ñSò on the 

Stop sign

Washes hands 
before lunch

Biting
Plays by himself 
in the classroom

Plays with 
rhyming words

Building a castle 
from blocks with 

a friend

Problems 
sleeping

Sharing a cookie 
at lunchtime

$100

$200

$100

$300

$200

$300

$200

$100

$300
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Rating Scale Jeopardy

Age appropriate 
functioning ïno 

concerns

Mix of age 
appropriate and not 

age appropriate 
functioning

No age appropriate 
functioning ïnot yet 
showing immediate 
foundational skills

Some age 
appropriate 

functioning but very 
little

No age appropriate 
functioning ïlots of 

immediate 
foundational skills

Age appropriate 
functioning ïsome 

concerns

Rarely shows age 
appropriate 
functioning

No age appropriate 
functioning ïsome 

immediate 
foundational skills

Age appropriate 
functioning

$100

$200

$100

$300

$200

$300

$200

$100

$300
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7 ïCompletely

ÅChild shows functioning expected for his or her 
age in all or almost all everyday situations 
that are part of the childôs life

ÅFunctioning is considered appropriate for 
his or her age

ÅNo one has any concerns about the childôs 
functioning in this outcome area
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6 ïBetween completely 
and somewhat

ÅChildôs functioning generally is considered 
appropriate for his or her age but there are 
some significant concerns about the childôs 
functioning in this outcome area

ÅThese concerns are substantial enough to suggest 
monitoring or possible additional support

ÅAlthough age-appropriate, the childôs functioning 
may border on not keeping pace with age 
expectations
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5 ïSomewhat

ÅChild shows functioning expected for his or her 
age some of the time and/or in some 
settings and situations 

ÅChildôs functioning is a mix of age-appropriate 
and not age-appropriate behaviors and skills

ÅChildôs functioning might be described as like 
that of a slightly younger child
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4 ïBetween somewhat 
and nearly

ÅChild shows occasional age-appropriate 
functioning across settings and situations 

ÅMore functioning is not age -
appropriate than age -appropriate
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3 ïNearly

ÁChild does not yet show functioning expected of a 
child of his or her age in any situation

ÁChild uses immediate foundational skills, most 
or all of the time across settings and situations 

ÁImmediate foundational skills are the skills upon 
which to build age-appropriate functioning

ÁFunctioning might be described as like that of a 
younger child
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2 ïBetween nearly and not yet

ÁChild occasionally uses immediate 
foundational skills acrosssettings and 
situations

ÁMore functioning reflects skills that are not 
immediate foundational than are immediate 
foundational
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1 ïNot yet

ÁChild does not yet show functioning expected of a child his 
or her age in any situation

ÁChildôs functioning does not yet include immediate 
foundational skills upon which to build age -appropriate 
functioning

ÁChild functioning reflects skills that developmentally come 
before immediate foundational skills

ÁChildôs functioning might be described as like that of a 
much younger child



ÁThe set of skills and behavior that occur 
developmentally just prior to age-
expected functioning

ÁAre the basis on which to build age-
expected functioning

ÁFunctioning looks like a younger child 
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Immediate Foundational Skills



Age-expected functioning

Immediate foundational skills

Foundational skills 

Foundational skills
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How Foundational Skills Lead to 
Age-Expected Functioning



Exercise:

For a 30 month-old child, identify

Åage-expected 

Åimmediate foundational and

Åfoundational skills and behaviors
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Immediate Foundational Skills



Functional 
assessment 
for outcomes 
measurement
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ÅNot domains-based, not separating 
child development into discrete areas 
(communication, gross motor, etc.)

ÅRefer to behaviors that integrate skills 
across domains

ÅEmphasize how the child is able to carry 
out meaningful behaviors in their 
natural environment 49

Functional Outcomes



}What does the child usually do?

}Actual performance across settings and 
situations

}How the child uses his/her skills to 
accomplish tasks

}Not the childôs capacity to function under 
unusual or ideal circumstances

}Not necessarily the childôs performance in a 
structured testing situation
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Assessing Functional 
Outcomes



ÅIdentify relationships between assessment 
instruments and the three child outcome

ÅDisplay how content on a given assessment 
instrument is related to each outcome

ÅAre not meant to be used as a ñchecklistò or 
ñscore sheetò for measuring child outcomes

ÅFind crosswalks on   
http://www.fpg.unc.edu/~eco/pages/crosswalk
s.cfm 51

Crosswalks



Exercise:

What are 

functional skills 

and behaviors?
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Quality Indicators of a Good 
COSF Discussion

Á All team members participate

Á Parent input respectfully considered 

Á Multiple sources of assessment 
information considered (observation, 
family report, formal ótestingô)
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More Quality Indicators of a 
Good COSF Discussion

Á The team describes the childôs 
functioning (not just test scores)

Á Discussion includes the childôs full range 
of functioning

Á The team documents the rationale for the 
rating



Exercise:

Evaluate a COSF 

team discussion
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Involving 

Families
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Involving families in a conversation 
about their childôs functioning

ÅAvoid jargon

ÅAvoid questions that can be answered with 
a yes or no

ïñDoes Anthony finger feed himself?ò

ÅAsk questions that allow parents to tell you 
what they have seen

ïñTell me about how Anthony eatsò
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What We Should Expect 
from Family Involvement

ÅThat they can provide rich information 
about their childôs functioning across 
settings and situation ïYES!

ÅThat they will know whether their child is 
showing age appropriate behavior?   
Maybeé but not necessarily!



Exercise:

Evaluate the

participation of

the family in a COSF

team discussion
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How COSF data 
will be used ?
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OSEP Reporting Categories

Percentage of children who: 

a. Did not improve functioning

b. Improved functioning, but not sufficient to move nearer 
to functioning comparable to same-aged peers 

c. Improved functioning to a level nearer to same-aged 
peers but did not reach it

d. Improved functioning to reach a level comparable to 
same-aged peers

e. Maintained functioning at a level comparable to same-
aged peers

3 outcomes x 5 ñmeasuresò = 15 numbers
61
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Entry
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Entry Exit
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Entry Exit
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Key point

ÁThe OSEP categories describe types 
of progress children can make 
between entry and exit

ÁTwo COSF ratings (entry and exit) 
are needed to calculate what OSEP 
category describes a child progress
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How changes in ratings on the COSF 
correspond to reporting categories a - e

e. % of children 
who maintain
functioning at a 
level comparable 
to same-aged 
peers

ÅRated 6 or 7 at 
entry; AND

ÅRated 6 or 7 at 
exit
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