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Funding: $300 per student for Grades Four through Eight

As a condition of funding for this grant, it is necessary for the local educational agency, and any district consortium members, to have a current state-approved district technology plan that is consistent with State Board of Education-adopted guidelines and EETT criteria.
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Section I. Grant Overview and Award Calendar

Legislation

The Enhancing Education Through Technology (EETT) program was established as part of the federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act of 2001, Public Law 107-110, Title II, Part D, sections 2401-2441. Under this program, the California Department of Education (CDE) awards federally-funded grants to school districts (or a consortium of districts), county offices of education, and direct-funded charter schools that meet certain criteria. The EETT Competitive grant is governed by the NCLB guidelines, as well as California legislation, Assembly Bill 2706 (Berg), Education Technology as amended by AB 831. This legislation provides priority for small school districts, sets minimum grant award amounts, and authorizes funding to be used by districts to serve students in grades four through eight, inclusive. Also, as a result of this legislation, the minimum funding for a California Technology Assistance Project (CTAP) region is set at $500,000 or two percent of the total available grant funds, whichever is greater. The minimum amount of an individual local education agency (LEA) grant award will be not less than $25,000, nor more than 60 percent of the funds available in the LEA’s CTAP region. Legislation authorizes an “initial one-time implementation grant” for schools; therefore, districts can reapply, but schools in a district that have previously received full EETT Competitive funding cannot be included in this Request for Application (RFA). 

The Elementary and Secondary Education Act, reauthorized as NCLB, requires the equitable participation of private schools in the EETT grant program, Title II, Part D. Grant applicants should meet with officials from eligible private schools within their attendance area during the development of the EETT Competitive grant application and in the technology planning process. For more information, consult the Guidance Document Provisions at http://www.cde.ca.gov/sp/ps/cd/index.asp. Additional information about private school participation in the EETT grant program can be found at http://www.cde.ca.gov/ls/et/ft/eettfaqs.asp#PrivateSchools.
Grant Overview
The primary goal of the Title II, Part D, EETT Competitive grant program is to improve student academic achievement in grades four through eight through the use of technology. Grantees will be expected to evaluate the effectiveness of the program and to report the results semi-annually to the CDE. 

Additional NCLB Title II, Part D goals and state EETT Competitive program goals that this grant supports are:
· To implement and support a comprehensive program that effectively uses technology to help students meet state academic content standards. 
· To assist fourth through eighth grade students with crossing the digital divide with the integration of grade level appropriate technology proficiencies that ensure all students are technologically literate by the time they finish the eighth grade, regardless of the student's race, ethnicity, gender, family income, geographic location, or disability. 
· To encourage the effective integration of technology resources and systems with teacher training and curriculum development. 
· To use technology to support district or school reform efforts.

· To foster communication and collaboration among home, school, and community that will support student learning.

· To establish or expand research-based initiatives (including those involving public-private partnerships) designed to increase technology literacy and access to technology, and to improve student achievement, that can be widely implemented as best practices by State Educational Agencies and LEAs.
This grant will provide funds to selected schools to develop and implement a comprehensive education technology program based on a review of relevant research that will provide the following: 
· An effective technology-integration program to assist students in meeting or exceeding state academic content standards.
· High-quality professional development in the use of education technology to enhance teaching and to promote learning.

· Expanded access to relevant electronic learning resources.

· Expanded access to technology, including infrastructure, equipment, and technical support.

· Increased communication and collaboration among home, school, and community that supports student achievement.

· Evaluation of grant activities, particularly regarding the impact of the program on student success.

Professional development is an important part of the comprehensive education technology program and a minimum of 25 percent of the total grant award must be spent in this area. The applicant must provide evidence that the professional development strategies or model(s) selected are based on a review of relevant research in the integration of advanced technologies, including emerging technologies, into curricula and instruction and in the effective use of those technologies to create new learning environments. 
Applicants must develop an application that integrates research-based programs or strategies. See Appendix E for links to Examples of Research-based Programs and Strategies. There is no competitive advantage to the selection of any particular research-based program model or strategy. Success in the grant awards selection process will be based on the Scoring Criteria (Appendix F). 

Grant applicants will be required to explain the following:

· The comprehensive, research-based program or strategies to be implemented.
· The relationship of the selected research-based program or strategies to the goals of the grant.
· The relationship of the proposed EETT Competitive program to current LEA efforts.

· The data to be collected and the method and frequency for collecting these data.

· The data instruments to be used and indicators for program success.

· The dissemination of successful strategies supported by the grant. 

· The process to include eligible private schools in the grant planning process.

Applicants must develop process and accountability measures that will be used to evaluate the extent to which activities funded under the program effectively: 

· Integrate technology into curriculum and instruction.

· Increase the ability of teachers to teach using technology.

· Enable students to use technology to meet or to exceed state academic content standards.
· Expand student and teacher access to technology.

· Enhance home, school, and community communication and collaboration.

Grant applications must be complete, with all narrative sections and forms in alignment and consistent with the comprehensive program performance goals. For example, the evaluation plan must be clearly consistent with all sections of the application narrative and must show the data to be collected, the frequency of collection, the use of data to monitor the comprehensive program, and the use of data to determine if all funded schools are meeting the application performance goals. 

Competitive grants are limited to school districts (including locally funded charters), a consortium of school districts, county offices of education, and direct-funded charter schools, that serve students in grades four through eight and that meet the federal criteria listed in Section I.

The one-time EETT Competitive Round 6 implementation grant of $300 per student for a school selected to receive funding will be for the approximate grant period of September 2007 through June 30, 2009. All funds for this grant must be obligated by June 30, 2009. The 2006 California Basic Educational Data System (CBEDS) data will be used to establish district eligibility and to calculate grant awards. 

If federal funding is available, after successful implementation of the program, a Follow-Up grant may be awarded to continue implementation of the grant recipients’ program in a manner consistent with the requirements of the federal NCLB Act of 2001, Title II, Part D. (See page 28 for details.) The Follow-Up grant award is $45 per student in grades four through eight, based on the most current certified California Basic Educational Data System (CBEDS) and on the grantee’s original EETT Competitive Round 6 grant award. An adjusted Follow-Up funding grant amount may be adopted by the State Board of Education (SBE) at a later date.
There is not sufficient funding available for this program to fund all eligible schools in California that serve grades four through eight. Therefore, districts must select and put in priority order the schools in their individual district that will participate in this program. See the Priority List of LEA’s Applicant Schools (Form 6) in the application. Within the narrative, applicants must identify the subject areas and grade levels that will be the focus of their application’s comprehensive program. In case of partial funding, the comprehensive EETT Competitive program should be scalable to reflect the amount of funding received. Modifications can be negotiated with the CDE after receiving a partially funded grant.
Districts will be accountable for implementing the comprehensive program contained in their application and for meeting all performance goals. In addition, funded applicants will also be required to complete the following data reporting requirements:
· Applicants must have completed a 2007 California School Technology Survey (CSTS) for the district and for each school in the district for which the LEA is applying for funding. The survey, as well as additional information about the survey, may be accessed at the following Web site at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ls/et/rs/techsurvey.asp. Districts must agree to complete the 2008 and 2009 CSTS for the district and for each school in the district that receives funding. 
· Each teacher participating in the professional development program at each school site funded by this grant will complete a pre and a post Ed Tech Profile assessment each year during the following time periods:




Year One: June 2007- June 30, 2008




Year Two: July 1, 2008 - June 30, 2009




Follow-Up grant: July 1, 2009 - June 30, 2010

Ed Tech Profile may be accessed at http://edtechprofile.org/. It can be used to collect participating teacher and target student baseline data to help set benchmark performance targets on Form 3 in this application. 

Eligibility
The listing of eligible EETT Competitive Round 6 LEAs may be accessed at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07rfa.asp .  Eligibility is restricted to school districts (or a consortium of school districts), county offices of education, and direct-funded charter schools, that: 
1. Serve students in grades four through eight.
2. Are among the school districts in the state with the highest number or percentage of children from families with an income below the poverty line* established by the federal Director of the Office of Management and Budget. *For purposes of this program, the term “poverty line” means the poverty line as defined by the Office of Management and Budget and revised annually in accordance with section 673(2) of the Community Services Block Grant Act, applicable to a family of the size involved (20 U.S.C. 7801 (5) of the Elementary and Secondary Schools Education Act, Section 9101(33) (The United States Census Web site may be accessed at: http://www.census.gov/hhes/www/saipe/index.html).
And meet ONE of the following additional criteria:

3. Operate one or more schools identified for improvement or corrective action under Section 1116 of the NCLB;

OR
4. Have a substantial need for assistance in acquiring and using technology, defined as having an average of 10:1 student-to-multimedia computer ratio or greater in schools serving grades four through eight in the district or an average of less than 50 percent of classrooms connected to the Internet in schools serving grades four through eight in the district, as determined by the CSTS for the year prior to the grant award.
Please note that districts must have a state-approved technology plan that is current at the time of grant funding. Check the status of the district’s tech plan at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ls/et/rs/ap/county.asp.

Partnerships and Consortiums 
Partnership applications are encouraged and receive a competitive advantage in the application scoring. Districts may also choose to partner with an entity to accomplish the program performance goals. A partnership is an alliance that involves the school district and at least one of the following:

1. An LEA that can demonstrate that teachers in its schools are effectively integrating technology and proven teaching strategies into instruction based on a review of relevant research, and that the integration results in improvement in classroom instruction and in helping students meet challenging academic standards. 
2. An institution of higher education that is in full compliance with the reporting requirements of Section 207(f) of the Higher Education Act of 1965, as amended, and that has not been identified by the state as low performing under that Act. For more information about this requirement, see the Higher Education Act of 1965, as amended, Title II, Section 207(f) Web site at http://www.house.gov 
3. A public or private nonprofit organization with demonstrated experience in the application of educational technology in instruction.
4. A for-profit business or organization that develops, designs, manufactures, or produces technology products or services, or has substantial expertise in the application of technology in instruction. 
The partnership may also include other LEAs, educational service agencies, libraries, or other educational entities appropriate to provide local programs. If the applying school district or consortium will be using a partnership as part of their comprehensive program, the partnership should be referenced appropriately in the program narrative and included on Partnership and/or Consortium Applicants (Form 7). To receive the maximum number of points on the Scoring Criteria (Appendix F), all partnerships must have a one-page letter briefly summarizing how their partnership with the LEA is mutually beneficial and supports the comprehensive program. The letter must be written on the partner’s letterhead, and be signed by the lead contact for each partnership. 

A consortium is a group of school districts and/or direct-funded charter schools. At least one school district within the consortium must meet the eligibility definition. One school district within the consortium, that meets the eligibility definition, must be designated as the lead district with responsibility for program and fiscal accountability.

Grant awards for successful applicants applying as a consortium and/or partnership will be based on the grade four through eight enrollments of all funded schools within only those school districts that meet the EETT Competitive eligibility definition. Grants will be awarded to the lead school district on behalf of all eligible school districts applying within the consortium. All school districts applying as a consortium and/or partnership must have an approved technology plan that is current at the time of grant funding, whether or not they meet the eligibility criteria. Applicants are encouraged to leverage funds whenever possible.

Eligible districts may be part of only one EETT Competitive application, either a single district application or as part of a consortium or partnership application. Partners, including non-eligible districts and county offices of education, may be part of more than one application.

Funding Formula
Legislation governing EETT Competitive grants mandates that applicants within each of the eleven CTAP Regions will compete only against other applicants from the same region. The amount of funding available for each region has been calculated based on 2006 CBEDS data using grades four through eight enrollments in eligible schools within each region. Per AB 2706 (Berg), each region will be allocated a minimum of $500,000 or two percent of the available grant funds, whichever is greater. Districts selected for funding will receive funding calculated at $300 per student for students in grades four through eight to fund the selected eligible schools listed in priority order on the grant application. However, individual LEA EETT Competitive grant awards will be not less than $25,000, nor more than 60 percent of the funds available in the LEA’s CTAP region. (For example: a district with a fourth through eighth grade eligible student population of 50 would receive a minimum grant of $25,000 instead of the $15,000 they would have received using the $300 per eligible student formula.) 
Implementation grant awards will be calculated by the CDE based upon the 2006 certified CBEDS. Applicants with questions about the calculation of grant awards should contact the Education Technology Office at (916) 323-5715.
Grant recipients that successfully complete the EETT Competitive implementation grant (see page 28 for details) may be eligible to receive an additional one-time Follow-Up grant, if federal funding is available. The Follow-Up grant award will be calculated at $45 per student in grades four through eight, based on the most current certified CBEDS and on the grantee’s EETT Competitive Round 6 total grant award. The Follow-Up grant is to be used to continue implementation of the grant recipients’ approved EETT Competitive program in a manner consistent with the requirements of the federal NCLB Act of 2001, Title II, Part D. The State Board of Education (SBE) may adopt an adjusted follow-up funding amount at a later date. If federal funding is available, allocation of the Follow-Up grant is contingent upon successful completion of the EETT Competitive Round 6 Conditions and Assurances, the grant goals, and the performance objectives. 
Regional Funding Allocation
All funding is subject to availability of federal funding appropriated for EETT Competitive grants under the NCLB Act of 2001.

Funds will be awarded competitively on a geographic basis conforming to the 11 CTAP regions (See chart below). Applicants within each region will compete against other applicants from their region. The amount of funding available for each region has been calculated based on 2006 CBEDS using the grades four through eight enrollments in eligible schools within the region. Per AB 2706 (Berg), each region will be allocated a minimum of $500,000 or two percent of the available grant funds, whichever is greater. 
Individual LEA EETT Competitive grant awards may be not less than $25,000, nor more than 60 percent of the funds available in the LEA’s CTAP region*. Grant awards for successful applicants applying as a consortium and/or partnership will be based on the grade four through eight enrollments of all funded schools within those school districts that meet the EETT Competitive Eligibility Definition (page 5). Within a consortium, grants will be awarded to the lead school district on behalf of all eligible school districts applying. Applicants are encouraged to leverage funds whenever possible.
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	CTAP Region
	Projected Amount of Funding Available
	Number of Eligible Districts and Direct Funded Charters
	60 percent of Total Regional Allocation*

	
	1
	$500,000
	30
	$300,000

	
	2
	$500,000
	35
	$300,000

	
	3
	$608,792
	30
	$365,275

	
	4
	$913,187
	31
	$547,912

	
	5
	$608,792
	29
	$365,275

	
	6
	$500,000
	24
	$300,000

	
	7
	$710,257
	70
	$426,154

	
	8
	$710,257
	49
	$426,154

	
	9
	$1,826,375
	77
	$1,095,825

	
	10
	$1,623,444
	54
	$974,066

	
	11
	$3,145,423
	75
	$1,887,254

	
	TOTAL
	$11,646,527
	504
	


Application Scoring Process

Applications will be reviewed and scored by external panels of experts identified by the CDE. The competitive score will be based on the Scoring Criteria Rubric (Appendix F). A maximum of 100 points is possible; the application must score a minimum of 50 points to be considered for funding. All applications that receive a total of 50-100 rubric points will be grouped in the following five deciles for each of the eleven CTAP regions: (1) 100-90, (2) 89-80, (3) 79-70 (4) 69-60 and (5) 59-50 and then ranked within the decile by the point scores received.
Each application will be read and scored independently by two readers trained on using the Scoring Criteria (Appendix F). Readers will score applications from regions other than their own. 
If the readers’ scores for each section of the Scoring Criteria (Appendix F) are the same or if the difference of the scores falls within a predetermined limit, the scores will be averaged to yield the total score from the two readers. If the difference between the readers’ scores exceeds the predetermined limit, the full application or appropriate section will be read and re-scored by a lead reader, who will make the final score determination. 

Scoring Criteria Categories and Maximum Scores 

	EETT Competitive Scoring Criteria Category
	Maximum Point Score

	Application Presentation and Format
	5

	A. Program for Students and related items on Forms
	15

	B. Professional Development for Teachers and related items on Forms.
	15

	C. Expand Access to Technology and Provide Technology Support and related items on Forms.
	15

	D. Communication and Collaboration Among Home, School and 
Community – Including Partnerships and/ or a Consortium and related items on Forms.
	15

	E. Evaluation and related items on Forms.
	20

	F. Follow-Up Grant and Program Sustainability and related items on Forms.
	5

	G. Projected Budget and Budget Narratives – Project Narrative and Form 5
	10

	 TOTAL Rubric Points
	100


Priority for Funding
1. Applicants must receive a rubric score of 50 points or more to qualify for potential EETT Competitive grant funding. 
2. All applications that receive a total of 50-100 rubric points will be grouped in the following five deciles for each CTAP region: (1) 100-90, (2) 89-80, (3) 79-70 (4) 69-60 and (5) 59-50 and then ranked within the decile by the point scores received.

