MICHIGAN

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

District (ISD) Summary Justification Form
FY 2022-2023

ISD Name: St. Joseph County 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 St. Joseph County ISD:

Spring 2022
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 4967 74 1.5
Mathematics 4967 72 1.4
Science 2163 26 1.2
Social Studies 2154 19 0.9
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 5
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

02/24/2022 In-person meeting/training. MI-Access: Who Takes an Alternate Assessment? was provided to
each district's Catamaran Coordinator at the February Catamaran Coordinator meeting. The
Catamaran Coordinators then shared this resource and discussed at their individual district staff
meeting.

01/19/2023 In-person meeting/training regarding MI-Access: Who Takes an Alternate Assessment? planned
for January Catamaran Coordinator meeting.

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
Nottawa Community School 04/21/2022 ISD Special Education Supervisor providing guidance and MDE
reference material for proper selection of MI Access SI and FI
supports.
Sturgis Public Schools 01/11/2023 District special education team meeting - review the flowchart

regarding alternative assessments. Collaborative discussion
around each student and their needs to ensure we are doing
what is needed for each student.

Three Rivers Community 01/17/2022 Professional Development on the MI-Access assessment as well

Schools as the flowchart on how to determined the appropriate
assessment for each student.

White Pigeon Community 02/25/2022 Review testing requirements for the State assessment.

Schools Introduced Flow chart.

Mendon Community School 01/19/2023 Review testing requirements for the State assessment.

District

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

None at this time.
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Assurances

Please provide the following assurances.

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

®Yes O No

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

®Yes O No

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

®Yes O No

ISD Comments (None)

MDE Comments (None)
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MICHIGAN

=r#Education
Member District

Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form
FY 2022-2023

Member District: St. Joseph County 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 St. Joseph County ISD:

Spring 2022
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 27 22 81.5
Mathematics 26 21 80.8
Science 7 6 85.7
Social Studies 1 0 0

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 27
(M-STEP + PSAT Grade 8 + SAT + MI-Access).

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11. 22
Students from outside the district placed in district’s regional center-based program by IEP 27

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:

The majority of students in the ISD operated programs (Pathfinder) are using an alternative
curriculum and do not have access to the general education curriculum. Additionally, the
students in these programs have the most serve impairments, such as cognitive impairment,
autism spectrum disorder, severe multiple impairment, and emotional impairment.

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) 0.9%

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

Projected Participation Rate 2023 Number

Total number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 36

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 100%

36
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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
Special Education In-person meeting/training. Should 02/17/2022 Completed
Administrators and Catamaran |[My Student
Coordinators Take the Alternate Assessment?

Flowchart
Special Education In-person meeting/training. MI- 01/19/2023 Planned
Administrators and Catamaran |Access: Who
Coordinators Takes an Alternate 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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Mendon Community School District (75060)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Mendon Community School District {75060} for 15D review. 1ISDs may accept this district submission by
madifications 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 Mendon Communit hiool District (75060}

English Language Arts 232 3 13
Mathematics 232 3 13
Science 119 1 0.8

Social Studies 119 1 0.8

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

Contributing Factors

Question Yes

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

cking Accept District Form. Alternatively, 15Ds may return this form for

Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access.

5 or more students took Mi-Access.

within & region or I5D)?

Question Yes

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 -

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

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

Number

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

Adjusted Participation Number

Adjusted Rate

ation:

Please describe other justifi

5t. Joseph County ISD operates the center-based program for our county. Our students who have the most significant cognitive disabilities attend classes through the 1SD.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) n.g%
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 [EP 223

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 2.2%

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 maost signi

disabilities. This includes reviewing local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and |5D feedback as part of that process.

ing staff regarding the definition of "Students with the Most Significant Cognitive Disabilities™

Did the district provide professional development to new and &:

ant cognitive

Did the district use & formal process to review and record decisions made by |EP teams regarding assessment selection? C
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 ® o
[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 Ml-Access with recommended action from the 15D as a result of the submitted justification forms last year ® o
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Please outline tl

fessional development and technical assistance provided to staff regarding targeting student instructi
nned or scheduled a ¢ that is yet to be carried out for this schooly

d assessment selection decisions in the table below. This should include activity

from January 1, 2022 to current day, as well as any

Topics and Method of Training Planned/Completed
Special Education District/ISD Teachers In person small group meeting regarding Transition Assessments. 8/23/2022
Special Education District/ISD Teachers In person, small group meeting regarding Contingency Learning Plans (CLPs). 9/21/2022
Special Education District/ISD Teachers In person, small group meeting regarding Medicaid Billing 10/13/2022
Special Education District/ISD Teachers In person, small group meeting regarding Pre-Employment Transition Services with Michigan Rehabilitation Services 10/20/2022
Special Education District/ISD Teachers In person, small group Presence Learning for Speech 11/9/2022
Special Education District/ISD Teachers In person, small group Progress monitoring tools for ELA and Math 111072022
Special Education District/ISD Teachers In person, small group Pre-ETS virtual services 1/9/2023

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

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Please provide the following assur:

The member district IEF team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the alternate ass ® C
The member district allows IEP team members to decide which students take an alternate assessment. [ ]
The member district addresses any issues of dispropaortionality in statewide assessment. - o

District Comments

Mendon Community Schools uses data and multiple district-wide special edus
determination and any discussion takes place regarding any disproportionali

ation meetings o determine participation in the alternate assessment. Those directly involved in the IEP have the final

v in the statewide assessment.

