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School: XXXXX School
Comprehensive, Integrated, Three-Tiered (Ci3T) Model of Prevention
Knowledge, Confidence, and Use Survey
Please rate the concepts and strategies listed below using the criteria provided. Decide how knowledgeable you are about each concept or
strategy. Then rate how confident you are in your ability to use or implement each concept or strategy. Finally, rate how useful each concept
or strategy is for you.

Knowledge:  0—1have no knowledge of this concept or strategy.

1 — I have some knowledge of this concept or strategy.

2 — I have more than average knowledge of this concept or strategy.

3 — 1 have a substantial amount of knowledge about this concept or strategy.
Confidence: 0 —1amnot confident in my ability to use or implement this concept or strategy.

1 —Iam somewhat confident in my ability to use or implement this concept or strategy.

2 — Iam more confident than most in my ability to use or implement this concept or strategy.

3 —Iamvery confident in my ability to use or implement this concept or strategy.
Useful: 0 — I do not view this concept or strategy as useful and/or relevant in my teaching.

1 —Iview this concept or strategy as somewhat useful and/or relevant in my teaching.

2 — Iview this concept or strategy as more useful than most other concepts or strategies.

3 — I view this concept or strategy as highly useful and/or relevant in my teaching.

Time Point for This Report:

PRE 13
0 5 10
M No. of Respondents
Mean Scores and Standard Deviations
Knowledge Confidence Useful
18.69 21.15 20.85
0 42 0 42 0 42
Field Mean Standard Deviation
Knowledge 18.69 3.24
Field Mean Standard Deviation
Confidence 21.15 2.93
Field Mean Standard Deviation
Useful 20.85 4.62
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Knowledge

Field Mean Standard Deviation
1. A comprehensive three-tiered model of support 1.38 1.08
2. Positive Behavior Intervention and Support 1.00 1.1
3. Data-based decision making 1.38 1.15
4. Behavior specific praise 1.23 1.25
5. Systematic behavior screenings 1.23 1.12
6. Treatment integrity 1.00 1.18
7. Tertiary prevention 1.54 1.34
8. ldentifying non-responsive students 0.92 1.21
9. Instructional approach to behavior 1.77 1.05
10. Procedures for reinforcing 1.31 1.20
11. Secondary prevention 1.08 1.21
12. Social validity 2.00 1.04
13. Systematic academic screeners 1.08 1.07
14. Primary prevention 1.77 0.80
Knowledge
1. A comprehensive three-tiered ... 1.38

2. Positive Behavior Intervention .. 1.00

3. Data-based decision making

4. Behavior specific praise

5. Systematic behavior screenings
6. Treatment integrity

7. Tertiary prevention 1.54
8. ldentifying non-responsive students 0.92

9. Instructional approach to behavior 1.77

10. Procedures for reinforcing

11. Secondary prevention _

12. Socil vaicy | I

13. Systematic academic screeners _

14. Primary prevention 1.77
0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50 3.00
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Confidence

Field Mean Standard Deviation
1. A comprehensive three-tiered model of support 1.54 1.08
2. Positive Behavior Intervention and Support 1.62 1.27
3. Data-based decision making 1.62 0.92
4. Behavior specific praise 1.54 1.22
5. Systematic behavior screenings 1.77 1.12
6. Treatment integrity 1.15 1.17
7. Tertiary prevention 1.46 1.08
8. Identifying non-responsive students 1.46 0.93
9. Instructional approach to behavior 1.38 1.21
10. Procedures for reinforcing 1.92 0.92
11. Secondary prevention 1.69 1.07
12. Social validity 1.54 1.01
13. Systematic academic screeners 1.46 1.28
14. Primary prevention 1.00 1.04
Confidence

1. A comprehensive three-tiered ..

2. Positive Behavior Intervention .. _ 1.62
3. Data-based decision making _ 1.62
4. Behavior specific praise _ 1.54
5. Systematic behavior screenings _ 1.77
6. Treatment integrity _ 1.15
7. Tertiary prevention _ 1.46
8. ldentifying non-responsive students _ 1.46
9. Instructional approach to behavior _ 1.38
10. Procedures for reinforcing _ 1.92
11. Secondary prevention _ 1.69
12. Social validity [ 154
13. Systematic academic screeners _ 1.46
14. Primary prevention _ 1.00