3. Special ranking will apply to applications from small school districts* and school districts that received less than $6,000 in funding from EETT Formula funds during the prior year, as follows:
a. Applications from small school districts* will be will be grouped by score within a percentage range (100-90 percent, 89-80 percent, 79-70 percent, 69-60 percent, and 59-50 percent) and then ranked at the top of the percentage range list in the decile in which they scored. In the event of a tied score, the applicant with the higher substantial need in acquiring and using technology as determined by the CSTS will be listed first. The small school district priority will not apply to a consortium application, unless all members of the consortium are small school districts.
*Based on AB 2706 (Berg), a small school district or a consortium of small school districts is eligible to receive priority scoring. The Project Summary Small School District Addendum (Form 2a) must be included with the grant application. 
Small school districts are defined as follows (consistent with Education Code Section 44046):

1. A unified school district having an average daily attendance (ADA) of less than 1,501.

2. An elementary school district having an ADA of less than 901.

3. A high school district having an ADA of less than 301.
b. Applications from school districts that received less than $6,000 in funding from the EETT Formula grant will be ranked by score within each percentage range and then listed second in the percentage range in which they scored, below any eligible small school districts in that range. In the event of a tied score, the applicant with the higher substantial need in acquiring and using technology as determined by the California School Technology Survey (CSTS) will be listed first.

At some point in the process, there will be insufficient funds remaining to fund all schools serving grades four through eight in a district or consortium application. When this occurs, the schools in the application will be funded based upon their priority numbering on Priority List of LEA’s Applicant Schools (Form 6) until all funding is allocated. LEAs receiving partial funding will have the option to renegotiate the program scope (i.e., limit the target group) or to refuse the grant award. It is advisable to develop a contingency plan for the EETT Competitive program should partial or increased funding become available. 
To ensure productive use of education technology funds, if applicable, the CDE may review prior performance evaluation reports for any previous grant rounds for potential Round 6 grantees to validate that 70 percent of each application year-two benchmark goal was met. Results from the review may influence the grant award decision.

Use of Funds
Grant funds are to be allocated by the district (or lead district in the case of a consortium) and expended by each funded school included in the program. Funds are to be tracked at the LEA level. Funds may be moved from one funded school to another, as long as the school receiving funds was included in the program application and was selected to receive funding. Any substantive change must be requested in writing and approved by the CDE program staff.
A minimum of 25 percent of the total grant award must be spent on high-quality professional development that provides teachers with the capacity to integrate technology effectively into curricula and instruction to promote student achievement.
Remaining funds are to be used to implement and support the comprehensive program described in the application in a manner consistent with EDGAR, accessed at http://www.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/cfrassemble.cgi?title=199834 under Title 34 Education and may include, but are not necessarily limited to:
· Hardware (Any hardware purchased with grant funding must meet or exceed Technical Specifications for Computers Purchased or Leased under EETT Funding. See Appendix B.)
· Infrastructure and technical support.
· Electronic learning resources, including distance learning. (Any curriculum-based-electronic learning resources purchased with grant funding must be part of a state-adopted program or reviewed by the California Learning Resource Network -CLRN). Information about CLRN may be accessed at http://www.clrn.org. 
· Implementing proven and effective courses and curricula that include integrated technology designed to help students reach challenging academic standards.
· Salaries, benefits, stipends for trainers, facilitators, and tech support personnel.
· Costs of substitute teachers for release time for teachers engaged in professional development.
· Expenses negotiated as part of a mentoring relationship with an established school program.
· Service contracts that support the program goals, including program coordination.
· Supplies and materials integral to program activities.
· Promotion of parental/community involvement using technology.
· Use of technology to foster communication among home, school, and community.

· Evaluation of grant activities.
EETT Competitive Grant Round 6 Payment Schedule

The EETT Competitive Round 6 grant is a one time grant of $300 per student in grades four through eight at selected schools, based on the 2006 California Basic Educational Data System (CBEDS). To provide districts with timely access to the one-time grant funds, while ensuring proper disbursement of, and accounting for, federal funds paid under the EETT Competitive Round 6 program, the CDE will implement a flexible payment schedule. During the September 2007 through June 30, 2009, Grant Award Period, the EETT Competitive Grant Award will be disbursed to districts in four payments (see chart below).The first payment will be released approximately six weeks after receiving a signed copy of the district’s Grant Award letter. Prior to receiving the second or third payments, districts will be required to certify that they obligated or expended 80 percent of previously received EETT Competitive funds. The CDE is providing districts with four Certification of Expenditure submission periods over two years for payments two and three. Districts can select which submission period to certify expenditures and will receive their next payment approximately six weeks after the selected Certification of Expenditure period ends. This flexibility will allow districts to align the timing of their payments two and three to their individual program budgetary needs. The last grant award payment, equaling ten percent of the total grant award, will be released to districts after the close of the grant award period, when all CDE reporting requirements have been met. 
	Number of 
Payments
	Amount of 
Payment
	Required Documentation from District 
Prior to CDE Processing Payment

	Payment One
	30 percent of Grant Award
	Signed Grant Award Letter

	Payment Two
	30 percent of Grant Award
	Certification of Expenditure for Payment 1

	Payment Three
	30 percent of Grant Award
	Certification of Expenditure for Payments 1 and 2

	Payment Four
	10 percent of Grant Award
	End Of Period (EOP) Expenditure Report for 
Grant Award Period: Sept. 2007-June 30, 2009


	EETT Competitive Grant Award Calendar: Implementation Year One

	Item
	Due Dates
	Description

	EETT C Request for Application Posted
	June 15, 2007
	Posted to the CDE Web site at http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07rfa.asp

	Application Submission
	July 27, 2007
	CDE deadline to accept Round 6 applications.

	CDE Application Reviews
	August  2007
	CDE conducts grant reading/scoring.

	Grant Award Notifications
	September 2007
	Grantee receives grant award notification letter.

	Ed Tech Profile 
	Yr 1: June 1, 2007-
June 30, 2008


	Teachers participating in the professional development program at each site funded by this grant will complete a pre and a post Ed Tech Profile assessments each year of the program. (http://edtechprofile.org/).

	Signed Award Letters Due to CDE 
	October 15, 2007
	Applicant signs award letter and returns to the CDE.

	CDE Mandatory Implementation and Evaluation Workshop


	October 24 and 25, 2007
	Grantees attend a mandatory two-day CDE EETT Competitive Implementation and Evaluation workshop in Sacramento (location TBD). Information will be e-mailed to EETT Competitive Grantee contacts via listserv.

	EETT Competitive Award - Payment 1

30 percent of total award
	Payment 1: 
December 2007
	Approximately six weeks after CDE receipt of signed EETT C grant award letter. 

	California School Technology Survey
	Yr 1: Jan- March 2008
	District and School Tech Survey data will be compared to the prior year’s submission. (http://www.cde.ca.gov/ls/et/rs/techsurvey.asp).

	Semi-Annual 
Performance Report
	Yr 1: February 15, 2008
	Mid-year performance assessment and data.

	Cert. of Expenditure
to Receive Payment 2 
	February 15, 2008
	LEA must certify expenditure or obligation of at least 80 percent of EETT Competitive Payment 1 (30 percent of total award) prior to CDE processing Payment 2. If a district selects this option, payment will be received approximately six weeks after February Certification deadline.

	Cert. of Expenditure
to Receive Payment 2 or 3
	April 15, 2008
	LEA must certify expenditure or obligation of at least 80 percent of EETT Competitive payments to date prior to CDE processing next payment. If a district selects this option, payment will be received approximately six weeks after April Certification deadline.


	EETT Competitive Grant Award Calendar: Implementation Year Two

	Item
	Due Dates
	Description

	Ed Tech Profile 
	Yr 2: July 1, 2008 - 
June 30, 2009


	Teachers participating in the professional development program at each site funded by this grant will complete a pre and a post 
Ed Tech Profile assessments each year of the program. (http://edtechprofile.org/).

	Year 1 Annual Performance Report
	September 12, 2008


	Annual performance assessment report. Must meet 70 percent of growth targets to qualify for a Follow-Up grant.

	Cert. of Expenditure
to Receive Payment 2 or 3
	September 12, 2008


	LEA must certify expenditure or obligation of at least 80 percent of EETT Competitive payments to date prior to CDE processing next payment. If a district selects this option, payment will be received approximately six weeks after September Certification deadline.

	CA School Technology Survey
	Yr 2: Jan- March 2009


	District and School Tech Survey data will be compared to the prior year’s submission. (http://www.cde.ca.gov/ls/et/rs/techsurvey.asp).

	Semi-Annual 
Performance Report
	Yr 2: February 13, 2009
	Mid-year performance assessment and data.

	Cert. of Expenditure
to Receive Payment 3
	February 13, 2009
	LEA must certify expenditure or obligation of at least 80 percent of EETT Competitive payments 1 and 2 prior to CDE processing payment 3. If a district selects this option, payment will be received approximately six weeks after February Certification deadline.

	Obligate 100 percent of 
EETT Competitive 
Grant Award.
	Yr 2: June 30, 2009


	LEA must expend or obligate 100 percent of EETT Competitive grant award by end of the two year grant period: June 30, 2009.

	Year 2 Annual Performance Report
	Yr 2: September 10, 2009
	Annual performance assessment report. Must meet 70 percent of growth targets to qualify for a Follow-Up grant.

	End Of Period (EOP)

Expenditure Report 
for Grant Award Period: 
Sept. 2007-June 30, 2009
	Yr 2: September 10, 2009
	End of Period (EOP) expenditure report must show 100 percent of EETT C Grant award expended or obligated and a minimum of 25 percent of the total grant award spent on high-quality professional development.

	EETT Competitive Award – Payment 4

Final ten percent of total grant award
	Payment by:

November 30, 2009


	Approximately six weeks after CDE receipt of EOP, for 100 percent of grant award and the annual performance report for year 2, LEA receives Payment 4 (final ten percent of total grant award).

	Follow-Up Grant 
Year 3: 2009-2010
	November 2009–45% 
June 2010–45%
November 2010–10% 
	If federal funding is available and LEA successfully achieves grant goals and objectives, LEA receives a Follow-Up grant award at $45 per eligible student in three payments (based on original grant award).


Application Submission

Number of Application Copies to Submit
All applicants are required to submit:

1. One signed (blue ink), unbound original copy of the application suitable for photocopying. 
2. Three stapled copies (must lay flat - no binders)
3. One digital copy of the complete application on CD with LEA name on it. 
(The digital copy of the application does not require signatures).

Submit by 5:00 p.m. on Friday, July 27, 2007, to:

EETT Competitive Grant: Round 6
Education Technology Office 

California Department of Education

1430 N Street, Suite 6308

Sacramento, CA 95814

Each copy of the application must be covered with a Title Page (Form 1 included in this application, or a reasonable facsimile). Except for the one unbound copy with original signatures referenced previously, all copies of the applications should be stapled or bound in such a manner that the application lies flat when opened. Do not submit applications in hard cover binders.
Completed applications with required signatures must be in the possession of the CDE’s Education Technology Office staff no later than 5:00 p.m. on Friday, July 27, 2007. All applications must be received on or before that date to be considered. Late submissions will not be considered; faxed or e-mailed applications will not be accepted. 

Applications not received by the deadline date will not be considered for funding unless the applicant can show proof that the application was: sent by registered or certified mail not later than five (5) days before the deadline date; or sent by an express overnight mail service not later than one (1) day before the deadline date.

The CDE is housed in a secure building. If hand delivering an application, please check in at the security booth and ask one of the security guards to call the Education Technology Office. An Education Technology Office staff member will accept the application and provide a receipt. Applications delivered by hand will be accepted daily between the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., Pacific Daylight Time, except Saturdays, Sundays, or state holidays at 1430 N Street, Sacramento, CA 95814. Applications delivered by hand on July 27, 2007, will not be accepted after 5:00 p.m. 

Suggested Steps
All eligible applicants are encouraged to:
1.
Convene the district’s planning team and receive technical grant writing assistance and technology planning assistance from the district’s regional CTAP office. CTAP contacts can be accessed at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ls/et/rs/ctap.asp.
2.
Use resources on the Technology Information Center for Administrative Leadership (TICAL) Web site. TICAL provides resources and information for educational administrators in the areas of data-driven decision-making, integrating technology into standards-based curriculum, technology planning, professional development needs of staff, financial planning for technology, and operations and maintenance. TICAL may be accessed at http://www.portical.org/. 

3.
Use services provided by the Technical Support for Education Technology in Schools (TechSETS) to assist in identification of skills needed by technical support staff and in acquiring the professional development that these staff need. Information about TechSETS may be accessed at http://www.techsets.org.
4.
Determine if electronic learning resources that will be purchased with grant funding have been reviewed and approved by California Learning Resource Network (CLRN) (http://www.clrn.org). Please note: The following electronic learning resources are exempt from the CLRN approval requirement because CLRN does not review them. 
a. Distance learning resources that constitute a full course of study

b. Resources that are not in the core content areas of Math, Language Arts, Science, History-Social Science and Visual Performing Arts
c. Productivity or presentation programs

d. Graphic programs

e. Word processing or keyboarding programs

f. Database programs

g. Desktop publishing

h. E-mail

i. Browsers

j. Professional Development resources

5. Establish partnerships to help with the successful development and implementation of the program.
6. Contact eligible private schools in the district to provide input on the EETT Competitive grant needs analysis and planning process.
(http://www.cde.ca.gov/ls/et/ft/eettfaqs.asp#PrivateSchools) 
7. Use education technology research and the EETT Competitive Round 6 Scoring Criteria (Appendix F, page 68) to design the program and to write the application.
Section II. Required Application Format and Components
Application Format 
All EETT Competitive applications must comply with the requirements specified in this section. The application must contain the following items presented in the following order:

· Form 1: Application Title Page - signed
· Form 2: Project Summary

· Form 2a: If applicable, Small School District* Addendum 

· A Project Narrative with all six sections (25 page limit).

· Form 3: Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation

· Form 4: Strategies and Timeline

· Form 5: Projected Budget and Budget Narrative

· Form 6: Priority List of LEA’s Applicant Schools

· Form 7: Partnership and/or Consortium Applicants (if applicable)
· Form 8: EETT Competitive Application Checklist
· A signed copy of the EETT Competitive Grant Conditions and Assurances http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07rfa.asp
· A signed copy of the Certification Regarding Lobbying, Debarment, Suspension and Other Responsibility Matters, and Drug-Free Workplace Requirements. http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07rfa.asp
· A digital copy of complete application on a CD with LEA name on it. 
(The e-copy of application does not require signatures).
Forms can be downloaded at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07rfa.asp. Please note that as long as all required information is provided, a reasonable facsimile may be substituted for any of the forms included in the application. 
Application format requirements include the following: 
· All application pages must be submitted in print format on 8 ½ x 11 inch white paper, printed only on a single side, with one inch margins.

· All eight required forms must be completed and included in the application set.
· All pages needing a signature must be signed. One unbound copy of the application must have original signatures in blue ink.

· If the applicant lists partnerships on the Partnership and/or Consortium Applicants (Form 7), signed partnership support letters for each identified partner must be attached at the end of the application. Letters from Consortium members are not required.

· Applicants are encouraged to format their applications in a professional and easy-to-read manner. A minimum font size of 12 is recommended to promote readability throughout the entire document. A portrait orientation format rather than a landscape orientation is preferred, with the exception of the required forms. It also is recommended that each application section is clearly labeled with headings and subheadings that match the Scoring Criteria (Appendix F).
· The Project Narrative pages must be numbered and may be no more than 25 pages, including any appropriate charts, tables, or graphs, but excluding all required forms. A bibliography can be included and it will not count as part of the 25-page maximum. 

· All Project Narrative pages must include line numbers. Pages must be individually lined numbered with the first line on each page beginning with line one. 

