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Agenda

• 8:30 Welcome and Introductions / Updates from DC / Setting the Direction
• Max Lang, ESEA Programs and Related State Initiatives

• 8:45  Utah's 1% Alternate Assessment Participation Threshold Updates
• Tracy Gooley, USBE Special Education Assessment Specialist

• 9:30  McKinney-Vento Homeless Liaison Requirements and Training
• Robert Palmer, USBE McKinney-Vento Homeless Program Specialist

• 10:00  Wrap Up
• Max Lang, ESEA Programs and Related State Initiatives

• 10:15 Office Hours - LEA-specific questions, etc.



Updates from D.C.
The 43-day government shut down ended November 12, 2025.

• On 11/10 the Senate passed the continuing resolution (CR) legislation 60-40, 
and the House voted 11/12, 222-209 to approve it. The president signed the 
CR late 11/13.

• This legislation funds the federal government through Jan. 30, 2026.
• Congress will need to pass additional legislation by Jan. 30 to fund the federal 

government and avoid another shutdown in February.

This CR will fund most of the government — including the U.S. 
Department of Education — at fiscal year (FY) 2025 funding levels 
through Jan. 30. 

• The negotiated package also provides back pay for federal workers who had 
not been paid since Oct. 1, reverses reductions in force (RIFs) that occurred 
during the shutdown and prohibits additional RIFs through Jan. 30.



Updates from D.C. Continued
On 11/18, the U.S. Department of Education (ED) announced six new 
interagency agreements (IAAs) with four agencies with the intent to 
break up the federal education bureaucracy.

• Department of Labor (DOL) 
• Department of the Interior (DOI)
• Health and Human Services (HHS) 
• Department of State– foreign policy and international relations

These agreements follow a workforce development partnership signed 
with DOL earlier this year, which has the intent to create an integrated 
federal education and workforce system and reduce the need for states 
to consult multiple federal agencies to effectively manage their 
programs.

http://t1.info.ed.gov/r/?id=h28be7c6,239176d,23909c1
http://t1.info.ed.gov/r/?id=h28be7c6,239176d,23909c2


Updates from D.C. Continued
ED and DOL: Elementary and Secondary Education Partnership

.

ED and DOL: Postsecondary Education Partnership
• View the partnership fact sheet for Elementary and Secondary Education here

• View the partnership fact sheet for Higher Education here.

ED and DOI: American Indian Education Partnership
• View the partnership fact sheet for Indian Education here.

ED and HHS: Foreign Medical Accreditation Partnership
• View the partnership fact sheet for Foreign Medical Accreditation here.

ED and HHS: Child Care Access Means Parents in School Partnership
• View the partnership fact sheet for the Child Care Access Means Parents in School Program here.

ED and State: International Education and Foreign Language Studies 
Partnership

• View the partnership fact sheet for International Education and Foreign Language Studies here.

http://t1.info.ed.gov/r/?id=h28be7c6,239176d,23909c3
http://t1.info.ed.gov/r/?id=h28be7c6,239176d,23909c5
http://t1.info.ed.gov/r/?id=h28be7c6,239176d,23909c6
http://t1.info.ed.gov/r/?id=h28be7c6,239176d,23909c7
http://t1.info.ed.gov/r/?id=h28be7c6,239176d,23909c8
http://t1.info.ed.gov/r/?id=h28be7c6,239176d,23909c9


Context
Every Student Succeeds Act (Public Law 114–95)
TITLE I, Part A—IMPROVING THE ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT OF THE 
DISADVANTAGED

SEC. 1001. [20 U.S.C. 6301] STATEMENT OF PURPOSE.
The purpose of this title is to provide all children significant opportunity 
to receive a fair, equitable, and high-quality education, and to close 
educational achievement gaps. 

