MICHIGAN

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

District (ISD) Summary Justification Form
FY 2022-2023

ISD Name: Montcalm Area ISD

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 Montcalm Area ISD:

Spring 2022
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 5527 119 2.2000000000000
002
Mathematics 5530 118 2.1
Science 2487 63 2.5
Social Studies 2460 46 1.9
Data Total
Number of member districts/PSAs including the ISD 10
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

Summary of Technical Assistance and/or Professional Development
or Planned

01/04/2022 Alternate Assessment information and Decision Making Tools ("Should my Student Take the
Alternate Assessment" and "Interactive Michigan Assessment Selection Guidance: Interactive
Decision Making Tool"_ were shared with member districts through an emailed memo.

08/02/2022 Added the following tools to the MAISD SE Procedural Manual & Shared with all SE Coordinators

MDE - ESSA and the 1% Cap the Guide for ISDs (August 2017)
MDE- IEP Team Guidance: Should My Student Take Alternate Assessment (November 2019)
Interactive Michigan Assessment SElection Guidance: Interactive Decision-Making Tool
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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
Carson City-Crystal Area 01/26/2022 1. Reviewed the Justification Forms and the % of students
Schools taking Alternate Assessments across our member districts 2.

Shared the MDE guidance documents 3. Shared the importance
of verifying alignment of Alternate Assessment with Alternate
Curriculum and Graduation Track 4. Reminder to document any
and all training communication for future activities

Central Montcalm Public 01/26/2022 Met with all member districts. 1. Reviewed the Justification
Schools Forms and the % of students taking Alternate Assessments
across our member districts 2. Shared the MDE guidance
documents 3. Shared the importance of verifying alignment of
Alternate Assessment with Alternate Curriculum and Graduation
Track 4. Reminder to document any and all training
communication for future activities

Lakeview Community Schools |01/26/2022 Met with all member districts. 1. Reviewed the Justification
(Montcalm) Forms and the % of students taking Alternate Assessments
across our member districts 2. Shared the MDE guidance
documents 3. Shared the importance of verifying alignment of
Alternate Assessment with Alternate Curriculum and Graduation
Track 4. Reminder to document any and all training
communication for future activities

Tri County Area Schools 01/26/2022 Met with all member districts. 1. Reviewed the Justification
Forms and the % of students taking Alternate Assessments
across our member districts 2. Shared the MDE guidance
documents 3. Shared the importance of verifying alignment of
Alternate Assessment with Alternate Curriculum and Graduation
Track 4. Reminder to document any and all training
communication for future activities

Vestaburg Community Schools [01/26/2022 Met with all member districts. 1. Reviewed the Justification
Forms and the % of students taking Alternate Assessments
across our member districts 2. Shared the MDE guidance
documents 3. Shared the importance of verifying alignment of
Alternate Assessment with Alternate Curriculum and Graduation
Track 4. Reminder to document any and all training
communication for future activities

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?
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Clear communication that outlines the Alternate Assessment Justification Process that
includes:

-Timelines (Release of Data, Catamaran due dates, Local Work, ISD Work, Tiers announced,
etc)

-Identification of tiers

MDE provided definition of "students with significant cognitive disabilities" and training
materials

MDE provided training materials for reviewing FI assessment scores in concert with other
achievement data to determine if the academic bar should be raised for a student

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: Montcalm Area ISD

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 Montcalm Area ISD:

Spring 2022
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 96 38 39.6
Mathematics 99 37 37.4
Science 53 19 35.8
Social Studies 32 2 6.3

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 99
(M-STEP + PSAT Grade 8 + SAT + MI-Access).

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11. 38
Students from outside the district placed in district’s regional center-based program by IEP 99

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:

MAISD operates two school codes (06333 Seiter Educational Services Center & 09238
ISD/Local Center Programs) that services students from Montcalm County that is
most significantly impacted by their disability. Our programs support students with
significant cognitive impairments, moderate cognitive impairments, autism spectrum
disorder and emotional impairments.

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) 0.8%

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 number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 71
Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 39
in any content area

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 54.9%
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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)?

