Multiple data sources vs. a single data source for a child
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	Possible Pro’s
	Possible Con’s

	Multiple data sources
	· Includes assessment information as well as other information, e.g. parent report, provider report, clinical opinion (best practice)

· Provides a more complete picture of the child

· Families and providers may be uncomfortable with the idea of using a single tool to make the decision
	· Requires a mechanism for combining multiple sources of information, e.g. ECO summary rating tool

· Have to determine how you would weight data sources (e.g. would parent input be given more weight more than provider input or assessment scores ??)

	Single data source
	· Straightforward to report

· Scores from a single tool would be fairly  comparable across children
	· Best practice shows single instrument is less valid 

· Less complete picture of child

· Might be problematic for families because it may not allow for family or provider input


Options for Including Family Input

	Options
	Possible Pros
	Possible cons

	Include family input as a data source
	· Particularly with norm referenced tools, family perspective adds information about child’s functioning in a variety of settings with familiar adults
	· Have to figure out how to combine/weight the data

	Choose an assessment tool that includes/incorporates family input into summary scores
	· Represents child functioning across settings and in typical situations

· Families and providers use the assessment together, so scores are representative of both perspectives

· Easier to establish cut-off score for assessment without combing separate family input
	· Need to establish the cut-off points for expectations for “typical” functioning at various age levels for the SPP
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