BIMAS Login
http://bimas.mhs.com/

Log In

BIMAS-2 Components, Roles,
and Functions.

A. Creating the BIMAS-2 data base

— Universal Assessment or Individual
Student PM?

— School data vs Individual student Data
* Manual entry vs Import Wizard

B. Conducting universal assessments.

C. Creating an individual student and
small group progress Monitoring plan

D. Generating Reports




A. Creating the BIMAS-2 data base

—Universal Assessment or
Individual Student PM?

—School data vs Individual
student Data

*Manual entry
*Import Wizard
* Export Wizard

Progress Monitoring with the
BIMAS-2

Building small group and
Individual student progress
monitoring plans




Creating an Intervention (i-
Groups) and i-Plans

' PROGRESS MONITORING
BIMAS

Schools i-GROUPS
Students -Group Name r‘;‘;‘:‘;x Caso Manager i-Teachor
District Users Jr. High Depression 5 Adams, Jane Agams, Jane
School Users 12 Milier, Johm Rogers, Chris
Universal Assessment Jone; Mictua Wikams. dosctce
- i-Plan Nameo
Number | The person The person who delivers the
indicates || responsible intervention. Could be anyone
if it is an for the from the School system or an
individu logistics of outside agency. If an outside
al plan the PM agency, consider who will be the
(1)ora process. most appropriate person to
Group serve as the Case Manager
>1)
a
:\-I:Man?lf):e?sf Casq Manager i-Teacher
5 Adams, Jane Adams, Jane
12 Miller, John Rogers, Chris

2 Jones, Michael Williams, Jessica




Creating a new intervention plan

(/4

-

+Ptan Name

Give your
intervention plans as
detailed of a name
as possible

B!mz MONITORING » CREATE AN INTERVENTION GADUR -GAGUP;
Nama ol intarvarsian Grien §-Groepi: *

Manioring Fraguancy

Monforeg Duestion: St

........

Giving a proper
name with details
will help identify if
this is an individual

or group

Intervention plan

that can be
replicated/used in
the future




BIMAS, A case manager and
. " the Interventionist (i-
Teacher) are clearly

- identified. The role can
L : be share by one
“““““““ s g person.

D ome mare parmnte 1o periorm acmssmentaT

-|f the BIMAS Standard

P Form is selected, the
—_ ) Teacher normative data
i ’ is used when scoring
e the i-Teacher ratings.
s s s e s o v I
BIMAG, rresmess rowrone o e e Assigning ONE or
MORE students for
Progress Monitoring
------ S g~ into an i-PLAN
[ ]
—_ . All students in the
i ) BIMAS-2 are
i assigned a Tier 1

R level of Service.




The members of the intervention plan are
added here.

i-MEMBERS
Student: Walters, Madison - 123456, Frankiin Elementary, Grade 6 Q
Rater: Smith, Andrea - District Stafl Q
Rater: Flogers, Ashlay - Franklin Elemontary Q
Add Another Rater »

Student: Famos, Alax - 321654, Franklin Elementary, Grade & Q
Rater: Smith, Andrea - District Staff

Rater: Andrews, Matt - Franklin Elemantary

Add Ancther Rater »

* Be sure to update each student's record with the appropriate Tier Services.

Save |-Group

FMEMBERS

Student:
Rater:

Rater:

Student:

Rater:

* Be sure to update asch student’s record with the appropriste Tier Sarvices.

Waers, Mackson - 123656, Frankin Elementary, Grade § q x
Seith, Ancirea - Duatrct Sta 1 X
Flogers, Ashiey - Frarkin Blemactary ax

Add Anciher Rater «

Add Anather Rater »

«If this is a plan for an
individual student,
add the info and click
save the i-Group.

«If this is a plan for a
small group , click
the Add i-Member
and select the next
student.




-MEMBERS

Student:
Rater

Rater:

.......

The raters are
identified for each
MEMBER of the I-

PLAN

*This includes the i-
Teacher and anyone
else we identify to
provide feedback on a
student’s
behavior/Progress
Monitoring Plan

If a BIMAS Flex optlon is desired

BIMAS,  rroaness vonToRNG » cnae s mrmvornos

1.All BIMAS Standard
form items are shown.

