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Minnesota Child Outcome Summary Process 
Quality Review Form
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Reviewer:
Child:









MARSS Number:
Reason for Rating:
( Part C Entrance
( Part C Exit
( Part C Exit & Part B Entrance
( Part B Entrance
( Part B Exit
	A. PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS
	
	REVIEWER COMMENTS


	1. COSF was completed in a timely manner.

COSF completed within 1 month of entrance or exit
	NO
	
	YES
	

	
	0
	
	1
	

	2. COSF was completed by a team.

Yes = Completed during meeting of or with input from all or some members of the child’s IFSP/IEP team member.  Rating determined by two or more team members.
No = one person gathered all information and independently determined rating
	NO
	
	YES
	

	
	0
	
	1
	

	3. COSF was filled out completely.

· Ratings provided for each outcome.  

· For Exit COSF, answers given for each “B” question.  

· A summary of relevant results was provided for each outcome.
	No
	
	Yes
	

	
	0
	
	1
	

	4. Completed COSF and results shared with program leader/administrator
· System has been created and followed that facilitates centralized storage (paper or electronic) of completed COSF and ongoing review by program administrator

	No
	
	Yes
	

	
	0
	
	1
	


	B. SOURCES OF INFORMATION
	
	 REVIEWER COMMENTS

	5. Multiple sources of information reflecting performance across settings and situations were considered for each rating
Information sources expected for Entrance COSFs:
· criterion-referenced or curriculum-based tool,

· parent report,

· observation
· norm-referenced testing (If eval just completed)

Information sources expected for Exit COSFs: 
· criterion-referenced or curriculum-based tool,

· parent report , and

· observation

Note: If a child eligible under Speech/Language had ratings of 6 or 7 on each outcome at entrance, an ASQ or CDI can form the foundation of the exit ratings.


	Below Expectations
	
	Meets Expectations
	
	Exceeds Expectations
	

	
	0
	
	1
	
	2
	

	6. Contribution by parent(s) to COSF ratings.

2 = Parent participated in selecting rating 

1 = Parent provided current information specific to the rating process or Parent information provided for another purpose was incorporated into the COSF rating 
0 = no evidence of parent contribution

	Below Expectations
	
	Meets Expectations
	
	Exceeds Expectations
	

	
	0
	
	1
	
	2
	

	7. Supporting evidence for each outcome focuses on functional skills and behaviors.

1 = Does the Summary of Relevant Results refer to things that are meaningful to the child in the context of daily routines and expectations.

0 = The Summary of Relevant Results includes only discrete skills displayed through
	No
	
	Yes
	

	
	0
	
	1
	

	8. Tools that informed the COSF ratings were first used for the purpose(s) for which they were developed.  Each was administered following publisher’s guidelines.


	No
	
	Yes
	

	
	0
	
	1
	

	C. ASSIGNMENT OF RATINGS
	
	REVIEWER COMMENTS

	9. The Summary of Relevant Results on the COSF provides evidence of careful cross-walking of developmental skills to the appropriate outcome.


	No
	
	Yes
	

	
	0
	
	1
	

	10. The team used the ECO Decision Tree with fidelity as a tool to reach consensus on the rating for each child outcome.
	Below Expectations
	
	Meets Expectations
	
	Exceeds Expectations
	

	
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	

	11. In comparing scores from the child’s initial evaluation and ongoing assessment there is logical correlation between that information and the ratings assigned for each outcome through the COSF process.


	Below Expectations
	
	Meets Expectations
	
	Exceeds Expectations
	

	
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	

	Other Comments or Observations:
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