UNIT 9 STUDY QUESTIONS
Group 1: Carr and Durand (1985) #3, 4 are required:

3 How did the authors justify that functional communicative response was the effective variable in reducing disruptive behavior in Experiment 2?

The authors put it clear that after the children were taught relevant communicative response their misbehaving was decreased. The functional communicative response also helped the children in making the correct responses improving the children’s behavior. 

4 How do the authors argue that simply providing assistance or praise without functional communication training is not sufficient when addressing disruptive behavior?

The authors claim that praise-seeking answers would not get rid of the stimuli that resulted in the children’s misbehavior and this problem would occur frequently.

Group 2: Kahng et al. (1997) #1 and 2 are required 

1 What is a DRA procedure and how is that related to FCT?

Differential-reinforcement of alternative-behavior are procedures used to minimize the occurrence of problematic behaviors by emphasizing a socially acceptable response.  FCT is a deviation in one of the processes involved in DRA procedures.
2 What is a DRO procedure and how is that related to FCT?

Differential reinforcement of other behaviors is a positive method that reduces an unwanted behavior. FCT enables the caregiver to effectively eliminate problem behaviors.
Group 3: Cipani and Schock #1, 2, 3, and 4 are required
1 How do the authors describe what a “replacement behavior” is and what is its importance in treating problem behavior?

A replacement behavior is an appropriate conduct that is chosen when dealing with problematic conduct aimed at minimizing the frequency of improper conducts. Treating problem behavior enables the client to strengthen their choices for more acceptable behaviors.
2 What are the steps to identifying replacement behaviors?

First is recognizing diagnostic class where problem belongs, secondly, recognizing the reinforcers emerging from manifestation of this problem behavior. Select an alternative proper conduct produces the same results as the problem conduct. Lastly, if the problem conduct has a various function, the identification of the functions of every antecedent context is done and the above process is done for each incitement control. 

3 Explain what the section on page 135 of the Cipani and Schock text entitled “disable one function, enable another” involves.

This section elaborates that in order for a replacement behavior to be fully functional it has to be enabled while the targeted problematic conduct has to become nonfunctional by deactivating the behavior.  

4 Explain why chain interruption (the procedure) is usually necessary for problem behaviors that involve direct access functions, Cipani and Schock address this in their text.

Chain interruption procedure disables a problem behavior before it can access reinforcement from its other functions. It ensures the replacement behavior access the sensory reinforcers whereas the problem behavior gets no access.
UNIT 10 STUDY Questions

Group 1: Lalli et al. (1999) #2, 3, 5, 9 are required

2 Describe the “Negative reinforcement of compliance without extinction” condition.
This is a state whereby obedience to instruction problem behavior results in break from a particular given task 
3 Describe the “Positive reinforcement of compliance with extinction” condition.

Positive reinforcement of compliance with exticntion term refers to the treatment of problem behavior maintained by negative reinforcement.
5 Describe the NCE condition.

Noncontingent Escape is a condition used to treat problem behavior which less likely to produce severe side effects.
9 How might the results have important clinical implications?

The results proved an arbitrator was successful in reduction of behavior problem when provided contingent on compliance. Also, functional analysis is significant before beginning treatment.
Group 2: Lindberg et al. (2003) #2, 5, 7 are required
2 What did the results yield in Experiment 1?

Reinforcement acquired by manipulating high preference objects competed with the results obtained via maneuvering of low preference objects.

5 Describe how the effects of satiation may interfere with application in applied settings. Exposure to fewer reinforcers reduced the rates object manipulation.
7 Interpret the results illustrated in Figure 8.  How would you describe the effects of NCR on SIB for these two subjects?

Figure 8 demonstrates SIB levels involving two subjects while noncontingent reinforcement was applied which was relatively low with greater object manipulation. Implementation of NCR in Julie’s case resulted in reduced SIB while in Laura’s case her SIB was low but raised severally. In both subjects, object manipulation was generally high.

Unit 11 Study Questions

Lerman et al. (1997) #1 and 4.1, 4.2, and 4.3 are required

1 Why might punishment be useful when reinforcers to problem behavior cannot be identified or when competing reinforcers cannot be found, as compared to reinforcement-based treatments?

Punishment can be helpful in overruling condition which upholds problem behavior when such reinforcers have not be identified.

4 Based on previous research, Lerman et al. (1997) expected that the FR 1 punishment schedule would be effective in reducing problem behavior for all participants however this was not true for Candace and Melissa. The authors discuss several variables which may have influenced the efficacy of intermittent punishment for them. Answer the following based on this premise:

1. Why might the use of a different schedule of punishment, such as VI instead of FI, have been more successful when attempting to thin the schedule?
Use of Variable Interval was effective because a high percentage of response would be accompanied by punishment if reaction rates remained low.
2. How might have the FI schedules been more effective if the treatment had been implemented across lengthier time periods?

FI schedules can be effective in lengthy treatment would result in an increased frequency of reaction with short IRTs.
3. Explain why the addition of an extinction procedure increased the efficacy of intermittent punishment or, at least, enhanced the thinning procedures.

Extinction procedures increased the ability of intermittent punishment by reducing problem behavior.

