CHAPTER 4 PROBE QUESTIONS:
-P.59
1. -Describe the example involving Velma and Gerri and bruxism:

· Before:  No ice on cheek
· Behavior: Grind Teeth
· After: Ice on cheek
2. -What was the intervention? 
· PUNISHMENT PROCEDURE
3. -What was the Target behavior?  
· TEETH GRINDING
4. -What was the aversive stimulus presented contingent on behavior?  
· ICE CUBE, TOUCHING CLIENTS FACE FOR A FEW SECS. CONTINGENT ON TEETH GRINDING
5. -What was the result?
· BEHAVIOR DECREASED
-P.60
6. -True or False?  An aversive condition is one we tend to minimize contact with?  

· TRUE
· If the response that produces that aversive condition occurs less frequently, we’ll minimize contact with that aversive condition.
-P.61
7. -Describe the use of a punishment contingency to get rid of regurgitation.  What was the intervention and what were the results?  

· Before: No sour lemon taste
· Behavior: Rapid flicks of tongue

· After: Sour lemon taste
-P.62
8. -What was the explanation provided as to why it was ethical to use punishment with Jack (head-banging)?  
· BECAUSE IT WAS SO EFFECTIVE IN GETTING RID OF THE EXTREMELY DANGEROUS BEHAVIOR AND INVOLVED ONLY A FEW MILD SHOCKS, IN COMPARISON WITH THE SEVERE DAMAGE THE SIB WAS CAUSING.
9. -What explanation does the book provide for the question of what reinforces and maintains such harmful behavior like head-banging?  
· DIFFERENT CONTINGENCIES COULD MAINTAIN SELF-INJURIOUS BEHAVIOR, DEPENDING ON THE BEHAVIORAL HISTORY OF EACH INDIVIDUAL.  SOMETIMES IT IS ESCAPE FROM AN AVERSIVE EVENT.  OTHER TIMES IT IS AN AUTOMATIC, BUILT-IN REINFORCEMENT CONTINGENCY (SENSORY STIM.).  BUT OFTEN THE CONTINGENT PRESENTATION OF ATTENTION REINFORCES AND MAINTAINS SELF-INJURY.
-P.63
10. -Compare and contrast escape and punishment:  

· -COMPARE:  BOTH INVOLVE AN AVERSIVE CONDITION

· -CONTRAST:  ESCAPE IS A TYPE OF REINFORCEMENT

· CONTINGENCY AND THUS MAKES A RESPONSE OCCUR MORE FREQUENTLY; AND REMOVE AVERSIVE COND.   BUT PUNISHMENT MAKES A RESPONSE OCCUR LESS FREQUENTLY; AND PRESENT AVERSIVE CONDITION.
· -for OAPs:  who can provide an original example that involves the same scenario to demonstrate the difference between the two?
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11. -Diagram the punishment contingency used for getting rid of a child’s nighttime visits:  Also provide the inappropriate natural contingency that is maintaining this response.
· -REMEMBER: that whenever a punishment contingency is in effect, there is also a concurrent reinforcement contingency which is maintaining that undesired behavior! 
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12. WHY?
· If there is no reinforcement contingency and never has been one, then there would be no response for the punishment contingency to punish.

-P.69
13. -Can someone define overcorrection and provide an example: 
· ANN TRASHING THE INSTITUTION AND CONTINGENT UPON THIS RESPONSE HAVING TO MAKE THINGS RIGHT; BETTER THAN THEY WERE BEFORE HER DISRUPTIONS. WITHIN THE ENVIRONMENT AND WITH THE PEOPLE INVOLVED 

· -Can someone give an example of positive practice; which is a feature of overcorrection?
· -INVOLVES PERSON PRACTICING DOING CORRECTLY WHAT THEY HAD DONE WRONG.
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14. -In the sick-social cycle victim’s punishment model:


What is the first contingency?

· Perpetrator, and it is always an escape contingency
15. What is the second contingency?

· Victim, and it is always a punishment contingency
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16. -List some of the things that must be considered in doing a cost-benefit analysis of using a punishment procedure to use with clients:

· -DANGEROUS BEHAVIOR, BENEFIT FROM INTERVENTION, DATA SUGGEST BEST METHOD (HAVE CONSIDERED USE OF LRA), USED IN COMBO. WITH REINFORCEMENT TO INCREASE APPR. BEHAVIOR, WELL-TRAINED B.A. DESIGN AND SUPERVISE PROCEDURE, AND APPROVED PROCEDURE WITH CLIENT’S RIGHTS COMMITTEE
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17. -List three types of multiple-baseline designs:  
· ACROSS-SUBJECTS, ACROSS-BEHAVIORS, AND ACROSS-SETTINGS
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18. -Can someone describe what it means when a procedure is socially valid:

· The intervention and the results are socially acceptable to the client, the behavior analysts and society
19. -Are all behaviorally valid interventions socially valid?  
· NO
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20. -Examples to help discriminate between punishment and escape:

· -“Suppose you burn your mouth with a spoonful of hot soup.  Then with no hesitation, you gulp down a glass of cold water.”

· -Two different responses we’re analyzing:  EATING SOUP AND DRINKING WATER

