
 

Use of the ASQ-3 

“Can the ASQ be used as a secondary tool when addressing DD criteria?” 

“If Speech is assessing for arctic only can the ASQ be used during the evaluation to show they are covering all 

areas and there are no other needs?”  

“Would the ASQ be an appropriate tool to use for ongoing assessment in Part C?” 

To answer these and the many other questions about the use of the ASQ we need to start at the source. The 

manual for the ASQ-3 provides the following description of the tool and its intended uses: 

The ASQ-3 is a first-level screening tool that can be used to identify accurately infants or young children 

who are in need of further assessment to determine whether they are eligible for early intervention or 

early childhood special education services. 

Also can be used for monitoring “at risk” infants and young children who are not yet identified as a child 

with a disability. 

The publishers have clearly stated that the ASQ-3 is a screening tool. So what is the distinction between 

screening, assessment and evaluation? 

From the ECTA website: 

Under Part C, screening is at a state's discretion and is part of Post-Referral Procedures. Screening is conducted 
using appropriate instruments, administered by trained personnel, by the lead agency or an early intervention 
program. The purpose of screening is to determine whether an infant or toddler is suspected of having a 
disability and is, therefore, in need of early intervention services. Screening requires parental notice and 
consent, must be performed within the 45 day timeline, and, at a parent's request and with consent, the EI 
program must conduct an initial evaluation of the infant or toddler even if the results of the screening do not 
identify the child as suspected of having a disability. Under Part B, screening may be conducted as part of child 
find activities in order to ascertain whether the child should be referred for an evaluation to determine if the 
child has a disability and is in need of special education and related services.  

Part C requires a timely, comprehensive, multidisciplinary evaluation of each child, birth through age two. If the 
child is determined eligible, a child assessment is conducted. Evaluation and assessment are considered 
processes that have different purposes under Part C.  

Evaluation is defined as the "procedures used by appropriate qualified personnel to determine a child's initial 
and continuing eligibility, consistent with the state definition of infants and toddlers with disabilities."  



Assessment is defined as "the ongoing procedures used by qualified personnel to identify the child's unique 
strengths and needs and the services appropriate to meet those needs and includes the assessment of the child 
and the assessment of the child's family."  

Part B defines evaluation as the procedures used in accordance with Sec. 300.304 through 300.31[…] to 
determine whether a child has a disability and the nature and extent of the special education and related 
services that the child needs. Evaluation and assessment are not defined as separate processes under Part B.  

When looking at the three types of tools, screening, evaluation, and assessment, they each have a unique 

purpose in the identification and determination of needs in the process. Screening tools are optional and are 

used to narrow the field down to who are referred for possible identification through an evaluation. Once a child 

is referred screening tools are not used for any other part of the identification process or the ongoing 

monitoring of progress. 

An evaluation for Part B Developmental Delay requires a second measure to corroborate the delay as measured 

using a norm-referenced tool. Because this is part of an evaluation which happens beyond the point of referral, 

a screening tool cannot be used as second measure. Many programs are using the preferred assessment tool to 

fulfill this requirement. 

Assessment, including ongoing assessment also happens beyond the point of referral meaning a screening tool 

cannot used as an assessment tool with the following limited exception: 

When the outcome work started, The Early Childhood Outcomes Center (ECO) includes the ASQ/ASQ-SE 
as a tool that can inform COSF ratings under limited circumstances: 

-Exit only (at entrance there is all the evaluation data to draw from 

-only appropriate if the child meets age expectations (ratings of 6 or 7) at entrance on all three 
child outcomes  

-the child cannot be older than 5 years-6 months at exit or the allowable age range of the tool is 
exceeded. 

If your program is looking for an assessment tool you may want to review the information about KEP- approved 

assessments. KEP-approved assessments are required by statute or recommended for use by voluntary 

prekindergarten (VPK), school readiness plus (SRP), early childhood special education (ECSE) and School 

Readiness (SR) early learning programs. This Quick Guide contains guidance for early learning programs 

implementing and scaling-up the use of a KEP-approved assessment. 

One of the most critical components of KEP-approved assessments is that they are based on Minnesota’s 

learning standards. 

Early Childhood Assessment Resources https://education.mn.gov/MDE/dse/early/curr/ELONA/index.htm 

As MDE moves to requiring item-level assessment data rather than a COSF rating for preschool children with 

IEPs in school based programs considering a tool like the TS Gold or COR Advantage would serve you well.  

https://education.mn.gov/MDE/dse/early/curr/ELONA/index.htm
https://education.mn.gov/MDE/dse/early/curr/ELONA/index.htm


 


