Exceeding 1% Cap on Participation in State
Alternate Assessment Intermediate School

District (ISD) Summary Justification Form
FY 2024-2025

ISD Name: Eastern Upper Peninsula 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 2024 using MI-Access.

Data

Below are the 1% Participation Rates for Eastern Upper Peninsula ISD:

Spring 2024
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 3182 70 2.2
Mathematics 3181 72 2.3
Science 1359 30 2.2
Social Studies 1345 16 1.2
Data Total
Number of member districts/PSAs including the ISD 18
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 2024 using MI-Access (in 8
grades 3-8 and 11)
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Technical Assistance and Professional Development

Tier 1: In the winter of 2024, 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 2/3).

Date Occurred

Summary of Technical Assistance and/or Professional Development
or Planned

02/01/2024 Regional Special Education Newsletter that is sent to all special education providers and linked
to the EUP Regional Newsletter that goes to all educational professionals and is posting for the
broader community included the following:

State Assessment Selection

MI-Access is Michigan's alternate assessment system and is designed for students whose
primary instruction is based on the alternate content expectations and who meet the definition
of a student with the most significant cognitive disabilities. Students meeting this criterion, and
whose IEP (Individualized Education Program) Team has determined that General Assessments
[LINK to MDE], even with accommodations, are not appropriate, may participate in this
alternate assessment. MI-Access satisfies the federal requirement that all students with
disabilities be assessed at the State level. MI-Access is based on Michigan's alternate content
expectations [LINK to MDE] for English language arts, Mathematics, Science, and Social
Studies. Please note that MI-Access is not designed for students with mild disabilities. IEP
teams must follow the guidelines for participation in MI-Access [LINK to MDE]. When any level
of MI-Access is selected as the state level assessment for any student, schools must provide
the parents/guardians of that student: 1) information regarding the academic achievement
standards on which their performance will be measured, and 2) how participation in this
assessment may delay or otherwise affect (or prevent) the student from completing the
requirements for a regular high school diploma. IEP teams are encouraged to visit MDE Student
Assessment/MI Access [LINK to MDE] and IEP Tip Sheet - Participation in Assessment [LINK to
Progress Center] to learn more.

03/06/2024 Additional actions required for Tier 2 and 3 districts was reviewed / discussed at the Regional
Special Education Supervision Meeting. SE Supervisors from the Tier 2 and 3 districts shared
with the other regional SE supervisors the student level analsyes that were being completed as
well as the follow up Educational Benefit Review activities. It was a learning opportunity for all
SE Supervisors.
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Tier 2/3: MDE’s response to ISDs in 2024 (based on 2023 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.

Member District

Date Occurred

Summary of Technical Assistance and/or Professional

Tahquamenon Area Schools

or Planned
02/19/2024

Development

Email Notification to district indicating additional activities are
required related to state assessment selection - action plan and
analysis for flagged students - due to district falling within Tier
3.

Tahquamenon Area Schools

02/21/2024

Email to district providing information and tools that will guide
our work to develop a district level action plan.

Tahquamenon Area Schools

02/23/2024

Virtual meeting with district (SE Supervisor and lead SE
teacher) to develop district level action plan.

Tahquamenon Area Schools

03/14/2024

Received email confirmation from district that educational
benefit review was complete for the students who were flagged
and confirmation that district staff completed the training video
on state assessment selection (two items from their action

plan).

Tahquamenon Area Schools

03/29/2024

Provided district with "Flagged Student Action Plan" to comple
for each student.

Tahquamenon Area Schools

05/24/2024

Received submission from district that included all of the pieces
from their district level action plan. Reviewed at the ISD level -
no concerns noted with ongoing use of MIACCESS for the
flagged students given the data provided.

Engadine Consolidated
Schools

02/19/2024

Email Notification to district indicating additional activities are
required related to state assessment selection - action plan and
analysis for flagged students - due to district falling within Tier
3.

Engadine Consolidated
Schools

02/21/2024

Email to district providing information and tools that will guide
our work to develop a district level action plan.

Engadine Consolidated
Schools

02/21/2024

Virtual meeting with district (SE Supervisor and lead SE
teacher) to develop district level action plan.

Engadine Consolidated
Schools

04/25/2024

Received submission from district that included all of the pieces
from their district level action plan. Reviewed at the ISD level -
no concerns noted with ongoing use of MiIACCESS for the
flagged students given the data provided.

Sault Ste. Marie Area Schools

02/19/2024

Email Notification to district indicating additional student level
data analysis related to state assessment selection was needed
due to district falling within Tier 2. Scheduled in person
technical assistance session to complete the analysis with the
SE Supervisor as they are new to the role.

