MICHIGAN

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

District (ISD) Summary Justification Form
FY 2022-2023

ISD Name: Van Buren 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 Van Buren ISD:

Spring 2022

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate

English Language Arts 7494 135 1.8
Mathematics 7494 130 1.7
Science 3313 67 2

Social Studies 3301 54 1.6

Data Total

Number of member districts/PSAs including the ISD 14

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 10

grades 3-8 and 11)
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Technical Assistance and Professional Development

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

Date Occurred
or Planned

06/09/2021 Throughout the year at IEP meetings with parents and students (as appropriate), Case
Managers reviewed the "Should My Student Take an Alternate Assessment" flowchart to guide
them in selecting the most appropriate assessment. Both the Alternate Assessment Flowchart
and the Interactive Decision Making Tool are linked in our IEP system, PowerSchool Special
Programs. A red guided message appears during the relevant sections of each IEP. Case
Mangers and District Designees who are facilitating IEPs review these documents as
appropriate when considering an alternative assessment at the IEP team meeting.

Summary of Technical Assistance and/or Professional Development

03/10/2021 A "1% Cap on Participation in the Alternate Assessment (MI-Access)" presentation has been
updated and provided to all member districts annually. This presentation provides ongoing
professional development to remind districts of the definition of students with the most
significant cognitive disabilities, and provides support, per ESSA that decisions must be made
following state guidelines. The continued use of the Interactive Decision Making Tool is
promoted ISD-wide along with targeted case studies exploring the impact on students both in
and out of the classroom and across multiple life domains.

10/21/2022 Regional Supervisors and Directors of Special Education for all member districts met in the fall
to review MI-Access participation rates in each district, review data trends and discuss the use
of both the flowchart and decision making tool. Several individual districts have opted to review
individual student data to insure that instruction and assessment are aligned and to develop
individual strategies to support best practice.

This is an ongoing practice across VBISD that occurs each fall. In addition, the ISD has created
individual district Data Portraits that include a range of data sets including MI-Access
participation rates. These Data Portraits are updated annually.

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.
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Member District

Date Occurred
or Planned

Summary of Technical Assistance and/or Professional
Development

Bangor Public Schools (Van
Buren)

11/15/2021

Professional development was provided to Special Education
teachers. MDE Guidance documents were provided and
discussion was held regarding the 1% Cap and assessment
selection.

The following Assurance Statements were provided to VBISD by
the district:

This plan ensures the district has reviewed ESSA data and
trends.

This plan ensures all new and returning staff will be trained on
guidelines for participation.

This plan ensures that parents will be informed and be active
participants in participation decisions.

The district will use the Assessment Selection Interactive
Decision Making Tool

Teachers were provided the "Should my Student Take the
Alternate Assessment" guidance document and trained how to
use it to lead assessment IEP discussions.

Training and technical support is ongoing and provided
throughout the school year.

Lawrence Public Schools

12/01/2020

Regional Supervisor of Special Education provided targeted
training to Principals, Parents, K-12 Teachers and Ancillary staff
using the revised 1% Cap on Participation in the Alternate
Assessment (MI-Access) training. In addition, both the
Interactive Decision Making Tool and the Alternate Assessment
Flow Chart, which are linked in the PowerSchool Special
Programs IEP system were reviewed.

The following Assurance Statements were provided to VBISD by
the district:

This plan ensures the district has reviewed ESSA data and
trends.

This plan ensures all new and returning staff will be trained on
guidelines for participation.

This plan ensures that parents will be informed and be active
participants in participation decisions.

The district will use the Assessment Selection Interactive
Decision Making Tool

Teachers were provided the "Should my Student Take the
Alternate Assessment" guidance document and trained how to
use it to lead assessment IEP discussions.

Training and technical support is ongoing and provided
throughout the school year.
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Member District

Date Occurred
or Planned

Summary of Technical Assistance and/or Professional
Development

Bloomingdale Public School
District

12/10/2020

Reviewed ESSA data and trends. Trained on guidelines for
participation and parent involvement. Provided the Assessment
Selection Interactive Decision Making Tool.

The following Assurance Statements were provided to VBISD by
the district:

This plan ensures the district has reviewed ESSA data and
trends.

This plan ensures all new and returning staff will be trained on
guidelines for participation.

This plan ensures that parents will be informed and be active
participants in participation decisions.

The district will use the Assessment Selection Interactive
Decision Making Tool

Teachers were provided the "Should my Student Take the
Alternate Assessment" guidance document and trained how to
use it to lead assessment IEP discussions.

Training and technical support is ongoing and provided
throughout the school year.

Covert Public Schools

12/07/2020

Covert was identified as a Tier III district and in addition to the
training and support listed below, also conducted an extensive
case by case audit considering the alignment to the Essential
Elements, IEP programs and services and previous assessment
results, which was submitted to MDE/OSE.

