
 

Exceeding 1% Cap on Participation in State 
Alternate Assessment Intermediate School 
District (ISD) Summary Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

ISD Name: Oakland Schools 

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 Oakland Schools: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 88554 1430 1.6 

Mathematics 89065 1415 1.6 

Science 38314 601 1.6 

Social Studies 37963 277 0.7 

Data Total 

Number of member districts/PSAs including the ISD 51 

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 
grades 3-8 and 11) 

28 
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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 
or Planned Summary of Technical Assistance and/or Professional Development 

10/22/2024 Provision of county-wide professional development on on criteria for alternate assessment 
participation (per MDE guidance). 

02/25/2025 Provision of county-wide professional development on criteria for alternate assessment 
participation (per MDE guidance). 

11/10/2023 Provision of professional development to special education administrators on what to consider 
including in their district justification Local Plan section, including the development of district 
procedures and ongoing training for existing staff and new staff, the incorporation of the 
Interactive Decision Making Tool and an ISD-developed review process for students currently 
assigned MI-Access. 

11/10/2023 ISD developed a Sample District Procedure and shared with all special education administrators 
to consider adopting and modifying for district use (including specific prompts to consult 
existing data, use of the IDMT, and implications for participation) 

11/14/2024 ISD developed a Sample Parent Letter and shared with all special education administrators to 
consider adopting and modifying. The provision of this written communication was encouraged 
to be mailed/emailed to families of students taking MI-Access or for IEP teams to share at IEP 
meetings when the decision to participate in MI-Access is made. 

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 
or Planned 

Summary of Technical Assistance and/or Professional 
Development 

Bloomfield Hills Schools 03/29/2024 An on-site student review of all 13 flagged students was 
conducted by district staff (facilitated by OS). Indicated that an 
EBR for the one student will need to be completed. Provided TA 
on the four criteria. 

Bloomfield Hills Schools 01/18/2024 ISD developed and shared a student level report of all students 
who took MI-Access in 2023 (including demographics and 
performance data) to ensure appropriate selection, particularly 
for dipro group. 

Birmingham Public Schools 01/18/2024 ISD developed and shared a student level report of all students 
who took MI-Access in 2023 (including demographics and 
performance data) to ensure appropriate selection, particularly 
for dipro group. 

Birmingham Public Schools 08/28/2024 Provided on-site professional development on criteria for 
alternate assessment participation. 
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Clarkston Community School 
District 

01/18/2024 ISD developed and shared a student level report of all students 
who took MI-Access in 2023 (including demographics and 
performance data) to ensure appropriate selection, particularly 
for dipro group. 

Clarkston Community School 
District 

06/02/2024 Provided TA on select student Flagged Action Forms, to ensure 
completion and recommendations were made to IEP team. 

Farmington Public School 
District 

01/18/2024 ISD developed and shared a student level report of all students 
who took MI-Access in 2023 (including demographics and 
performance data) to ensure appropriate selection, particularly 
for dipro group. 

Farmington Public School 
District 

03/12/2024 Shared MDE flagged students with special education director 
along with instructions for completing a District Action Form 
and the activities required of MDE. Provided forms and 
resources. 

Farmington Public School 
District 

05/05/2024 Met with special education director to review the MDE draft 
rubric and encouraged use with completing student flagged 
forms. Answered questions about guidance and student flagged 
forms to the best of my knowledge. 

Farmington Public School 
District 

11/26/2024 Met with special education director to complete District 
Justification Form. Encouraged certain activities to be included 
in the Local Plan. Shared newly flagged students and provided 
written guidance on what to expect from the MDE in February 
was also provided (including training around the IEP team 
facing rubric, student flagged review using the rubric, student 
review from dispro group using rubric, EBR for students that 
took FI, surpassed in more than one area and who are 
determined by IEP team to continue to meet eligibility criteria, 
and provision of parent written notification of participation 
implications) 

Birmingham Public Schools 03/12/2024 Shared MDE flagged students with special education director 
along with instructions for completing a District Action Form 
and the activities required of MDE. Provided forms and 
resources, including draft rubric. 

Birmingham Public Schools 11/26/2024 Met with special education director and leadership team to 
complete District Justification Form. Encouraged certain 
activities to be included in the Local Plan. Shared newly flagged 
students and provided written guidance on what to expect from 
the MDE in February was also provided (including training 
around the IEP team facing rubric, student flagged review using 
the rubric, student review from dispro group using rubric, EBR 
for students that took FI, surpassed in more than one area and 
who are determined by IEP team to continue to meet eligibility 
criteria, and provision of parent written notification of 
participation implications) 

Clarkston Community School 
District 

03/12/2024 Shared MDE flagged students with special education director 
along with instructions for completing a District Action Form 
and the activities required of MDE. Provided forms and 
resources, including draft rubric. 

Clarkston Community School 
District 

04/30/2024 Met with special education director to review MDE draft rubric 
and encouraged use with completing student flagged forms. 
Answered questions about guidance and student flagged forms 
to the best of my knowledge. 
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Bloomfield Hills Schools 03/12/2024 Shared MDE flagged students with special education director 
along with instructions for completing a District Action Form 
and the activities required of MDE. Provided forms and 
resources, including draft rubric. 

Bloomfield Hills Schools 11/25/2024 Met with special education director and leadership team to 
complete District Justification Form. Encouraged certain 
activities to be included in the Local Plan. Shared newly flagged 
students and provided written guidance on what to expect from 
the MDE in February was also provided (including training 
around the IEP team facing rubric, student flagged review using 
the rubric, student review from dispro group using rubric, EBR 
for students that took FI, surpassed in more than one area and 
who are determined by IEP team to continue to meet eligibility 
criteria, and provision of parent written notification of 
participation implications) 

Birmingham Public Schools 01/06/2025 ISD will develop and create a student level data report with 
demographic information to support district with review of 
students that took MI-Access last year (to ensure appropriate 
selection and address disproportionality). ISD is also planning 
to meet with school psychologists to review IEP team facing 
rubric. 

Farmington Public School 
District 

01/06/2025 ISD will develop and create a student level data report with 
demographic information to support district with review of 
students that took MI-Access last year (to ensure appropriate 
selection and address disproportionality). 

Huron Valley Schools 03/13/2024 Shared MDE flagged students with special education director 
along with instructions for completing a District Action Form 
and the activities required of MDE. Provided forms and 
resources, including draft rubric. 

Huron Valley Schools 01/18/2024 ISD developed and shared a student level report of all students 
who took MI-Access in 2023 (including demographics and 
performance data) to ensure appropriate selection, particularly 
for dipro group. 

Huron Valley Schools 11/26/2024 Met with special education director to complete District 
Justification Form. Encouraged certain activities to be included 
in the Local Plan. Shared newly flagged students and provided 
written guidance on what to expect from the MDE in February 
was also provided (including training around the IEP team 
facing rubric, student flagged review using the rubric, student 
review from dispro group using rubric, EBR for students that 
took FI, surpassed in more than one area and who are 
determined by IEP team to continue to meet eligibility criteria, 
and provision of parent written notification of participation 
implications) 

Huron Valley Schools 03/31/2025 Will meet with district leadership team to review the new rubric 
and discuss strategies for supporting students that may need to 
begin working toward general content standards. 

Lake Orion Community 
Schools 

03/12/2024 Shared MDE flagged students with special education director 
along with instructions for completing a District Action Form 
and the activities required of MDE. Provided forms and 
resources, including draft rubric. 

Lake Orion Community 
Schools 

01/18/2024 ISD developed and shared a student level report of all students 
who took MI-Access in 2023 (including demographics and 
performance data) to ensure appropriate selection, particularly 
for dipro group. 
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Lake Orion Community 
Schools 

05/08/2024 Met with special education director and leadership team to 
review the MDE draft rubric and encouraged use with 
completing student flagged forms. Answered questions about 
guidance and student flagged forms to the best of my 
knowledge. 

Lake Orion Community 
Schools 

01/06/2025 ISD will develop and create a student level data report with 
demographic information to support district with review of 
students that took MI-Access last year (to ensure appropriate 
selection and address disproportionality). 

Lighthouse Connections 
Academy 

01/18/2024 ISD developed and shared a student level report of all students 
who took MI-Access in 2023 (including demographics and 
performance data) to ensure appropriate selection. 

Lighthouse Connections 
Academy 

03/12/2024 Shared MDE flagged students with special education director 
along with instructions for completing a District Action Form 
and the activities required of MDE. Provided forms and 
resources, including draft rubric. 

Lighthouse Connections 
Academy 

11/22/2024 Met with special education director to complete District 
Justification Form. Encouraged certain activities to be included 
in the Local Plan. Shared newly flagged students and provided 
written guidance on what to expect from the ISD (including 
training around the IEP team facing rubric, student flagged 
review using the rubric, EBR for students that took FI, 
surpassed in more than one area and who are determined by 
IEP team to continue to meet eligibility criteria, and provision of 
parent written notification of participation implications) 

Lamphere Public Schools 01/18/2024 ISD developed and shared a student level report of all students 
who took MI-Access in 2023 (including demographics and 
performance data) to ensure appropriate selection. 

Lamphere Public Schools 03/12/2024 Shared MDE flagged students with special education director 
along with instructions for completing a District Action Form 
and the activities required of MDE. Provided forms and 
resources, including draft rubric. 

Pontiac Academy for 
Excellence 

01/18/2024 ISD developed and shared a student level report of all students 
who took MI-Access in 2023 (including demographics and 
performance data) to ensure appropriate selection. 

Pontiac Academy for 
Excellence 

03/12/2024 Shared MDE flagged students with special education director 
along with instructions for completing a District Action Form 
and the activities required of MDE. Provided forms and 
resources, including draft rubric. 

Clawson Public Schools 03/12/2024 Shared instructions for completing a District Action Form and 
the activities required of MDE (no flags for this district). Also 
met with new director in September of 2024 to review action 
form. 

Clawson Public Schools 11/26/2024 Met with special education director to complete District 
Justification Form. Encouraged certain activities to be included 
in the Local Plan. Shared newly flagged students and provided 
written guidance on what to expect from the ISD (including 
training around the IEP team facing rubric, student flagged 
review using the rubric, EBR for students that took FI, 
surpassed in more than one area and who are determined by 
IEP team to continue to meet eligibility criteria, and provision of 
parent written notification of participation implications). 

Clawson Public Schools 03/30/2025 The ISD will partner with the district to review all students 
assigned MI-Access using the IEP team facing rubric. 
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Pontiac City School District 01/18/2024 ISD developed and shared a student level report of all students 
who took MI-Access in 2023 (including demographics and 
performance data) to ensure appropriate selection. 

Pontiac City School District 03/12/2024 Shared MDE flagged students with special education director 
along with instructions for completing a District Action Form 
and the activities required of MDE. Provided forms and 
resources, including draft rubric. 

Pontiac City School District 08/24/2024 ISD led professional development on assessment selection for 
special education staff. 

Pontiac City School District 06/03/2024 ISD led a two-day review process for each of the students 
flagged by MDE. Made recommendations for IEP team 
consideration. District identified an IEP coordinator to review 
recommendations with IEP teams and to monitor the changes 
to assessment selection. 

Pontiac City School District 12/02/2024 Met with special education director to complete District 
Justification Form. Encouraged certain activities to be included 
in the Local Plan. Shared newly flagged students and provided 
written guidance on what to expect from the ISD (including 
training around the IEP team facing rubric, student flagged 
review using the rubric, EBR for students that took FI, 
surpassed in more than one area and who are determined by 
IEP team to continue to meet eligibility criteria, and provision of 
parent written notification of participation implications). 

Pontiac City School District 03/31/2025 In partnership with leadership, the ISD will meet with school 
psychologists to review the IEP team facing rubric and discuss 
evaluation practices around intellectual disability. 

Oak Park City School District 01/18/2024 ISD developed and shared a student level report of all students 
who took MI-Access in 2023 (including demographics and 
performance data) to ensure appropriate selection. 

Oak Park City School District 03/11/2024 Shared MDE flagged students with special education director 
along with instructions for completing a District Action Form 
and the activities required of MDE. Provided forms and 
resources, including draft rubric. 

Oak Park City School District 11/21/2024 ISD led a two-day student level review process of all students 
assigned MI-Access (including those flagged by MDE). Made 
recommendations for IEP team consideration. District identified 
a contracted ISD consultant to review recommendations with 
IEP teams. 

