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Agenda
• 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

ci3t.org/presentations
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Academic ◇ Behavioral ◇ Social
 Validated Curricula PBIS Framework Validated Curricula

Goal: Reduce Harm
Specialized individual systems
       for students with high risk

Goal: Reverse Harm
Specialized group systems 
for students at risk

Goal: Prevent Harm
School/classroom-wide systems 
for all students, staff, & settings

(Lane, Kalberg, & Menzies, 2009)
Comprehensive, Integrated, Three-Tiered Model of Prevention
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Academic ◇ Behavioral ◇ Social
 Validated Curricula PBIS Framework Validated Curricula

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

District & State Standards

High-Quality Instruction

Reading Street  

Positive behavioral 

interventions and supports 

Positiv
e Action 
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Self-
management

Responsible 
Decision 
making

Relationship 
Skills

Social 
Awareness

Self-
awareness

The 5 Social and Emotional Learning Core Competencies

Social & 
Emotional 
Learning

(CASEL, 2013)

Positive Action 
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Everything 
connects 
to the 
Primary 
(Tier 1) 
Plan
Including procedures 
for teaching, 
reinforcing, and 
monitoring across 
academic, behavior, 
and social roles and 
responsibilities.
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ci3t.org

10

Roles & Responsibilities
Academic, Behavioral, & Social Domains
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What do I 
need to 
know?

What are all 
students 
accessing?
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Donation Coupon for:

 1 box  of Macaroni and Cheese 

to Community Food Drive
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Classroom Hallway Cafeteria Playground Bathroom Bus & Arrival/
Dismissal

Be 

RESPECTFUL

• Follow directions
• Use kind words and 

actions
• Control your temper 
• Cooperate with 

others 
• Use an inside voice

• Use a quiet voice
• Walk on the right 

side of the hallway
• Face forward

• Keep your food to 
yourself

• Use manners
• Listen to and follow 

adult requests

• Respect others’ 
personal space

• Follow the rules of 
the game

• Line up when the 
bell rings

• Use the restroom 
and then return to 
class 

• Stay in your own 
bathroom stall

• Give others privacy

• Use kind words 
towards the bus 
driver and other 
students

• Listen to and follow 
the bus drivers’ rules

• Stay in your 
personal space

Be

RESPONSIBLE

• Be in assigned area 
on time 

• Remain in school for 
the whole day

• Bring your required 
materials

• Turn in !nished 
work

• Exercise self-control

• Keep hands to 
yourself

• Walk in the hallway
• Stay in line with 

your class

• Make your choices 
quickly

• Eat your own food
• Choose a seat and 

stick with it
• Clean up after 

yourself

• Play approved 
games

• Use equipment 
appropriately

• Return equipment 
when you are done

• Flush toilet
• Wash hands with 

soap
• Throw away any 

trash properly
• Report any 

problems to your 
teacher

• Bring home all 
needed materials

• Talk quietly with 
others

• Remain in seat after 
you enter the bus

GIVE

BEST EFFORT

• Participate in class 
activities

• Complete work with 
best e"ort

• Ask for help politely

• Walk quietly 
• Move directly to 

next location
• Follow directions

• Use your table 
manners

• Assist your neighbor 
if necessary 

• Use an inside voice

• Include others in 
your games

• Be active
• Follow the rules of 

the game

• Take care of your 
business quickly

• Keep bathroom tidy 
• Use time wisely 

• Go directly to your 
destination

• Keep hands and 
feet to self

• Use self-control

Lincoln Elementary Expectation Matrix
Lincoln Lion PRIDE!
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The Journey of Ci3T

15
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The importance of systematic 
screening

16

Essential Components of 
Primary Prevention Efforts

Systematic Screening
Academic Behavior

Treatment Integrity

Social Validity
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Middle School
Behavior & Academic Characteristics of 
SRSS Risk Groups
Variable Risk

Low
(n = 422)
M (SD)

Moderate
(n = 51)
M (SD)

High
(n = 12)
M (SD)

Significance 
Testing

ODR 1.50 
(2.85)

5.02 
(5.32)

8.42 
(7.01)    

L<M<H  
      

In-School 
Suspensions

0.08 
(0.38)

