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Å Identify indicators of universal SWPBS 

implementation fidelity

Å Identify assessment procedures for identifying 

students at risk for behavior and emotional 

problems

Å Intervene early with these students to prevent 

later problems

ÅUse a function-based approach to identifying and 

remediating behavioral deficits and/or excesses

Purposes



Tier  2 Who Assessment Universal screening to identify 

students at risk

What Intervention Group standardized interventions 

targeting academics and behavior

When Logistics Tier  time

Tier 3 Who Assessment Assessmentof individual students 

using FBA

What Intervention Individualinterventions customized 

to address studentõs unique 

concerns

When Logistics Individualsessions with school 

psychologists or counselors

Agenda / Format



4

Designing School -Wide Systems for 

Student Successé

Academic Systems Behavioral Systems

1-5% 1-5%

5-10% 5-10%

80-90% 80-90%

Intensive, Individual Interventions

ÅIndividual Students

ÅAssessment-based

ÅHigh Intensity

ÅProgress monitoring

Intensive, Individual Interventions

ÅIndividual Students

ÅAssessment-based

ÅIntense, durable procedures

Targeted Group Interventions

ÅSome students (at-risk)

ÅHigh efficiency

ÅRapid response

ÅTier time

ÅStandard protocol interventions

ÅProgress monitoring

Targeted Group Interventions

ÅSome students (at-risk)

ÅHigh efficiency

ÅRapid response

Universal Instruction

ÅAll students

ÅPreventive,  proactive

ÅStandards-aligned instruction

ÅUniversal screening

ÅData-analysis teaming

Universal Interventions

ÅAll settings, all students

ÅPreventive,  proactive

ÅClasswide/school-wide 

rules

ÅTeach the rules

ÅReinforce the rules



ÅSchool is trained in and using SWPBS for 

behavior with integrity

ÅSchool is trained in and using RtII for 

academics

ÅThere are teams at various levels (district, 

building, grade level) that address both 

behavioral and academic issues. 

Tier 1 Assumptions



ÅFor tier 2 and 3 interventions to be effective, 

universal SWPBS mustbe implemented with a 

high degree of integrity

Å 80 / 80 on School-Wide Evaluation Tool (SET)

Å 80% on Total SET and

Å 80% on Behavioral Expectations Taught subscale

Å Horner et al., (2004)

Å 70% on Benchmarks of Quality (BoQ)
Å Cohen et al., (2007)

Universal SWPBS and Fidelity



RtII SWPBS
District

Level

Create policy and select 

assessmentand interventions for 

academics; analyze district-wide 

data trends

Create policy and select assessment

and interventions for behavior  

(discipline); analyze district-wide 

data trends

Building

Level

Team(principal, specialists, 

teachers) analyze data school 

data trends and organize 

programs. Problem-solve for 

individual students

Team(principal, specialists, teachers) 

analyze data school data trends and 

organize programs. Problem-solve 

for individual students

Grade

Level

All grade level teachers meet to 

review universal academic 

screening data to differentiate 

instruction and  identify  

students for  tier  2.

All grade level teachers meet to 

review SWIS data to manage 

SWPBS program and  identify 

students for  tier  2.

Teaming for Academics and Behavior: 

One Team at Each Level



ÅUsing ODRs as universal screener, problem 

locations / behaviors / times of day are identified

Å Interventions then discussed:

Å Booster sessions are offered

Å Extra supervision

Å More reinforcement

Å Re-teach behavioral lesson plan

Å Added interventionmay be necessary

Tier 2:  Assessment



ÅUsing ODRs as universal screener, students are 

identified for additionalsupport

Å 0-1 ODRs / year ðno additional support needed

Å 2-5 ODRs / year ðappropriate for tier 2

Å 6+ ODRs / year ðappropriate for tier 3

Å Crone et al., (2004)

ÅCan consider other, locally-relevant data to 

determine which students are in need of support

Tier 2:  Assessment



ÅLook at your data and problem-solve around 

those data

ÅWill be very locally-specific and relevant to 

the needs evidenced by your students

ÅSome examplesé.

Tier 2: Designing Interventions



ODRs By Location ðSome Elementary 

School (Aug. 27th ðOct. 5th = 28 school days)
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