- School Board Approval .

Letter of board approval s not 5
“included with the plan,

1o

I

| Letterof approval is limited to
- | acknowledgment of. plan; but does

not commlt to approval

LEVELS OF COMPREHENSIVENESS

Letter of boiard approva! shows

.| slgned by the board chatrman or
- board: memlpers :

. strong:supglort for the plan;, and-is I

No clear technology vision is .

' ‘VISIOI’\ is-skill- based only, and —

Vision | i comprehenswe and _

: Vs . n arttculated in the plan.. - | does not. address the impact.of deals with student learning .
. Visto technology on learnnng and outcomes, not just technology. - o
' mstructlon sutcomes., ‘ R
" COMMENTS: " R R
: Di_st_rict;tev'el teohrt_olo_gy-l.ite.racy . 'Dlstnct-level technologyllteracy - | District-level techinology literacy | . |
" and technology integration goals and technology integration goals - | and techriolegy integration goals _2' , _

Distrlct-Level Technology
Goals

are missing orincomplete,

_exist, but are defined by one.or
more of the following:

‘m Goals may not be clear,
-attainable.or measurabie

n Professmnal devetopment

= Budget needs are not fully
articulated.

needs are not fully articulated. .

are clear,.aitainable and:
measurable. Goals are: broad and
comprehensive, addressing -
teaching ant leaming needs, as

- |, well as. what a student using the

techniology | may ‘doin such an
enwronmenlt Professional
development and budget needs
.| are clearly articulated.” The
-relaticnship;between the ...
technology. Infrastructure and the

learning goais-is clearly stated.
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2007 — 2010 DISTRICT 'T_ECHNO.LOGY PLAN S}.CORiNG'-'RUBR:c |

CRITERIA

“Network and

Telecommunications Goals-

goals or- review/update -
processes are missing or
incomplete. '

2

Desired- services, technologies, and .
level of connectivity are articulated.
Ristrict commitment to on-going
equipment repair and. replacement,
staff developmient, and technical-
support is clearly articulated. In each

- area of the plan, district commltment to
regular review and update is
articulated.

Minimum technology 'siéﬁdérds exist.

_ LEVELS OF COMPREHENSIVENESS

“Minimum techrology standards exist |

and are updated regutarly. Desired
services, technologies, and-level of
connectivity are:.connected to-learning.

| goals Adequate district funding for on-
"going equipment repair and -.
replacement, staff development, and

technical support is-clearly articulated.
in-each area of the plan, district
process and timelines for regular
review and update is articulated, along
with identification of respons:b!e
parties and resources. '

. GOMMENTS:

Building-Level Technology
and-Learning Plan{s)

' Building-Level Technology

and Learning Plan(s) are

missing or.incomplete.

Building-LeveI-Teéh_nb‘logy and Learning Plan(s) are not scored or
evaluated, but are required. If present, score as “2/3".
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" School Board Approval

' Letter of board approva! is. not
| included. W|th the: plan

R

| Letterof 'ai'p."p;fovai is'liml'tea o

' acknowledgment of plan, but does
not commit to approval

- LEVELS OF COMPREHENSIVENESS

" Letter of board:approval shows

" signed by-the board chalrman ar

- | board members

: strong support-for-the plan, ‘@nd is -

Vision

| No cleartechnology visior is
|| articulated in the plan.

‘Vision is skill-based only, and

- does not address the impact of
technology on learmng and

~Instruction.

'Vision is coinprehenSIve and
deals with student learning
" putcames, not just technology

|- outcomes,

GOMMENTS:

' District-i_evel Technology
Goals

‘ Dlstnct-level techhulogy ||teracy -

and technology integration goals

-arg mlssmg or lnco_mp_lete

D'ist.ritl:t-level t'echnology fiteracy

and technology.integration goals

more- of the following:

= Goals may not be clear,
attainable or measurable.

u Professional development
needs are not fully articulated.

" Budget needs are not fully
-articulated.

exist; but are defined by one of -

District-level technology literacy
and technology integration goals
are clear, attainable.and. -

- measurable. Goals are‘broad and
comprehensive, addressmg _
teaching-and Jearning needs, as
welfl as what.a student using the
techinology'may do in such an-

. environment. Professional -
development and budget nesds.
are clearly articulated. The
relationship. between the
technology:infrastructure and the .
- learning goais is clearly stated
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CRITERIA

- Nétwork and

1 Network and tefecommunications.
. i N goals or review/update -

‘Telecommunications Goals | ;

' : ' o _incomplete;

processes.are missing or

* Minimum te'ch'nology' standards exist. -

2

Desired services, technologies, and
level of connectivity are: articulated.

" District: commitment to on-going

equipment repair and-replacement, .

* | staff development, and technical

support is clearly articuiated. In each

-] area of the plan, district commitment to’

regular review and update is

~articulated.

-Mi'nim'urﬁ"téc'hn:ol_ogy'étaﬁc'fards:'eiist- .

and are updated.régularly. Desired
services, technologies, and level-of
connectivity-aré connected to. learning

-goals: Adequate district funding for on-
“going equipment repair and

replacement, staff development, and

technical support is clearly. articulated.
" In each area of the plan, district

process and timelines for regular -
review and update is articulated, along
with identification of responsible
parties. and resources.

COMMENTS:

| Building-Level T'echnol'ogy
and Learning Plan{s)

“Building-Level Technology
‘and Learning Plan(s) are
“missing or incomplete.

' Buiiding—Léve'l Technology and Lea?hing_-Pian(s) are not scored or -

evaluated, but are reguired. If present, score as "2/3".
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