Oak Park City School District 11/22/2024 Met with the interim special education director to complete 
District Justification Form. Encouraged certain activities to be 
included in the Local Plan. Shared newly flagged students and 
provided written guidance on what to expect from the ISD 
(including training around the IEP team facing rubric, student 
flagged review using the rubric -and those from dispro group-, 
EBR for students that took FI, surpassed in more than one area 
and who are determined by IEP team to continue to meet 
eligibility criteria, and provision of parent written notification of 
participation implications). 

Oak Park City School District 03/31/2024 In partnership with leadership, the ISD will meet with school 
psychologists to review the IEP team facing rubric and discuss 
evaluation practices around intellectual disability. 

Southfield Public School 
District 

01/18/2024 ISD developed and shared a student level report of all students 
who took MI-Access in 2023 (including demographics and 
performance data) to ensure appropriate selection. 

FY 2024-2025 ISD Summary Justification Form 
Oakland Schools Page 6 of 9 



 

Southfield Public School 
District 

03/12/2024 Shared MDE flagged students with special education director 
along with instructions for completing a District Action Form 
and the activities required of MDE. Provided forms and 
resources, including draft rubric. 

Southfield Public School 
District 

05/31/2024 ISD led the review process for each of the students flagged by 
MDE. Made recommendations for IEP team consideration. 
District identified the director to review recommendations with 
IEP teams. 

Southfield Public School 
District 

11/26/2024 Met with the special education director to complete District 
Justification Form. Encouraged certain activities to be included 
in the Local Plan. Shared newly flagged students and provided 
written guidance on what to expect from the ISD (including 
training around the IEP team facing rubric, student flagged 
review using the rubric, EBR for students that took FI, 
surpassed in more than one area and who are determined by 
IEP team to continue to meet eligibility criteria, and provision of 
parent written notification of participation implications). 

Hazel Park City School District 12/09/2024 Met with the special education director to complete District 
Justification Form. Encouraged certain activities to be included 
in the Local Plan. Shared newly flagged students and provided 
written guidance on what to expect from the ISD (including 
training around the IEP team facing rubric, student flagged 
review using the rubric, EBR for students that took FI, 
surpassed in more than one area and who are determined by 
IEP team to continue to meet eligibility criteria, and provision of 
parent written notification of participation implications). 

South Lyon Community 
Schools 

11/25/2024 Met with the special education director to complete District 
Justification Form. Encouraged certain activities to be included 
in the Local Plan. Shared flagged students and provided written 
guidance on what to expect from the ISD (including training 
around the IEP team facing rubric, student flagged review using 
the rubric -including those from dispro group-, EBR for students 
that took FI, surpassed in more than one area and who are 
determined by IEP team to continue to meet eligibility criteria, 
and provision of parent written notification of participation 
implications). 

Ferndale Public Schools 11/26/2024 Met with the special education director to complete District 
Justification Form. Encouraged certain activities to be included 
in the Local Plan. Shared newly flagged students and provided 
written guidance on what to expect from the ISD (including 
training around the IEP team facing rubric, student flagged 
review using the rubric, EBR for students that took FI, 
surpassed in more than one area and who are determined by 
IEP team to continue to meet eligibility criteria, and provision of 
parent written notification of participation implications). 

Waterford School District 11/26/2024 Met with the special education director to complete District 
Justification Form. Encouraged certain activities to be included 
in the Local Plan. Shared newly flagged students and provided 
written guidance on what to expect from the ISD (including 
training around the IEP team facing rubric, student flagged 
review using the rubric, EBR for students that took FI, 
surpassed in more than one area and who are determined by 
IEP team to continue to meet eligibility criteria, and provision of 
parent written notification of participation implications). 
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Walled Lake Consolidated 
Schools 

11/26/2024 Met with the special education director to complete District 
Justification Form. Encouraged certain activities to be included 
in the Local Plan. Shared newly flagged students and provided 
written guidance on what to expect from the ISD (including 
training around the IEP team facing rubric, student flagged 
review using the rubric, EBR for students that took FI, 
surpassed in more than one area and who are determined by 
IEP team to continue to meet eligibility criteria, and provision of 
parent written notification of participation implications). 

Troy School District 11/26/2024 Met with the special education director to complete District 
Justification Form. Encouraged certain activities to be included 
in the Local Plan. Shared newly flagged students and provided 
written guidance on what to expect from the ISD (including 
training around the IEP team facing rubric, student flagged 
review using the rubric -including dispro group-, EBR for 
students that took FI, surpassed in more than one area and 
who are determined by IEP team to continue to meet eligibility 
criteria, and provision of parent written notification of 
participation implications). 

Michigan Virtual Charter 
Academy 

01/13/2025 Provided special ed. director with student specific TA on flagged 
students from last year. 

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? 

The ISD and districts are in need of the following TA from MDE: 
• Updated online training that defines the four criteria outlined in the rubric 
• Updated Interactive Decision Making Tool to better align to the rubric 
• Curricular, instructional and programmatic strategies for bridging learning 

from alternate standards to general standards for students with moderate 
cognitive disabilities, particularly for cases where students in this category 
are unable to access learning of these standards even with extensive supports 

• For flagged students in Tier II and III, provide information on which level of 
MI-Access the flagged student participated in 
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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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

ISD Comments 
Please note that when MDE makes comments to the ISD justification, Catamaran does not 
notify the ISD so we are not seeing this information in a timely manner. The only notification 
sent is with regard to the justification form being accepted or in need of modification. For 
example, the comments from MDE in April were not seen by the ISD until June. And the 
comments made in July are just now being seen by the ISD in Nov. 
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Please describe other justification: 

The district operates district wide MOCI (2 elementary,1 M.S., 1 H.S.) and Level 3 ASD 
programs (3 elementary, 1 M.S., 1 H.S.) which increases the percent of students on 
certificate of completion track. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 1.3%% 

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 1572 

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 1.1% 
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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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ No 
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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 

Opening day PD and at 
Monthly TC meetings. 

Review of the online interactive tool 
and focus on what significantly 
cognitively impaired 

08/19/2024 Completed 

Teacher Consultants/Special 
education Teachers 

New district protocol/policy identifying 
that if a student takes, or has taken 
MI-Access scores must be entered into 
the IEP for each MI-Access cycle in 
order to identify data-driven progress 
to assess if MI-Access is still 
appropriate for the student, and/or 
appropriate level of MI-Access 

09/16/2024 Completed 

Special Ed Admin Development of formal process of 
data collection, review, and approvals 
when discussion occurs around 
appropriate state assessments for 
student 

08/19/2024 Completed 

Special Ed Staff Conduct professional development and 
training provided to understand 
standard deviation, cognitive 
assessment results, and interpretation 
of adaptive scores 

08/19/2024 Completed 

Special Ed staff Completion of Assessment selection 
guidance training/flow chart at mid-
year in preparation for MI-Access and 
state assessment testing 

01/17/2025 Planned 

Spe Ed Staff Implementation of completion of 
assessment selection guidance 
decision-making tool 

01/17/2025 Planned 

Spe Ed Staff Professional development/meeting 
with self-contained teachers in 
reviewing district policy and 
procedures when considering 
appropriate state assessments 

01/17/2025 Planned 

Spe Ed Staff/Parents Development of written 
communication on the implication of 
participation in alternative state 
assessments 

01/17/2025 Planned 

Spe Ed Staff Training and update to written 
procedures regarding Rubric for 
Assigning students to alternate 
standards for instruction and 
assessments 

01/17/2025 Planned 
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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 ¤ No 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Berkley 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 Berkley School District: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 2004 14 0.7 

Mathematics 2002 14 0.7 

Science 914 11 1.2 

Social Studies 907 4 0.4 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

The only participation that exceeded the 1% cap was in Science which exceeded the cap by 
0.2%. When investigated, there was some confusion from one teacher who misunderstood 
that ELA and Math were the most important assessments rather than understanding that all 
subjects are subject to the alternative assessment decision rules. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 1.2%% 

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 2197 

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 0.5% 
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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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ No 
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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 

Student Services (Special 
Education) assistant/secretary 

Director reviewed alternative 
assessment criteria and trained 
assistant to look for and question 
when MIAccess is indicated on IEPs 
that she processes 

01/11/2024 Completed 

All Special Education Teachers 
& Ancillary Staff 

District has an online special 
education manual with guidance 
documents from MDE that support IEP 
teams in determining if a student 
requires an alternate assessment. A 
reminder email with a link to the MDE 
guidance materials within the internal 
online manual as well as screenshot of 
chart that outlines factors to consider 
and factors not to be used in 
consideration. 

11/21/2024 Completed 

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 ¤ No 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Birmingham Public 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 Birmingham Public Schools: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 3792 77 2 

Mathematics 3806 77 2 

Science 1616 36 2.2 

Social Studies 1595 14 0.9 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

Utilizing the Alternate Assessment data (page 1), complete the following table. 
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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). 

3806 

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11. 76 

Students from outside the district placed in district’s regional center-based program by IEP 
team (do not include students who are residents of the district or who have enrolled through 
school of choice processes). 

11 

Adjusted Total 3795 

Adjusted Participation Number 65 

Adjusted Rate 1.7% 

Please describe other justification: 

Students from outside of the district are placed based on the IEP team in the district's 
regional center-based program. Students placed by the iep team, along with other students 
in the cognitively impaired classrooms have the most significant cognitive disabilities and are 
being instructed using the alternate standards. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 2.1%% 

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 4010 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 70 

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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ 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 

All Special Education District 
staff- new and existing 

1% Alternate Assessment Birmingham 
Disproportionality Justification - by 
Special Education Administration 

08/28/2024 Completed 

All Special Education staff-
new and existing 

1% Alternate Assessment selection 
Training by Oakland ISD consultant 

08/28/2024 Completed 

Parent group- PAC 1% Alternate Assessment flowchart 
selection and Implications for 
graduation - Special Education 
Administration 

09/18/2024 Completed 

Parent group- community 
event 

1% Alternate Assessment selection 
and Implications for graduation 
overview- by Special Education 
Administration 

10/02/2024 Completed 
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Builidng special education 
School Based Teams 

1% Alternate Assessment District 
Guidance and Procedures for case 
review and determination using the 
MDE flowchart- by Special Education 
Supervisors 

01/21/2025 Planned 

School Psychologists 1% Alternate Assessment District 
Guidance and Procedures for case 
review and determination using the 
MDE rubric- by ISD Special Education 
Consultant 

01/08/2025 Planned 

All Special Education staff-
new and existing 

1% Alternate Assessment District 
Guidance and Procedures for case 
review and determination using the 
MDE rubric and the implications for 
taking the test 

02/05/2025 Planned 

Building special education 
teams 

Special Education team review all 
students flagged by MDE to determine 
whether they meet eligibility criteria 

10/23/2024 Completed 

Building Administrators 1% Alternate Assessment flowchart 
training and Implications 

08/22/2024 Completed 

Building Administrators 1% Alternate Assessment Justification 
and Educational team review for 
students with IEPS 

02/13/2025 Planned 

Parents of students Identify and review students who did 
not take, or complete test. Provide 
directive to staff on start dates for 
upcoming test periods. Communicate 
with parents/guardians regarding the 
need to test all students. Annual 
message to families the importance of 
testing 

04/16/2024 Completed 

Parents of students Identify and review students who did 
not take, or complete test. Provide 
directive to staff on start dates for 
upcoming test periods. Communicate 
with parents/guardians regarding the 
need to test all students. Annual 
message to families the importance of 
testing 

03/13/2025 Planned 

All Special Education staff-
new and existing 

Review 1% Alternate Assessment 
District Guidance and Procedures for 
case review and determination using 
the MDE rubric and the implications 
for taking the test 

10/30/2024 Completed 

Special Education and ISD 
Compliance Consultant 

Met and reviewed all students flagged 
by MDE to determine whether they 
met eligibility criteria for MI-Access. 

03/06/2024 Completed 

Building SE teams SE supervisors met with building 
special education teams to review 
select students who were flagged by 
MDE to reconsider assessment. 

10/29/2024 Completed 
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Superviors/ Building SE teams Review each of the MDE flagged 
students to address and consider each 
of the following: 
IEP goals and objectives to see if and 
how they are aligned to state 
standards. 
Primary disability to see if consistent 
with the definition of a "student with 
the most significant cognitive 
disabilities." 
Primary educational environment to 
see student is spending 80% or more 
in the general education 
setting.Regarding disproportionality, 
review 
each male student slated for 
MI-Access in the area of math to 
ensure meet criteria. 