OYes ® 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
Certified Staff Making Connections within the IEP 11/02/2022 Completed

Certified Special Education Standards-Based IEPs 11/15/2022 Completed

Staff
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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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Carson City-Crystal Area Schools (59020)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Carson City-Crystal Area Schools { 0) for ISD review. I5Ds may accept this district submissi y clicking Accept District Form. Alternativ
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.

, 150 may return this form for

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Carson City-Crystal Area Schools (S9020)

English Language Arts 375 4 1.1
Mathematics 375 4 1.1
Science 157 3 19

Social Studies 157 3 1.9

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

Question Yes No

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

Fewer than 5 students took MI-A

Cess.

5 or more students took Mi-Access. . =

Question Yes No

tudents with significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the distric

Did the district operate & center-based program or regional collabora
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-STEP + PSAT Grade B + SAT + MI-A

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-B and 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 0

Adjusted Participation Number

Adjusted Rate 0%

Please describe other justi

Students that took the alternative assessments have been found to need extensive individual instruction and support. These individualized supports have been determined through Individual Education Plans
that have been developed by education teams. Alternative Content Standards have been used within the instruction of the students that took the alternative assessments.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

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

0.8%

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 IEP 359

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments inany co 2

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 0.5%
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.

Yes No
Did the district provide professional development to new and existing staff regarding the definition of "Students with the Most Significant Cognitive Disabilities™? O O
Did the district use & formal process to review and record decisions made by |EP teams regarding assessment selection? C C
Did the district use outcomes data (current and past results from MI-A district level data, progress monitoring data, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of ~ A
[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 cess with recommended action from the 15D as a result of the submitted justification forms last year ~ ~
|this may have come later in the spring)? i i




‘essional development and technical assistance provided to staff regarding targeting student instruction and assessment selection decisions in the table belo
from anuar'ﬂ 2022 wo current day, as well as any planned or scheduled activity that is yet to be carried out for this school ye;

This should include activity

Topics and Method of Training

Planned/Completed

TOPICS & Methods of Training:

TOPICS

View of Every Student Succeeds Act (ESSA)

"Should my student take the alternative assessment?”
"Assessment Selection Guidance Interactive Decision-Making Tool”
View Testing results from Spring 2021

View 2021 Determinations Matrix (Summary of County Data)

Special Education Staff

1/19/2022 Completed v

METHODS
Viewed, discussed, and practiced the process with sample students

School Board Members Viewed data with an explanation of how results were determined 4/11/2022 Completed v

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the 15D regarding disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment? Q 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 . 5
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. - &
The member district addresses any issues of disproportionality in statewide assessment. ® 9]

District Comments

Students that took the alternative assessments have been found to need extensive individual instruction and support. Older students assessed were students that were on the Certificate of Completion course
of study.

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modifications)
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Central Montcalm Public Schools (59125)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Central Montcalm Public 5chools (559125) for 15D review. 15Ds may accept this dis submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, 1505 may return this form for
modi ns by clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by the 15D, the applicable district information will need to be included in the ISD Summary Justification Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Central Montcalm Public Schools (55125)

Participation Rate
English Language Arts 734 13 18
Mathematics 735 13 18
Science 332 8 24
Social Studies 332 3 24

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 P _
within & region or 1SDJ? .

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 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

Adjusted Rate 0%

Please describe other justification:

Mildly Cognitively Impaired classrooms in both the upper elementary and middle-high school.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) D&%
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 709

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 13

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. This includes reviewing local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and ISD feedback as part of that process.
Q \3
Did the district provide professional development to new and & ng staff regarding the definition of "Students w nt Cognitive Disabilities™? C

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

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

fargeting instruction for students who took and ar signated to take M =57

Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking Ml-Access recommended action from the ISD as & 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 o current day, as well as any planned or scheduled activity that is yet to be carried out for this school

Topics and Method of Training Planned/Completed
Special Education Providers K-12 I5D Presented training on IEP Audits, Transition Planning, and Assessment Selection. In-person training. 4/25/2022 Completed v

N-person training planned to review definition of "students with the most significant cognitive disabilities, process to

Special Education Providers K-12 X 4/5/2023 Planned
determine assessment and document data.

