MICHIGAN

=r#Education
Exceeding 1% Cap on Participation in State
Alternate Assessment Intermediate School

District (ISD) Summary Justification Form
FY 2022-2023

ISD Name: Clinton County RESA

All intermediate school districts must complete this summary form regarding the percentage
of students assessed using Michigan’s alternate assessment (MI-Access). This includes
justification forms from member districts/public school academies (PSA) that assessed more
than 1% of students in the spring of 2022 using MI-Access.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Clinton County RESA:

Spring 2022
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 5046 82 1.6
Mathematics 5041 79 1.6
Science 2301 24 1
Social Studies 2299 21 0.9
Data Total
Number of member districts/PSAs including the ISD 8

Number of member districts/PSAs including the ISD (only if the ISD runs internal programs)
that assessed more than 1% of all students tested in the spring of 2022 using MI-Access (in 4
grades 3-8 and 11)
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Technical Assistance and Professional Development

Tier I: In the winter of 2022, MDE provided feedback to each ISD, providing
recommendations regarding technical assistance or professional development for their
constituent districts. ISDs responded to this feedback in a variety of ways and carried out
support to districts as appropriate. In the first table below, outline the general technical
assistance or professional development provided to all districts regarding state assessment
decisions or better targeting instruction. Specific or targeted technical assistance provided to
a small groups of districts to address specific concerns should not be listed here, but rather
in the next section (Tier II/III).

Date Occurred

Summary of Technical Assistance and/or Professional Development
or Planned

08/02/2022 ISD shared a new onboarding video for determining state assessments including alternative
assessments for individuals with IEPs. This video highlighted the process of utilizing the MDE
decision-making video which is linked to our IEP process in Illuminate.

09/01/2022 ISD offered onboarding and TA for IEP development and decision making including state
assessments to all LEAs.

Tier II/III: MDE’s response to ISDs in 2022 (based on 2021 data) provided specific
recommendations for each LEA, based on their participation rate or other information
provided on Justification Forms. Please outline targeted assistance provided (or planned) to
member districts following MDE’s recommendation. Please include assistance provided that
may have exceeded MDE recommendations.

Date Occurred Summary of Technical Assistance and/or Professional

Member District

or Planned Development

Ovid-Elsie Area Schools 11/17/2022 ISD shared the individual names of each student listed as
taking an alternative assessment per their IEP. Districts were
asked to review the student list, eligibility, and IEP needs to
determine if the assessment was aligned with the student's
abilities. The review included walking through the MDE
interactive decision making tool.

Fowler Public Schools 11/17/2022 ISD shared the individual names of each student listed as
taking an alternative assessment per their IEP. Districts were
asked to review the student list, eligibility, and IEP needs to
determine if the assessment was aligned with the student's
abilities. The review included walking through the MDE
interactive decision making tool.

St. Johns Public Schools 11/17/2022 ISD shared the individual names of each student listed as
taking an alternative assessment per their IEP. Districts were
asked to review the student list, eligibility, and IEP needs to
determine if the assessment was aligned with the student's
abilities. The review included walking through the MDE
interactive decision making tool.

What resources or support does the ISD need from MDE to continue to provide targeted
assistance or professional development to member districts on the topic of alternate
assessment participation?

None at this time.
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Assurances

Please provide the following assurances.

The ISD has provided or will provide targeted assistance to member districts/PSAs that have
been flagged for disproportionality for participation in the alternate assessment as outlined
on the previous page.

®Yes O No

Targeted assistance and professional development include an emphasis on member
districts/PSAs using the state assessment selection guidance documents and online
trainings.

®Yes O No

Assessment selection is an IEP team decision and will not be overridden by administrative or
procedural decisions.

®Yes O No

ISD Comments (None)

MDE Comments (None)
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MICHIGAN

=r#Education
Member District

Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form
FY 2022-2023

Member District: Clinton County RESA

The Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA) places a 1% cap on alternate assessment (MI-
Access) participation at the state level. Member districts that contribute to the state
exceeding its participation cap must submit information to the Intermediate School District
(ISD) justifying the need to exceed the 1% threshold. In addition, ISDs that run programs
(functioning as a member district) must complete the form as a member district.

Each ISD collects information from member districts to submit to the state.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Clinton County RESA:

Spring 2022

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 14 14 100
Mathematics 14 14 100
Science 3 3 100
Social Studies N/A N/A N/A

V] By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data in the above table can be verified
against the district level data provided in the ISD level report.

Contributing Factors

Did the district test fewer than 500 students total using statewide assessments?
® Yes O No

Select the option that applies:
O Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access. ® 5 or more students took MI-Access.
Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborative for students with

the most significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the district
within a region or ISD)?
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®Yes O No

Utilizing the Alternate Assessment data (page 1), complete the following table.

Assessment Data Table Number

Total number of students taking spring summative assessments in grade 3-8 and 11 only 14
(M-STEP + PSAT Grade 8 + SAT + MI-Access).

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11. 14
Students from outside the district placed in district’s regional center-based program by IEP 14

team (do not include students who are residents of the district or who have enrolled through
school of choice processes).

Adjusted Total 0
Adjusted Participation Number 0
Adjusted Rate 0%

Please describe other justification:

This program serves as our county-wide program for students with significant disabilities
most students are eligible to receive services under the primary eligibility of Cognitive
Impairment or Severely Multiply Impaired.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

Projected Participation Rate 2022 Number

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2022

0,
(per the response on the 2021 alternate assessment projected participation form) 0.9%

Using students’ IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current
data, complete the following table to calculate the 2023 projected participation rate.

Projected Participation Rate 2023 Number

Total number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 17
Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 17
in any content area

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 100%
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Local Plan

Member districts are expected to provide professional development and technical assistance
to staff to ensure high expectations are being held for all students, including students with
the most significant cognitive disabilities. This includes reviewing local data, IEPs, student
outcomes, and ISD feedback as part of that process.

Did the district provide professional development to new and existing staff regarding the
definition of “Students with the Most Significant Cognitive Disabilities”?

®Yes O No

Did the district use a formal process to review and record decisions made by IEP teams
regarding assessment selection?

®Yes O No

Did the district use outcomes data (current and past results from MI-Access, district level
data, progress monitoring data, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of
targeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take MI-Access?

®Yes O No

Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking MI-Access with
recommended action from the ISD as a result of the submitted justification forms last year
(this may have come later in the spring)?

®Yes O No

Please outline the professional development and technical assistance provided to staff
regarding targeting student instruction and assessment selection decisions in the table
below. This should include activity from January 1, 2022 to current day, as well as any
planned or scheduled activity that is yet to be carried out for this school year.

Audience Topics and Method of Training Planned/Completed

New Staff Onboarding Video for determining 08/24/2022 Completed
state assessments and documentation
of assessment within the IEP.

All Staff Training video for determining state 10/31/2022 Completed
assessments via MDE interactive tool.
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Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member district require additional resources and technical assistance from the ISD
or MDE to ensure students are being assessed using the most appropriate state summative
assessment tool based on the state guidelines?

OYes ® No

Assurances
Please provide the following assurances.

The member district IEP team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the
alternate assessment.

®Yes O No

The member district allows IEP team members to decide which students take an alternate
assessment.

®Yes O No

The member district addresses any issues of disproportionality in statewide assessment.

® Yes O No
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Fowler Public Schools (19070)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Fowler Public Schools (19070) for ISD review. 15Ds may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alt
clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by the ISD, the applicable district information will need to be included in the ISD Summary Justifica

y, I5D= may return this form for modifications by
on Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Fowler Public Schools {1907

English Language Arts 203 6 3
Mathematics 04 [ 25
Science 106 2 5
Social Studies 108 2 19

By checking this box, the user ackno
report.®

wledges the data in the above table can be verified aga he district level data provided in the ISD level

Contributing Factors

Question Yes No

Did the district test

r than 500 students total using =

Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access.

5 or more students took MI-Access.

Question Yes No

Did the district operate a
within & region or ISD)?

er-based praogram or regional collaborative

Utilizing the Alternate Assessment

Assessment Data Table Number

reports, complete the following table.

Total Number of students taking spring summative assessments in grade 3-8 and 11 only (M-5TEP + PSAT Grade B + SAT + MI-Access).

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8and 11.

Students from outside the district placed in distr
school of choice processes).

's regional center-based program by IEP team (do not include students who are residents of hte district or who have enrolled through

Adjusted Total 0

Adjusted Participation Number 0

Adjusted Rate 0%

Please describe other jus on:

Teams utilized the Interactive Decision Making Tool along with the Alternate Assessment Flowchart when determining the appropriate statewide assessment students.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) b5
Using student P information 5DS}), and oth T complete the following table to calculate the 2023 proje icipation rate.

