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Comprehensive, Integrated
Three-Tiered Model of Prevention

ACI3T

A FOCUS ON CI3T MODELS

2014-2015 CI3T Training Project 5

Comprehensive, Integrated, Three-Tier Model of Prevention
(Lane, Kalberg, & Menzies, 2009)

Goal: Reduce Harm
Specialized Individual Systems
for Students with High-Risk

ion (Tier 3)
Goal: Reverse Harm
Specialized Group Systems|
for Students At-Risk

Secondary Prevention (Tier 2)

PBIS Framework
Goal: Prevent Harm

School/Classroom-Wide Systems for
All Students, Staff, & Settings

Validated
Curricula

Academic Behavioral
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Recognizes the
transactional relation
between academic,
behavior, and social
skill sets

Supports equal access
to supports

Supports
communication
between stakeholders
Supports collaboration
efforts

Offers support to all
students ... including
those with learning
and behavior
challenges

2014-2015 CI3T Training F

Let’s Talk ...
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Meeting All Students’
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Phase

2013-14 14-15

Elementary School

Ci3T Training

Implementation Year 1
Implementation Year 2
Sustain and Develop Practices

Lawrence Public Schools ... Ci3T Training & Implementation
F

15-16

__i-:k!

Middle and High Schools

Ci3T Training

Implementation Year 1
Implementation Year 2
Sustain and Develop Practices

College and Career Center

Ci3T Training
Implementation Year 1
Implementation Year 2

Sustain and Develop Practices
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Comprehensive, Integrated, Three-Tiered Model of Prevention
{Lane, Kalberg, & Menzies, 2009)

Tertiary P‘n (Tier 3)

Comp ted, Three-Tiered Model of Prevention
, Kalberg, & Menzies, 2009)
Tertiary P‘n (Tier 3)

=15%

Secondary Prevention (Tier 2)




Comprehensive, Integrated, Three-Tiered Model of Prevention

(Lane, Kalberg, & Menzies, 2009)

Tertiary P‘n (Tier 3)
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Secondary Prevention (Tier 2)
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High

Support . .
Intensity Personalized Learning

USD 497 MTSS-CI3T Model of Support
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Secondary Support

(Tier2)
Positive Behavioral

Differentiation Interventions and Supports
(PBIS) Framework

Validated Core Resource
El Math Blended Learning Environments

Validated Curricula

Culturally Responsive Teaching

Academic Behavioral Social

Lawrence High School
Implementation Manual 2015-2016
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Instruenonal choiee

o Behavior specific praise
Use
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Comprehensive, Integrated, Three-Tiered Model of Prevention
{Lane, Kalberg, & Menzies, 2009)
Jertiary P‘n (Tier 3)

Tertiary (Tier 3) Intervention Grids
Secandary Prevention (Tier 2)

Benefits of Ci3T Models

Let’s Talk
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Exploration & Adoption

* We think we know what we need so we are planning to move forward (evidence-
based)

Installation

* Let’s make sure we're ready to implement (capacity infrastructure)

Initial Implementation

* Let’s give it a try & evaluate (demonstration)

Full Implementation

* That worked, let’s do it for real (investment)

Sustainability & Continuous Regeneration

* Let’s make it our way of doing business (institutionalized use)
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Communication and Continuous
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Leadership Team

Ci3T School
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Communication:
Soliciting Feedback, Sharing Progress
Prowdlng Professional Learning =

- Social Validity ' é -
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SRSS-IE: Cut Scores

+ Enter ‘practice’ data into that one sheet so that the total scores and conditional
formatting are tested.

+ Confirm the “Count” column is completed (students’ numbered sequentially).
Formulas are anchored by the “Count” column; it must contain a number for
each student listed for accurate total formulas.

Elementary School | Middle and High School

SRSS-E7 SRSS-I5 SRSS-E7 SRSS-16
Items 1-7 Items 8-12 Items 1-7 Items 4, 8-12
0-3 = low risk 0-1 = low risk 0-3 = low risk 0-3 = low risk

4-8 = moderate risk 2-3 = moderate risk 4-8 = moderate risk 4-5 = moderate risk
9-21 = high risk 4-15 = high risk 9-21 = high risk 6-18 = high risk
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LHS Fall
SRSS-E7 Results — All Students
2.42% [EEE) 2A54‘V-
100% 3.02% 6.18%
N=96 N=95
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0% -
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Screening Time Point

uLowRisk (0-3)  Moderate (4-8) M High (9-21) |

LHS Fall 2016
SRSS-E7 Comparison by Grade Level

Grade N Low High
Level | Screened (0-3) (°-21)
o 397 (903.2;%) (7.§g%) (1‘775%)
10th 428 (893;;%) (72;%) (3.;3%)
11th 396 (913.23%) (6.(2Jg%) (2-297%)
20| 317 (942.352,%) (3.1(5)%) (2‘582%)
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LHS Fall
SRSS-16 Results — All Students
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LHS Fall 2016
SRSS-16 Comparison by Grade Level