$18 billion dollars approved by Congress



EDRegulatory Goals of Title I Part A
Utah was awarded $100 million (SFY26) in Title I Part A funds to assist 
economically disadvantaged schools in Utah provide supplemental educational 
services to meet the needs of economically and educationally disadvantaged 
students by:

• Helping students achieve growth and proficiency
• Closing achievement gaps
• Building teacher capacity
• Engaging parents and families
• Providing a well-rounded education for all students



2025/2026 Utah Title I, Part A Award

Utah Title I 2021/2022 2022/2023 2023/2024 2024/2025 2025/2026

Title I-A $86,948,791 $74,461,276 $79,064,809 $80,489,806 $100,106,751

FY 22 to FY 23 - $86 million to $74 million $13 million decrease

FY 25 to FY 26 - $80 million to $100 million $20 million increase



Title I – Improving the Academic Achievement of the 
Disadvantaged

Title I

Title I is a supplemental resource



Utah's 1% Alternate 
Assessment Participation 

Threshold Updates
Tracy Gooley – USBE Special Education Assessment Specialist

Leah Voorhies – USBE Deputy Superintendent of Student 
Achievement (State Director of Special Education)



34 CFR § 200.6(c)(2)(3) – ESEA/ESSA
Federal Regulation Code Link

(2) For each subject for which assessments are administered under § 
200.2(a)(1), the total number of students assessed in that subject using an 
alternate assessment aligned with alternate academic achievement 
standards under paragraph (c)(1) of this section may not exceed 1.0 
percent of the total number of students in the State who are assessed in 
that subject.

• Accountability Assessments Grades 3-10
• RISE, Utah Aspire Plus, and DLM (alternate assessment)

https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=e2a41e94cfeb3deb576187ee75ef70ce&mc=true&node=se34.1.200_16&rgn=div8
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-34/section-200.2#p-200.2(a)(1)
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-34/section-200.2#p-200.2(a)(1)
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-34/section-200.6#p-200.6(c)(1)


State Obligations
(3) A State must—

(i) Not prohibit an LEA from assessing more than 1.0 percent of its 
assessed students in any subject for which assessments are 
administered under § 200.2(a)(1) with an alternate assessment aligned 
with alternate academic achievement standards;
(ii) Require that an LEA submit information justifying the need of the 
LEA to assess more than 1.0 percent of its assessed students in any 
such subject with such an alternate assessment; 
(iii) Provide appropriate oversight, as determined by the State, of an 
LEA that is required to submit information to the State; and….

https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-34/section-200.2#p-200.2(a)(1)
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-34/section-200.2#p-200.2(a)(1)


State Alternate Assessment Rates

Subject 
Area

SY
2020-21

SY
2021-22

SY 
2022-23

SY 
2023-24

SY 
2024-25

ELA 0.87% 0.90% 0.97% 0.99% 1.02%

Math 0.88% 0.91% 0.97% 1.00% 1.02%

Science 0.86% 0.91% 0.96% 0.99% 1.01%



LEA Alternate Assessment Rates

Number of LEAs 
over 1% in one or 
more subject area:

School Year Number of LEAs

2021 42

2022 43

2023 42

2024 49

2025 53



Waiver Participation Requirement
For a State to be eligible to receive a waiver, it must have assessed at 
least:
• 95% of all students enrolled and 
• 95% of children with disabilities

School 
Year

Subject 
Area

Grade 
Level

All Students 
Participation

SWD 
Participation

2025 L 3-10 90.33% 89.30%
2025 M 3-10 89.45% 88.64%
2025 S 4-10 89.63% 88.59%



SWSCD Identification Rates (Grades 3-10) 
Over Time, by UTREx submission period

Subject 
Area

SY
2020-21

SY
2021-22

SY 
2022-23

SY 
2023-24

SY 
2024-25

SY 
2025-26

Oct 1 
SWSCD 

Rate 
--- 0.78% 0.80% 0.87% 0.92% 0.98%

Dec 1 
SWSCD 

Rate
0.81% 0.81% 0.83% 0.89% 0.94%

Year End 
SWSCD 

Rate
0.92% 0.94% 0.98% 1.04% 1.08%



SWSCD Identification Rates Compared to Math 
Alternate Assessment Rates (Grades 3-10)



Consequences for Not Meeting the 1.0 Percent 
Threshold

Classification Criteria Consequences for State

Between 1.0-1.3 percent of students assessed 
with an AA-AAAS in at least one subject 
without a waiver and the State would have 
been eligible for (i.e., assessed at least 95 
percent of all students and students with 
disabilities in the previous year), but did not 
request, a waiver.

