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Actually, The ICTE notes a great importance.  It concerns the use of all resources 

such as ; software, digital manuals, data and information banks, personal work 

tools, simulators, collective networking.  Also, it concerns ICTE tools for teaching; 

notably, computer-based teaching, e-learning, ENT, ENA, BIT and social 

networks. It was necessary to think about exploiting this richness of information, 

in a chapter devoted to the «theoretical context» that follow the introduction part.  

 

Countries that have successfully introduced ICT into education system, they have 

already developed a government strategy for success. What are these strategies? 

And what are the best practices? The theoretical context helps us to identify the 

problem and to imagine solutions that are more concrete. 
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The subject very interesting. It just needs to be supported with a 
theoretical context to bring out more specific recommendations in the 
form of a summary diagram. Paper can be published after taking in 
consideration our suggestions and answering to the questions.     
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