MICHIGAN

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

District (ISD) Summary Justification Form
FY 2022-2023

ISD Name: Gratiot-Isabella RESD

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 Gratiot-Isabella RESD:

Spring 2022
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 6019 111 1.8
Mathematics 6016 108 1.8
Science 2538 47 1.9
Social Studies 2518 34 1.4
Data Total
Number of member districts/PSAs including the ISD 12

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 6
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
or Planned

11/30/2021 Reviewed the "Should My Student Take the Alternate Assessment" guidance document at
Special Education Advisory Committee meeting. This committee is comprised of all of the local
district special education administrators.

Summary of Technical Assistance and/or Professional Development

04/13/2022 Teacher PLC reviewed alternate assessment guidelines.

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

Ithaca Public Schools 01/24/2023 Review the district's Mi-Access data with SE coordinator.
Looking for trends that indicate whether the alternative
assessment is appropriate.

Shepherd Public Schools 01/24/2023 Review the district's Mi-Access data with SE coordinator.
Looking for trends that indicate whether the alternative
assessment is appropriate.

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 at this time.

MDE Comments (None)
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MICHIGAN

=r#Education
Member District

Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form
FY 2022-2023

Member District: Gratiot-Isabella RESD

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 Gratiot-Isabella RESD:

Spring 2022
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 44 27 61.4
Mathematics 45 28 62.2
Science 20 12 60
Social Studies 12 4 33.3

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 17
(M-STEP + PSAT Grade 8 + SAT + MI-Access).

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11. 27
Students from outside the district placed in district’s regional center-based program by IEP 0

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

Adjusted Total 17
Adjusted Participation Number 27
Adjusted Rate 158.8%

2023 Projected Participation Rate

Projected Participation Rate 2022

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2022

0,
(per the response on the 2021 alternate assessment projected participation form) 0.4%

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 83
Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 67
in any content area

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 80.7%
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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
Classroom Teacher (MoCI, Teacher PLC included a review of the |05/13/2022 Completed
SXI, SCI) MDE alternative assessment guidance

document. "Should My Student Take
the Alternative Assessment" and "Mi-
Access:Who Takes an Alternative
Assessment"
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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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Alma Public Schools (29010)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Alma Public Schools (25010) for 15D review. |SDs 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 Alma Public Schools (29010}

English Language Arts 987 g 09
Mathematics 987 9 0.9
Science 433 5 1.2

Social Studies 433 S 1.2

By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data in the above table can be verified against the district level data provided in the 5D 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 collaborat
within & region or ISDJ?

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 Number of students taking spring summative assessments in grade 3-8 and 11 only (M-STEP + PSAT Grade B + SAT + Mi~

Total Number of students tested with Ml-Access in grades 3-Band 11.

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

ct'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 [

Adjusted Participation Number

Adjusted Rate 0%

Please describe other justification:

Alma Public Schools continuum of special education services educates & broad population of students.

The appropriateness of statewide assessments is determined for each special education student as considered individually by |EF teams who review a variety of data sources to determine the appropriate
assessment. Therefore, some students test with MI-Access in place of statewide assessments.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) *
Using students 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 |EP 1030

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 10

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 1%

Local Plan
Member dist
disabilities. T|

icts 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 sig
ncludes reviewing local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and ISD feedback as part of that process.

nt cognitive

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

Did the district use a formal process to review and record decisions made by |EP teams regarding assessment selection?
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[argeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take MI-Access?

Did the district receive feedback on the participatio €53 with recommended action from the ISD as a result of the submitted justification forms lastyear

|this may have come later in the spring)?

rate for students taking MI-A

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
ty that is yet to be carried out for this school y

from January 1, 2022 to current day, as well as any planned or scheduled acti

Topics and Method of Training

Special Education Teachers Determining Aliernate Assessment Selection in-person training 22042023

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.

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

in statewide assessment.

The member district addresses any issues of disproportiona

District Comments

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modificatio
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Breckenridge Community Schools (29040)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Breckenridge Community
modifications by clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is a

; Schools (29040) for ISD review. |SDs
epted by the ISD, the applicable district

gy accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, 150s may return this form for
mation will need to be included in the I5D Summary Justification Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Breckenridge Community Schools (25040}

English Language Arts 324 6 19
Mathematics 324 [ 19
Science 145 E] 21

Social Studies 145 3 21

By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data in the above table can be verified against the district level data provided in the 15D level
report.*
Contributing Factors

Question Yes No

Did the district te

ewide assessments?

ver than 500 students total using =

Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access.

