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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



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

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

Secondary Prevention (=15%)

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

Tier 1

Primary Prevention {(=80%)

Academic o Behavioral o Social




School’s Ci3T Primary (Tier 1) Plan

Mission Statement

Purpose Statement

School-Wide Expectations

3.
*see Expectation Matrix

Area I: Academics
Responsibilities

Area IT: Behavior
Responsibilities

Area III: Social Skills
Responsibilities

Faculty and Staff:

Teach core programs and/or district standards
with fidelity-

(1) List programs

2)

(3)

Time (i min):
s Conduct, report, and use screeming and

assessments (see Assessment Schedule)
L

Area IT: Behavior
Responsibilities

Faculty and Staff:

Teach setting lessons according to school
schedule:

Implement reactive plan as designed:

» Conduct, report, and use screeming and
assessments (see Assessment Schedule)

(1.3

sonsibilities

Faculty and Staff:

Teach core program(s) with fidelity-
(1) List programs

Number of Leszons:

How often:

How long:

» Conduct, report, and use screeming and
assessments (see Assessment Schedule)

What are ALL students accessing?

Ci3T Blueprint A Primary (Tier 1) Plan 1




Ci3T Primary Plan: Proc

nitoring

Ci3T Primary Plan: Procedures for Mo




Essential Components of
Primary Prevention Efforts

Social Validit

Treatment Integrit

Systematic Screening

Academic Behavior




Comprehensive, Integrated, Three-Tiered Model of Prevention

Secondary Intervention Grid

and can decrease problem behavion

Support Description Schoolwide Data: | Data to Monitor Progress:| Exit Criteria
Entry Criteria
Homework |Studentswhonesd supportin omeor |Academic Student measures Passing grades AND all
maore acadentic content arexsmeet | -Student faiing twoormore | Weekly progre= reports for all subject | assigmments completed
Club with tutorteachers tro classes as ined areas h 'k mmpletion atnet
per week after zchool for 30-n1n ses- | progres: reports grading period
sions towork on targeted Behavior: Treatment integrity:
areas. -Learning behari T of attendanee in-
far growth on pragres reparss | cluding activit pted,
during club time
Student-com pleted sumvey
BEP{CIIB!:]{— Partidpating students Behavior: Student measures Lowrisk onthe SRE5-1E
check in and ourwith a ach orhighriskonthe | Daily progress reports atthe
In, Check- day ontargeed During chede |SRSS-IE screening,
Ollt] in, smdentsreceive a dail progress  |-Two ormare office disdpline | Treatmenti i and 1 month without of-
report that they tde to each class for |referrals in a given quarter Coach completes cheddistof A1EEP | fice dizdpline
feedback on their progreszmesting steps and whether they were
the school-wide O3T model exp [percentaze of mmpletion
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Socialvalidi
Pre- and post-survays: teacher IRP-15)
student (CIRPY
Lunch Bunch | /dentified smdentzmeetwith coun- |Sociak Student measures Lowrisk onthe SRSS-IE
. . zelors twice perweek duringlunch | -Four office discipline referrak | No ing referrak for two at the
Social Skills | for40min During sessions, the coun- | relsted to nesative sodal wesks. Inten m schoo] pychology =- | nest sereeming
club zelor leads rodal skills lessons i the seszes the number of podtive sedalin- | and 1 month without of-
ing and opportunities o ractice]  (vear ) ]
with student partidpants.Spedfic | Counszelingreferral by parents | Treatment: Counzelor Completion of curricu-
skill sats i «or teachers for social difficulies| keeps remrd of arendance, i lum lessons
lessons from the55i5 ClasswideIn- | [followed up with the 55i5- topics of discussion and level of particiq
struction RatingSedle]) pationby each
Student-completed sumvey
Instructional | rstruciomal cheice includesInter- | Behavior: Student measures Student scores inlow
R ventions that allow students & choosg - IE moderate or kigh risk | -Acadenic engaged th ridk i SRSSE
Choice the orderin which tasks are mnplet- i -Percentage of work completed Studentisnisdng <5%
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tween materiak used tocompletea | And for
task. Itinreases on-task behavior  |-Poor work completion onre-