2.School Team decides
which behaviors will be
included for progress
Monitoring in the i-Plan

3. Additional Flex ltems
are available for each
BIMAS Standard Form
item written either in a
positive or negative style .




If a BIMAS Flex optlon is desired

Blms2 PROGRESS MOMITORING » GRATE % mTIRVINTION PLAK

1.Additional Flex ltems
are available for each
BIMAS Standard Form
item written either in a
positive or negative
style.

2. Create a Custom Item

nce a

item is
selected it
P : becomes a
ressMonlornd @ weswewems -« candidate for

My Account | L

M’ > PROGRESS MONITORING » CREATE AN INTERVENTION PLAN
- fropeem

Schools

Students

Dintrict Uners

School Usors

I-FASSESSMENT ITEM

fought with othera (verbally, physically, or botl

Self-A t: fought with others (verbally. physically, or bath)
BIMAS Scale: Behavioral Concermn =

Set Scoring Criteria:
(st thes raurrber of i

 Beshevior cocurs for sach raling., and kevel of concorn)

Never { o timas) Mo Cancemn 1=
Rarely ( 1-2 times) Il Concer n 1=
Sometimes ( 3.4 times) il Concem =
Often { 6-6 times) Concam 1=
Very Oftan {7 or more times) Cancern =




I-ASSESSMENT ITEM

Teacher/Cliniclan/Parent Statement: fought with others (verbally, physically, or both).

Student Self-A

it:  fought with others (verbally, physically, or both). Team

BIMAS Scale: Behavioral Concemn d eCI d eS

Set Scoring Criteria: On

(sl the number of imes & behavior occurs for each raling, and level of conearn)

Never { o times) No Concem |4 SCOI’Ing
2l

Rarely ( 1-2 times) Mild Concern _:_] Cnter'a

Sometimes ( 3-4 times) Mild Concarn |5

Often ( 5-6 times) Concem i!

Very Often ( 7 or more times) Cancern ﬂ

Preview your i-Plan
MZ PROGRESS MONITORING » BULLYING I-PLAN

i-ASSESSMENT ITEMS

Schools -
1. fought with others (verbally, physically, or both)
Students 2. was aggressive (threatened or bullied others).

District Users 3. CUSTOM: calied ancther student a name

Sehool Users 4. CUSTOM: taunted a student via social media.

Universal Assessment

roaress Monitoring
Progress Monitoring

My Account | Log Out




A teacher receives a notification to Rate a
student(s) behavior in an PM i-Plan

BRAGG, oo *Each item is presented
along with the rating
scheme and a section for
qualitative data

— _ *Teacher s are still given
o S — multiple options when
[ completing the form.

Checking the Progress of an i-Plan

BIMAS, !‘ff.'!”."..”":":‘-’.‘:“!'?‘.? 1. An intervention plan (|_p|an
is selected )

,,,,, 2. Upon selection the I-
YLl MEMBER(S) is showing along
v v’ with the PM history of
““““ Assessments provided by the
w==m m==m yarious raters separately for

each student/member.




Generating BIMAS reports across the MTSS
levels

Generate reports to monitor the progress of individual
students or groups.

Quick Links:

View:
= District Reports
 School Reports
» Grade Reports
« Class/Group Reports
» Individual Student Reports

Web-based Reports

Features:

» Reports accessible only to users
according to their access level

» Graphs are generated on the screen
and can easily be regenerated with
different variables in real-time

» Graphs can be copied easily into any
user documentation

» Scale & item-level norms available




BIMAS and MTSS Tier | reports

* ALL STUDENTS ASSESSMENT
REPORTS

—By subgroups (classrooms, programs, etc.)