Sault Ste. Marie Area Schools

02/23/2024

Face to face meeting with district SE supervisor to provide
technical assistance. Review flagged students - performance on
most recent assessment, IEP goals / objectives, primary
disability as compared to "student with most significant
disabilities," reivew students who review educational
environment. For each student an action plan was developed.
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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?

In many reviewed cases, the students were not eligible under the category of cognitive
impairment but their profile indicated they function as "a student with most significant
disabiliites." These students primarly have genetic disorders that significantly impact their
ability to access and make progress in the regular general education curriculum. Additional
support for how to navigate state assessment for these situations would be helpful. The ISD
and local districts feel pressure from MDE to only have students with an eligibility of CI take
an alternate assessment but this discounts the very real needs of this other, relatively small,
number of students for whom the regular state assessment is not appropriate.

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
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Member District

Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form
FY 2024-2025

Member District: Eastern Upper Peninsula 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 Eastern Upper Peninsula ISD:

Spring 2024
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 37 26 70.3
Mathematics 37 26 70.3
Science 15 12 80
Social Studies 10 7 70

VM 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)?

FY 2024-2025 ISD Summary Justification Form
Eastern Upper Peninsula ISD Page 1 of 4



®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 37
(M-STEP + PSAT Grade 8 + SAT + MI-Access).

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11. 26
Students from outside the district placed in district’s regional center-based program by IEP 0

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

Adjusted Total 37
Adjusted Participation Number 26
Adjusted Rate 70.3%

2025 Projected Participation Rate

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024

0/,0,
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 70.3%%

Using students’ IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current
data, complete the following table to calculate the 2025 projected participation rate.

Projected Participation Rate 2025 Number

Total number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 34

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 67.6%

23
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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, 2024 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

Teaching Staff Reviewed online interactive tool and 12/11/2024 Completed
reviewed the mde alternative testing
document with table on 2nd page.

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?

OvYes ® No
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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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Member District

Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form
FY 2024-2025

Member District: Bois Blanc Pines School District

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 Bois Blanc Pines School District:

Spring 2024
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 1 1 100
Mathematics 1 1 100
Science 0
Social Studies 0

VM 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:
® Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access. O 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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OYes ® No

Please describe other justification:

There is one student attending Bois Blanc Pines School. Per the IEP, the MI-Access is the
appropriate assessment for the student.

2025 Projected Participation Rate

Projected Participation Rate 2024

Number
District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 33.3%%
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) =700

Using students’ IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current
data, complete the following table to calculate the 2025 projected participation rate.

Projected Participation Rate 2025 Number
Total number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 1

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2025

100%
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Local Plan

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

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

®Yes O No

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

®Yes O No

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

®Yes O No

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

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, 2024 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 Date Planned/Completed
Teacher Heggerty 01/24/2025 Completed

Teacher CMU Coursework - Assessment 05/09/2025 Planned

Teacher AVMR Math Recovery 12/02/2024 Completed
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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.

OYes ® No
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Member District

Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form
FY 2024-2025

Member District: Engadine Consolidated Schools

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 Engadine Consolidated Schools:

Spring 2024
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 148 4 2.7
Mathematics 148 4 2.7
Science 67 1 1.5
Social Studies 66 0 0

VM 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:

® Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access. O 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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OYes ® No

Please describe other justification:

Wd currently do not have students that are qualified for the regional center-based program.
However, there is one teenage student that the district transports to our regional center for
instruction based on age. Currently, there are two students that "could" qualify, but parents
have been adamant that they will not pursue the program due to transportation and
distance.

2025 Projected Participation Rate

Projected Participation Rate 2024

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024

0/, 0,
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 1.9%%

Using students’ IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current
data, complete the following table to calculate the 2025 projected participation rate.

Projected Participation Rate 2025 Number

Total number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 86
Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 4
in any content area

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 4.7%
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Local Plan

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

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

®Yes O No

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

®Yes O No

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

®Yes O No

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

®Yes O No

Please outline the professional development and technical assistance provided to staff
regarding targeting student instruction and assessment selection decisions in the table
below. This should include activity from January 1, 2024 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 Date Planned/Completed
Special Education Teachers Review MI-Access scores for flagged [04/15/2024 Completed
and Supervisors students
IEP Team Hold IEP for students- Review scores [04/30/2025 Planned

and use interactive tool within system.
All SDI Staff, teachers, Review process and development of [04/18/2024 Completed
supervisors MDE Rubric
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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?

®Yes O No

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.
Need assistance on procedures for using new rubric.

