An overvie

s

DOCUMENT RESOME N S

. N - e N
ED 209 032 ) "BC 012 995
-

JTITLE . - Migrant Educatioh Program fitle I, Elementary and .. -
> * Secondary, Education.Act: Overview Report..
INSTITUTION 0fficé of Elementary and Secondary Education (ED), .

) _ Washington, D.C. Migrant Education Programs.

- POB DATE “« 81 - : ' SR
--NOTE - . TIp.:. Por related documepts, see RC 012.39u,and RC
. 012 99s. ’ o . .
. Y ? . o
EDRS QBIGE' . ﬁf01/PCQ1 Plus -Postage. ‘ -
DESCRIPTORS *Educational Legislation; *Educational .Objectivesy
y . Elementary Secondary Education; Pederal aid; Federal
v\ Legislaticnt Federal Programs;: :Interstate qugraﬁs;
. *Migrant Education:; *Migrant Prograas; Parent
Participation; *Progrém Administration; Progremr
_ Descriptions:; Social Services: State Prograams;
Statistical Ddfta , Co.
IDENTIFIERS Elementary Secondary Education Act Title I; *ESEA .
. . ' Title-I Migrant Progra@s: Funding Formulas; *HMigrant
~ . Student Record Transfer System =~ . : »
ABSTRACT 2

i 4 s . .
w of the Title I Migrant Education Progranm

is provided through summaries of its legislative history, prograa-
administration and management, Title I Local Projects/Title I Migrant™

Education Projects, progra
services, 'supportive servi
(MSRTS) , formulas’ for coap
. parental invdlyenment, A st
. Pacticipation (49 states,
appropriations ($245,000,0
local educational agencies
children served (522,000)x%
Title I purposes, programs
special emphasis, and asso

m goals and obyectives, instructional .

ces, Migrant Student Record Transfer Systeam

uting grant amounts, and mechanisas for

atistical summary is included, indicating

Puerto Rico, and washingtom, D. C.),

00¥in fiscal ged&r 1981), participating -
(3,000) and school projects (1647000), and * -
Attacled are: a fact sheet describing

¢ Sgope,_ project approval, participation,

clated legislation; and a FY (fiscal year)

1981 report on aigratory children; reviewing the MSRTS, the

California Mini-Corps Prog
‘Information System. (NEC) '

. -

o o < 5

A,.‘
v s e
A v .
P s ° . ’ .
}###*##%##ht###**##&############**###############*#####################
* Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made *
* f & . from the.original document. . %

0o a0 ok o o o e ok ok 2ok 3 ook koK o o ok ok ok oK

ran; interstate .initiatives, and the Skillg

& L]

[

####*####*#f*#*#####*#**###*#*#*{{#*i##&####*

’ .
{ . e
.

-y

-

R



.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
. S NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION
, . . ,  (EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES INFORMATIO
. . . CENTER (ERIC)
This document has been reproduced

UoS. DEPARTNENT OF EDUCATIGN “ receved from the person or organizat: -

a N \ orginaung 1t
. Minor changes have been made to improv

- N MIGRANT EDUCATION PROGRAM Lo - foproduction quaiiy ]

- TITLE I, ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT - * Pomsof vieworoomons sstocin ths doca

ment do not necelsanly represent official N

OVERVIEW REPORT ¢ . postion or policy
' . 1981

EN

L4

Legislative History ‘ . L E .

L

Title I of Public Law 89—10 the Elementary and Secondary Education Aet (ESEA)
of 1965, authorized a national program of Federal education support for
.disadvantaged childrer. In November of 1966, Title I, ESEA was amended by
Public Law 89-750 to incorporate. special provisions for migratory children of
migratory,-agricultural workers. . . ~

Euzo9Q32'

Section 103 of Public Law 89-750 (Education Amendments of 1966) authorized
"payments of State education agencies for assiﬁtance in educating migratory .
children of migratory agricultural workers.' The new program provided for
. grants to State.educational agencies (SEAs) or combinations of these agencies
. to establish or improve, either diregtly or through local educational agencies -~
- (LEAs), programs and projects designed to meet the special educational needs of
migratory children of migratory agricultural workers. Pubdic Law 89-750 alto ,
provided that grant monies were to-be used for interstate coordination of mlgrant
' education programs, and proJects, including the transmittal of pertinent informafion
_from childrens' sdhool records.