· All Project Narrative pages may not contain more than 36 lines per page. If charts, tables, or graphs are included, the number or lines of text on the page must be decreased to provide room for the charts, tables or graphs. Additionally, any charts or tables may not increase the word count for the page to exceed the number typically found on a page with 36 lines of text.
· All six sections of Project Narrative must be addressed under separate headings.
Applicants will not be allowed to correct deficiencies or include missing items for resubmission after the EETT Competitive application due date of July 27, 2007, at 5:00 p.m. Grant readers may deduct points from the Application Presentation section of the Scoring Criteria (Appendix F) if any of the format requirements are not followed. Complete and submit the EETT Form 8: EETT Competitive Application Checklist with the application to ensure all components have been included. 

Reviewers will have a limited time to read each of the required sections of application. Do not submit any material not specifically required, including supplementary materials such as videotapes, DVDs, commercial publications, curriculum units, etc. If submitted, these items will be removed from the application package. These items will not be reviewed when the application is scored, nor will they be returned to the applicant.
Form 1: Application Title Page
Complete each section of the form as indicated.
· Enter the County-District-School (CDS) code, district name and address for the lead LEA; indicate whether the application is on behalf of a consortium. 

· Include the primary EETT Competitive contact person and that person’s contact information, including a valid e-mail address. E-mail addresses will be incorporated into a listserv and used to disseminate information to grantees.

· An authorized agent of the LEA (i.e., superintendent or designee) must sign the certification block.
Form 2: Project Summary
Using no more than one page, provide a concise description of the proposed comprehensive program to be implemented, including how private schools were included in the grant discussions*. The summary should be written so that the information could be used in a press release. The Project Summary will be considered in the Scoring Criteria (Appendix F), but does not count as part of the 25-page narrative maximum. *Note: If there are no eligible private schools within the LEA attendance area, include a statement with this notation.
Form 2a: Small School District Project Summary Addendum 

(Required if applicable)
Based on AB 2706 (Berg), a small school district* or consortiums of small school districts are eligible to receive priority scoring in grant reviews. Using no more than one page per small school district contained in the application, answer the following questions: 

1. What was the CBEDS enrollment in the district in the 2006-07 school year? 

2. What was the district’s Average Daily Attendance (ADA) in the 2006-07 school year from the district’s annual Principal’s Apportionment report?

3. What is the student-to-computer ratio of multimedia computers in the district that are four years old or newer as reported on the district CA School Technology Surveys in 2007? 
*Note: Small school districts are defined as follows (consistent with Education Code Section 44046):
1. A unified school district having an ADA of less than 1,501.

2. An elementary school district having an ADA of less than 901.

3. A high school district having an ADA of less than 301.

Project Narrative

In the project narrative, districts are required to address how their research-based program supports the goals of NCLB Title II, Part D, state program goals (see pages 1-2) and the California Department of Education’s definitions of technology literacy and curriculum integration that follow, as stated in the Consolidated State Performance Report to the U.S. Department of Education.
1. Technology Literacy: The ability to responsibly use appropriate technology to communicate, to solve problems, and to access, create, integrate, evaluate, and manage information to improve learning of state content standards in all subject areas and to acquire lifelong knowledge and skills in the 21st century.
2. Curriculum Integration: Curriculum integration with the use of technology involves the infusion of technology as a tool to enhance the learning of state content standards in a content area or multidisciplinary setting. Technology enables students to learn in ways not previously possible. Effective integration of technology is achieved when students are able to select technology tools to help them obtain information in a timely manner, analyze and synthesize the information, and present it professionally. The technology should become an integral part of how the classroom functions – as accessible as all other classroom tools.

The Project Narrative must be presented with all of the six sections listed below, including headings, in the following order:

1. Program for Students to Increase Technology Literacy, Curriculum Integration, and Academic Achievement.
2. Professional Development Program for Teachers to Increase Technology Literacy, Curriculum Integration, and Academic Achievement.
3. Expand Access to Technology and Provide Technology Support 
4. Communication and Collaboration Among Home, School, and Community

5. Evaluation

6. Follow-Up Grant and Program Sustainability
The Project Narrative must describe how the comprehensive EETT Competitive research-based program will be implemented. Be sure to address every bulleted item under each of the five required Project Narrative subsections that follow and to include the relevant citations to the research-based program or strategies you have integrated in the plan. 
1.   Program for Students to Increase Technology Literacy, Technology Integration, and Academic Achievement
Describe the program for students that will be implemented as part of the comprehensive program. 
For year one and year two of the EETT Competitive Program for Students, the Project Narrative must:
1a. Describe the LEA’s research-based Program for Students including the technology resources (hardware, software, infrastructure, and peripherals) to be acquired. Why was this particular Program for Students selected or developed? How were private schools included in grant discussions? Include relevant research citations. See Appendix E for resources. (Note: Scoring consideration will be given for the types of citations included, with weight given to those backed by research, i.e., peer-reviewed articles, scientific and/or subject content journals, papers presented at professional organizations, etc.) 

1b. Define the technology literacy proficiencies the Program for Students will target. Describe how the identified technology proficiencies are aligned to the CDE definition of Technology Literacy and how they support the NCLB Title II, Part D goal of technological literacy for all students by the end of grade eight (see pages 1-2).

1c. State the academic area(s) and content standard(s) the Program for Students will focus on for year one and year two of the EETT Competitive program. Describe how students will use their technology proficiencies in the Program for Students academic focus area(s) to improve student achievement of identified grade level state content standards. Describe how the technology integrated academic activities are aligned to the CDE definition of Curriculum Integration (see page 22) and how they support the NCLB Title II, Part D primary goal for EETT Competitive program (see page 1).

1d. Identify the grade level(s) of students in the target group(s) in year one and year two and the number of target students per grade level, if applicable. Will the program focus on the same target group of students over two years (e.g. fifth graders in year one and the same fifth graders as sixth graders in year two – same target students at different grade levels in years one and two) or different students each year (e.g. eighth graders in year one and eighth graders in year two – different target student groups at same grade levels)? Describe how the student target group(s) will be tracked over time.
1e. Explain why the student target group(s) was selected. 
1f. Describe the technological literacy and academic learning needs of the students in the target group(s) and describe how the LEA’s research-based Program for Students will meet their learning needs. 

1g. Describe how this section of the Project Narrative aligns with the Program for Students Goals, Objectives, Benchmarks, and Evaluation on Form 3.
The following is the required performance goal for this subsection and cannot be altered; however, the applicant may include additional performance goals, objectives, and benchmarks as needed. In the Project Narrative, applicants may wish to reference the specific performance goal that is being addressed. 

Performance Goal 1.0: Students in the target group participating in the Program for Students will achieve grade level proficiency with technology literacy and will use technology as a tool to support meeting state academic content standards. 
If the EETT Competitive program is aimed at the same target group of students over two years, (e.g. fifth graders in year one and the same fifth graders as sixth graders in year two), the grantee is expected to meet a minimum of 70 percent of the growth targets* as stated on Form 3. If the program is aimed at different student target groups each year (e.g. eighth graders in year one and eighth graders in year two), the grantee is expected to meet a minimum of 70 percent of the growth targets as stated on Form 3 at the conclusion of program year one and at the conclusion of year two.
*(Growth targets are defined as 70 percent of the difference between the baseline percentages and outcome percentages as stated on Form 3.)

1h. Describe how this section of the Project Narrative will be implemented and explain how the program strategies or actions listed in the Strategies and Timeline (Form 4) will assist target students in meeting the performance goal(s) and objectives outlined on Form 3.
1i. Describe how the EETT Competitive program implementation support structure at the district and school site level (e.g. an EETT C Advisory Group) will help ensure success for the Program for Student.
2.   Professional Development Program for Teachers to Increase Technology Literacy, Curriculum Integration, and Academic Achievement. 
Describe the research-based program that will be implemented as part of the comprehensive program. For year one and year two of the EETT Competitive Professional Development Program, the narrative must: 
2a. Describe the LEA’s research-based Professional Development Program including technology resources (hardware, software, infrastructure, peripherals, and other incentives) for target teachers. Insert relevant citations from the research you used to select or design the EETT Professional Development Program. See Appendix E for resources. (Note: Scoring consideration will be given for the types of citations included, with weight given to those backed by research, i.e., peer-reviewed articles, scientific and/or subject content journals, papers presented at professional organizations, etc.) 
]

2b. Define the technology literacy proficiencies the Professional Development Program will target. Describe how the identified technology proficiencies are aligned to the CDE definition of Technology Literacy and Curriculum Integration (see page 22) and how the target teachers’ proficiencies will support the target students’ proficiencies.

2c. Describe the teacher target group(s). What grade level(s) and subject area(s) do they represent? Explain how the teacher target group(s) was selected. Will the program focus on the same target group of teachers over two years (e.g. eighth grade English Language Arts (ELA) teachers in years one and two) or different teachers each year (e.g. eighth grade ELA teachers in year one and eighth grade math teachers in years two or fifth grade teachers in year one and sixth grade teachers in year two)? 
2d. Describe the technology literacy and curriculum integration learning needs of the teacher target group(s). Describe how the proposed Professional Development Program will meet the identified learning needs of target teachers and students. 
2e. Describe how teachers in the target group will use technology to improve student achievement of identified grade level state content standards specified in the Program for Students. Describe how the integration plan is aligned to the CDE definition of Curriculum Integration (see page 22) and how it supports the primary NCLB, Title II, Part D primary goal for EETT competitive program (see page 1).
2f. Describe how this section of the Project Narrative aligns with the application performance goal(s), objectives, and benchmark(s) contained in Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation (Form 3). 
The following is the required performance goal for this subsection. It cannot be altered and must be addressed in the application. However, the applicant may include additional performance goals and benchmarks as needed. Applicants may wish to reference the specific performance goal that is being addressed in the narrative.
Required Performance Goal 2.0: Teachers in the target group participating in professional development on education technology will become proficient with technology literacy and will use technology to improve student achievement in the academic content areas specified in the Project Narrative.
If the EETT Competitive program is aimed at the same target group of teachers over two years (e.g. eighth grade ELA teachers in years one and two), the grantee is expected to meet a minimum of 70 percent of the growth targets* as stated on Form 3. If the program is aimed at different teacher target groups each year (e.g. eighth grade ELA teachers in year one and eighth grade math teachers in years two or fifth grade teachers in year one and six grade teachers in year two), the grantee is expected to meet a minimum of 70 percent of the growth targets at the conclusion of program year one and at the conclusion year two.
*(Growth targets are defined as 70 percent of the difference between the baseline percentages and outcome percentages as stated on Form 3.)
2g. Describe how this section of the Project Narrative will be implemented and explain how the program strategies or actions listed in the Strategies and Timeline (Form 4) will assist target teachers in meeting the performance goal(s) and objectives outlined on Form 3.
2h. Describe how the EETT Competitive program implementation support structure at the district and school site level (e.g. an EETT C Advisory Group) will help ensure Professional Development Program success.
3.
Expand Access to Technology and Provide Technology Support

(Note: For the purpose of this grant, the CDE defines “recent-generation” or “up-to-date” multimedia computers as those no more than 48 months old (by manufacture date). If a computer is upgraded to be counted as a “recent generation” or “up-to-date” multimedia computer, the processor must meet the minimum technical specifications. For details, see Appendix B EETT Competitive Tech Specs at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07rfa.asp
Describe how students and teachers will have expanded access to technology and the technical support necessary to implement the EETT Competitive program. For year one and year two of the grant, the narrative must:

3a. Identify the current student-to-computer ratio used by the students and teachers in the target group. This ratio should be consistent with the data provided for the 2007 California School Technology Survey (CSTS). Districts may wish to consider the age of computers when setting the benchmark ratios. The CDE only considers computers four years old or newer to be up to date. 
3b. Describe the existing electronic learning resources, infrastructure, hardware, peripherals, and technical support that will be used by the target group of students and teachers to meet the EETT Competitive goals.
3c. Describe new electronic learning resources, infrastructure, and equipment to be acquired. Describe how the new resources will support the comprehensive program; where the new electronic learning resources, infrastructure and equipment will be located; and how the acquisition and placement will support the comprehensive program.

3d. Describe how technology resources, either currently existing or to be acquired, will be used to support data-driven decision-making.

3e. Describe how adequate technical support will be provided to support the EETT Competitive program.

3f. Describe how this section of the Project Narrative aligns with the application performance goal(s), objectives, and benchmark(s) contained in Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation (Form 3). The following is the required performance goal for this subsection and cannot be altered; however, the applicant may include additional performance goals and benchmarks as needed. Applicants may wish to reference the specific performance goal that is being addressed in the narrative.

Required Performance Goal 3: All students and teachers in the target group will have expanded access to up-to-date technology and will have access to the technical support necessary to implement the EETT Competitive program.

3g. Describe how this section of the Project Narrative will be implemented and how the program strategies or actions listed in Strategies and Timeline (Form 4) will assist staff in meeting the performance goal(s) in Form 3.
3h. Describe how the EETT Competitive program implementation support structure at the district and school site level (e.g. an EETT C Advisory Group) will help ensure program success with this goal.
4.
Communication and Collaboration Among Home, School, and Community


Describe how technology will be used to establish or to improve communication and collaboration among home, school, and community as part of the comprehensive program. Collaboration is a process to reach goals that cannot be reached singly (or at a minimum, cannot be reached as effectively). For year one and year two of the grant, the narrative must:
4a. Describe how technology will be used to establish or improve communication and collaboration among home, school and community. 
4b. Describe how students’ learning needs will be supported through the use of technology for communication and collaboration among home, school, and community.
4c. Describe how the partnerships listed on the Partnership and/or Consortium Applicants (Form 7) will help to improve communication and collaboration among home, school, and community, including the following: 

· What is the role of the partnership(s) in ensuring the success of the comprehensive program?

· For each of the partnership entities listed on Partnership and/or Consortium Applicants (Form 7), a partnership letter must be included with the application. This one-page letter should summarize how the partnership between the partner and the LEA is mutually beneficial and how it supports the comprehensive program. The letter must be written on the partner’s letterhead and must be signed by the lead contact for each partnership. The strength of the partnership relationship will have a bearing on the scoring. Applicants that partner will have a competitive advantage in the application scoring.

4d. Describe how successful EETT Competitive strategies will be disseminated to other schools, LEAs, and State Educational Agencies at the conclusion of the program. 
4e. Describe how this section of the Project Narrative aligns with the application performance goal(s), objectives, and benchmark(s) contained in Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation (Form 3).
The following is the required performance goal for this subsection and cannot be altered; however, the applicant may include additional performance goals and benchmarks as needed. Applicants may wish to reference the specific performance goal that is being addressed in the narrative.

Performance Goal 4.0: Technology will be used to establish and/ or improve communication and collaboration among home, school, and community to support student learning.
4f. Describe how this section of the Project Narrative will be implemented and indicate how the narrative aligns with the strategies or actions listed on Strategies and Timeline (Form 4).

4g. Describe how the administrative commitment for student/teacher access to methods of electronic communication (such as e-mail and/or Web access) will help ensure program success.

5.
Evaluation
The Evaluation section of the Project Narrative along with the evaluation components listed on Forms 3, 4, and 5, can gain the most points (20) on the scoring criteria. This section of the Project Narrative must include the evaluation process and the accountability measures that will be used to evaluate the extent to which activities funded under the grant are effective in all of the following areas: (1) integrating technology into teaching and learning; (2) increasing the ability of teachers to teach; and (3) assisting students to meet state academic content standards. Use relevant Common Data Elements for Education Technology as appropriate in this Evaluation subsection of the Program Narrative and in the Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation Form 3. The Common Data Elements can be accessed at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07rfa.asp
The Evaluation section must clearly describe the process that will be used to monitor, evaluate, communicate and, if needed, modify the comprehensive program to ensure its successful implementation in year one and year two, including:

5a. Describe the data to be collected over time and the data instrument(s) that will be used to evaluate each program objective, listed under each of the goals 
on Form 3. 