Notification letter and a 
State is required to submit 
a plan for compliance with 
the requirement.

Utah does NOT meet this criteria!
Information Regarding Consequences for States Not Meeting the Requirement to Assess Not 
More than 1.0 Percent of Students on the Alternate Assessment.
From Education Department, March 28, 2019

https://oese.ed.gov/files/2020/07/state1capconsequences19final.pdf#a=
https://oese.ed.gov/files/2020/07/state1capconsequences19final.pdf#a=


Consequences (Continued)
Classification Criteria Consequences for State

Between 1.0-1.3 percent of students assessed with an 
AA-AAAS in at least one subject without a waiver. The 
State would not have been eligible for a waiver 
request because assessment participation rates in 
that subject for all students or students with 
disabilities were below 95 percent.
OR

More than 1.3 percent of students assessed with an 
AA-AAAS in at least one subject without a waiver.

OR

State received a notification letter in the preceding 
year and did not come into compliance by reducing the 
AA-AAAS participation rate below 1.0 percent.

Title I Part A grant award 
condition. As part of the 
condition, a State is required 
to submit a plan to come into 
compliance with the 1.0 
percent cap and submit data 
via EDFacts.



ESSA’s Outline of a Plan

34 CFR § 200.6(c)(4) requires the State to provide a current plan and timeline 
by which: 
(A) The State will improve the implementation of its guidelines for 
participation in the AA-AAAS (including by reviewing and, if necessary, 
revising its deЈ nition of children with the most signiЈ cant cognitive 
disabilities so that the State assesses fewer than 1.0 percent of its 
assessed students with an AA-AAAS in each subject for which the State is 
seeking a waiver in future school years); 

United States Department of Education Memo One Percent Cap Waiver 
Requirement 2025-26 

https://www.ed.gov/media/document/memo-one-percent-cap-waiver-requirement-2025-26pdf-112326.pdf
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/memo-one-percent-cap-waiver-requirement-2025-26pdf-112326.pdf
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/memo-one-percent-cap-waiver-requirement-2025-26pdf-112326.pdf
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/memo-one-percent-cap-waiver-requirement-2025-26pdf-112326.pdf


ESSA’s Outline of a Plan (Continued)
(B) The State will take additional steps to support and provide 
appropriate oversight to each LEA that the State anticipates will assess 
more than 1.0 percent of its assessed students with an AA-AAAS to ensure 
that only students with the most significant cognitive disabilities take an AA-
AAAS. 

The State must describe how it will monitor and regularly evaluate each 
such LEA to ensure that the LEA provides sufficient training such that school 
staff who participate as members of an IEP Team or other placement team 
understand and implement the guidelines established by the State so that all 
students are appropriately assessed; and 

United States Department of Education Memo One Percent Cap Waiver 
Requirement 2025-26 

https://www.ed.gov/media/document/memo-one-percent-cap-waiver-requirement-2025-26pdf-112326.pdf
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/memo-one-percent-cap-waiver-requirement-2025-26pdf-112326.pdf
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/memo-one-percent-cap-waiver-requirement-2025-26pdf-112326.pdf
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/memo-one-percent-cap-waiver-requirement-2025-26pdf-112326.pdf


State Guidelines Expectations
34 CFR § 200.6 Paragraph (d)
(d) State guidelines for students with the most signiЈ cant cognitive 
disabilities. If a State adopts alternate academic achievement standards for 
students with the most significant cognitive disabilities and administers an 
alternate assessment aligned with those standards, the State must—