* PROGRESS REPORTS
— Universal assessments — UA1, UA2, U3)

« COMPARATIVE REPORTS

—i.e across raters

- DEMOGRAPHIC REPORTS

MTSS and BIMAS data

® Every shudent
recelves Universal

=

supports
®  Few students also
receive lntensive
supports

+12



BIMAS and MTSS Tier | reports

Universal Level-
Data based decision making

1. ldentify General Areas of Concern

2. Identify Specific Populations in Need of
Intervention.
3. Develop Intervention & Monitoring Plan.

4. Monitor Group Progress

Risk Level Pyramids across All Scales
BIMAS-Teacher Standard™

Springfield District School Board

2010-2011
i Universal Assessment: 1
Genef@ N
\def\ Schools Selected: Hn:g\n M:gﬂé? Scnotm
- Maclonal emental
SXBP = ‘. Goﬂcem Rouge Elementary i
Afea o sChoO‘l Grades Selected: K. 1,23 45678910, 11,12
ne DistricY
Total For District
19 Students
Behavioral Concern Scales Adaptive Scales
Percent of Students Percent of Students
21 I—n= ‘ 6% .
R % 7%
6% 7% o
—58% e
—e% =3
—53% —53%
[ SR RN
Levels Of Risk Conduct Negative Affect Cognifive/ if Social Academic Functioning

4(21%) 2(11%) 3(16 %) 6(32%) 7 (37 %)

Some Risk 5 (26 %) 7 (37 %) 4(21%) 11 (58 %) 10 (53 %)

Low Risk 10 (53 %) 10 (53 %) 12 (83 %) 2(11 %) 2(11%)




MrcTrna Ciemetary

tep V- n
) o o ctscnoot
ine

*Risk Level Pyramids Report
generated at:

*District Level—breaks down by School;

*School Level—breaks down by Grade;

*Grade Level—breaks down by Class;

*Class Level—presents one single Class

Comparison of Average Scores

Universal Assessment:

ade:
Service Code Selected:

BIMAS-Teacher Standard

Springfield School District
Lincoln Middle School
2010-2011

1

58738
Unspecified, General Ed Tt | Soecial Ed

Conduct

Step 1:
- ldeng
A Y G
et Coan o
naSchooy

Average T-score

Service Cods Selected: Unspecified General Ed Title |, Special £d

Universal Assessment 1

Grade

Average T-score Average Level of Risk
5 65 Some Risk
8 B4 ‘Some Risk
7 58 Low Risk
8 82 Some Risk
Overall Average 62.25 ‘Some Rigk




Risk Level by Service Code

BIMAS-Parent Standard™

Springfield District School Board

Lincoln Middle School
2009-2010

Universal Assessment:1

Grades Selected:

K. 1,2,3,4,56,7,8910,11,12

DISPLAY TABLE BY NUMBER OF STUDENTS |

interventiont
Conduct
100 %
80%
a
H
g 60 % —
@
-
]
E
g 40% BN High Risk
5
a
20%
0% — - y
Unspecified General Ed Title | Special Ed
Service Code
(@ Show High Risk Only .
) 8how High & Some Risk Only i
_ Show All Levels of Risk E
Conduct
100 % <
0%
» -
) cific
£ woud . \denﬁf‘g' Spe
a 1ep 2- d of
5 k‘? step tions 0 Nee
a .
40% Popu T' remﬁf\
E inte
0%
0%
Unspecihed  General B4 Title ! Specaal B4
Service Code
Show High Risk Only .
Show High & Sorne Risk Only H
) Show All Livels of Risk E
Low Some
Risk Fask
<50 | 5054 | 5559 | Tolol | 60.64 | B5.68 Tolal
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% LL] 0% 0% 0% 0%
4% | W 7w | 4% 6% TR 3% 2% ™ a% 1%
0% ww | TE% % 4% 6% 0% 5% 1% | 8%
e a% Te% 5% 1 6% % 4% nw | 1E%




FUSK LEVE! DY JEIVICE Looe

BIHAS—Pnrl’nI Standard™ —

Springfield District School Board
Linceln Middle Scheel =

2008-2010 !
Universal Assasament f Oh-
Grades Selech K 1.2 3485687 89101112 ¢ puDW;
..... , f Wh
~ BIMAS - Microsoft Internet Explorer provided by MH3
—h — s coen, 1
Fily Edit View Favorites  Took  Holp x @snage M ( represen!'
G Favorites | g @ - g =
Bemuas
£ Student List by Risk Level
E BIMAS-Parent Standard™
; Springfield District 5chool Board
L] Linesin Middis Schoal
E 2008-2010
§ Universal Assessment: 1
o Grade: K123456729101117
Homercom Class: Al
Fiered by: ??:’:f Code r
Udent L
ist
(Fij by R
Chek on o Standard inciusl m\feﬂ .by the Ca LE?@;
¥ou gljey Intg gony
Conduct Scale
Show High Risk Only Universal Assesamont 1
Show High & Some Risk | (e e ey
Abrgeg, Tenghy .
# Show A1 Levets of Risk B Q
B, Shegy - A
|Bestn, Sota - |

