Migrant Education Program

Local Comprehensive Needs Assessment 2014–15

Final Report Requirements
· The final report must be presented for review to the Superintendent, or designee, that oversees the Migrant Education Program (MEP) at the County Office of Education (COE)/district office, the MEP director, and the California Department of Education (CDE).  

· The final report to be submitted to the CDE must include the seven items below and their sub-items. 

· Migrant Education Program (MEP) directors are responsible for submitting to the CDE the completed chart below along with the final report.  The contract is not considered complete until all answers are YES. If any item is not included, you must provide a detailed justification. Failure to include all items could result in reduction of grant payment.
Table 1: Local CNA Required Items
	Items
	Inclusion in the Report

	1. Executive summary
	(        )Yes    (       )No

	2. Purpose, scope and methodology of report
	(        )Yes    (       )No

	3. Migrant student profile: 
	

	a.  Analyzed demographic data
	(        )Yes    (       )No

	b.  Analyzed local academic achievement data 
	(        )Yes    (       )No

	c.  Analyzed performance targets
	(        )Yes    (       )No

	d.  Analyzed data on migrant families 
	(        )Yes    (       )No

	e.  Analyzed mobility patterns
	(        )Yes    (       )No

	f.  Analyzed data on migrant families
	(        )Yes    (       )No

	g.  Analyzed locally determined data and performance indicators for migrant students
	(        )Yes    (       )No

	h. Identified and summarized trends and patterns that include utilizing data from multiple years and drawn from longitudinal analysis
	(        )Yes    (       )No

	i. Presented gap analysis results by comparing migrant students with other groups (including, but not limited to: All, English Learner, and Socio-economically disadvantaged)
	(        )Yes    (       )No

	j. Presented student needs identified through reviews of existing Comprehensive Needs Assessments and feedback from stakeholders
	(        )Yes    (       )No



	4. Results and implications
	

	a. Identified the student academic ‘gap’ when compared to other subgroups as identified on the data collection and analysis plan
	(        )Yes    (       )No



	b. Identified program needs through analysis of data collected from focus groups
	(        )Yes    (       )No



	c. Created need indicators with recommended data sources that are connected to at least one of the identified/prioritized needs and concerns
	(        )Yes    (       )No



	d. Conducted a prioritization of needs with criteria and rationale
	(        )Yes    (       )No



	e. Summarized and articulates the implications in terms of program improvement
	(        )Yes    (       )No



	5. Solutions and measurable outcomes
	

	a. Recommended priority solutions and related strategies that are feasible and attainable
	(        )Yes    (       )No



	b. Identified measurable outcomes
	(        )Yes    (       )No

	c. Identified best and effective practices
	(        )Yes    (       )No

	6. Identified additional concerns and provide specific solution/recommendations for improvement for each concern
	(        )Yes    (       )No



	7. Provided timeline for implementation of solutions/recommendations
	(        )Yes    (       )No
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