1. Lecture/ Q&A; information provided to teachers on the
emphasis of the historical overuse of alternate assessments.

2. Basic Understanding and 3 year Data Review; Plan to use
decision-making tools as expected practice.

3. Case Study is available upon request. The following
summary was included:

Covert Public Schools is a rural school district in Van Buren
County. Enrollment K-12 ranges from 353 in 20-21 to 321 in 21
-22. Students eligible for special education is less than 50 K-12.
Most students K-12 received core instruction for both ELA and
Math within the general education classroom, while receiving
supports from a special education teacher via teacher consult
(either direct or consultative) and pull out groups for intense
intervention/specialized instruction to make continued progress
on targeted IEP goals. There are only a select few students who
are working towards a certificate of completion vs. a diploma.
The students who are participating in the alternate assessment
are also on track to obtain a certificate of completion.
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Bloomingdale Public School
District

08/28/2023

Bloomingdale is above 1.8% (Tier 2) based on 2022 data. The
following activities will be conducted by 8/28/2023:

* Conduct a Case Audit:

-Review files of each student taking MI-Access.

-Consider the alignment between standards for instruction and
assessment.

-Consider performance over time.

-Consider reviewing previous MI-Access scores.

-Gather and analyze data that suggest placement practices by:
-Graphing percentages of students taking MI-Access by
eligibility area.

-Graphing percentages of students taking MI-Access by LRE
designation.

-Hypothesize potential reasons or hidden issues that affect
these decisions.

-Determine if there are any students for which assessments
may need to be reconsidered by the IEP team.

* Consider Instructional Strategies and provide resources to
teachers that align instruction to expectations.

* Develop a Tier 2 1% ESSA Professional Development Plan to
begin in the Fall of 2023

* Continue to review the "Should My Student Take the
Alternate Assessment Flowchart" and the "Assessment
Selection Interactive Decision Making Tool" when determining
state assessment decisions at IEP team meetings.

Covert Public Schools

08/28/2023

Covert is above 1.8% (Tier 2) based on 2022 data. The
following activities will be conducted by 8/28/2023:

* Conduct a Case Audit:

-Review files of each student taking MI-Access.

-Consider the alignment between standards for instruction and
assessment.

-Consider performance over time.

-Consider reviewing previous MI-Access scores.

-Gather and analyze data that suggest placement practices by:
-Graphing percentages of students taking MI-Access by
eligibility area.

-Graphing percentages of students taking MI-Access by LRE
designation.

-Hypothesize potential reasons or hidden issues that affect
these decisions.

-Determine if there are any students for which assessments
may need to be reconsidered by the IEP team.

* Consider Instructional Strategies and provide resources to
teachers that align instruction to expectations.

* Develop a Tier 2 1% ESSA Professional Development Plan to
begin in the Fall of 2023

* Continue to review the "Should My Student Take the
Alternate Assessment Flowchart" and the "Assessment
Selection Interactive Decision Making Tool" when determining
state assessment decisions at IEP team meetings.
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Hartford Public Schools

08/28/2023

Hartford is at 1.8% (Tier 2) based on 2022 data. The following
activities will be conducted by 8/28/2023:

* Conduct a Case Audit:

-Review files of each student taking MI-Access.

-Consider the alignment between standards for instruction and
assessment.

-Consider performance over time.

-Consider reviewing previous MI-Access scores.

-Gather and analyze data that suggest placement practices by:
-Graphing percentages of students taking MI-Access by
eligibility area.

-Graphing percentages of students taking MI-Access by LRE
designation.

-Hypothesize potential reasons or hidden issues that affect
these decisions.

-Determine if there are any students for which assessments
may need to be reconsidered by the IEP team.

* Consider Instructional Strategies and provide resources to
teachers that align instruction to expectations.

* Develop a Tier 2 1% ESSA Professional Development Plan to
begin in the Fall of 2023

* Continue to review the "Should My Student Take the
Alternate Assessment Flowchart" and the "Assessment
Selection Interactive Decision Making Tool" when determining
state assessment decisions at IEP team meetings.

Lawrence Public Schools

08/28/2023

Lawrence is above 1.8% (Tier 2) based on 2022 data. The
following activities will be conducted by 8/28/2023:

* Conduct a Case Audit:

-Review files of each student taking MI-Access.

-Consider the alignment between standards for instruction and
assessment.

-Consider performance over time.

-Consider reviewing previous MI-Access scores.

-Gather and analyze data that suggest placement practices by:
-Graphing percentages of students taking MI-Access by
eligibility area.

-Graphing percentages of students taking MI-Access by LRE
designation.

-Hypothesize potential reasons or hidden issues that affect
these decisions.

-Determine if there are any students for which assessments
may need to be reconsidered by the IEP team.

* Consider Instructional Strategies and provide resources to
teachers that align instruction to expectations.

