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Agenda
1. Systematic Screening in Tiered Systems 
2. Current Evidence of the Student Risk Screening Scale for 

Internalizing and Externalizing (SRSS-IE)
3. Resources: Supporting educators in adopting, conducting 

screenings, and using screening data to support instructional 
decision making

BCBA 

C-8 Evaluate the validity and reliability of measurement procedures

C-11 Interpret graphed data



Systematic Screening In 
Tiered Systems



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



Ci3T Implementation Manual Primary (Tier 1) Plan

What are ALL students accessing?





Essential Components of 
Primary Prevention Efforts

Systematic Screening
Academic Behavior

Treatment Integrity

Social Validity



Academic ◇ Behavioral ◇ Social
Validated Curricula PBIS Framework Validated Curricula

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



Academic ◇ Behavioral ◇ Social
Validated Curricula PBIS Framework Validated Curricula

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





Systematic Screening … Logistics

SpringWinterFall

Selecting Installing Analyzing



Data Sharing

• Schoolwide data
decisions related to primary 
prevention efforts

• Grade / department / class
implications for teachers’ 
practice

• Individual student 
decisions about student-
based interventions



Using multiple data sources



Implementation Science
Adapted from Fixsen & Blasé, 2005

• We think we know what we need so we are planning to move forward 
(evidence-based)

Exploration & Adoption

• Let’s make sure we’re ready to implement (capacity infrastructure)

Installation

• Let’s give it a try & evaluate (demonstration)

Initial Implementation

• That worked, let’s do it for real (investment)

Full Implementation

• Let’s make it our way of doing business (institutionalized use)

Sustainability & Continuous Regeneration



Current Evidence of the Student Risk 
Screening Scale for Internalizing and 
Externalizing (SRSS-IE)



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

Elementary



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

Secondary



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



Winter 2021
SRSS-Externalizing Results – School level



Winter 2021
SRSS-Internalizing Results – School level



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%)

1 47 44
(93.62%)

2
(4.26%)

1
(2.13%)

2 68 56
(82.35%)

10
(14.71%)

2
(2.94%)



Screening Data: High School Years 1-3

Fall SRSSIE-I Low Moderate High Fall SRSSIE-E Low Moderate High

2016 80.28% 10.36% 9.36% 2016 89.56% 8.02% 2.42%
2017 90.18% 4.16% 5.66% 2017 91.29% 6.18% 2.54%
2018 90.91% 3.86% 5.23% 2018 92.22% 6.20% 1.58%

Winter SRSSIE-I Low Moderate High Winter SRSSIE-E Low Moderate High

2016 87.25% 9.49% 3.26% 2016 87.25% 9.49% 3.26%
2017 86.14% 9.02% 4.85% 2017 86.14% 9.02% 4.85%
2018 88.79% 8.52% 2.69% 2018 88.79% 8.52% 2.69%

Partner school data chart. Used with permission.



Considerations

If social validity is lacking, even psychometrically strong tools are likely 
to remain unused by educators.

Psychometrically Sound

Socially Valid





Project SCREEN
Overview, Purpose, & Procedures

Institute of Education Sciences, U.S. Department of Education
R324A190013 University of Kansas



Research Project Team



National Center on
Intensive Intervention

Behavior Screening Tools Chart Rating Rubric

Classification 
Accuracy Reliability Validity

Sample 
Representativeness



Purpose

We conducted this study to evaluate psychometric 
properties (i.e., factor structure, reliability, and 
measurement invariance over time) of the SRSS-IE using 
Latent Trait Measurement Models with screening data 
collected when the SRSS-IE was initially installed in K-12 
settings and teachers were implementing for the first 
time.



Research Questions
RQ1: To what extent does the SRSS-IE consist of two correlated 
factors (externalizing and internalizing), measured with 
acceptable reliability?

RQ2: To what extent are internalizing and externalizing factors 
invariant across various groups of students as defined by gender, 
race, ethnicity, and special education status? 

RQ3: To what extent do internalizing and externalizing factors 
exhibit invariance over time in fall, winter, and spring in one 
academic year?



