Supporting Statement for Paperwork Reduction Act Submissions

Application for the “Preparing Tomorrow’s Teachers to Use Technology”

A.
Justification

1. This previously approved information collection is necessary for applicants to apply for grants under the “Preparing Tomorrow’s Teachers to Use Technology”(PT3) program.  This program was authorized under Title II, §3122 of the Improving America’s Schools Act of 1994 under the Elementary and Secondary Education Act.  However, The No Child Left Behind Act  moved the authority of the PT3 program to the Higher Education Act of 1965, as amended (HEA).  The authority is now in Title II, Part B of the HEA.  The Office of Postsecondary Education (OPE) administers this program.  


In July of 2001 a total of 74 Implementation grants averaging $300,000 a year for three years and 15 Catalysts grants averaging $600,000 a year for three years were awarded to consortia to prepare future teachers to use modern learning technologies in teaching and learning. Such grants were awarded on the basis of competitively reviewed applications submitted to the U.S. Department of Education, OPE, Policy, Planning & Innovation, (PPI), “Preparing Tomorrow’s Teachers to Use Technology” grants competition.  Continued funding for each grant is based on availability of funds and substantial progress in achieving project objectives.


In FY 2002 and FY 2003 funding for the PT3 program was not included in the Department’s budget.  In FY 2002, Congress appropriated $62.5 million for the PT3 program.  These funds were used to cover continuation costs of current grantees.  This amount was not sufficient to provide funding for a new grant competition.  For FY 2003, Congress appropriated $61,980,000, which will allow the Department to fund continuation grants and conduct a competition for new grants.  The Department of Education is requesting approval for this information collection to be used for a new grant competition under this program.  The applicable regulations are contained in the Education Department General Administrative Regulations (EDGAR) 34 CFR Parts 74, 75 (except for 75.102), 77, 79, 81, 82, 85, 86, 97, 98, 99, and the regulations for this program in 34 CFR section 614.6 and 614.8.

2.  The application package requests programmatic and budgetary information needed to evaluate new applications and make funding decisions based on the authorized legislation, program regulations, and EDGAR.  Without the information contained in the completed application package OPE/HEP staff would not have the information needed to make new grant funding decisions.

3.   The Department has the e-application system in place and some of the programs in OPE are beginning to use the e-application system.  Since PT3 program requires multiple specialized forms, these forms are not yet accessible electronically.  The PT3 program will not participate in e-application in FY 2003.  However, we will be working with appropriate officials to develop timelines for building these forms into the department’s electronic systems.

4.  OPE/HEP staff has made every effort to ensure that there is no duplication of data       acquisition.  The requested data do not currently exist for use by program staff.  

5.   The collection of information does not impact small businesses or other small entities.

6. This collection is needed to conduct the grant competition with funding appropriated by Congress.  If the competition were not conducted, appropriated funds could not be awarded.

7.   No special circumstances apply.


8.  Over the past year we have collaborated with grantees at a Grantees' Meeting (850 grantees in attendance), leadership meeting with Catalyst grantees, and meetings with evaluators.  These meetings have resulted in improvement of grants management, data collection, information sharing, and networking.  Further, meetings and discussions about the program have been held at national conferences including the Consortium of Schools Networking-K-12 Networking Conference, SITE 2002 (Society for Information Technology and Teacher Education), and NECC 2002 (National Educational Computing Conference).  Recommendations from these meeting have been incorporated in this application package.

9.   ED does not provide any payment or gift to respondents.


10. No assurance of confidentiality is provided to respondents except as provided by the Privacy Act and the Department of Education’s policies governing the review of discretionary grant applications.

11. There are no questions of a sensitive nature.

Estimates of Respondent Hour Burden:

Number of Respondents: 450

Frequency of Response: Once Annually

Annual Hour Burden: 40 hours per application; total: 18,000 annual burden hours.

	
	Number of Applications
	Number of Hours Per Application
	Sum of Hours

	
	
	
	

	
	450
	40
	18,000

	
	  
	
	

	TOTALS
	450
	
	18,000


	Estimated Annualized Cost to Respondents of Hour Burdens:
	Cost

	Preparation of Applications ($25.00 per hour X 18,000 burden hours)
	$450,000

	Postage and Copying ($20.00 per application X 450 applications)
	9,000

	TOTALS
	$459,000


Estimated Total Annual Cost Burden to Respondents:


There are no startup costs for respondents beyond those outlined in #12.

14.


	Estimated Annualized Cost to Federal Government


	Cost

	-Development and Approval Process 

 (3 staff per day = $640 x10 days = $6,400(once every 3 yrs.)


	$ 2,133



	-Peer Review Planning and Coordination

  (3 staff per day= $840per day x 20 days)

-Printing

  (450 applications x $4.00 per application)


	       16,800

    1,800

	-Mailing  Applications 

  (450 applications x $1.00 per application x 3 reviewers)

-Peer Review Stipend and Training

  (5 days x $100 for stipends &training x 120 reviewers)

-Grant Selection and Notification Process

  (3 staff per day = $800 per day x 7 days 
	         1,350   

       60,000

          5,600     



	-Monitoring 

  (2 staff x $640 per day x 160 days
	     102,400

	
	

	TOTAL
	   $190,083


15. The current application received a three-month emergency approval, which will expire on 10/31/03. The previous application expired on 12/31/02 because the PT3 program was not included in the President's budget request for FY 2002 or FY 2003.  However, when FY 2003 funds were appropriated in February, Congress included enough money to allow a new PT3 competition.  The hours requested in item 13 of the 83-I reflect the reinstatement of the application that was previously approved.  

16.
No data or results of this information collection are published.

12. We will display the approved OMB Number and the expiration on the information collection.

13. We are not requesting any exception.

B.
Collection of Information Employing Statistical Methods

OPE/HEP does not employ statistical methods in this collection of information.






