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REPORT SHARING

This report was designed to share faculty and staff feedback on the Ci3T plan.  These data will be used to revise your school’s Ci3T model of prevention based on stakeholder input. 
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Survey Overview
Primary Intervention Rating Scale (PIRS) 
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Overview of the 
Primary Intervention Rating Scale (PIRS)
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· Purpose: To obtain information from faculty and staff for revisions to the drafted Ci3T primary (Tier 1) plan components for your school. 
· Logistics:
· All faculty and staff were given the opportunity to complete the PIRS after the presentation of the draft Ci3T primary (Tier 1) plan.
· Feedback, including data and comments, are aggregated in this report to share back to schools to revise elements of their school’s Ci3T plan based on feedback. 

Survey data are aggregated and compiled into this report
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Social Validity (SV) Report 
Primary Intervention Rating Scale (PIRS)
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School: School Name	Number Distributed		XX	
County/ District: County or District	Number Who Completed PIRS		XX	
	Response Rate		xx.xx	%

Primary Intervention Rating Scale: Educator Survey
PRE-IMPLEMENTATION

Thank you for providing your views about the Comprehensive, Integrated, Three-Tiered (Ci3T) Model of Prevention designed by your school. The purpose of this survey is to obtain information that will aid in your school team refining the Ci3T primary prevention plan components (Tier 1 efforts) that are intended to be used by all educators (faculty and staff). Please think about your school, read the following statements regarding the Ci3T plan being developed by your school-site team, and choose the response that best describes your agreement or disagreement with each statement.
If you refer to your primary plan as something different (Tier 1 or universal), substitute that term when you see “primary plan” in the items below.
	


	Strongly Disagree
	Disagree
	Slightly Disagree
	Slightly Agree
	Agree
	Strongly Agree
	Mean
	Standard Deviation

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	
	

	1.   This primary plan would be acceptable for this school.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.   Most educators would find this primary plan appropriate.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3.   This primary plan should prove effective in meeting the stated purpose(s).
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4.    I would suggest the use of a primary plan to other educators.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5.   This primary plan is appropriate to meet the school’s needs and mission.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6.   Most educators would find this primary plan suitable for the described purpose(s) and mission.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7.   I would be willing to use this primary plan in this school setting.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8.   This primary plan would not result in negative side effects for the students.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9.   This primary plan would be appropriate for a variety of students.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	10. This primary plan is consistent with those I have used in other school settings.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	11. The primary plan components are a fair way to fulfill the plan’s purposes.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	12. This primary plan is reasonable to meet the stated purpose(s).
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	13. I like the procedures used in this primary plan.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	14. This primary plan is a good way to meet the specified purpose(s).
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	15. This primary plan’s monitoring procedures are manageable.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	16. This primary plan’s monitoring procedures will give the necessary information to evaluate the plan.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	17. Overall, this primary plan would be beneficial for this age group of students.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	This total percentage represents the level of agreement with the plan according to respondents.
	Mean % (SD; Range)
	



Open-Ended Questions: 

1. A) What do you feel is most beneficial about this primary plan’s components (Tier 1 efforts)?
B) What is the least beneficial part?
· 

2. Do you think that your and your students' participation in this Ci3T plan will cause your students' behavior, social, and/or learning problems to improve?  Why or why not?  Or if so, how?
· 

3. What would you change about this plan (components, design, implementation, etc.) to make it more student-friendly and educator-friendly?
· 

4. What other information would you like to contribute about this plan?
· 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Note.  Report and presentation reflect social validity wording for the 20XX – 20XX academic year.  Comments are presented as submitted without editing.


From: Lane, K. L., Kalberg, J. R., & Menzies, H. M. (2009). Developing schoolwide programs to prevent and manage problem behaviors: A step-by-step approach. New York, NY: Guilford Press. Adapted from Witt, J. C. & Elliott, S. N. (1985). Acceptability of classroom intervention strategies. In T. R. Kratochwill (Ed.) Advances in school psychology, Vol. 4 (pp. 251-288). Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum with permission from Joe Witt and Stephen Elliott.
Reference: Lane, K. L., Robertson, E. J., & Wehby, J. H. (2002). Primary Intervention Rating Scale. Unpublished rating scale.
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Primary Intervention Rating Scale (PIRS)

Have you had an opportunity to review the current Ci3T primary plan?

No

Yes

Thank you for providing your views about the Comprehensive, Integrated, Three-Tiered
(Ci3T) Model of Prevention designed by your school. The purpose of this survey is to
obtain information that will aid in your school team refining the Ci3T primary prevention
plan components (Tier 1 Efforts) which are intended to be used by all educators (faculty
and staff). Please think about your school, read the following statements regarding the
Ci3T plan being developed by your school-site team, and choose the response which best
describes your agreement or disagreement with each statement.

If you refer to your primary plan as something different (Tier 1 or Universal), substitute that
term when you see “primary plan” in the items below.