* Develop a Tier 2 1% ESSA Professional Development Plan to
begin in the Fall of 2023

* Continue to review the "Should My Student Take the
Alternate Assessment Flowchart" and the "Assessment
Selection Interactive Decision Making Tool" when determining
state assessment decisions at IEP team meetings.
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Lawton Community School
District

08/28/2023

Lawton is above 1.8% (Tier 2) based on 2022 data. The
following activities will be conducted by 8/28/2023:

* Conduct a Case Audit:

-Review files of each student taking MI-Access.

-Consider the alignment between standards for instruction and
assessment.

-Consider performance over time.

-Consider reviewing previous MI-Access scores.

-Gather and analyze data that suggest placement practices by:
-Graphing percentages of students taking MI-Access by
eligibility area.

-Graphing percentages of students taking MI-Access by LRE
designation.

-Hypothesize potential reasons or hidden issues that affect
these decisions.

-Determine if there are any students for which assessments
may need to be reconsidered by the IEP team.

* Consider Instructional Strategies and provide resources to
teachers that align instruction to expectations.

* Develop a Tier 2 1% ESSA Professional Development Plan to
begin in the Fall of 2023

* Continue to review the "Should My Student Take the
Alternate Assessment Flowchart" and the "Assessment
Selection Interactive Decision Making Tool" when determining
state assessment decisions at IEP team meetings.

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?

VBISD appreciates the professional learning and supports which have been provided by
MDE/OSE over the past several years. In the future it would be helpful to have clearly
identified procedures for Tier II and III districts with regard to the Justification process.
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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: Van Buren 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 Van Buren ISD:

Spring 2022

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 58 31 53.4
Mathematics 57 31 54.4
Science 26 15 57.7
Social Studies 14 3 21.4

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)?

2022-2023 Justification Form - Van Buren 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 58
(M-STEP + PSAT Grade 8 + SAT + MI-Access).

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11. 31
Students from outside the district placed in district’s regional center-based program by IEP 58

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:

VBISD runs center based programs for students with significant disabilities. This includes the
Bert Goens Learning Center where all students are on an alternative curriculum and have
significant cognitive delays.

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.

Projected Participation Rate 2023 Number

Total number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 51
Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 31
in any content area

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 60.8%
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Local Plan

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

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

®Yes O No

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

®Yes O No

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

®Yes O No

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

®Yes O No

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

Audience Topics and Method of Training Planned/Completed

School Staff Mi-Access refresher ppt. presentation (08/22/2022 Completed
developed/updated by VBISD program
supervisors.
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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

2022-2023 Justification Form - Van Buren ISD
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Bangor Public Schools (Van Buren) (80020)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Bangor Public Schools (Van Buren) (80020 for 15D review. I1SDs 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 1SD Summary Justification Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Bangor Public Schools (Van Buren) (80020):

English Language Arts 508 8 1.6
Mathematics 507 8 16
Science 228 3 13

Social Studies 228 3 13

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? 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 & region or ISD)? .

Utilizing the Alternat

Assessment data reports, complete the folloy

ing table.

Assessment Data Tal

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 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:

District tested greater than 500 for Math (507} and ELA (508) but 228 for both Social Studies and Science.

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 |EP 558

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-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 most significant cognitive
disab <. This includes reviewing local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and I5D 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 & 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-Acc district level data, progress monitoring data, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of .
[argeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take MI-Access?
Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking MI-Access with recommended action from the 15D as a result of the submitted justification forms last year i
this may have come later in the spring)?

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




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 data, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of .
[argeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take M-

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

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

Please outline the
from January 1, 2022 to current day,

essional development and technical assistance provided to staff regarding targeting student instruction and assessment selection decisions in the table below. This should include activity
as well as any planned or scheduled activity that is yet to be carried out for this school year.

Topics and Method of Traini Planned/Completed
SPED Teachers 5taff will be trained on assessment selection and using the "Should My Student Take the Alternate Test”. 11/28/2022

5taff will be presented with a power point presentation
SPED Teachers developed by John Jaquith and Marcia O'Brien. This activity will better staff understanding of assessment selection and 11/28/2022
help teachers identify students that would benefit from taking an alternate assessment.

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the I5D 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 - _

suUmmative assessment tool based on the state g'JIdE“nES?

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Flease 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. ® Q

District Comments

MFAA

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modifications)
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Bloomingdale Public School District (80090)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Bloomingdale Public School District (80090 for 15D review. 1SDs may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, ISDs may return this form for
medifications 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 Bloomingdale Public School District (80050}

English Language Arts 500 16 32
Mathematics 500 15 3

Science 188 8 43

Social Studies 188 3 43

By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data in the above table can be verified against the district level data provided in the 15D leve!
report.®

Contributing Factors

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

Did the district operate & 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 8 + SAT + M-
Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8Band 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:

The district operates two classrooms for students with cognitive impairments. All students in our Cl classrooms require an alternate assessment as determined by their IEP Teams. For the 2022 school year the
district has added a high FTE classroom at the elementary level. The district has also taken on some students within the Cl classrooms as school of choice as well as with cooperative agreements from other
districts. We anticipate no longer meeting the1% Cap moving forward.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) b.8%
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 Numnber