Method - Participants & Setting

52,845 K-12th grade students

4 geographic regions
West – AZ, CA, WA (n =19)
Midwest – KS, MO (n =72)
South – TN (n = 20)
Northeast – PA, VT (n = 13)



Discussion
• Results of full measurement invariance suggest this set of items 

function in the same way for different groups of students: 

• Results from this diverse sample of teachers indicate that the 
scores obtained from the SRSS-IE can be psychometrically 
equivalent for various subgroups of students. 



Discussion

• We established invariance of 
internalizing and externalizing scores 
over time for students at the 
elementary, middle, and high school 
levels

• SRSS-IE – a highly feasible tool – is 
effective for monitoring progress over 
time on internalizing and externalizing 
problem behaviors of students of 
varying ages.



Resources
Supporting educators in adopting, conducting screenings, 
and using screening data to support instructional decision 
making

Source: Instagram @ci3tmodel
Reference: Briesch, A.M., Lane, K.L., Common, E.A., Oakes, W.P., Buckman, M.B., Chafouleas, S.M., Iovino, E.A., Sherod, R.L., Abdulkerim, N., & Royer, D.J. (2022). Exploring views and professional 
learning needs of Comprehensive, Integrated, Three-Tiered (Ci3T) Leadership Teams related to universal behavior screening Implementation. Education and Treatment of Children, 45(3), 245–262. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s43494-022-00080-8



Website
www.ci3t.org



Protocols



Manual

https://www.ci3t.org/ispring/screening_manual/


Resources for screening available on 
PBIS.org…



Tips for Communicating with Your 
Community about Systematic 
Screening

https://www.pbis.org/resource/tips-for-communicating-with-your-community-about-systematic-screening-what-does-your-district-and-school-leadership-team-need-to-know


The Whys and Hows of Screening: 
Frequently Asked Questions for 
Families



EMPOWER Sessions



Ci3T Trainers and Coaches Calls



Project EPIC

Funded by the Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP)
U.S. Department Of Education



Thank you!

Kathleen Lynne Lane, University of Kansas Kathleen.Lane@ku.edu
Wendy Peia Oakes, Arizona State University  woakes@asu.edu

Institute of Education Sciences
U.S. Department of Education

R324A190013 University of Kansas

mailto:Kathleen.Lane@ku.edu
mailto:woakes@asu.edu

	Updates on the SRSS-IE in K-12 Settings: An important Tier 1 Practice for Detecting and Supporting Students
	Agenda
	Systematic Screening In Tiered Systems
	Slide Number 4
	Slide Number 5
	Slide Number 6
	Essential Components of �Primary Prevention Efforts
	Slide Number 8
	Slide Number 9
	Slide Number 10
	Systematic Screening … Logistics
	Data Sharing
	Slide Number 13
	Implementation Science� Adapted from Fixsen & Blasé, 2005
	Current Evidence of the Student Risk Screening Scale for Internalizing and Externalizing (SRSS-IE)
	Student Risk Screening Scale – Internalizing and Externalizing (SRSS-IE; Drummond, 1994; Lane & Menzies, 2009)�Elementary
	Student Risk Screening Scale – Internalizing and Externalizing (SRSS-IE; Drummond, 1994; Lane & Menzies, 2009)�Secondary
	SRSS-IE: Cut Scores
	Winter 2021�SRSS-Externalizing Results – School level
	Winter 2021�SRSS-Internalizing Results – School level
	Fall 2020�SRSS-Externalizing Results – Grade level
	Screening Data: High School Years 1-3
	Considerations
	Slide Number 24
	Project SCREEN
	Research Project Team
	National Center on�Intensive Intervention
	Purpose
	Research Questions
	Slide Number 30
	Discussion�
	Discussion�
	Resources
	Website�www.ci3t.org
	Protocols
	Manual
	Slide Number 37
	Slide Number 38
	Slide Number 39
	EMPOWER Sessions
	Ci3T Trainers and Coaches Calls
	Project EPIC
	Thank you!

