
 
Example Entry Rating Outcome 2 

ACQUIRING AND USING KNOWLEDGE AND SKILLS 
Jennifer  Pretendkid, 36 Months 

 
An early childhood team gathered to discuss evaluation information and assign an Early 
Childhood Outcome Rating to Outcome 2: Acquiring and Using Knowledge and Skills, 
for 36-month old, Jennifer Pretendkid. The initial evaluation indicated that Jennifer was 
eligible for special education and related services and an IEP was developed.  
 
Using information collected as a part of the initial evaluation, the COSF form, and the 
Decision Tree for Summary Rating Discussions, the team began the process of 
determining an outcome rating and documenting the supporting evidence by reviewing 
the first question. 
 
1) Does the child ever  function in ways that would be considered age-appropr iate 
with regard to this outcome (Thinking, reasoning, remembering, and problem 
solving; Understanding symbols; Understanding the physical and social worlds) 
 
To answer this question, JenniferÕs team looked over various pieces of evaluation 
information to determine if Jennifer EVER functioned in ways that would be considered 
age-appropriate within this outcome area.  Specifically, the team wanted to know if 
Jennifer used the same methods as other 3-year old children to acquire new information 
(i.e. exhibiting curiosity and eagerness for learning, exploration of the environment, 
objects, toys, learning materials, play).  As a result of her methods, the team also needed 
to determine the types of skills and knowledge she had gained.   
 
There were multiple sources of information that could have been used to answer this 
question (e.g. observations, interviews, work sample analysis, informal and formal 
measures).  JenniferÕs team decided to use observation information, the results from the 
Battelle Developmental Inventory and information gathered through an interview with 
JenniferÕs mother as the initial information to start the process and illustrate JenniferÕs 
learning methods, and resulting knowledge as compared with same age peers. 
 

Supporting 
Evidence Used 

Date(s) of 
Evidence Summary of Relevant Results 

Classroom 
Observation 

4-11-0X During an observation conducted by the school 
psychologist the following information was gathered: 
Jennifer engages in exploratory play with objects 
such as holding, feeling, mouthing, throwing, turning, 
and spinning.  She demonstrates curiosity (e.g. 
dumps objects from containers, finds objects that 
have been put out of reach) and she uses simple trial 
and error strategies such as fitting objects together.  
She can attend for a short period of time while being 
read a story.  She engages in parallel play (near, but 
not with, others).  She uses simple words and pre-



verbal gestures to interact with others.  JenniferÕs 
skills were similar to that of much younger children 
(9-18 months) 

Battelle 
Developmental 
Inventory 

5-1-0X Subscale scores indicate that Jennifer does not 
exhibit age appropriate skills in this outcome area.  
Communication 2nd percentile, Cognition 1st 
Percentile. 

Interview 4-26-0X JenniferÕs mother reports that Jennifer appears to be 
significantly behind in skills compared to where her 
older brother was at this same age.  Jennifer still 
uses very simple words, and relies mostly on non-
verbal communication to get her wants and needs 
known.  Jennifer must be constantly supervised 
because she still puts many things in her mouth. This 
behavior is consistent across all settings and 
situations.  

 
After reviewing the information the team felt that Jennifer did not ever function in ways 
that would be considered age-appropriate with regard to this outcome, and they continued 
the processes following the questions on the left hand side of the Decision Tree (consider 
rating 1-3).  
 
2) Does the child use any immediate foundational skills related to this outcome upon 
which to build age-appropr iate functioning across settings and situations? 
 
To answer this question, the team needed information about the types of skills Jennifer 
exhibits and the extent to which she was able to use those skills across settings and 
situations.  The team felt that the AEPS (one of the approved required curriculum based 
assessment tools for COSF rating) provided the type of information they needed. 
 

Supporting 
Evidence Used 

Date(s) of 
Evidence 

Summary of Relevant Results 

Assessment and 
Evaluation 
Programming 
System (AEPS)  

 

5-21-0X JenniferÕs skills fell approximately in the 9-18 month 
range.  Jennifer is able to differentiate between 
herself and others (uses words of belonging ÒmineÓ, 
points to self & family members when named), 
engages in functional and relational play by using 
objects in play for the purpose for which they were 
intended (e.g. brush for brushing hair, cup for 
drinking, pushes cars), and parallel play. She uses 
gestures, movements, or vocalizations to initiate 
interactions or to get her needs met. She enjoys 
sitting in an adultÕs lap for short periods of time 
looking at picture books and is able to sustain her 
attention for short periods of time as well.  Jennifer 
will also play simple imitation games.  
Area percentage scores indicate that Jennifer exhibits 
a few foundational skills across settings and 
situations but rarely uses them:  Cognitive 4/116, 
Social Communication 3/92, and Social 3/94. 