Total Number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 565

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 2.3%

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 sign
disabilities. This includes re ng local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and I1SD feedback as part of that process

ant cognitive

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

i

Did the district use a formal process to review and record decisions made by IEP teams regarding assessment selection? —
Did the district use outcomes data (current and past results from MI-Access, district level data, progress monitoring data, and other formative classroom data) for the purposes of @ .
[argeting instruction for students who took and are designated to take MI-Acces

Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking MI-Access with recommended action from the 15D as 3 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 y

Topics and Method of Training

Throughout the year at IEP meetings with parents and students (as appropriate), Case Managers reviewed the "Should

Students, Staff My Student Take 6/3/2022 Completed

an Alternate Assessment” flowchart to guide them in selecting the most appropriate assessment.

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the IZD 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. ® (@]
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
ISD Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modificati
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Covert Public Schools (80040)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Cowvert Public Schools (80040) for ISD review. |SDs may acceprt this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, I50Ds 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 Covert Public Schools (80040)

English Language Arts 158 4 25
Mathematics 162 4 25
Science 65 z 3.1

Social Studies 65 2 31

By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data in the above table can be verified aga e district level data provided in the 15D 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.

5 or more students took Mil-Access. J L

Question Yes No

students with significant cognitive disabilities {serving students from in and outside of the district -

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

or regional collaborative

\Utilizing the Alternate Assessment eports, 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 8 + 5AT + MI-Access).

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

include students who are residents of hte district or who have enrolled through

Students from outside the district placed in district’'s regional center-based program by IEP team (do no

school of choice processes).

Adjusted Total 0

Adjusted Participation Number 0

Adjusted Rate ]

Please describe other justification:

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023 0
(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) ’

School Data System (MSDS), and other current complete the following table to calculate the 2023 projected participation rate.

Using students' IEP information, Michig

Projected Participation Rate 2023 Number
Total Mumber of students enrolled in grades 3,4, 5,6, 7, 8, 11 wit &
Total number of students whose IEPs designate Ml-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 4
Projected Participation Rate for 2023 2.4%

Local Plan
Member di
ties. This includes

ing held for all students, including students with the most sig nt cognitive

essional development and technical a
|EPs, student outcomes IS0 feed

o staff to ensure high expe
k as part of that pr

ts are expected to provid
ng 1o

Q

district provide professio e definiti he Most Sign Cognitive Disabilities™?
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 fram MI-Acc 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 N ess?




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

Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking Mi-
|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 y

Topics and Method of Training

Planned/Completed
Review Decision making tools, implement them in the IEP

SPED Teachers/Service Providers . 11/28/2022
process when appropriate
ous year assessment results and implications of decisions moving forward. 11/28/2022

SPED Teachers Analyze pre

Disproportionality

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

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member di t 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

Flease 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. ® o

District Comments

NiA

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

E|H| =
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Decatur Public Schools (80050)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Decatur Public Schools (80050) for 15D review. 15Ds may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, 1ISDs may return this form for modifications by
he 150, the applicable district information will need to be included in the I5D Summary Justification Form.

clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Decatur Public Schools (80050):

English Language Arts 3689 3 08
Mathematics 369 3 0.8
Science 142 2 1.4

Social Studies 142 2 1.4

t the district level data provided in the ISD leve

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

Contributing Factors

Question Yes No
Did the district test fewer than 500 students total using sta Ss5e55Ments? ® o
® C

Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access.

5 or more students took Mi-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 ~ ™

ogra

within & region or [5D)?

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

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

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

Students from outside the district placed in dis '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:

Decatur Public 5chool is 3 small district where small changes in team IEP decisions can easily affect the percentage of students taking an alternate assessment. Though the district will continue to do what they
can to keep the alternate participation rate bel it will also continue to serve the needs of high needs learners.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023 05T
(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) ’

complete the following table to calculate the 2023 projected participation rate.

Using students' IEP information, Michig: hool Data System (MSDS), and other current

Projected Participation Rate 2023 Number
Total Number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5,6, 7, 8, 11 with hout an IEP 550
Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 2
Projected Participation Rate for 2023 0.4%

Local Plan
Member districts are expected to provide professional development and technical assis
ities. This includes ewing local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and 150 feedback as part of that process.

ce to siaff to ensure high expectations are being held for all students, including students with the most significant cognitive

Did the district provide professional de C

Did the district use & formal process to revie i - C

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

truction for students who took and are designated to take N

fargeting




Did the district rec eedback on the participation rate for students taking Mi-A
|this may have come later in the spring)?

es55 with recommended action from the 15D as a result of the submitted justification forms last year

Please outline the professional development and technical assistance provided to staff regarding targeting student instruction and assessment selection decisions in the table below. This should include activity
from January 1, 2022 o 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

= - . Discussed several resources that guide the team to determine what assessment is most appropriate for students. Also .
Special Education Teachers and ancillary staff | ) g - — pprop 10/26/2022 Completed v
discussed the importance of making data driven decisions and general awareness of the 1% cap.