Vollmer (2002) #3, 4, 7 are required

4. In what ways does the author suggest behavior analyst unwittingly use punishment?

Practical components which include redirecting, physical guidance and response blocking are capable of functioning as punishment under various conditions
5. What are the four most commonly raised concerns regarding punishment listed?

The four concerns include the results of punishment such as short-termed, the exploitation of the potential of punishment threatens its application, punishment results in negative emotional effects. Lastly, there is no essential component in punishment that instills alternate replacement repertoires.

7.  Why is more research on punishment necessary?

The author says research on punishment should continue since unplanned social and nonsocial mediated punishment occurs often. Behavior analyst delivers socially arbitrated punishment occasionally.

Spradlin (2002) #1, 3 are required 
1.  What are the three possible ways in which a stimulus can reduce the rate of response as proposed by Skinner?

Skinner’s suggest that stimuli can lower response rate through causing incompatible responses with the punished reaction. Secondly, operant’s reaction incompatible with punished response results in escaping of punishment stimuli. Lastly, emotional responses that are unharmonious with response may arise.

3.  What does Spradlin suggest that research should question instead of focusing on the determination of what the most effective punishing procedures may be in the suppression of behavior?

The author propose that research should concentrate on the effects of punishment that will improve problem behavior treatment.

Unit 12 study questions

Corte et al. (1971) #1, 2, 5, 6 are required 

1.  Corte et al. (1971) provide fairly detailed operational definitions for SIB. Do you think it is necessary to provide highly detailed operational definitions for severe behaviors that are targeted for contingent punishment as compared to less severe behavior? Why or why not?
It is necessary to offer detailed explanations to provide approaches that can help remedy these behaviors without severely affecting the patient physically.
2.  In the Discussion, it was noted that research in punishment tends to result in zero to near-zero levels of subsequent targeted behavior, however, the “effects are highly specific and discriminated.” What does this mean? 
The subjects can make a judgment when powerful effects are made. The conditions in which the punishment is made during problem behavior treatment results in generalized consequence.
6. Did results actually demonstrate a functional relationship between punishment and level of SIB? Explain.
The result did exhibited a functional relationship between SIB degree and punishment level. Several exposures to the shock treatment resulted in a reduction of  SIB among the subject.
7. Why do you think the participants’ SIB was unresponsive to the differential reinforcement of non-SIB?
Participants of SIB were unresponsive during the initial application of non-SIB, however, after repeated application, they became responsive to the nation SIB procedures.
Corte et al. (1971) #1 is required (worth 5 pts)

1.  Describe the experimental conditions of the Corte et al. (1971) study by detailing the relationship between the treatment condition and the function of behavior:

· Elimination of social consequences
The subjects were placed in different rooms with no access to social motivation and the level of their SIB remained stagnant as no decrease in the behavior was observed.
· DRO
The treatment condition had little or no effect on the subject’s SIB when other behaviors apart from SIB were introduced.
· Multiple Schedule
During multiple schedules, low rates were observed when depreviation occurred and reinforcers were changed while higher rates occurred when no depreviation with food condition occurred.
· Punishment (Note: You need only describe the contingency relationship between the behavior and consequence, not specific procedures within each of the 5 punishment conditions)
When the shock punishment s applied to the subject, the response rates of the subjects with SIB reduced to near zero which was effective in reducing SIB.
Piazza et al. (2002) #1, 2, 5 are required

1.  How do the authors define response effort?

Response effort is the endeavor made to take part in automatically reinforced conduct or the attempt to associate with other behaviors.

2.  What was the purpose of the study?

The purpose of the study is to describe the relationship between response effort manipulation in treating problem behaviors while introducing an alternative behavior. Also, describe how low effort and high effort influence behaviors.

5.  Did levels of pica reduce when alternative items were present even without response effort manipulations?

Pica levels in the subjects significantly dropped to near zero level when substitute items were made available.

UNIT 14- STUDY QUESTIONS

All questions refer to the Lehrman et al. (2004) article #1, 2, 7, 8, 11 are required

1.  What are some motivational strategies that have been shown to increase compliance to task demands and to decrease escape-motivated behaviors?

These approaches include providing effective reinforcers to comply, offering chances to select tasks and reinforcers as well as combining familiarized tasks with new ones.

2.  Are standardized skill assessments or pre-established curriculum assessments useful for identifying specific goals to address skill deficits? Why or why not? 
The standard skill assessments are not helpful in recognizing specific goals as they do not produce information that is exact in recognizing the precise conducts to teach.

7.  Which conditions were the most effective for each participant and why weren’t the results consistent across all conditions for all participants?

Demonstration of preacademic skills and receptive language skill. The results obtained by each child from the conditions were not consistent since they responded differently to reinforcing stimuli.
8.  What do the results from each condition tell us about how one might structure assessment and strategies that target task compliance and escape-motivated behavior?

The results show that antecedent inherent in a duty is adequate in achieving mastery of the skills if incorporated with reinforcement procedures.

11.  How might parents and teachers use the findings from this study to match targeted skills to appropriate interventions and what are the advantages of doing so?

The findings from the study will help them determining directed skill to suitable interventions as well as the child’s performance and offer extra training to help the child to finish the tasks. It would assist them in combining prompt or reinforcement while teaching different skills.
