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» Welcome!

» Comprehensive, integrated, three-tiered model of prevention
« The importance of systematic screening

« Behavior screening tools: An overview

« Using screening data

o Implications for primary prevention efforts

o Implications for teachers

o Implications for student-based interventions
* Next steps
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Comprehensive, Integrated, Three-Tiered Model of Prevention
(Lane, Kalberg, & Menzies, 2009)

Academic Behavioral o Social

The 5 Social and Emotional Learning Core Competencies

Self-
management

Social &

Emotional
Learning

Social
Awareness

Relationship
skills

Ci3T at Lincoln Elementary Everything
connects
to the
Primary
(Tier 1)
Plan

Including procedures
for teaching,
reinforcing, and
monitoring across

:| academic, behavior,
and social roles and
responsibilities.

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA 3
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ci3dt.org

10

Roles & Responsibilities
Academic, Behavioral, & Social Domains

What do |
need to
know?

LHETETCE
students
accessing?
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The importance of systematic
screening

July 24, 2023

16

Essential Components of
Primary Prevention Efforts

Social Validit

Academic Behavior

17

Middle School
Behavior & Academic Characteristics of

SRSS Risk Groups

Variable Risk

Moderate
(n=51) Significance
M (SD) Testing

1.50 5.02 8.42 L<M<H

ODR

In-School
Suspensions

GPA 3.35 2.63 232 L>M, H

Course Failures

18
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Behavior Screening Tools

An overview

19

Systematic Screener
for Behavior
Disorders

Available from ancorapublishing.com

(SSBD 2 ed.; Walker, Severson, & Feil, 2014)

20

Pool of Regular Classroom Students

STAGE 1: TEACHER SCREENING

SSBD
Screening .
Process

PASS GATE 1
STAGE 2: TEACHER RATIN

Inde

STAGE 3: DIRECT
OBSERVATION AND/OR SA

PASS GATE 3

’ l Child may be referred to
Intervention(s Child Study Team

21

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA 7
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Number of Students

N=®)  N=®) (N=@) (N-=0)

Screening Time Point

N=®)  (N=@)

BNominiedBut
Did N Exceed
Cri

SSBD ReSuUlts - winer 20072009 Risk status of Nominated Students

Internalizing

July 24, 2023

22

Review the

With your table friends

Systematic Screener for
Behavior Disorders

23

Student Risk

‘Studert Risk Screeniny

0 Scale (SRSS)

Screening Scale
(SRSS)

TEACHER NANE
o=
H
H
e H
]
H
- ]
] H
Student Name | Student D
Smi, Sally 1ritit] 0 3

Drummond, T. (1994). Available from ci3t.org

24
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Student Risk Screening Scale
(Drummond, 1994)

« 7-items used to identify students at risk for antisocial behavior
« 4-point Likert-type scale
never = 0, occasionally = 1, sometimes = 2, frequently = 3
« Teachers evaluate each student on the following items
- Steal - Low Academic Achievement
- Lie, Cheat, Sneak - Negative Attitude

- Behavior Problem - Aggressive Behavior
- Peer Rejection

« Student risk is divided into 3 categories

Low 0-3
Moderate 4-8
High 9-21

25

Student Risk Screening Scale
(Drummond, 1994)

26

Student Risk Screening Scale

Fall 2004-2012 « Middle School
100 % 300 134 215 240

7 777 6.11 .08 635
11.00
oo 1100

-

o
B High
Mod erate

LU 77.00 l 86.00 lf 86.50 W 89.79lf 93.08 94.28 BLow

20

%

'Fall D04 Fall 205 Fall D06 Fall 207 Fall 208 Fall 209 Fal 210 Fall D11 Fal 212
Screenina Time Point

B3

B3

Percentage of Students
=

B3

27
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Middle School
Behavior & Academic Characteristics of

SRSS Risk Groups

Variable Risk
Low Moderate
(n = 422) (n=51) Significance
M (SD) M (SD) Testing
ODR 1.50 5.02 8.42 L<M<H
(2.85) (5.32) (7.01)
In-School 0.08 0.35 1.71 L<M<H
Suspensions (0.38) (1.04) (2.26)
3.35 2.63 232 L>M, H

GPA
(0.52) (0.65) (0.59) M=H

Course Failures

28

Student Risk Screening
Scale for Internalizing
and Externalizing

Available from ci3t.org
(SRSS-IE; Drummond, 1994;
Lane & Menzies, 2009)