Easily Identify
Populations of

Students in Need-

grouping by risk level

=
*Direct Links
to Student’s
Individual

Report

2 uiziu sik|alniale




Step 3 — Collect Additional Information

* Validate & contextualize
District/School/Grade/Class-level
BIMAS data with other sources of data:

o state test performance

o standardized testing -

o attendance 0\
a office referrals == i &
a demographic data =

Boston Public Schools - CBHM

Tier 1 Essential Components

for behavior
INSTRUCTION ASSESSMENT DATA BASED
DECISION MAKING
PBIS is a framework for teaching Universal Screening is Problem Solving Processes help
students about behavioral completed for all students to help school teams use screening and
expectations throughout the schools understand student progress monitoring data to make
school building strengths and needs. decisions about core instructional
programming
SEL Curricula are instructional
programs that teach students Boston Public Schools use the School teams should use a
how to manage emotions, following universal screening variety of data sources for
maintain positive relationships, tools for behavior: problem solving. For example:
and make responsible decisions.
Grades K2-12: BIMAS Universal Screening Data
R Attendance Data
Grades KO & K1: BESS School Climate Data
Discipline Data
‘Want to know more?
www.pbis.org

www.casel.org




Problem Solving
Process at Tier |
!

Step 4 — Develop Intervention & Monitoring Plan

 Research-based interventions reviewed &
selected

» Plans should include:
a) clearly identified intervention targets;

b) baseline data to which subsequent data
may be compared;

c) an analysis of the scope of the problem
and conditions that influence the

intervention target(s)

+18



Step 4— (cont’d)
Develop Intervention & Monitoring Plan

Plans should include:

d) specific intervention components
selected based on that analysis;

e) clear goals;

f) clearly identified and valid
techniques for monitoring progress;

g) a timetable for evaluation

BIMAS-2: CONDUCT AREA

Tier 1
BIMAS-Universal Screening: Low Risk
Grade | Instructional | BIMAS Screening/ | Suggested Cursicnlums/ Suggested Websites/
Level | Format ITEMS Progress Interventions Additional Interventions
Monitoring
K8 All Students Second Step www.cfchildren.org/secondstep.asps
K5 All Students Open Circle www.open-cicle.org/
EC-12 | All Students PBIS/Behavior Matrix www.pbis.org
K5 All Students Responsive Classroom hﬁps:/ / 'mmv.xespumiveclassmomo[g/
EC-12 | All Students Trauma Sensitive Schools WWW. nmssad\'occtes.mg,”mde;-baak php
EC-12 | All Students Aggression Reduction www.pbis.com
EC-12 | All Students Playmakers htp://wwwlifeisgood.com/ playmakers/
EC-12 | All Students Social Skills Improvement System | http://www.pearsonassessments.
com/pai/ ca/RelatedInfo/SSISOverviewhtm
EC-12 | All Students PBIS Ant-Bullying hitp: / /\\mv‘plns.mg/srhoul/ bully_prevention.aspx




BIMAS-2: CONDUCT AREA

Giade | Iistmctional BIMAS e Snggested Cummicnlngms )/ Suggested Websites/
Level | Format ITEMS g Tnterventions Additional Tnterventions
| K12 Check-In/Check-Out www. phisworld com tier-2/ check-in-check-oat-cico,

K12 | Smell groups of BIMAS ] Teaching Problem Solving to

students progress Students with Learing and
monitoring | Behavioral Problems
K12 | Smell proups of BIMAS Other Tier 2 interventions www.phisworld.com
students progess
monitoring
K3 | Smell groups of BIMAS PoverPlay
students progiess
monitoring

BIMAS-2: CONDUCT AREA

v High Risk

agested Custiceh
Interventions

grested Websites
Additional Interventions

Tnstrsetianal
Foumar

om/ ties- 3/ tesch-selaxation.

