Florida Department of Education/Office of Instructional Technology


2007-2008 REVIEW GUIDANCE

TITLE II, PART D  

STAND-ALONE PROJECT APPLICATION
http://www.ed.gov/policy/elsec/leg/esea02/pg34.html
http://www.ed.gov/policy/elsec/leg/esea02/pg111.html
School district personnel completing a NCLB/Enhancing Education Through Technology (EETT) project application are encouraged to consider review questions outlined below under identified sections. These questions will be used by Department program staff to guide application review efforts. Preparing complete and appropriate response material for each required application component will reduce the need for adjustments.   
	APPLICATION COMPONENT
	REVIEW GUIDANCE
	CHECK 

	DOE100A Application Summary/
Authorization Form 
	· Has the appropriate application authorization documentation been completed by the district and submitted to the FDOE Grants Management Office?
	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 



	Assurances
	· Are all expected general assurances included?
· Are all expected Title II-D program-specific assurances included?

	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 



	Activities
	· Are specific activities described and are alignments to state academic content standards, student achievement standards, and state assessments explained?

· Has the district described how proposed resources and activities will contribute to closing the achievement gap?

· Will the proposed activities support achievement of Title II-D goals and are they consistent with the stated purposes of the program?
	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 



	Consultation for Private School Officials
 
	· Are appropriate private school notification procedures documented? 

· Are strategies and/or procedures described that are intended to ensure equitable service and/or resource provision?
· Has information about the nature of arrangements between the district and any participating private schools been included?   

· Does the information provided constitute a plan of action addressing recent and anticipated private school consultation and inclusion activities?


	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 



	Collaborative Partners 

	· Are specific federal/state/local collaborative partners identified? 

· Does the description identify the type and benefit of the collaborative activities, including the program(s) and the primary target group(s)? 


	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 


	Access to Instructional Technology

	· Are specific strategies, procedures, or steps documented as concerns expanding access to instructional technologies for students in needy schools (and/or within schools identified for school improvement)? 


	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 


	Ongoing Sustained Professional Development

	· Has the district described how it will provide or foster ongoing sustained professional development for teachers and other school personnel?
· Are appropriate technology integration training activities discussed and/or scheduled? 

	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 


	Evaluation Strategies/Accountability Measures
	· Are specific skill evaluation tools and/or instruments discussed in the context of project evaluation and accountability?
· Are strategies to overcome identified student achievement challenges integrated into the project plan?

· Are student technology literacy evaluation plans/goals discussed?

	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 


	EETT Project Focus Identification

	· Has the district identified one or more project focus areas (associated with the Florida Instructional Technology Goals listed)?

· Have specific implementation plans or project activities been described for each selected project focus area?

	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 


	Program Planning and Evaluation

	· Are response selections recorded in association with each identified planning area?

· Are specific activities, resource acquisitions, and/or internal plans described for each separate planning area?

	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 




	Program Planning Snapshot

	· Are one or more measurable implementation plan objectives/targets included for each core program planning area?

· Are monitoring indicators selected for each identified core planning area? 

	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 



	Coordination and Costs

	· Are proposed technology resource acquisitions, service agreements, and professional development costs identified appropriately?
· Are project administration costs identified and do proposed expenses appear to be reasonable and necessary to support the proposed project?

· Is the amount allocated for professional development adequate (i.e. at least 25% of the total request unless a waiver is being requested)?


	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 



	Support for Reading/Strategic Imperatives

	· Are reading improvement initiatives discussed in relation to the proposed project and the support that will be provided?
· Has the district described how this proposed project will support at least one FDOE Strategic Imperative?  

SI 1: Increase the Supply of Highly Effective Teachers
SI 2: Set, Align, and Apply Academic, Curricular and Testing Standards

SI 3: Improve Student Learning & Independence

SI 4: Improve the Quality of Instructional Leadership

SI 5: Increase the Quantity and Improve the Quality of Education Options

SI 6: Align Workforce Education Programs with Skill Requirements of the New Economy

SI 7: Align Financial Resources with Performance

SI 8: Improve Student Opportunities for Access and Advancement


	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 




	Dissemination/Marketing

	· Are specific stakeholder communication methods (websites, newsletters, conference presentations, technology fair events, meetings, etc.) identified that will support and market this proposed project?

	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 



	Reporting Outcomes

	· Has the district discussed how it will ensure that program reporting expectations will be met?

	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 



	General Education Provisions Act (GEPA)
	· Has the district described a process to ensure equitable access to and participation of students, teachers, and other program beneficiaries with special needs?  http://www.ed.gov/fund/grant/apply/appforms/gepa427.pdf

	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 



	DOE 101 Budget Form
	· Do proposed expenditures align with the activities and objectives described in the application?
· Does the budget comply with the Title II-D 25% professional development allocation guideline? 
· Are proposed expenditures appropriate for a Title II-D project?
· Are proposed resource acquisitions and training support supplemental in nature?

	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 



	Professional Development Waiver Request
	· If waiver request documentation has been included (regarding the Title II-D 25% professional development budget guideline), does the material provide an adequate rationale? 
	YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
   NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

               N/A  FORMCHECKBOX 









http://www.firn.edu/doe/bii/itlm/intech/index.html

