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Financing Educational Technology
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Earmarked tax

NOTE: A dash (—) indicates that data were not available.
1States that allocate funds to districts that may be used for educational technology, but are not specifically designated for
educational technology, are not included.

2Figure represents funds used primarily for a statewide network that is provided for libraries, institutions of higher education,and K-12
schools.

3The District of Columbia does not have a state revenue source. Funds for educational technology in the District come from both
local and federal sources.

4Figure represents total funding provided as of February 2005. Final funding for FY 2005 was not yet available.
5Montana provides funding for educational technology with funds generated by the harvest of trees on state lands.
6Ohio also allocates funds for educational technology from a multistate tobacco settlement.
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Sources of state funding for educational technology (FY 2005):
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7States were asked to indicate their top two priorities for educational technology spending without regard to cost or the
limitations of their current budgets. Answers incorporate state priorities for the use of all available funds, not only state funds.

8These states’ top two priorities both fall in the “Other” category.

SOURCE: Education Week Research Center, 2005
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State's top two priorities for educational technology spending (2004-05)7
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