Disproportionality

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

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member district require additional resources and technical assistance from the ISD or MDE to ensure students are being assessed using the most appropriate state -

summative assessment tool based on the state guidelines?

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Please provide the following assurances.

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

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

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

District Comments

15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modifications)
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Hartford Public Schools (80120)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Hartford Public Schoals (B0120) for 1SD review. 1505 may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, 150s may return this form for modifications by
clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by the 1SD, the applicable district information will need to be included in the ISD Summary Justification Form

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Hartford Public Schools (80120):

Spring 2021-2022

Participation Rate
English Language Arts 685 12 18
Mathematics 685 12 18
Science 298 5 1.7
Social Studies 298 S 17

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

Contributing Factors

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

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

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

Assessment Data T 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 notinclude students who are residents of hte district or who have enrolled through

school of choice processes).

Adjusted Total 0

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 notinclude students who are residents of hte district or who have enrolled through
school of choice processes).

Adjusted Total )

Adjusted Participation Number 0

Adjusted Rate 0%

Please describe other justification:

Qur district has a greater population of students with significant cognitive impairment as a result of adding local programs which allow our district to provide FAPE in-house for more of our resident students.
Instead of attending the ISD's center-based program, many of our resident students with significant cognitive impairment can now receive their programming through their resident districtin their least
restrictive environment. This is not a regionalized program as our district has enough students to fill our programs internally with resident students. This structure has reduced our student numbers at ISD
center-based programs, but it has increased our numbers of students with significant cognitive impairment at our local district level. Each year our numbers have increased within our programs as a result of
students entering kindergarten and/or transitioning back to their local district from ISD programs.

Qur district also underwent focus monitaring activities last year for significant disproportionality of white students with Cl. After our onsite review a letter from MDE was issued of no-findings of non-compliance.
Students were evaluated and determined to have cognitive impairment following proper procedures. So there is not a systemic issue of overidentification of students with cognitive impairment within our
district. As mentioned above our newly added programs have increased our numbers of students with significant cognitive impairment.

Upon data review of the 12 students who participated in the alternate MI-ACCESS Fl or 51 Assessments last year, all students are confirmed to be appropriate given the 12 students sub-test scores are mostly all
scored as "Emerging”. In total P 18 MI-ACCESS sub-tests scored as emerging, with 2 sub-tests scored as attained. Only two students had a sub-test scored &t the "attained" level. One of these students was a
Supported Independence participant and he attained or met the goal for the ELA sub-test. He was scored emerging on &ll other Sl sub-tests. The other student scored attained on the ELA sub-test for the
Functional Independence. All other sub-tests for this student scored at the emerging level. This confirms that the assessment level they are participating in is appropriate when looking at performance across all
sub-tests. In looking at these two students their academic area of strength falls within the reading or ELA domain. The IEP Team will be alerted to consider in the future if the Supported Independence participant
should take the Functional Independence level of MI-ACCESS for ELA in the future.

Upon data review of IEPs and students Iast year and this year taking alternate assessments, all IEF goals are connected to the alternate essential element standards and students receive modified curriculums
through their IEP and program. It is noted that this year's projections have increased again given our largest group of students are now in 3rd grade. This is the group (from kindergarten) that enrolled in our
local program for student's with significant cognitive impairment upon it's first year of creation. As a result we have four 3rd graders participating in MI-ACCESS this Spring in 2023. This is our largest grade level
group yet. When reviewing IEPs it is also clear that the |EP Team and parent are making decisions based on the Should My Student Take the Alternate Assessment Flowchart. There is documentation of this in all
IEPs.

14 students are assigned &t this time to participate in the MI-ACCESS Assessments in Spring of 2023. This is two more students than 2022. One reason for the increase is the large number of students at the 3rd
grade level, who were not tested last year as Znd graders. Another factor to note is that most students are at the elementary level or 3-5th grade. Our Elementary has the largest program and highest numbers of
students with cogniti




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, . 8, 11 with or without an IEP 696

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 14

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 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
dizabil . This includes reviewing local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and 15D feedback as part of that process.

Q

Did the district provide professional development to new and existing staff regarding the definition of "Students wit e Most Signif Cognitive Disabilities™?

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

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

Planned/Completed

Held Department Meeting. Topics included.. Determining when it's appropriate for a student to participate in MI-

. ACCESS. Using the Should My Student Take the Alternate Assessment flowchart and handout with IEP Teams and
K-5 Spec Ed Teachers & Ancillary Staff 1/12/2022
P v Parents. Discussed the new assessment accommodations for MI-ACCESS listed in PowerSchool and what each e Completed

accommodation entails.

