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 Contrived practice to 100% criterion
delivering both error correction algorithms
* Weekly observation
—~ 17% sessions

Reliability consistently above 90% for
implementation and counting

* Met previous training standards

: Error Correction
AL rrors are corrected botw oen tings.
Cortects arors w hen student data indicats s s neoded
Cortecty imlemas Mathets ertor corecton
Correcty uses discrimnaton corectors
Provies extonsion cpportues

— Acceps ony targe response as answer

responses
Conducts delayed fests o tams previousy missed

Seiects appropriat terventon gien eror patern
arventon takes <3 min o delver
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[Namo: Date:

Observer:

Instruction Evaluation Form

Area 1: Organization
Yes / No_Instructional area is neat and clean
Ves / No_ Nooded materias are compote

Yes / No_ Nooded materls are easly accessblo
Yes / No_ Studentmaterals isibuted offcenty
Yes / No St withn reach of student

Yes / No_ Proides a clar cuo that session s staring
Ves / No_Tima unil s response <2 min.

Locates tudont goalbased on most curront data
Shows student ek goalvsualy & audtoriy

Sttes and shows avaiab reinforcers

Sttes contingent relatonsip betw e reaching goland remforcer
Sttes expectatn fo arming skl

Folows trough onrow ard dalvery

s atnton befors dalvarig st cve
Provides a ciear focus cue
Provides a cear respanss cus
Car atal proseniaton
Correctloaning channel
i responses during ntel stages of nstructon
Alow hinking ima whers approprite
Provides na acverint cusing
Speech s ythmc
Tona of voce varis

Ve

a Error ion
_ Alrors aro correctod bow aun imgs.
Corracts erors when student data indcate i is nascd
Crrocty inplomot Nathotcs errr coroction
orrocty uses dicriminaton corroctons
Provides extension opporuntes
Accepts only argo esponso as answor

responses
‘Conducts delayed tsts o fems previously missed
Focuses on element containing the error
Detects and addresses eror paterns

‘Selects approprats nerventn gien aror atiarn
ierventon takes < min o delvr

Frase ate >  per mite
5 aferent einforcers used dring observaton

Uses behavir spaclc praise

Reinforces approprat earing skis

Reinforcerent reatd o expectatons and student goals
Reinorcars deered witin 2 sec of sudentrespanse
Maitinspatl controlover pirary rforcers

Usss intarmtnt scheduis ofreforcerment w i possitle

Provides pre-coractons
rpnses no calings onstudentperformance
Data Collection/Analysis

__ Needed charts are present and set-up before Instruction begins
Records daa as nstructon progresses (i it}

Data are racorded accuraely

Data are raphed ater sach tmng

Brings students benavior n contactw h chart

lecs on easie tasks
Reinforces ratr

Area 7:_Behavior Managemen

gnores misbenavior

Contnues with task prosoriaton (v hon possie) i presence of
navior

‘Specties ateraterespanses.
rrect inplemenis behavir management sateges 3 diecied

M. Fabrizio
JFabrizio/Maors Consulting

M. Fabrizio A Moors 5. Pahl
JFabrizio/Maors Consulting




- ot [ o o o o
L3
Wb A B @ L) L}
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Mathatics Carrection Only
Sal 5 Words
Discrimination Carrection Only

* = cumulative number of Mathatics
BATOH CaMectons reduired per phase

X = cumulative nembar of discrimination
BTEH COMBCtons required per phase.
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18 new words
Watheties Certocsons
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Dt = Cumulative number of Mathotics
waToe Compciions requitnd pes manue
pes st of words
X % Curmulatis number of Discsimination
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| Fﬂﬁ?’iﬁiﬂ/ Moors Some Conclusions

Katie
— Mathetics error corrections more efficient than discrimination
corrections for oral reading errors
 Sight reader
Joshua
— Neither correction algorithm clearly more efficient than the other
for oral reading
— Discrimination corrections more efficient than Mathetics
corrections for dictation tasks
« Phonetic reader
 Order effects
General
— Analyzing instructional procedures enhances program efficiency
— Component skills MAY be important factors in selecting error
correction procedures

r
@M Fabrizio/Mooys  Threats (o nternal
validity

+ ABAB designs
— Order effects
— Carryover effects

» Readability differences across stories
— Joshua’s data

gl Fabrizio/Moors Future Research

Directions

Investigate relationship between student

component skills and error correction

effectiveness

— Does the strength of requisite component skills
predict that one correction algorithm is more/less
likely to be effective?

Extend the current work into other curricular

areas (e.g., language instruction)

Extend the current work to other students
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