-

Other significant legislation amending the Title I migrant education statute
“includes the Education Amendments of 1967 (Public Law 90-247); the Education
Amendments of 1969 (Public Law 91~230); the Education Amendments of 1972 (Public

Law 92-318); the Education Amendments of 1974 (Public Law 93-380); and the Education
“Amendments of 1978 (Public Law 95-561). These laws provided statements concerning
program compohents such as the eligibility of formerly migratory children, the
reallocation of excess funds, the use of carryover funds, the dissemination of
information, parental involvement, a prohibition against supplanting State and
local funds, preschool-services, the use of statistics from the Migrant Student
Record Transfer System (MSRTS) for funding purposes, the eligibility of migratory
childfen of migratory fishers, and the identification and dissemination of infor-
matiow concerning innovative and successful projects.

4 In discussions associated with ‘the preparation of the Education Amendments of B
1974 (Public Law 93-380), fongress emphasized “"that local educational agencies \
.should give priority attention in operating Title I programs to the basic’ * N
cognitive skills in reading and mathematics and to related support activities —
to—eliminate physical, emotional, or soeial problems that impede the.ability

to acquire such skills.” Both Senate and House discussions recognized, however,

that such an assertion was not intended to preempt the prerogatives of local
authorities to give priority to othdr areas (e.g. teacher training), if this

emphasis were required to better meet the needs of disadvantaged children.

o —
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. Program Administration and Management ' ; .

The Title I program for migratory children is a State-administered program which

may involve financial assistance to local educational agenciles as sub—grantees.

Operational responsibilities are share by the U.S. Secretary of Education, SEAs;
—LEAs, and other public and non-profit private organizations which operated migrant

education projects. - .
- L X
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" The SEA is directly responsible for the administration and operation of the

*tation, and evaluation purposes.

»

State's Title I migrant education program. Annuallx, each SEA submits a compre-

hensive plan and cost estimate for its Statewide program to the Department of

Education for approval. Section lf6d 3 of the regulations provides %hat this |
plan is to contdin information on the humber and location of migrant students ¢ |
~within the State, their special educational needs including educational per for-

mance and cultural and 11nguistic background which is relevant to assessing the
educational needs of the children, program objectives, services to be provided

to meet those .objectives, evaluation procedures for determining program effective-
ness, the types of inférmation which the SEA will pass on to other- SEAs to assure
continuity of services, a description of the SEA's plan for meeting requirements
pertaining to dissemination of public information, and the establishment and . .
utilization of parental advisory councils (PACs) for program planning, implemen-—

In addition, each State applicatiod~is to ;

:contain an appropriate budget. Section 116d.39 .of the regulations further
provides that the Secretary.shall approve a State application only if it |
demonstrates that payments will pe used for projects designed to meet the- special
educational needs of migratory children, including provision for the contigpuity
of educational and supportive services, and transmittal of pertinent informatiém
with respect to the* school records of these children. The SEA then approves or
disapproves local project proposals. Further, the SEA is also responsible for

the design and preparation of State evaluation reports.

.

If the State's application is approved, it is awdrded a grant ent1re1y separate
from the regular Title I allocation, to finance the migrant education program.
SEAs are required to submit to the Secretary .of Education individual project
summaries indicating i sufficient detail the manner and extent to which State
objectives and priorities are being met. . <

LY
.