(1) Establish, consistent with section 612(a)(16)(C) of the IDEA, and 
monitor implementation of clear and appropriate guidelines for IEP 
teams to apply in determining, on a case-by-case basis, which students 
with the most significant cognitive disabilities will be assessed based on 
alternate academic achievement standards. Such guidelines must 
include a State deЈ nition of ’ students with the most signiЈ cant 
cognitive disabilities‚  that addresses factors related to cognitive 
functioning and adaptive behavior, such that—

https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-34/subtitle-B/chapter-II/part-200/subpart-A/subject-group-ECFR3da56646dfe7570/section-200.6#p-200.6(d)
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-34/subtitle-B/chapter-II/part-200/subpart-A/subject-group-ECFR3da56646dfe7570/section-200.6#p-200.6(d)
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-34/subtitle-B/chapter-II/part-200/subpart-A/subject-group-ECFR3da56646dfe7570/section-200.6#p-200.6(d)


State Guidelines Expectations (Continued)
(7) Develop, disseminate information on, and promote the use of 
appropriate accommodations consistent with paragraph (b) of this section 
to ensure that a student with signiЈ cant cognitive disabilities who does 
not meet the criteria in paragraph (a)(1)(ii) (student with the most 
signiЈ cant cognitive disability) of this section—

(i) Participates in academic instruction and assessments for the grade in 
which the student is enrolled; and
(ii) Is assessed based on challenging State academic standards for the 
grade in which the student is enrolled.

https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-34/section-200.6#p-200.6(b)
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-34/section-200.6#p-200.6(a)(1)(ii)


Defining The Most Significant Cognitive 
Disabilities
• Utah State Board of Education (USBE) has defined students with a 

significant cognitive disability, and the Alternate Assessment 
Participation Guidelines were established under that definition

• USBE has added the definition for students with the most significant 
cognitive disabilities and updated the Alternate Assessment 
Participation Guidelines in alignment with the definition



Definition Updates

Student with the most significant cognitive disabilities:
• Has special education eligibility documentation indicating the disability 

significantly impacts intellectual functioning and adaptive behavior 
(typically functioning at least two and a half or more standard 
deviations below the mean);

• Has a course of study that addresses the significant impact in 
adaptive behavior skills;



Understanding the Bell Curve



Evaluation Norm-Referenced Score
• Each evaluation will have a standard score metric with a mean, a 

standard deviation and the standard error of measure 

• A standard deviation doesn't represent a fixed number of "points" on a 
scale but rather is a measure of how much individual data points 
deviate from the average value

• The Standard Error of Measure (SEM) is the amount that a score can 
fluctuate due to measurement error, so a child's true score is likely to 
fall within a range of scores around their obtained score

• Work with your school psychologist or eligibility evaluator as well 
as other team members



Example
WISC-V Cognitive Scores: a standard score metric with a mean of 100, a 
standard deviation of 15 and standard error of measure of 5 (full scale)
2.5 standard deviations below the mean would be:  62.5

• Multiply the number of standard deviations (2.5) by the standard deviation 
(15) = 2.5 * 15 = 37.5

• Subtract that value from the mean (100) = 100 - 37.5 = 62.5 = rounded 63

• Standard error of measure (5) = range 58 - 68



Is It Defensible?

The decision made by the IEP team must 
be defensible

• Does the data in the file meet the 
criteria and support the decision?

• Can a stranger pick up the file and see 
why the IEP team made the decision(s) 
they did?

• Is the IEP reflective of the definition of 
the most significant cognitive 
disability?



