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Autism is characterized

1. Impairments in langu
and social interactio

2. Excessive repetitive ber



{ But what is the most difficult issue for
parents and teachers of m tchlldre yand
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With Autism, therée is a hlghe
likelihood of p!r _ behaV|

Meltdowns <

Aggress"i

Selfinjury | BE L
(Baghdadl; Pascal Grisi & Aussilloux 2003; Horﬁer et aI 2002 \m g&w <
5389? al., 2000; Murphy, Healy, & Leader, 2009; Thompson, : ;;1::?::";:




children diagnosed with
ibit Seme form of problem
AR behavior such as:




/I can never eat cﬂt
with my family
because of my

a2y Qa Gl |y dNXzY a
restaurants

~ltis hard to see )
grandma and grandp
because they could

/Almost every day | hav
to leave work early to

pick up my son from
school because his

e

pcaregiver Tes aggression is too sever

A to manage

A

¥\really get hurt )



Fine tuning over the pa
lead to a highly effective
treatment process:

1) Functional analysis
2) Functiorbased tree
3) Reinforcel ne
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Standardization of a
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Functional Analysis Model :

A Multiple test conditions Attention, 0 -0 UH
escape, alone, tangible ©

A Uniform test conditions same i i R
procedures for all participants E

A Isolated test conditionsreinforcers e ——

evaluated independently
A Play control One control for all test

Three

conditions including unrelated
leisure items
A Only dangerous behavioMinimal
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response class excluding precursors
or nondangerous behavior
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ents (63%) indicated that they “never” or “almost hetakes too mu
never’ used functional analyses ' resourcesi|eo

Oliver, Pratt, & Normand (2015)

the

an raajorgyfoftresep%ndents reported using descrip-

nNéSeemed unslaf e \
. . .. tive assessment more often than functional
l nconcl usilveéo .
analvsis

Roscoe et al. (2015)




Obstacles:

#1: Take too much time
#2. Too complex
#3: Too risky for client or analyst
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Practical Functional Assessment Process

Indirect Assessment
interviews

Descriptive Assessment
observations

Functional Analysis
observations with manipulation




This Is your girlfriend >




Your girlfriend likes
to get ice cream
from this ice cream

truck and you want
to know why




AWhat do you start with?
Alndirect assessment
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ANext step?
APossibly direct assessment