Proposals to operate’a migrant €éducation progect are, .submirted to SEAs by - °

those LEAs servi areas with migrant students, and by other public and non- .
profit private organizations (note that proposals are submitted on % voluntary .
basis). Section 116d.6 of the program regulations provides that propasals shall,
describe the objectives to be achieved by the operating agency for each grade
.group, the estimated number of children to be served by the agency, the services
to be provided to acliieve the stated objectives, the types and number of staff ’
to be employed and an appropriate budget. . /

*

2
The Title I migrant education program was first appropriated $9.7 million in
fiscal year 1967 of a $40.3 miillion authorization. That appropriation has grown
.to $245 million for fiscal year 1981 programs. In 1967 State agency programs °
- werée not fully funded under the Title ‘I enabling legislation; therefore, the
appropriation was less than the authorization. 1In succeeding years, State )
aggncy programs have been funded to the full authorization. . . .

The statute a1so includes a provision for special arrangements whereby the
Secretary may conduct migrant education programs. If the Secretary of .Education

determines that a State is unable or unwilling to conduct educational programs y

for migrant children, of that it would result in more-efficient and economic

‘administration, or that it would add add- substantially to the welfare or educa-

tional attainment of such children, special arrargements may be made with other

public or non—profit private agencies in one or more States, using all or part
- of the grants avai1ab1e for~any of these States. . '
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It was determined by the‘§e::etary of Education that full implementation of'
.the MSRTS "would add substantially to the welfare and educational attainment of
migrant children. Because all States are requireld to.participate in this inter-

and intrastate transfer of records, and, as such benefit from 1ts operation,-an

equal percentage of each State's annual grant amof8nt is set aside to fund the System. -

Title 1 Local Projecvg/Title 1 Migrant Educa&ion Pg‘jects

1]

Title I local and Title I migrant education projects often overlap in target
€lientele and do share a commoh legislative authorization. Therefore, there-is
. .a necessity for coordination between the two programs. The basic common element
" of these two programs, as indicated by the- law, is the supplementlng and conse-
quent improvement of regular educational programs through grants for special”
projects designed to meet the spetial educational needs of educationally depr}ved
' children. .- . .

) -

There ‘are a number of signfflcant differences, however. One of the primary
differences lies in placement ‘of the administrative authority for the development
and operation of the program. Under the TitleAI local program, the SEA has
general administrative responslbility. Proposals, however, are developed only
by the LEAs, and are then submitted.to the SEA for approvaﬁ. . :
Under the Title I migrant ‘education program, the SEA-has full administrative . - .-
control of the program and may develop and Pperate projects directly with its
own resources, or indireatly through agreements with an LEA, with regiodd consist-
ing of sevéral LEAs with non-profit private organizatithis, with colleges and
universities, or with any combination of these agencies Wwhich may operate, in
cooperation with the SEA, proJeEts serving migrant children. .
There are also,.some basic program differences concerning the location and selection
of childrén and the determination of needs. Under the ‘Title I migrant education
program, areas with: concentratlions of migrant children are first determined, .
after which each child is then identified as an, interstate, intrastate, or formerly
migratory child of either agricultural or fishing activity. Attendance areas are
not identified on the basis of economic criteria, but by the presence of migrant

"« children during some part of the year. Services to® formerly migratory children
are contingent on their residence in ?n attendance area already be1ng served by

r

a migrant education program, or to be/served within the calendar year.
4he needs of migrant children are usually established through analysis of the
data available in the MSRTS. Additional data may be assembled: through diagnostic-
testing and teacher evaluations, the results "of which are then transmitted to the
MSRTS when the migrant child withdraws from the project. Although the migrant
education program strives to serve those migrant children most in need, when ' .
program funding is limited, the goal is to serve all migrant children demonstrating
need at any level. There is not, however, the requirement that there bt a selection
of only those children demonstrating achievement below a certain competency level.
All migrant children may be served. The eligiblllty factor is the migratory status Y
of the child according to the statute and the regulations, nol a demonstratlon of
some priority need based on selection cr1teria of academic performance. As a result’
of this, some migratory children who live in eligible Title I local attendance areas
gmay demonstrate dual eligibility, participating in both the program for dlsadVantaged
children operated by the LEA, and in the migrant education program operated through
the adspices of the SEA. , . . ‘ ; cﬁ)”/
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. . \
In the administration of Title I, the “State assumes the responsibility for
application preparation, “application review and approval, monitoring for
compliance, provision of technical assistance, general fiscal conptrol, and
the preparation of financial and performance reports.
As the administering agent and sole grantee of Federal Title 1 migraht education
funds, the SEA plays a much more comprehensive role in the migrant education
program. The SEA, in addition to thoze administrative responsibilites identf}ied
for Title I, assumes at least 15 other responsibilities with respect to the
migrant education program. )