10/15/2024 Completed 

Superviors/ Building SE teams Complete the Flagged Student Level 
Action Plan form for EACH flagged 
student 

05/30/2024 Completed 

Supervisors/Psychologists *Meet with the district 
School Psychologists to 
review the Student Action 
Plan requirements, 

12/09/2024 Completed 

Supervisors/Psychologists/ISD 
Consultant 

Meet with the district 
School Psychologists to 
review the Student Action 
Plan requirements and disproportional 
students 

01/08/2025 Planned 

Superviors/ Building SE teams Complete the Flagged Student Level 
Action Plan form for EACH flagged 
student 

01/13/2025 Planned 

Superviors/ Building SE teams Complete the Flagged Student Level 
Action Plan form for EACH flagged 
student 

03/05/2024 Completed 

Superviors/ Building SE teams 1% Alternate Assessment District 
Guidance and Procedures Review 
training for consideration of alternate 
assessment training using the MDE 
flowchart- by Special Education 
Supervisors/Director 

04/08/2025 Planned 

Superviors/ Building SE teams SE supervisors met with building 
special education teams to review 
select students who were flagged by 
MDE to reconsider assessment. 

01/14/2025 Planned 

LRC, ASD/Supervisors Complete the Flagged Student Level 
Action Plan form for EACH flagged 
student 

10/01/2024 Completed 

LRC, ASD/Supervisors Complete the Flagged Student Level 
Action Plan form for EACH flagged 

03/15/2025 Planned 
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LRC, ASD/Supervisors Complete the Flagged Student Level 
Action Plan form for EACH flagged 
student 

10/02/2024 Planned 

LRC, ASD/Supervisors Complete the Flagged Student Level 
Action Plan form for EACH flagged 
student 

03/12/2025 Planned 

ASD Complete the Flagged Student Level 
Action Plan form for EACH flagged 
student 

03/04/2025 Planned 

LRC, ASD/Supervisors Review each of the MDE flagged 
students to address and consider each 
of the following: 
IEP goals and objectives to see if and 
how they are aligned to state 
standards. 
Primary disability to see if consistent 
with the definition of a "student with 
the most significant cognitive 
disabilities." 
Primary educational environment to 
see student is spending 80% or more 
in the general education setting. 

01/27/2025 Planned 

SISS Administration Regarding disproportionality, review 
each male student slated for 
MI-Access in the area of math to 
ensure meet criteria. 

01/14/2025 Planned 

Disproportionality 

The district reported disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment. Please 
indicate below each sub-group of disproportionality, the subject for which disproportionate 
use was demonstrated, as well as the district plan to address the indicated issues of 
disproportionality. 
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þGender 

Subject Plan 
English Language Arts Identify and review each students that was assessed with Mi-Access and the 

independence level. 
Review with and educational benefit review on their past performance on state 
assessment and criteria from MDE and district procedures. 
Review the students eligibility category in reference with MDE criteria 
Review the students cognitive score for most significant cognitive disability in 
accordance mde guidelines 
Review students who are assigned to content area and their exposure to general 
education curriculum. 

Math Identify and review each students that was assessed with Mi-Access and the 
independence level. 
Review with and educational benefit review on their past performance on state 
assessment and criteria from MDE and district procedures. 
Review the students eligibility category in reference with MDE criteria 
Review the students cognitive score for most significant cognitive disability in 
accordance mde guidelines 
Review students who are assigned to content area and their exposure to general 
education curriculum. 

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 ¡ No 

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance. 
The District will require additional training by the ISD consultant to program teachers and 
and ancillary staff on the implications of the MDE alternate assessment. 
The District will require additional training by the ISD consultant to building administrators 
on the implications of the MDE alternate assessment. 
The District would require additional support by the ISD consultant in supporting from 
alternate assessment to MSTEP with general education staff. 
The District would require additional support and training to conduct and train staff on 
educational benefit review. 
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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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Bloomfield Hills 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 Bloomfield Hills Schools: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 2663 57 2.1 

Mathematics 2672 57 2.1 

Science 1141 20 1.8 

Social Studies 1121 4 0.4 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

Utilizing the Alternate Assessment data (page 1), complete the following table. 
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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). 

2672 

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11. 57 

Students from outside the district placed in district’s regional center-based program by IEP 
team (do not include students who are residents of the district or who have enrolled through 
school of choice processes). 

35 

Adjusted Total 2637 

Adjusted Participation Number 22 

Adjusted Rate 0.8% 

Please describe other justification: 

Bloomfield Hills School District operates three center based programs - program for students 
who are Deaf and Hard of Hearing, students with significant multiple impairments, and 
students with severe cognitive impairments. Of the 57 students that were tested using Mi 
Access, students were enrolled in one of the three center programs. Resulting in 22 non-
center students taking Mi Access. 

Of importance is that of the 42 center program students who were assessed utilizing MI 
Access, 35 of them are non-resident center program students (i.e. do not reside within 
Bloomfield Hills school boundaries). 

Removing the 35 non-resident center based students decreases our participation rate from 
2.1% to .8%. This is a drop from the adjusted rate of 1.2% for 2023 and is a direct result of 
the local plan implementation work done in Winter/Spring 2024. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(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 2705 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 65 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 2.4% 
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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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ No 
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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 Instructional 
Coaches and Supervisors 

Oakland Schools worked with staff to 
create guidance for the district IEP 
teams to use to determine whether or 
not a student should take MiAccess. 

01/11/2024 Completed 

Special Education Teachers, 
Special Education Instructional 
Coaches, Special Education 
Admin, and school 
psychologists 

ISD Consultant, Shelley Dickerson, 
met with the district to guide a review 
of the flagged students. 

05/29/2024 Completed 

District Admin, Testing 
Coordinators, and IEP Teams 

Developed and implemented a district 
procedure and document to review 
student data before making state 
assessment decisions. 

02/01/2024 Completed 

Special Ed Teachers/Ancillary 
Staff/Instructional Coaches 

Instructional Coaches met with Special 
Ed Teachers and ancillary staff to 
conduct a review process on all 
students assigned to take the 
alternate assessment in Spring 2024. 

03/01/2024 Completed 

Special Education 
Teachers/Ancillary Staff 

Update and review of the district 
procedure and IEPT facing rubric and 
parent notification to be used for 
considering the alternate assessment, 
as well as state guidance via 
administrative bi-weekly 
communication. 

01/06/2025 Planned 

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 ¤ 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Bradford 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 Bradford Academy: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 346 3 0.9 

Mathematics 346 3 0.9 

Science 157 2 1.3 

Social Studies 156 1 0.6 

þ 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 ¡ No 

Select the option that applies: 

¤ Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access. ¡ 5 or more students took MI-Access. 

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborative for students with 
the most significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the district 
within a region or ISD)? 
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¡ Yes ¤ No 

Please describe other justification: 

The district did not 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). 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 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 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 335 

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 0.6% 
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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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ No 

FY 2024-2025 ISD Summary Justification Form 
Oakland Schools Page 3 of 5 



  

 

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 

All Special Education Staff We will discuss the definition of 
"students with the most significant 
cognitive disabilities" with all special 
education staff in a company-wide 
professional development. We will also 
be revisiting the process for 
consideration and utilizing the IEP 
team facing rubric. The presentation 
will be led by Choice Schools 
Associates Special Education 
Administrators. 

01/29/2025 Planned 

Flagged Student(s) IEP Team 
(s) 

The IEP Team for each flagged 
student will meet to review existing 
data and cross reference the IEP 
team-facing rubric to formally assess 
and document the evidence of 
meeting ALL four criteria. The 
flowchart "Should My Students Take 
the Alternate Assessment" will be 
shared again to ensure that all staff 
are referencing this. 

01/31/2025 Planned 

MiAccess Rubric (Choice 
Schools) 

CSA created a rubric in effort to 
support our teams in decision making. 
This is similar to the MDE provided 
document, but wanted to mention this 
activity to document the effort on the 
district/company. This rubric was also 
shared with Oakland Schools as a 
completed activity. 

05/09/2024 Completed 

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 ¤ No 

FY 2024-2025 ISD Summary Justification Form 
Oakland Schools Page 4 of 5 



  

  

  

 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Brandon School District in the Counties of Oakland 
and Lapeer 

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 Brandon School District in the Counties of Oakland 
and Lapeer: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 1076 17 1.6 

Mathematics 1076 17 1.6 

Science 480 7 1.5 

Social Studies 476 5 1.1 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

None. New director to the district. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 1%% 

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 1081 

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 1.5% 

Local Plan 

Member districts are expected to provide professional development and technical assistance 
to staff to ensure high expectations are being held for all students, including students with 
the 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¤ 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 ¡ No 
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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/Ancillary Staff 

IEP Coaching Professional 
Development (virtual); Child Find, 
Initial Evaluations, Timelines, 
Measurable Goals, Supp. 
Aids/Services, State Assessments; IEP 
Checklist 

11/20/2024 Completed 

Special Education 
Teachers/Ancillary Staff 

Review the MDE rubric with special 
education teachers/ancillary service 
providers 

02/26/2025 Planned 

Special Education 
Teachers/Ancillary Staff 

Alternate Assessment Reviews: 
Review all students currently assigned 
MI-Access to ensure they meet all four 
criteria for participation according to 
the IEP team facing rubric 

03/14/2025 Planned 

Special Education 
Teachers/Ancillary Staff 

Special education teachers/providers 
will review past MI-Access 
performance and other 
district/classroom data to ensure 
targeted instruction 

02/26/2025 Planned 

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 ¤ 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Clarenceville 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 Clarenceville School District: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 858 10 1.2 

Mathematics 857 10 1.2 

Science 383 7 1.8 

Social Studies 378 3 0.8 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

Multiple students moved into the district with CI eligibilities and alternate assessments 
indicated. Given the district's size, these additional students impacted testing 
percentages.The district has updated its review procedure. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 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 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 873 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 8 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 0.9% 
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Local Plan 

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

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¤ No 
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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 Department Whole group in person training and 
rollout of IEP Compliance Checklist 
which includes the following definition 
for students with the most significant 
cognitive disabilities: The alternate 
assessment is designed for students 
with significant disabilities, 
receiving instruction aligned to the 
alternate content standards; it is 
designed to be 
administered to less than 1% of 
students 

There should be evidence of 
impairment in intellectual 
development and adaptive 
behavior 

There should be evidence of 
instruction aligned to alternate 
standards (e.g, goals 
and objective section, SAS) 

11/01/2023 Completed 

Special Education Department Review the revised IEP Compliance 
Checklist to reflect 4 criteria, forward 
facing rubric, and review of past Mi-
Access results to ensure proper 
assessment selection. 

12/18/2024 Planned 

SE Director, Psychologist, 
Teacher 

Review flagged students using the 
forward-facing rubric. 

01/15/2025 Planned 

Special Education Department Review parent notification document 
and process for distribution at annual 
IEPs for students who are taking 
alternate assessments. 

12/18/2024 Planned 

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 ¤ 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Clarkston Community 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 Clarkston Community School District: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 3428 42 1.2 

Mathematics 3426 41 1.2 

Science 1506 17 1.1 

Social Studies 1497 11 0.7 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

The projected participation rate for Clarkston Community Schools has continued to decline in 
previous years. We are projected to have yet another decline with ELA at 1.2, Math at 1.2, 
Science at 1.1 and Social Studies at 0.7. We are continuing to work with staff to understand 
what students should be taking the alternative assessment to ensure that all students are 
being tested with rigor. District procedures have been updated and training of staff have 
occurred. Additional training is planned for the 2024-2025 School Year to ensure 
compliance. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 1.1%% 

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 3478 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 35 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ No 
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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 
Administration and special ed 
staff 

Educational Benefit Reviews for 
flagged students 

06/28/2024 Completed 

Special Education 
Administration and 
Teacher/Ancillary Leaders 

Completed Flagged Student Level 
Action plan for each identified student 

06/28/2024 Completed 

Special Education Staff Presented, in person, training on how 
to use the district process and district 
form to document the process for 
consideration of the alternative 
assessment 

08/20/2024 Completed 

General Education 
Administrators 

Presented, in person, a review of 
district data and MDE guidance 
regarding who should be taking the 
alternative assessment 

08/20/2024 Completed 

Special Education Staff Presented, in person, how to notify 
parents on the implications of working 
towards alternate content 
expectations 

08/20/2024 Completed 

Special Education Staff Training on the IEP team facing rubric 06/06/2025 Planned 

Special Education Staff Update to district written procedures 
(regarding use of the rubric) and any 
content from the rubric 

06/06/2025 Planned 

Parents Distribution of parent written 
communication on implications of 
participation 

06/06/2025 Planned 

Disproportionality 

The district reported disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment. Please 
indicate below each sub-group of disproportionality, the subject for which disproportionate 
use was demonstrated, as well as the district plan to address the indicated issues of 
disproportionality. 
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þEconomically Disadvantaged Status 

Subject Plan 
English Language Arts 1. Review the following for all identified students: 

- If the student scored in the “surpassed the standards” level on MI-Access FI in more 
than one subject area 
- If the student continue to meet all criteria for MI-Access, and 
- If MI-Access is not appropriate, has the student not been moved by IEP team to take 
the general assessments. 
- Upon review, special education administration will work with IEP teams to ensure 
that only students who meet criteria for MI-Access are actually assigned to MI-Access 

2. All IEP teams will complete the CCS Process for Consideration of the Alternative 
Assessment Form; this includes discussion, with parents, about the implications of how 
participation in this assessment may delay or otherwise affect (or prevent) the student 
from completing the requirements for a high school diploma. 
- Special Education Administration will review completed documents to ensure 
compliance 

Math 1. Review the following for all identified students: 
- If the student scored in the “surpassed the standards” level on MI-Access FI in more 
than one subject area 
- If the student continue to meet all criteria for MI-Access, and 
- If MI-Access is not appropriate, has the student not been moved by IEP team to take 
the general assessments. 
- Upon review, special education administration will work with IEP teams to ensure 
that only students who meet criteria for MI-Access are actually assigned to MI-Access 

2. All IEP teams will complete the CCS Process for Consideration of the Alternative 
Assessment Form; this includes discussion, with parents, about the implications of how 
participation in this assessment may delay or otherwise affect (or prevent) the student 
from completing the requirements for a high school diploma. 
- Special Education Administration will review completed documents to ensure 
compliance 

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 ¡ No 

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance. 
Continued support from the ISD as needed. 
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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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Clawson Public 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 Clawson Public Schools: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 617 12 1.9 

Mathematics 617 12 1.9 

Science 252 6 2.4 

Social Studies 249 2 0.8 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

Utilizing the Alternate Assessment data (page 1), complete the following table. 
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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). 