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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Member District

Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form
FY 2024-2025

Member District: Joseph K. Lumsden Bahweting Anishnabe Academy

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 Joseph K. Lumsden Bahweting Anishnabe Academy:

Spring 2024
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 387 3 0.8
Mathematics 387 4 1
Science 117 2 1.7
Social Studies 117 2 1.7

VM 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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OYes ® No

Please describe other justification:

The students who did not take the M-Step statewide assessment took the Mi-Access
statewide assessment. The students were identified to take the Mi-Access by their IEP Team
as documented in their IEPs. The teams determined that the Mi-Access assessment would
be a more accurate match to the students' abilities. The students who took the Mi-Access
had histories of the most significant cognitive disabilities.

2025 Projected Participation Rate

Projected Participation Rate 2024

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024

o)
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) Yo

Using students’ IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current
data, complete the following table to calculate the 2025 projected participation rate.

Projected Participation Rate 2025 Number

Total number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 406
Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 5
in any content area

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 1.2%
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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”?

OYes ® No

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

OvYes ® 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, 2024 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 Teachers State information 08/26/2024 Completed
documents/discussion/flowchart about
ESY and the criteria. This is discussed
with each student's IEP team at each
IEP meeting.

Special Education Teachers Training about definition of "Students |12/11/2024 Planned
with the most significant cognitive
disabilities" and review of the ESY
flowchart to be used at each IEP.
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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

FY 2024-2025 ISD Summary Justification Form
Eastern Upper Peninsula ISD Page 4 of 4



Member District

Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form
FY 2024-2025

Member District: Les Cheneaux Community Schools

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 Les Cheneaux Community Schools:

Spring 2024
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 125 1 0.8
Mathematics 125 1 0.8
Science 52 1 1.9
Social Studies 52 1 1.9

VM 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:
® Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access. O 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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OYes ® No

Please describe other justification:
n/a

2025 Projected Participation Rate

Projected Participation Rate 2024

Number
District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024

0/, 0,
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 3%%

Using students’ IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current
data, complete the following table to calculate the 2025 projected participation rate.

Projected Participation Rate 2025 Number

Total number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 124

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 2
in any content area

Projected Participation Rate for 2025

1.6%
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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, 2024 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

K-12 Staff Special Education Supervisor provided |{08/28/2024 Completed
training on many facets of SE,
including students with cognitive
disabilities and child find.
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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

FY 2024-2025 ISD Summary Justification Form
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Member District

Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form
FY 2024-2025

Member District: Moran Township School District

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 Moran Township School District:

Spring 2024
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 60 1 1.7
Mathematics 60 1 1.7
Science 20 1 5
Social Studies 20 1 5

VM 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:
® Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access. O 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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OYes ® No

Please describe other justification:

Moran Township School District has less than 100 students. One student tested in Mi-Access.

2025 Projected Participation Rate

Projected Participation Rate 2024

Number
District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 1.7%%
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 7o

Using students’ IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current
data, complete the following table to calculate the 2025 projected participation rate.

Projected Participation Rate 2025 Number

Total number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 60

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 0
in any content area

Projected Participation Rate for 2025

0%
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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, 2024 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 Date Planned/Completed

Staff In-house professional development 09/18/2024 Completed
supports targeted instruction and
strategies for students with and
without an IEP. SAT process in-house
leads to a formal IEP process.
Assessment decisions are made as a
team using the decision making tool
provided by the EUPISD and MDE.
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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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Member District

Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form
FY 2024-2025

Member District: Ojibwe Charter School

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 Ojibwe Charter School:

Spring 2024
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 66 2 3
Mathematics 66 2 3
Science 30 0 0
Social Studies 30 0 0

VM 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:
® Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access. O 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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OYes ® No

Please describe other justification:

Three students that were identified to take an alternative assessment meet all of the criteria
established with the most significant cognitive disabilities. Each of the three students have
substantial impairments in intellectual and cognitive functioning, have substantial deficits in
adaptive functioning and require extensive supports to demonstration learning and
generalize skills across different settings in daily life. None of these students require an ELL
proficiency exam. Each of these students are working toward Michigan's alternative content
standards. Their IEPs determine that each of these students goals and objectives align to
the Functional Independence level of the MI-Access test, which is within the high range of
complexity for ELA and mathematics.

2025 Projected Participation Rate

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024

0/,0,
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 4.4%%

Using students’ IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current
data, complete the following table to calculate the 2025 projected participation rate.

Projected Participation Rate 2025 Number

Total number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 42
Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 3
in any content area

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 7.1%
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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, 2024 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 Teachers, Went over the assessment selection 11/22/2024 Completed
Administration guidance, interactive decision making

tool.

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?

OvYes ® No
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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

FY 2024-2025 ISD Summary Justification Form
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Member District

Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form
FY 2024-2025

Member District: Sault Ste. Marie Area Schools

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 Sault Ste. Marie Area Schools:

Spring 2024
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 909 21 2.3
Mathematics 905 20 2.2
Science 438 9 2.1
Social Studies 431 3 0.7

VM 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?