0.35 
(1.04)

1.71 
(2.26)      

L<M<H

GPA 3.35 
(0.52)

2.63 
(0.65)

2.32 
(0.59)       

L>M, H
M=H

Course Failures 0.68 
(1.50)

2.78 
(3.46)

4.17 
(3.49)      

L<M, H
M=H

(Lane, Parks, Kalberg, & Carter, 2007)

18
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Behavior Screening Tools
An overview

19

Systematic Screener 
for Behavior 
Disorders

Available from ancorapublishing.com

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

STAGE 1: TEACHER SCREENING
on externalizing and internalizing behavioral 

disorders
3 highest ranked pupils on externalizing and on 

internalizing  behavior criteria

STAGE 2: TEACHER RATING
on Critical Events Index  and Combined 

Frequency Index for Adaptive and 
M aladaptive Behavior

exceed normative criteria on CEI of CFI

STAGE 3: DIRECT 
OBSERVATION AND/OR SARS
of process selected pupils in classroom and on 

playground

exceed normative criteria on AET and PSB

Pre-referral 
Intervention(s)

Child may be referred to 
Child Study Team

PASS GATE 1

PASS GATE 2

PASS GATE 3

Pool of Regular Classroom Students

21
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Screening Time Point

No m in ate d Bu t
Did  N ot Ex ce ed
Crite ria

Ex ce ed e d
No rm a tiv e
Crite ria

InternalizingExternalizing

6.18% 3.50% 3.18% 8.90% 6.50% 2.73%
% computed based 
on total # students 

screened

Source: Lane, Menzies, Oakes, & Kalberg, 20120. Figure 2.2 WES Elementary Systematic Screening for Behavior Disorders (SSBD; Walker & Severson, 1992) results comparing 
the percentage of students nominated and exceeding normative criteria for both externalizing and internalizing behavior disorders over a three year period.

SSBD Results – Winter 2007-2009 Risk Status of Nominated Students

22

Review the
Systematic Screener for 
Behavior Disorders
With your table friends

23

Student Risk
Screening Scale
(SRSS) 

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    (SRSS; Drummond, 1994)

25

Student Risk Screening Scale
(Drummond, 1994)

26

Student Risk Screening Scale
Fall 2004-2012 • Middle School

77.00 86.00 86.50 89.79 93.08 90.55 92.56 94.28 91.25

17.00
11.00 11.00 7.87 6.29 7.77 6.11 3.58 6.35

6.00 3.00 2.50 2.34 0.63 1.68 1.34 2.15 2.40
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Source: Lane, K. L., Oakes, W. P., & Magill, L. M. (2014). Primary prevention efforts: How do we implement and monitor the Tier 1 component of our comprehensive, integrated, three-tiered model of 
prevention? Preventing School Failure, 58, 143-158. doi: 10.1080/1045988X.2014.893978 [Figure 4. Middle school behavior screening data over time at the fall time point. Adapted from Figure 4.6 p. 
127 Lane, K. L., Menzies, H. M, Oakes, W. P., & Kalberg, J. R. (2012). Systematic screenings of behavior to support instruction: From preschool to high school. New York, NY: Guilford Press.]

27
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Middle School
Behavior & Academic Characteristics of 
SRSS Risk Groups
Variable Risk

Low
(n = 422)
M (SD)

Moderate
(n = 51)
M (SD)

High
(n = 12)
M (SD)

Significance 
Testing

ODR 1.50 
(2.85)

5.02 
(5.32)

8.42 
(7.01)    

L<M<H  
      

In-School 
Suspensions

0.08 
(0.38)

0.35 
(1.04)

1.71 
(2.26)      

L<M<H

GPA 3.35 
(0.52)

2.63 
(0.65)

2.32 
(0.59)       

L>M, H
M=H

Course Failures 0.68 
(1.50)

2.78 
(3.46)

4.17 
(3.49)      

L<M, H
M=H

(Lane, Parks, Kalberg, & Carter, 2007)

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 Externalizing (SRSS-IE; Drummond, 1994; Lane & Menzies, 2009)

Elementary

30
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Student Risk Screening Scale – Internalizing 
and Externalizing (SRSS-IE; Drummond, 1994; Lane & Menzies, 2009)

Secondary

31

SRSS-IE: Cut Scores

Elementary School Level:
Lane, K. L., Oakes, W. P., Swogger, E. D., Schatschneider, C., Menzies, H., M., & Sanchez, J. (2015). Student risk screening scale for internalizing and externalizing behaviors: 
Preliminary cut scores to support data-informed decision making. Behavioral Disorders, 40, 159-170.