29
Student Risk Screening Scale — Internalizing
and Extemalizing (SRSS-IE; Drummond, 1994; Lane & Menzies, 2009)
Elementary
30
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Student Risk Screening Scale — Internalizing
and Extemalizing (SRSS-IE; Drummond, 1994; Lane & Menzies, 2009)

Secondary

31

SRSS-IE: Cut Scores

SRSS-E7 SRSS-I15 SRSS-E7 SRSS-16
Items 1-7 Items 8-12 Items 1-7 Items 4, 8-12

0-3 = low risk 0-1 = low risk 0-3 = low risk 0-3 = low risk
4-8 = moderate risk 2-3 = moderate risk 4-8 = moderate risk 4-5 = moderate risk
9-21 = high risk 4-15 = high risk 9-21 = high risk 6-18 = high risk

32

How do we interpret SRSS-IE data?

« Subscales automatically calculate
« Externalizing scores = sum of 1-7 (range 0-21)
« Internalizing scores (elementary) = sum of 8-12 (range 0-15)

33
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Sample Elementary School Fall

SRSS-E7 (externalizing) Results — All Students

100% 6.93% [NEEE’-55% CEEE 5-25% [EEHE °°°% CEEE® %%
%

9.97% 11.88%

% %
0% 17.59% NEES

80% 23.82% N =86 N =35 N =57

60 %
50 %
40%
30%
20%
10%
0%

69.25% 85.47% 77.16% 84.16%

% of Students Screened

F14 F15 F16 F17
Screening Time Point

SlowRisk(0-3)  Moderate 48) MHigh(9-21) |

15.77%
N =50

0% N = 250 SN - 300) IN - 255] IN - 255]

80.44%
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Sample Elementary School Fall

SRSS-I5 (internalizing) Results — All Students

100 ITEXE 541 TR 5% RN o.56 [ERR 757

0% 19.94% 12.25% 13.89% 14.20%
3 13.20% -20%
2 80% N =85 N =43 N =45 N =40 N =45
8 0% 23.55%
é 6% M EEm Em W e
@
£ 50% .
2 w0% 62.34% 80.56% 76.24% 78.23%
b 0% 56.51%
° 0%
=

10%

% . . .
F14 F15 F16 F17 F18

Screening Time Point

" lowRisk (0-1) Moderate (2-3) MHigh (4-15)

35

Fall 2020

SRSS-Externalizing Results: Grade level

Grade N Low High ‘
Level | Screened n (%) n (%) )

K 69 (94.6250%) (4.335%) (1;5%)

1 47 (93%42%) (4.26%) .3%)

2 68 (82.5365%) (a7 .90%)

36

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA
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Fall 2016
SRSS-Internalizing Results: Grade level
Grade N Low Moderate High
Level Screened (0-3) (4-5) (6-18)
353 24 20
o 397 (88.92%) (6.05%) (5.04%)
388 14 26
1on 428 (90.65%) (3.27%) (6.07%)
353 16 27
" 396 (89.14%) (4.04%) (6.82%)
293 10 14
1an 817 (92.43%) (3.15%) (4.42%)

37

Student Risk Screening Scale —
Early Childhood (SRSS-EC)

38

Review the Student Risk
Screening Scale - Internalizing
and Externalizing

With your table friends

ci3t.org/screening

39

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA
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Stretchl

July 24, 2023

40

Strengths and

Difficulties

Questionnaire

(SDQ; Goodman, 1997)
Available from SDQinfo.org

42

Behavior Assessment

System for Children:

Behavioral and

Emotional Screening

Scale (BASC-3 BESS)

Available from pearsonassessments.com
(Kamphaus & Reynolds, 2015)

48

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA
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Behavior Assessment System for Children
3rd Edition Behavioral and Emotional
Screening Scale

(BASC-3 BESS; Kamphaus & Reynolds, 2015) « Behavioral areas assessed
. . . include:

* A brief, universal screening o Internalizing problems
system for measuring o Externalizing problems
behavioral and emotional o Adaptive skills

. o Self-regulation (student form)
Strengths and weaknesses in o Personal adjustment (student)

children and adolescents. « Includes 3 forms that can be

used individually or in
combination:
o Teacher
= Preschool and Child/Adolescent
o Student self-report
= Child/Adolescent
o Parent
= Preschool and Child/Adolescent

49

Social Skills
Improvement System
Performance Screening
Guide (SSiS-PSG)

(Elliott & Gresham, 2007)
Available from pearsonassessments.com

53

SSiS-Performance Screening Guide

* Four key areas are assessed:
- Prosocial Behavior
+ Motivation to Learn
- Reading Skills

- Math Skills
* Three levels: * A comprehensive, multi-tiered
. Preschool program for improving social
- Elementary behavior.
- Secondary » Focuses on keystone classroom

behaviors and skills.

(Elliott & Gresham, 2007)

54

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA 15
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SS'S'SEL Edltion (Eliott & Gresham, 2017)

N O RN WN

Expands Prosocial
Behavior

1.
. Math skills

. Motivation to learn
. Self-awareness

. Self-management
. Social awareness
. Relationship skills
. Responsible

Reading skills

decision making

July 24, 2023

58

Social, Academic,

and Emotional

Behavior Screener

(SAEBRS)

Available from fastbridge.org
(Kilgus, Chafouleas, & Riley-Tillman, 2013)

60

With your table friends

Review the SDQ, BASC-3
BESS, SSiS-PSG, & SAEBRS

63

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA
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R10 Behavior Screening Tools At-a-Glance

64

Using Screening Data

... implications for primary prevention efforts
... implications for teachers
... implications for student-based interventions

65

Social Skills Improvement System —
Performance Screening Guide
Spring 2012 — Total School = Sgrifant Difculies

Mod erate Dffculte s

0% - 11.04% 4.49% 7.14% 6.34% = Adequa te pro gress

@

£80% - - - -

5 N =223 i N=233 o0 NS8O 5o 4, N =187
.55%

3 60% 45.60% [INEFEFY N = 235 N =275 N =271

S

540“/

e

5

o 20%

0% n=489 n=490 n=490 n=489
Reading Skills Math Skills Prosocial Behavior Mot iza tion to L eam

Subscales

66
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Student Risk Screening Scale

Fall 2004-2012 « Middle School

100% —— i i

11.00 | 11.00

7.8

e 29 7 77 5
17.00
%
%
% 77.00 | 86.00 W 86.50 W 39.79 93.08 94.28
%
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Fall D04 Fall D05 Fall D06 Fall D07 Fall 208 Fall 209 Fall D10 Fall 11 Fall D12
Screenina Time Point

6.35

g

g

BHigh

Hlow

&

Percentage of Students

§

67

Fall 2018
SRSS-Externalizing Results: Grade level

Grade N Low Moderate High
Level Screened n (%) n (%) n (%)
51 6 1
K 58 (87.93%) (10.34%) (1.72%)
g2t 52 40 8 4
(76.92%) (15.38%) (7.69%)
51 6 4
d
2 61 (83.61%) (9.84%) (6.56%)
68
Fall 2016

SRSS-Internalizing Results: Grade level

Grade N Low ‘ High ‘
Level Screened (0-3) (4-5) (6-18)

o" se7 (883_’83%) (s.gg%) (5.52%)

1o 428 (903.’22%) (3.;‘71%) (6.5(75%)

e 396 (892.’?2%) (4-;‘?%) (6;;%)

12 317 (922.23%) (3.12%) (4.1‘2‘%)

69

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA 18
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Share Screening Data with Faculty & Staff

»

70

Using Screening Data

... implications for primary prevention efforts
... implications for teachers
... implications for student-based interventions

71

Teacher-Level Considerations

1. Instructional considerations
2. General classroom management
3. Low-intensity strategies

72

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA 19
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Student Risk Screening Scale

July 24, 2023

73

v $ 98y

Examining
Academic
and
Behavior
Data:

Elementary
Level

74

Low-Intensity Strategies

Opportunities to
Respond

Behavior-Specific Praise

Active Supervision Proximity
Instructional Overlappingness.

Feedback
With-it-ness

High-p Requests
Pacing

Precorrection
Self-Monitoring

Incorporating Choice Behavior Contracts

75

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA
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Schoolwide Positive
Behavior Support

Comprehensive, Integrated,
Three-Tiered (Ci3T)
Models of Support

Low-Intensity Strategies

Basic Classroom Management
Effective Instruction
Low-Intensity Strategies

Behavior Contracts
Self-Monitoring

Functional Assessment-Based
Interventions

Higher-Intensity Strategies

Assess, Design, Implement, and
Evaluate

Assessment

July 24, 2023

76

Using Screening Data

... implications for primary prevention efforts
... implications for teachers
... implications for student-based interventions

86

d, Three-Tiered Model of Prevention

Secondary Intervention Grid
lerg, & Menzies, 2009)

ary (Tier 2) Intervention Grids

IS Framework Validated Curricula

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA
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BASC? - Behavior and Emotional
Screening Scale
Spring 2012
®Nomal Elevated ®™Extremely Elevated
3.85 3.65 5.45
100% - N7 10.74 8.68 12.38
s so%-
2
£
3 0%
H
S 4%
2
z
;:‘: 20%
0% ' |
Total Sixth Seventh Eighth
Subgroup
N =624 n=219 n =202 n =203

2.46
11.33

July 24, 2023

88

Opportunities to
Respond

Behavior-Specific Praise

Active Supervision

Instructional
Feedback

High-p Requests

Precorrection

Incorporating Choice

Low-Intensity Strategies

.

Overlappingness
With-it-ness

Pacing

Self-Monitoring
Behavior Contracts

89

Direct Behavior Rating

90

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA
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report that they
take to each
class for

O 2 or more office discipline
referrals (ODR) in a 5-week
period

checklist of all
BEP steps and
whether they

< e Support | Description | Schoolwide Data: Entry Data to Exit Criteria
Support Descript] o N
Criteria Monitor
Support - T 2 Progress
‘Behavior Behavior | Participating Behavior: Student SRSS-E7 score:
Contract Education |students check |0 SRSS-E7 score: Moderate | measures: Low (0-3)
Program |in and out with (4-8) Daily progress | SRSS-16 score:
(Check-In, |amentoreach |00 SRSS-I6 score: Moderate reports ow (0-3)
Self- Check-Out) |day on targeted (4-5)
monitoring goals. During or Treatment With 8 weeks of
check- in, O SRSS-E7 score: High (9-21) |integrity: data, student has
students receive | 0 SRSS-16 score: High (6-18) | Coach made their CICO
a daily progress or completes goal 90% of the

time and there
have not been any
office discipline

feedback on or were completed | referrals. The
their progress |0 2 or more tardies or cach day teacher is then
meeting the absences per quarter (percentage of  |contacted for their
school-wide AND/OR completion opinion about if
Ci3Tmodel | Academic: computed) exiting is
expectations. | Progress report: 1 or more appropriate or if
course failures Social Validity: |CICO should
O Progress report: Targeted for | Teacher: IRP-15 |continue.

Growth for academic

Student: CIRP

\
T Progress report TSRSy b

Growth for academic learning | R

behaviors tionn

91

Intervention Grids

« Step 1: Construct your assessment schedule
« Step 2: Identify your secondary supports

o Existing and new interventions

« Step 3: Determine entry criteria

, academic scores, behavior screening, attendance, etc.

« Step 4: Identify outcome measures

o Pre- and post-tests, curriculum-based measures, office discipline
referral data, attendance, GPA, etc.

« Step 5: Identify exit criteria

- Reduction of discipline contacts, academic success, reduction of
truancies and absences, etc.

« Step 6: Consider additional needs

92

93

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA
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ci3t.org/building

Gi3T Blueprint E

secondary (Tier'Z) \
|ntervention Grid

—)

July 24, 2023

94

Student Risk Screening Scale (SRSS) with
Academic and Behavioral Data (High School Example)

L g

96

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA
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Student Risk Screening Scale (SRSS) with
Academic and Behavioral Data gemenaysame)

July 24, 2023

97

Support Description

Behavior A written agreement
Contract between two parties used to
specify the contingent
relationship between the
completion of a behavior
and access to—or delivery
of —a specific reward. The
target behavior can be
academic (e.g.. work
completion, rate of oral
reading fluency),
behavioral (e.g.. on task),
or social (e.g.. participate in
a group). Contract may
involve administrator,
teacher, parent, and student.

School-wide Data:
Entry Criteria
O Examples of potential target
ehaviors defined in contract
Behavior (1 of the following)
O SRSS-E7: Moderate (45
O SRSS-E7: High o21)
O 2 or more office discipline
referrals (ODR)
O 2 or more tardies/ absences per
quarter
AND/OR
Academic (1 of the following)
O Report card: 1 or more course
failures
Skyward: 2 or more missing
assignments
O AIMSweb: intensive or strategic
level (math or reading)
O Below 2.5 GPA

Data to Monitor
Progress
“Target behavior defined
in the behavior contract

(e.g.. % of assignments
completed, rate of oral
reading fluency)

Passing grades on
progress reports
Social Validity
Teacher: IRP-15
Student: CIRP

Treatment Integrity
Implementation checklist
& treatment integrity
checklist

Sample Secondary (Tier 2) Intervention Grid

Exit Criteria

Successful completion
of Behavior contract

SRSS-E7: Low (1-3)

Passing grade on
progress report or report
card in the academic
area of concern (or
target behavior named
in the behavior contract)

98

Schoolwide Data:
Entry Criteria

Integrated Intervention lllustration: Elementary

Support Description

Data to Monitor
Progress

Exit Criteria

Small group
reading

instruction with
self-monitoring

Small group reading
instruction (30 min,
3 days per week).
Students monitor
their participation in
the reading
instructional tasks.
Students use
checklists of
reading lesson
components each
day to complete
and compare to
teacher’s rating.