5b. Identify how the data will be collected and reported. Identify roles and responsibilities for data collection and reporting. Identify who will be responsible for timely communication of data results to stakeholders as well as when and how program data will be communicated.
5c. Describe the continuous data-driven improvement process for monitoring the impact the comprehensive program is having on improving teaching and learning, expanding access to technology, and increasing communication/collaboration among home, school and community. Define evaluation roles and responsibilities.
5d. The evaluation plan must address clearly ALL the required performance goals. If additional goals have been included, there must be a clear relationship to the required performance goals and to the purpose of the comprehensive program.
5e. Describe the process for documenting progress on the performance goals, objectives, and benchmarks to determine eligibility for the Follow-Up grant.
5f. Districts will be required, on a semi-annual basis, to collect data and to report progress toward meeting program performance goals to the CDE Education Technology Office. Describe the process for collecting the necessary data for the required Semi-Annual and Annual Performance Reports. Performance Reporting forms may be accessed at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07forms.asp . 
6.
Follow-Up Grant and Program Sustainability
To be eligible for a Follow-Up grant, the grantee must meet a minimum of 70 percent of the growth targets as stated in the Program Objectives in Form 3. Growth targets are defined as 70 percent of the difference between the baseline percentages and outcome percentages as stated on Form 3.
For example: If the grantee is tracking the same target group over two years and reports the baseline percentage in benchmark one is 10 percent and the outcome percentage at the end of year two is 30 percent, the growth target is 20 percent. To meet the requirement of 70 percent of the 20 percent growth target, an increase of at least 14 percent (70 percent X 20 percent) would need to be attained by the target group over two years. If the grantee is tracking different target groups in year one and year two of the grant and the baseline percentage is 10 percent and the outcome percentage at the end of year one is 20 percent, the growth target is 10 percent for target group one, benchmark one. To meet the requirement of 70 percent of the 10 percent growth target for year one, an increase of at least seven percent (70 percent X 10 percent) would need to be attained by each target group by the end of one year. A similar process is then required for the year two target group and benchmarks.

The narrative must address the two following items:
6a. If you successfully complete the EETT Competitive Round 6 grant program and federal funding is available, describe how the Follow-Up grant ($45 per student based on original grant award) will be used to help sustain or expand the EETT Competitive Round 6 program.
6b. Describe other funding sources or partnerships that may contribute to the sustainability or expansion of the EETT Competitive Round 6 program, at the conclusion of the two-year grant program.
Form 3: Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation
EETT Competitive Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation (Form 3) outlines the methods and tools described in the Evaluation narrative subsection that will be used to monitor progress toward meeting program performance goals and benchmarks.
Four required performance goals (Goals 1.0, 2.0, 3.0, and 4.0) have been entered into Form 3. With the exception of Goal 4.0, required performance objectives and benchmarks have been entered as well. For Goals 1.0, 2.0, 3.0, applicants enter the baseline data and projected outcomes for the required objectives and benchmarks but may not edit or change the text. For Goal 4.0, applicants must enter their own measurable performance objectives and benchmarks based on their comprehensive program described in the application. 
For all goals, list the data collection information and provide the schedule for the data collection that will be used. (Note: Goals 1.0, 2.0, and 3.0 contain required data collections on Form 3 that cannot be altered). Follow the format to add any additional performance goals, objectives, benchmarks, data collections, and schedule for data collections as needed. As appropriate, include Common Data Elements to be identified. All additional performance goals must have a measurable objective and annual benchmarks. Form 3 will be considered in the Scoring Criteria (Appendix F), but does not count as part of the 25-page Project Narrative maximum. Part of the accountability and evaluation process for applicants includes the following annual data reporting requirements:

· Annual completion of the CA School Technology Survey for the district and for each school for which the district is applying. The survey can be accessed at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ls/et/rs/techsurvey.asp. 
· Teachers participating in the professional development program at each site funded by this grant must complete a pre and post Ed Tech Profile Technology Assessment Profile each year of the program. The assessment may be accessed at http://edtechprofile.org/. 
June, 2007–June 30, 2008

For Implementation Year 1

July 1, 2008–June 30, 2009
For Implementation Year 2


July 1, 2009–June 30, 2010
For Follow-Up Year
Applicants should use Ed Tech Profile to get a sample of teacher target group data to be entered as baseline (pre-program) data on Form 3. Regional CTAP staff can assist with this process.
Form 4: Strategies and Timeline

Describe the specific strategies or actions that will be implemented to achieve each of the performance goals, objectives, and benchmarks from the Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation (Form 3). Include the beginning and ending dates for the strategies or actions and list the person responsible for implementation of the strategies or actions. This form will be considered in the Scoring Criteria (Appendix F), but does not count as part of the 25 page narrative maximum. (Note: The Strategies and Timeline (Form 4) should be written to be consistent with, and to ensure alignment among, all Project Narrative subsections and other required forms.)
Form 5: Projected Budget and Budget Narrative
Provide a Projected Budget and Budget Narrative (Form 5) for the two-year grant program. Base the program budget on $300 multiplied by the 2006 CBEDS for grades four through eight at the eligible schools you list on the Priority List of LEA’s Applicant Schools (Form 6). Include, as appropriate, salaries, benefits, books, materials, supplies, contracts and services, travel, capital outlay, and other operating expenditures, to be acquired with grant funding. If indirect costs are taken, use the state-approved rate (http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/ac/ic/). The budget does not have to be expended equally in each of the two years (see Payment Schedule on page 13 for additional details). However, the rationale for the allocation of the budget between year one and year two must be aligned to the program implementation plan stated in the Project Narrative. In the Budget Narrative, provide a description of each Object of Expenditure in sufficient detail to give grant readers a complete picture of how funds will be allocated for each category for each year (See Budget Narrative examples attached to Form 5). In other words, relate what you are spending, when, and why. Include leveraged funding amounts, if applicable. 
A minimum of 25 percent of the total amount of the grant award must be allocated for high-quality professional development. In each applicable Object Code in the budget narrative, explain what expenditures will be allocated for the 25 percent minimum professional development requirement. (Note: If the EETT Competitive application is partially funded, the LEA will be asked to submit a budget revision at a later time to reflect the reduced amount.) 
Form 6: Priority List of LEA’s Applicant Schools
Districts list schools serving grades four through eight in priority order on the Priority List of LEA’s Applicant Schools Form 6 in the order in which the LEA wants them funded. The following information must be provided: 

· LEA CDS Code

· LEA name

· School CDS Code

· School name

· Charter school identification (if applicable)

(Note: This is a one-time implementation grant for eligible schools in a district. Therefore, if an individual school has received full funding in a prior EETT Competitive Round, that school will not be funded in this EETT Competitive application. If a school was only partially funded in a prior EETT Competitive Round, that school may be partially funded in Round 6 for their remaining EETT Competitive funds.)

Form 7: Partnership and/or Consortium Applicants
Identify the lead school district and all school districts and/or direct-funded charter schools within the consortium. To receive maximum points on the Scoring Criteria (Appendix F), a brief partnership letter (approximately one-page in length) must be included for any partnerships listed on this form. Partnership letters should be written on the partner’s letterhead, should summarize the role of the partnership, should include how the partnership supports the comprehensive program, and should state how the partnership is mutually beneficial to the partner and to the LEA. The letter must be signed by the lead contact for each partnership. 
Form 8: EETT Competitive Application Checklist
Check or initial by each of the Required Components and Additional Requirements within the form to certify that the application complies with the component and format specifications in the grant application. Include this form in the application package.

District Technology Plan Requirement
Applicants must have a current, state-approved district technology plan that is consistent with SBE-adopted guidelines and the EETT criteria to receive funding. The District Technology Plan must have been submitted online and approved by the CDE by June 30, 2007, to be eligible for this EETT Competitive Round 6 grant. Information is available at www.cde.ca.gov/ls/et/rs/techplan.asp/.
Required Grant Conditions and Assurances
Applicants are required to sign and submit the Required Grant Conditions and Assurances form with their submission of the EETT Competitive application. A copy of the Required Grant Conditions and Assurances form can be found at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07rfa.asp
The Required Grant Conditions and Assurances form includes terms, conditions, and action steps that must be met to receive funding. Please carefully review the Required Grant Conditions and Assurances on the next page. 

As a condition of the receipt of funds under this program, the grantee assures that it will comply with the following Grant Assurances:


1. Administer the grant in accordance with all applicable federal and state laws and regulations.

2. Maintain control of funds and title to property acquired with program funds in the public agencies. Exercise reasonable care in ensuring the safety of property acquired with program funds and either acquire or maintain appropriate and adequate insurance coverage.

3. Use proper methods of administering the program, including correction of any deficiencies identified through audits, monitoring, or evaluation.

4. Cooperate in carrying out any evaluation of the program conducted by, or for, the United States Department of Education, the CDE, or other federal or state officials.
5. Comply with CDE or CTAP requests to share successful EETT Competitive best practices with other school districts in California or the nation via workshops, technology conferences, or electronic communications. 
6. Use fiscal control and fund accountability procedures as will ensure proper disbursement of, and accounting for, federal funds paid under the program, including the use of the federal funds to supplement, and not supplant, state and local funds, and maintenance of effort (20 USC § 8891).

7. Operate programs and services in compliance with Title VI and Title VII of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964, Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972, the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, and the Americans with Disabilities Act. 

8. Make reports to the state agency as may reasonably be necessary to enable the state agency to perform its duties, and maintain such records and provide access to those records as the state agency deems necessary. Such records shall include, but not be limited to, records which fully disclose the amount and disposition by the grantee of those funds, the total cost of the activity for which the funds are used, the share of that cost provided from other sources, and such other records as will facilitate an effective audit. The recipient shall maintain such records for three years after the completion of the activities for which the funds are used (34 CFR §76.722, §76.730, §76.731, §76.734, §76.760; 34 CFR §80.42).

9. Repay any funds which have been determined through a federal or state audit resolution process to have been misspent, misapplied, or otherwise not properly accounted for, and further agree to pay any collection fees that may subsequently be imposed by the federal and/or state government.

10. Ensure that its governing board has a policy in compliance with state law requiring LEAs to expel from school, for a period of not less than one year, a student who is determined to have brought a firearm to school under the jurisdiction of the grantee (20 USC §8921, Gun Free Schools Act – see California Education Code §48915). 

11. Maintain and, upon request, provide to the CDE a written affirmation signed by officials of each participating private school that the equitable participation consultation required by Title IX of NCLB Act of 2001, sections 9501-9504 (Uniform Provisions) has occurred, and make provision for the participation of eligible private elementary and secondary schools in the technology planning process, as applicable.

12. Administer the activities funded by this grant in such a manner so as to be consistent with state academic content standards.

13. Obligate all grant funds by end date of the grant award period (by June 30, 2009) or re-pay any funding received, but not obligated as well as any interest earned over one-hundred dollars on the funds. See the Definition of Obligation (Appendix D).

14. Maintain fiscal procedures to minimize the time elapsing between the transfer of the funds from the CDE and disbursement.

15. Comply with the reporting requirements and submit any required report forms by the due dates specified.

16. Ensure that any curriculum-based software purchased with grant funding is part of a state-adopted program or has been reviewed by the California Learning Resources Network (CLRN), if appropriate, and found to be consistent with SBE-adopted Content Standards. The CLRN reviews supplemental electronic learning resources for students. Additional information regarding CLRN may be accessed at http://www.clrn.org.
17. Ensure that any hardware purchased with grant funding meets the Technical Specifications for Computers Purchased or Leased Under EETT Funding (see Appendix B at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07rfa.asp). If Environmental and Spatial Technology (EAST) is selected as a program option, ensure that any hardware/software purchased with grant funding that will be used for the EAST classes will meet the minimum technical specifications for computers/software as designated by the EAST Initiative. The specifications can be found at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07rfa.asp
18. Agree to the CDE site visitations for the purpose of monitoring grant implementation and expenditures and provide all requested documentation to the CDE personnel in a timely manner.

19. Agree that the CDE has the right to intervene, renegotiate the grant, and/or cancel the grant if the grant recipient fails to comply with grant requirements. 

20. Agree to submit: (1) Performance Reports by the deadline stipulated by the CDE; (2) any evaluation data requested by the CDE; (3) Expenditure Certifications as required (4) End of Period Expenditure Reports; (5) data from participating Teachers’ Ed Tech Profile technology assessment profile results; and (6) data from the California School Technology Survey (CSTS). Districts must have completed the 2007 CSTS for the district and all sites for which funding is requested. The survey may be accessed at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ls/et/rs/techsurvey.asp.
21. Agree to comply with specific requirements of the professional development model described in the EETT Competitive grant application (i.e., attending required trainings, service contracts, etc).

22. Agree that teachers participating in the professional development program at each site funded by this grant will complete pre and post Ed Tech Profile technology assessments during the following time period:  July 1, 2007 – June 30, 2008, July 1, 2008 – June 30, 2009, and July 1, 2009 – June 30, 2010 if a Follow-Up grant is awarded.
23. Agree that eligibility for the one-time Follow-Up grant will be approved by the CDE, if funding is available, and when the LEA can demonstrate that they have met or made significant progress* in meeting their application performance goals. Calculations for the Follow-Up grant will be based on the most current certified CBEDS data. *(Significant progress is defined as the grantee meeting a minimum of 70 percent of the growth targets between baseline percentages and projected outcomes as stated in the grantee’s Form 3.) 
24. Agree that funds will be used only in the school(s) identified in this application. Funds may be moved from one funded site to another funded site, as needed, to support the research-based programs.
25. Ensure that expenditures are consistent with the federal Education Department Guidelines Administrative Regulations (EDGAR). The website may be accessed at: http://www.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/cfrassemble.cgi?title=199834 under Title 34 Education. 

26. Have a current, state-approved district technology plan that is consistent with SBE-adopted guidelines and EETT criteria at the time of grant funding.

27. Ensure that all districts listed in the application are compliant with the Children’s Internet Protection Act. Legislation regarding this Act may be accessed at: http://ftp.fcc.gov/Bureaus/Common_Carrier/Orders/2001/fcc01120.doc.
28. Attend a program implementation / evaluation meeting located in Sacramento (exact meeting time, date and location will be disseminated to grantees via e-mail). The EETT Competitive grant budget may include travel costs for this trip. 

Section III. Application Forms
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	Round
	Region


California Department of Education

Enhancing Education Through Technology (EETT) 

Competitive Round 6

eettc07f1 (06/07)
EETT Form 1: Application Title Page
Enhancing Education Through Technology (EETT) 

Competitive Grant Round 6

Application for Funding
APPLICATION SUBMISSION DEADLINE:
July 27, 2007, 5:00 p.m.
NOTE: Please print or type all information

	Return to: 
Education Technology Office 

California Department of Education


1430 N Street, Suite 6308 


Sacramento, CA 95814
	

	
	Due:
July 27, 2007

	District Name (if consortium, enter lead district name)


	County/District Code:

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	District Address
	· Check here if Direct Funded Charter and enter the CDS School Code below: 

	City
	Zip Code
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Primary Grant Contact Name 


	Telephone
	Fax Number 

	Title


	E-mail Address

	CERTIFICATION/ASSURANCE SECTION: As the duly authorized representative of the applicant, I have read all assurances, certifications, terms, and conditions associated with this EETT Competitive program; and I agree to comply with all requirements as a condition of funding. I certify that all applicable state and federal rules and regulations will be observed and that to the best of my knowledge, the information contained in this application is correct and complete.
.

. 

	Printed Name of Superintendent or Designee


	Telephone



	Superintendent or Designee Signature

	Date




EETT Form 2: Project Summary
Using no more than one page, provide a concise description of the proposed comprehensive program to be implemented, including how private schools were included in the grant planning discussions. If there are no eligible private schools within the LEA attendance area, include a statement with this notation.
The EETT Competitive grant Project Summary should be written so that the information could be used in a press release. The Project Summary will be considered in the Scoring Criteria (Appendix F), but does not count as part of the 25-page Project Narrative maximum. 

EETT Form 2a: Small School District Summary Addendum 
(required if applicable)
Based on AB 2706 (Berg), a small school district* or consortiums of small school districts are eligible to receive priority scoring in grant reviews. *Note: Small school districts are defined as follows (consistent with Education Code Section 44046):

1. A unified school district having an ADA of less than 1,501.

2. An elementary school district having an ADA of less than 901.

3. A high school district having an ADA of less than 301.

If applicable, include this completed Form 2a with the grant application.

Using no more than one page per small school district contained in the application, answer the following questions: 

1. What was the CBEDS enrollment in the district in the 2006-07 school year? 

2. What was the district’s Average Daily Attendance (ADA) in the 2006-07 school year from the district’s annual Principal’s Apportionment report?
3. What is the student-to-computer ratio of multimedia computers in the district that are four years old or newer as reported on the CA School Technology Surveys in 2007? 
EETT Form 3: Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation
	1. Program for Students to Increase Technology Literacy, Curriculum Integration, and Academic Achievement

	Required Performance Goal 1.0: Students in the target group participating in the Program for Students will achieve grade level proficiency with technology literacy and will use technology as a tool to support meeting state academic content standards.