Middle and High School Levels:
Lane, K. L., Oakes, W. P., Cantwell, E. D., Schatschneider, C., Menzies, H., Crittenden, M., &  Messenger, M. (2016). Student Risk Screening Scale for Internalizing and 
Externalizing Behaviors: Preliminary cut scores to support data-informed decision making in middle and high schools. Behavioral Disorders, 42(1), 271-284

Elementary School Middle and High School
SRSS-E7 SRSS-I5 SRSS-E7 SRSS-I6

Items 1-7 Items 8-12 Items 1-7 Items 4, 8-12

0-3 = low risk
4-8 = moderate risk
9-21 = high risk

0-1 = low risk
2-3 = moderate risk
4-15 = high risk

0-3 = low risk
4-8 = moderate risk
9-21 = high risk

0-3 = low risk
4-5 = moderate 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
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N = 250

N = 16
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N = 300

N = 17
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N = 50

N = 255
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Sample Elementary School Fall
SRSS-I5 (internalizing) Results – All Students
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Fall 2020
SRSS-Externalizing Results: Grade level

Grade 
Level

N
Screened

Low  
n (%)

Moderate
n (%) 

High
n (%)

K 69 65
(94.20%)

3
(4.35%)

1
(1.45%)

1st 47 44
(93.62%)

2
(4.26%)

1
(2.13%)

2nd 68 56
(82.35%)

10
(14.71%)

2
(2.94%)

36
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Fall 2016
SRSS-Internalizing Results: Grade level

Grade 
Level

N
Screened

Low
 (0-3)

Moderate 
(4-5)

High
  (6-18)

9th 397 353
(88.92%)

24
(6.05%)

20
(5.04%)

10th 428 388
(90.65%)

14
(3.27%)

26
(6.07%)

11th 396 353
(89.14%)

16
(4.04%)

27
(6.82%)

12th  317 293
(92.43%)

10
(3.15%)

14
(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
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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)

Copyright NCS Pearson, 2007

48
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Behavior Assessment System for Children 
3rd Edition Behavioral and Emotional 
Screening Scale 
(BASC-3 BESS; Kamphaus & Reynolds, 2015)

• A brief, universal screening 
system for measuring 
behavioral and emotional 
strengths and weaknesses in 
children and adolescents.

• Behavioral areas assessed 
include: 
o Internalizing problems
o Externalizing problems
o Adaptive skills
o Self-regulation (student form)
o Personal adjustment (student)

• 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

(Elliott & Gresham, 2007)

• A comprehensive, multi-tiered 
program for improving social 
behavior.

• Focuses on keystone classroom 
behaviors and skills. 

SSiS-Performance Screening Guide
• Four key areas are assessed: 

• Prosocial Behavior 
• Motivation to Learn
• Reading Skills
• Math Skills

• Three levels: 
• Preschool
• Elementary
• Secondary

54



GLEC DLI Session 1 July 24, 2023

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA 16

SSiS-SEL Edition (Elliott & Gresham, 2017)

Expands Prosocial 
Behavior
1. Reading skills
2. Math skills
3. Motivation to learn
4. Self-awareness
5. Self-management
6. Social awareness
7. Relationship skills
8. Responsible 

decision making

available from pearsonassessments.com

58

Social, Academic, 
and Emotional 
Behavior Screener 
(SAEBRS)

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

60

Review the SDQ, BASC-3 
BESS, SSiS-PSG, & SAEBRS
With your table friends

63
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R10 Behavior Screening Tools At-a-Glance 
Reference Description Cost and Retrieval Information 
Behavior Assessment 
System For Children 3rd 
Edition: Behavioral & 
Emotional Screening 
System (BASC-3: BESS; 
Kamphaus & Reynolds, 
2015) 