(Lane, Kalberg, & Menzies, 2009)

Tertiary P&

Tier 2
econdary Prevention (=15%)

Social

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

Tertiary P&

Support Description School-wide |Datato Monitor| Exit Criteria
Data: Entry Progress:
Criteria
Functional A functional is Academi Student measures: The behavioral objective is es-
completed to develop an indi- |Progress Report with 2 ormore|Data on target and /orreplace- |tablished based on current lev-
Assessment-Based vidualized intervention plan. | areas of concern OR ment behaviors are collected | els of performance and ex-
Intervention Functional assessment: review | Below grade level in reading or |daily. Treatment integrity: pected levels of behavior. Stu-
of student records; interviews: |\ math AND Treatmentintegrity is assessed | dents exit
teacher, parent, student; and di-| Behavior: and data are graphed to deter- |support when goals are
rect observation of the target  |-More than six office disdpline |mine effect of the intervention. |achieved and maintained for
behavior; 8IS Rating System | referrals in the previous school | Component checklist for A-R-E | three consecutive data points.
Functional assessmentinfor- |Year intervention tactics completed |Maintenance data are collected
'mation is placed in the function| AND/ OR daily with 25% of sessions ob- |te ensure behavior maintains
matrix (Umbreit, Ferro, -SRSS-IE High Risk served by another educator without intervention.
Liaupsin, & Lane, 2007) Social validity:
The Decision Model (Umbreit Pre- and post-surveys: teacher
etal, 2007) isused to deter- (IRP-15) and
'mine the method of the inter- student (CIRP)
vention
Intervention components:
(A) antecedent adjustments,
(R) reinforcement, and
(E] extinction
Lindamood Individual instruction with Academic reading with profi- |Student measures: AIMSweb |Reading on gradelevel or mak-
reading specialist: 30 min per | ciency at 2 or mare grade levels| Reading CBM, weekly progress |ing progress asto predict meet-
Phoneme day; 5 days per week. below or trajectory stable with |toward end of year grade level |ing end of year grade level pro-
Sequencing® Direct instruction in deceding |Tier 2 intervention target ficiency on AIMSweb reading
andblending; sightwords, use | Behavior (consider) Treatment integrity: Daily probes.
of context clues. -SRSS-IE Moderate or High Risk|checklist completed by reading | Monitor progress bi-weekly
Computer supported practice. |on screening OR specialist, observed by teaching| once exited.
Addressing reading cutcomes: |-Two or more assistant periodically
alphabetics and reading fluen- | office discipline referrals, indi- |Social validity:
cy. cating concernswith peer Student and teacher-completed|
Interactions surveys

Academic

<

Tier 2
lary Prevention (=15%)

Behavioral o Social






Systematic Screening ... Logistics
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Data Sharing

» Schoolwide data
decisions related to primary
prevention efforts

e Grade / department / class
Implications for teachers’
practice

* Individual student

decisions about student-
based interventions

PES Winter 2016
SRSS-I5 Comparison by Grade Level

17
(41.46%)

(19.51%)

16
(39.02%)

44

30
(68.18%)

11
(25.00%)

3
(6.82)

31

30
(96.77%)

1
(3.23%)

0
(0.00%)




School-wide Data:
Entrv Criteria
Behavior:
O SRSS-E7 score: Moderate (4-8)
or
O SRSS-E7 score: High (9-21)
or
O 2 or more office discipline
referrals (ODR)

or
O Skyward: 2 or more missing

Academic:

O Report card: 1 or more course
failures

oF

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

or

O Below 2.5 GPA

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)

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

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




Current Evidence of the Student Risk

Screening Scale for Internalizing and
Externalizing (SRSS-IE)



Student Risk Screening Scale — Internalizing
and Externalizing (srss; brummond, 1994; Lane & Menzies, 2009)
Elementary



