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Introduction: Results: Methods (Continued):
» (Caregivers expressed concerns regarding the client’s S | o General Consequential Procedures (Cont’):
touching and consuming food items that are Discriminating Between fé“’allable and Unavailable » |If the client attempts to or successfully reaches
unavailable to him, such as touching other’s food and [/ Vi ZHL,.WSEdlbleS Am/Vis 4m/Vis|Sm/Vis | 1m, NoVis for/consumes the unavailable edible, clinicians block
eating sweets when unavailable. 100 00 the response and use least-to-most prompting to aid
 Clinicians have observed persistent manding for E 28 W.“ him In discriminating between the available and
edibles that are unavailable following clinicians S 70 unavailable edibles (gestural, verbal, physical).
prompting the client to wait 2. 60 * |If the client discriminates between the
) L
» Red/green visuals were previously used to signal E 38 avallable/unavailable edibles, clinicians provide high-
ave_lilability_ of various it_ems a_nd z_;lctivities. | E ;8 magnitude [:_)raise anql plage the unavaila_ble e_dible on
* This behavior may be disruptive in community 2 1o | the green stimulus, signaling that the edible Is
environments where edibles are displayed. 5 0 +r—r—rrr—rrrrrtr®rrr avallable (Ghaemmaghami et al., 2016).
» Waiting to gain access to edibles iszn);ssential self- . 33333533333 33333333333333 ( -g : )
control skill A 8858838033808 833088 aaaaa Discussion:
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Methods: A=~ == =S ST S S S~~~ oD~ —aadaad * Clinicians observed minimal discrimination initially;
€lnoas. Date clinicians gestured towards the available edible
Objective 1: during the trial duration to again signal the
 Clinicians place the available edible on a green _ | _ _ _ avallability of the edible.
. . . . Figure 1: The figure above depicts the percentage of independence. . . : :
stimulus and an unavailable edible on a red stimulus  Clinicians continue to observe persistent manding for
, , L o . unavailable edibles outside of trials.
(Cpnngrs etal., 2000) . Discriminating Between Available and Unavailable L . . . .
* Clinicians state, “You can have the (edible) on the Edibles  Clinicians may consider using a visual of an edible

oreen side” (Dixon et al., 2003). placed on a red stimulus to signal that it Is

 Clinicians remain approximately one-foot from the unavailable.

edibles for the targeted duration to allow blocking if 7  Clinicians may decrease proximity.
needed. 7  Clinicians may remove the available edible.

Objective 2. * Clinicians may Increase the portion of the

 Clinicians place both edibles in front of the client and unavailable edible and while providing a small
state, ““You can have this one,” while pointing to the portion of the unavailable edible.
available edible and then state, “You cannot have this
one,” while pointing to the unavailable edible and
shaking thelr head.
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