0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50 3.00
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Useful

Field Mean Standard Deviation
1. A comprehensive three-tiered model of support 1.92 1.00
2. Positive Behavior Intervention and Support 1.38 1.15
3. Data-based decision making 1.62 1.21
4. Behavior specific praise 1.54 1.08
5. Systematic behavior screenings 1.62 1.08
6. Treatment integrity 1.69 0.99
7. Tertiary prevention 1.00 1.04
8. Identifying non-responsive students 1.15 1.10
9. Instructional approach to behavior 1.92 1.14
10. Procedures for reinforcing 1.46 1.08
11. Secondary prevention 1.31 1.07
12. Social validity 1.23 0.97
13. Systematic academic screeners 1.77 1.12
14. Primary prevention 1.23 0.97
Useful

1. A comprehensive three-tiered ... _ 1.92
2. Positive Behavior Intervention ... _ 1.38
3. Data-based decision making _ 1.62
4. Behavior specific praise _ 1.54
5. Systematic behavior screenings _ 1.62
6. Treatment integrity _ 1.69
7. Tertiary prevention _ 1.00
8. ldentifying non-responsive students _ 1.15
9. Instructional approach to behavior _ 1.92
10. Procedures for reinforcing _ 1.46
11. Secondary prevention _ 1.31
12. Social validity [ 123
13. Systematic academic screeners _ 1.77
14. Primary prevention _ 1.23

0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50 3.00
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Multiple-Choice Questions Results

1) A comprehensive, integrated, three-tiered model of prevention

Addressing students' academic, 38.46%

behavior, and social needs in an ...

Meeting students' behavioral needs 7.69%

and providing tiered support - ...

Addressing students' academic, 23.08%

behavior, and social needs through ...

Tool used to prevent students from 30.77%

being retained the following year.

0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00% 80.00% 100.00%

2) Social validity

The stakeholders’ views of the 30.77%

procedures of an intervention.

IDEA’s position on the goals, 30.77%

procedures, and outcomes of the ...

Extent to which the intervention is 7.69%

implemented as designed.

The stakeholders’ views of the goals, 30.77%

procedures, and outcomes of an ...

0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00% 80.00% 100.00%

3) Tertiary prevention

Intensive or individualized supports 23.08%

needed for about 3-5% of students; ...

Supports requiring the most amount 15.38%

time and resources to design and/or ...

Supports for students with significant 23.08%

needs in the domains of academics, ...

Supports for Tier 3 are designed for 38.46%

student in special education ...

0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00% 80.00% 100.00%
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4) Treatment integrity

The beliefs and values of all 38.46%

stakeholders implementing an ...

The degree to which students like and 23.08%

know the school’s Ci3T plan.

The degree to which the intervention is | 0.00%
implemented as planned.

The degree to which teachers and 38.46%
administrators are using data to ...
0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00%
5) Secondary prevention
Secondary prevention efforts are 7.69%
low-intensity supports such as ...
Low-intensity supports for some (about 30.77%
15%) such as self-monitoring, small ...
Secondary prevention interventions are 23.08%
for some students.
Secondary prevention refers to 38.46%
practices at middle and high schools.
0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00%

6) Systematic behavior screenings

A procedure occurring in fall, winter, 23.08%

and spring each year to monitor risk ...

A procedure occurring at three time 23.08%

points each year to monitor risk: fall, ...

A procedure occurring to monitor 15.38%

behavioral performance.

A procedure used to measure the 38.46%

degree to which a student enjoys ...
0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00%
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7) Primary prevention

Supports for students who are not in 30.77%

special education. Approximately ...

Primary prevention is a tool that 30.77%

assesses the success of the Ci3T ...

Proactive school programming in 15.38%

academic, behavioral, and social ...

School programming for all students 23.08%

just by the virtue of attending school ...

0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00%

8) Data-based decision making

Making academic and behavior 30.77%

instructional decisions based on one ...