1. Statewi&e identification and rectuitment of migrant children;
2. Statewide needs assessment; > v .
, 3+ Statewide program development;
4. Statewide inservice educatisn;
5. State and local interagency coordination;
6. Inter- and intrastate program: coordination; . '
7. + Statewide program evaluation; ) ‘
.8. Development of State guidelines for the purchase of equipmént;
@9. Maintenance of a Stafe inventory for 41l equipment; -
10. Participation in the MSRTS; .
l11. Development of an annual State -application for submittal to the
U.S. Department of Education; ‘
12, Inter- and intrastate dissemination.of inférmation;
13. -Maintenance” of a separate pupil accounting system; ‘
14, Maintenance of a separate program expénditures accounting system; and
! 15. Development of specifications for the development and awarding of |
, grants and contracts ‘for service to migrant children.
»

N }
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Program Goals and Objectives

I4 . » A

e

In May, 1971, the State.mig%ant education coordf;ators adopted eleven national
goals formulated By the Committeer for National Evaluation of Migrant Education
: , Programs. Although these gpals do not constitute a clear-cut, easily implemented
list of objectives toward which migrant education programs can be directed, they .
do provide some indication of the types of instructional and supportive services
which migrant education programs are expected to provide, and in the future may
“serve as.a basis for a more measurable set of objectives. )
. 4 '

Instructional Services. ’ - AN

——— '

l. Provide the opportunity for ‘each migrant child to improve communications o
skills necessary for varying situations. :
2. Provide the migrant child with preschool and kindergarten experiences -
* geared to his psychological and physiolbgical devziopmént that will prepare
him to function successfully.. ! . ’ . U )
3. Provide specially designed programs in the academic disciplines (language ~ ~
N artsy mathematics, social studies, and other academic endeavors) that will
) " 1increase the migrant child's capabilities to ‘fusction at a level concomi tant
\ with his, potential. ‘ Lo o : _
4. Provide specially-designed activities which will increaase the migrant chilad's
[ secial growth, positive self-concept, and group interaction skills. Cot
- 5. Provide programs that will improve the academic skill, prevocati " orientation, -
and vocational skill training for older migrant children. - 7

» -
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oo and preserwice workshops. : . '

f . -
6. Implement programs, Qtilizipg every available Federal, State, and local
resource through coordinated funding, in order to imbrpve mutual under-
"standing and appreciation of cultural differences among children ®

«

Supportive Services Q ’ : . “

7. Develop in each program a component of intrastate and interstate communi-
cations for exchange of student records, methods, concepts, and materials .
to assure that sequence and-continuity will be an inherent part of the
migrant child's total educational program. .

8. Develop communications involving the school, the community and its agencies,

v and the target group to insure coordjnation -of all available resources for i
. the benefit of migrant children. - _ i

9. Provide for the migrant child's physical and mental well-being by including
dental, medical, nutritional, and psychologiéal services.

110. Provide a program of home-school”coordination which established relationships
between the project staff and the clientele served in order to improve the '
effectiveness qf migrant education programs and the process of parental
reinforcement of student effort. o

11. Increase staff selfiawarengss of their personal biases and poss‘ble prejudices,
and ‘upgrade their skills for teachiing migrant children by conducting inservice

. . . . ‘

An implicit-goal of the migrant education program is to identify and Tecruit

eligible migrant students in order that they may benefit from "regular” and .

supplementary educational and supportive services. In the case of migrant

students, recriitment requires special efforts. Migratory workers and their

children have long been ignored by the rest of society, and attitudes precluding

their participation in the educational process need to be overcome.