Process and Timeline for 2025-2026

1% Participation 
Threshold 

Notification 
letters by 

November 19, 
2025

1% 
Threshold Justification 
due to USBE January 5, 

2026

LEAs notified 
for monitoring 

by the end 
January 2026



Justification Letters

New data for Justification Letters:
• Provide a list or table of the number of students in each special 

education classification who qualified for the alternate assessment
Example: Intellectual Disability – 5, Autism – 8, Other Health 
Impairment – 2, Multiple Disabilities – 4

• Provide a brief description of the results of the root cause analysis to 
determine the contributing factors for any likely disproportionality 
identified among student groups participating in alternate 
assessments

If there were no groups identified for disproportionality, put NA in 
the response box



Monitoring Process for 2025 (Through 2028)
• If LEA’s justification is not aligned with the USBE definition of students 

with the most significant cognitive disabilities, updated participation 
guidelines and special education classification categories, etc., the LEA 
will be asked to:

• Review all their files for students in the 1% category
• Submit a state issued 1% file review spreadsheet template (45 days 

from the date of notification by USBE)
• LEAs who identify students who do not qualify for the Alternate 

Assessment based on updated participation guidelines criteria will be 
issued a warning through the 2026-2027 school year

• The LEA must submit an LEA Action Plan to USBE outlining how they 
will transition the identified students away from Essential Elements 
instruction and the alternate assessment by March 1, 2028



Updated Alternate Assessment Guidelines 
Implementation Plan 

• Updated criteria applies to new students identified for instructional 
support through the Essential Elements and alternate assessment 
participation

• Currently identified students for the alternate assessment that do not 
qualify under the new guidelines in grades K-8 

• Transition away from Essential Elements instruction and the 
alternate assessment by March 1, 2028



Alternate Assessment Community of 
Practice Interest

If your LEA is interested in being part 
of a community of practice to 
engage in discussions, resource 
sharing and collaborative problem 
solving in implementing the updated 
alternate assessment participation 
guidelines please fill out this short 
survey.

https://forms.gle/uG5yqminkXjNN6W96


Where to Find More Information
• 34 CFR § 200.6(c)(2)(3) Federal Regulation Code Link

• US Department of Education Standards and Assessment webpage

• Information Regarding Consequences for States Not Meeting the 
Requirement to Assess Not More than 1.0 Percent of Students on the 
Alternate Assessment (From Education Department, March 28, 2019)

• United States Department of Education Memo One Percent Cap Waiver 
Requirement 2025-26 (From Education Department, September 25, 
2025)

• Special Education Assessment Webpage (under the Alternate 
Assessment tab, 1.0 Percent Alternate Assessment Participation 
Threshold Section)

https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=e2a41e94cfeb3deb576187ee75ef70ce&mc=true&node=se34.1.200_16&rgn=div8
https://www.ed.gov/laws-and-policy/laws-preschool-grade-12-education/esea/standards-and-assessments
https://www.ed.gov/laws-and-policy/laws-preschool-grade-12-education/esea/standards-and-assessments
https://oese.ed.gov/files/2020/07/state1capconsequences19final.pdf#a=
https://oese.ed.gov/files/2020/07/state1capconsequences19final.pdf#a=
https://oese.ed.gov/files/2020/07/state1capconsequences19final.pdf#a=
https://oese.ed.gov/files/2020/07/state1capconsequences19final.pdf#a=
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/memo-one-percent-cap-waiver-requirement-2025-26pdf-112326.pdf
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/memo-one-percent-cap-waiver-requirement-2025-26pdf-112326.pdf
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/memo-one-percent-cap-waiver-requirement-2025-26pdf-112326.pdf
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/memo-one-percent-cap-waiver-requirement-2025-26pdf-112326.pdf
https://www.ed.gov/media/document/memo-one-percent-cap-waiver-requirement-2025-26pdf-112326.pdf
https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/accessibilityaccommodationsassessment
https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/accessibilityaccommodationsassessment


Questions
Tracy Gooley - Special Education Assessment Specialist
tracy.gooley@schools.utah.gov

Leah Voorhies – USBE Deputy Superintendent of Student 
Achievement (State Director of Special Education)
leah.voorhies@schools.utah.gov 

mailto:tracy.gooley@schools.utah.gov
mailto:leah.voorhies@schools.utah.gov


McKinney-Vento Liaison 
Training

ROBERT PALMER– MCKINNEY-VENTO PROGRAM SPECIALIST

801 538 7629

ROBERT.PALMER@SCHOOLS.UTAH.GOV



McKinney-Vento Act 

• The McKinney-Vento Act provides a number of LEA requirements for 
serving homeless children and youths [42 U.S.C. § 11432(g)(3)]. 



