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Objectives

o Setting the Stage

o A Vision of the Future

o Connecting to the Future

o Discussion



Setting the Stage



What are the biggest challenges 

your education system faces?



What are the biggest challenges 

your students face?



How are you using technology to 

overcome these challenges and 

to transform learning for your 

students?



Office of Educational Technology
tech.ed.gov

Works with states, local districts, and 

institutions to develop educational 

technology policy and establish a vision for 

how technology can be used to transform 

teaching and learning and make 

everywhere, all-the-time learning possible 

for early learners through K-12, higher 

education, and adult education.



A Vision of the Future



National Education Technology Plan (2017)
tech.ed.gov/netp









o Learning

o Teaching

o Leadership

o Assessment

o Infrastructure



“The NETP focuses on using 

technology to transform learning 

experiences with the goal of 

providing greater equity and 

accessibility.”

○ connectivity

○ access

○ accessibility





Parkway Mobile Makerspaces
Empowering Librarians as Technology Leaders

tinyurl.com/mobilemakerspaces

Parkway School District (Chesterfield, 

MO)

o Empowering librarians

o Developing capable, curious, 

caring, and confident learners



Stories of EdTech Innovation

tech.ed.gov/stories



“However, to be 

transformative, educators 

need to have the knowledge 

and skills to take full 

advantage of technology-rich 

learning environments.”



Teacher Preparation Policy Brief
tech.ed.gov/teacherprep





From Textbooks to Tech
#G0Open - Educating Students Through Digital Resources

https://tech.ed.gov/stories/columbus

Columbus Municipal School District 

(Columbus, MS)

o Traditional textbooks failed to 

meet standards and not cost 

effective

o Do not lead with technology; 

develop new instructional model 

first

o K-16 Instructional Technology 

Integration Model (K-16 ITI Model)



109 #GoOpen 

Districts



20 #GoOpen States
● Arizona

● California

● Connecticut

● Delaware

● Georgia

● Illinois

● Indiana

● Maryland

● Massachusetts

● Michigan

● North Carolina

● Oklahoma

● Oregon

● Rhode Island

● Tennessee

● Utah

● Vermont

● Virginia

● Washington

● Wisconsin 



Obstacles to Opportunities
#GoOpen - Digital Learning Conversion

https://tech.ed.gov/stories/bristol

Bristol Tennessee City Schools (Bristol, 

TN)

o There are no unicorns

o Don’t forget content creation

o Focus on short term goals

o Create a small core of tech 

evangelists



“Technology-enabled 

assessments support learning 

and teaching by 

communicating evidence of 

learning progress and 

providing insights to teachers; 

administrators; families; and, 

most importantly, the learners 

themselves.”



“For these systemic changes in 

learning to occur, education 

leaders need to create a 

shared vision for how 

technology best can meet the 

needs of all learners and to 

develop a plan that translates 

the vision into action.”



Bear Creek Middle School
Empowering Librarians as Technology Leaders

https://www.thinglink.com/scene/785128426003496961#

Fulton County School District (Atlanta, 

GA)

o Device in itself is not personalized 

learning, but a tool to facilitate 

personalization

o Two-tiered professional learning 

strategy

o 7 instructional principles







● 88% of school districts meet FCC’s minimum 

connectivity goal - 100 MBPS/1000 students

● 34.9 million students (75%) are connected to high 

speed broadband

● Challenge: 11.6 million students still lack high 

speed broadband access

● Cost, lack of physical infrastructure pose 

challenges for rural schools

● Infrastructure Guide

Connectivity



Building Infrastructure for Learning
https://tech.ed.gov/futureready/infrastructure



Key Questions
Important considerations as you plan to bring and increase connectivity

1. Getting Started: Assess Your Current Situation and 

Set Future Goals (Section 1)

2. Getting High-Speed Internet to Schools (Section 2)

3. Getting High-Speed Internet Throughout Schools 

(Section 3)

4. Getting Devices to Students and Teachers (Section 

4)

5. Determining Responsible Use, Student Privacy, and 

Other School Policies (Section 5)



https://tech.ed.gov/files/2015/0

2/Infrastructure-Quick-

Reference.pdf 



When Bus Rides Become Hotspots 
Reducing the Homework Gap

https://tech.ed.gov/stories/internet-access-to-low-income-homes

Sunnyside Unified School District 

(Tucson, AZ) 

o District-provided devices to do 

homework before and after school

o Partnership with Tohono O’odham 

Indian Reservation



Connecting to the Future



How do you know what 

technology is right?



Rapid Cycle Evaluations for Ed Tech



“The RCE Coach” Workflow 



Districts that are interest in 

joining a pilot: edtechrce.org



What is your vision?



Does this vision provide learning 

experiences for all students?



Do your existing resources allow 

you to achieve this vision?



What partners do you need?



What can OET do to support you 

in your transition to digital 

learning?



Student Support and Academic 

Enrichment (SSAE) Updates



FY 2017 SSAE Funding & Timing

» FY 2017 Consolidated Appropriations Act includes a 

total of $400 million for SSAE

» Funds distributed to SEAs in July 2017

» The Act made important changes to SSAE for FY 2017



New Option for FY 2017: Competitive 

Subgrants

» Whereas the SSAE statutory authority only provides for 

formula grants, the appropriations law adds an option 

for States to distribute Title IV, Part A funds 

competitively

» https://safesupportivelearning.ed.gov/sites/default/f

iles/TIVPA%20SSAE%20Webinar%204%20Slides%20v7%20

5.24.2017.pdf

https://safesupportivelearning.ed.gov/sites/default/files/TIVPA SSAE Webinar 4 Slides v7 5.24.2017.pdf


Minimum Allocations for Competitive Subgrants

» If a State distributes funds competitively, the 

minimum expenditure requirements are moved up to 

the State level

» In addition, LEAs receiving competitive subgrants are 

not subject to the minimum expenditure 

requirements applicable to formula subgrants



Percentage of Funds for

Technology Infrastructure 

» An LEA that receives a competitive subgrant only for
activities under the effective use of technology 
content area may use up to 25 percent of funds for 
technology infrastructure



Thank you!

@OfficeOfEdTech

tech.ed.gov

https://www.facebook.com/officeofedtech

https://medium.com/@OfficeofEdTech

Web:

Blog:


