
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

K

Septe

 
 
 
 
	

	
Since
Inter
mult
solvi
Asso
	
It	is	n
in	m
princ
succe
all	 st
regar
base
MTS
	
The	
with
Summ
Shor
inten
fram
This	
impl
asses
grad
	
The	
year
when
resou
all	st
	
At	 t
Kans
Syste
grap
that	
instr
inter
effec
instr
inter
class
stud
align

Kansas M

The 
ember 2010 

e	the	reautho
rvention	(RtI
tiple	 models	
ing	method	a
ociation	of	Sta

not	uncomm
many	 instanc
ciples	 and	 p
essful	and	su
tudents.	 The
rdless	of	wh
	of	the	MTSS
S	website,	w

meaning	and
	specific	 lear
mer	2008),	t
res	&	Chester
ntionally	 cho
mework	to	cre
approach	al
emented	 ful
ssment	data	
e,	building	a

focus	of	mos
s	 of	 experie
n	 truly	 real
urces	 to	 su
tudents.		

the	 center	
sas	 Mul
em	 of	 Su
hic	 is	 the	 tr

repr
ruction	
rvention.	
ctively	 su
ruction	
rvention	
srooms	
ents	and	staf
ned	support		

Kan

Multi-Tie

Integr

orization	of	t
I)	has	becam
with	 the	 co
and	(3)	data
ate	Directors

mon	to	hear	th
es	 the	mean
practices	 of	 a
ustainable	sy
e	MTSS	 fram
ether	the	stu
S	framework	
www.kansasm

d	practices	r
rning	disabil
to	a	broad	v
r,	2009).	Sinc
osen	 to	 call
eate	a	single
ligns	the	Kan
lly,	 an	 effect
to	not	only	
nd	district	le

st	RtI	models
nce	 Kansas	
ligning	
upport	

of	 the	
lti‐Tier	
pports	
riangle	
resents	

and	
To	

upport	
and	

within	
both	

ff	need	

nsas MTSS is fu

er Syste

ration 

the	Individu
me	a	buzz	wo
ommon	 featu
a	collection/a
s	of	Special	E

he	term	RtI	a
ning	 applied	
a	 MTSS	 are	
ystem	change
mework	 is	 de
udents	are	str
can	be	found

mtss.org.	
	

eferred	to	as
lities	under	
view	point	as
ce	all	models
l	 this	 model
e	system	that
nsas	MTSS	fr
tive	 MTSS	 r
intervene	at	
evel	data	for	

s	is	on	instru
educators	 ca

Respons

funded by KSD
P

em of Su

of MT

als	with	Disa
ord	within	ed
ures	 of	 (1)	 m
assessment	 t
Education,	20

and	Multi‐Tie
to	 RtI	 does	
based	 upon
e	as	well	as	w
esigned	 to	 ad
ruggling	or	h
d	in	the	Kans

s	RtI	vary	fro
IDEA	(Donov
s	an	educatio
s	labeled	RtI	
l	 the	 Multi‐
t	has	the	ava
amework	wi
esults	 in	 a	
the	student	
the	purpose	

uction	and	in
ame	 to	 the	 c

Tier 3

Tier 2

Tier 1

se‐to‐Inte

 
DE SES through
Page 1 of 2 

WWW.KAN

upports

TSS and

abilities	Edu
ducation.	RtI
multiple	 tier
to	 inform	de
006).		

er	System	of	
not	 align	w

n	 what	 resea
what	is	neces
ddress	 the	 a
have	advance
sas	Multi‐Tier

om	a	narrow
van	&	Cross
onal	change	
do	not	alway
Tier	 System
ailability	of	a
ith	the	broad
self‐correctin
level	but	als
of	school	im

tervention	a
conclusion	 th

 

ervention

h IDEA VI-B F

NSASMTSS.OR

d RtI

ucation	Act	(I
I	is	built	upo
rs	 of	 interve
ecisions	at	ea

	
f Supports	(M
with	 the	 prin
arch	 has	 sho
ssary	in	prov
academic	 and
ed	learning	n
r	System	of	S

w	view	point	
,	2002;	Kava
paradigm	(S
ys	have	the	s
m	 of	 Suppor
a	continuum	
d	educationa
ng	 feedback
so	to	continu
mprovement.

and	is	typical
hat	 focusing

         

Mul

Federal Funds 

RG

IDEA)	in	200
on	a	broad	r
ention	 servic
ach	 tier	of	 s

MTSS)	used	in
nciples	 and	 p
own	 to	 be	 e
viding	the	mo
d	 behavioral
needs.	An	int
Supports:	Res

such	as	the	
ale,	Kauffman
Sansosti	&	N
ame	purpose
rts.	 The	 MT
of	multiple	
al	change	par
k	 loop	 that	 u
uously	refine

lly	represent
g	 on	 the	 tria

lti‐Tier Sy

04	the	term	
esearch	base
ce	 delivery,	
ervice	delive

nterchangeab
practices	 of	
effective	 in	 b
ost	effective	i
l	 needs	 of	 ev
roduction	to
search	Base	o

identificatio
n,	Bachmeie
Noltemeyer,	A
e	or	practice
SS	 approach
supports	for
radigm	view	
uses	 univers
e	the	system	

ted	as	a	trian
angle	 alone	 i

ystem of S

 