• Measures behavioral and emotional 
functioning that might negatively 
impact academics/social relationships 

• PK-12 
• 30-45 min per class 
• Teacher, parent, student forms 
• Paper or online 
• BASC-2 rating scales available 
• Intervention materials available 

• About $320 for comprehensive kit (manuals; 
10 web-based administration, scoring, 
reporting, and monitoring uses) 

• About $200 for child/adolescent kit (manual 
and 25 teacher, parent, and student record 
forms) with one-year subscription to online 
scoring 

• About $70 for a single manual 
• About $1.25 for individual web-based 

screener reports 
Social, Academic, and 
Emotional Behavior 
Risk Screener 
(SAEBRS; Kilgus, 
Chafouleas, & Riley-
Tillman, 2013) 

• Differentiates between students with 
few behavioral concerns and those with 
moderate/high rates 

• K-12 
• 1-3 min per student 
• 1 sheet per student 

• http://ebi.missouri.edu/?p=1116 and 
http:www.fastbridge.org/assessments/behavio
r-2/ 

• Can be set up in a class spreadsheet with 
automatic reverse scoring 

• $2 per student per year 

Social Skills 
Improvement System - 
Performance Screening 
Guide (SSiS-PSG; Elliott 
& Gresham, 2008a) 

• Assesses students in the domains of 
prosocial behaviors, motivation to learn, 
reading skills, and math skills 

• PK-12 
• 20 min per class 
• SSiS rating scales available 
• Intervention materials available 

• About $50 per pack of 10 elementary or 
secondary screeners 

• About $20 per pack of 4 preschool screeners 
• www.pearsonclinical.com/education 

Strengths and 
Difficulties 
Questionnaire (SDQ; 
Goodman, 2001) 

• Assess students on five domains: 
emotional symptoms, conduct 
problems, hyperactivity/ inattention, 
peer relationship problems, prosocial 
behavior 

• Ages 2-17 
• Teacher, parent, student paper forms 

• Free-access paper versions, online scoring of 
paper forms, and online completion and 
scoring at www.sdqinfo.com 

Student Risk Screening 
Scale (SRSS; 
Drummond, 1994) 

• Identifies students with antisocial 
behavior patterns 

• K-12 
• 10-15 min per class 
• 1 sheet per class 

• Free-access: miblsi.cenmi.org 
• Can be created in a spreadsheet with 

automatic scoring 

Student Risk Screening 
Scale – Internalizing and 
Externalizing (SRSS-IE; 
Lane, Oakes, Swogger et 
al., 2015) 

• Extension of SRSS with additional 
internalizing items 

• K-12 
• 15-20 min per class 
• 1 sheet per class 

• Free-access: www.ci3t.org 
• Can be created in a spreadsheet with 

automatic scoring for externalizing and 
internalizing domains 

Systematic Screening for 
Behavior Disorders - 2nd 
ed. (SSBD; Walker, 
Severson, & Feil, 2014) 

• Used to identify students at risk for 
externalizing and internalizing 
problems 

• PK-9 
• 40 min per class, plus optional 

observation time 

• About $225 for the SSBD portfolio 
(administrator guide, technical manual, 10 
screening packets grades 1-9, 2 screening 
packets grades PK-K) 

• About $10 per additional classroom screening 
packet 

• About $30 per 100 students for online use 
• www.pacificnwpublish.com 

Note. PK = prekindergarten; K = kindergarten 

ci3t.org/building
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
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Lane, K. L., Oakes, W. P., & Magill, L. (2013). Primary prevention efforts: How do we implemented and monitor the Tier 1 component of our 
Comprehensive, Integrated, Three-Tiered (CI3T) Model? 