Grade N Low High
Level Screened (0-3) (6-18)
o | 397 (883.3;%) (e.czag%) (5_32%)
lon | 428 (903.?;%) (3.;‘;%) (6.(2)3%)
e | 39 (893;2%) (4.32%) (e.g%)
12n ) 317 (922.?13%) (3.1(5)%) (4.:11:%)
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2016-2017 Professional Learning Opportunities
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Building Capacity & Supporting Sustainability
Professional Learning Offerings for 2016-2017

Designate two staff
on-

Celebrate Your Success! @ KU BSU

USD 497 MTSS-CI3T Model of Support

=15%

Secondary Support

(Tier2)
Positive Behavioral
Differentiation Interventions and Supports
(PBIS) Framework

Support
Intensity Personalized Learning
Validated Core Resource
ELA  Math

Blended Learning Environments
Validated Curricula

Culturally Responsive Teaching

Academic Behavioral Social
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Excellence
Engagement
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District Communication with
Stakeholders

District Ci3T Updates and
Information Sharing
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2015-2016 Professional Learning Offerings
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Low-Intensity Strategies

RESEARCH-BASED a

STRATEGIES Rervirs af the

A Syvteematic Evidence

Chech-dn'Check. Gt Program for =
( Redusing Sisdern Challenging Bebariors 1o
BEHAVIOF

Opportunities to
= Respond
- N Behavior Specific
" Praise

Active Supervision
Instructional
Feedback
High p Requests

(halenging Behaviors
in Schooks

Self-monitoring

Behavior Contracts

Precorrection

Incorporating Choice
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On-Demand Resources
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TRERED INTERVENTION LIBRARY

C {2 — ci3t.org
] Professional Learning tab
g T

The Behavior Education Program (BEPK Check In- Chack Out '!E

|CICO) [POSTED Movemnber 11, 2018)

i HIGH. PREGUEST SEUENCE [MIGH- A {POSTED Navember 3,
6}
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Alook at
High-probability Request
Se ces
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| CHCEMRER 1, 2018

AlLook at
Increasing Oppofunities to

‘
:
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!
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ST T RT3 1 U e

AlLook at
Instructional Choice

Let’s Talk ...

00:00

Learn about a high school’s experience installing systematic
screenings as part of regular school practices.

Dr. Matt Brungardt, Principal, Lawrence High School
Bill DeWitt, Assistant Principal, Lawrence High School
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Lawrence High School
Implementation Manual 2016-2017
Multi-Tiered System of Supports:
Comprehensive, Integrated, Three-Tiened
[MTSS: CI3T) Model of Prevention

et Mg

Lawrence High School Primary Intervention Plan:
3T Model of Prevention
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Procedures for Teaching

Faculty and Staff:

Students:

Parents/ Community:

https://youtu.be/b4swsa_knYE

Lane & Oakes 2012
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2016-2017

Lawrence High School Classroom Resource Guide

From: kot Lauaman
St Thrday, August 25, 2006 12:40 P4
Tot Bill Dewitt

Subject: aweioree

| really enjoyed the CWT lesson today. The top of reshency fit rigl o s v nd rg since day 1.

A s0lid use of time.

Thaskal

KR LAUXMAN, M.S, ED,

SR

A n e lomdan e loaser

i L e ow e e P o

Procedures for Reinforcing

Faculty and Staff:

Students:

Parents/ Community:
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Logistics of Screening

¢ District System

* Previewing ...
* Dedicating time ...

* Reminding ...

* Support ...

* Follow through ...

* Summarizing ...
* Using data to inform instruction ..

A

Clr
LHS Spring
SRSS Results — All Students
100% 4.13% 2.72%
12.85% i
o N =35
< 80%
g N=133 N=112
o 60% [N - 859]
5 s 88
T 40%
&
5
ES

20%

0%

School S15  School S16  School $17  School $18  School 519

N=1035 Screening Time Point

uLowRisk (0-3)  Moderate (4-8) mHigh (9-21) |

*379 students not screened

20



LHS Spring 2015
SRSS Comparison by Grade Level

Grade | N=1035 Low High
Level | Screened (0-3) (4-8) (8-21)
e 286 (772;%) (15?1753%) (6.38%)
10t 284 (SZ 22%) (12,3352%) (3.197%)
e | 275 (ssz.zg%) (12.3753%) (1.f5%)
2% | 190 (851.22%) (9.41157;%) (5;2%)

*379 students not screened
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Low-intensity Professional
Development Learning
Topics to Support
Implementation