OvYes ® No

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)?

OYes ® No
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Please describe other justification:

We operate our own program for students with the most significant cognitive abilities
without being called a center-based program.

2025 Projected Participation Rate

Projected Participation Rate 2024

Number
District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 1.4%0%
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) A

Using students’ IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current
data, complete the following table to calculate the 2025 projected participation rate.

Projected Participation Rate 2025 Number

Total number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 1002

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 17
in any content area

Projected Participation Rate for 2025

1.7%
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Local Plan

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

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

®Yes O No

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

®Yes O No

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

®Yes O No

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

®Yes O No

Please outline the professional development and technical assistance provided to staff
regarding targeting student instruction and assessment selection decisions in the table
below. This should include activity from January 1, 2024 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 Date Planned/Completed
Teachers Special Education Review of MDE guidance for 09/03/2024 Completed

Providers (teachers and determining the assessment needs of

ancillary) students with disabilities including the

document "Should my student take an
alternate assessment?" and the
guidance related to the definition of a
student who functions as if they have
a significant cognitive impairment at
building level special education staff

meetings.
Special Education Providers Special education newsletter highlight {03/17/2025 Completed
(teachers and ancillary) of state assessment selection tools

and training available from MDE.
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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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Member District

Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form
FY 2024-2025

Member District: Tahquamenon Area Schools

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 Tahquamenon Area Schools:

Spring 2024
Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested Participation
Rate
English Language Arts 253 9 3.6
Mathematics 255 10 3.9
Science 106 4 3.8
Social Studies 104 2 1.9

VM 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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OYes ® No

Please describe other justification:

The District provides services to students with the most significant cognitive disabilities
within the local buliding. They do not send students to the regional center for cognitive
disabililties. We send 4 students to a regional center based on behavior or age range within
classrooms. Students at regional center that are more than 6 years older (10 years based
on EUPISD plan) that the other students that are provided services in our In-District
program.

2025 Projected Participation Rate

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024

0/, 0,
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 2.8%%

Using students’ IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current
data, complete the following table to calculate the 2025 projected participation rate.

Projected Participation Rate 2025 Number

Total number of students enrolled in grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11 with or without an IEP 262

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 2.7%

7
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Local Plan

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

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

®Yes O No

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

®Yes O No

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

®Yes O No

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

®Yes O No

Please outline the professional development and technical assistance provided to staff
regarding targeting student instruction and assessment selection decisions in the table
below. This should include activity from January 1, 2024 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 Teachers Michigan Assessment Training 03/11/2024 Completed
and supervisor program from this site:

https://mdoe.state.mi.us/mdedocume
nts/AssessmentSelectionGuidelinesTra
ining/index.html

Completed as a group to support
discussion. All special education
teachers and special education
supervisor.
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Special education supervisor |Review of additional activities by the [02/19/2024 Completed
ISD with EUPISD Special Education
Director and Assistant Director.

Creation of spreadsheet at this site:
https://eupschools-
my.sharepoint.com/:x:/g/personal/tha
zley_eupschools_org/EbqCxJOhvQdCg
g5DIBWYFGoBWRaP4iY3HSnHkoaF9
MRyVA?rtime=Igw1GVkY3Ug.

Spreadsheet reviews all flagged
students with all data requested by

MDE.
Special Education Supervisor |Ed benefit review forms for each 03/11/2024 Completed
and teachers flagged student completed by special

education supervisor and special
education teachers.

Special Education Supervisor |Flagged student action plan review. 04/01/2024 Completed
and teachers Review of data from ed benefit with
EUPISD Assistant Director of Special
Education. Result in one IEP
amendment for the MSTEP to me
more appropriate for a flagged
student. Total flagged students: 5

Special Education Supervisor |Review of MI-Access scores from 2023 (11/14/2024 Completed
and ModCI teacher -2024 school year for all flagged
students and two others that were not
on the flagged list. Using MI-Access
scores and the MDE interactive tool
with in the Illuminate IEP system,
determination to hold an IEP and
move a student to M-STEP

IEP team Hold IEP for student. Review MI-Acess |12/18/2024 Planned
scores, MDE interactive tool and MDE
"Should My Student Take the
Alternative Assessment" Flowchart.

All SDI staff: teachers, Review and process development for [02/17/2025 Planned
anciallary, supervisor use of MDE Rubric for Assigning
Students to Alternate Standards for
Instruction and 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?

®Yes O No
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Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance.

The District will continue to require support from the EUPISD Assistant Director of Special
Education as we work to build a procedure for use of the MDE Rubric for Assigning Alternate
Standards for Instruction and Assessment.

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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