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STUDY QUESTIONS

* How do state MEP grantees and local/regional subgrantees
identify, recruit, and prioritize migratory children for
services?

* How does the Migrant Student Information Exchange (MSIX)
system facilitate the transfer of educational and health
information to support enrollment, placement, and accrual
of credits for migratory children?

* What services do state MEP grantees and local/regional
subgrantees provide to migratory children?

* How do state MEP grantees and local/regional subgrantees
collaborate with other programs and organizations to deliver
services to migratory children?



MOST STATE MEP GRANTEES RELIED ON THEIR LOCAL/REGIONAL MEP
SUBGRANTEES AND OUTSIDE CONTRACTORS TO MANAGE THE ID&R
PROCESS



RECRUITERS MOST COMMONLY IDENTIFIED MIGRATORY CHILDREN
USING THEIR CONTACTS IN THE SCHOOLS, COMMUNITIES, AND
BUSINESSES THAT MIGRATORY FAMILIES FREQUENT
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MOST STATE MEP DIRECTORS AND LOCAL/REGIONAL MEP
COORDINATORS REPORTED THAT MSIX FACILITATED INTERSTATE
STUDENT RECORDS TRANSERS
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THE MAJORITY OF LOCAL/REGIONAL MEP COORDINATORS AND ABOUT
HALF THE STATE DIRECTORS REPORTED THAT MSIX HAD MODERATELY OR
SUBSTANTIALLY IMPROVED OTHER PRACTICES INTENDED TO MITIGATE
THE EFFECTS OF EDUCATIONAL DISRUPTIONS FOR MIGRATORY CHILDREN
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STATE MEP DIRECTORS CONSIDERED A VARIETY OF FACTORS
IN DETERMINING SPECIFIC SERVICES TO PROVIDE OR FUND
FOR MIGRATORY CHILDREN

Needs assessments of migratory students 100%
Amount of MEP funds available 98%
Migratory student outcomes data 98%
Availability of services from other programs 93%
State policy priorities 84%
Research evidence on migratory students 78%
LEA policy priorities 73%
Social service agency priorities 56%
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STATE MEP GRANTEES AND LOCAL/REGIONAL SUBGRANTEES PROVIDED
A VARIETY OF INSTRUCTIONAL SERVICES
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SCHOOL SUPPLIES, LANGUAGE SUPPORT AND INDIVIDUAL ADVOCACY
SERVICES WERE THE MOST COMMONLY OFFERED SUPPORT SERVICE
OFFERED BY LOCAL/REGIONAL GRANTEES
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THE MAJORITY OF STATE AND LOCAL MEP GRANTEES AND SUBGRANTEES
COLLABORATED WITH OTHER AGENCIES AND ORGANIZATIONS TO
PROVIDE INSTRUCTIONAL SERVICES AND OTHER ACADEMIC SUPPORTS
TO MIGRATORY CHILDREN
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THE MAJORITY OF STATE AND LOCAL MEP GRANTEES AND SUBGRANTEES
COLLABORATED WITH OTHER AGENCIES AND ORGANIZATIONS TO PROVIDE
SUPPORT SERVICES TO MIGRATORY CHILDREN
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