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Bridging the Technology Gap
In Schools

Source: Community Update, June/July 1998
U.S. Department of Education

In an age where technology is becoming an important learning tool
classrooms and an essential skill in the workplace, we must ensure th
student is left behind regardless of race, income, or geographic loca
Although 78 percent of our public schools are connected to the Internet,
27 percent of our classrooms have Internet access. The numbers fg
poorest communities are even more startling, with only 14 perg
classroom connectivity.

Two recent studies demonstrate the important role of access to techn
for minorities and at-risk students. Vanderbilt University reported
February 1998 that there is a significant difference between the use @
Internet by blacks and whites, and found that 73 percent of white |
school and college students have a home computer compared to 32 p

of black students. The report also highlighted a disparity in Web usage:

percent of white students had used the Web in the last six months com
to 31 percent of black students. A City University of New York, Technolg
for Learning study (TELL) concluded that use of computers can impr
learning and educational opportunities for at-risk students. Signifig
academic improvements were found, especially in reading, when comp
were provided in the homes of at-risk middle school students.

“There is a growing concern as we enter the new century that the techn
gap will worsen,” U.S. Secretary of Education Richard W Riley said. “T
E-rate is the best way to make sure that all students in all schools
access to technology.”

The E-Rate provides discounts (20 percent-90 percent)
telecommunications services, Internet access and internal connections
on the percent of students eligible for the free and reduced price I
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Accessible Learning

by Lorianne Hoenninger

DIRECTIONS

Technology in Special Education

lorianne@erols.com

What better way to wind down thetudents and are accessible by
summer than by introducing youmouse, an Intellikeys keyboard or
children to the world of computer artswitch.

Their creative juices will be

a

stimulated, they will be learning abou®n the Internet, one site that everyong

colors, shapes, design ....(and wigihould visit is Trendmaster. | dont

luck, they will be occupied for hourst)kNow — why, but  http://f
www.trendmaster.com has severa

3\fell designed games, including
coloring books, in both Mac and

o)
.Windows format, free for the taking.

For students with special needs
course, computer art may not be
simple. They may have, well, specia| .

P y may P All feature large buttons, a visually

needs. Some children may need the .
simple screen interface and are ag

software hot spots to be .Iarge angppropria’te for students from PreK to
easily accessed. Some children mgy, i High. Titles include such

need a limited number of choicesyograms asSumby’s Super Sneaky
enough to enhance creativity, but n@jisquise Kit, Starcastle Cosmetic
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So many as to cause confusion. Castle Activity and Dream of
Jeannie Fashion Disk.
Computer art software is especially

important for children with physicalMS DOS users should check out
disabilities, who may not be able tBert's Coloring Programs from
hold a crayon or paintbrustttp://www.kidsdomain.com. Children
independently, and thus rely ofan place images in 4 different sizeg
computer software for self expressio" & variety of backgrounds, then
Fortunately, there are mam\/Nrite about their picture.

commercial products worth

investigatinaMv Paint by KidTECH Another excellent PC download from
gating.My y http://www.kidsdomain.com i€ and

(1'895'396'8676) '? a beginning, .. This is a paint by numbelr
coloring program designed for YOUNGesigned for children 4-8 with a twist.
single switch artists uUsing &pe is not limited to “paint by

Macintosh.Switch Art by Judy Lynn nymber”. Picture sections can be

(732-390-8845) was designed foppeled with numbers, letters or

young single switch artists working ishapes, and printed out for coloring
a DOS/Windows environment. Theff-line.

DIRECTIONS: Technology in Special
Educationis published monthly (except July)
by DREAMMS for Kids, Inc., (Developmental
Research for the Effective Advancement of
Memory and Motor Skills), a non-profit
service agency and AT information
clearinghouse. Annual home delivery
subscription rate is $14.95 U.S., $17.95
Canadian, and $29.95 Int'l. (U.S.$). Single
copies are available in the U.S. for $2.50.
Add $1.00 for postage outside U.S.

Authors - We welcome editorial submissions.
Please include name, address and phone.
Submission will be returned with self
addressed stamped envelope, if desired.

Vendors - We welcome product news.
Please include pricing and contact name with
press releases.

Copyright © 1998 by DREAMMS for Kids,
Inc. Permission to reprint all or part of this
publication with acknowledgment to
DIRECTIONS: Technology in Special
Education, and DREAMMS for Kids, is
granted. Articles are presented for
information purposes only — no product
endorsement is expressed or implied.