Behavior,
Fall SRSS
at moderate (4-8) or
high (9-21) risk

and
Academic:
Fall AIMSweb oral
reading fluency at the
strategic or intensive
level

Student measures:
AIMSweb or DIBELS
nonsense word fluency
progress monitoring
probes (weekly).

Daily self-monitoring
checklists.

Treatment integrity:

Checklist of all steps (%

of completion)

Meet AIMSweb
reading benchmark at
next screening time
point.

Low Risk on SRSS at
next screening time
point.

Social Validity:
Teacher: IRP-15

Student: CIRP ‘7"31.org/,méa

Sures

99

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA
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Small group Reading Instruction with I
It

/=

100

First Grade
Students’
Self-Monitoring
Form

101

Treatment —,
integrity

Social validity

Monitor
student
progress

102

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA 26
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Homework!

What’s available in your building?
Draft Tier 2 intervention grid rows with
colleague collaboration

Step 2: Identify your secondary supports
« Existing and new interventions

Step 3: Determine entry criteria
. academic scores, behavior screening scores,
attendance data, etc.

ci3t.org/building

103

Data Dashboard

Examining your data to inform decision making

104

105

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA 27
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Data in action: Self-monitoring

)

106

Data in action: Self-monitoring

)

107

Data in action: Self-monitoring

J /

Other Tier 2 options...

= T =

108

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA 28
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109

Later, explore a data dashboard!

« 4th grade classroom dashboard nm

o six weeks after school start i _/f VA
- fall screening completed //";/ /Q///:’f/,/ff ¢
» Orientation to the data == / f’_/’; f "/"; =
+ Guided discussion =
==
=
Link at =
T
T

ci3t.org/presentations

110

n | School-wide |Data to Monitor| Exit Criteria
Datai Entry | Progress:
Criteria

Validated Curricula

Comprehensive, Integrated, Three-Tiered Model of Prevention
(Lane, Kalberg, & Menzies, 2009)

Tertiary (Tier 3) Intervention Grids

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA
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Comprehensive, Integrated,
Three-Tiered (Ci3T)
Models of Support

Schoolwide Positive
Behavior Support

—
Low-Intensity Strategies

Basic Classroom Management
Effective Instruction
Low-Intensity Strategies

Behavior Contracts
Self-Monitoring

Functional Assessment-Based

Interventions
Assess, Design, Impleme@@
ot
na;

P:rct'\u

Higher-Intensity Strategies

July 24, 2023

113

>

ci3t.org/fabi

118

Behavior Screening

Remember
1. Develop the structures to sustain and improve practices

2. Conduct screenings in a responsible fashion
3. Share data back with all faculty and staff

119

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA
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Reflect, discuss,
and make plans!

With table friends

+ What is something new you learned today?

+ How can you share what you learned with colleagues?

+ How will you use this information to support students
and families?

120

Next Steps

121

Comprehensive, Integrated, Three-Tiered
(Ci3T) Model of Prevention Professional
Learning Series

2023-2024 at UofL ShelbyHurst Campus
Each school selects a Ci3T Leadership Team to attend the
professional learning series. Only they are asked to attend.

November December January  February April May
20 29 15 23

14 26
1: Two- 2: Full 3: Two- 4:Full 5: Two- 6: Full
Hour Day Hour Day Hour Day
After After After
School School School

122

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA 31
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Ci3T Professional Learning Series

Pre-Training | Session 1: | Session Session 3:

Activities 2 hours Full day 2 hours

«Team « Ci3T model | + Building « How fo
the monitor

overview

primary the plan

« Student
team
members
attend

¢ Finalize and

S share

2 expectafion

£ matriand

& feaching &

T reinforcing
components

¢ share

S screeners:
2 Complete

£ assessment
§ schedule

Session Session 5: | Session 6:

2 hours Full day
« Building « Preparing
Tier to
supports implement
« Student
team
members
attend

¢ share CiaT | ¢ Share.
O plan; G revised CiT

£ Complete

£ PIRS

§ Complete

T secondary
grid

Implementation

July 24, 2023
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Questions:
david.royer@hawaii.edu
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