McKinney-Vento Act 

• Under the McKinney-Vento Act, every local educational agency 
(LEA) must appoint a local homeless education liaison (42 U.S.C. § 
11432(g)(1)(J)(ii)) regardless of subgrant status.



McKinney-Vento Means…
• Individuals who lack a fixed, regular, and adequate nighttime residence and: 

• (i) children and youth who are sharing the housing of other person due to loss of 
housing, economic hardship, or a similar reason. 

• Children and youth living in motels, hotels, trailer parks, or camping grounds due to 
lack of alternative adequate accommodations

• Children and youth living in emergency or transitional shelters, cars, parks, 
abandoned buildings, substandard housing, and public spaces not meant for 
habitation such as bus stations or train stations. 



Federal Program ESSA, Title VII part B

• The McKinney-Vento Act also is incorporated into ESSA as Title 
VII- B. 

• The Homeless set aside is a requirement under Title I.  



The LEA must… 

• continue a homeless child’s or youth’s education in the school of origin for the 
duration of homelessness and for the remainder of the academic year, if the 
child or youth becomes permanently housed during an academic year.

• enroll the homeless child or youth in any public school that non-homeless 
students who live in the attendance area in which the child or youth is 
actually living are eligible to attend [42 U.S.C. § 11432(g)(3)(A)]. 



School Stability

• presume that keeping the child or youth in the school of origin is in the 
child’s or youth’s best interest, except when doing so is contrary to the 
request of the child’s or youth’s parent or guardian, or (in the case of an 
unaccompanied homeless youth) the youth.



School Stability

• consider student-centered factors related to the child’s or youth’s best interest, 
including factors related to the impact of mobility on achievement, education, 
health, and safety of homeless children and youths, giving priority to the 
request of the child’s or youth’s parent or guardian or (in the case of an 
unaccompanied homeless youth) the youth;



School stability
• provide a written explanation of the reasons for the LEA’s decision, including 

information regarding the right to appeal, to the parent or guardian of a 
homeless student or to an unaccompanied homeless youth, if the LEA sends 
the child to a school other than the one requested; and



School Stability

• ensure, in the case of an unaccompanied homeless youth, that the local 
liaison assists in placement or enrollment decisions, gives priority to the 
views of the youth, and provides notice of the right to appeal an LEA’s best 
interest determination that is contrary to the youth’s request [42 U.S.C. 
§ 11432(g)(3)(B)].



Liaison role

• The local liaison is the key to ensuring homeless children and youths receive 
the services they need. Required in all LEAs regardless of subgrant status, the 
liaison is the primary contact between homeless families, school and LEA 
staff, shelter workers, and other service providers. 



Liaison responsibilities
• In 42 U.S.C. § 11432(g)(6)(A), the McKinney-Vento Act lists the responsibilities of 

the local liaison. The law states that local liaisons will ensure that:
• homeless children and youths are identified by school personnel through 

outreach and coordination with other agencies;
• homeless children and youths are enrolled in, and have a full and equal 

opportunity to succeed in, school;
• homeless families, children, and youths have access to and receive educational 

services for which they are eligible, including Head Start programs, early 
intervention services under Part C of the Individuals with Disabilities Education 
Act (IDEA), and other preschool programs administered by the LEA;



Liaison responsibilities

• homeless families, children, and youths receive referrals to health care 
services, dental services, mental health and substance abuse services, 
housing services, and other appropriate services;

• the parents or guardians of homeless children and youths are informed of 
the educational and related opportunities available to their children and are 
provided with meaningful opportunities to participate in the education of 
their children;



Liaison responsibilities

• public notice of the educational rights of homeless children and youths is 
disseminated in locations frequented by parents or guardians of homeless 
children and youths, and unaccompanied youths, including schools, shelters, 
public libraries, and soup kitchens, in a manner and form understandable to 
parents and guardians and unaccompanied youth;