[ . ' . .

-

Migrant Student Record Traﬁsfér‘System (MSRTS)

Another iqpértant component of the national program is the MSRTS. This computerized
data system receives, stores, and transmits academic and health information on
children participating in Title I migrant education projects in each of the 49
participating States and Puerto Rico. Schools are responsible for submitting
academic, health, and status informatiop about the migrant children they serve
to local terminal operators in order to maintain the accuracy, completeness, and
currency of information in the record .transfer system. When children move to new
locations, this information can he retrieved by new teachers and by school thealth _
officials. To meet the need for' continuity of educational services, States are ’
now »implementing the use of lists of criterion-referenced reading and mathematics
gkills. These coded skills have been added to the MSRTS files so that as students,
move from one school to anotlier, their records indicate which reading and mathematics
skills they have mastered. In this way, teachers will be able to continue the efforts
of their, predecessors and plan an appropriate educational program for each child.

. . . ) \

The Migrant Student Record Transfer System has also been used to meet the needs
of secondéry school students who are often unable to graduate from nigh school .
because their mobility preygnté them from maeting minimum attendance requirement$
necessary to receive high school school course credit. The Washington State Migrant *
Education Program in cooperation with the Texas Migrant Education Program, developed
_a program.known as the Washihgton-Texas Secondary Credit Exchange Project, a combina-
tion of night school-and coordination with the students' home base schools to assure
L ’ ’ i

.
i
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proper crediting of course work. The project has been validated by the Joint
Dissemination Revieq,Panel of the Department of Education as exemplary and

worthy of replication by other States. . - .

,MSRTS information relevapt to the placement and care of children includes school
attendance patterns; health: 'screenings, administrations, and suhsequent treatments;
urgent or chronic health conditions; the status of treatment procedures; inocula-
tions needed and administered; standardized tests administered and the dates and
scores; and special educational programs of student involvement or interest.

Sy e

- r

. The MSRTS safeguards the privacy. and confidentiality ‘of student 1nformation through
the use of a uniform record.which does not permit the recording of derogatory infor-
mation. Additionally, the records are @ade available only to authori zed educational
agencie§ within the States with summary statistical reports to the U.S. Department
of.Education. Specific safeguards include no communication with unauthorized ter—
minals; a precise tape and message format available only to authorized personnel;
peculiar student file access security codes; a peculiar set of student data required
to access student files; field validity checks; and access data that must matcn
precisely that of the student electronic.file. '

Grant Amounts

the full-time equivalent number of school-aged (5-17) migr&nt childrengqresiding
in the State. Unfortunately, the true number of migrant ch11dren is not *known.

&
Previous to FY 1975, estimates of the numper of migrant children for each State
were obtained by multiplying the number of migratory workers\residing in the State
(information provided by the. employment offices of the U.S. Employment Service), by
seventy~five percent. .

The formula for computing the maximum grant that a State mgl'recelve is based on
t \

7/ -~

Section 101 of Public Law 93-380 (Education Amendments of 1974) provides that the
number of migrant children is to be estimated from "statistics made available by

the Migrant Student Record Transfer System or such other system as (the Secretary)
may determine most“dccurately and fully reflects the actual number of migrant -

~ students.” Beginnfng in FY 1975, State allocations were based on information
"contained in the MSRTS. T )

The ‘State's allocations are computed through-a formula which multiplies the State's
full-time equivalent number of migrant children by 40% of the State's per pupil
expenditure rate. The State per pupil expenditure'rate &S adJusted when necessary,
to not less than 80% or not more than 120% of the.national average per pupil expen- .