66
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Student Risk Screening Scale
Fall 2004-2012 • Middle School
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Source: Lane, K. L., Oakes, W. P., & Magill, L. M. (2014). Primary prevention efforts: How do we implement and monitor the Tier 1 component of our comprehensive, integrated, three-tiered model of 
prevention? Preventing School Failure, 58, 143-158. doi: 10.1080/1045988X.2014.893978 [Figure 4. Middle school behavior screening data over time at the fall time point. Adapted from Figure 4.6 p. 
127 Lane, K. L., Menzies, H. M, Oakes, W. P., & Kalberg, J. R. (2012). Systematic screenings of behavior to support instruction: From preschool to high school. New York, NY: Guilford Press.]
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Fall 2018
SRSS-Externalizing Results: Grade level

Grade 
Level

N
Screened

Low  
n (%)

Moderate
n (%) 

High
n (%)

K 58 51
(87.93%)

6
(10.34%)

1
(1.72%)

1st 52 40
(76.92%)

8
(15.38%)

4
(7.69%)

2nd 61 51
(83.61%)

6
(9.84%)

4
(6.56%)

68

Fall 2016
SRSS-Internalizing Results: Grade level

Grade 
Level

N
Screened

Low
 (0-3)

Moderate 
(4-5)

High
  (6-18)

9th 397 353
(88.92%)

24
(6.05%)

20
(5.04%)

10th 428 388
(90.65%)

14
(3.27%)

26
(6.07%)

11th 396 353
(89.14%)

16
(4.04%)

27
(6.82%)

12th  317 293
(92.43%)

10
(3.15%)

14
(4.42%)

69
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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
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Student Risk Screening Scale

73

Examining 
Academic 
and 
Behavior 
Data: 
Elementary 
Level

Lane, K . L ., M enz ies , H . M ., E nn is , R . P ., &  O akes, W . P . (2015). S upporting  B ehav io r fo r S choo l S uccess: A  S tep-by-S tep  G u ide  to  K ey S tra teg ies . N ew  Y ork , N Y : G u ilfo rd  P ress. 
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Low-Intensity Strategies

Opportunities to 
Respond

Behavior-Specific Praise

Active Supervision

Instructional 
Feedback

High-p Requests

Precorrection

Incorporating Choice

Self-Monitoring

Behavior Contracts

Proximity

Overlappingness

With-it-ness

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

Assess, Design, Implement, and
Evaluate 

Basic Classroom Management
Effective Instruction

Low-Intensity Strategies

Behavior Contracts 
Self-Monitoring

- -
Functional Assessment-Based

 Interventions

Schoolwide Positive
Behavior Support

Low-Intensity Strategies

Higher-Intensity Strategies

AssessmentAdapted from Lane, K. L., Menzies, H. M., Bruhn, A. L., & Crnobori, 
M. (2011). Managing challenging behaviors in schools: Research-
based strategies that work. New York, NY: Guilford Press. 
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Using Screening Data
… implications for primary prevention efforts
… implications for teachers
… implications for student-based interventions

86

Academic ◇ Behavioral ◇ Social
 Validated Curricula PBIS Framework Validated Curricula

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

Secondary (Tier 2) Intervention Grids
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BASC2 – Behavior and Emotional 
Screening Scale
Spring 2012
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Low-Intensity Strategies

Opportunities to 
Respond

Behavior-Specific Praise

Active Supervision

Instructional 
Feedback

High-p Requests

Precorrection

Incorporating Choice

Self-Monitoring

Behavior Contracts

Proximity

Overlappingness

With-it-ness

Pacing
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http://dbr.education.uconn.edu/

Direct Behavior Rating
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Support Description School-wide Data:
Entry Criteria

Data to Monitor 
Progress

Exit Criteria

Behavior 
Contract 

A written agreement 
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 comple-
tion, 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.

¨ Examples of potential 
target behaviors 
defined in contract

Behavior (1 of the following)

¨ SRSS-E7: Moderate (4-8) 
¨ SRSS-E7: High (9-21) 
¨ 2 or more office 

discipline referrals (ODR)
¨ 2 or more tardies/ 

absences per quarter
AND/OR

Academic (1 of the following)

¨ Report card: 1 or more 
course failures

¨ Skyward: 2 or more 
missing assignments

¨ AIMSweb: intensive or 
strategic level (math or 
reading)

¨ Below 2.5 GPA

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

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)

Support Description School-wide Data:
Entry Criteria

Data to 
Monitor 
Progress

Exit Criteria

Self-
monitoring 

Strategy 
implemented 
by student 
and teacher to 
improve 
academic 
performance 
(completion/ 
accuracy), 
academic 
behavior, or 
other target 
behavior.