Low-Intensity Strategies

Opportunities to
- Respond
- \ Behavior Specific
; Praise

Active Supervision

Instructional
Feedback

High p Requests

Managy
(halienging Behaviors
in Schooks

Self-monitoring

Behavior Contracts

- 4 ]
Precorrection

Incorporating Choice
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T Low Intensity Stralegie Lawrence High School Experts
il DeWit, Adminisraton

Barb Williams, Lezrming Coach/AVID
Laura Koster, Physical Education

Heid Woods, Special Education

Syivia Trevino-Masck, Student Senices
Susan Mick, English

Maren Sariel, Special Education

Liz Crickard, Special Education

Wilizm Pattzrson, English

Nike Hymer, Special Educstion
Chaotts Anderson, Library

Cheryl Hughes, Special Education
Jeanne Yantze, Special Educzfon

il DeWit, Administaton

‘Behavior Specific Praise: Using speifc, appropriate, and contingsnt praise
0 provids feedback o a student on his or her behavior or viork. Example:
“Z0e, thank you for adding thorough responses to your assignment loday.”

Nz Norris, Administration
) ) Syhia Trevino-Maack, Student Senices
Opportunities to Respond. Crezing freguent opportun Masen Santel, Special Educati
mmiuemmwm ng 1t opp! Ibei"?“mﬂ"““:u Santell, Special jon

VWliam Patterson, English
Mike Hymer, Sgecial Education
Charlotte Anderson, Library

Cheryl Hughes, Special Education
‘Stephanie Magnuson, Math

Barb Williams, Leaming Coach/AVID
Laura Koster, Physical Education

six opporiurilies to respend per minute. The response can be individuzl,
choral, verbal, written, or indicated through a gesture or symbol.

Kelsey Buek, Englsh
Activiti the copernity to choose Jack Hood, Social Studies
uhich instructional activity ey would ks to compiets. Th sk i Trevino-Maack,

behavior and decreases problem behawors. Maren Saritel, Spscial Education
WWilizm Patterson, English

Nike Hymer, Special Education
Jegnne Yantze i

2015-2016 Professional Learning Offerings

4/2/2017

22



aCl3l

4/2/2017

A team-based process for designing Comprehensive,
Integrated, Three-Tiered (CI3T) Models of Prevention:
How does my school-site leadership team design a CI3T model?

Primary prevention efforts:
How do we implemented and monitor the Tier 1 component of our
Comprehensive, Integrated, Three-Tiered (CI3T) Model?

Logistics of behavior screenings:
How and why do we conduct behavior screenings at our school?

Ic#entifying students for secondary and tertiary prevention
efforts:
How do we determine which students have Tier 2 and Tier 3 needs?

Developing the Capacity to Implement Tier 2 and Tier 3
supports:

How do we support our faculty and staff in preparing for
sustainability?

- A

Clr '

[

Let’s talk ...

Ch 2014-2015 CI3T Training Project 69
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Directions: Using the handout Activity 1.1 or a piece of large chart paper,
brainstorm and record all of the current practices, programs, interventions, supports
that are currently available as part of your schools overall program.

Guiding Questions:

Tier 1 — What is available to all students who attend your school?

Tier 2 — What programming is available (support or enrichment) for students who
need something in addition to Tier 1?

Tier 3 — What supports are available to students with the most intensive needs?

(Activity Ljy
T —

cir =
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Directions: After reviewing the benefits of CI3T prevention models (Lane, Oakes, &
Magill, 204, p. 125), use Handout 1.2 to discuss how your school might benefit from an
integrated and comprehensive prevention approach.

Gl g Questions for each item:

What need does this address for our school and/ or district?

What enhancement would this provide to our school and/ or district prog

Woerking with
your
(Activity 1.2)

. A written blueprint for all stakeholders — facilitating communication, consistency, and
transparency of practices. Allowing for equal access and accountability.
Provides explicit procedures and data if a referral to special education is warranted — as
required by IDEA (2004).
Facilitates collaboration between general education and special education professionals,
clarifying roles and collaboration.

Benefits of CI3T prevention models

Benefit ‘What need does this address for our| What enhancement would this
school and/ or district? provide to our school and/ or
district i

1. One, integrated, comprehensive approach
for addressing the academic, behavioral, and
social skill needs of all students. (removing
potentially splintered approached)

2. A collaborative, efficient, and effective
model that creates the context for
capitalizing on the collective expertise of
faculty and staff to support student needs.
(time and resources)

3. A written blueprint for all stakeholders —
facilitating communication, consistency, and
transparency of practices. Allowing for equal =
access and accountability.

4. Provides explicit procedures and data if a
referral to special education is warranted —
as required by IDEA (2004).

5. Facilitates collaboration between general
education and special education
professionals, clarifyi

collaboration.
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