5 or more students took Ml-Access.

Question Yes No

Did the district operate a tudents with significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the dis

er-based program or regional collaboratiy

ogra ) ®
within a region or [5D)?
\Uilizing the Alternate Assessmen eports, complete the following table.
Assessment Data Table Number
Total Mumber of students taking spring summative assessments in grade 3-8 and 17 only (M-STEP + PSAT Grade 8 + SAT + MI-Access).
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 hie 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 M-STEP, therefore the MI-Access was selected as an alternative assessment.

The cognitive abilites of the students could not be appropriately measured by

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023 ™
(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form)

Using students' IEP information, Michigan School Data System (M5DS), 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 316

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 3

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 0.9%
Local Plan

Member dist: nce to staff to ensure high expectations are being held for all students, including students with the most significant cognitive

d . This include

cts are expected to provide professional development and technica
| data, |EPs, student outcomes, and IS0 feed

k as part of that pro

opment to new and exi

Did the d

ict provide professional dew g staff regarding the definition of "Students with the Maost Significant Cognitive Disabilities™

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 M i

cess?

Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking Ml-Access with recommended action from the 15D as 3 result of the submitted justification forms last year - -

jthis may hawe come later in the spring)?

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
Ty that is yet to be carried out for this school y

from January 1, 2022 to current day, as well as any planned or scheduled ac

Topics and Method of Training Planned/Completed
Training regarding "Students with the most significant cognitive disabilities and how to determine who would benefit

Special education providers Ereg = B g 1/8/2023
from an alternative assessment

Special education providers Review of special education policies and procedures mannual. 10/3/2022

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the I1SD regarding disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment? Q

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 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. Ll )

The member district addresses any issues of disproportionality in statewide assessment. (3

District Comments

Decisions abourt alternative assessments are made by the IEP team. The cognitive abilites, special education eligibility, and progress monitoring data are used to determine the appropriate 8ssessment.

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modifications)
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Ithaca Public Schools (29060)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Ithaca Public Schools (29060) for ISD review. 15Ds may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, I15Ds may return this form for maodifications by
clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by the 15D, the applicable district information will need to be included in the 15D Summary Justification Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Ithaca Public Schools (2

English Language Arts 538 14 26
Mathematics 539 14 25
Science 228 10 44

Social Studies 228 10 44

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? @] [

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 ~ _

within & region or 1SD)? : ©
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-STEP + PSAT Grade B + SAT + M-~

Totzl Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-Band 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:

We have a MOCI program serving grades 3-12 that serve students with low cogn The state assessments are not appropriate for this population. The IEP team determines the most appropriate
assessment for these students. This is the reason we exceed the 1% cap.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023
(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form)

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

8, 11 with or without an 1EP 550

Total Number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6,

Total number of students whose IEPs designate Ml-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 10
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 maost significant cognitive
disabilities. 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™

tion? - [

Did the district use & formal process to review and record decisions made by |EP teams regarding assessment s

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 MI-A
|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




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 y

Topics and Method of Training

Planned/Completed
In person P.D. provided by Sharyn Root on data analysis and process for selecting the correct assessment as an IEP

Special ed. teachers Bi24/2022 Completed v
team member

n person P.D. provided by Sharyn Root on data analysis and process for selecting the correct assessment as an IEP

fpesene 11672023

In person P.D. provided by Sharyn Root on data analysis and process for selecting the correct assessment as an IEP

Special ed. teachers 2/13/2023
team member

Special ed. teachers

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the ISD regarding disproportionality in participati

in the alternate assessment? O (-

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member distri

ct 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 follo

vi Ng assurances.

The member district [EP 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. ® @]

District Comments

We continue to train our special ed. staff on data analysis and the proper procedures for determining who takes Mi-Access for the state assessment. When our MOCI numbers are high we will be above the 1%
threshold.