K12 Individual 1al Behavior Coun

o/ ties -3/ rewasd

K12 | Tndividual Behavior Counseling ties
K12 | Tadividual 1al Behavior Co hitp
[E I bnal Behavior Coun g
hrtp
T Tl T Troivitwal Be T (T
winr
in
=% e ey T
T
17 | T Tt 1 G
T Tl YT, ‘
RIDE. WALK AWAY FROM PEER 11
£ Dicipline /BPS Supe "
[} [ | Tndiviaval Ll 0




BIMAS and MTSS Tier | reports
RECONVENE TEAM....and

Examine more data...

e PROGRESS REPORTS

— Universal assessments —
UA1, UA2, U3)

e COMPARATIVE REPORTS
— i.e across raters

e DEMOGRAPHIC REPORTS
— Race, gender

MTSS runs its cycle...

Comparison of Average Score Progress
ard™

. itor Group :‘
Step S‘Ph:g;ess Conduct
across the District

*Two Universal

Assessments % ! . s

(UA1 and UA2) ' -

) What do We Lincoin Midde School u.,:w;:I:’ mmmmmmmmmmmm

make from this s

data? B
— — ——
Darat average s Lowa wn | wewm




Step 5: Monitor Group
Progress
in a School/Grade

Student List by Risk Level
BIMAS-Teacher Standard™
Springfield District Scheel Board
MacDenald Elementary
2010-2011
Universal Assessment:  1-2
Grade: 4

Homeroom Class: Al
Filtered by:  Mone

Click on student name to view the students BIMAS Standard Individual Significant Change over Time Report for the selected
Universal Assessments

Conduct Scale

Prog Monitor = Progress Monitorin MN/A = No Score Available - =Ves o= No
ua1 UA2
In Prog In Prog
Student Hame Tscore | goot08 | Tscore | gnired
Klum, Heidi = 2 | =

‘Some Risk Group (60 < T-score < §9) in Universal Assessment 1

ua1 UA2
In Prog In Prog
Student Hame T-score | 09 | Tscore | 4nlTOd
Deppe. Johnny 63 - 55 -
Lola, Jojo 89 = <& =
Tavlor, Dudlex 63 - &1 -

Low Risk Group (7-score <60} in Universal Assessment 1

ua1 UA 2
Student Hame T-score | IMPOS | rscore | gnProg
Black Julie 7 = 57 =
Fernangez. Jose ST - 53 -
Fong, Gary 3 = B =
Platt, Ken 57 B 55 B
Pratt Beverly 55 s 51 )
Sakamoto, Catherine 7 - 53 -

@) Sort by Student LastName () Sort by Student First Name.

Student Name

Classroom/Intervention Group Student List Progress by Scale

BIMAS-Teacher Standard™

Springfield District School Board
MacDonald Elementary
2010-2011

Grade: 4 Step 5' Mﬁnﬂor

Homeroom Class: 44
Universal Assessments: 1,2

Groy
_ Progresg P

Conduct Scale

Higher T-scores indicate MORE concerns.

Hlack lule 3 5
Deppe. Johnny 63 55 | [ ] %
f =7 =
K e | @ | od
[ o Jom L) £l
Platt, Ken 57 55
Pratt,_Beverly '& 55 51
Sakamoto, Catherine 57 53
Tavlor, Dudley 63 81
1
10 % 0%
3 2
Total In Some Risk
30 % 20 %
3 3
Total In Low Risk
60 % 80 %




MTSS and BIMAS data

Tiers2 & 3
(Targeted & Intensive Levels)

®  Every student
racalvns Unlvarsal

supporis
" Same stadents alsa
recelve

supporis

" Few students alse
receive hrfensive
supports

Who are the students in Tier II?

