Title IID ESEA Legislation, Guidelines and EDEN Reporting Requiring the Evaluation of Title IID Enhancing Education Through Technology


ESEA Legislation:  
The Elementary and Secondary Education Act (NCLB) identifies the following under Title IID Enhancing Education Through Technology:

SEC. 2402. PURPOSES AND GOALS. (b) GOALS-
(1) PRIMARY GOAL- The primary goal of this part is to improve student academic achievement through the use of technology in elementary schools and secondary schools.
(2) ADDITIONAL GOALS- The additional goals of this part are the following:
(A) To assist every student in crossing the digital divide by ensuring that every student is technologically literate by the time the student finishes the eighth grade, regardless of the student's race, ethnicity, gender, family income, geographic location, or disability.
(B) To encourage the effective integration of technology resources and systems with teacher training and curriculum development to establish research-based instructional methods that can be widely implemented as best practices by State educational agencies and local educational agencies.

[bookmark: sec2403]SEC. 2415. STATE ACTIVITIES. (5) Developing performance measurement systems to determine the effectiveness of educational technology programs funded under this subpart, particularly in determining the extent to which activities funded under this subpart are effective in integrating technology into curricula and instruction, increasing the ability of teachers to teach, and enabling students to meet challenging State academic content and student academic achievement standards.

SEC. 2416. LOCAL ACTIVITIES. (9) Implementing performance measurement systems to determine the effectiveness of education technology programs funded under this subpart, particularly in determining the extent to which activities funded under this subpart are effective in integrating technology into curricula and instruction, increasing the ability of teachers to teach, and enabling students to meet challenging State academic content and student academic achievement standards.


IID Enhancing Education Through Technology Guidance:
I.  Ed Tech Accountability

I-1.  How will SEAs be held accountable under the Ed Tech program?
An SEA’s State technology plan must include long-term strategies for improving student academic achievement, including technology literacy, through the effective use of technology in classrooms.  These strategies must include improving the capacity of teachers to integrate technology effectively into curricula and instruction.  Each SEA must develop goals for using advanced technology to improve student academic achievement, and those goals must be aligned with State standards.  
To help ensure accountability for Ed Tech funds, SEAs must develop a process and accountability measures that the State will use to evaluate the extent to which activities funded under the program are effective in integrating technology into curricula and instruction.  These accountability measures should evaluate the impact that Ed Tech activities have had on student achievement.  The legislation expressly authorizes States to use funds that are set aside for State-level activities to develop performance measurement systems to determine the effectiveness of educational technology programs supported with Ed Tech funds.  (See ESEA Section 2415(5).)  As part of its monitoring and evaluation of the program, the Department intends to examine the progress that SEAs have made in integrating technology into curricula and instruction and in meeting their goals for using technology to improve student academic achievement.

I-2.  How will LEAs and eligible local entities be held accountable under the Ed Tech Program?
LEAs and eligible local entities must have long-range technology plans that are consistent with the objectives of their SEA’s State plan.  Like SEAs, they must develop strategies for improving student academic achievement through the effective use of technology in classrooms, including improving the capacity of teachers to integrate technology into curricula and instruction.   Furthermore, they must set specific goals, aligned with State standards, for using advanced technology to improve student academic achievement.
To help ensure accountability for Ed Tech funds, LEAs and eligible local entities must also develop a process and accountability measures that they will use to evaluate the extent to which activities funded under the program are effective in (1) integrating technology into curricula and instruction; (2) increasing the ability of teachers to teach; and (3) enabling students to meet challenging State standards.  
Because the Ed Tech program is a State-administered program, the SEA is responsible for ensuring that LEAs and eligible local entities comply with Ed Tech statutory requirements.  In addition, as part of its evaluation of the program, the Department will examine the extent to which LEAs and eligible local entities have effectively used funds to meet the goals of the program.       



EDEN:  

The state  has four required reporting requirements  (not including ARRA reporting) for Title IID under EdFacts where we are required to collect data from districts who receive Title IID funding to address the impact of the education technology funds under ESEA on meeting the goals of the program as indicated above - http://www.ed.gov/edfacts:
1. N028 Computer
1. N071 Personnel Skilled in Technology 
1. N117 8th Grade Technology Literacy
1. N131 LEA End of School Year Status – Integrated Technology Status, DG524
3. Districts are to report “effective and fully integrated technology as defined by the state”. State will define this as 100% of students are proficient in Technology Essential Skills and in meeting the Educational Technology Standards adopted in December, 2008.
3. At this point in time, all districts would be No.  
NOTE:  In discussions with the USED about the lack of clarity in this indicator and the finality, they understand the problem with responding that districts have “fully integrated” something that evolves/changes frequently.  Until this indicator is changed (by reauthorization of the ESEA) Oregon would be reporting that none of our districts have fully integrated technology.  
The discussion is to develop a continuum much like the old CEO Star Chart that identifies a level of technology integration based on a number of different criteria.

