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evaluation and theory construction of evidence based school social work model
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This study conduct a continuous evaluation of the effective school

social work model and constructed school social work (SSW) theory including the institutional model.
Each block of social workers distributed by regions carried out “ Effective School Social Work
Program” . The committee proceeding program did data collection, analysis and discussion meeting.
The randomed control trail (RCT) is adopted to compare and investigate the effects in regions
utilizing the program and regions not utilizing the program.
The study also constructed SSW theory that includes the model for the program to utilize

functionally. It is compared to the SSW practice model with screening system in the US and the
extended school in the United Kingdom.
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Screening & Assessment

Secondary Data: ~15% of Students “at-
risk”
& Students idenrified as “at-risk”
o Ongoing Performance Data
ODRs, Grades, Atterdance, FBA
observations, Teacher Monitoring,
Student Self-Monitoring Data

Primary Data: 100% of Students

EBP Prevention & Intervention

Secondary Prevention: ~15% of Students

» Access to All Primary Prevention Strategies
s Function-based Supports (FBA)

» Behavioral Centracts

+ Student Self-Monitoring—STARS

» Teacher Monitoring--BEP

» Small Group Instruction—Coping Power
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« Elementary School Success Profile
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Primary Prevention: 100% of Students
* Good Behavior Game

« SEL Curricula (PaTHS, Strong Kids)
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http://www.human.osakafu-u.ac.jp/ssw-opu/
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