Strongly Slightly  Slightly Strongly
Disagree Disagree Disagree Agree Agree  Agree
1. This primary plan would be
-acceptable for this school. o o o o o o
2. Most educators would find
this primary plan appropriate. o o o o o o
3. This primary plan should
prove effective in meeting the (@] (@] (@] (@] O (o]
stated purpose(s).

4.1 would suggest the use of a
primary plan to other educators. o o o o o o

5. This primary plan is
appropriate to meet the (@] (@] (@] (@] O (o]

sschool’s needs and mission.

6. Most educators would find

this primary plan suitable for the
described purpose(s) and o o o o o o
mission.

Strongly Slightly  Slightly Strongly

Disagree Disagree Disagree Agree Agree  Agree

7.1 would be willing to use this
primary plan in this school (@] (@] (@] (@] O (o]
setting.

8. This primary plan would not
result in negative side effects (@] (o] (o] (o] (@] O
for the students.

9. This primary plan would be
appropriate for a variety of (@] (@] (@] (@] O (o]
students.

10. This primary plan is
consistent with those | have (@) O O O O O

end in athar cnhanl catbinac
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Open-Ended Questions:

1. 4) What do youfeeis most beneical about this primary plan’s components (Tier 1 effort)?
) Whatis theleast beneficial part?

Do you think that your and your students' participation in this CI3T plan will cause your students’ behaior,
social, and/or learning problems to improve? Why or why not? Or ifso, how?

3. What would you change about this plan (components, design, implementaion, etc) to make it more student-
friendly and educaor-friendly?

4. What other information would you like to contribute about this plan?

Note. Report and presentation reflect social validity wording fo the 030X ~ 2050 academic year. Comments are
presented as submitted without edifing, except to preserve confidentialty (¢, names removed).

From: Lane K L, Kalbeg, 1. K, & Mensies, HL M. Q009). Dvloping schoohtds progyams o pravent and manags problem
ehaviors: 4 cep-ty-<tep approaeh, Nevw Vork, Y Gulford Pres. Adspted with penmisson fom Wit 1. C. & Eliot, 5. . (1965,
Acceptabiliy of lssroon ntervestion srtegie. I T. R Kestockll (54 Adhances incchool peychologs, Vol 4 gp. 251-265).
Mahish, NJ: Elbaz.

Reference: Lane, K L., Roberson, E. 1. & Weby, . H. (2002), Prisary ntervention Raing Sele. Unpublished rating scale

lemetaton PIRS -
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Primary Intervention Rating Scale: Educator Survey
PRE-IMPLEMENTATION

Thank you for providing your views abott the Comprehensive, Integrated, Thres Tiered (CI3T) Model of Prevention drafted
at your school. The purpose of this survey i to obtan information that vl id in determining the eSfectiveness and
usefulness of the CIST primare prevention plan components (Tier 1 Effot:) which are intended to be used by all educators
(Gaculty and taff). Please read the following statements regarding the Ci3T plan drated by your school.sit team and
choose the response that best describes your agreement or disagreement with each statement.

Ifyourefer to your primary plan as something different (Ther 1 or Universal), substitute that term when you see “primary
plen” i theiiems below:

L

Standard
3 Mea | Deviagion

- Swongly
.. Shetty
& Stshly
Az
Az
Songly

T, Ths primary plan would be acceptable or s school

7 Viosteducators would find s primary plan
appropriate.

3 This primary plan should prove effecive I mesting
the stated purpose(s).

T Lwould sugest the use of a primary plan to o
cducators.

5 This primary plan s appropriats to meet e schoal's
needs and mission.

& Most educetors would find s primary plan sutable
o the deseribed pupose(s) and mission.

7T would be wiling to use tis primary plan i s
scliool sftng

§This primary pla would o7 resul i megaive side
effcts fo th students

9 This primary plan would be sppropriate for a variey
of students

T0. This primary pla i consistent with hose T have used
in other schol setings

1 The primary plan components are i way to il
the plan’s purposes.

T2, This primary plan is reasonable o meet e sated.
purpose(s)

T5.1 ke the procedures wsed n s prmary plan

T8 Ths primary plan 2 go0d way to meet e pecified
purpose(s).

5. This primary plas's onitoriag procedures 2
managesble

T6. This primary lan's momtorig procedures will 6
thenecessay information to evaluate the plan.

7 OveralL this priary plan would be benehcial for i
asc moup ofstdents

T total perceniage represents 7 Tevel of agreement
with the plan according to respondenss.

Mean % (SD; Range)





image7.png
Campreensive, Inegrated
Three-Tiered Model of Prevention

AaCial




image1.png
IR
A ’ﬂ;
\\w o ¥
W\ i
() ity
L 17///////7/\////
Il
Il

|“7
. % Pol
", /
N /

iy,
Wttt




