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OUTCOMES  FOR  TODAY  

  1. To learn how systematic screening fits into a    
three tier model of behavior support and why it is 
an important feature of the primary prevention 
system. 

  2. To learn the practices, scoring and decision 
criteria associated with using the Systematic 
Screening for Behavior Disorders screener. 

  3.  To learn how to use the information gained 
from the SSBD. 
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FREDERICKTOWN  I NTERMEDIATE  
SCHOOL  DEMOGRAPHICS  

 Grades 3-5 in Southeast Missouri 

 Total Enrollment - 443 

 Free/Reduce Lunch 55% 
 Ethnicity  

!   2% Hispanic 
!   .61% Black 

!   97% White 
!   .22% Asian 
!   .33% Multiracial 

WHY  SCREEN ? 

 Move beyond traditional ÒWait to FailÓ 
model common in schools toward a more 
proactive approach. 

(Glover and Albers, 2007) 
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Continuum of Positive Behavior 
Interventions and Support 

Specialized Individual 
Interventions 
(Individual Student 
System) 

Specialized Group 
Interventions 
 (At-Risk System) 

Universal Interventions 
(School-Wide System 
Classroom System) 

All Students in School 

Students with 
Chronic/Intense  
Problem Behavior 
(1-5%) 

Students At-Risk 
for Problem 
Behavior(5-10%) 

Students without 
Serious Problem 
Behaviors(80-90%) 

Tertiary Prevention 

Secondary Prevention 

Primary 
 Prevention 
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SYSTEMS DATA 

PRACTICES 

   PBIS SUPPORT SYSTEMS 

Supporting 
Decision 
Making 

Supporting 
Student 
Behavior 

Supporting 
Staff  
Behavior 

CHOOSING  A  
UNIVERSAL  SCREENER  

  Choose a Screener that: 
1.  Is appropriate for its intended use 

and that is contextually and 
developmentally appropriate and 
sensitive to issue of diversity  

2.  Has Technical Adequacy 
3.  Useable - efficient, feasible, easy to 

manage  
- Calderella,Young, Richardson & 

Young, 2008 
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SYSTEMATIC  SCREENING  FOR  BEHAVIOR  
DISORDERS  (SSBD; WALKER  & S EVERSON , 1992) 

 Originally normed K-6, recently normed for middle 
and Jr High (Calderella,Young, Richardson & 
Young, 2008) 

  Multiple gating procedures following mental health 
& PBS model 

 Externalizing and Internalizing dimensions 
 Evidence of efficiency, effectiveness, & cost benefits 
 Exemplary, evidence-based practice 

  US Office of Special Education, Council for Children with Behavior 
Disorders, National Diffusion Network 

Preparing Staff  

  Summer action planning 
 Introducing it to the staff 
 Confidentiality 
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SYSTEMATIC  SCREENING  FOR  
BEHAVIOR  D ISORDERS  (SSBD) 

FACTORS  RELATED  TO  SCREENING  
EFFECTIVENESS  

 Teachers are reliable evaluators/judges of student 
academic & behavioral performance when given a clear, 
overt structure to facilitate the decision making (Elliott , 
Huai , Roach, 2007) 

 Screening occurs across all students in the areas of 
health, academic, and social-emotional functioning. 

 Schools need to be ready to move away from reactive 
systems of responding only to long standing need 
(Severson, Walker, Hope-Doolittle, Kratchowill & 
Gresham, 2007) 

 Most effective when in the context of a comprehensive 
RTI/PBS initiative 
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H OW DID  WE SCREEN ? 

 Conduct SSBD Screening each September at staff 
meeting. 