Student Risk Screening Scale — Internalizing
and Externalizing (srss; brummond, 1994; Lane & Menzies, 2009)
Secondary



SRSS-|E: Cut Scores

SRSS-E7 SRSS-I5 SRSS-E7 SRSS-16
ltems 1-7 [tems 8-12 ltems 1-7 ltems 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



Winter 2021

SRSS-Externalizing Results — School level




Winter 2021

SRSS-Internalizing Results — School level




Fall 2020

SRSS-Externalizing Results — Grade level

Grade N Low Moderate High
Level Screened n (%) n (%) n (%)
65 3 1
K 69 (94.20%) (4.35%) (1.45%)
44 2 1
1 4r (93.62%) (4.26%) (2.13%)
5 68 56 10 2
(82.35%) (14.71%) (2.94%)




Screening Data: High School Years 1-3

Fall SRSSIE-I Low Moderate Fall SRSSIE-E Moderat

2016 80.28%§ 10.36% 2016 8.02%

2017 90.18%} 4.16% 2017 6.18%

2018 90.91%} 3.86% 2018 6.20%

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

Psychometrically Sound

Socially Valid

-

~

If social validity is lacking, even psychometrically strong tools are likely

o

to remain unused by educators.

)







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

Sample

Classification Reliability Validity Representativeness

Accuracy




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-12t 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., lovino, 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.clI3t.org

Screening Tools

[# SRSS-IE

[# SRSS-EC

[# SRSS
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Manual

SRSS-IE Installation Resources

———— For more information about launching and conducting systematic screening efforts with
the SRSS-IE, we invite you to access the Screening Coordinator Training Manual: A Guide
for Instaliing the SRSS-IE in your School or District (available as downloadable PDF or
browser-based eBook), as well as two accompanying screening protocols:
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elementary as

STUDENT RISK SCREENING SCALE — INTERNALIZING AND EXTERNALIZING (S5RS5-1E)

Elementary School
SRSS-E7

(1) steal;

(2) lie, cheat, sneak;

(3) behavior problem;

(4) peer rejection;

(5) low academic achieve-
ment;

(6) negative attitude;

(7) aggressive behavior

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

SR5S-15

(8) emotionally
flat;

(9) shy, with-
drawn;

(10) sad, de-
pressed;

(11) anxious;
(12) lonely

0-1 =low risk
2-3 = moderate
risk

4-15 = high risk

Middle and High School
SRSS-E7

(1) steal;

(2) lie, cheat, sneak;

(3) behavior problem;

(4) peer rejection;

(5) low academic achieve-
ment;

(6) negative attitude;

(7) aggressive behavior

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

SR55-16

(4) peer rejection;
(8) emotionally
flat;

(9) shy, with-
drawn;

(10) sad, de-
pressed;

(11) anxious;

(12) lonely

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

6-18 = high risk

School level teams use these scores along with other school-collected data (e.g.. curriculum-based

measures of reading, math, and writing: course failures; office discipline referrals; attendance pat-
terns) to inform instruction and make decisions regarding student needs for more intensive sup-
ports (i.e., Tier 2 or Tier 3; see Lane, Oakes, Ennis & Hirsh, 2014).

Download the SRSS-IE in MS-Excel format.

Note: This file has been updated to include two recommended additional questions related to in-
structional delivery (in-person, hybrid, and remote) and attendance when screening in the COVID-19
era. These are not items, but two questions to consider when analyzing and interpreting your
screening data (see the last two columns).
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https://www.ci3t.org/ispring/screening_manual/

Resources for screening available on
PBIS.org...




Tips for Communicating with Your
Community about Systematic
Screening

"4



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:
Freqguently Asked Questions for
Families




EMPOWER Sessions




CI3T Trainers and Coaches Calls



Project EPIC N

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



Thank you!

www.Ci3T.org

Kathleen Lynne Lane, University of Kansas Kathleen.Lane@ku.edu Institute of Education Sciences
Wendy Peia Oakes, Arizona State University woakes@asu.edu U.S. Department of Education

R324A190013 University of Kansas
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