	Required Program Objective 1a to be achieved by 6/30/09: The percentage of students in the target group* that meet grade-level proficiency with technology literacy**, as specified in the standards-aligned Program for Students, will increase by a total of____% points (annually. – If Year 2 Target Group is different from the Year 1).
Year 1 Performance Benchmark: From 2007 baseline of ____% to ___% proficient by June 30, 2008 
Year 2 Performance Benchmark: From 2008 baseline of ____% to ___% proficient by June 30, 2009.

· *Check here if the Year 2 Target Group is different from the Year 1 Target Group for this Objective.

** Refer to the CDE definition of Technology Literacy on page 22 of RFA. Proficiency with Technology Literacy as specified by LEA in the Project Narrative.



	Required Program Objective 1b to be achieved by 6/30/09: The percentage of students in the target group* who improve academic achievement of state content standards** through the use of technology, as specified in the Program for Students, will increase by a total of____% points (annually. – If Year 2 Target Group is different from the Year 1).
Year 1 Performance Benchmark: From 2007 baseline of  ___% to ___% by June 30, 2008 

Year 2 Performance Benchmark: From 2008 baseline of ___% to ___% by June 30, 2009.
· *Check here if the Year 2 Target Group is different from the Year 1 Target Group for this Objective. 
**Academic content focus area(s) and standards specified by the LEA in the Project Narrative.



	Goal 1 Data Instruments and Data to be Collected
	Goal 1 Data Collection Schedule

	Required Data Element 1: Classroom Observations-Student Data: Identify the classroom observation instrument and data to be collected.
	Required Data Element 1 Collection: <Title –i.e. program evaluator, principal, etc.> will conduct a minimum of <insert number> classroom observations. Observations will take place on a schedule of <insert number> time(s) per <insert frequency (i.e., month, semester, etc.>.

	Data Element 2: List other optional Data Elements. EXAMPLE: Student Tech Literacy Data Survey / % proficient and above. (Note: Use an assessment instrument that is relevant to the objectives of the project. The Ed Tech Profile student survey is one option.)
	Data Element 2 Collection: State when and how often the element of data will be collected during the school year EXAMPLE:  Pre/Post Tech Use data collected during each year of the two year program: pre surveys in Oct. and post surveys in May.

	Data Element 3: List other optional Data Elements EXAMPLE: Pre/post standards aligned curriculum assessment for subject areas specified in narrative / % proficient and above.
	Data Element 3 Collection: EXAMPLE:  Standards aligned assessment data collected annually in May.

	Add additional Data Elements as needed.
	

	If necessary, you can change the format of the Forms but NOT the required content as specified in the original RFA.


	1. Program for Students to Increase Technology Literacy, Curriculum Integration, and Academic Achievement  
(continued)

	Required Performance Goal 1.0: Students in the target group participating in the Program for Students will achieve grade level proficiency with technology literacy and will use technology as a tool to support meeting state academic content standards. (continued)

	If the project targets students in multiple grade levels, including 8th grade (e.g. 7 and 8th graders), you must complete Objective 1c. 
If the EETT project will not target any 8th graders or targets only 8th graders, skip this objective.
Objective 1c requires separate and distinct performance growth benchmarks for the 8th grade target students included in the multiple grade level performance growth benchmarks in Objective 1a.
Required Program Objective 1c for projects that target students in multiple grade levels that include 8th grade to be achieved by 6/30/09:  The percentage of 8th grade target students* that meet grade-level proficiency with technology literacy*, as specified in the standards-aligned Program for Students, will increase by ____% points annually.

Year 1 Performance Benchmark for 8th Grade Students: From 2007 baseline of____% to ___% proficient by June 30, 2008.

Year 2 Performance Benchmark for 8th Grade Students: From 2008 baseline of____% to ___% proficient by June 30, 2009.
*Refer to the CDE definition of Technology Literacy on page 22 of RFA. Proficiency with Technology Literacy as described by LEA in the Project Narrative.


	Optional Program Objective 1d to be achieved by 6/30/09:  You may add additional measurable objectives and benchmarks to this goal as is appropriate for the EETT Competitive Student Program outlined in your Project Narrative. Or delete this row if not applicable.
Year 1 Performance Benchmark: From 2007 baseline of____% to ___% by June 30, 2008 
Year 2 Performance Benchmark: From 2008 baseline of____% to ___% by June 30, 2009.
· *Check here if the Year 2 Target Group is different from the Year 1 Target Group for this Objective.


	Goal 1 Data Instruments and Data to be Collected
	Goal 1 Data Collection Schedule

	Required Data Element 1: Classroom Observations-Student Data: Identify the classroom observation instrument and data to be collected.
	Required Data Element 1 Collection: <Title –i.e. program evaluator, principal, etc.> will conduct a minimum of <insert number> classroom observations. Observations will take place on a schedule of <insert number> time(s) per <insert frequency (i.e., month, semester, etc.>.

	Data Element 2: List other optional Data Elements. EXAMPLE: Student Tech Literacy Data Survey / % proficient and above. (Note: Use an assessment instrument that is relevant to the objectives of your project. The Ed Tech Profile student survey is one option.)
	Data Element 2 Collection: State when and how often the element of data will be collected during the school year EXAMPLE:  Pre/Post Tech Use data collected during each year of the two year program: pre surveys in Oct. and post surveys in May.

	Data Element 3: List other optional Data Elements
	Data Element 3 Collection:

	Add additional Data Elements as needed.
	

	If necessary, you can change the format of the Forms but NOT the required content as specified in the original RFA.


	1.1 Program for Students to Increase Technology Literacy, Curriculum Integration, and Academic Achievement

	Optional Performance Goal 1.1: If appropriate, add other goals that support your EETT Competitive Program for Students as outlined in your Project Narrative. Skip or delete this 1.1 Goal chart if you don’t have an optional 1.1 goal.

	Optional Program Objective 1.1a to be achieved by 6/30/09:  You may add measurable objectives and benchmarks to this goal as is appropriate for the EETT Competitive Program outlined in your Project Narrative. Or delete this row if not applicable.
Year 1 Performance Benchmark: From 2007 baseline of____% to ___% by June 30, 2008. 
Year 2 Performance Benchmark: From 2008 baseline of____% to ___% by June 30, 2009.
· *Check here if the Year 2 Target Group is different from the Year 1 Target Group for this Objective.


	Goal 1.1 Data Instruments and Data to be Collected
	Goal 1.1 Data Collection Schedule

	Data Element 1: Name Data instruments and the data you will collect.
	Data Element 1 Collection: State when and how often the element of data will be collected during the school year.

	Data Element 2: List other optional Data Elements
	Data Element 2 Collection: 

	Data Element 3: List other optional Data Elements
	Data Element 3 Collection:

	Add additional Data Elements as needed.
	

	If necessary, you can change the format of the Forms but NOT the required content as specified in the original RFA.


	2.  Professional Development to Increase Technology Literacy, Curriculum Integration, and Academic Achievement

	Required Performance Goal 2.0: Teachers in the target group participating in professional development on education technology will become proficient with technology literacy and will use technology to improve student achievement in the academic content areas specified in the Project Narrative.

	Required Program Objective 2a to be achieved by 6/30/09:  The percentage of teachers in the target group* proficient with technology literacy** as specified in the Project Narrative, will increase by a total of____% points (annually. – If Year 2 Target Group is different from the Year 1).
Year 1 Performance Benchmark: From 2007 baseline proficiency of ____% to ___% proficient by June 30, 2008. 
Year 2 Performance Benchmark: From 2008 baseline proficiency of ____% to ___% proficient by June 30, 2009.
· *Check here if the Year 2 Target Group is different from the Year 1 Target Group for this Objective.
** Refer to the CDE definition of Technology Literacy on page 22 of RFA. Proficiency with Technology Literacy as specified by LEA in the Project Narrative.

	Required Program Objective 2b to be achieved by 6/30/09:  The percentage of teachers in the target group* who effectively integrate technology in the curriculum**, to support student academic achievement as specified in the Project Narrative, will increase by a total of____% points (annually - if different target group in year 2).
Year 1 Performance Benchmark: From 2007 baseline proficiency of ____% to ___% proficient by June 30, 2008. 
Year 2 Performance Benchmark: From 2008 baseline proficiency of ____% to ___% proficient by June 30, 2009.
· *Check here if the Year 2 Target Group is different from the Year 1 Target Group for this Objective.
** Refer to the CDE definition of Technology Curriculum Integration on page 22 of RFA. Proficiency with Curriculum Integration as specified by LEA in the Project Narrative.


	Goal 2 Data Instruments and Data to be Collected
	 Goal 2 Data Collection Schedule

	Required Data Element 1: Classroom Observations –Teacher Data: Identify the classroom observation instrument and data to be collected.
	Required Data Element 1 Collection: <Title –i.e. program evaluator, principal, etc.> will conduct a minimum of <insert number> classroom observations. Observations will take place on a schedule of <insert number> time(s) per <insert frequency (i.e., month, semester, etc.>.

	Required Data Element 2: Annual Pre/Post completion of the state Ed Tech Profile survey for teachers. (http://edtechprofile.org/).


	Required Data Element 2 Collection: Pre/Post Tech Survey data collected during each year of the two year program. State Frequency: <insert >   (EXAMPLE: Pre surveys in October and Post surveys in May of each year).

	Data Element 3: List other optional Data Elements
	Data Element 3 Collection:

	Add additional Data Elements as needed.
	

	If necessary, you can change the format of the Forms but NOT the required content as specified in the original RFA.


	2.1   Professional Development to Increase Technology Literacy, Curriculum Integration, and Academic Achievement

	Optional Performance Goal 2.1: If appropriate, add other goals that support your EETT Competitive Program as outlined in your Project Narrative. Skip or delete this 2.1 Goal chart if you don’t have an optional 2.1 goal.

	Optional Program Objective 2.1a to be achieved by 6/30/09:  You may add measurable objectives and benchmarks to this goal as is appropriate for the EETT Competitive Program outlined in your Project Narrative. Or delete this row if not applicable.
Year 1 Performance Benchmark: From 2007 baseline of____% to ___% by June 30, 2008. 
Year 2 Performance Benchmark: From 2008 baseline of____% to ___% by June 30, 2009.
· *Check here if the Year 2 Target Group is different from the Year 1 Target Group for this Objective.


	Goal 2.1 Data Instruments and Data to be Collected
	Goal 2.1 Data Collection Schedule

	Data Element 1: Name Data instruments and the data you will collect.
	Data Element 1 Collection: State when and how often the element of data will be collected during the school year.

	Data Element 2: List other optional Data Elements
	Data Element 2 Collection: 

	Data Element 3: List other optional Data Elements
	Data Element 3 Collection:

	Add additional Data Elements as needed.
	

	If necessary, you can change the format of the Forms but NOT the required content as specified in the original RFA.


	3. Expand Access to Technology and Provide Technology Support 





	Required Performance Goal 3: All students and teachers in the target group will have expanded access to up-to-date technology and will have access to the technical support necessary to implement the EETT Competitive program.

	Required Program Objective 3a to be achieved by 6/30/09: The average student-to- computer* ratio for target students in target classrooms will decrease to <insert ratio> by 6/30/09. *Only include computers four years old or newer when determining your ratios.

Year 1 Performance Benchmark: From 2007 baseline student-to-computer* ratio of <insert ratio> to <insert ratio> by June 30, 2008 
Year 2 Performance Benchmark: From 2008 baseline student-to-computer* ratio of <insert ratio> to <insert ratio> by June 30, 2009.


	Optional Program Objective 3b: You may add additional measurable objectives and benchmarks to this goal as is appropriate for the EETT Competitive Program outlined in your Project Narrative. Or delete this row if not applicable.

Year 1 Performance Benchmark: From 2007 baseline of____% to ___% by June 30, 2008. 

Year 2 Performance Benchmark: From 2008 baseline of____% to ___% by June 30, 2009.

· *Check here if Year 2 Target Group is different from Year 1 Target Group for this Objective.


	Goal 3 Data Instruments and Data to be Collected
	Goal 3 Data Collection Schedule

	Required Data Element 1: California School Technology Survey (CSTS) / student to computer ratio. 
	Required Data Element 1 Collection: Will complete the CSTS Annually between January and March during CDE’s open completion window. http://www.cde.ca.gov/ls/et/rs/techsurvey.asp

	Data Element 2: List other optional Data Elements.
	Data Element 2 Collection: 

	Data Element 3: List other optional Data Elements.
	Data Element 3 Collection:

	Add additional Data Elements as needed.
	

	If necessary, you can change the format of the Forms but NOT the required content as specified in the original RFA.


	3.1 Expand Access to Technology and Provide Technology Support





	Optional Performance Goal(s) 3.1: If appropriate, add other goals that support your EETT Competitive Program as outlined in your Project Narrative. Skip or delete this 3.1 Goal chart if you don’t have an optional 3.1 goal.

	Optional Program Objective 3.1a to be achieved by 6/30/09:  You may add measurable objectives and benchmarks to this goal as is appropriate for the EETT Competitive Program outlined in your Project Narrative. Or delete this row if not applicable.
Year 1 Performance Benchmark: From 2007 baseline proficiency of ____% to ___% proficient by June 30, 2008. 
Year 2 Performance Benchmark: From 2008 baseline proficiency of ____% to ___% proficient by June 30, 2009.
· *Check here if the Year 2 Target Group is different from the Year 1 Target Group for this Objective.

	Goal 3.1 Data Instruments and Data to be Collected
	Goal 3.1 Data Collection Schedule

	Data Element 1: Name Data instruments and the data you will collect.
	Data Element 1 Collection: State when and how often the element of data will be collected during the school year.

	Data Element 2:  List other optional Data Elements.
	Data Element 2 Collection: 

	Data Element 3:  List other optional Data Elements.
	Data Element 3 Collection:

	Add additional Data Elements as needed.
	

	If necessary, you can change the format of the Forms but NOT the required content as specified in the original RFA.


	4. Communication and Collaboration Among Home, School, and Community  





	Required Performance Goal 4: Technology will be used to establish and/ or improve communication and collaboration among home, school, and community to support student learning.

	Required Program Objective 4a to be achieved by 6/30/09: You must enter your own measurable objective based on your Project Narrative. Include a baseline and benchmark growth target for each program year, for example:

The percentage of ______ will increase by a total of____% points (annually. – *If Year 2 Target Group is different from the Year 1).
Year 1 Performance Benchmark: From 2007 baseline of ____% to ____% by June 30, 2008. 
Year 2 Performance Benchmark: From 2008 baseline of ____% to ____% by June 30, 2009.
· *Check here if the Year 2 Target Group is different from the Year 1 Target Group for this Objective.


	Optional Program Objective 4b: You may add additional measurable objectives and benchmarks to this goal as is appropriate for the EETT Competitive Program outlined in your Project Narrative. Or delete this row if not applicable.

Year 1 Performance Benchmark: From 2007 baseline of____% to ___% by June 30, 2008. 

Year 2 Performance Benchmark: From 2008 baseline of____% to ___% by June 30, 2009.

· *Check here if the Year 2 Target Group is different from the Year 1 Target Group for this Objective.


	Goal 4 Data Instruments and Data to be Collected
	Goal 4 Data Collection Schedule

	Data Element 1: Name Data instruments and the data you will collect.
	Data Element 1 Collection: State when and how often the element of data will be collected during the school year.

	Data Element 2:  List other optional Data Elements.
	Data Element 2 Collection: 

	Data Element 3:  List other optional Data Elements.
	Data Element 3 Collection:

	Add additional Data Elements as needed.
	

	If necessary, you can change the format of the Forms but NOT the required content as specified in the original RFA.


	4.1 Communication and Collaboration Among Home, School, and Community







	Optional Performance Goal(s) 4.1: If appropriate, add other goals that support your EETT Competitive Program as outlined in your Project Narrative. Skip or delete this 4.1 Goal chart if you don’t have an optional 4.1 goal.