Held Department Meeting. Topics included.. Determining when it's appropriate for a student to participate in Ml-
ACCESS. Using the Should My Student Take the Alternate Assessment flowchart and handout with [EP Teams and
nts. Discussed how it's no longer possible MI-ACCESS students to still participate in PSAT or SAT, given the
AT ELA and Math scores are not used for state reporting instead of M-STEP. Discussed the new assessment
mmodations listed in PowerSchool and what each accommodation entails.

]

6-12 Spec Ed Teachers & Ancillary Staff

Completed W

o

Disproportionality

Did the member district receive notification from the I1SD 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. ® 9]
The member district addresses any issues of disproportionality in statewide assessment. ® o

District Comments

Qur IEF Teams assign students to participate in alternate assessments on an individual student basis following state guidelines. The Should M

given to and reviewed »
CESS Performance scores at
CESS Perf

rm that the student is appropriate when | review the [EP. We also r
most significant cognitive disabilities are participating in MI-ACCESS. If a student is attaining or surpassing exp: ons on all or most sub-tests then we make a recommendation to the IEP Team and Parent that
ACCE: all of the MI-ACCESS

this student be assigned to the next assessment up. For some students this is switching from 5l to FI MI-As
'hile we monitor frequently our disproportionality in alternate state assessment participation, we also

Student Take the Alternate Assessment flowchart and handout is

ith parents at student IEP meetings prior to ma

<ing a decision each year to assign the student to MI-ACCESS. As the Supe
¢ our student lists and M1

isor who finalizes every student's IEP in our district, | also

o

y the students with

he department and administrative level to ensure ©

55 and for others it's switching from MI-ACCESS to M-STEP. If the majority ©

sub-tests are scored as emerging or less

en we consider the assessment appropriate for that student.

manitor our internal factors or structure {programming offered, increase in students with sig Cl...) that impacts our dats or percentage. One way to address our issues would be to close our programs and return
students to ISD center-based programs. This however is not something our distric

local school district.

vishes to do, as we believe it is best for students | ve Environment and attend their

en passible) to be in their Least Restri




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




Lawrence Public Schools (80130)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Lawrence Public Schools (80130
clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by

cking Accept District Form. Alternatively, ISDs may return this form for modifications by
on Form.

for ISD review. 1505 may accept this district submission by
the 15D, the applicable district information will need to be included in the I5D Summary Justificati

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Lawrence Public Schools (80130)

English Language Arts 213 6 28
Mathematics 213 [ 28
Sdence 9B 3 3.1

Social Studies 98 3 3.1

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

Contributing Factors

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 Mi-Access. (O] C
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 & region or I5D)7
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-Access).
Total Number of students tested with Ml-Access in grades 3-8and 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 0
Adjusted Rate 0%

Please describe other just

During the 2021-2022 schogol year, improving team understanding and knowledge of assessment types as well as using best practices to determining assesment pathways for students with disabilities was a
primary focus of professional development and coaching. While the overall number of students tested using alternative assessment is slightly lower in 2021-2022 than in 2020-21, it is expected that in coming

ool years Lawrence will see continued growth toward meeting the 1% target for alternative assessment. The majority of students taking alternative assessment at this time are in the upper middle or high
ol level, which is reflected in the higher data on science and social studies assessment that occur only in these grade levels. When looking at Math and ELA data, which is tested more bands, there has been
a decrease from 3.4% participation in alternative assesment to 2.8% parti tion. Rates of particpati assessment are anticipated to continue lowering in coming school y Additionally,
Lawrence is a small district in size. Due to this, each student taking alternative assessment has sig cation on the percentage of students taking alternative assessment. There is ortof3
students, two in 11th grade and one in 7th grade during the 21-22 school year, who have significant cognitive and adaptive needs necessitating alternative assessment and largely impacting the data for this

SCNO

yEar.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023 O
(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 214
Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 4
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 most significant cognitive
disabilities. This includes reviewing local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and 150 feedback as part of that process.



|this may have come later in the spring)?

Did the district provide professional de ment to new and existing staff regarding the definition of "Students with t Cognitive Disabilities™ L
Did the district use & formal process to review and record decisions made by IEP 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 ® c
[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 ISD as a result of the submitted justification forms last year ® Ie

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 da; vell s any planned or scheduled a

Topics

Review of ES5A 1% training materials and "Should my child

take an alternative assessment" decision making tool, with

discussion around current and pros pective students during SE

team meeting. Ongoing action planning was targeted to students at the elementary level who had either (1) never
taken M-5tep before being mowed to alternative assessment or (2) showed proficiency in one or more areas on their
previous alternative assessments. During IEP meetings, teams revisted assessment conversations using this
knowledge.

hat is yet to be carried out for this school y

Method of Training

Elementary SE teachers, Service Providers,
Interventionists and Building Administrator

2/1/2022

Review of ESSA 1% training materials and "Should my child

take an alternative assessment” decision making tool, with

discussion around current and prosp e students during SE

team meeting. Ongoing activities included reviewing historic performance on alternative assessment and making
adjustments to alternative assessment plans as needed during |EP team meetings.