• enrollment disputes are mediated according to 42 U.S.C. § 11432(g)(3)(E);  



Liaison responsibilities
• the parent or guardian of a homeless child or youth, and any unaccompanied 

homeless youth, is fully informed of all transportation services, including 
transportation to the school of origin;

• school personnel who serve homeless children and youths receive professional 
development and other support; 

• unaccompanied homeless youths are enrolled in school, have opportunities to  meet 
the same challenging State academic standards established for other students, and 
are informed of their status as independent students and assisted to receive 
verification of their status for completing the Free Application for Federal Student 
Aid (FAFSA).



Student Privacy & Rights

• treat information about a homeless child’s or youth’s living situation as a 
student education record and not deem it to be directory information [42 
U.S.C. § 11432(g)(3)(G)].  

• Use the term McKinney-Vento in any open conversations regarding students 
in a homeless situation. 

• Disclosing that a student and family are McKinney-Vento is on a need-to-
know basis.  



Comparable Services

• Provide services comparable to those received by other students in the school [42 U.S.C. 
§ 11432(g)(4)]

• Funding for services provided to non-McKinney-Vento students, should also provide for 
those same services for McKinney-Vento students.  

• Be sure to track and have proof of McKinney-Vento, ARP-HCY I & II, and Title I set aside 
expenses. 



Coordination Provisions

• Coordinate with local social services agencies and other agencies or entities 
providing services to homeless children and youths and their families, 
including services and programs funded under the Runaway and Homeless 
Youth Act [42 U.S.C. § 11432(g)(5)(A)(i)].



Student Identification

• A key responsibility of the liaison is to identify possible homeless 
students and identify them as McKinney-Vento students.  

• Liaisons should be actively seeking McKinney-Vento students 
throughout the year through various means to identify the most 
students. 

• Once identified, students should be informed of their rights under 
the law and services should begin immediately.  



UHMIS
• The USBE has an MOU in place with the Utah Homeless Management 

Information System (UHMIS).  

• This service is available to all who wish to use it in their duties as liaison for their 
charter or district. 

• The following presentation was sent for our viewing: 
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1Gf7B4jRlkO864KrWJq8bmWMDqzuMNZH4/vie
w?usp=share_link 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1Gf7B4jRlkO864KrWJq8bmWMDqzuMNZH4/view?usp=share_link
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1Gf7B4jRlkO864KrWJq8bmWMDqzuMNZH4/view?usp=share_link


McKinney-Vento Liaison 
Training

ROBERT PALMER– MCKINNEY-VENTO PROGRAM 
SPECIALIST

801 538 7629

ROBERT.PALMER@SCHOOLS.UTAH.GOV



ESEA Programs Contact Information
Dr. Max Lang  ESEA and Related State Initiatives    (801) 538-7725

Becky Peters  Executive Secretary     (801) 538-7712

Sara Wiebke                        Director UT Center for Continuous School Improvement  (801) 538-7893

Robert Palmer  Title I C Migrant, Title VII-B McKinney-Vento   (801) 538-7945

Val Murdock  Title I Monitoring/DMI     (801) 538-7975

Merilee Wendell  Fiscal Compliance Manager    (801)-538-7977

Dr. Christelle Estrada  Title III English Learners/Immigrants/Refugees   (801) 538-7888

Savannah Hunt  Title IV-B 21st CCLC     (801) 538-7825

Dr. Harold (Chuck) Foster  Title VI American Indian Education    (801) 538-7838

Susie Estrada  Parent/Family/Community Engagement   (385) 295-7891

Madeline Kjar  Office Specialist II     (801) 538-7704

Benji Carrier   YIC Program Coordinator     (801) 538-7727

Katie Jones                         Title II  Excellent Teaching and Leading   (801) 538-7923

Jodi Parker   Title IV-A Student Support and Academic Enrichment  (801) 538-7734

Utah Grants Help Desk  utahgrants@schools.utah.gov    (801) 538-7604
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