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	Pro
	Con

	Norm referenced

Tests (NRTs)
	· Some believe NRTs are more valid, if normed on a population that included young children with disabilities, and with ethnic/cultural diversity 

· Easy to anchor to typical development

· Continuity from Birth-5

· Some states already collecting them at entry (pragmatic)

· May be possible to use for exit of Part C and entry/eligibility of Section 619


	· Requires accommodations for specific disabilities

· Administrator requirements are sometimes restrictive

· Variability in incorporating family input into scoring

· Could be costly for training administrators

· Not necessarily reflective of young children’s skills and behaviors in regular contexts with people they know

· Challenging to align domains to functional outcomes 

· Often not valid for certain populations – children from culturally diverse backgrounds; kids with severe disabilities

	Curriculum based assessments (CBAs)
	· Some believe CBAs are more valid because they are reflective of skills and behaviors in a child’s natural environment with a typical care giver (authentic assessment)

· Useful for ongoing intervention planning as well as accountability/ progress monitoring

· Accommodations are built-into the environment, not into the assessment; philosophy is individualized

· Providers may already be using CBAs for intervention planning
	· CBAs which span the 0-5 age range often have separate scoring systems and organizational structures for infant/toddlers than for preschool ages.  Alignment from birth to five can be challenging.
· Some CBAs have age expectations but for others there is a challenge in establishing age anchors

· Extensive training is needed to maintain reliability with large numbers of “assessors” with varying levels of experience and expertise

· Initiating the use of CBAs for ongoing progress monitoring and daily planning requires a systems change approach
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