617 

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11. 12 

Students from outside the district placed in district’s regional center-based program by IEP 
team (do not include students who are residents of the district or who have enrolled through 
school of choice processes). 

6 

Adjusted Total 611 

Adjusted Participation Number 6 

Adjusted Rate 1% 

Please describe other justification: 

617 Clawson Public Schools students in Grades 3-8 and 11 took State Assessments in Spring 
2024 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

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

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 670 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 9 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 1.3% 
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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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ 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 Ed Admin Special ed admin sought assistance 
from the Oakland ISD to support staff 
and administration understanding 
proper test selection and the 1% 
exception. This occurred under the 
direction of the previous director and 
on 11/18/24 with the new director, 
Rebecca Anders 

11/18/2024 Completed 

FY 2024-2025 ISD Summary Justification Form 
Oakland Schools Page 3 of 5 



        

    

 

  

    
 

      
 

 
  

 

  

    
 

 

      
       

 
 

 
 

 

  

    
 

    
       

 
 

  

   
  

 
       

 
 
 

 
 

 
      

 
      

 

  

 
       

     

 

 
    

 

  

 
 

 
      

      

     

    
 

 

 
 

    
 

 
      

 

Audience Topics and Method of Training Date Planned/Completed 

Special Ed Teachers and 
Ancillary Staff, School 
Counselors, School 
Administrators 

Professional Learning and sharing out 
of new District Guidance related to 
Student Assessment Selection for Mi-
Access 

11/15/2024 Completed 

By 2/1/25, District guidance will be 
updated to include that special 
education staff will be trained on the 
IEP team facing rubric. Parent 
notification will be added to the 
district procedure and notification will 
be written. The district will utilize the 
sample letter provided by the ISD 
and/or write the parent notification in 
FAPE of an IEP or IEP Amendment. 

Special Ed Teachers and 
Ancillary Staff 

Staff were sent a monthly newsletter 
each month with updates and 
information. Included in this 
newsletter is a link to use the 
assessment planning tool from MDE 

06/14/2024 Completed 

Special Ed Teachers and 
Special Ed Admin 

The district reviewed all students 
projected to take an alternative 
assessment in Spring 2024 to ensure 
the students meet the criteria to take 
the assessment. The district also 
reviewed the students past 
performance on the assessments as 
part of the assurance of taking the 
alternate assessment. 

03/22/2024 Completed 

Special Ed teachers, admin, 
and ancillary staff 

Weekly newsletters since 9/30/24 to 
all special ed staff with a compliance 
corner; weekly items specific to 
alternative assessment selection 

12/11/2024 Planned 

Special Ed Teachers, Admin, 
and School Psychs 

Staff are required to complete the 
newly implemented "Should this 
student be taking Mi-Access?" form 
and complete it prior to 3/21/24. This 
includes a thorough data review of 
"factors to consider" and notification 
to parents regarding the implication 
taking Mi-Access may have on the 
student completing the requirements 
for a regular high school diploma. 
Staff received training on this new 
process at DPPD on 11/15/24. 
Ongoing training will be provided to all 
staff. 

11/15/2024 Planned 

Special Ed 
Teachers/Admin/Ancillary 

Given the district's Tier II status, MDE 
is requiring that special education staff 
be trained on the IEP team facing 
rubric. It is also suggested that the 
parent notification in the district 
procedure be written notification. 
Consider the sample letter provided 
by the ISD. 

. . 
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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 ¡ No 

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance. 
Continued support from the ISD related to reviewing District procedures. 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ No 
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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 

Psychologists and special 
education teachers 

In person PD on Alternate assessment 
/ educational benefit review 

08/20/2024 Completed 

Psychologists In person file reviews and educational 
benefit review for identified students 
(highlighted on list of "flagged" 
students) 

11/05/2024 Completed 

Psychologist and special 
education teachers 

Review of all students who surpassed 
to inform reconvening of IEPs 

01/08/2025 Planned 

All special education staff IEP Guidance document updated to 
include the alternate assessment 
decision making tool and requirement 
to inform parent / guardian of 
implications of participation. 

11/25/2024 Completed 

Special Education teachers PD on "IEP team facing rubric" to 
ensure they understand the profile of 
a student taking the alternative 
assessment 

01/08/2025 Planned 

Psychologists, Teacher 
Consultants, Social workers, 
and speech therapists 

Review of "IEP team facing rubric" to 
ensure they understand the profile of 
a student taking the alternative 
assessment 

12/18/2024 Planned 

Disproportionality 

The district reported disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment. Please 
indicate below each sub-group of disproportionality, the subject for which disproportionate 
use was demonstrated, as well as the district plan to address the indicated issues of 
disproportionality. 

þGender 

Subject Plan 
English Language Arts File review of all male gendered students identified as taking alternate assessment and 

refer students with recommendations to convene IEP for consideration of increasing 
access to general instruction for those assessed on FI 

Math File review of all male gendered students identified as taking alternate assessment and 
refer students with recommendations to convene IEP for consideration of increasing 
access to general instruction for those assessed on FI 
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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 ¡ No 

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance. 
In person or virtual support on professional development for staff 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Ferndale Public 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 Ferndale Public Schools: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 1353 24 1.8 

Mathematics 1355 22 1.6 

Science 694 11 1.6 

Social Studies 683 6 0.9 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

N/A 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 1.8%% 

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 1449 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 24 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 1.7% 

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 ¤ No 

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

¡ Yes ¤ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ No 
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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 

Instructional and Ancillary 
Staff 

Training regarding defining students 
with the most significant cognitive 
disabilities, review of a formal process 
for making decisions regarding 
assessment selection criteria and the 
IEP team facing rubric, and pertinent 
information provided to families 
regarding the implications of taking 
the Alternate Assessment. 

02/05/2025 Planned 

Instructional and Ancillary 
Staff 

Use of the IEP team facing rubric for 
all 24 students that are currently 
assigned to take MI-Access in 2025 

03/03/2025 Planned 

Instructional and Ancillary 
Staff 

Development of district procedure to 
support decision making process, 
including written communication to 
families of students taking MI-Access 

03/03/2025 Planned 

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 ¡ No 

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance. 
Technical Assistance from the ISD to include training on alternate assessment selection and 
the IEP team facing rubric. 
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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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Grand River 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 Grand River Academy: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 446 2 0.4 

Mathematics 447 2 0.4 

Science 149 2 1.3 

Social Studies 148 2 1.4 

þ 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 ¡ No 

Select the option that applies: 

¤ Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access. ¡ 5 or more students took MI-Access. 

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborative for students with 
the most significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the district 
within a region or ISD)? 
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¡ Yes ¤ No 

Please describe other justification: 

Students tested function in the moderate range 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 0.4%% 

Using students’ IEP information, Michigan School Data System (MSDS), and other current 
data, complete the following table to calculate the 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 468 

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 0.4% 
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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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¤ 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 

SE team Review IEP team facing-rubric 
Review MDE MI-ACCESS decision map 
Review flagged students (complete -
both withdrawn); Review current 
students who are slated to take MI-
ACCESS. 
Conduct ed benefit review where 
necessary 

12/06/2024 Planned 
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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 ¤ No 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Hazel Park City 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 Hazel Park City School District: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 1160 35 3 

Mathematics 1162 35 3 

Science 532 17 3.2 

Social Studies 525 11 2.1 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

Utilizing the Alternate Assessment data (page 1), complete the following table. 
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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). 

1195 

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11. 35 

Students from outside the district placed in district’s regional center-based program by IEP 
team (do not include students who are residents of the district or who have enrolled through 
school of choice processes). 

7 

Adjusted Total 1188 

Adjusted Participation Number 28 

Adjusted Rate 2.4% 

Please describe other justification: 

Hazel Park Schools facilitates the following Center Programs: 
Jardon/Webb SXI Center Program 
Edison Center Program (Emotional Impairments) 

Hazel Park Schools enters into Cooperative Agreements with neighboring districts to support 
students in Level 3 and Level 4 Cognitive Impairment and ASD classrooms. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 1.8%% 

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 1356 

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

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”? 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ 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, 
School Psychologists, Teacher 
Consultants 

Process for Considering Alternative 
Assessment - Team Meeting 

12/09/2024 Completed 

Special Education Staff Training for special education staff on 
the IEP team facing rubric 

01/07/2025 Planned 

Special Education Staff Review of students currently assigned 
MI-Access to ensure they meet all four 
criteria for participation 

12/19/2024 Planned 

Parents of Special Education 
Students/Special Education 
Staff 

Provision of written notification to 
parents on implications of their child's 
participation in MI-Access 

01/24/2025 Planned 
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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 ¤ No 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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High School Special Ed 
Department 

New protocol was reviewed and 
modeled at the department meeting. 
The staff was provided 2 forms: 1 for 
initial consideration of an alternate 
assessment and 1 for a review to 
determine continuation of the 
alternate assessment. Staff were 
asked to use the review form for all 
students that were projected to take 
the alternate assessment. The MDE 
Flow chart and resources were also 
reviewed at the staff meeting. The 
Holly Area Schools Special Education 
Handbook was updated to include the 
Alternate Assessment Procedures and 
this was also reviewed with staff. 

04/23/2024 Completed 

The Entire Special Ed 
Department 

During the special education 
department meetings in December 
and January, a revised Alternate 
Assessment protocol will be 
introduced and reviewed. This 
updated protocol will incorporate the 
newly released MDE rubric, which will 
be used as a key part of the decision-
making process for selecting students 
who will participate in the alternate 
assessment. Additionally, the protocol 
will require the submission of a formal 
letter to parents of students who are 
identified for the alternate 
assessment, ensuring clear 
communication regarding this 
important decision. 

12/17/2024 Planned 

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 ¤ 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Huron Valley 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 Huron Valley Schools: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 3937 66 1.7 

Mathematics 3943 65 1.6 

Science 1733 23 1.3 

Social Studies 1720 10 0.6 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

District has 41% Free and Reduced lunch services. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 2%% 

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 4046 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 75 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 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, 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ No 
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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 

IEP teams 1% MiAccess Cap. Reviewed 
procedure for MiAccess, reviewed IEPs 
by building, reviewed MiAccess 
checklist for determining who should 
take the assessment. 

02/12/2024 Completed 

Parents with student on 
MiAccess 

Parent letter sent along with MDE 
Guideline for determining who should 
take MiAccess. 

10/25/2024 Completed 

IEP teams Individual student reviews with 
relevant IEP teams to verify they had 
the necessary criteria to qualify for 
MiAccess. Complete review of MET, 
IEP, eligibility, general ed time, Ed 
Benefit Review for 1 student who was 
flagged. Student was moved to MSTEP 

05/08/2024 Completed 

Teaching Learning Technology 
Leaders Team 

Need for intentionality of 
determination of MiAccess. Reported 
district flagged, again. Difficulty when 
as a district we are at 41% FR, 
therefore economically disadvantaged 
group is already high, and continuing 
to grow. 