)

diture rate. - 2 )

. ) ’ .o BV
Section 125 of Public Law 93-380-states, however, that ",..no State agency shall
receive in any fiscal year...an¢amount which is less than 100 per centum of thek-
amount which that State agency received in the prior fiscal year..." Therefore,
wvhen the formula that employs current statistdics made available by the MSRTS'
computes to a grant amount less than the‘'grant amount made available in FY 1974
(utilizing Department of Labor estimates), or in any succeeding fiscal year )
(utilizing Department of Labor estimates or MSRTS data), then the new gpant award *
is maintained at a level equal to_that of the prior fiscal year.  Ii essence then,

- a funding floor Was created,#n 1973, ‘andState agencies are held harmless at 10074
of that fiscal year's grant amount ok any succeeding fiscal year's grant;iamount

)

‘




o9 ' . —

that demonstrated an increaée and established a new funding floor.. -

. . . . " |

Parental -Involvement < , ) . .

Parental involvement also plays an important role in migrant education program
v ) development, operation, and, evaluation. The underlying philosophy of migrant

education program parental involvement is based on demonstrated evidence that

parents can be effective partnerg in the educational procéss. Parents are par-

: ~ ticularly important in their position of reinforcing and stlmulating the migrant ° .

child's educational environment. e . . )
r \
. Parents can play a variety of roles in migrant educsmlon programs such as
classroom aides, library assistantS, tutors, home visitors, and monitors.. The -

_involvement of parents in the school's activdtles helps to motlvate«§tudents and .
. to stimulate positive attitudes towards,school.

Parent Involvement Councils (PICs) can also play an important role in providing J
for parent-schoo]l cooperation. The parents can play a beneficial role in reviewing
applications, making recommendations)anmmmning the needs of the children, and
offering suggestions. . ‘

aSection 116d.37 of the regulations states that the SEA ‘must, to the extent feasible
considering the parents' time of residence in the State, con5ult with the parents
of children being served or children to be served, and consider the views of these
parents with respect to the planning of the State program. The regulations further
qﬁhuire that one or more advisory councils be established in the State composed of *
parents and others knowledgeable of the needs of migratory children. This council
is to be consulted concerning the operation and evaluation of the present program

' and the planning of future programs. ' \ 7
‘/ Parent council members are provided with copies of thé Title I migrant education ™
legislation, Federal regulations, State regulations, guideline, the SEA plan, local
project proposals, and prior applications and evaluations. ) .
‘Overview |, . ' '

»
-

Some overview statistics concerning the migrant education program are as follews:
\ .
g (1) Participation -~ 49 States, Puerto Rico, and Washington, D.C.
o (2) Appropriation =  $245,000,000 (FY 1981) .
' B (3) LEA Programs - 3,000

(4) School Projects = 16,000 ~ L,
oo (5) Children . - 522,000 i
.. : »” ‘ o
N § . .
91.57% K-12 "36.99% ‘Interstate Agricultural
’ 8.43% “Preschool 22.39% Intrastate Agricultural .
38.54% Five-Year Agricultural “
) 100.00% . .34% Interstate Fisher )
- ’ . .50% Intrastate Fisher

1.24% Five-Year Fisher
100.00%

’

'lgﬁii(Q 5 : o . oy g L




Purpose:

Kinds of
Programs:

°

w ' t

Project ",

Approvalx

N

* Parti-
cipation:

»
)

‘Special
Emphasis:

Legis~-
_lation: .

.
—~t

. FACT SHEET
‘ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION ACT
. AS AMENDED TO INCLUDE MIGRATORY CHILDREN
: - April, 1981

. . ‘ . . .
Title I of the Elementary and Secondary Act includes a provision for
the development and implementation of special educatiohal prograps for
the children of migratory agricultural workers and fishers.