 



Since the team believed that Jennifer did use some immediate foundational skills (answer 
was ÒYesÓ), their next step was to determine to what extent she used these skills across 
settings and situations.  
 
3) To what extent is the child using immediate foundational skills across settings and 
situations? 
 
To determine whether to score Jennifer a 2 or a 3 on this outcome the team reviewed the 
AEPS information in conjunction with interview information collected from JenniferÕs 
mother provided in the interview. The AEPS illustrated JenniferÕs skills to be very basic, 
and the interview confirmed that JenniferÕs skills were consistent across settings, 
situations, and people, leading the team to a 2 rating (see example below)  
 

2a. To what extent does this child show behaviors and skills related to this 
outcome appropriate for his or her age across a variety of settings and 
situations? (Circle one number) 

 

Not Yet  Emerging  Somewhat  Completely  

1  3 4 5 6 7 

 
Since this was an entry rating, there was no need for the team to answer 2b.  When it 
comes time for the team to provide an exit rating the team will go through the same 
process and answer 2a again, and then they will answer 2b regarding JenniferÕs overall 
progress.   
 
Given the COSF is used only for reporting purposes, and not for educational planning, 
the team did not include every piece of evidence collected.  They understood that the 
COSF is used primarily for documenting evidence.  It is not used to establish eligibility, 
identify needs, determine services, or create an IFSP or IEP, therefore only a minimal 
amount of documentation is required.   They included specific information about 
JenniferÕs skills that will be useful when making the exit rating.  While JenniferÕs team 
chose the Òminimalist approachÓ to documentation on the COSF, it should be noted that 
there is no penalty for including additional information on the form.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

2 



Example Exit Rating Outcome 2 
ACQUIRING AND USING KNOWLEDGE AND SKILLS 

Jennifer  Pretendkid, 60 Months 
Example Process &  Documentation 

 
 
An early childhood team gathered in May to assign an exit rating score on the Child 
Outcome Summary Form (COSF) for 60-month old, Jennifer Pretendkid, , who would be 
transitioning to kindergarten in the fall. The following is an example how the team used 
the Early Childhood Outcomes CenterÕs Decision Tree to determine a rating for Outcome 
2: Acquiring and Using Knowledge and Skills, what supporting evidence they used for 
documentation, and how the information was documented.   
 
Jennifer first entered the Part-B Preschool program at 36-months of age.  At that time 
entry-rating scores were determined using initial evaluation information, data from the 
required curriculum based assessment (CBA) tool, and the process outlined in the Early 
Childhood Outcome CenterÕs Decision Tree for Summary Rating Discussions. To assign 
the new exit rating the team used the most recent CBA data, information provided by 
JenniferÕs parents, progress monitoring and observational information. 
 
The team began the rating process reviewing question one on the Decision Tree. 
 
1) Does the child ever  function in ways that would be considered age-appropr iate 
with regard to this outcome.    
 
To answer this question, JenniferÕs team looked over various pieces of information to 
determine if Jennifer EVER functioned in ways that would be considered age-
appropriate. The team believed that Jennifer had made substantial gains in her 
development since first entering their program at age three, which was evident in daily 
activities in the classroom and documented through observations. 
 

Supporting 
Evidence Used 

Date(s) of 
Evidence 

Summary of Relevant Results 

Observation 5-1-0X During an observation conducted by the school 
psychologist, the following information was collected. 
Jennifer engages in constructive play by manipulating 
objects and materials (e.g. she built a ÒhouseÓ with a 
Òfence and yardÓ out of blocks). 
She verbally asked adults and peers in her 
environment for support (ÒCan I do that?Ó She wanted 
to paint at easel, ÒCan I play?Ó). 
Jennifer used simple pronouns (I, me, you, her) while 
conversing during play. She was  beginning to 
coordinate her play with peers (took the role of Òlittle 
girlÓ during dramatic play).  
During circle time Jennifer requested a favorite book 
(Caps for Sale), and was able to identify the first letter 
in her name when asked during an activity.  When 



asked to pass out hats to the group Jennifer began to 
count aloud (1-5) using  one-to-one correspondence.  
Jennifer sang along during a few simple songs.  
Jennifer exhibited some age appropriate skills 
(understanding and using language in every day 
routines).  

 
Observational information indicated that in general JenniferÕs skills were still behind her 
peers, but exhibited a few age appropriate skills such as her ability to understand and use 
language in the every day classroom routine. Since the answer to the first question was 
ÒYesÓ, JenniferÕs team continued the processes, following the questions on the right hand 
side of the Decision Tree (consider rating 4-7).  
 
2) Is the child functioning age-appropr iate across all or almost all settings and 
situations? 
 