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modifications)
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Nottawa Community School (75100)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Nottawa Community School (75100) for ISD review. I50s may accept this district submissi
oy clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by the ISD, the applicable district information will need to be included in the 1SD Summary Justifi

by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, I5Ds may return this form for modifications
cation Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Nottawa Community School (75100)

English Language Arts 1M 2 2
Mathematics 101 z z
Science 36 2 56
Social Studies 38 2 S&

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

Contributing Factors

Question Yes No

Did the district test fewer than 500 students total using statewide assessments? ® (
Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access. 1) [
5 or more students took Ml-Access. @] -

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 ®
within & region or I15D)?
Utilizing the Alternate Assessment data reports, complete the following table.
Assessment Data Table Number
Total Number of students taking spring summative assessments in grade 3-8 and 11 only (M-5TEP + PSAT Grade & + 5AT + M
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:

This year we anticipate 1 student needing MI-Access, however the possibility of adding just one more student to Mi-Access or having & student transfer into the district needing MI-Access will immediately place

the district over the 1% cap.

The two students who pa ; impaired and required extensive remediation and substitution to the curriculum in the general education setting order to

receive education appropriately in the least restrictive environment; therefore the alternative assessment was the most appropriate.

icipated in alternative assessment last year were cognitive

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023 05T
(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, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 116
Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 1
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 signifi
cludes reviewing local data, |IEPs, student outcomes, and IS0 feedback as part of that proce:

Cant cognitive
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Did the district use a formal process to review and record decisions made by IEP teams regarding assessment selection? ® O
Did the district use outcomes data (current and past results from Ml-Access, district level data, progress monitoring data, and other formative classroom dats) for the purposes of ® o
[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-Access with recommended action from the 15D 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 school

Topics and Method of Training

S rintendent and Special Educati ISD Special Education Supervi rovidi idance and MDE referenc terial fi roper selecti T MI Access Sl

uperintendent and Special Education pecial Education Supervisor providing guidance an reference material for proper selection of Ml Access VTR Complered v
Teacher and Fl supports.
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 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. L o
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

In addition the comment | added to section 2 of this form describing the extensive curriculum modifications needed for our two students needing M| Access, itis also important to note that our small size (116 3-
8 grade pupils) means that any more than one student needing M| Access automatically place the district over the 1% threshold.

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modificati
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Can you provide additional details under "Flease describe other justification” regarding the two students who took the afternative a sment last year? (e.g., are they using alternative curriculum, have cognitive impairment,...?



Sturgis Public Schools (75010)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Sturgis Public Schools (75010) for 15D review. I50Ds may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternativ I5Ds may return this form for mod
clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by the 1SD, the applicable district information will need to be included in the 15D Summary Justification Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Sturgis Public Schools (7501

English Language Arts 1536 23 5
Mathematics 1539 23 15
Science 704 D 13

Social Studies 703 8 1.1

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

Contributing Factors

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

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborat tudents 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 Number 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 3-8 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:
As a district, we review and utilize the "Should My Student Take the Alternate Assessment?” flowchart each year for determining which assessment each student should be taking. We discuss this yearly &t our
district team meetings. 5taff take time to consider each student's needs. The conversation includes former and current teachers

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 |EP 1557

Total number of students whose 1EPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 22

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 1.4%

Local Plan
Member dist:
dizabili

cts 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 outcomes, and 150 feedback as part of that proc

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 & .
[fargeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take Mi-Access? j }
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 @ c

|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 lanuary 1, 2022 to current day. as well as any planned or scheduled a Ty that is vet to be carried out for this schoal v




Topics and Method of Traini Planned/Completed

At our district special education team meeting, we reviewed assessment accommodations. We discussed demonstrated i
2/7/2022 Completed v

District Special Education Staff
needs and how that these items should tie in and be clear in the IEP.

At our district special education team meeting, we will review the flowchart regarding alternative assessments. We will
istrict Special Education Staff have & collaborative discussion around each student and their needs to ensure we are doing what is nesded for 2ach 1/11/2023
student.

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the ISD 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 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. ®

District Comments

In addition to our district special education team meeting throughout the year to ensure that we are addressing all needs. Our 15D team members join us at the table in these meetings as well.

11110422

I'wentin and looked at the questions. They were all marked "yes" on my end. | tried saving it again. Hopefully it registers this time. Thanks for your help!