Total Number of students enrolled in grades 3,4, 5,6, 7, 8, 11 with o thout an IEP 291

Total number of students whose IEPs designate Ml-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 5

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 1.7%

Local Pla_m_

o staff to ensure high expe
k as part of that process.

ct provide professional development nt Cognitive Disabilities™?

ct use & formal process ta review and record decis £55Ment se ® C
Did the district use outcomes data (current and past results from Mi-A and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of ®
[argeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take M
Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking Ml-Access with recommended action from the 15D as & result of the submitted justification forms last ® -
thic mau haus rama larar in the snring?




Please outline the professional development and technical assistance provided to staff regarding targeting student instruction and assessment selection decisions in the table below. This should include activity
from January 1, 2022 to current day, as well as any planned or scheduled activity that is yet to be carried out for this school ye

Topics and Method of Training

Staff will participate in training with a Technical Assistance Plan developed by our I5D based upon our Monitoring
Report, including data and criteria for alternate assessments. Training will take place throughout the 22-23 school year.

9/22/2022

Special Education Teachers

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the 5D regarding disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment? G -

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member district require additi
summative assessment tool based on

al resources and technical assistance from the ISD or MDE to ensure students are being assessed using the maost appropriate state -
e state guidelines? ;

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Please provide the following assurances.

The member district IEP team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the alternate assessment.

The member district allows IEP team members to decide which students take an alternate assessment.

The member district addresses any issues of disproportionality in statewide assessment. ® 8]
District Comments
ISD Comments
(required if 15D is returning to district for modifications)
B & W-|B I W|lE = E(H|| =




Ovid-Elsie Area Schools (19120)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Ovid-Elsie Area Schools (19120) for ISD review. I5Ds may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternativ
clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by the 15D, the applicable district information will need to be included in the I1SD Summary Justificati

/. 15D= may return this form for modifications by
Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Ovid-Elsie Area 5chools {15120):

English Language Arts 634 i}Z B
Mathematics 554 12 18
Science 307 3 1
Social Studies 306 3 1

By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data in the above table can be verified against the district level data provided in the ISD leve
report.*

Contributing Factors

Did the district test fewer than 500 students total using statewide assessments?

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborative f
within & region or I5D)?

or students with significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the district ~ _

Utilizing the Alternate Assessment data reports, complete the following table.

Assessment Data Table Number

Total Mumber of students taking spring summative assessments in grade 3-8 and 11 only (M-5TEP + PSAT Grade 8 + SAT = MI

Total Mumber of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11.

Students from outside the district placed in district’s regional center-based program by IEP team (do not include students who are residents of hte district or who have enrolled through
school of choice processes).

Adjusted Total 0

Adjusted Participation Number 0

Adjusted Rate 0%

Please describe other justification:

The district has had an increase in students qualifying for cognitive impairments.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) 0.5%
Using students' IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current data, complete the following table to calculate the 2023 projected participation rate.

Projected Participation Rate 2023 Number

Total Mumber of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, . 8, 11 with or without an IEP 524

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MIl-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 12

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 1.8%

Local Plan
Member districts are expected to provide professional development and technical assistance to staff to ensure high expectations are being held for all students, including students with the most significant cognitive
disabilities. Thi ving local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and 15D feedback as part of that process.

Q

Did the district provide professional development to new and existing staff regarding the definition of "Students with the Most Significant Cognitive Disabilities™

includes revie

Did the district use a formal process to review and record decisions made by |EP teams regarding assessment selection?

Did the district use outcomes data (current and past results from MI-Access, district level data, progress monitoring data, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of

[argeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take MI-Access?

Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking Ml-Access with recommended action from the 15D as a result of the submitted justification forms last year
|this may have come later in the spring)?




FIEE5E OUTINE TNE ProTessional eVEIopMEent ana TeCnnIcal A55ISTaNce provided To STaT regarding targening Stu0ent INSTIUCTIoN 3Nd 855ESSMENT SEIECTI0N JECSIONS IN TNE Ta0Ie DRI0W. 1115 SNOUID INCUdE aCTVITy
from January 1, 2022 to current day, as well &s any planned or scheduled activity that is yet to be carried out for this schoaol y

Topics and Method of Training

Planned/Completed
Team time to analyze IEP data to make informed decisions on each student taking the MI-Access using MDE guide for

" 9/11/2023 Completed v
alternative assessments.