To answer this question, the team needed information about JenniferÕs functioning across 
settings, especially outside of the preschool program.  They knew Jennifer functioned age 
appropriately at least sometimes in the preschool setting, where she had significant adult 
support, however they need more information about her skills outside the classroom.  The 
team felt that the information they had collected from JenniferÕs parents during numerous 
interviews would provide that information.   
 

Supporting 
Evidence Used 

Date(s) of 
Evidence 

Summary of Relevant Results 

Interview 5-21-0X Mother reports that Jennifer has shown a marked 
improvement with regard to her social relationships, 
especially with her siblings (e.g. doesnÕt fight as 
much) however, she continues to exhibit behavior 
that is consistent with that of a much younger child, 
and needs significant adult support to achieve age 
appropriate skills.  

 
Information provided by the mother seemed to indicate that Jennifer needed significant 
amount of support across settings, and therefore the answer to the second question was 
ÒNoÓ. Jennifer was not functioning age appropriately across all or almost all settings and 
situations. The team then moved to the next question on the tree.  
 
3) To what extent is the child using age appropriate skills across settings and 
situations.  
 
The team already had information from the mother stating that Jennifer needed 
significant adult support, which was in line with what they saw at the preschool. However 
the team needed additional information regarding the extent of JenniferÕs ability. To 
document this the team used the most recent ratings from the required curriculum based 
assessment.   
 



Supporting 
Evidence Used 

Date(s) of 
Evidence Summary of Relevant Results 

AEPS 4-26-0X JenniferÕs skills fell approximately in the 37-48 month 
range. 
Jennifer describes personal attributes (girl with curly 
hair).  She occasionally engages in play with others 
especially when given a specific role (often adult 
support is needed).  Jennifer asks who, why and 
where questions, she understands most commands, 
and is beginning to apply word endings correctly. 
Jennifer can identify her name in print, though she 
cannot spell it or write it.  She can match some 
rhyming words in songs.  She is interested in familiar 
and favorite books, holding them correctly turning one 
page at a time.  Jennifer pretends to ÒwriteÓ by 
scribbling on paper, and understands that written 
language conveys a message.  She spontaneously 
counts for her own purposes (rote count to five when 
counting out materials needed).  Jennifer can identify 
some simple shapes in the environment  (square, 
circle).  She draws and paints with some detail, and 
works independently during such activities.   
 
Area percentage scores indicate that Jennifer has 
some age appropriate skills, but more behavior that is 
consistent with younger children. Cognitive 35/116, 
Social Communication 23/92, Social 37/94 

 
The evidence indicated that Jennifer continued to need a significant amount of support to 
exhibit age appropriate skills, however exit scores indicated that Jennifer has made 
substantial gains since first entering into the program.  Comparing the AEPS ratio 
numbers at entry (Cognitive 4/116, Social Communication 3/92, and Social 3/94.) and 
exit (Cognitive 35/116, Social Communication 23/92, Social 37/94) the team could verify 
that relative progress had been made.  At entry on this outcome, Jennifer received an 
outcome score of 2.  After reviewing the information the team decided to make an exit 
rating of 4 (see example below). Jennifer made significant progress.  Her skills were 
closer to her typical peers, however overall she continued to need significantly more 
support than other children her own age.   
 

2a. To what extent does this child show behaviors and skills related to this 
outcome appropriate for his or her age across a variety of settings and 
situations? (Circle one number) 

 

Not Yet  Emerging  Somewhat  Completely  

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

 
Since this was an exit rating the team also needed to answer question 2b (see example 
below). 



 
2b. (If Question 2a has been answered previously): Has the child shown any new skills or 
behaviors related to acquir ing and using knowledge and skills since the last outcomes 
summary? (Circle one number) 

 
 

Yes No NA 

 

2  

Describe Progress: 
 
 
Jennifer has made relative gains in her ability to communicate using 
words and simple sentences.  Because of the  improvement in her 
ability to communicate, her play skills and social skills have also 
improved.  In addition she uses more sophisticated problem solving 
skills than when she first entered the program, which is also related to 
her new communication ability (she can ask questions and solve some 
problems verbally now).  She can understand a few symbols and 
letters, and is able to use her knowledge of numbers in her every day 
routine (one to one correspondence, counting her materials Ð up to 5) 
all of which are examples of her thinking and reasoning skills.  
 

 
 
In this example JenniferÕs team used only four pieces of information as documented 
evidence on the exit rating for the COSF (Entry Rating, Observation, Interview, AEPS).  
 
Given the COSF is used only for reporting purposes, and not for educational planning, 
the team did not include every piece of evidence collected.  They understood that the 
COSF is used primarily for documenting evidence.  It is not used to establish eligibility, 
identify needs, determine services, or create an IFSP or IEP, therefore only a minimal 
amount of documentation is required.   While JenniferÕs team chose the Òminimalist 
approachÓ to documentation on the COSF, it should be noted that there is no penalty for 
including additional information on the form.  
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