JriSr High SE teachers, Service Providers, and
Building Administrator

2/8/2022

During District Representative training for new and existing administrators, the Special Education Supervisor reviewed
Essa 1% training materials and "Should my child take an alternative assessment” decision making too" and facilitated
conversations on how to guide these discussions using data and up-to-date recommendations from MDE and the 1SD.

District Representatives (principals and
superintendent)

8/15/2022

During special education department meeting at start of school year, re-presented ES5A
engaged teachers and services providers in model discussions on making recommendati
conversations during IEP team meetings

raining materials and tools,
ons and facilitating assessment

SE teachers, Service Providers

At department meeting, review current students on alternative assessment. Review "Should my child take an

SE teachers, Services Providers . . . _ -
alternative assessment” tool and action plan for any upcoming IEP conversations related to assessment

1/26/2023

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 di nal resources and technical assistance from the ISD or MDE to ensure students are being assessed using the most appropriate state

ve gssessment tool based on the state guidelines?

ct require add
summa

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 disprop in statewide assessment.

District Comments

ISD Comments
(required if 15D is returning to district for modifications)
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Lawton Community School District (80140)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Lawton Community School District (80140) for 15D review. I50s may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, 150s 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 Lawton Community School District (80140):

English Language Arts 531 11 21
Mathematics 531 10 19
Science 225 B 26

Social Studies 230 [ 26

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

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

Contributing Factors

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

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborative for students with significant cognitive disabilities {serving students from in and outside of the district o) ®
within & region or 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-5TEP + PSAT Grade 8 + 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 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:
Lawton Community Schools though it assesses more than 500 students, is 2 small district where small changes in team IEP decisions can easily affect the percentage of students taking an alternate assessment.
Though the district will continue to do what they can to keep the alternate participation rate below 1% it will also continue to serve the needs of high needs learners.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023

(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) b-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.

Projected Participation Rate 2023 Numnber

Total Number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5,6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 560

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 1.3%

Local Plan
Member di
<. This includes rev

5 are expected to provide professional development and technical assistance to staff to ensure high expe
ving local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and 15D feedback as part of that process.

district provide professional development to new and existing staff regarding the definition of "Students wit
Did the district use a formal process to review and record decisions made by IEP teams regarding assessment se ® o
Did the district use outcomes data (current and past results from MIl-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 57
Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking Mi-Access with recommended action from the I5D as a result of the submitted justification forms last year ® ¢
|this may have come later in the spring)?




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

opics and Method of Training Planned/Completed
Elementary Special education teachers and Discussed several resources that guide the team to determine what assessment is most appropriate for students. Also 314732022 C loted v
) B ) h ) . o/ 2 omplete:
ancillary team discussed the importance of making data driven decisions and general awareness of the 1% cap. =
MS/HS Special education teachers and Discussed several resources that guide the team to determine what assessment is most appropriate for students. Also C loted v
) h ) - : ) ; omplete
ancillary team discussed the importance of making data driven decisions and general awareness of the 1% cap. =

Disproportionality

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

Resources and Technical Assistance

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

ppropriate state -

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Please provide the following assurances.

The memiber 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. ® 9]
The member district addresses any issues of disproportionality in statewide assessment. ® 9]
District Comments
15D Comments
(required if ISD is returning to district for modifications)
& (& B I U|l;= = E| K| =




Mattawan Consolidated School (80150)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Mattawan Consolidated School (80150) for ISD review. 150s may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. Alternatively, 150s 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 Mattawan Consolidated School (80150):

English Language Arts 1852 23 1.2
Mathematics 1849 14 1

Science 835 e 1.4

Social Studies 836 13 16

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

Contributing Factors

Did the district test fewer than 500 students total using statewide assessments? O (3

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

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

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:

Mattawan Consolidated School District operates a continuum of special education programming with self c ined classroom programs for students learning alternate standards. Student state assessments are
decided by the |EF team on an individualized determination; not based upon program placement or eligibility. Information and training occurs throughout the school year during department meetings and
written communication.

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 Number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 20865

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 23

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 1.1%
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 significant cognitive
disabilities. This includes wing local data, |EPs, student outcomes, and IS0 feedback as part of that proc

Yes

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

Did the district use & formal process to review and record decisions made by IEP teams regarding assessment selection? i 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 MI-Access?

Did the district receive feedback on the participation rate for students taking M-/ h recommended action from the ISD as a result of the submitted justification forms last year ® ¢
|this may have come later in the spring)?