Behavior: 
¨ SRSS-E7 score: Moderate (4-8) 
¨ SRSS-I5 score: Moderate (2-3)

or
¨ SRSS-E7 score: High (9-21) 
¨ SRSS-I5 score: High (4-15)

or
¨ 2 or more office discipline 

referrals (ODR)
AND/OR

Academic: 
¨ Progress report: 1 or more 

course failures
or

¨ AIMSweb: intensive or 
strategic level (math or reading)

or
¨ Progress report: Targeted for 

Growth for academic learning 
behaviors 

Work completion 
and accuracy of 
the academic 
area of concern 
(or target 
behavior named 
in the self-
monitoring plan)

Passing grades 
on progress 
reports

Social Validity: 
Teacher: IRP-15
Student: CIRP

Treatment 
Integrity:
Implementation 
& TI checklist

SRSS-E7 
score: Low (1-
3)
SRSS-I5 score: 
Low (1-2)

Passing grade 
on progress 
report or report 
card in the 
academic area 
of concern (or 
target behavior 
named in the 
self-monitoring 
plan)

Support Description Schoolwide Data: Entry 
Criteria

Data to 
Monitor 
Progress

Exit Criteria

Behavior 
Education 
Program 
(Check-In, 
Check-Out)

Participating 
students check 
in and out with 
a mentor each 
day on targeted 
goals. During 
check- in, 
students receive 
a daily progress 
report that they 
take to each 
class for 
feedback on 
their progress 
meeting the 
school-wide 
Ci3T model 
expectations.

Behavior: 
¨ SRSS-E7 score: Moderate 

(4-8) 
¨ SRSS-I6 score: Moderate 

(4-5)
or

¨ SRSS-E7 score: High (9-21) 
¨ SRSS-I6 score: High (6-18)

or
¨ 2 or more office discipline 

referrals (ODR) in a 5-week 
period

or
¨ 2 or more tardies or 

absences per quarter
AND/OR

Academic: 
¨ Progress report: 1 or more 

course failures
¨ Progress report: Targeted for 

Growth for academic 
learning behaviors 

Student 
measures:
Daily progress 
reports

Treatment 
integrity:
Coach 
completes 
checklist of all 
BEP steps and 
whether they 
were completed 
each day 
(percentage of 
completion 
computed)

Social Validity: 
Teacher: IRP-15
Student: CIRP

SRSS-E7 score: 
Low (0-3)
SRSS-I6 score: 
Low (0-3)

With 8 weeks of 
data, student has 
made their CICO 
goal 90% of the 
time and there 
have not been any 
office discipline 
referrals.  The 
teacher is then 
contacted for their 
opinion about if 
exiting is 
appropriate or if 
CICO should 
continue.

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

o Nomination, 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
o Reduction of discipline contacts, academic success, reduction of 

truancies and absences, etc.
• Step 6: Consider additional needs

92
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Ci3T Blueprint E 

Secondary (Tier 2) 

Intervention Grid

ci3t.org/building

94

Step 1

95

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

96
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Student Risk Screening Scale (SRSS) with 
Academic and Behavioral Data (Elementary Example)

97

Sample Secondary (Tier 2) Intervention Grid

Support Description School-wide Data:
Entry Criteria

Data to Monitor 
Progress

Exit Criteria

Behavior 
Contract 

A written agreement 
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.

¨ Examples of potential target 
behaviors defined in contract

Behavior (1 of the following)
¨ SRSS-E7: Moderate (4-8) 

¨ SRSS-E7: High (9-21) 

¨ 2 or more office discipline 
referrals (ODR)

¨ 2 or more tardies/ absences per 
quarter

AND/OR
Academic (1 of the following)

¨ Report card: 1 or more course 
failures

¨ Skyward: 2 or more missing 
assignments

¨ AIMSweb: intensive or strategic 
level (math or reading)

¨ Below 2.5 GPA

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

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)
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Integrated Intervention Illustration: Elementary
Support Description Schoolwide Data:  

Entry Criteria
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)

