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DAY 1

Progress in Psychometric Theories, Cognitive Batteries
and Interpretive Approaches

Brief Review of CHC Theory (2001-2011)

Relations Between CHC Abilities and
Neuropsychological Processes and Academic
Achievement

Application of CHC Theory and Research in the
Schools

A Importance of cognitive tests

A RTI-only approach has limitations

A Some case examples

Integration of RTI and Cognitive Assessment (Hybrid)
A Best Available Evidence Approach
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Example of Hybrid Model

A Hypothesis-testing CHC Approach
G XBA methods work well

Overview of the XBA Approach

A XBA DMIA

A C-LIM

A Questions from the field (and you) and Clarifications

Day 2
Assessment for Intervention

Alternative Research-based Approaches to SLD
Identification (Third Method)

Linking Assessment Findings to Educational Strategies
and Intervention

Academic Manifestations of Cognitive Deficits, Including
Executive Functioning and Attention



Theories

Figure 1. Continuum of Progress in Psychometric Theories of Cognitive Abilities, Cognitive Tests, and
Interpretive Approaches to Cognitive Test Performance
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Clinical Profile Analysis

(Second Wave)

= Interpretation of

Verbal/Performance
differences

= Interpretation of the

shape of the subtest
profile

Interpretation of both
subtest scores and item
responses

= Subtest profiles

believed to reveal
diagnosticinformation

= Rapaportetal.'s

(1945,/1%46) work had
significant impact

S

Psychometric Profile Analysis
(Third Wave)

= Application of psychometric information

tointerpretation

= Interpretation of empirically based

factors

Incorporation of subtest specificity in
interpretation

Deemphasis on subtest interpretation

= Validity of profile analysis guestioned
= Cohen's (1955) work had significant

impact

= Kaufman's (1979) “intelligent” testing

approach

= Bannatyne's (1974) recategorization of

subtests

Application of Theory to

Interpretation
(Fourth Wave)

= Theoretical grouping of

subtests

= Interpretation basedon

Gf-Gc, PASS, and CHC
theories

Kamphaus (1993)
confirmatery approach

= Kaufman (1954)

“intelligent testing”
approach

= McGrew and Flanagan

(1998) and Flanagan and
Ortiz (2001) cross-
battery approach

Application of Refinements to Theory and
CHC-based Research to Psychological Test
Interpretation [Fifth Wave)

= Refinements to CHC theory (e.g., McGrew,

2003; schneider & McGrew, in press)

= Refinements and extensions to the cross-

battery approach (e.g., Flanagan et al., 2007,
2011, in press)

More attenticn paid to CHC-based academic
outcomes research (e.g., McGrew &
Wendling, 2010)

= More attention paid to Cross-Battery-CFRAin

construct validation research (e.g., Keith &
Reynolds, in press)

= Integration of CHC and neuropsychological

theory for cognitive test interpretation (e.g.,
Fiorello et al., 2008; Flanagan, Alfonso, Ortiz,
& Dynda, 2010; Miller, 2010)



Traditional Cognitive Assessment

Verbal
Ability

Nonverbal
Ability

1930s to the late 1990s