 Building PBS Team and Administrator help define 
externalizers & internalizers & lead process 

 Teachers identify & rank students in order of 
concern  

 Teachers complete the screening protocol on top 3 
internalizers & 3 externalizers 

 Building PBS Team scores screening, compares 
screening to previous years ODRs & identifies 
targeted group and individuals for intensive 
supports  

Multiple  Gating Procedure (Severson et al. 2007) 

Teachers Rank Order 
3 Ext. & 3 Int. 
Students 

Teachers Rate Top 3 
Students on Critical Events, 
Adaptive & Maladaptive 
Scales 

Gate  1 

Gate  2 

Pass Gate 1 

Classroom & Playground 
Observations 

Gate  3 
Pass Gate 2 

Tier 2,3 
Intervention 

Tier 3 Intervention  or  Special Ed. Referral 
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GATING  PROCEDURES  

  Gate 1 Ð Nomination based on Definitions 
  Gate 2 Ð Score and Criteria for: 

!   Critical Events Ð Steals, Tantrums, Assaults adults, Damages property, 
Painful Shyness 

!   Combined Frequency Index 

 Adaptive Behavior Ð Follows rules, Gains peer 
attention positively, Expresses anger appropriately, 
Positive socials with peers 

 Maladaptive Behavior Ð Refuses to participate in 
activities, Challenges teacher limits/rules, 
Manipulates peers, pouts/sulks 

RANK  ORDERING  STUDENTS  

Evaluates ALL the students in your class on two dimensions  
of behavior problems commonly observed in the school setting. 

 Internalizing Behaviors 

 Externalizing Behaviors  
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I NTERNALIZING  

 Socially withdrawn 
 Social skill deficits 
 Anxious 
 Inhibited 

INTERNALIZING 
BEHAVIORSÉ 

Refers to all behavior problems that are 
directly inwardly and represent problems 
with self.   

 Not talking with peers 
 Shy 
 Timid 
 Low activity levels 
 Prefers to play alone 
 Acts in a fearful manner 
 DoesnÕt participate in games 
 DoesnÕt stand up for self 
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Ag 

EXTERNALIZING  

 Aggression 
 Antisocial acts 
 Social-skill deficits 
 Hyperactivity 
 Lack of Attention 

EXTERNALIZING 
BEHAVIORSÉ 

Refers to all behavior problems that are directly 
outwardly, by the student, toward the external 
social environment. 

 Defies the teacher 
 Forces the submission  
    of others 
 Out of seat 
 Argues 
 Disturbs others 
 Steals 
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USING  I NFORMATION  FROM  THE  
SCREENER  

  Target Goal Set at 70%ile 
 Look at skill deficits- Compile     
    Individualized Student Data 
  PBS Tier II Team meeting with 
    teacher(s) 
  Need for Tier II Interventions are 
    determined 

I DENTIFYING  SKILL  DEFICIT  

¥  Observable and measurable 
¥  Aligned with matrix 

Establish 

 a goal 

¥  Implementation fidelity 
¥  Administrator reviews 

Consider 
Adult 

Response  

¥  Data to determine student 
progress 

¥  How often to collect data 
¥  Graphing data 

Consider 
Student 

Response 
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I DENTIFYING  SKILL  DEFICIT  

¥  ODRÕs 
¥  Classroom minors 
¥  Absences 
¥  Academic performance 

Collect 
student data 

¥  Use information the team collects 
to develop a summary of the 
problem 

¥  The data collected is the focus 

Identify the 
problem 

¥  Social Skills Club 
¥  Check in/Check out 
¥  Adult Mentor 

Select the 
intervention 

T IER  II R EFERRAL  PROCESS  

Teacher Referral 

ODRÕs ODRÕs 

ODRÕs Screener 
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TEACHER  REFERRALS  

¥ Must have a referral form completed 
¥ Teacher (s) meet with Tier II Team 
¥  Documentation Needed: 
       Grades 
       Attendance 
       Classroom minors  
       ODRÕs 
       Documentation of universals taught  
          and in place 
       Documentation of parent notification 

REFERRAL BASED ON 
EXCESSIVE  ODRÕS 

 Teachers track classroom minors  
    (3-5) make an ODR 
  5 ODRÕs are referred to Tier II  
     team 
  Information is used to look for 
    patterns in behavior 
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SCREENING  A SECOND  TIME  

  Compare Data from Fall to  
     Spring 
  Screen New Students to  
    School 
  Prepare for following school  
    year 

Lessons Learned 

  Allotted time to score SSBD  
  Improve Documentation 
  Review Data Weekly 
  Identify Students ready to transition to  
    less intensive level 
  Check for fidelity of  interventions 
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FREDERICKTOWN  I NTERMEDIATE  
SCHOOL  