11/06/2024 Completed 

IEP Teams Share the IEP Team Facing rubric with 
special education staff and update 
current procedure to include this 
rubric. 

02/28/2025 Planned 

Disproportionality 

The district reported disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment. Please 
indicate below each sub-group of disproportionality, the subject for which disproportionate 
use was demonstrated, as well as the district plan to address the indicated issues of 
disproportionality. 

þEconomically Disadvantaged Status 

Subject Plan 
English Language Arts Will use the MDE rubric regardless of district eligibility for free and reduced food 

services. Students within these demographic groups will be reviewed to ensure 
appropriate assessment. 
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þGender 

Subject Plan 
English Language Arts Will use the MDE rubric to review students within these demographic groups to ensure 

appropriate assessment. 
Math Will use the IEP rubric to review students within these demographic groups to ensure 

appropriate 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 ¡ No 

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance. 
It will be beneficial to engage with the Huron Valley Schools Student Support Services 
administrative team to reinforce the ongoing cycle of managing for the 1% Cap and to 
provide any suggestions based on current practices of providing PL to relevant teams. Thank 
you, Teri. 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Kingsbury Country Day 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 Kingsbury Country Day School: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 219 1 0.5 

Mathematics 220 1 0.5 

Science 70 1 1.4 

Social Studies 70 1 1.4 

þ 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 ¡ No 

Select the option that applies: 

¤ Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access. ¡ 5 or more students took MI-Access. 

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborative for students with 
the most significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the district 
within a region or ISD)? 
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¡ Yes ¤ No 

Please describe other justification: 

Kingsbury Country Day School (KCDS) was self-managed for special education last year. As 
of July 1, 2024, Choice Schools started to manage KCDS and will train the special education 
staff on the 1% justification and the alternate assessment moving forward. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 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 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 177 

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 0.6% 
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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 ¤ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¤ No 
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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 staff We will discuss the definition of 
"students with the most significant 
cognitive disabilities" with all special 
education staff in a company-wide 
professional development. We will also 
be revisiting the process for 
consideration and utilizing the IEP 
team facing rubric. The presentation 
will be led by Choice Schools 
Associates Special Education 
Administrators. 

01/29/2025 Planned 

Special Education staff The IEP Team for each flagged 
student will meet to review existing 
data and cross-reference the IEP 
team-facing rubric to formally assess 
and document the evidence of 
meeting ALL four criteria. The 
flowchart "Should My Students Take 
the Alternate Assessment" will be 
shared again to ensure that all staff 
are referencing this. 

01/31/2025 Planned 

Special Education staff Choice Schools (management 
company) created a rubric in effort to 
support our teams in decision making. 
This is similar to the MDE provided 
document, but wanted to mention this 
activity to document the effort on the 
district/company. This rubric was 
shared with Oakland Schools as well. 

08/19/2024 Completed 

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 ¤ 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Lake Orion 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 Lake Orion Community Schools: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 3462 54 1.6 

Mathematics 3469 51 1.5 

Science 1450 26 1.8 

Social Studies 1437 12 0.8 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

Utilizing the Alternate Assessment data (page 1), complete the following table. 

FY 2024-2025 ISD Summary Justification Form 
Oakland Schools Page 1 of 5 



 

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). 

3465 

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11. 53 

Students from outside the district placed in district’s regional center-based program by IEP 
team (do not include students who are residents of the district or who have enrolled through 
school of choice processes). 

9 

Adjusted Total 3456 

Adjusted Participation Number 44 

Adjusted Rate 1.3% 

Please describe other justification: 

The district tested 3,465 students total in grades 3-8, 11. The adjusted participation rate 
subtracts nonresident center-based students. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 1.2%% 

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 3520 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 45 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 1.3% 
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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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ 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. 
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Audience Topics and Method of Training Date Planned/Completed 

All SE Staff Communicated revised district 
procedure re: state assessment 
selection - extended content 
expectations, MDE guidance, ie, 
Should my student take the alternate 
assessment, MDE Decision-making 
tool and flowchart, procedure for IEP 
teams to select the state assessment 
including: 1) identifying whether a 
student has a significant cognitive 
impairment, considering whether the 
student's primary instruction is 
aligned to the essential elements, and 
3) utilizing performance and formative
data to determine if a student has
surpassed the alternate standards
they were assessed on/ whether a
change in state assessment may be
needed, procedure for parent
notification for the implications of a
student taking MI-Access

04/29/2024 Completed 

All new and returning special 
education teachers and 
ancillary staff 

Communicate revised district 
procedure for alternate state 
assessment selection to all new and 
returning special education teachers 
and ancillary staff (revised for 2024-
25 SY to include the four required 
criteria for participation in MI-Access 
based on alternate educational 
content standards, and 
the use of the IEP team-facing rubric 
when considering MI-Access 
participation for a student). The 
district procedure also includes a 
requirement for IEP teams to provide 
parents with written information 
regarding the implications of students 
participating in the alternate 
assessment. 

04/29/2025 Planned 

Evidence: Revised district procedural 
document 

All SE staff Review & discuss the revised district 
procedure for alternate state 
assessment selection, the MDE 
flowchart (Should My Student Take 
the Alternate Assessment?) and MDE 
IEP team-facing rubric for alternate 
state assessment selection - in person 
via building SE team meetings. 

Evidence: Copy of the meeting agenda 
and/or slides 

04/29/2025 Planned 

Self-contained teachers Communicate/ share state assessment 
selection powerpoint training slides 

03/11/2024 Completed 
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District Leadership Team District Leadership Team reviewed 
student level data to analyze key 
factors and the need for alternative 
assessment 

04/29/2024 Completed 

Disproportionality 

The district reported disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment. Please 
indicate below each sub-group of disproportionality, the subject for which disproportionate 
use was demonstrated, as well as the district plan to address the indicated issues of 
disproportionality. 

þGender 

Subject Plan 
English Language Arts Special education admin, IEP Coaches and Teacher Consultants will support IEP teams 

to review student-level data using the MDE rubric for alternative state assessment 
selection. Student-level data will be reviewed for the students flagged by the MDE and 
8 students from the dispro group (males) and documented on the ISD provided 
spreadsheet. 

Math Special education admin, IEP Coaches and Teacher Consultants will support IEP teams 
to review student-level data using the MDE rubric for alternative state assessment 
selection. Student-level data will be reviewed for the students flagged by the MDE and 
8 students from the dispro group (males) and documented on the ISD provided 
spreadsheet. 

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 ¤ No 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Lamphere Public 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 Lamphere Public Schools: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 1215 22 1.8 

Mathematics 1222 23 1.9 

Science 500 12 2.4 

Social Studies 489 1 0.2 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

Utilizing the Alternate Assessment data (page 1), complete the following table. 
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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). 

1222 

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11. 23 

Students from outside the district placed in district’s regional center-based program by IEP 
team (do not include students who are residents of the district or who have enrolled through 
school of choice processes). 

5 

Adjusted Total 1217 

Adjusted Participation Number 18 

Adjusted Rate 1.5% 

Please describe other justification: 

Lamphere has self-contained ASD and Cognitively Impaired programs at the elementary, 
middle, and high school levels that serve students with significant cognitive and academic 
delays. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 1.6%% 

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 1288 

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 1.9% 
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Local Plan 

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

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ No 
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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 

All Special Education 
Department Staff 

Memo sent to all staff that included 
Alternate Assessment decision-making 
talking points, alternate assessment 
flowchart, MDE resources 

01/10/2025 Planned 

Page Middle School Resource 
Program 

Targeted support to determine 
appropriate assessments for new 
students. 

10/01/2024 Completed 

All Special Education 
Department Staff 

Developed and provided IEP talking 
points for staff to utilize when 
discussing assessments during 
meetings 

01/10/2025 Planned 

Parents/guardians Developed Parent Letter to families 
yearly sharing the process for 
selecting appropriate assessment 

08/15/2024 Completed 

Team of Special Educators Reviewed Flagged students identified 
by MDE 

10/22/2024 Completed 

All Special Education 
Department Staff 

Professional Learning regarding 
alternate assessment decision making 

02/13/2025 Planned 

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 ¤ 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Laurus 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 Laurus Academy: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 504 5 1 

Mathematics 506 5 1 

Science 173 4 2.3 

Social Studies 173 4 2.3 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

504 students took ELA state assessments (with 5 students taking the Mi Access) and 506 
total students took Math state assessments with 5 students taking Mi Access. The 
percentage of students stayed at the 1% cap threshold, respectively for ELA and Math state 
assessments. 
However, only 173 students took science and social studies state assessments, with 4 of 
these students taking the Mi Access. This is where the 1% cap was exceeded, and came out 
to be 2.3%. This is due to the lower number of students taking the science and social 
studies state assessments. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 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 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 561 

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 0.2% 
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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”? 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¤ No 
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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 

Administrators over special 
education 

-Alternate Gradebook (Essential 
Elements) Request (must be done 
yearly). 
Admin submit a form to se supervisor 
annually requesting continuation of 
separate gradebook for students 
receiving instruction via Essential 
Elements. 
-All students receiving instruction via 
Essential Elements will take the state 
alternative assessment in each subject 
area where Essential Elements are 
used as the teaching standards 
-Method of Training-via email memo 
to administration 

08/15/2024 Completed 

Special Education Team 
(resource room teachers, 
social workers, speech 
pathologist, occupational 
therapist, admin of special 
education) 

Alternative Assessment Guidelines-
-review of best practices 
-available resources to support IEP 
teams decision 
-MDE Flowchart for IEP teams 
-Interactive MDE site for IEP teams 
-MiAccess Homepage w/links 
-Rubric for Assigning Students to 
Alternate Standards for Instruction 
and Assessment 

12/16/2024 Planned 

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 ¤ 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Lighthouse Connections 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 Lighthouse Connections Academy: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 963 20 2.1 

Mathematics 958 16 1.7 

Science 496 9 1.8 

Social Studies 494 9 1.8 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

These statements are not applicable to our district. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

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

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 1036 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 18 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 1.7% 

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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ No 
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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 Staff Annual Professional development will 
be provided to all staff to ensure that 
they understand MiAcess testing 
requirements and completion 
requirements. (95% participation) 

12/20/2024 Planned 

Special Education Staff Review students who are assigned 
MiAccess in order to ensure they are 
meeting alternate assessment criteria 
including the most significant 
cognitive disability criterion. The PD 
provided to staff will include training 
on the use of the Rubric for Assigning 
Students to Alternate Standards for 
Instruction and Assessment. 

01/20/2025 Planned 

Special Education Staff Any student who surpassed on last 
year's MiAccess assessment will 
undergo an Education Benefit Review 
to assess instructional needs and be 
moved to diploma track if applicable. 
This will be done using the Rubric for 
Assigning Students to Alternate 
Standards for Instruction and 
Assessment. 

01/20/2025 Planned 

Parents of Students scheduled 
to take the MiAccess Student 

Ensure IEP Teams notify parents on 
implications of working towards 
alternate content expectations (e.g., 
email, newsletter, etc.) 

01/20/2025 Planned 

Special Education Staff Professional development will be 
provided to all staff to ensure that 
they understand MiAcess testing 
requirements and completion 
requirements. (95% participation) 

Completed 

Special Education Staff Review each of the MDE flagged 
students to address and consider each 
of the following: 
IEP goals and objectives to see if and 
how they are aligned to state 
standards. 
Primary disability to see if consistent 
with the definition of a "student with 
the most significant cognitive 
disabilities." 
Primary educational environment to 
see student is spending 80% or more 
in the general education setting. 

01/22/2024 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? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Madison District Public 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 Madison District Public Schools: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 412 8 1.9 

Mathematics 411 8 1.9 

Science 188 4 2.1 

Social Studies 185 1 0.5 

þ 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 ¡ No 

Select the option that applies: 

¡ Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access. ¤ 5 or more students took MI-Access. 

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborative for students with 
the most significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the district 
within a region or ISD)? 
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¡ Yes ¤ No 

Please describe other justification: 

The district opened a new program for students with significant cognitive disabilities. 
Students returned from out-of-district center programs. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 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 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 477 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 8 

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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ No 
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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 staff Training for special education staff. 
The district will provide special 
education staff with training on the 
four required criteria for participation 
in MI-Access. This will include 
reviewing the IEP team-facing rubric. 

01/07/2025 Planned 

special education staff 
The district will review flagged 
students. 
The IEP team will review the two 
flagged students and cross-reference 
the IEP team-facing rubric to formally 
assess and document evidence of 
meeting all four criteria. 