Using teacher nomination for 38.46%

instructional and behavioral ...

Reviewing survey data on the Ci3T 7.69%

plan to access additional funding ...

Making academic and behavioral 23.08%

instructional decisions based on ...

0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00%

9) Positive behavior interventions and support

Using tickets and rewards to bribe 38.46%

students to behave appropriately.

Establishing a school-wide model of 23.08%

prevention with clear expectations, ...

Establishing a school-wide model of 15.38%

prevention with clear expectations, ...

Establishing a model of prevention with 23.08%

clear expectations and ...

0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00%
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10. Behavior-specific praise

Greeting students with a “high-five” 38.46%

when they come in to the ...

Praising other students next to the 30.77%

target student for whom you are ...

Telling the student that they are 30.77%

meeting an expectation.

Pairing a positive praise statement to a | 0.00%
student with the specific behavior ...

0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00%

11. ldentifying non-responsive students

Using teacher referrals to determine 53.85%

students who do not progress ...

Regularly evaluating data from 23.08%

measures that are sensitive to ...

Using office referrals to determine 7.69%

students who are disruptive and ...

Evaluating data from measures to 15.38%

determine which students need ...

0.0

3
B

20.00% 40.00% 60.00%

12. Instructional approach to behavior

Sending information home on the 53.85%

behavioral expectations for students ...

Having students tell the teacher what 23.08%

they did wrong when they do not ...

Providing multiple examples and 7.69%

non-examples of appropriate ...

Teaching the school-wide expected 15.38%

behaviors using strategies similar to ...

0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00%
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13. Procedures for reinforcing
Using multiple sources of data to make 38.46%
instructional decisions.
For example, each week the principal 15.38%
randomly selects the name of a ...

Having clearly defined school-wide 23.08%

procedures for communicating to ...

Giving all students who received good - 23.08%

grades on their report cards PBIS ...
0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00%

14. Systematic academic screeners

Brief measures to assess student 30.77%
academic performance.

Brief, validated measures that predict 15.38%
important learning outcomes.

Efficient measures of student opinion 15.38%
about the quality of their reading and ...

Efficient, validated, sensitive 38.46%
measures with evidence to predict ...

0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00%

Comprehensive, Integrated,

Three-Tiered Model of Prevention
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DemograpthS Of Respondents Field Mean Standard Deviation

Gender, Ethnicity, and Race Age 56.38 28.86

[l Female M Male [ Hispanic, Latino, Spanish ethnicity M Not Hispanic, Latino, Spanish ethnicity

46% | ‘.

American Indian / Alaska Native 1
Asian / Pacific Islander 9
Black 10
White 10
Other (specify) 9
Decline 8
0 2 4 6 8 10

School Employment and Experience

M School / district employee M Not a school employee (e.g., parent member of the Ci3T Leadership Team)

Average no. of years of experience in education Average no. of years of experience at this school level

38.15 59.08

0 50 0 50
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Role

M Yes, | provide instruction to students [l No, | do not provide instruction to students

8 8 8
7 7
6 6 6
5 II
3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1"

7

12 Mixed Not

Teach
er
B What grade(s) do you currently work with?
General educator 7.69%

Special educator 15.38%
Building administrator 15.38%

Related service provider 23.08%

Staff 23.08%
Parent member on the CI3T team - 15.38%

0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00% 80.00% 100.00%

0 5 10
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Certification and Education

Teachers not certified in areas / 30.77%

subjects currently teaching

Teachers certified in areas / subjects 30.77%

currently teaching

Not a teacher 38.46%
0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00% 80.00% 100.00%
Ml Highest degree earned
38.46%
0,
30.00% 23.08%
20.00% 15.38% 15.38%
10.00% 7.69%
0.00% 0.00%
. (o]
Associate's / High school Bachelor's Master's degree Master's degree Doctoral, Educ.
technical diploma degree +30 spec., J.D.
M Yes, course in classroom management [l No M Yes, PD /training in academic screenings M No

M Yes, PD /training in behavior screenings [l No

Yes
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For more information, visit
www.ci3t.org
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