Response‐to
e	resulting	in
(2)	 problem
ery	(Nationa

bly.	Howeve
a	MTSS.	 The
both	 creating
instruction	to
very	 student
o	the	research
on	the	Kansa

n	of	student
r,	&	LeFever
Annual	2008
es,	Kansas	ha
h	 provides	 a
r	all	students
of	RtI.	When
sal	 screening
by	analyzing

ngle.	Through
s	 insufficien

Supports

‐
n	
m‐
al	

r	
e	
g	
o	
t,	
h	
s	

s	
r,	
8;	
s	
a	
s.	
n	
g	
g	

h	
t	



The Integration of MTSS and RtI September 2010 

 
Kansas MTSS is funded by KSDE SES through IDEA VI-B Federal Funds 

WWW.KANSASMTSS.ORG 
Page 2 of 2 

	
including	evidence	based	curricula,	 instructional	practices	and	a	comprehensive	assessment	system.	For	these	to	
be	used	effectively	and	systematically	throughout	a	building	or	district	and	for	the	self‐correcting	feedback	loop	to	
function	effectively	Leadership,	Professional	Development	and	an	Empowering	Culture	must	be	included.	
	
Some	of	the	key	points	in	understanding	how	RtI	practices	integrate	into	the	MTSS	framework	are:	
 MTSS	is	the	Kansas	framework	and	encompasses	the	concept	of	response‐to‐intervention	(RtI).	
 The	 MTSS	 framework	 is	 an	 educational	 systems	 change	 paradigm	 (Sansosti	 &	 Noltemeyer,	 Annual	 2008;	

Shores	 &	 Chester,	 2009)	 that	 provides	 a	 framework	 for	 supporting	 students	 and	 staff	 as	 part	 of	 school	
improvement.	

 MTSS	begins	in	general	education	by	establishing	a	strong	core	for	all	students	that	provides	the	foundation	of	
prevention	within	the	entire	system.	

 MTSS	includes	PreK‐12	literacy,	mathematics,	and	behavior	as	a	continuum	of	instruction.	
 The	 MTSS	 framework	 is	 inclusive	 to	 school	 accreditation	 (QPA,	 NCA)	 and	 school	 improvement	 as	 well	 as	

school‐wide	 behavior	 programs	 (SWPBS,	 Safe	 and	 Civil	 Schools)	 and	 provides	 a	 common	 framework	 for	
schools	to	integrate	efforts.	

 Universal	 screening	 assessments	 used	within	MTSS	must	measure	 the	 fluency	 and	 accuracy	 of	 critical	 early	
skills	that	are	predictive	of	future	student	skill	attainment.	

 Tiers	within	the	triangle	describe	the	intensity	of	instruction;	not	specific	programs,	students	or	staff	(i.e.,	Title	
I,	special	education,	etc.).	

 The	 tiers	 describe	 instruction	 not	 steps	 in	 a	 process;	 therefore,	 students	 do	 not	 leave	 Tier	 1	 to	 receive	
instruction	in	Tier	2	or	3	nor	must	a	student	receive	Tier	2	instruction	prior	to	receiving	Tier	3.	The	intensity	of	
instruction	(or	tier	of	instruction	required)	is	determined	by	the	data.		

 Students	remain	fluid	within	the	tiered	instruction	meaning	intensity	of	instruction	students	receive	should	be	
transitioned	up	or	down	within	the	tiers	based	on	student	performance	over	a	set	amount	of	time	compared	to	
predetermined	decision	points.	

 The	MTSS	framework	is	a	hybrid	model	using	both	protocol	interventions	and	problem	solving.	
 Tier	 3	 is	 not	 special	 education	 nor	 does	 student	 success/failure	 at	 Tier	 3	 determine	 eligibility	 for	 special	

education.	 In	 no	 way	 should	 MTSS	 delay	 the	 initial	 evaluation	 of	 a	 student	 that	 is	 suspected	 of	 having	
exceptionality.	
	

From	a	practitioner’s	perspective,	it	is	important	to	understand	the	differing	views	of	RtI	and	to	have	discussions	
about	 how	 the	 beliefs	 and	 practices	 of	 the	 building	 and	 district	 align	 with	 those	 views.	 By	 having	 a	 clear	
understanding	of	the	views,	practitioners	can	evaluate	information	to	determine	how	to	best	implement	MTSS.		
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