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the ISD regarding disproportionzlity in participation in the alternate assessment? O -

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member dis
summa

ict require additional resources and technical assistance from the ISD or MDE to ensure students are being assessed using the most appropriate state - _
tive 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 |IEF 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 modifications)
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Flat River Academy (41911)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Flat River Academy {41911) for I5D review. 1505 may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, I5Ds 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

Contributing Factors

Question Yes No
Did the district test fewer than 500 students total using statewide assessments? ® C
Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access. ® C
S or more students took MI-Access. @] ®
Question Yes No
Did the distric a center-based program or regional collaborati udents with significant cognitive disabilities {serving students from in and outside of the district o ®
within & region o
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 + 5AT + MI-Access).

Total Number of students tested with Ml-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 whao 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:

Flat River Academy is a very small school. Only 1 student took the Mi-Access, but because the school is so small itis more than 1 percent.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) bE%
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 |EP 83

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 1

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 1.2%

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
disabili Thiz i des ing local data, IEPs, student outcomes, and 5D feedback as part of that proc
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 se n? o] [
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 i i

Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking MI-Access with recommended action from the I5D as & result of the submitted justification forms last year - -
|this may have come later in the spring)? C C

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.

Topics and Method of Training

Special education team Appropriate Accommodations and Modifications for students with special needs 9/22/2022 Completed v

Disproportionality

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



Resources and Technical Assistance

al

Does the member dis
SUMMative assessmel

equire additi
t tool based on the

s and technical assistance from the ISD or MDE to ensure students ar: ing assessed using the most appropriate state -
gte 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. ® C

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

The member district addresses any issues of disproportionality in statewide assessment. ® 8]

District Comments

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modifications)
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Greenville Public Schools (59070)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Greenville Public Schools (39070) 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 Greenville Public 5choals (55070

English Language Arts 1885 18 1
Mathematics 1863 18 1
Sdence 204 D 1.1
Social Studies 800 9 1.1

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? J [

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 15D)? : ®
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 B + 5AT + Mi-

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 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:

Greenville Public Schools provides a self contained [J{@ffazssroom at the secondary | as a part of a full continuum of services for our students who have cognitive impairments and cannot participate in
general education statewide assessments due to their cognitive delays and academic deficits.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) e
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

Totzl Number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5,6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an |EP 1871

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 11

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 0.6%

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 r wing local data, IEPs, student outcomes, and 15D 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 Ml-Access, district level data, progress monitoring data, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of ® O
[argeting instruction for students who took and & signated to take M 557

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 o) ®

[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 activity that is yet to be carried out for this schoaol

Topics and Method of Training

Direct or Student Services shared with intensive resource room and MiCi teachers the criteria flow chart when deciding
which students should take an alternative assessment.

RR and MiCi Teachers 31672022 Completed v

Director of Student Services shared with MiCi teachers the names of students who have alterna BSIESSMENts written
into their IEP. Qnly students who are on an alternative curriculum should be taking the M ss. Director of Student 8/24/2022 Completed ¥
Services shared out again the resources provided by the state of Michigan regarding alternate assessments.

MiCi Teachers

Ran alternate assessment reports and discussed with administration the 1% cap we strive to be below for alternate
Director of Student Services assessments. Director of student services shared the names with assessment coordinators for pre identification 9/28/2022 Completed v
pUrposes.

Review expectati
are on our pre-ide

s for alternate assessments that will be happening in the Spring. Cross reference our names that

Director of Student Services/MiCi Teachers I -
tification list.

12/7/2022 Planned

Share with MiCi teachers the alternate assessment practice resources that they can use with their students to get them
“test ready”

Sl

Director of Student Services 3/M1/2023 Planned

Disproportionality

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

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 I[EP team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the alternate assessment. - L&
The member district allows IEP team members to decide which students take an alternate assessment. ® 9]
The member district addresses any issues of disproportionality in statewide assessment. ®

District Comments

Greenville Public Schools works hard to maintain rigors expectations for students with disabilities. The only students who take alternative assessments are those in which are in our MiCi classroom. This is a
ive placement; therefore, justification on their IEP which relates to cognitive ability or performance must be addressed. Students must be on a non-diploma track to take an aliernate assessment.