Title l migrant education programs concentrate on identifying and

meeting the’ specific needs of migratory children through such methods

as remedial instruction; health, nutrition, and psychological services;
cultural develgpment; and prevocational training and counseling. Special
attention in’instructional programs is giveh to development of the
language arts, including speaking, reading, and writing in both English .
and Spanish. . R

In Fiscal Year 1981 some $245 million in Title I funds are enabling

49 States, the Pistrict of Columbia and Puerto Rico to operate migrant
education progrjms. Approximately 600,000 children will participate.
This compares with an allotment of $209 million in 1980, $173 million in
1979; $§45 million in 1978; $130 million in 1977; $97 million in 1976;

'$91 million in 1975; $78 million in 1974; $72 million in 1973; $65 million

in 1972; $57 million in 1971 $51 million in 1970; $46 million in 1969;
$42 million®in .1969; $42 willion in 1968; and $10 million in 1967. The
number .of children participating has grown from 80,000 to the current
600,000 in over 3 100 projects with over 21,000 participating elementary
and secondafy'schools. About 70 percent,of the children served are . .
HispanicrAmericans, mostly ‘from the Southwest. ‘

Each State educational agency submits.its plan and cost estimate for its
Migrant Edacation Program to the U.S. Department of Education for approval.
The State is then awarded a grant to support the administration and

operation of the program. The amount allotted to each State is based on

a formula which”determines funding by the ,number of mi ratory children in

the State, as reported by the States to” the Migrant ‘Stddent Record Transfer
System (MSRTS), headquartered in Little Rock, Arkansas. )

A child is consideréd eligible to participate i1f both the child and the
parent have moved from one school district to another during the past year
in order that the parent or other member:of the immediate family- might
secure employment in agriculture, fishing, or related food processing
activities. The child is considered eligible for up to five years after
the parents have settled in one place. - t .

w

A computerized Migrant Student Record Transfer Systenm (MSRTS) was developed
in 1971. This system makes it possible to transmit academic and health data
of a migratory child to any paiticipating school district within 24 hours.
The Migrant Education Program has gyecently added a Skills Information System
to the MSRTS. -This Skills Information’System is designed for the commtunica-
tion and effective transmission of skills information on migrant children.
This system is neither a prescribed curriculum nor-a course of study, but ,
simply a tool for serving the needs of mobi}é populations of children.

Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, P.L. 89-10; 1966 Amendments

to ESEA, P.L. 89-750; 1967 Amendments to ESEA, P.L. 90-247; 1970 Amendments .
to ESEA; P.L. 91-230; 1972 Amendments jto ESEA, P.L. 92-318; 1974 Amendments

to ESEA, P.L. 93-380; 1978 Amendments tb ESEA, P.L. 95-561: '
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- Y,S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
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/
p REPORT QN MIGRATORY CHILDREN

., . (FiScal Year 1981) . .
o : ) . April, 19811\\

N

.

Title I of, the.Elementary and Secondéry Education Act, Public Law 89-10, as

amended, provides for-payments to.State educational agencies for assistance .

in educating'migratory children of migratory agricultural workers or migratory - .
fishers. : . - : '

?
.

Funds are u;ed for programs which are designed to meet the special educational

‘needs of migratory children, and to coordinate there programs with similar programs T
and projects im other States. . . -

A Migrant Student Record Transfer System {MSRTS) data bank facility is headquartered
in Little Rock, Arkansas. Teletype terminalg are located in over 150 strategic areas -
serving 49 States, the District of Columbia and Puerto Rico. Provisions are now’ '
being made to accommodate and provide, the record transfer system services to .
migratory children in Hawaji, Guam, American Samoa, the Virgin Islands, the Trust
Territories of the Pacific Islands, and the Northern Mariana Islands. Migratory
children in ‘the outlyipg territories are now eligible for migrant education program
services as authorized by Public Law 89-750. The record transfer system is funded

by an equal ‘percentage of each State's allocation set aside by the Secretary of
Education. The purpose of the éystem is to provide school districts enrolling
migratory children with rapid transmittal of pertinent general, health, and academic
data for each migratory child. ‘ - . .

-

.

This system was developed through the cooperative efforts of the participating'

- States working through an interstate committee. The program directions, specific—
ations for the computer, and the manner by which the system was to he operated were
the tasks given and dbmpleqad through this cooperation. ’

Because of the mobile matureof_the target population, traditional educational
practices Reeded to be adapted to meet, in an educational environment, the transitory
state rof the migrant cchild. Since the inception of the program, States have under-
taken this Cchallenge and have developed unigue approaches to meet these specific N
conditichs. These efforts have ‘resulted in Learn and Earn vocational programs in

New Jersey and North Carglina, in which career awareness and salable skills such as
Supermarket cashiering: assembly line techniques and quality control, automotive
tune-up, and paramedic training, just to mention a .few, have been introduced.