* Membership
— Individual students
— Small group of students

» Targeted Interventions \

* Progress Monitoring
— BIMAS standard form
— BIMAS Flex items

23



BIMAS Report Types within an

MTSS framework

Tier2 &3
Targeted/Intensive Levels

Identify General Areas of Concern
Examine Iltem-Level Responses

Develop Intervention & Monitoring
Plan

Monitor Response of Intervention

*Need to know
more details
about a student?
Just click on their
name

SIS i BIMAS




Individual Evaluation
Steps 1 & 2

 Identify General Areas of Concern.
 Examine Item-Level Responses

Standard Individual Assessment Report
BIMAS-Teacher Standard™

Springfield District School Board
Lincoln Middle School
Student:  John L Oakes
Grade: 6
Homeroom Class: ~ English 1200
Rater:  T.Mr. Steve Murray
Date of Assessment:  12/9/2010

B i Concern Sfep ? EXam
igher scores indicate MORE concerns. ff}e

Negative Affect

Cogpnitive/Attention

Low Risk Some Risk High Risk
Level of Risk

The following table summarizes the results of the teacher's assessment of John L Oakes on the Behavioral Concern Scales. Please refer to the B/MAS Technical Manual for more
information on the interpretation of these results.

Scale T-score Percentile 90% C1 Scale Descriptor
Conduct 58 92 54-62 Low Risk
Negative Affect 78 a9 72-84

Cognitive/Attention 59 82 54-64 Low Risk

Note €1 = Confidence Interval




S  |f student is on
tep 2 Examine BiM an |EP check to
tem-. AS Stanga i
Vel Responseg O see if concerned
Behavioral Concern Scaiss.-. behavior is part

The following section provides the item-level analyses 10l eaciw Concern Scales. ltems identified as
considered when designing and monitoring individual intervention prografris: Of plan

Item Score:

0= Never (0 times or not observed)
1=Rarely (Observed 1-2times or to a minimum extent)
2= Sometimes (Observed 3 - 4 times or to a moderate extent)

3= Often (Observed 5 - 6 times orto a significant extent)
4 =Very Often (Observed 7 or more times orto an extreme extent)

/
/
Hights Sesron s WORE copeams /
Conduct |
T-score Percentile 90% CI Scale Descriptor \
58 ‘ 54-62 ‘ Low Risk \
Item Item Score Item Desci T
21 | losttemper 2
2 | anary 1 Mild Concern
13 | fought (verbally/physically/both) 1 Mild Concern
9 | risky behavior(s) 0 Mo Concern
17 | liedicheated 0 Mo Concern
25 | physicaliverbal aggressiveness 0 Mo Concern
29 | alcohol and/or drug use 0 Mo Concern
31 | referred to disciplinary authority 0 Mo Concern
32 |tobacco use 0 Mo Concern
Negative Affect
e | |
78 99 T2-84
Item 'em Score Item Descriptor
12 | sadiwithdrawn 4
24 | thoughts of hurting self 3
8 | depressed 2
= P FiterSeree
27 | emotional/easily upset 2 Mild Concern
20 | anxiousiworriedinervous 1 Mo Cancern
16 | embarrassed/ashamed ] MNo Goncern
Cognitive/Attention
T-score Percentile ‘ 90% CI ‘ Scale Descriptor
g4 82 54-64 Low Risk
Item Item Score | Item Descriptor
10 | problems staying on task 3
22 | organization & planning problems 2 Wild Concern
28 | fidgeted 2 Mild Concern
3 |trouble paying attention 1 No Concern
18 | trouble remembering 1 No Concern
6 |impulsive ] No Concern
14 | acted without thinking 0 Mo Concern

Note: Cl = Confidenoe Intervsl




Adaptive Scales: Item Scores by Scale

The following section provides the item-level analyses for each of the Adaptive Scales. ltems identified as Concern/Some Concern should be further explored and considered when
designing and monitoring individual intervention programs. In addition, an examination of items identified as Positive may also aid in intervention program design.

Item Score:

0 = Never (0 times or not observed)

arely (Observed 1- 2 times or to @ minimum extent)
ometimes (Observed 3 - 4 times or to a moderate extent)

3 =0ften (Observed 5 - 6 times or to a significant extent)

4 = Very Often (Observed 7 or more times or to an extreme extent)

Adaptive Scales
te LESS

T-score Percentile ‘ 90% CI ‘ Scale Descriptor
42 21 36-48 Typical
Item Item Score Item Descriptor

15 | comfortable with social interactions 2

1 shared thoughts 2 Mild Concern
11 | maintained friendships 3 Fair

19 | friendly 3 Fair

23 | worked out problems with others 3 Fair

7 communicated clearly 4 Fair

Academic Functioning

T-score Percentile 90 CI
23 1 17429
It

I
I 33 | prepared for classes

26 | failing grades(R)