Social Validity: 
Teacher: IRP-15
Student: CIRP

Meet AIMSweb 
reading benchmark at 
next screening time 
point.
Low Risk on SRSS at 
next screening time 
point.

ci3t.org/measures

99



GLEC DLI Session 1 July 24, 2023

David James Royer, PhD, BCBA 26

Small group Reading Instruction with 
Self-Monitoring

Lane, K. L., Oakes, W. P., Ennis, R. P., & Hirsch, S. E. (2014). Identifying students for secondary and tertiary prevention efforts: How do we determine which students have Tier 2 
and Tier 3 needs?. Preventing School Failure: Alternative Education for Children and Youth, 58(3), 171-182.
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Altmann, S. A. (2010). Project support and include: the additive benefits of self-monitoring on students’ reading acquisition. Unpublished master’s thesis, Vanderbilt University.

First Grade 
Students’
Self-Monitoring 
Form

101

Treatment 
integrity

Social validity

Monitor 
student 
progress

Altmann, S. A. (2010). Project support and include: the additive benefits of self-monitoring on students’ reading acquisition. Unpublished master’s thesis, Vanderbilt University.
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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
•  Nomination, academic scores, behavior screening scores, 

attendance data, etc.

ci3t.org/building
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Data Dashboard
Examining your data to inform decision making

104
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Data in action: Self-monitoring

106

Data in action: Self-monitoring

107

Behavior 
Contracts Behavior-

Specific Praise

Precorrection

Instructional 
Choice

Data in action: Self-monitoring

108
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109

Later, explore a data dashboard!
• 4th grade classroom dashboard

o six weeks after school start
o fall screening completed

• Orientation to the data
• Guided discussion

Link at
ci3t.org/presentations

110

Academic ◇ Behavioral ◇ Social
 Validated Curricula PBIS Framework Validated Curricula

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

Tertiary (Tier 3) Intervention Grids
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Comprehensive, Integrated,
Three-Tiered (Ci3T)
 Models of Support

Assess, Design, Implement, and
Evaluate 

Basic Classroom Management
Effective Instruction

Low-Intensity Strategies

Behavior Contracts 
Self-Monitoring

- -
Functional Assessment-Based

 Interventions

Schoolwide Positive
Behavior Support

Low-Intensity Strategies

Higher-Intensity Strategies

AssessmentAdapted from Lane, K. L., Menzies, H. M., Bruhn, A. L., & Crnobori, 
M. (2011). Managing challenging behaviors in schools: Research-
based strategies that work. New York, NY: Guilford Press. 
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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
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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 
20

December 
14

January 
29

February 
26

April
15

May
23

1: Two-
Hour
 After 

School

2: Full 
Day

3: Two-
Hour
After 

School

4: Full 
Day

5: Two-
Hour
After 

School

6: Full 
Day 
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Session 1:
2 hours
• Ci3T model 

overview

Session 2:
Full day
• Building 

the 
primary 
prevention 
plan

Session 3:
2 hours
• How to 

monitor 
the plan

• Student 
team 
members 
attend

Session 4:
Full day
• Building 

Tier 2 
supports

Session 5:
2 hours
• Building 

Tier 3 
supports

• Student 
team 
members 
attend

Session 6:
Full day
• Preparing 

to 
implement

Ci3T Professional Learning Series
Ho

m
ew

or
k Share 

overview 
with faculty 
and staff; 
Build 
reactive 
plan

Ho
m

ew
or

k Finalize and 
share 
expectation 
matrix and 
teaching & 
reinforcing 
components

Ho
m

ew
or

k Share 
screeners; 
Complete 
assessment 
schedule

Ho
m

ew
or

k Share Ci3T 
plan; 
Complete 
PIRS; 
Complete 
secondary 
grid

Ho
m

ew
or

k Share 
revised Ci3T 
plan; 
Complete 
Ci3T 
Feedback 
Form

Im
pl

em
en

ta
tio

n

Pre-Training 
Activities
• Team 

member 
selection

• Schoolwide 
Expectations 
Survey for 
Specific 
Settings 
(SESSS)
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ci3t.org/screening

Questions:
david.royer@hawaii.edu

Thank you
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