	Optional Program Objective 4.1a to be achieved by 6/30/09:  You may add measurable objectives and benchmarks to this goal as is appropriate for the EETT Competitive Program outlined in your Project Narrative. Or delete this row if not applicable.
Year 1 Performance Benchmark: From 2007 baseline of ____% to ____% by June 30, 2008. 
Year 2 Performance Benchmark: From 2008 baseline of ____% to ___% by June 30, 2009.
· *Check here if the Year 2 Target Group is different from the Year 1 Target Group for this Objective.


	Goal 4.1 Data Instruments and Data to be Collected
	 Goal 4.1 Data Collection Schedule

	Data Element 1: Name Data instruments and the data you will collect.
	Data Element 1 Collection: State when and how often the element of data will be collected during the school year.

	Data Element 2:  List other optional Data Elements.
	Data Element 2 Collection: 

	Data Element 3:  List other optional Data Elements.
	Data Element 3 Collection:

	Add additional Data Elements as needed.
	

	If necessary, you can change the format of the Forms but NOT the required content as specified in the original RFA.


EETT Form 4: Key Action Steps and Timeline
Directions: 

· Describe the key strategies and actions that will be implemented in years one and two to achieve your performance goals, objectives and benchmarks outlined on Form 3 and described in your Project Narrative.

· Number each strategy/action correlated to the number of the performance goal (e.g., 1.a, 1.b, 2a, 2b, etc.).

· List the approximate beginning and end timeframe for the strategy or action.

· List the lead project team members responsible for each strategy or action. 

· Expand and/or copy and paste additional charts as needed.

	Goal 1: Key strategies or actions to increase students’ grade level proficiency with technology literacy and use of technology as a tool to support meeting state academic content standards as outlined in our Project Narrative.

	Strategy or Action
	Begin
	End
	Lead Person(s) Responsible

	For example: Plan and administer Ed Tech Profile Student Tech Pre-Survey


	Sept. ‘07

Sept. ‘08
	Oct. ‘07

Oct. ‘08
	Name, Title

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	1a. 
	
	
	


Expand and/or copy and paste additional charts as needed.

EETT Form 4: Key Action Steps and Timeline 








(continued)
	Goal 2: Key professional development strategies or actions that will lead to teacher proficiency with technology literacy and curriculum integration to improve student achievement in the academic content areas specified in the Project Narrative.

	Strategy or Action
	Begin
	End
	Lead Person(s) Responsible

	For example: Plan and administer Ed Tech Profile Teacher Tech Pre-Survey


	Sept. ‘07

Sept. ‘08
	Oct. ‘07

Oct. ‘08
	Name, Title

	2a. 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Expand and/or copy and paste additional charts as needed.

EETT Form 4: Key Action Steps and Timeline 








(continued)
	Goal 3: Key strategies or actions to expand access to up-to-date technology and provide tech support for all students and teachers in the target group as outlined in our Project Narrative.

	Strategy or Action
	Begin
	End
	Lead Person(s) Responsible

	For example: Purchase hardware/ software; calendar and communicate hardware rollout plans.
	Sept. ‘07
	Oct. ‘07
	Name, Title

	3a. 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Expand and/or copy and paste additional charts as needed.

EETT Form 4: Key Action Steps and Timeline 








(continued)
	Goal 4: Key strategies or actions to use technology tools to establish or improve communication and collaboration among home, school and community to support students’ learning need as outlined in our Project Narrative.

	Strategy or Action
	Begin
	End
	Lead Person(s) Responsible

	For example: Plan and administer a communication and collaboration 
Pre-Survey to Parents of Target Students 
	Sept. ‘07

Sept. ‘08
	Oct. ‘07

Oct. ‘08
	Name, Title

	4a. 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


Expand and/or copy and paste additional charts as needed.
EETT Form 5: Projected Budget and Budget Narrative

District or LEA name: _______________________________________

Provide a brief description for each Object of Expenditure by state fiscal year. The budget and budget narrative should be tied to program goals and should provide adequate support for program activities through the obligation date of June 30, 2009. The budget does not have to be expended equally in each of the two years The district has the flexibility to expend their grant award over two years to meet the needs their individual program. For example, a district may choose to expend 30 percent of their total grant award in year one and 70 percent in year two, or vice-versa. However, the rationale for the allocation of the budget in year one and year two must be aligned to the program implementation plan stated in the Project Narrative. (See Payment Schedule on pages 14-15 for additional details.)

	EETT Form 5: Projected Budget


	$300 per eligible student to be spent over 
two years.

	Object of Expenditure
	FY 07-08
	FY 08-09

	1000 - 1999 Certificated Salaries
	
	

	2000 - 2999 Classified Salaries
	
	

	3000 - 3999 Benefits for certificated and classified staff
	
	

	4000 - 4999 Books / Materials / Supplies
	
	

	5300 - 5999 Services and Other Operating Expenses 
	
	

	5200 Travel
	
	

	Indirect (Use indirect rate for the fiscal year in which the funding will be spent. For indirect rates and FAQs, see: http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/ac/ic/ .Do not include 5100 Subagreements for Services or 6000-6999 Capitol Outlay or in your indirect calculations)
	
	

	5100 Subagreements for Services
A subagreement results when an LEA delegates part or all of an instructional or support activity to a third party.
	
	

	6000 - 6999 Capitol Outlay
	
	

	TOTAL Amount Budgeted for Funding Years 1 and 2
	
	

	LEA Total anticipated EETT Competitive Round 6 Grant Award 
@ $300 per eligible student.
	$__________________

	Percent of total EETT Competitive funds you will allocate in year 1 and in year 2 budget for Prof. Development. 
(Professional development funding in year 1 and year 2 must equal a minimum of 25 percent of total anticipated grant award.)
	%
	%



Copy or expand form as needed. 
EETT Example Form 5: Year One Budget Narrative 

Provide a description of each Object of Expenditure in sufficient detail to give grant readers a complete picture of how funds will be allocated for each category for each year. In other words, relate what you are spending, when, and why. For each budget year, in the budget narrative row below Total Costs, explain what expenditures will be allocated for the 25 percent minimum professional development requirement. If applicable, note any funding that will be leveraged and any in-kind contributions that will support program goals. (See the Budget Narrative Examples for Year 1and Year 2 that follow.)
	Object Code
	Amt.
	Expenditures for Yr1 Project Narrative Activities and Purchases

	1000-1999

Certificated Salaries
	$
	For example: 
$25,000 = $100 sub cost X 5 sub days X 50 Target Teachers for EETT Competitive professional development. …Etc.

	2000-2999

Classified 
	$
	For example:

$50,000 = Costs for additional EETT Competitive program Tech Support …Etc.

	3000-3999

Benefits
	$
	For example: 

District benefit rate for Certificated =15% of pay X Pay = benefit costs

District benefit rate for Classified =45% of pay X Pay = benefit costs

	4000-4999

Books/

Materials/ Supplies
	$
	For example: 

$7,800 = 5 Lead Teachers’ laptops with productivity software 

$1250 = 50 1GB thumb drives @ $25 each for target teachers as a professional development incentive …Etc.

	5300-5999

Services/Other Operating Expenses 
	$
	For example: 

$7000 = 10 days @ $700 per day for external evaluator 

$7000 = 10 days @ $700 per day for external Prof. Dev. Facilitator

$14,000 = 20 days @ $700 per day for external EETT Competitive  Program Coordinator …Etc.

	5200 Travel
	$
	For example: 

Mandatory CDE EETT Competitive Workshop, two days in Sacramento – Fall 2007 …Etc.

	Indirect 
	$
	Please indicate the indirect rate you used for Year One.

	5100 Subagreements for Services
	$
	For example: 
Subcontracting with a community organization or another LEA to provide activities for the program.

	6000-6999

Capitol Outlay
	$
	For example: 

$175,000 = 5 Laptop carts @ $35,000 each. Each cart includes 20 laptops loaded with Office software, one LCD projector, and one color laser printer. Etc.

	TOTAL COSTS
	$
	

	Percent of Total Grant Award Allocated for Prof. Develop. in Year 1
	% 
	For example: 

$70,823= Total spent on Professional Development (PD) in Year 1= ~18%. 
List expenditures  you included for Professional development in order to derive Prof. dev % for yr.1: such as pay for subs, trainers, incentives, etc.

	Total Value of leveraged and/ or in-kind funding – Year 1
	$
	List the amount and source of any funding that will be leveraged and/ or any in-kind contributions that will support Year One program goals.


EETT Example Form 5: Year Two Budget Narrative

(continued)
	Object Code
	Amt.
	Expenditures for Yr2 Project Narrative Activities and Purchases

	1000-1999

Certificated Salaries
	$
	See Year One Budget Narrative Examples

	2000-2999

Classified 
	$
	See Year One Budget Narrative Examples

	3000-3999

Benefits
	$
	See Year One Budget Narrative Examples

	4000-4999

Books/

Materials/ Supplies
	$
	See Year One Budget Narrative Examples

	5100; 
5300-5999

Services/Other Operating Expenses 
	$
	See Year One Budget Narrative Examples

	5200 Travel
	$
	See Year One Budget Narrative Examples

	Indirect 


	$
	Please indicate the indirect rate you will use for Year Two.

	5100 Sub agreements for Services
	$
	See Year One Budget Narrative Examples

	6000-6999

Capitol Outlay
	$
	See Year One Budget Narrative Examples

	TOTAL COSTS
	$
	

	Percent of Total Grant Award allocated for prof. develop. in Year Two
	% 
	For example: 

$29,177= Total spent on Professional Development (PD) in Year Two
 = ~7% spent on PD in Year Two.
List expenditures  you included for Professional development in order to derive Prof. dev % for yr.2: such as pay for subs, trainers, incentives, etc. 7% yr.2  + 18% yr.1 = 25% Total.

	Total Value of leveraged and/ or in-kind funding.
	$
	List the amount and source of any funding that will be leveraged and/ or any in-kind contributions that will support Year Two program goals.


EETT Form 5: Year One Budget Narrative Form 

Use this Form 5 for your Year One Budget Narrative. Copy or expand form as needed.

	Object Code
	Amt.
	Expenditures for Yr1 Project Narrative Activities and Purchases

	1000-1999

Certificated Salaries
	$
	

	2000-2999

Classified 
	$
	

	3000-3999

Benefits
	$
	

	4000-4999

Books/

Materials/ Supplies
	$
	

	5300-5999

Services/Other Operating Expenses 
	$
	

	5200 Travel
	$
	

	Indirect  Rate
2007-08
	$
	

	5100 Subagreements for Services
	$
	

	6000-6999

Capitol Outlay
	$
	

	TOTAL COSTS
	$
	

	Percent of Total Grant Award Allocated for Prof. Develop. in Year 1
	% 
	

	Total Value of leveraged and/ or in-kind funding – Year 1
	$
	


(Budget Narrative for Year 2 on Following Page)

EETT Form 5: Year Two Budget Narrative Form

Use this Form 5 for your Year Two Budget Narrative. Copy or expand form as needed.

	Object Code
	Amt.
	Expenditures for Yr2 Project Narrative Activities and Purchases

	1000-1999

Certificated Salaries
	$
	

	2000-2999

Classified 
	$
	

	3000-3999

Benefits
	$
	

	4000-4999

Books/

Materials/ Supplies
	$
	

	5100; 
5300-5999

Services/Other Operating Expenses 
	$
	

	5200 Travel
	$
	

	Indirect  Rate

2008-09
	$
	

	5100 Subagreements for Services
	$
	

	6000-6999

Capitol Outlay
	$
	

	TOTAL COSTS
	$
	

	Percent of Total Grant Award allocated for prof. develop. in Year Two
	% 
	

	Total Value of leveraged and/ or in-kind funding.
	$
	


	EETT Form 6: Priority List of LEA’s Applicant Schools

	List below all the schools serving grades four through eight for which the district or consortium is applying for funding. Number the schools by priority ranking (i.e., 1, 2, 3, etc.). Add rows to this form as needed. Note: Direct funded charter schools must apply separately or as part of a consortium.

NOTE: This grant is a one-time implementation grant. If a school received full funding in a prior EETT Competitive Round, that school is no longer eligible to receive EETT Competitive funds in subsequent rounds. 



	Lead LEA CDS Code
	EETT COMPETITIVE  Round 6 Lead LEA Name

	
	

	Eligible School CDS Code
	Eligible LEA School Names 
	Priority Rank School
	Charter “X”

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


EETT Form 7: Partnership and/or Consortium Applicants

Complete this form only if applying as part of a consortium and/or partnership. To receive the maximum points on the Scoring Criteria, a brief letter, approximately one page in length, (written on the partner’s letterhead) summarizing how the partnership between the partner and the LEA is mutually beneficial and supports the comprehensive program must be included for each partnership. The letter must be signed by the lead contact for each partnership. 

Please list the lead school district and all applicants within the consortium and/or partnership. The CDS Code is required for all consortium members and is optional for partnership members. Add additional rows to this form as needed.

CDS Code
Lead District Name
CDS Code
Consortium / District Names (If Applicable)
CDS Code 
Partnership Member Names

(If Applicable)

EETT Form 8: EETT Competitive Application Checklist

Required Components
The following components must be included as part of the application. Check or initial by each and include this form in the application package.


Form 1: Application Title Page


(Must be signed by Superintendent at lead LEA)


Form 2: Project Summary


Form 2a: Project Summary Small School District Addendum (If applicable)


Project Narrative (with all six sections and respective headings)

· All pages in the narrative are individually numbered, beginning with number 1.

· Narrative Pages do not exceed 25.

· Line numbers are included on all narrative pages.

· Narrative pages do not contain more than 36 lines per page.


Form 3: Accountability Measures/Evaluation


Form 4: Strategies and Timeline 


Form 5: Projected Budget and Budget Narrative


Form 6: Priority List of Schools for which the District, Consortium, and/or Partnership is Applying


Form 7: Partnership and/or Consortium Applicants

A signed copy of the EETT Competitive Grant Conditions and Assurances http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07rfa.asp

A signed copy of the Certification Regarding Lobbying, Debarment, Suspension and Other Responsibility Matters, and Drug-Free Workplace Requirements. http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07rfa.asp
Additional Requirements

__ Submit one original signed application (blue ink) and three copies.

__ All application pages are on 8 ½ x 11 inch paper, printed on a single side, with one inch margins.
__ Submit one digital copy of the EETT Competitive application on CD with LEA name.

(The CD e-copy of the application does not require signatures.)

Section IV. Appendices

Appendix A: Certifications, Grant Conditions and Assurances 

EETT Competitive Applicants are required to complete, sign, and submit these two forms with their application. 

1. A signed copy of the Certification Regarding Lobbying, Debarment, Suspension and Other Responsibility Matters, and Drug-Free Workplace Requirements. 
2. A signed copy of the EETT Competitive Grant Conditions and Assurance. 
These two forms may be accessed at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07rfa.asp .
Appendix B: 
Technical Specifications for Computers Purchased 
or Leased With EETT Funds
The Technical Specifications for Computers Purchased or Leased with EETT Funding may be accessed at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07rfa.asp . 

Appendix B-1: Technical Specifications for EAST Program 
The Environmental and Spatial Technology (EAST) program has required Technology Specifications to ensure that any hardware/software purchased with grant funding that will be used for the EAST classes will meet the minimum technical specifications for computers/software as designated by the EAST Initiative. Any deviations from technical specifications must be approved by EAST Initiative. EAST tech requirements can be found at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07rfa.asp .
For more information, visit the EAST web site: http://www.eastinitiative.org/ .

Appendix C: Common Data Elements

The State Educational Technology Directors Association (SETDA), Common Data Elements document may be accessed at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/fg/fo/r5/eettc07rfa.asp .
Appendix D: Definition of Obligation

	If the obligation is for:
	The obligation is made:

	Acquisition of real or personal property
	On the date on which the Local Educational Agency (LEA) makes a binding written commitment to acquire the property.

	Personal services by an employee of the LEA
	When the services are performed.

	Personal services by a contractor 
who is not an employee of the LEA
	On the date on which the LEA makes a binding written commitment to obtain the services.

	Performance of work other than 
personal services
	On the date on which the LEA makes a binding written commitment to obtain the services.

	Public utility services
	When the LEA receives the services.

	Travel
	When the travel is taken.

	Rental of real or personal property
	When the LEA uses the property.


Appendix E: Examples of Research-based Programs and Strategies

In your EETT Competitive Project Narrative, you must cite evidence that your program is based on relevant research. The following is a list of examples of the types of research-based technology integration programs and strategies that you can integrate in your EETT Competitive Project and is provided to you as a project planning resource only. There is no competitive advantage to integrating any of the following examples of research based programs and/or strategies. 