0| worked up to scademic potential
I 34 | absentfrom school(R)

4 | followed directions Wild Concern

Note:[R] = Reverse-scored Item. CI = Confidence Interval

Individual Evaluation
Step 3

COLLECT ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
AND COMPARE RESULTS ACROSS
RATERS




Standard Individual Rater C ative Report

Springfield District School Board
Lincoln Middle Scheel

Student:  John L Oakes
Grade: 6
Homeroom Class: English 1200

Rater Teacher 1 Parent 1 Self
Rater Name Mr. Steve Murray Peaggy Oakes John Qakes
| pate of I 120912010 | 121012010 | 12102010 |
C T pari across Raters

Higher scores indicate MORE concerns

Step 3

,ehavioral oncern >cales B O

Behavioral Concern Scal A Crossmpa;: Resujts
Raters-

High

Level of Risk
Some

Low

m P18 T P1 s
Conduct Negative Affect CognitivefAttention
Scale

Determine which pairs of raters’
scale scores are statistically
different from one another

The fall peing Libke o ot anfidence Inters, and
(90% level . adjusied for

i pair of ralings is nat nobed in the i i

" raters did not reach statistical significance.

4 for Bach -
multiple comparisons |, differences In
Betaen Raters” colurmn, th

s between pairs of raters. If
aMrmnc: batwesn hose beo

Mote: Ci = Confidence Interval P = Parent T = Teacher. and S = Sell.

Click on any of the Ralers in the table balow to view ing BIMAS Standags dividual Assessment Report by the rater.

) 51 43 [T1=P18,
5482 | 4858 ma P15
22 5 FE
| LowRisk | LowRisk | LowRisk
| = 75 68 |T1-5
g 784 | 6i-43 6214
oo n @@ ) % |
Lavel of Risk “Some Risk
Tacon ] &8 58 |
80% C1. 5464 57-64 5165
§ Percentie 52 79 80 |
2 Leval of Risk | Low Risk | Low Risk | Low Risk




ptive Scales: i across Raters
Higher scores indicate LESS concerns

Adaptive Scales

Strength

Level of Functioning
Typical

Concern

T P1 S m P1 S

Social Academic Functioning
Scale

The following table displays T-scores, Confidence Intervals, and Percentiles for each Adaptive Scale, as well as any statistically
significant (90% level of significance, adjusted for multiple comparisons ), differences in T-scores between pairs of raters. Ifa pair of
ratings is not nated in the “Statistically Significant Differences Between Raters® column, then the difference between those two raters
did not reach statistical significance.

Note: Cl = Confidence Interval, P = Parent, T = Teacher, and S = Self.

Click on any of the Raters in the table below to view the corresponding BIMAS Standard Individual Assessment Report by the rater.

Statistically Significant Differences Between Raters

42
36-48

21 4
23 28 34 s5=T1;

17-29 18-38
Academic Functioning 2

Social

Compare ltem-Responses Across Raters

Rater's ltem Raw Score

Item No. Item Stem P1
Negative Affect
5 sleepyftired o2 o3
Mild Concern Mild Concern
a depressed
) 2
12 sadiwithdrawn Wild Concern
16 embarrassed/ashamed 0 1 2
Mo Concern Mo Concern Mild Concern
- - 1 1 1
20 anxiousfworried/nervous Mo Concern Mo Concern Mo Concern
24 thoughts of hurting self
) ) 2 2
27 emotional/easily upset Wild Concern Wild Concern

Scale Score
Scale Descriptor

68
Some Risk




Adaptive Scales:

ighar T2018s indizats LEGS eameems

o analpss fof o . e identlied Concam By any exploted and
considerud whan d . ackilion,. an exarmingtban of hermis idenbied &8 Paafive may alss id [
- concem
[ - s concem
-

B - Fosive

Attn: scales rated ot
High Risk! Concern levels
by all raters

shared thoughts

7 exmmunicsas any

1" musintained fendshipy

" cominnabie with £ocial intiracions

1% fiendiy
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Individual Evaluation
Step 4 -
Develop Intervention & Monitoring Plan

What are some of your Interventions/suggestions
for John?