These activitigs provide a small monetary ‘compensation to the migratory student,
which places relevancy on instructional services, acknowledging the égsnomic‘ ,
situation-in which migrants find themselves. N
The California Mini-Corps Program was designed to utilize current and formerly
migratory children as tutors and program assistants. It ha® had a two—fold impact:
1) providing assistance to formerly migratory pupils in order for them to pursue
educational opportunities in community colleges, colleges, and universities; and .

2) providing a model for individualizing instruction to further e educational
achievement level of underachieving migratory children. - ‘ “




.

. {_
.«'- _2_

|
. , 7\ > 1
Since the inception- of the program, much atténtion has been focused on the
language devglopment of migratory children. These language development
efforgs have taken the form of bilingual and biculttral instructions\the - i
development of “oral language skills, and programs of English as. a Second L
Language (ESL). The Migrant Education Program has made a reality of the
inservice training of teachers ds a basic component of all Staté activities ’
to facilitate the adequate and efficient delivery of services to migratory
children. Because of the mobile naturg of the children, cooperation between .
sending and §::ziving States is required in order to assure a continucm of

educational rvices. As a result of that challenge, the States have cqoper- " s
ated in workshdps and conferences, and exchanges of teachers, mobile education-
.al facilities, a consultant,{e:vices.

LY
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Currently, there ¥re three major interstate program thrusts. The States of .

Minnesota, Wisconsin, Illinois, Indiapa, Ohio and Michigan have formed a

consortium of Stdtes to coaperatively plan and implement programs in the

central midwest stream areas.  The States on the east coast have already

demonstrated their cooperation and concern in interstate efforts by meeting

at least annually to.share ideas and to discuss concerns relating to the east

coast migrant stream.- Thirteen western States_.have assumed a similar respon-

sibility regarding their migratory population. In May of 1980; Arizona hosted

the 13th Annual National Migrant Education Conference in Phoenix,. Arizona.

This conference is initiated, organized, and participated in(by all the States

providing educational services . for migratory children. B
. 5 ¢ ! ' K . .

To date, nine projects,, supported in whole or in part through Title I migrant .

dducation funds, have been validated as. exemplary. These programs are ‘the

California Mini-Corps, Secondary Credig Exchange Program, Florida Migrant Language

Arts Tutoriial Program, Pro;ect MSRIS, National/ﬁigrant Interstate Project, Peotone,‘\\

Illinois Early Prevention of School Failure Progréam, Project CHILD, Project NOMAD,

and the Training Migrant Paraprofessionals in the Bilingual Mini~HeadStart Program.

-~
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The Migrant Education Program has recently, added aGSkills InformatiOn System to )
its computerized record transfer system (MSRTS ). :The Skills Information System, .

which has been developed by -the State Directors Jf Migrant Education and hpndreds
of educators across the United States over the past four-(4) Years, is designed for

- the communication and effective transmission of skills information on migrant child-
ren. This effort has focused on the areas of Reading, Mathematics, Early Childhood
Education, and Oral Language. Three of tha.skill areas, with the exception of Math-
ematics bave also been prepared in the Spanish language to accommodate the unique
needs of this .population*ef migrant childfen. The Spanish Reading Skills section ~
was developed in cooperation with edycators from Mexico and Puerto Rico and is not
a literal translation of English skills, but those skills relative to Spanish read—

ing content. . - . {m“v » RF

The Skills Information System 1s neither a prescribed curriculum nor a courSe of
study, but simply a todl for serving the needs of mobile populations of children}

> . ?
Some 550,000 migratory children were served under this program in calendar year .®
1980. This figure may rise “to approximately 600 000 in 1981 and 650, 000 in 1982,
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