








The Difference Between AT Consideration and
Assessment

While AT consideration is generally a brief process, an AT assessment implies a more
in-depth look at the studentOs abilities and needs for AT.The IEP team must
understand the necessary steps to take in obtaining this assessment. The decision to
complete an assessment that OextendsO beyond the immediate IEP poess must also
be written into the IEP document, indicating the areas of concern that will be explored.
The existing IEP team may complete the assessment procedures. However, if
knowledgeable resource persons are not presently on the team, outside professionals
might need to be contacted.

Quality Indicators for Consideration of Assistive Technology Needs

The following Quality indicators should be reviewed and adhered to by all IEP team
members as they consider a studentOs AT needs. Additional details on these Quality
Indicators can be obtained at http://www.giat.org.

1. Assistive technology devices and services are considered for all students with
disabilities regardless of type or severity of disability.

2. During the development of the individualized educational program, the IEP team
consistently uses a collaborative decision-making process that supports systematic
consideration of each studentOs pssible need for assistive technology devices and
services.

3. IEP team members have the collective knowledge and skills needed to make
informed assistive technology decisions and seek assistance when needed.

4. Decisions regarding the need for assistive technology devices and services are
based on the studentOs IEP goals and objectives, access to curriculaand
extracurricular activities, and progress in the general education curriculum.

5. The |IEP team gathers and analyzes data about the student, customary
environments, educational goals, and tasks when considering a studentOs need for
assistive technology devices and services.

6. When assistive technology is needed, the IEP team explores a range of assistive
technology devices, services, and other supports that address identified needs.

7. The assistive technology consideration process and results are documented in the
IEP and include a rationale for the decision and supporting evidence.
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Documenting AT Consideration

Within the IEP document, provision is made for the regard of special factors, which
includes the consideration of the student’s need for assistive technology. This is the
statement that is listed on the special factors page of the IEP:

Assistive Technology services and devices:
U Discussed and Applicable / Incorporated into the IEP

This simple check system does not offer any suggested means for the IEP team to
reach a conclusion or documentation that the student’s AT needs have been
considered. The “Consideration for Assistive Technology Flowchart,” located on page
51, outlines a process that IEP teams should follow in making consideration for assistive
technology.

This assures that the consideration for AT has been conducted.

A. What is it that we expect the student to be able to do in the educational
program that he/she is unable to do because of his/her disability related to:

_ Writing _ Reading __ Communication __ Learning/Studying _ Math
__Vision _ Hearing __ other

The specific tasks that the student needs to do should be defined and described.
“Other” areas of need may be related to life skills areas, such as mobility, seating and
positioning, environmental control, or activities of daily living.

B. What current special strategies, accommodations or assistive technologies
have been tried to meet the special education need?

The IEP team should recognize and discuss the current strategies, accommodations, or
assistive technologies that are currently in place to facilitate achievement of the
student’s educational expectations. This may also include current assistive technology
devices or services.

* “Is it working?”

Have current strategies and tools enabled the student to accomplish the goals and
objectives at the desired level of independence? If the answer to this question is “yes,”
the IEP must contain documentation to support this conclusion. If the answer is “no,”
the IEP team should continue to ask questions to determine the best course of action.
The team should explore the reasons why the present accommodations are not meeting
the student’s needs. For example, the student’s abilities may have changed or a new
level of expected participation is in order.
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C. Are there concerns that need further examination related to the tasks or
expectations defined in Step A?

The team should be specific in determining the concerns that exist. Describe the team’s
new expectations for the student as related to the tasks that were previously defined.

D. Are there new or additional technologies to be implemented?

If the team has the collaborative knowledge to identify new or additional technologies,
these should be discussed at this time. If the team is not prepared to include these in
the IEP, discussion should follow on what extended consideration and/or assessment is
needed.

E. Does this collaborative team have the resources to extend the consideration
for new/additional assistive technology?

The IEP team must now determine if the decisions regarding AT can be recommended
during the immediate IEP process or if extended assessment is necessary to make
determinations on AT devices and services that will match the current concerns.

The existing team may remain the same during the extended assessment and decision-
making process, or additional assistance may be required. Not every team can be
expected to know everything about all possible AT devices and systems. The individual
variables and expertise of the team must be considered at this point as to the
appropriate course of action.

F. Recommended assistive technologies must be defined and documented in the
IEP, which may be part of the student’s goals, objectives, or services.

Any current, new and/or additional assistive technologies and services that are outlined
on the consideration worksheet must be documented within the body of the IEP.

Assistive technology devices and services may be included in the student’s goals and
objectives, as a related service, or as supplementary aids and services, depending on
the situation. The cover item, “Discussed and Applicable / Incorporated into the IEP”
may now be checked once the information is in the IEP.

It is important to realize that consideration of assistive technology in the educational
program must be ongoing. As the needs of the student change, or at the least during
an annual IEP review, the process of consideration must continue. The question “Is the
student’s educational need being met?” will prevail.
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Consideration for Assistive Technology Flowchart

Student Name Date

A. What is it that we expect the student to be able to do in the educational program that
he/she is unable to do because of his/her disability related to:

___Writing __Reading __ Communication __ Learning/Studying _ Math __ Vision
__Hearing _ Other
Define Tasks:

B. What current special strategies, yes | no Comments
accommodations or assistive
technologies have been tried to meet the
special education need? Is it working?
(If yes, go to Section F.).

C. Are there concerns that need further examination related to the tasks expectations
defined in Step A?
__yes _ no Ifyes, describe:

D. Are there new or additional technologies to be implemented?
_yes _ no
(Document in the IEP)

E. If necessary, does this collaborative team have the resources to extend the
consideration for new/additional assistive technology?

_yes _ no

Describe Plan for extended consideration/assessment and document in the IEP Services:

F. Recommended assistive technologies must be defined and documented in the IEP,
which may be part of the student’s goals, objectives, or services.
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