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Arkansas State University

Department of Psychology & Counseling

School Psychology Academic and Behavioral Study Scoring Rubric

1) Using the NCSP Case Study Case Study criteria with Needs Development = 1, Effective =2, and Very Effective = 3 the school psychology intern earns a minimum average score across sections 1-4 (i.e., items 1.1 – 4.6.) of 2.0.

Unsatisfactory

Acceptable

Superior

1 


2


3

Additional Comments:

2) Uses 12 point Times New Roman font the study does not exceed 10 typed pages with Section 1        Problem Identification, Section 2 Problem Analysis, Section 3 Intervention, and Section 4 Evaluation as subheadings. All personally identifying client and consultee information is removed.  

Unsatisfactory

Acceptable

Superior

1 

2


3

Additional Comments:

3) Includes completed and signed written informed consent forms for both assessment and intervention as Appendix A. Also, case is carried-out with required supervision.

Unsatisfactory

Acceptable

Superior

1


2


3

Additional Comments:

4) One study focuses on a valid academic referral problem and one case study focuses on a valid behavioral referral problem (circle current study).  

Unsatisfactory

Acceptable

Superior

1


2


3

Additional Comments:

5)   Target behavior or dependent variable is operationally defined.

Unsatisfactory

Acceptable

Superior

1


2


3

Additional Comments:

6)   Data is graphed using a Single Subject Case Design (i.e., a minimum of an A-B design) using a                      software graphing program such as Chart Dog or Excel. Phase A (baseline) consists of at least three stable data points. Means and standard deviations are reported for phase A (baseline), phase B (intervention) and any subsequent phases.

Unsatisfactory

Acceptable

Superior

1


2


3

Additional Comments:

7) Interobserver reliability data is collected at least once during phase A (baseline) and once during phase B (intervention) and once during any subsequent phases and reported as % agreement with a minimum level of agreement equal to 80%.  The appropriate formula is used to compute this value.

Unsatisfactory

Acceptable

Superior

1


2


3

Additional Comments:

8) Percent of nonoverlapping data (PND) is computed according to the specified formula and all calculations are shown and reported.

Unsatisfactory

Acceptable

Superior

1


2


3

Additional Comments:

9) Effect size is computed according to the specified formula and all calculations are shown and reported.

Unsatisfactory

Acceptable

Superior

1


2


3

Additional Comments:

10) All interventions are positive, determined to be acceptable to the consultee/s, based on the scientific literature (i.e., empirically-validated), and implemented through consultation. The literature used to develop the intervention is cited in a complete fashion. 

Unsatisfactory

Acceptable

Superior

1


2


3

Additional Comments:

11) A step-by-step treatment protocol and a separate treatment integrity form are both developed and used during the consultation process.

Unsatisfactory

Acceptable

Superior

1


2


3

Additional Comments:

12) Treatment integrity data is collected using the appropriate form in an effective manner at least once during phase B (intervention) and at least once during any other intervention phases and reported as % of overall integrity with a minimum level of overall integrity equal to 80% (Note: Component integrity may also be computed and  reported).  

Unsatisfactory

Acceptable

Superior

1


2


3

Additional Comments:

13) The Goal Attainment Scale (GAS) is completed by both the consultee and the consultant at the end of phase B (intervention) and at the end of any subsequent intervention phases where a different intervention was implemented. Both sets of data are reported.

Unsatisfactory

Acceptable

Superior

1


2


3

Additional Comments:

14) The Social Validity Rating Scale (SVRS) is completed by the consultee at the end of phase B (intervention) and at the end of any subsequent intervention phases where a different intervention was implemented. This data is reported.

Unsatisfactory

Acceptable

Superior

1


2


3

Additional Comments:

15) The study is approached and carried-out using problem-solving model and collaborative and behavioral consultation. The study is consistent with the scientist-practitioner model.

Unsatisfactory

Acceptable

Superior

1


2


3

Additional Comments:

Name of School Psychology Intern __________________________________________

Date_______________________________
Study 1 or 2 (circle one)

Total # of points earned on items # 1-15______/45

*Average score for items # 1-15_______

*Minimum Scores for Acceptable Performance on the Study are 2 for item #1 with a minimum average score for items #1-15 equal to 2. 

School Psychology Interns who score below the above minimum criteria will be required to rework the study, address the noted concerns, and resubmit the study for re-evaluation.
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