01/16/2025 Planned 

Parents/guardians 
The district will provide parents 
written notification. 
The special education department will 
mail out letters to parents/guardians 
explaining the implications of 
participating in the alternate 
assessment. 

12/20/2024 Planned 

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 ¤ 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Michigan Virtual Charter 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 Michigan Virtual Charter Academy: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 1791 30 1.7 

Mathematics 1790 30 1.7 

Science 797 16 2 

Social Studies 790 9 1.1 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

The district tested a total 2,626 students. the district does not operate a center based 
program. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(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 2626 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 27 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ 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 Staff Review of MIACCESS Criteria using 
MDE Rubric for assigning students to 
alternative standards in instruction 
and assessment, MDE guidance on 
Alternate Assessment Interactive 
Decision Making Tool. Individual Data 
review. 

12/04/2024 Completed 
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Special Programs Leadership Live meeting to review MDE Rubric for 
assigning students to alternative 
standards in instruction and 
assessment, MDE guidance on 
Alternate Assessment Interactive 
Decision Making Tool, IEP Team 
Facing Rubric, review/update current 
processes as needed. Review of the 
Provision of Written Parent Notification 
on implications of participation with 
guidance on mode of delivery. 

12/16/2024 Planned 

Special Education, General 
Education staff, and 
administrators, and District 
Representatives 

Live Training to be scheduled at 
campus level on or before 1/29/2025. 
Review of MIACCESS Criteria using 
MDE Rubric for assigning students to 
alternative standards in instruction 
and assessment, MDE guidance on 
Alternate Assessment Interactive 
Decision Making Tool. 

01/29/2025 Planned 

Special Programs Compliance 
Coordinator 

Will attend the SLIP conference with 
MAASE on January 19, 2024. At this 
conference MAASE will provide 
professional development on 
determining alternate assessments 
and how to serve low incidence 
populations. 

01/19/2024 Completed 

Self-Contained Program A professional development will be 12/18/2024 Planned 
Special Education Teachers held to meet with all teachers of 

students who take the alternate 
assessment. Each teacher will be 
provided state assessment scores 
from Spring 2024 and all historical 
assessment scores that are available 
for their students. Teachers will review 
this data with Special Programs 
Director to help guide them through 
the process of understanding the 
scores and determining if the student 
might be ready to take the MSTEP 
instead of MI-ACCESS assessment. 
Teachers will be reminded to add this 
data to their IEPs as they hold them 
and to have the IEP Team discuss 
state assessment data when 
determining what assessment the 
student will take during the upcoming 
year. This training did not place as 
scheduled and will be completed 
December 2024 along with Review of 
the Provision of Written Parent 
Notification on implications of 
participation with guidance on mode 
of delivery. 
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Special Education Self- A professional development will be 08/22/2024 Planned 
Contained Teacher held to meet with all teachers of 

students who take the alternate 
assessment. Each teacher will be 
provided state assessment scores 
from Spring 2025 and all historical 
assessment scores that are available 
for their students. Teachers will review 
this data with Special Programs 
Director to help guide them through 
the process of understanding the 
scores and determining if the student 
might be ready to take the MSTEP 
instead of MI-ACCESS assessment. 
Teachers will be reminded to add this 
data to their IEPs as they hold them 
and to have the IEP Team discuss 
state assessment data when 
determining what assessment the 
student will take during the upcoming 
year along with Review of the 
Provision of Written Parent Notification 
on implications of participation with 
guidance on mode of delivery. 

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 ¤ No 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Oak Park City 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 Oak Park City School District: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 1606 61 3.8 

Mathematics 1608 61 3.8 

Science 719 26 3.6 

Social Studies 713 20 2.8 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

The turnover rate of administration has impacted consistency of protocols and procedures 
for the special education department when it comes to alternative assessments. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 3.4%% 

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 1608 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 57 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 3.5% 
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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 ¤ No 

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

¡ Yes ¤ 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 ¤ 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 ¡ 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 Staff Professional Development on 
alternative assessment criteria , 
shared performance level descriptors, 
shared student level data on all 
students that were assigned MI Access 

02/27/2024 Completed 

Special Education Staff District Wide Professional 
Development on the MI Access district 
action plan 

08/22/2024 Completed 

Special Education Staff District Wide Professional 
Development review on the MI Access 
district action plan 

11/05/2024 Completed 
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Special Education Staff A district procedure was developed 
December 2023, due to administrative 
turnover it is uncertain if training on 
that procedure has been provided to 
staff. A new administrator will begin 
early December 2024 and a plan for 
training staff on the procedures ASAP. 
Updates to the procedure will include: 
how staff can access previous MI 
Access results, utilization of the MDE 
rubric for students being considered 
for functional independence, rubric 
training, and parent notification. 

01/15/2025 Planned 

Oakland Schools Consultants Completed 16 flagged student action 
forms and made recommendations for 
the IEP Team corrections/revisions. 

11/20/2024 Completed 

Oakland Schools Consultants Analyzed students in grades 3-8 that 
took MI Access in 2024. Student files 
were reviewed to evaluate student 
eligibility for MI Access, including 
students in the male gender 
demographic(s). Recommendations 
and notes were made for IEP Team 
consideration. 

11/21/2024 Completed 

Stakeholders/Parents Written notification for parents to be 
informed about alternative 
assessments. This will be built into the 
written procedure for staff to share at 
IEP meetings when MI Access is 
selected. 

11/20/2024 Planned 

School Psychologists OS consultants will meet with School 
Psychologist to review evaluation 
practices around CI eligibility. Rubric 
training 

03/24/2025 Planned 

Special Education IEP Teams Review recommendations and notes 
from student level review from the OS 
Consultants to provide technical 
assistance. 

01/27/2025 Planned 

Oakland Schools 
Consultant/District SpEd 
Admin. 

Review the MDE flagged students from 
2024 and students in the male 
demographic to ensure eligibility for 
MI Access utilizing the MDE rubric. 

04/01/2025 Planned 

Special Education Staff and 
General Education 
Administrators 

Provide training on the rubric for 
Assigning Students to Alternate 
Standards and Instruction and 
Assessment. 

01/15/2025 Planned 

Special Education Staff and 
General Education 
Administrators 

Provide training on the rubric for 
Should My Student take the Alternate 
Assessment. 

01/15/2025 Planned 
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Disproportionality 

The district reported disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment. Please 
indicate below each sub-group of disproportionality, the subject for which disproportionate 
use was demonstrated, as well as the district plan to address the indicated issues of 
disproportionality. 

þGender 

Subject Plan 
English Language Arts Review male students assigned MI Access utilizing the MDE rubric. 

Math Review male students assigned MI Access utilizing the MDE rubric. 

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 ¤ No 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Oakside Prep 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 Oakside Prep Academy: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 684 4 0.6 

Mathematics 689 4 0.6 

Science 269 3 1.1 

Social Studies 268 2 0.7 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

684 total students took the ELA State Assessments with 4 students taking Mi Access, 689 
total students took the Math State Assessments with 4 students taking Mi Access and 268 
total students took the Social Studies State Assessments with 2 students taking Mi Access. 
The percentage of students stayed below the 1% cap threshold, respectively for the ELA, 
Math, and Social Studies State Assessments. However, only 269 students took Science State 
Assessments with 3 of these students taking the Mi Access. This is where the 1% cap was 
exceeded and came out to be 1.1%. This is due to the lower number of students taking 
Social Studies State Assessments. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 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 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 748 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 6 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 0.8% 
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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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¤ No 
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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 

Administrators over special 
education 

1) Alternate Gradebook (Essential 
Elements) Request (must be done 
yearly). 

2)Admin submit a form to se 
supervisor annually requesting 
continuation of separate gradebook 
for students receiving instruction via 
Essential Elements. 

3) All students receiving instruction 
via Essential Elements will take the 
state alternative assessment in each 
subject area where Essential Elements 
are 
used as the teaching standards. 

4) Method of Training-via email memo 
to administration. 

08/22/2024 Completed 

Special Education Team 
(resource room teachers, 
social workers, speech 
pathologist, occupational 
therapist, admin of special 
education) 

1) Alternative Assessment Guidelines-
-review of best practices 
-available resources to support IEP 
teams decision 
-MDE Flowchart for IEP teams 
-Interactive MDE site for IEP teams 
-MiAccess Homepage w/links 
-Rubric for Assigning Students to 

2) Alternate Standards for Instruction 
and Assessment 

12/04/2024 Completed 

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 ¤ 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

None 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 5.6%% 

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 2013 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 84 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 4.2% 

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 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ No 
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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 

All Special Education Staff -
Teachers, Ancillary Staff and 
Leadership Team 

MDE Online Refresher Training -
Online 

01/29/2024 Completed 

School Psychologist and Sped 
Leadership Team 

Student File Review - Hybrid/blend 05/30/2024 Completed 

All Special Education Staff -
Teachers, Ancillary Staff and 
Leadership Team 

Updated and implementation of 
district's procedures to include 
Interactvie Decison Making Tree and 
checklist - In person 

08/22/2024 Completed 

School Psychologist and 
Leadership Team 

Completed Educational Benefit Review 
for flagged students - Hybrid/blend 

11/01/2024 Completed 

Special Education Staff Training on the IEP team-facing rubric 
- Hybrid/blend 

03/03/2025 Planned 

Special Education Staff Updates to district procedures to 
include content from the iEP team-
facing rubric (ex., updating the 
extensive suppot needs) and linking 
the rubric for use - Hybrid/blend 

03/21/2025 Planned 

Special Education Staff Student level review of all students 
assigned MiAcess 

04/30/2025 Planned 

Special Education Staff Distribution of parent communication 
of implications - incorporate into 
district updated procedures - In 
person 

03/21/2025 Planned 

School Psychologist OS Training on Using accurate data to 
make informed, appropriate 
assessment recommendations and 
decisions 

02/28/2025 Planned 

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 ¡ No 
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Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance. 
Training for Special Education Staff; the request is that the training will include: the four 
required criteria for participation in MiAccess, the IEP team-facing rubric, and data review 
and evaluation assessments 

Also, support as the district review, discuss and cross reference data using the IEP team-
facing rubric for flagged students 

Training for School Psychologist and Special Education Leadership team re: reviewing IEP 
data, assessment data, and decision-making 

Additionally, assistance as the district review student files and conduct Education Benefit 
Review for flagged students 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Rochester Community 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 Rochester Community School District: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 7795 104 1.3 

Mathematics 7815 101 1.3 

Science 3378 39 1.2 

Social Studies 3348 9 0.3 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

-

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 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 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 7918 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 106 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 1.3% 

Local Plan 

Member districts are expected to provide professional development and technical assistance 
to staff to ensure high expectations are being held for all students, including students with 
the most significant cognitive disabilities. This includes reviewing local 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¤ No 
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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, Ancillary, 
Paraprofessionals 

*lecture with Powerpoint presentation 
and training videos from MDE 
*Agenda for PD: 
(1) Mi-Access Decision Making 
(2) Identify Roles - building, 
coordinators, technology coordinator, 
assessment administrators, and 
shadows 
(3) Functional Independence video 
(4) Supported Independence and 
Participation Modules 
(5) Security Training 

02/27/2024 Completed 

Teachers, Ancillary, 
Paraprofessionals 

Between February 28, 2024 through 
March 22, 2024 
*On-going training and assistance for 
teachers, ancillary, and paras 
*Videos, modules, and security 
training (refreshers as needed and if 
they missed the February 27, 2024 
PD) 

02/28/2024 Completed 

Assessment administrators 
and building coordinators 

During the MI-Access Testing Window, 
*Assessment administrators and 
building coordinators received 
technical assistance on as as needed 
basis 

04/08/2024 Completed 

Special Education 
Administration Team 

Between January 29, 2025 and 
February 2025, special education 
administrators review district 
procedures. Make necessary revisions 
that incorporates the use of the IEP 
team facing rubric. Additionally 
ensuring that teams are consulting 
relevant data to inform the decision 
that includes the four criteria for 
participation and the previous MI-
Access performance, along with other 
relevant district/classroom information 
that drives instructional practices. 