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modifications)
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Lakeview Community Schools (Montcalm) (59090)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Lakeview Community Schaols (R (59090) for ISD review. 15Ds may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, 15Ds may return this form for
modifications 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 Lakevi

w Community Schools (Montcalm) (5909

English Language Arts 541 11 2
Mathematics 547 aL 2
Science 206 9 4.4
Social Studies 208 El 44

By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data in the ab
report*

table can be verified against the district level data provided in the ISD level

Contributing Factors
Question Yes No
Did the district test fewer than 500 students total using statewide assessments? ® O
Fewer than 5 students took Mi-Access. o [
5 or more students took Ml-Access ® O
Question Yes No
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 a region or ISDJ?

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-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 indude students who are residents of hte district or who have enrolled through
school of choice processes).
Adjusted Total Q
Adjusted Participation Number 0
Adjusted Rate 0%

Please describe other justificat

Based on information from the state, county, and our local school district, Lakeview Community Schools has a disproportionate number of special education students that qualify under the category of mental
cording to local data from fall of 2022, 2 4% of our students participating in programs are identified with a cognitive impairment. This is higher than the state average of 1.8%. This

oportion is our drcurmstance that led to more than 1% of enrolled student being administered the MI-ACCESS 855855MENTs.

impairments. #

disp

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) oEs
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 574

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 1.4%

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 mast signi
disabilities. This includes reviewing local dats, |EPs, student outcomes, and IS0 feedback as part of that proces

nt cognitive

Did the district provide professional dev ment ew and existing staff regarding the definition of "Students with the Most Signi ve Disabilities™

Did the district use & formal process to review and record decisions made by IEP teams regarding gssessment s n? ® (&)

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? )




l:)id 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)?

Please qutline 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
Special Education staff Training staff to use the Interactive decision making tool for Michigan Alternate assessment guidance S/29/2022 Completed v
Special Education staff Training staff to use the "Michigan Alternate Assessment: What Is It, What It Means and What It Offers” with parents 2/23/2023

Disproportionality

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

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member di al 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 memper district IEP 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 modificati
@ (@ Y-||B I W||E = E|H| =




Montabella Community Schools (59045)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Montabella Community Schools (55045) for ISD review. 150s may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternativ
tions 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.

¥, 1505 may return this form for

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Montabella Community Schools (59045):

English Language Arts 413 S 12
Mathematics 414 [ 14
Science 163 2 1.2

Social Studies 163 z 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 ISD level
report.®
Contributing Factors

Question Yes No

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

Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access.

5 or more students took MI-Access. - O

Question Yes No

tudents with significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the district —~

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborati
& region or ISD)?

within

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 B + 5AT = 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:

cess assessment in the 21-22 school

Montabella is a small school di and with the limited number of students that are assessed the threshold is reached. Montabella had 6 students participate in the Mi-

year. 5taff reviews the state guidance about determining assessments on an annual basis.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

0
(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) 08

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 Number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 426

m

Total number of students whose IEPs designate Ml-Access fo

te summative assessments in any co

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 1.9%

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 maost sig
disabilities. This includes reviewing local data, |IEPs, student outcomes, and ISD feedback as part of that process

nt cognitive

Did the district provide professional deve ent 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 |EP teams regarding assessment selection? (@] o
Did the district use outcomes data (current and past results from MI-Access, district level data, progress monitoring dats, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of ~ A
[argeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take MI-Access? i i
Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking Ml-Access with recommended action from the ISD as a result of the submitted justification forms last year ~ A
ithic mau haus cama larar in tha saringt?




[ i g e i e i 1 1 ]

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 y

Topics and Method of Training

SE staff Planning for assessments - training and resource documents provided 4712023

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the 15D regarding disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment? & L]

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member d
SuUmMmMative assessme

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

ct require addi
ttool based on ¢

Please detail the need for additicnal 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. [ o

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

District Comments

15D Comments
(required if I5D is returning to district for modifications)
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Tri County Area Schools (59080)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Tri County Area Schools (53080) for 15D review. 1SDs may acceptthis district submission by
clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by the I5D, the applicable distri

cking Accept District Form. Alternatively, ISDs may rewrn this form for modifications by
t information will need to be incdluded in the 15D Summary Justification Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Tri County £

English Language Arts BB6 18 2
Mathematics 836 18 2
Scence 378 10 26

Social Studies 10 P

By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data in the above table can be verified against the district |
report®

rel data provided in the ISD leve!

