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* Evaluate EHDI programs at the program-

level

* Support comparisons of program
outcomes between EHDI programs

There is currently limited evidence
documenting which tools are the most
psychometrically appropriate for these

PUrposSes.

* 16 norm-referenced tests were included
for psychometric appraisal based on a
Previous scoping review?

 These tests were evaluated across 5
domains of the Consensus Based
Standards for the Selection of Health
Status Measurement Instruments
(COSMIN) Checklists

» Tests were assigned a rating in each
domain of + (acceptable), - (unacceptable)
or ? (missing information)

» 8/16 tests met acceptable criteria in 4/5

domains

* Most tests (12/16) met acceptable criteria
for reliability

« Validity information was missing from most
tests (15/16) with information about
Internal structure missing the most often

(14/16)
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METHOD

This offers Early Hearing
Detection & Intervention
programs and SLPs the
flexibility to chose tools most
appropriate to their unigue

clinical context.
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» Acceptable tests varied In thelir
administration properties (e.g., inclusion of
growth scale values, domains assessed,
age range)

* Some psychometric properties (i.e.,
elements of validity) are consistently
missing in spoken language assessments
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* The evaluated tests included omnibus tests
of spoken language and domain specific
tests (e.qg., articulation, vocabulary)

* Within each category of test, there was
at least one test that was acceptable In
4/5 COSMIN domains
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