01/29/2025 Planned 

Teachers, Ancillary, 
Paraprofessionals, Assessment 
Administrators and Building 
Coordinators 

In-person and zoom training for 
special education staff on the IEP 
team facing rubric 

02/11/2025 Planned 

Teachers, Ancillary, 
Paraprofessionals, Assessment 
Administrators and Building 
Coordinators 

In-person and zoom training for 
special education staff on the 
distribution of parent written 
notification on implications of 
participation 

02/11/2025 Planned 

FY 2024-2025 ISD Summary Justification Form 
Oakland Schools Page 3 of 4 



  

  

  

  

 

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 ¤ No 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Royal Oak 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 Royal Oak Schools: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 2432 29 1.2 

Mathematics 2432 29 1.2 

Science 1006 8 0.8 

Social Studies 991 1 0.1 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

The district does not operate a center program. However, the district opened up two self-
contained ASD classrooms this school year. We also opened up a Level 4 class room as well. 
All three are at the elementary level as well. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 1.1%% 

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 2569 

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 0.9% 

FY 2024-2025 ISD Summary Justification Form 
Oakland Schools Page 2 of 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 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 ¡ No 

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

¡ Yes ¤ 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 ¡ 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 ¤ 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 

All Special Education 
Casemanagers and Ancillary 
Staff Members 

Who should take the alternate 
assessment 

12/13/2024 Planned 

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 ¤ 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: South Lyon 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 South Lyon Community Schools: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 4472 42 0.9 

Mathematics 4473 44 1 

Science 1886 23 1.2 

Social Studies 1874 11 0.6 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

When submitting, I got a global error message routing me back to this page. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 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 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 4459 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 45 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 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 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ No 
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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 (self contained) MI-Access Training 02/07/2024 Completed 

Teachers (self contained) MI-Access Training 02/12/2024 Completed 

Teachers (self-contained) 1% Data and Disproportionality 
Training/Review 

12/03/2024 Completed 

Psychologists 1% Data and Disproportionality 
Training/Review 

11/06/2024 Completed 

Psychologists 1% Data and Disproportionality -
Digging into Students 

12/04/2024 Completed 

Teachers (self-contained) 1% Data and Disproportionality 
Training/Review 

12/10/2024 Completed 

Central Office email of 1% with data results 11/06/2024 Completed 

Training for ALL SE staff Mi Access participation & IEP team 
facing rubric 

02/14/2025 Planned 

Psychologists & SE Adm Complete review of disproportionality 
review for flagged students and 8 
other students from the dispro group 
and assess and document evidence of 
four criteria areas. 

04/04/2025 Planned 

Select SE staff How to provide notification of the 
implications of participation in alt 
assessment at IEP meetings. 

12/19/2025 Planned 

Disproportionality 

The district reported disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment. Please 
indicate below each sub-group of disproportionality, the subject for which disproportionate 
use was demonstrated, as well as the district plan to address the indicated issues of 
disproportionality. 
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þEconomically Disadvantaged Status 

Subject Plan 
English Language Arts The plan for addressing economically disadvantaged status is to review data of the 

flagged individual student plus 8 others in the economically disadvantaged group, 
looking for any trends. Address any findings that might be causing the 
disproportionality. Provide targeted training to staff for selecting appropriate 
assessments. Provide training on the four required criteria for participation in Mi-
Access. Actions above are expected to bring awareness of staff which will reduce the 
disproportionality in the subgroup of economically disadvantaged. 

Math The plan for addressing economically disadvantaged status is to review data of the 
flagged individual student plus 8 others in the economically disadvantaged group, 
looking for any trends. Address any findings that might be causing the 
disproportionality. Provide targeted training to staff for selecting appropriate 
assessments. Provide training on the four required criteria for participation in Mi-
Access. Actions above are expected to bring awareness of staff which will reduce the 
disproportionality in the subgroup of economically disadvantaged. 

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 ¤ No 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Southfield Public 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 Southfield Public School District: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 2468 73 3 

Mathematics 2480 71 2.9 

Science 1051 29 2.8 

Social Studies 1036 12 1.2 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

N/A 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 4.2%% 

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 2468 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 99 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 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 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ No 
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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 Rubric for determining what 
assessment should be taken. 

08/20/2024 Completed 

Special education teachers 
and administrators 

Guidelines for determining what 
assessment should be taken based on 
data by Oakland Schools. 

10/18/2023 Completed 

Special education teachers All teachers were given a updated 
checklist which included if parents 
were notified that the scholar was 
taking alternate assessment and the 
possible implications. Teachers were 
also given the parent letter re: 
alternate assessment. 

11/01/2024 Completed 

Special education teachers All teachers were sent the flowchart 
on how to determine which 
assessment a scholar should be taking 

09/03/2024 Completed 

Special education team Distribution and sharing of the IEP 
team facing rubric and teaching the 
components of the rubric to your 
special ed. staff 

01/08/2025 Planned 

Special education team Update to your district procedure that 
incorporates the IEP team facing 
rubric and its contents (particularly as 
it relates to the extensive support 
needs; your current procedure doesn’t 
really reflect this one 

01/21/2025 Planned 

Special education 
adminstrators 

Review of all students that took MI-
Access last year and their 
performance to determine if any 
assessment or instructional changes 
are needed 

01/21/2025 Planned 

Special education team After we completed the student 
flagged action forms last year we met 
with IEP teams to discuss 
recommendations 

04/30/2024 Completed 

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 ¤ 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Troy 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 Troy School District: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 6460 84 1.3 

Mathematics 6536 83 1.3 

Science 2858 30 1 

Social Studies 2841 15 0.5 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

Troy School District has had an increase in enrollment of students with complex learning 
needs. This increase has led to an increase in students who fit the criteria for taking the MI-
ACCESS. It is not known to our teachers and/or staff who is sited as being "economically 
disadvantaged", however, professional learning should be developed to ensure we are 
making individualized data driven decisions as it relates assessments for students with 
disabilities. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 1.2%% 

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 6081 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 73 

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”? 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¤ No 
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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 Categorical 
Teachers (Secondary) 

In person department meeting-
reviewed decision making, provided 
teachers training on how to access 
previous years scores, provided 
guidance related to making decisions 
about assessment 

02/06/2024 Completed 

Special Education Categorical 
Teachers (elementary) 

In person department meeting-
reviewed decision making, provided 
teachers training on how to access 
previous years scores, provided 
guidance related to making decisions 
about assessment 

03/20/2024 Completed 

Principals Sent email with information related to 
MI-Access testing results, sent 
resources from MDE regarding who 
should take the alternate assessment 
and how to use resources to make 
that decision. 

01/11/2024 Completed 

All Special Education 
Department 

Sent email with information related to 
MI-Access testing results, sent 
resources from MDE regarding who 
should take the alternate assessment 
and how to use resources to make 
that decision. 

01/11/2024 Completed 

Special Education Department Will send email with data related to 
disproportionality for economically 
disadvantaged information. Will 
outline action plan. Will offer Q & A 
sessions 

12/11/2024 Planned 

Principals Will send email with data related to 
disproportionality for economically 
disadvantaged information. Will 
outline action plan. Will offer Q & A 
sessions Will offer Q & A sessions 

12/11/2024 Planned 

Special Education Psychologist 
Meeting 

Will review data related to 
disproportionality, will provide 
resources regarding decision making 
and MDE recommendations 

01/17/2025 Planned 

Special Education Department 
Meeting 

Will provide professional learning 
related to decision making for MI-
Access and review disproportionality 
data.- in person training 

02/26/2025 Planned 
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Disproportionality 

The district reported disproportionality in participation in the alternate assessment. Please 
indicate below each sub-group of disproportionality, the subject for which disproportionate 
use was demonstrated, as well as the district plan to address the indicated issues of 
disproportionality. 

þEconomically Disadvantaged Status 

Subject Plan 
English Language Arts Troy School District Special Education Department administration and leadership team 

will address the issue of how we will address students taking the alternate assessment 
who may be economically disadvantaged by the following: 
- Reviewing criteria for selecting the alternate assessment for our students with our 
teachers and teams 
-Providing direct technical assistance for teams during decision making 
- Ensure teachers are aware of how to utilize past data to inform new decisions 
-Review data and IEPs of students identified as needing to take the ELA MI-ACCESS to 
determine if amendments will need to be made to the assessment section 

Math Troy School District Special Education Department administration and leadership team 
will address the issue of how we will address students taking the alternate assessment 
who may be economically disadvantaged by the following: 
- Reviewing criteria for selecting the alternate assessment for our students with our 
teachers and teams 
-Providing direct technical assistance for teams during decision making 
- Ensure teachers are aware of how to utilize past data to inform new decisions 
-Review data and IEPs of students identified as needing to take the Math MI-ACCESS 
to determine if amendments will need to be made to the assessment section 

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 ¡ No 

Please detail the need for additional resources and technical assistance. 
Troy School District will solicit assistance from Oakland Schools compliance consultants to 
provide a professional learning session targeting assessment selection and decision making 
for students, as well as MDE requirements around this topic. 
This is not required, but would be helpful. 
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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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Walled Lake 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 Walled Lake Consolidated Schools: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 6166 108 1.8 

Mathematics 6203 109 1.8 

Science 2632 45 1.7 

Social Studies 2607 23 0.9 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

Teams will need to review and follow established procedures to ensure selection of correct 
state assessment for students with IEPs. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

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

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 6295 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 102 

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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ 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 Services Department Oakland Schools ISD Alternate State 
Assessment Audit 

03/23/2023 Completed 

Special Services Staff/IEP 
Teams 

Written procedure with training video 
and guidance documents 

09/11/2023 Completed 

Building Administrators Complete a review PD module on 
alternate state assessment. 

01/31/2024 Completed 

IEP Teams Complete a review PD module on 
alternate state assessment. 

01/31/2024 Completed 
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Special Services Department Oakland Schools ISD Alternate State 
Assessment Data Review of projected 
students to ensure they meet criteria 
for participation, including existence of 
a significant cognitive disability and 
consideration of previous performance 
data from the 2023 state 
assessments. 

03/22/2024 Completed 

Special Services Staff & 
Building Administrators 

Update to district procedure, 
incorporating the use of the IEP team 
facing rubric. 

01/06/2025 Planned 

Special Service Department All Reminders in the department update 
to review and utilize the updated 
department procedure regarding 
alternate state assessment. 

01/10/2025 Planned 

Building Administrators Principals meeting to review procedure 
regarding State Assessment Selection, 
introduce the new IEP team facing 
rubric that will be utilized with building 
IEP teams to support appropriate 
selection of state assessment, and the 
IEP revision process for students who 
are flagged for change in state 
assessment or alternate state 
assessment level. 

01/22/2025 Planned 

Special Services Staff Training for special education staff on 
the IEP team facing rubric (to be used 
in the student flagged reviews). 

01/29/2025 Planned 

Special Services Coordinator 
Team 

Review with Special Services 
Coordinators the MDE flagged student 
list, the current alternate state 
assessment building lists, introduce 
the IEP team facing rubric to be 
utilized with IEP teams to review each 
student that is currently indicated as 
taking alternate state assessment. 
Review MDE OSE Tier 2 Guidance for 
which cases required Educational 
Benefit Review. 

01/10/2025 Planned 

IEP Teams IEP teams review with Special 
Services Coordinators each student 
that is currently indicated as taking 
alternate state assessment. Review 
students on the MDE flagged student 
list. Utilize MDE decision making tool 
on each case to determine correct 
assessment selected. Utilize the IEP 
team facing rubric to document IEP 
team review and decision. Educational 
Benefit Reviews conducted for 
students as required per guidance. 

02/28/2025 Planned 

Written Communication to 
Parents on the Implications of 
Child's Participation in MI-
Access 

Provision of written notification to 
parents on implications of their child's 
participation in MI-Access 

03/03/2025 Planned 
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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 ¤ No 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Walton Charter 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 Walton Charter Academy: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 500 0 0 

Mathematics 503 0 0 

Science 172 0 0 

Social Studies 172 0 0 

þ 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. 

þ By checking this box, the user acknowledges the data has been reviewed and 
understands the district should continue to ensure IEP Teams are making appropriate 
assessment selections. 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Waterford Montessori 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 Waterford Montessori Academy: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 237 1 0.4 

Mathematics 237 1 0.4 

Science 64 1 1.6 

Social Studies 63 1 1.6 

þ 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 ¡ No 

Select the option that applies: 

¤ Fewer than 5 students took MI-Access. ¡ 5 or more students took MI-Access. 

Did the district operate a center-based program or regional collaborative for students with 
the most significant cognitive disabilities (serving students from in and outside of the district 
within a region or ISD)? 
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¡ Yes ¤ No 

Please describe other justification: 

Waterford Montessori Academy is a very small district with 237 students taking the ELA & 
Math, 64 students taking the Science and 63 students taking the Social Studies state 
assessments. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 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 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 238 

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

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 0.4% 
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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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¤ 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 

General and Special Education 
Teachers 

Updated flowchart of "Should My 
Student Take the Alternate 
Assessment?" and State Essential 
Elements 

05/23/2024 Completed 

Special Education Staff Reviewing the 11-4-2024 guidance, 
Rubric for Assigning Students to 
Alternate Standards for Instruction 
and Assessment 

12/13/2024 Planned 
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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 ¤ No 

Assurances 

Please provide the following assurances. 