Individual Evaluation
Step 4 — Develop Intervention & Monitoring Plan

Decisions from IEP Meeting—
Intervention Plan for John Oakes:

 Daily academic intervention services

» School psychologist’s weekly support
group—address negative affect issues

» Enlisted as peer tutor to read books to
younger students 2x/week

Individual Evaluation
Step 4 — Develop Intervention & Monitoring Plan

How to Monitor Progress:

* Weekly BIMAS Flex assessment

* 5 Flex items selected based on 5 Standard
items rated as Concern

* Determine Target Score & Date Achieved
By for each Flex item

« BIMAS Standard follow-up in 10 weeks
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Individual Evaluation

Step 5 -
Progress Monitor John’s behavior..

Generate an individual report showing
the data related to behaviors monitored

o BIMAS-Teac :&:"
Springfieid District School Board
Lincoln Middle School
Student  John L Oakes
nun-eun?lng é.-mv- 1200

T Ui Steve Murray
Date of Flex Entry 12172010 Bwough 21

70,
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4 = Vory Often (OBSened 7 0Of Mofe BMes of 10 3n EXeMs exlent

7=

MiA = Berm was not avadiable on Flex forms on the selected date(s) of Flex entry

Mem Descriptor Legend:

A) Behavioral Concern Scales

The following table provides the progress on Flex items for the Specified dates of entries on selected Behavioral Concern Scale(s).

Negative Affect Scale

Standard Form Anchor ltem:
8. appeared depressed
Flex tern:
had a negative seifimage (-)
Date 1231 | o107 | 0114 | o121 | oie | 0204 | 0211
Item Score 2 == I 1 | 1 | a | 1 | 0
Flex item:
took part in group activities (+)
1217 | 1224 [ 1231 | owo7 | 0114 | o121 | owzs | o204 | 0211
A) Bshaviorn I = | = | = | = | a3 | & | a | =
e foliowing tast | Standard Form Anchior Item:
24. f hurting hi
Flex tern:
Standard Form A
= g | EXDTESSEd thougnts of self-harm ()
P 1231 | 0107 | 014 | o121 | owzs | o204 | 0211
1 | 1 [ 1 I 0 | o | 0 | 0
had & negative s




A) Behavioral Concern Scales

Standard Form Anchor Item:
8. appeared depressed

The following table provides the progress on Flex items for the specified dates of entries on selected Behavioral Concern Scale(s).

Negative Affect Scale

Flex item:

had a negative self-image (-)

[ owor [ otma | o

[ oz [ ozoa [ o2m

IEE 1217 12124 12031
2

2 |

K

[ o T 1+ [ o

Comments

+ 12/17110: John does not seems to focus mare og

12/24110: He seemed very concemned about othg

12/3110: NIA

01/07111: He is making goed progress. =

0171411 NIA

01/21111: NIA

01/28/11: He seems to exuberate confidence tf|
A

02/04/11: NI
02111 /A

Flex ltem

Scoring Criteria
custom tailored

for John

(determined by
the RTI Team)

‘er can enter comments as he/she
ter ratings for each Flex item and
mments will appear in the report.

Goal Line to
determine if
intervention is on
target

1217 1224 [ 1231 [ odr 01114
3 | 3 | s

Comments:
MiA

2
3
w
§ A
B 4 o 0204
1
B \l‘rl/\qn
Date of Flex Entry
[ NoConcern [ Mild Concern [EEH Concern  —+— ltem Score
Standard Form Anchor Item:
34, was absent from school(R)
Flex Itern:
attended classes (+)
0121 0128 02104 0211

Flex tem:

attended classes (+)

Item Score

Date of Flex Entry

I Concern [ Fair [ Positive —— ltem Score




Standard Significant Change over Time
BIMAS-Teacher Standard™

— i Springfield District Scheol Board
Lincoln Middle School

Student:  John L Qakes
rade: &
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Additional help and resources

If your school district would like additional help
with the design, implementation and
evaluation of Multi Tier Systems of Supports
(MTSS), our team will be glad to assist you in
the process.

| can be reached at 970-405-6694
and/or
abardos@comcast.net
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