Team to revisit and cross check students who's IEP's indicate that they are taking MI-
MDE's guide for alternative assessments.

Special Education 5taff

. . ess using current local data and
Special Education 5taff =

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the 15D regarding disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment? (@] ®

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member district require additional resources and technical assistance from the ISD or MDE to ensure students are being assessed using the most appropriate state
summative assessment tool based on the state guidelines?

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Please provide the following assurances.

The member district |EF team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the alternate assessment. ® O
The member district allows IEP team members to decide which students take an alternate assessment. ® O
The member district addresses any issues of disproportionality in statewide assessment. ® O

District Comments

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modificatio
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St. Johns Public Schools (19140)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by 5t Johns Public Schools (19140) for 15D review. 15Ds may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, ISDs may return this form for modifications by
clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by the ISD, the applicable district information will need to be included in the ISD Summary Justification Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for 5t. Johns Public Schools (197140):

English Language Arts 1303 23 21
Mathematics 1301 27 21
Science 572 10 17

Social Studies 573 10 17

By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data in the above table can be verified against the district level data provided in the I1SD leve
report.®

Contributing Factors

Did the district test fewer than 500 students total using statewide assessments? o}

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborative for students with significant cognitive disabilities {serving students from in and outside of the district @ o
within & region or I15D)?
Utilizing the Alternate Assessment data reports, complete the following table.
Assessment Data Table Number
Total Number of students taking spring summative assessments in grade 3-8 and 11 only (M-5TEP + PSAT Grade 8 + SAT = M~ 1340
Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8and 11. 27
Students from outside the district placed in district's regional center-based program by IEP team (do not include students who are residents of hte district or who have enrolled through e
school of choice processes). -
Adjusted Total 1315
Adjusted Participation Number 2
Adjusted Rate 0.2%

Please describe other justification:

The district assesses more that 500 students total using statewide assessments.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) b.5%
Using students' IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current data, complete the following table to calculate the 2023 projected participation rate.

Projected Participation Rate 2023 Number

Total Number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5,6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 1529

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access f T8 suMmmative assessments in any content area 27

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 1.8%

Local Plan
Member districts are expected to provide professional development and technical assistance to staff to ensure high expectations are being held for all students, including students with the most significant cognitive
disa es. This includes reviewing local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and ISD feedback as part of that process.

Did the district provide professional development to new and existing staff regarding the definition of "Students with the Most Significant Cognitive Disabilities™

Did the district use a formal process to review and record decisions made by IEP teams regarding assessment selection? ® _

Did the district use outcomes data (current and past results from MI-Access, district level data, progress monitoring data, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of
[argeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take Ml-Access?

Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking M
[this may have come later in the spring)?

cess with recommended action from the ISD as a result of the submitted justification forms last year




Flease outling the protessional development and technical assistance provided to staft regarding targeting student INStruction and assessment selection decsions In the table below. 1his snould Incude activity
from January 1, 2022 to current day, as well as any planned or scheduled activity that is yet to be carried out for this school y:

Topics and Method of Training Planned/Completed
. . Mi-Access Video provided by MDE which focused on "Should my Student take the Alternate Assessment”. The SE Staff .
Special Education Staff i i . o i 2/21/2022
pecia Hesten also reviewed the flowchart provided by the State. These activities were completed at a district wide SE meeting. s Completed

5E 5taff were sent an email which explained the 1% cap on students who are taking Ml-Access. The email detailed that
. . we were at 2% (above the cap). 5taff were asked to print the attached flowchart and document that they had rey .
Special Education 5taff = . I - . 14272022
- the document. 5taff were also directed to use the flowchart with families. Additionally, the digital IEF formats we use ! = Completed

include a link that can take IEP teams directly to Mi-Access information.

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the ISD regarding disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment? o) o]

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member district require additional resources and technical assistance from the ISD or MDE to ensure students are being assessed using the most appropriate state -
ve assessment tool based on the state guidelines? ;

SUMmMati

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Flease provide the following assurances.

The member district IEF team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the alternate assessment. = <
The member district allows IEP team members to decide which students take an alternate assessment. ® o
The member district addresses any issues of disproportionality in statewide assessment. ® o

District Comments

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modifications)
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