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

Topics and Method of Tral Planned/Completed
Special Education Teachers, Service Providers, | Newsletter was sent to all building special education staff and administrators with reminders on Alternative .
- - R K . B/24/2023 Completed ¥
and Building Administrators Assessment Flowchart and data from the district’s alternative assessment information
- . During District Representative training, materials on Alternative Assessment decision making were reviewed and [
District Representatives . . . R n . . . 10/12/2022 Completed ¥
discussed to facilitate dats-informed and individualized IEP team conversations regarding assessment options.
Special Education Teachers, Services Assessment accommodations, alternative assessment flowchart and decision tree will be reviewed and discussed o
: e . /23/2023
Providers during in person department meeting
Disproportionality

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

Resources and Technical Assistance

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

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Please provide the following assurances.

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

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

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

District Comments

15D Comments
(required if 15D is returning to district for modifications)
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Michigan Online School (80900)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Michigan Online School (80900]) for 15D review. I1SDs may accept this district submission by clicking Accept District Form. A
clicking Return for Modifications. When this form is accepted by the ISD, the applicable distri ormation will need to be included in the ISD Summary Justifica

ons by

. 15Ds may return this form for modifi
Form.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Michigan Online School (809007:

English Language Arts 242 4 17
Mathematics 243 4 17
Science 181 2 1.1

Social Studies 181 2 1.1

By checking th
report.®

0x, the user acknowledges the data in the ab ct level data provided in the ISD leve
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. ) .

Question Yes No

disabilities {serving students from in and outside of the dis

Did the district operate a © students with significant cog

within & region or ISD)?

or regional collaborat

eports, 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 3-8and 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 enralled through

Adjusted Total 0

Adjusted Participation Number 0

Adjusted Rate 0%

Please describe other justification:

Small percentage of students completed all testing.

2023 Projected Participation Rate

District's Projected Participation Rate for 2023 T
(per the response on the 2022 alternate assessment projected participation form) :

EP information, A complete the following table to calculate the 2023 proje rticipation rate.

Using students’ |

Projected Participation Rate 2023 Number
Total Number of students enrolled in grades 3,4, 5,6, 7, 8, 11 with o 386
Total number of students whose IEPs designate Ml-Access for state summative assessments in any content area 3
Projected Participation Rate for 2023 0.8%

Local Plan
Member dis are expected to provid
ities. This includes ewing o

essional development and technic
|EFs, student outcomes, and ISD fee

ssistance to staff to ensure high exp
ck as part of that proc

ide professio nd exi aff regarding the definition of "Stude
ict use & formal process to review and record decisions made by |EP teams regarding assessment selection? ® Q
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 i on for students who took and are designated to take M 5
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

fthic rmzie haus cmema lzsar in tha cmrinald




U113 1y ST ST S s S s I I

Please outline the p
from January 1, 2022 to current day, as well as any planned or scheduled activity

fessional development and technical assistance provided to staff regarding targeting student instruction and assessment selection decisions in the table bel
that is yet to be carried out for this school year.

. This should include activity

Topics and Method of Training

teacher, coordinator, manager alternative curriculum training Encore (teach town) Bf31/2022 Completed w

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

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Please provide the following assurances.

ipation in the alternate assessment.

The member district IEF team members follow the state guidelines for parti

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. ® 8]

District Comments

Qur team continues to focus on best educational practices to support &ll students. The majority of students with |EPs transfer to MOS with an IEP.

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

= (& RE B T Ul 1= o= E H| =

Please complete the Assessment Data Table and return the Justification Form to the 120, WBISD will emzil the Alternate Asseszment Data Report to use when completing the table



Paw Paw Public School District (80160)

Instructions
This page uses data entered by Paw Paw Public 5chool District (B0160) for ISD review. I5Ds 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 Paw Paw Public School District (80160]):

English Language Arts 117 14 3
Mathematics 1118 15 13
Science 519 8 15

Social Studies 518 6 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 15D leve!
report.®

Contributing Factors

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

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborative for students with significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the district o ®
within & region or [5D)?
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-5TEP + PSAT Grade B + 5AT + Ml-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:

Paw Paw Public 5chools operate high FTE classrooms which support students with significant needs at a higher number of resource minutes provided throughout the school day. These classrooms use maodified
curriculum for instruction. Teaching staff in these classrooms utilize the MDE decision making flowchart to determine which students should participate in alterna assessments as part of team meetings at
each student's IEP.

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 (MSD5S), 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 1173

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2023 1%

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
includes reviewing local data, | student outcomes, and ISD feedback as part of that proce:

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

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

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

jthis may have come later in the spring)?




Flease outline the p
from January 1, 2022 o current day, as well as any planned or scheduled ac

ofessional 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

Topics and Method of Training

PPPS5 SE Teachers, Ancillary Staff End of Year Meeting included review of Assessment Guidance Interactive Decision Making Tool. 5252022 Completed v

Disproportionality

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

Resources and Technical Assistance

Does the member district require additional resources and technical assistance from the ISD or MDE to ensure students are being assessed using the most appropriate state - @

summative assessment tool based on the state guidelines?

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

Assurances

Flease 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 aliernate assessment. - -

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

District Comments

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