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for maodifications)
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Mt. Pleasant City School District (37010)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Mt Pleasant City School District (37010) for ISD 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 15D Summary Justification Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Mt. Pleasant City School District (37010):

Participation Rate
English Language Arts 1611 23 17
Mathematics 1607 27 1.7
Science 650 10 15
Social Studies 540 6 0.9

By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data in the above table can be verified against the district level data provided in the |SD level
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 for students with significant cognitive disabilities {serving students from in and outside of the district - -
within & region or ISD)? ;

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-Access). 1581
Total Mumber of students tested with Mi-Access in grades 3-8 and 11. 26
Srudanrs fram aursids the dictrice nlared in digrricr's caginnal ranter-hacad nrngram by IED rasm (dn nar include cridents whn ars rasidents nf hea dicrrice ar whn havs snealled thenngh

Adjusted Total 1588
Adjusted Participation Number 23
Adjusted Rate T.4%

Please describe other justification:

We operated the center based Moderately Cognitively Impaired program for Isabella County for the GIRESD during this testing period. The majority of the students in these programs participate in the MiAccess
assessment. Mt Pleasant Public Schools is the largest district in Isabella County which may have an impact on the larger number of Mt. Pleasant Public School residents participating in the MoCl programming,
nd these center based programs. We also run Mildly Cognitively Impaired programs for MPPS which have a few students that participate in the MiAccess
iAccess is determined by the |EP team using the MDE Assessment Selection Guidance tool.

compared o the surrounding schoaol districts tha
assessment as well. The decision to administer the M

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023
(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form)

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

Total Mumber of students enrolled in grades 3,4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an |EP 1950

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MIl-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 17
Projected Participation Rate for 2023 0.9%
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, |EPs, student outcomes, and IS0 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™

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 M ezs?

Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking Mi-Access with recommended action from the I5D as a result of the submitted justification forms last year -

|this may have come later in the spring)?




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 acti that is yet to be carried out for this schoaol |

Topics and Method of Training

Planned/Completed

Review the use of the MDE Assessment Selection Guidance Interactive Decision Making Tool and the flowchart Should
My Student Take the Alternative Assessment.

Teachers of MiCl and MoCl 12/13/2021 Completed ¥

Review the use of the MDE Assessment Selection Guidance Interactive Decision Making Tool and the flowchart Should
My Student Take the Alternative Assessment.

Teachers of MiCl and MoC 171072022 Completed ¥

Teachers of MiCl and MoCl MiAccess video for testing from MDE and MDE Assessment Security 2/21/2022 Completed v

Review the use of the MDE Assessment Selection Guidance Interactive Decision Making Tool and the flowchart Should
Teachers of Elementary MiCl and RR My Student Take the Alternative Assessment. Review and discuss the formal process used to determine and record the 12/7/2022 Planned
assessment selection.

Review the use of the MDE Assessment Selection Guidance Interactive Decision Making Tool and the flowchart Should
Teachers of High School MiCl and RR My Student Take the Alternative Assessment. Review and discuss the formal process used to determine and record the 12/14/2022 Planned
assessment selection.

Review the use of the MDE Assessment Selection Guidance Interactive Decision Making Tool and the flowchart Should

Teachers of Middle School MiCl and RR My Student Take the Alternative Assessment. Review and discuss the formal process used to determine and record the 12/15/2022 Planned
assessment selection.

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the 15D regarding disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment? C -

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. [ (@]
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. [ 9]

District Comments

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modifications)
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Shepherd Public Schools (37060)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Shepherd Public Schools (37060) for I1SD review. 15Ds may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternativ
clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by the 150, the applicable distri

y, I5Ds may return this form for modifications by
ctinformation will need to be included in the I5D Summary Justification Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Shepherd Public Schoals |

English Language Arts 893 22 25
Mathematics 893 21 24
Science 378 6 16

Social Studies 377 6 5

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? 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 0 ®
within & region or 15D)?
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-STEP + PSAT Grade 8 + SAT =

Total Number of students tested with Ml-Access in grades 3-Band 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

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 3-8.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:

Shepherd public schools has a large number of non- resident students enrolled in our district of which take the alternative testing.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023
(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form)

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,

, 7, 8,11 with or without an IEP 877

Total number of students whose IEP=s designate MI-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 25

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 2.9%

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 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™

Did the district use & 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
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|this may have come later in the spring)?

A S L E L T P

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 schoal

Topics and Method of Training

Special education staff Providing refresher training utilizing the testing matrix to determine if an alternate test is a best fit for a student. 1/6/2023

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 [EP 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.

District Comments

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