APD: Apple Professional Development
http://www.apple.com/education/solutions/apd/
CARET: Visit the Center for Applied Research in Educational Technology for additional research-based strategies.

http://caret.iste.org/ 

CTAP: Regional research-based technology integration programs and strategies. 

http://ctap.k12.ca.us/regions/ 

EAST Initiative: Environmental and Spatial Technology, Inc.
http://www.eastinitiative.org/
eMINTS: enhancing Missouri’s Instructional Networked Teaching Strategies
http://www.emints.org/
GenYes: Generation YES - Technology Integration and Student Empowerment

http://www.genyes.org/programs/ 

Intel® Teach Program 

http://www.intel.com/education/teach/index.htm
ISTE NETS Seal of Alignment 

http://www.iste.org/Content/NavigationMenu/NETS/Seal_of_Alignment_and_Review_Process/NETS_Review/Seal_of_Alignment/Seal_of_Alignment.htm 

Appendix F: EETT Competitive Scoring Criteria

Application Presentation

	Scored Application
Elements
	
	Acceptable

3-5 points

Score: _____
	
	
	Not Acceptable
0-2 points

Score: _____

	The application is professionally presented and easy to follow. Format requirements have been followed.

Questions to consider:

1. Is the font large enough to read easily?

2. Are all major sections of the application present and clearly labeled?

3. Does the application provide a clear and organized description of the proposed program?

4. Is the application generally free of spelling and grammatical errors?

5. Does the application meet the CDE format requirements?
	
	1. The font is large enough to read easily (for example, it is a 12-point font).

2. The required sections of the application are all present and clearly labeled.

3. The application is well organized and easy to understand.

4. There are no distracting spelling and/or grammatical errors.

5. Narrative pages are all numbered. There are line numbers on all narrative pages. Project Narrative pages do not exceed 25. Line numbers per page do not exceed 36 lines. 


	
	
	1. The font size in all or part of the application is so small that it interferes with easy reading.

2. Required sections are not missing. Labels or section titles do not correspond with required sections.

3. The application is vague or choppy.

4. The application contains numerous spelling and/or grammatical errors that detract from the application content.

5. Format requirements have not been followed (i.e., line numbers missing, more than 36 lines per page, more than 25 pages in the Project Narrative section, page numbers missing from narrative.




A. Program for Students (Project Narrative and Forms determine section score.)
	Scored 

Application
Elements
	
	Makes a Strong Case

(11-15 points)
Score: _____
	Makes an Adequate Case

(6-10 points)
Score: _____
	Makes an Inadequate Case

(0-5 points)
Score:____

	1. Description of the LEA’s research-based Program for Students. 

2. Description of how students will use their technology proficiencies in the Program for Students academic focus area(s) to improve student achievement of identified grade level state academic content standards.

3. Identify the grade level(s) of students in the target group(s) in year one and year two and the number of target students - per grade level, if applicable. Explains why the student target group(s) was selected. Describe how student target group will be tracked over time.
4. Describe the technology literacy and academic learning needs of the students in the target group(s) and describe how the LEA’s research-based Program for Students will meet their learning needs.
5. Describe how the Program for Students aligns with the Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation on Form 3.
6. Describe how the Program for Students will be implemented and explain how the program strategies or actions listed in the Strategies and Timeline (Form 4) will assist target students in meeting the performance goal(s) and objectives outlined on 
Form 3.

7. Describe how the EETT Competitive program implementation support structure at the district and school site level will help ensure success for the Program for Students.
8. Were private schools included in grant discussions?
 
	
	1. The application clearly describes the LEA’s research-based Program for Students for year one and year two. 
· Scientific research is cited. i.e., peer-reviewed articles, scientific and/or subject content journals, papers presented at professional organizations, etc.
· The student Technology Literacy proficiencies targeted are clearly delineated.

· The identified Technology Literacy proficiencies integrate the CDE’s definition of Technology Literacy and the NCLB goal of technological literacy for all students by the end of 8th grade.

· The academic area(s) and content standard(s) the Program for Students will focus on in year one and year two are clearly delineated.

· The Program for Students identifies the technology resources (hardware, software, infrastructure, and peripherals) to be acquired for students. The program narrative is clearly aligned to expenditures in budget form 5.
2. How students will use their technology proficiencies to improve student achievement of identified grade level state academic content standards is clearly described. 

· Technology use in the academic Program for Students is clearly aligned with the CDE definition of Curriculum Integration and supports the NCLB Title II, Part D primary goal to improve student achievement.
· Technology use is innovative and integral to the success of the program; goals could not be achieved without it.
· Proposed grant activities require specific technology to be used on a regular basis. 
3. It is clear who constitutes the student target group in year one and year two, including why students were selected, how many students will participate from which grade level(s), the academic area(s) of focus. The Program for Students describes how student target group will be tracked over time.
4. Baseline student data on the technology literacy and academic learning needs of the students in the target group were collected and reported in the application. It is clear how the Program for Students is linked to identified learning needs.

5. The Program for Students is clearly aligned to the related Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation on Form 3.
6. The Program for Students implementation plan is clearly described and is consistent with, and will be fully supported by, the strategies listed on Form 4. The Timeline includes major milestones (i.e.; implementation, formative and summative evaluation, technology resource acquisition and installation, data reporting to CDE, etc).
7. There is strong administrative commitment to implement and support the Program for Students. There will be district and school level program oversight. Policies are in place (or will be implemented) to ensure full technology integration to support. students in the target group (i.e., re-arranging teaching and/or release time schedules, committing budget support).

8. Inclusion of private schools in grant discussions is evident, or if there were no eligible private schools within attendance boundaries, a verification statement is included (Form 2).

	1. The application includes an adequate description of the research-based Program for Students for year one and year two.
· Most citations are relevant and scientific.
· The student Technology Literacy proficiencies targeted are defined.

· The identified Technology Literacy proficiencies support the CDE’s definition of Technology Literacy and the NCLB goal of technological literacy for all students by the end of 8th grade.

· The academic area(s) and content standard(s) the Program for Students will focus on in year one and year two are identified. 
· The Program for Students identifies the technology resources (hardware, software, infrastructure, and peripherals) to be acquired. The program narrative adequately aligns with expenditures in budget form 5.

2. How students will use their technology proficiencies to improve student achievement of identified grade level state academic content standards is adequately described. 

· Technology use in the academic Program for Students is adequately aligned to the CDE definition of Curriculum Integration and supports the NCLB Title II, Part D primary goal to improve student achievement.
· Use of technology is important to the success of the program; it would be difficult to accomplish goals without it.
· Proposed grant activities encourage technology to be used on a regular basis.
3. The student target group is identified for year one and year two. There is an adequate description of why students were selected, the number of students and the academic area(s) of focus. The student target group will be tracked over time.

4. Baseline student data on the technology literacy and academic learning needs of the students in the target group was collected and referenced in the application. The Program for Students is adequately linked to identified learning needs.
5. The Program for Students is adequately aligned to the related Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation on Form 3.
6. The Program for Students implementation plan is adequately described and is supported by, the strategies listed on Form 4. The Timeline includes most of the major milestones.
7. There is administrative commitment to implement the Program for Students. Administrators will support the program by being involved in planning meetings, assisting with seeking community/partner assistance, articulating program goals, etc.
N/A

 
	1. The application includes a limited description of the research-based Program for Students for year one and year two with little to no details.
· Little or no citations of scientific research are offered to support the program.
· The Program for Students provides little or no information on the student Technology Literacy proficiencies to be targeted.
· If Technology Literacy proficiencies are identified, it is unclear how they support the CDE’s definition of Technology Literacy and the NCLB goal of technological literacy for all students by the end of 8th grade.

· The academic area(s) and content standard(s) the Program for Students will focus on in year one and year two are not identified or vague.

· Does not identify the technology resources (hardware, software, infrastructure, and peripherals) to be acquired or the description is vague. Little or no alignment between the description and expenditures in budget form 5.

2. How students will use their technology proficiencies to improve student achievement of identified grade level state academic content standards is vague or missing. 
· Little or no alignment to the CDE definition of Curriculum Integration and NCLB goal to improve student achievement.

· There is a limited link between proposed grant activities and type and/or amount of technology to be used.
3. The student target group may be identified for year one and year two, but details are vague or missing. It is difficult to determine the number of students, or the academic focus area(s). Why students were selected for the target group may be vague or missing. It is not clear how the target group will be tracked over time.
4. Baseline student data on the technology literacy and academic learning needs of the students in the target group was not collected or vague. Target student data does not drive the Program for Students.
5. There is little or no evidence the Program for Students is aligned with the performance goals, objectives, and benchmarks on Form 3.
6. Limited or no implementation plans are addressed. The Program for Students has limited to no consistency or support from, the strategies listed on Form 4. The Timeline includes few of the major milestones.
7. There is little or no mention and/or evidence of administrative support for the Program for Students.
8. There is no mention of private school participation in the grant discussion process in any part of the application.




B. Professional Development Program (Project Narrative and Forms determine section score.)
	Scored 

Application
Elements
	
	Makes a Strong Case

(11-15 points)
Score: _____
	Makes an Adequate Case

(6-10 points)
Score: _____
	Makes an Inadequate Case

(0-5 points)
Score:____

	1. Describe the LEA’s research-based Professional Development Program.
2. Describe the teacher target group(s). Explain how the teacher target group(s) was selected. 
3. Describe the technology literacy and curriculum integration learning needs of the teacher target group(s). Describe how your program will meet the identified learning needs. 
4. Describe how teachers in the target group will use technology to improve student achievement of identified grade level state content standards specified in the Program for Students. 
5. Describe how the Professional Development Program aligns with the application Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation (Form 3).
6. Describe how the Professional Development Program will be implemented and explain how the program strategies or actions listed in the Strategies and Timeline (Form 4) will assist target teachers in meeting the performance goal(s) and objectives outlined on 
Form 3.
7. Describe how the EETT Competitive program implementation support structure at the district and school site level will help ensure Professional Development Program success.

	
	1. The application clearly describes the LEA’s high-quality, comprehensive, and ongoing research-based Professional Development Program for year one and year two. 
· Scientific research is cited. 

· The Technology Literacy and Curriculum Integration proficiencies the Professional Development Program will target are clearly delineated.

· The identified Technology Literacy and Curriculum Integration professional development and technology use integrate the CDE definitions of Technology Literacy and Curriculum Integration and support the primary NCLB, Title II, Part D goal to improve student achievement. 

· Clearly describes technology resources (hardware, software, infrastructure, peripherals, and other incentives) for target teachers.

· Teachers have opportunities for interactions with professional learning communities.
2. It is clear how many teachers will participate in the Professional Development Program, how they were selected, their grade level(s), subject area focus, the number of hours of training they will receive, and how participation will be monitored. Ample time has been allowed for teacher training and support.
3. Baseline data on target teachers’ technology literacy and curriculum integration learning needs were collected and reported in the application. The target teacher data clearly drives the Professional Development Program for Teachers.
4. There is a comprehensive explanation of how teachers will use technology to improve student achievement of the content standards identified in the Program for Students. 

5. The Professional Development Program is clearly aligned to the related Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation on Form 3.
6. It is clear how the Professional Development Program will be implemented. The program is clearly consistent with, and will be fully supported by, the strategies listed on Form 4. The Timeline includes major milestones (i.e.; implementation, formative and summative evaluation, technology resource acquisition and installation, data reporting to CDE, etc).
7. There is strong administrative commitment to assist with the implementation of the Professional Development Program at the district and school site level. Administrators support the program by providing professional development support, being involved in advisory meetings, and assisting with seeking community/partner assistance, articulating program goals, etc.
	1. The application includes an adequate description of the LEA’s high-quality, comprehensive, and ongoing research-based Professional Development Program for year one and year two. 
· Most citations are relevant and scientific.
· The Technology Literacy and Curriculum Integration proficiencies the Professional Development Program will target are identified.

· The identified Technology Literacy and Curriculum Integration professional development and technology support the CDE definitions of Technology Literacy and Curriculum Integration and support the primary NCLB, Title II, Part D goal to improve student achievement. 

· Identifies technology resources (hardware, software, infrastructure, peripherals, and other incentives) for target teachers.

2. The teacher target group(s) is identified for year one and year two. There is an adequate description of how they were selected, their grade level(s), subject area focus, the number of hours of training they will receive, and how participation will be monitored. Adequate time has been allowed for teacher training and support.
3. Baseline data on target teachers’ technology literacy and curriculum integration learning needs were collected and reported in the application. The target teacher data adequately drives the Professional Development Program for Teachers.
4. There is an adequate explanation of how teachers will use technology to improve student achievement of the content standards identified in the Program for Students. 

5. The Professional Development Program is adequately aligned to the related Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation on Form 3.
6. The Professional Development Program implementation plan is adequately described and is supported by, the strategies listed on Form 4. The Timeline includes most of the major milestones.
7. There is adequate administrative commitment to implement the Professional Development Program. 

	1. The application describes the LEA’s high-quality, comprehensive, and ongoing research-based Professional Development Program for year one and year two. 
· Little or no citations of scientific research are offered to support the program.
· The program provides little or no information about the Technology Literacy and Curriculum Integration proficiencies the Professional Development Program will target.  

· If Technology Literacy and Curriculum Integration professional development are identified, it is unclear how they support the CDE definitions of Technology Literacy and Curriculum Integration and support the primary NCLB, Title II, Part D goal to improve student achievement. 

· Little or no identification of technology resources or incentives for target teachers.

2. The teacher target group(s) may be identified for year one and year two, but details are vague or missing. How teachers were selected, their grade level(s), subject area focus, and the number of hours of training they will receive, and how participation will be monitored is vague or missing. Inadequate time has been allowed for teacher training and support.
3. Baseline data on target teachers’ technology literacy and curriculum integration learning needs were not collected or vague. The target teacher data does not drive the Professional Development Program for Teachers.
4. There is little or no explanation of how teachers will use technology to improve student achievement of the content standards identified in the Program for Students. 

5. There is little or no evidence that the Professional Development Program aligns to the related Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation on Form 3.
6. Limited or no implementation plans are addressed. The Professional Development Program has limited to no consistency or support from, the strategies listed on Form 4. The Timeline includes few of the major milestones.
7. There is little or no mention or evidence of administrative support for the Professional Development Program.



C. Expand Access to Technology and Provide Technology Support 
(Project Narrative and Forms determine section score.)
	Scored 

Application
Elements
	
	Makes a Strong Case

(11-15 points)
Score: _____
	Makes an Adequate Case

(6-10 points)
Score: _____
	Makes an Inadequate Case

(0-5 points)
Score:____

	1. Identify the current student-to-computer ratio used by the students and teachers in the target group. This ratio should be consistent with the data provided for the 2007 California School Technology Survey (CSTS). Districts may wish to consider the age of computers when setting the benchmark ratios. The CDE only considers computers four years old or newer to be up to date. 

2. Describe the existing electronic learning resources, infrastructure, hardware, peripherals and technical support that will be used by the target group of students and teachers to meet the EETT Competitive goals.

3. Describe the new electronic learning resources, infrastructure, and equipment to-be-acquired. Describe how the new resources will support the comprehensive program; where the new electronic learning resources, infrastructure and equipment will be located; and how the acquisition and placement will support the comprehensive program.

4. Describe how technology resources, either currently existing or to-be-acquired, will be used to support data-driven decision-making.

5. Describe how adequate technical support will be provided to support the EETT Competitive program.

6. Describe how this section of the Project Narrative aligns with the application performance goal(s), objectives, and benchmark(s) contained in Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation (Form 3).
7. Describe how this section of the Project Narrative will be implemented and its alignment with the strategies or actions listed on Strategies and Timeline (Form 4).

8. Describe how the EETT Competitive program implementation support structure at the district and school site level will help ensure program success with this goal.

	
	1. The application provides a clear description of the current status of technology access, including the student-to-multimedia computer ratio and Internet connectivity for all classrooms serving teachers and students in the target group.

2. It is clear what existing electronic learning resources, including infrastructure, equipment, and technical support, will be incorporated into the program.

3. All the technology tools/resources integral to the program will be acquired and used (i.e., e-mail, Web access, and tools for data-driven decision making). Most, if not all, technology will be placed in classrooms. Prior to placing any equipment in labs, all target classrooms will have sufficient technology to ensure that students and teachers have access to technology tools whenever they need them to support their work. Strategies to expand access to technology tools have been incorporated.