Contributing Factors

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

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborative for students with significant cognitive disabilities {serving students from in and cutside of the district
within a region or ISD)?

Utilizing the Alternat

sessment 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-STEF + PSAT Grade 8 + 54

Total 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 justi

n:

Tri County Area Schools in the areas of Language Arts and Mathematics tested above 500 students, B86. In the areas of Science and Social Studies, the district did test fewer than 500 students, 378 students
were assessed in grade levels 5th and 8th grades.

Tri County Area Schools is 8 local district that does not operate center-based programs.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

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

Using students' IEP infarmation, Michigan School Data System {(MSDS), and other current data,

omplete 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 ar without an IEP 926
Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 20
Projected Participation Rate for 2023 2.2%

Local Plan
Member dist

ts 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
i | data, |EPs, student gutcomes, and 15D feedback &5 part of that pr

Did the district provide professional development to new and existing staff regarding the definition of "Students with the Most Signifl
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 M

t Cognitive Disabilities™

cess, district level data, progress monitoring data, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of

® (@]
[argeting instruction for students who twok and are designated to take Mi =57
Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking Mi-Access with recommended action from the ISD as & result of the submitted justification forms last year ¢ ™
this may have come later in the spring)? B )

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




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 activ

Topics and Method of Training

. . 1) Should My Student Take an Alternate Assessment - offered through Professional Learning Communities bi-annually .
Special Ed. Providers . X . . . 10/6/2022 Completed ¥
2) Documenting Assessment Conversation with Parents on Notice Page of IEPs (IEP reviews)

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the ISD 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 appropriste state - @
summat

€ gssessment tool based on the state guidelines?

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Please provide the following assurances.

Tne memoer district IEP team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the alternate assessment.

The memboer district allows IEP team members to decide which students take an alternate assessment. o L

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

District Comments

Disproportionality is addressed to the local School Board through a Mov. 2022 presentation

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modifications)
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Vestaburg Community Schools (59150)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Vestaburg Comrmunic
modifications by clicking Return for Modifications.

Schools (59150) for 15D review. 15Ds may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternativ 5Ds may return this form for
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 Vestaburg Community Schools (59150}

English Language Arts 311 11 35
Mathematics 3N 10 32
Science 122 3 25

Social Studies 123 3 24

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

Question Yes No
Did the district test fewer than 500 students total using statewide assessments? ® O
Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access. Q -

5 or more students took M

Question Yes No

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborati
within a region or ISDJ?

tudents 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 8 + SAT = MI-

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

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

t'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 Q

Adjusted Participation Number [

Adjusted Rate 0%

Please describe other justification:

Several students in our program for students with cognitive impairments a

t the state testing level

We are a small district so numbers are disproportionate

We have several foster families in our district who have foster children who have extreme special needs

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 Number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 269

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 7

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 2.6%

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
disabiliies. This includes reviewing local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and 1SD feedback a5 part of that process.

Did the district provide professional development to new and

isting staff regarding the definition of "Students with the Most Signifl t Cognitive Disabilities™

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

Did the district use outcomes data (current and past results from M-/
[argeting instruction for students who took and a signated 1o take MI

ss, district level data, progress monitoring dats, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of - -

Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking MI-£
|this may have come later in the spring)?

cess with recommended action from the ISD as & result of the submitted justification forms last year s -




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 indude activity
that is yet to be carried out for this school ys

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

Topics and Method of Training

Special Education Staff State Tests-CNOOSING the COrrect assessment 12/14/2022

Disproportionality

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

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member dis:
suUmmative assessme

ict require additional resources and technical assistance from the ISD or MDE to ensure students are being assessed using the most appropriate state ~
ttool based on the state guidelines? h

Please detzil 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. [

The member district addresses any issues of disproportionality in statewide assessment L -

District Comments

These discussions are taken seriously in the IEP meeting. State and ISD guidance is utilized for decision making.

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modificatio:
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