ISD Comments
(required if I5D is returning to district for modifications)
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Hello! | noticed the questions for "Local Plan" were not completed, could you complete these 4 questions and resubmit? Thank you so much for your help with this!



Three Rivers Community Schools (75080)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Three rs Community Schoaols (75080) for ISD review. I5Ds may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, I5Ds 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 Three Rivers Community Schools (73080):

Participation Rate
English Language Arts 1150 15 13
Mathematics 1148 14 1.2
Science 488 5 1.1
Social Studies 457 S 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 I15D leve
report.®

Contributing Factors

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

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborative for students with significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the district -

within a region or ISDJ? g ®
Utilizing the Alternate Assessment data reports, complete the following table.

Assessment Data Table umber
Total Number of students taking spring summative assessments in grade 3-8 and 11 only (M-5TEP + PSAT Grade 8 + 5AT + MI-A

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 justification:

urrently operates 2 programs for students with mild cognitive impairments; one School level and one at the Elementary school. The total population in these programs is 16 out of

1,252. When using the given documents from MDE (the flowchart), the IEF teams determined ¢ ess gssessment was best for each individual student.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

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

Projected Participation Rate 2023 Number

Total Number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 1252

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state SUMMAtive aS5eSSMENts in any content area 16

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 1.3%

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 dats, |EPs, student outcomes, and 15D feedback as part of that process.

Did the district provide professional development to

w 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? ® O

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

Cess?

Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking MI-Access with recommended action from the ISD as 3 result of the submitted justification forms last year
|this may have come later in the spring)?
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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

Planned/Completed
Professional Development on the MI-Access assessment as well as the flowchart on how to determined the appropriate

District Special Education Teachers 1/17/2022 _
assessment for each student. i = _CDI'HD|ET<’-d

Professional Development on making sure the MI-Access assessment is given properly as well as the plan for
IS5

gve 4/15/2022 Completed v
a: sEments.

District Special Education Teachers

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 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. ® 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. ® 9]

District Comments

We are very close to the 1% Cap. Again, we are over because we provide programs for students who are mildly cognitively impaired. The district IEP teams discuss the appropriate assessment for each student
by using the flowchart.

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modifications)
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Under the "Milizing the Alternate Assessment data reports.. Azsessment Data Table” The table iz blank and the descirption reads "Our district currently operates 2 programs for students with mild cognitive impaires; one at the Middle

School level and one at the Elementary school. The total population in these programs is . When using the given documents from MDE (the flowchart), the |EP teams determined that the M. = assessment was best for 2ach

ndividual student.” Pleass complete the table and specify the total population in these programs. Flesse complete Azsessment Dats Table.



White Pigeon Community Schools (75070)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by White Pigeon Community Schools (75070) for ISD r
maod

w. 15Ds may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, 150z may return this form for
tions 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 White Pigeon Community Schoaols (750

English Language Arts 379 4 11
Mathematics 379 4 1.1
Science 161 o o

Social Studies 158 a a

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? ® o
Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access. ® (@]
5 or more students took Ml-Access. e} ®
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 -~ ®
within & region or I5D)?
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 + SAT = MI-Access).

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

dents 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:

In our district, we have students that remain in our local building that have significant cognitive disabilities where the IEP team has determined that Mi-Access is most appropriate after using the MDE flow chart

using student data.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

0.5%
(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) '

Using students' IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current dats, 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 wi 350
Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state SUMMative 4558SSMENTs in any Content area 4
Projected Participation Rate for 2023 1%

Local Plan
Member districts are expected to provide professional development and technical assistance to staff to ensure high expec
disabilities. This includes reviewing local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and 15D feedback as part of that process.

tions are being held for all students, including students with the most significant cognitive

Did the district provide professional dew ment ew and existing staff regarding the definition of "Students with the Most Signi nt 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 Ml-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

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




|this may have come later in the spring)?

Please outline th ssional 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 ned or scheduled that d out for this school y

Topics and Method of T Planned/Completed
SPED teachers Review testing requirements for the 5tate assessment. introduction of the Flow chart. 2/25/2022 Completed v

Testing Coording

Reviewed appropriat

Access students tes

heduling for the Mi

3/4/2022 Completed v

SPED Teachers District review and planning of students needs- including state assessment. 10/21/2022 Completed v

Special education staff Plan to review and show new staff how to access and use the 5State provided flow chart. 1

/2022 Planned  w

Sped staff Assure all students are ready for the state assessment and the appropriate materials are put into place. 1/27/2023 Planned v

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the ISD regarding disproportio

participation in the alternate assessment? o) -

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member di
SUMmMmativ

require additional r
tool based on the stat

urces and ©
delines?

nce from the ISD or MDE to ensure studer

ing assessed using the most appro

riate state -

assessment

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Please detail the need fo

dditional 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 a EP team members to decide which students take an alternate assessment. ® o]
The member district addresses any issues of dispropaortionality in statewide assessment. ® O

District Comments

15D Comments
(required if I5D is returning to district for modifications)
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