The member district IEP Team members follow the state guidelines for participation in the 
alternate assessment. 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¡ Yes ¤ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: Waterford 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 Waterford School District: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 3431 72 2.1 

Mathematics 3440 74 2.2 

Science 1467 30 2 

Social Studies 1454 18 1.2 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

Utilizing the Alternate Assessment data (page 1), complete the following table. 
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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). 

3440 

Total Number of students tested with MI-Access in grades 3-8 and 11. 74 

Students from outside the district placed in district’s regional center-based program by IEP 
team (do not include students who are residents of the district or who have enrolled through 
school of choice processes). 

6 

Adjusted Total 3434 

Adjusted Participation Number 68 

Adjusted Rate 2% 

Please describe other justification: 

Assessment Data Table/Adjusted Participation Rate 
Students from outside the district placed in the district's regional center-based program - 6 
Adjusted Total - 3434 
Adjusted Participation Number – 68 (from Math) 
Adjusted Rate – 2.0% 
Please describe other justification: 
Adjusted Participation for all subject areas: 
ELA – 1.93% 
Math – 1.98% 
Science – 1.91% 
Social Studies – 1.10% 

We have a lower participation rate when adjusting our rate due to students from outside the 
district placed in the district's regional center-based program. Our projected participation 
rate for 2024 was 1.9%, which is very close to the actual participation rate. When we 
calculated our participation rate on the previous justification form, we used the enrollment 
numbers from the fall of 2023, which was 3559 (grades 3rd-8th, and 11th). When testing 
occurred, the total number of students in tested grades was actually 3440, a difference of 
119 students. Our anticipated number of students taking the MI-Access was 68, which is the 
actual adjusted number. So while our participation rate increased, that is mostly due to a 
decrease in the number of total students testing, while our prediction of students taking the 
MI-Access was stable. This may be due to a decrease in enrollment and/or not all students 
testing. 

As indicated in our 2023 Justification Form, we provided intensive professional development 
and technical assistance to staff targeting student instruction and assessment selections 
decisions during the 2023-2024 school year. This occurred during several monthly 
Departmental PLC Meetings, Professional Development Days, staff meetings and Principals 
Meetings. Professional learning included: the MI-Access training video from Oakland 
Schools, Assessment Selection Guidelines training from the MDE, Interactive Decision 
Making Tool from the MDE, and reviewing Michigan's Alternate Content Standards. Staff 
also analyzed MI-Access scores for students from the previous testing cycle. 

We have already begun providing professional development regarding assessment selection 
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for the 2024-2025 school year (see local plan below). In addition to providing information 
regarding assessment selection decisions, we have come together with school teams to 
review the students who were flagged by the MDE for further investigation. Of the 24 
flagged students, 10 had already been moved to the general education assessment. Teams 
met to review the following for each of the 14 remaining students: 

• IEP goals and objectives to see if and how they are aligned to state standards. 
• The primary disability to see if consistent with the definition of a "student with the 

most significant cognitive disabilities." 
• Primary educational environment to see if the student is spending 80% or more in the 

general education setting. 
• Previous performance to determine if student scored in the "Surpassed the Standards" 

category on MI-Access and in need of instructional changes to higher standards 
We documented this process using the Process for Consideration of the Alternate 
Assessment, a new form we created last school year to help teams determine which 
assessment students should take. As a result of this review, teams determined that two of 
the fourteen students should be moved to the general education assessment. Of the twelve 
students remaining on the alternate assessment, teams determined that some adjustments 
needed to be made to reflect goals and instruction based on the Essential Elements. 

Additionally, we will be providing training for building principals again on the alternate 
assessment before the end of the calendar 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(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 3565 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 70 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 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”? 

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ 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 

SSS Administrators and 
Coordinators 

Review with Oakland Schools 
Consultant student level cases that 
had been flagged for Mi-Access 
participation 

04/18/2024 Completed 

Riverside Elementary, Mason 
Middle School and Mott High 
School Staff 

Alternative Assessment Justification 
Activity -- Teams of the the flagged 
students (special education teacher, 
Teacher Consultant, School 
Psychologist and Speech and 
Language Pathologist) completed the 
Process for Consideration of the 
Alternate Assessment for each flagged 
student. 

10/18/2024 Completed 
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All SSS staff and district 
administrators 

IDEA Matters (staff newsletter) -
included updated guidance on 
assessment selection and the 
memorandum on the the alternate 
assessment cap. 

10/07/2024 Completed 

Elementary Special Education 
Teachers 

Reviewed the MI-Access assessment 
selection guidance documents, how to 
document MI-Access in IEPs, Process 
for Consideration of MI-Access, 
discussed the 24 flagged students and 
upcoming Alternate Assessment 
Justification Activity. 

10/10/2024 Completed 

Grayson Elementary School 
Staff 

Alternative Assessment Justification 
Activity -- Teams of the the flagged 
students (special education teacher, 
Teacher Consultant, School 
Psychologist and Speech and 
Language Pathologist) completed the 
Process for Consideration of the 
Alternate Assessment for each flagged 
student. 

11/07/2024 Completed 

Pierce Middle School and 
Kettering High School Staff 

Alternative Assessment Justification 
Activity -- Teams of the the flagged 
students (special education teacher, 
Teacher Consultant, School 
Psychologist and Speech and 
Language Pathologist) completed the 
Process for Consideration of the 
Alternate Assessment for each flagged 
student. 

11/08/2024 Completed 

All SSS staff and district 
administrators 

IDEA Matters (staff newsletter) --
Guidelines for participation in the MI-
Access, Process for Consideration of 
the MI-Access, documenting MI-
Access in IEPs 

11/18/2024 Completed 

Teacher Consultants and 
Special Education 
Coordinators 

Review the Guidelines for participation 
in the MI-Access, Process for 
Consideration of the MI-Access, 
documenting MI-Access in IEPs 

11/25/2024 Planned 

Elementary Principals Provide professional development on 
the Guidelines for participation in the 
MI-Access, Process for Consideration 
of the MI-Access using the Rubric for 
Assigning Students to Alternate 
Standards for Instruction and 
Assessment. 

02/28/2025 Planned 

Secondary Principals Provide professional development on 
the Guidelines for participation in the 
MI-Access, Process for Consideration 
of the MI-Access using the Rubric for 
Assigning Students to Alternate 
Standards for Instruction and 
Assessment. 

02/28/2025 Planned 
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Speech and Language 
Pathologists 

Provide professional development on 
the Guidelines for participation in the 
MI-Access, Process for Consideration 
of the MI-Access, using the Rubric for 
Assigning Students to Alternate 
Standards for Instruction and 
Assessment and how to document the 
MI-Access in IEPs. 

02/28/2025 Planned 

School Psychologists Provide professional development on 
the Guidelines for participation in the 
MI-Access, Process for Consideration 
of the MI-Access, using the Rubric for 
Assigning Students to Alternate 
Standards for Instruction and 
Assessment and how to document the 
MI-Access in IEPs. 

02/28/2025 Planned 

New Student Support Services 
Staff 

SSS Overview -- Reviewed resources 
available to staff in our Google Drive, 
including information on State 
Assessments 

08/20/2024 Completed 

New Student Support Services 
Staff 

SSS Year 1 Asynchronous Modules --
IEP Essentials from Oakland Schools, 
including the video on State and 
District Assessments 

08/20/2024 Completed 

Middle School Special 
Education Teachers 

Provide professional development on 
the Guidelines for participation in the 
MI-Access, Process for Consideration 
of the MI-Access, using the Rubric for 
Assigning Students to Alternate 
Standards for Instruction and 
Assessment and how to document the 
MI-Access in IEPs. 

02/28/2025 Planned 

High School Special Education 
Teachers 

Provide professional development on 
the Guidelines for participation in the 
MI-Access, Process for Consideration 
of the MI-Access, using the Rubric for 
Assigning Students to Alternate 
Standards for Instruction and 
Assessment and how to document the 
MI-Access in IEPs. 

02/28/2025 Planned 

All Special Education Staff The Rubric for Assigning Students to 
Alternate Standards for Instruction 
and Assessment was shared on the 
Student Support Services Google 
Classroom for staff to being 
immediately using when making 
decisions regarding which instructional 
standards and assessment should be 
used for their students. 

11/25/2024 Completed 

FY 2024-2025 ISD Summary Justification Form 
Oakland Schools Page 6 of 8 



  

 

All Special Education Staff, 
Building and Central Office 
Administrators 

The Guidelines for Participation in MI-
Access was shared in the Student 
Support Services newsletter, IDEA 
Matters. In the newsletter, staff were 
also reminded that they must 
complete the internal document, the 
Process for Consideration of the 
Alternate Assessment when 
considering Mi-Access for the first 
time. 

11/18/2024 Completed 

Elementary Special Education 
Teachers 

Provide professional development on 
the Guidelines for participation in the 
MI-Access, Process for Consideration 
of the MI-Access, using the Rubric for 
Assigning Students to Alternate 
Standards for Instruction and 
Assessment and how to document the 
MI-Access in IEPs. 

02/28/2025 Planned 

IEP Teams Will distribute the Parent Notification 
of Participation in Michigan's Alternate 
State Assessment letter at the IEPT 
meeting to ensure that parents are 
aware of the implications of taking an 
alternate assessment. 

02/03/2025 Planned 

Special Education Staff, 
Building and Central Office 
Administrators 

Explanation and distribution of Parent 
Notification of Participation in 
Michigan's Alternate State Assessment 
letter during department PLC 
meetings, in IDEA Matters (newsletter 
for staff, building and central office 
administrators), Google Classroom 
and In the Know (parent newsletter). 

01/31/2025 Planned 

IEP Teams of Flagged students IEP Teams will review existing data 
and cross reference the Rubric for 
Assigning Students to Alternate 
Standards for Instruction and 
Assessment to formally assess and 
document the evidence of meeting all 
four criteria. IEP Teams will also 
conduct an Education Benefit Review 
for any flagged students that took 
Functional Independence and 
surpassed the standards in more than 
one content area. 

05/30/2025 Planned 

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 ¤ 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Member District 
Exceeding 1% Cap Justification Form 

FY 2024-2025 

Member District: West Bloomfield 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 West Bloomfield School District: 

Content Area Total Tested Alternate Tested 
Spring 2024 

Participation 
Rate 

English Language Arts 2368 44 1.9 

Mathematics 2380 41 1.7 

Science 1027 16 1.6 

Social Studies 1027 6 0.6 

þ 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 ¤ 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)? 

¡ Yes ¤ No 
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Please describe other justification: 

IEP teams follow MDE guidance when selecting the appropriate state assessment. 

2025 Projected Participation Rate 

Projected Participation Rate 2024 Number 

District’s Projected Participation Rate for 2024 
(per the response on the 2023 alternate assessment projected participation form) 1.5%% 

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 2395 

Total number of students whose IEPs designate MI-Access for state summative assessments 
in any content area 33 

Projected Participation Rate for 2025 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 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ 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 ¡ 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 ¡ No 
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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 

All special education 
department staff 

Review of new procedural/compliance 
manual, which included guidance on 
state assessment selection 

08/22/2024 Completed 

Special education teaching 
staff 

Review of Oakland Schools' State 
Assessment video and MDE guidance. 
This occured during dedicated 
Professional Learning Community 
Time 

11/13/2024 Completed 

All special education 
department staff 

Review of Oakland Schools' State 
Assessment video and MDE guidance 
with embedded quiz questions. This is 
required asynchronous professional 
learning to occur by January 15, 2025. 

01/15/2025 Planned 

All special education 
department staff 

Review of MDE Assigning of Alternate 
Assessment Rubric. This will occur 
during a planned late-start during 
dedicated PLC time with teams and 
will be shared out in weekly staff 
updates to the department. 

03/12/2025 Planned 

All special education 
department staff 

Update to and training on district 
procedures/policies to include the MDE 
Alternate Assessment Rubric. This 
update will be shared out during 
planned late-start PLC meetings with 
teams and shared out in weekly staff 
updates. 

03/12/2025 Planned 

All special education 
department staff 

Training on written notification to 
parents on implications of taking the 
alternate assessment. This update will 
be shared out during planned late-
start PLC and again communicated out 
in weekly staff updates. 

03/12/2025 Planned 

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 ¤ 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 ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

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

¤ Yes ¡ No 

FY 2024-2025 ISD Summary Justification Form 
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