[image: image1.jpg]| ooma rmam - srewamrE | |
Zumbro

E Education |;

District ;




Carol Anhalt

Director of Special Education

Ph. (507) 775-2037

Blooming Prairie • Lynna Reese • Special Education Coordinator • Ph. (507) 583-4426

Byron • Carolynne White • Special Education Coordinator • Ph. (507) 775-2301

Hayfield • Diana Orr • Special Education Coordinator • Ph. (507) 567-2244

Kasson-Mantorville • Darcy Reker • Special Education Coordinator • Ph. (507) 634-1121

Pine Island • Christian Wernau • Special Education Coordinator • Ph. (507) 356-8581

Stewartville • Janet Hartman • Special Education Coordinator • Ph. (507) 533-1630

Triton • Linda Clapham • Special Education Coordinator • Ph. (507) 374-6305 

Futures/Choice/Connections • Dan Przybylski • Special Education Coordinator • Ph. (507) 775-2108

Zumbro Education District • Colleen Johnson • ECSE Special Education Coordinator • Ph. (507) 775-2037


	The Stranger Test & The Dead Man's Test IEP Goals & Objectives


The Stranger Test
The Stranger Test refers to goals and objectives for students that are described in a fashion that a person unfamiliar with the student could read the description and understand it.  Because various persons involved in the implementation of a student's educational plan may interpret a construct such as "hostility" differently, it is necessary to describe student behavior in terms that would pass the Stranger Test.  For example, if a student's goal was to decrease "hostility," a stranger might interpret it as hits, kicks, bites others while the student's team may have meant verbal threats or profanity directed toward peers.  On the other hand, the stranger might interpret "hostility" as any instance of hitting, whether or not it was provoked, while the teacher might have meant only unprovoked hits.  If the teacher had defined "hostility" for the stranger as "each instance of an unprovoked hit," where "unprovoked" means that it was not in retaliation for a physical or verbal attack from a peer, both the stranger and the teacher would be likely to obtain the same results, since they would both be looking for the same thing.

The Dead Man's Test

The question posed by the dead man's test is this: Can a dead man do it?  If the answer is yes, it doesn't pass the dead man's test and it isn't a fair pair; if the answer is no, you have a fair pair.  For example, suppose that you wanted a fair pair target behavior for "swears at peers."  Let's say that you came up with the target behavior "does not swear at peers."  Does this pass the dead man's test?  No.  A dead man could refrain from swearing at peers.  What would be better?  How about "speaks to peers without swearing"?  This passes the dead man's test because a dead man does not have the power to speak.
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