4. The application clearly describes how technology tools will be used to support data-driven decision-making.

5. The technical support to be provided is clearly described and will serve the needs of all targeted teachers and students. Measures are in place to limit equipment “down time”.

6. The program narrative is clearly consistent with the performance goals, objectives, and benchmarks on Form 3. It is clear that the program will provide expanded access to technology and electronic learning resources for the target group. 

7. The program is clearly consistent with, and will be supported by, the strategies listed on Form 4. The Timeline includes major milestones (i.e., selecting and ordering equipment and electronic learning resources, completion of technology surveys, etc.)
8. There is strong administrative commitment to assist with the implementation of the Expanded Access plans at the district and school site level.
	1. The application provides an adequate description of the current status of technology access, including the student-to-multimedia computer ratio and Internet connectivity for all classrooms serving teachers and students in the target group.

2. There is an adequate accounting of what existing learning resources, infrastructure, equipment and technical support will be incorporated into the program.

3. Most of the technology tools/resources integral to the program will be acquired and used (i.e., e-mail, Web access, tools for data-driven decision making). Technology will be placed primarily in classrooms.

4. The application adequately describes how technology tools will be used to support data-driven decision-making.

5. The technical support described will adequately serve the program.

6. The program narrative is consistent with the performance goals, objectives, and benchmarks on Form 3. Expanded access will be provided and will likely benefit the target group.

7. The program is consistent with, and will be supported by, the strategies listed on Form 4. The Timeline includes most of the major milestones.
8. There is adequate administrative commitment to implement the Expanded Access plans specified in application.

	1. There is little or no description of the current status of access to technology for teachers and students in the target group.

2. There is little or no mention of the existing learning resources, infrastructure, equipment and technical support that will be incorporated into the program.

3. There will be little or no acquisition of technology tools/resources integral to the program. Technology will be accessed almost exclusively in labs.

4. The description of how technology tools will be used to support data-driven decision-making is vague or may be missing.

5. There is no clear evidence of technical support for the program, making program success highly questionable.

6. The program narrative is not consistent with the performance goals, objectives, and benchmarks on Form 3. Expanding access to the target group is not apparent. 

7. The program is not consistent with, and/or does not appear to be supported by, the strategies on Form 4. The Timeline is missing key milestones that could put the program in jeopardy.

8. There is little or no mention or evidence of administrative support for the Expanded Access plans.



D. Communication and Collaboration Among Home, School and Community 
(Project Narrative, Partnership Letter(s), and Forms determine section score.)
	Scored 

Application
Elements
	
	Makes a Strong Case

(11-15 points)
Score: _____
	Makes an Adequate Case

(6-10 points)
Score: _____
	Makes an Inadequate Case

(0-5 points)
Score:____

	1. Describe how technology will be used to establish or improve communication and collaboration among home, school and community.
2. Describe how students’ learning needs will be supported through the use of technology for communication and collaboration among home, school, and community.

3. Describe the partnerships among home, school, and community. How will the partnerships listed on the Partnership and/or Consortium Applicants (Form 7) help to improve communication and collaboration among home, school, and community. 
4. Describe how successful EETT Competitive strategies will be disseminated to other schools, Local Educational Agencies (LEAs), and State Educational Agencies at the conclusion of the program. 

5. Describe how this section of the Project Narrative aligns with the application performance goal(s), objectives, and benchmark(s) contained in Program Goals, Objectives, Data Collection, and Evaluation (Form 3). 
6. Describe how this section of the Project Narrative will be implemented and its alignment with the strategies or actions listed on Strategies and Timeline (Form 4).

7. Describe how the administrative commitment for student/teacher access to methods of electronic communication (such as e-mail and/or Web access) will help ensure program success.
	
	1. The application provides a clear description of how technology will be used to establish or improve communication and collaboration among home, school and community. 

2. There is a clear description of how students’ learning needs will be supported through the use of technology for communication and collaboration among home, school, and community. The use of technology will clearly enhance the comprehensive program. Program goals could not be accomplished without technology.

3. Partnerships among home, school, and community entities are well defined and clearly support the comprehensive program. There is a letter of support from each entity listed on Form 7. The letter(s) detail a mutually beneficial partnership relationship.
4. A process has been established to share successful strategies with others and includes parents, district and community members.

5. The program is clearly aligned with the performance goals, objectives, and benchmarks on Form 3.

6. The program is clearly aligned with, and will be fully supported by the strategies listed on Form 4. The Timeline includes major milestones that will support program goals.

7. There is strong administrative commitment for student/teacher access to methods of electronic communication (such as e-mail and/or Web access) to promote program success.

	1. The application provides an adequate description of how technology will be used to establish or improve communication and collaboration among home, school and community.

2. There is an adequate description of how students’ learning needs will be supported through the use of technology for communication and collaboration among home, school, and community. The use of technology will enhance the comprehensive program.

3. Partnerships among home, school, and community entities are adequately defined and appear to support the program. Partnership letters, as appropriate, are included in the application.

4. A process has been described to share successful strategies with others that includes the district and may also include community members.

5. The program is adequately aligned with the performance goals, objectives, and benchmarks on Form 3.

6. The program is adequately aligned with, and will be supported by the strategies listed on Form 4. The Timeline includes most of the major milestones.

7. There is adequate administrative commitment for student/teacher access to methods of electronic communication.
 
	1. There is no evidence of how technology will be used to establish or improve communication and collaboration among home, school and community.

2. It is unclear how students’ learning needs will be supported through the use of technology for communication and collaboration among home, school, and community, and it is unclear how the use of technology will enhance the comprehensive program.

3. Partnerships among home, school, and community entities are vague or missing. Partnerships discussed in the narrative are not aligned to those listed on Form 7. Letters of support from each entity listed on Form 7 are not included.

4. The process for sharing successful strategies is too vague to determine impact or may be missing. 

5. The program is not aligned with the performance goals, objectives, and benchmarks on Form 3.

6. The program is not aligned with, or does not appear to be supported by the strategies listed on Form 4. The Timeline is missing key milestones that could put this portion of the program in jeopardy.

7. There is no clear evidence of administrative support for student/teacher access to methods of electronic communication to promote program success. District policies may prevent electronic communication from being implemented.




E. Evaluation (Project Narrative and Forms determine section score.)
	Scored 

Application
Elements
	
	Makes a Strong Case

(14-20 points)
Score: _____
	Makes an Adequate Case

(7-13 points)
Score: _____
	Makes an Inadequate Case

(0-6 points)
Score:____

	1. Describe the data to be collected over time and the data instrument(s) that will be used to evaluate each program objective, listed under each of the goals on Form 3. 

2. Identify how the data will be collected and reported. Identify roles and responsibilities for data collection and reporting. Identify who will be responsible for timely communication of data results to stakeholders as well as when and how program data will be communicated.

3. Describe the continuous data-driven improvement process for monitoring the impact the comprehensive program is having on improving teaching and learning, expanding access to technology and increasing communication/ collaboration among home, school and community. Define evaluation roles and responsibilities.

4. The evaluation plan must clearly address ALL the required performance goals. If additional goals have been included, there must be a clear relationship to the required performance goals and to the purpose of the comprehensive program.

5. Describe the process for documenting progress on the performance goals, objectives, and benchmarks to determine eligibility for the Follow-Up grant.

6. Describe the process for collecting the necessary data for the required Semi-Annual and Annual Performance Reports.
	
	1. The data to be collected is clearly defined. Multiple data instruments including required data instruments and locally selected instruments are clearly described and are aligned to data components on Form 3. Common Data Elements will be collected. Form 4 reflects data collection for all performance goals over time.
2. There is a clearly defined process to collect and report data on all of the program performance goals. Roles and responsibilities are clearly defined. 

3. The evaluation process and results will be used to form the basis of a continuous review, refinement, and improvement cycle for the comprehensive program. The evaluation process is thorough, reasonable, and viable. The process incorporates data-driven decision-making to determine progress and success for ALL program performance goals.
4. The additional performance goal(s), if included, have a clear relationship to the required performance goals and the purpose of the comprehensive program (as described in the narrative).

5. The Evaluation documentation process and results will provide the CDE with all the information needed to determine readiness for the Follow-Up grant.
6. There is a clearly defined process with assigned tasks for gathering and reporting data for the Semi-Annual and Annual Performance Reports.
	1. The data to be collected is adequately defined. Multiple data instruments are sufficiently described and are aligned to data instruments entered on Form 3. Common Data Elements will be collected. Form 4 reflects data collection over time for most performance goals.
2. There is a process to collect and report data on most of the program performance goals. Roles and responsibilities are adequately defined.
3. An adequate evaluation process is described that incorporates data-driven decision-making to determine progress and success for most program performance goals.
4. The additional performance goal(s), if included, have an adequate relationship to the required performance goals and the purpose of the comprehensive program.
5. The Evaluation documentation process and results will provide the CDE with adequate information needed to determine readiness for the Follow-Up grant.
6. There is an adequate process for gathering and reporting data for the Semi-Annual and Annual Performance Reports.
	1. The description of the data to be collected or the instruments to be used to collect the data is vague or missing or has a weak connection to the data elements entered on Form 3. Common Data Elements will not be collected. Form 4 does not reflect data collection over time for performance goals.
2. The process to collect and report data is vague or missing. Little or no relationship to program performance goals. Roles and responsibilities are vague or missing. 
3. The evaluation process is vague or missing. The process does not incorporate data-driven decision-making to determine progress and success on program performance goals.
4. There appears to be little or no relationship between additional goals (if included) and the required performance goals and purpose of the comprehensive program. Additional goals may seem to be added as an afterthought rather than as an integral part of the program.
5. The Evaluation documentation process and results are vague or missing. The process will provide the CDE with limited or no information needed to determine readiness for the Follow-Up grant.
6. The process for gathering and reporting data for the Semi Annual and Annual Performance Reports is vague or may be missing.


F. Follow Up Grant and Program Sustainability (Project Narrative and Forms determine section score.)
	Scored 

Application
Elements
	
	Makes a Strong Case

4-5 points
Score: _____
	Makes an Adequate Case

2-3 points
Score: _____
	Makes an Inadequate Case
0-1 point
Score: _____

	1. If you successfully complete the EETT Competitive grant program and federal funding is available, describe how the Follow-Up grant will be used to help sustain or expand the EETT Competitive Round 6 program.

2. Describe other funding sources or partnerships that may contribute to the sustainability or expansion of the EETT Competitive Round 6 program, at the conclusion of the two-year grant.
	
	1. A clear description is given on how the Follow-Up grant will be used to help sustain or expand the EETT Competitive Round 6 program.
2. Other funding sources or partnerships that will contribute to the sustainability or expansion of the EETT Competitive Round 6 program, at the conclusion of the two-year grant, have been clearly identified.

	1. An adequate description is given on how the Follow-Up grant will be used to help sustain or expand the EETT Competitive Round 6 program.
2. Other funding sources or partnerships that may contribute to the sustainability or expansion of the EETT Competitive Round 6 program, at the conclusion of the two-year grant, have been adequately identified.
	1. The description on how the Follow-Up grant will be used to help sustain or expand the EETT Competitive Round 6 program is vague or missing.
2. The description of other funding sources or partnerships that may contribute to the sustainability or expansion of the EETT Competitive Round 6 program, at the conclusion of the two-year grant are vague or missing.


G. Projected Budget and Budget Narrative (Project Narrative and Form 5 determine section score.)
	Scored 

Application
Elements
	
	Makes a Strong Case

7-10 points
Score: _____
	Makes an Adequate Case

3-6 points
Score: _____
	Makes an Inadequate Case

0-2 points
Score:____

	1. Describe the connection among proposed expenditures and program needs, goals and strategies. Form 5 is aligned to the expenditures described in the Project Narrative.

2. A minimum of 25 percent of the total grant award must be allocated for high-quality professional development in the budget and explained in the budget narrative.

3. Define and justify the technology resources to be acquired and the expenditures.

4. Describe leveraged funds and/or in-kind contributions that will enhance the program.
	
	1. There is a clear and strong connection among proposed expenditures and program needs, goals and strategies. Proposed expenditures will support the program.
2. A minimum of 25 percent allocation for the total amount of the grant for high-quality professional development has been clearly documented and explained in the budget narrative. 

3. Technology resources to be acquired are clearly explained. There is a strong tie between the proposed technology expenditures and the program goals.
4. The LEA will leverage funds from more than one source. In-kind contributions will be provided by the LEA and/or partnerships. The additional funds/contributions will be used to support and enhance the program.
	1. There is an adequate connection among proposed expenditures and program needs, goals and strategies. Proposed expenditures will likely support the program.  
2. A minimum of 25 percent allocation for the total amount of the grant for high-quality professional development has been adequately documented and explained in the budget narrative. 
3. Technology resources to be acquired are adequately explained. A link can be made from the budget and narrative to the program goals.
4. The LEA will leverage funds from at least one other source. In-kind contributions will be provided by the LEA and/or partnerships. The additional funds/contributions will likely support and enhance the program.
	1. There is limited or no connection among proposed expenditures and program needs, goals and strategies. Some proposed expenditures lack details to help determine program support.

2. It is not clear from the budget narrative if 25 percent of the total grant has been allocated for high-quality professional development. Expenditures associated with professional development may be questionable.
3. The description of the Technology resources to be acquired is so minimal that it is difficult to determine if proposed expenditures are tied to program goals. 
4. Plans to leverage funding are minimal or not identified. In-kind contributions have not been documented or were not provided.


Appendix G: EETT Competitive Reviewer’s Score Sheet Summary

Name of Applicant District (LEA): 
  County District Code:

Reviewer’s Name 


	Criteria Section
	Maximum 

Possible Points
	Points Assigned by Reader



Application Presentation 

5       
________

a. Program for Students

15     
________

b. Professional Development

15
________

c. Expand Access to Technology and Provide Technology Support

15
________

d. Communication and Collaboration Among Home, School & Community
15
________

e. Evaluation

20
________

f. Follow-Up Grant and Sustainability

  5
________

g. Projected Budget and Budget Narrative

10
________



Total Score      


I certify that the scores on this page reflect my unbiased and objective judgment of this application. 

I understand that I may not disclose the results of the review with anyone.

Signature:_______________________________________________________________________________________________
Appendix H: Examples of Community Partners

	Types of Community Partners
	For example...

	Business/Corporations
	Local businesses, Local media (newspapers, magazines, radio, TV, cable stations), national corporations and franchises.

	Universities and Educational Institutions
	Colleges, universities, high schools, and other educational institutions and organizations, such as CTAP.

	Health Care Organizations
	Hospitals, health care centers, mental health facilities, health departments, health foundations and associations.

	Government and Military Agencies
	Fire departments, police departments, chamber of commerce, city council, other local and state government agencies and departments.

	National Service and Volunteer Organizations
	Rotary Club, Lions Club, Kiwanis Club, VISTA, Concerned Black Men, Inc., Shriners, Boy and Girl Scouts, YWCA, United Way, Americorp, Urban League.

	Faith Organizations
	Churches, mosques, synagogues, other religious organizations and charities.

	Senior Citizen Organizations
	Nursing homes, senior volunteer and service organizations.

	Cultural and Recreational Institutions
	Zoos, museums, libraries, recreational centers.

	Other Community Organizations
	Fraternities, sororities, foundations, neighborhood associations, political, alumni, and local service organizations.

	Community Individuals
	Individual volunteers from the surrounding school community.
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Regional California Technology Assistance Project (CTAP) staff is available to assist any eligible district with the application process, technology plan submission process, and completion of the reporting requirements (i.e., EdTechProfile and the CSTS). Information about CTAP, as well as the contact information for the region, may be accessed at � HYPERLINK "http://www.cde.ca.gov/ls/et/rs/ctap.asp" ��http://www.cde.ca.gov/ls/et/rs/ctap.asp�.
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Deadline for Submission of EETT Competitive Grant Application:


July 27, 2007, 5:00 p.m.


Faxed or e-mailed submissions will not be accepted. 













































































This is a one-time implementation grant for schools in a district. Therefore, if an individual school has received full funding in any prior year, that school may not be funded in this EETT C application. If a school was only partially funded in a prior EETT C application round, that school may be partially funded in Round 6 for their remaining EETT C funds.
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