Exploring Patterns, Holidays and

Animals Coloring Books from Child’'s Play, also from http//| Check out www.dragonflytoys.com or

Intellitools (http://www.intellitools Www.kidsdomain.com, is a drawing
.com) are designed for Prek-program very similar to Kidpix, but

Please see AL on page 10

call 1-800-308-2208 to get your
FREE Dragon Fly (special play
needs) Toy Catalog

August 1998
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The Inside Story” on th&Vhiteheadlury Verdict

Source: The NEWSTAND, Vol 1, Issue 5, July 1998

Note: Although this article is notlt wasin connection with educationalnot in dispute, it was years before the
technology related, we felt that itrights arising under the Individualsparents were able to effectively
represents what may be going on in ®ith Disabilities Education Act enforce Andrew’s right to a
number of school districts around thg“IDEA”), that the parents sufferedcommitment of those services. That
country and wanted to pass it along. ltetaliation. Retaliation against personenforcement came on February 25,
is reprinted here in its entirety from thewith disabilities and persons who1998, when the federal court entered
STAND newsletter -Ed. advocate on behalf of persons witlan order holding that the school
disabilities violates Section 504 of thealistrict could not continue to write
Many STAND members andRehabilitation Acof 1973. Andrew’s individualized education
NEWSTAND readers have inquired programs (“IEP”) without specifying

about the recent jury verdict against fengthy Litigation the educational services appropriate to
Florida school district for acts of Andrew.

retaliation against parents of a chilg,g story is convoluted as a result of

with disabilities. The case has\’[he circularity and ineffectiveness ofOn April 3, 1998, followinga two-
generated a great deal of interest from

hool distri g q the “procedural safeguards” availableveek trial, an eight-member jury
SCI00 Celfiols and parelt acvocal children with disabilties in Florida. awarded Keith and Nikole Whitehead
gecause theysase iniilves a Iflorigllprocedural safeguards rquired k_3$300,000.00 each to compensate them
school district and STAND board ederal law are intended to bring rapidor damages they endured as a result
members, NEWSTAND wants toand final resolution to disputesof acts of retaliation undertaken by the
provide readers with the inside Stonpetween school districts and parentdillsborough County School Board in
of the Whitehead erdict. To do that, when issues arise involving theesponse to their efforts to enforce
we inquired of the parents’ attome);aducation of children with disabilities.Andrew’s federal rights. The jury
(and STAND board member) Laura LThe Whiteheadcase began in 1993denied Andrew’s claim for monetary
Whiteside. The following is herand is not yet concluded. The jurydamages for intentional
response. It has been revised foferdict is one step in lengthy, multi-discrimination. Unfortunately, the
NEWSTAND readers from her reporffaceted litigation that was necessary ijurors did not have the benefit of the
to the Special Ed Advocate. order to giveany meaning to rights definition of discrimination under

arising under the IDEA Section 504.
Dear NEWSTAND:

In the fall of 1992, Andrew Whitehead“Discrimination” under Section 504
The Whiteheadverdict was awarded prepared to enroll in a kindergarterincludes creating a system of
against the Hillsborough Countyclass in the public schools. Hisadministration of programs for the
Florida School District, the nation’sparents, Keith and Nikole Whiteheadlisabled that has the effect of
twelfth largest school district with ansought one hour per week of one-ordefeating the purposes of the program.
annual budget of approximately $1.®ne speech/language services fdathe Whiteheads contended that the
billion. Part of that budget comes fromAndrew, who has Down Syndromeschool district’s special education
federal funds that are distributed fod he genetic disorder, technicallyprograms are discriminatory under
the specific purpose of assisting statdgiown as Trisomy 21, is known tothat definition. They asked for
to provide appropriate educationalmpact on the acquisition of languagelamages for the educational
services to children with disabilities.and speech skills.  Additionally,regression that Andrew suffered due to
In exchange for IDEA funds, thehypotonia, which frequently that discrimination. In order to recover
Florida Board of Education and eactaccompanies Down Syndromemonetary damages, the discrimination
local school district agree to provide g&ontributes  to  speech  andnust be intentional.
free appropriate public education to akrticulation difficulties. Although

children withdisabilities in the state. Andrew’s need for theervices was
Please see STAND on page 7
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ATFSCP Notes

The Assistive Technology Funding and Systems Change Project

<http://www.ucpa.org/html/innovative/atfsc_index.html>

WHAT DOES THIS HAVE TO DO WITH ASSISTIVE TECHNOLOGY?
By Susan Goodman, Esq.*

David Bradley is 16 years old. Hevailable in the school library! Howeverthe school system to provide
likes videos, music, watching movieshe teachers do not know, nor do thegppropriate assistive technology
and going to the mall. He is a quietyant to learn, how to use it. devices and services reflects the
well-mannered young man. David was limitations of laws and regulations
diagnosed, at the age of six, witlavid’'s family requested a due procesand underscore the insidious nature
autism and school phobia. hearing to address this and other seriog$ ignorance and discrimination
issues related to David’s education. Ahdgainst individuals with disabilities
Textbooks and lectures do not intereshe due process hearing, the schoahd those who advocate on their
David in spite of the fact that he caprincipal testified that having thebehalf.
“parrot back” anything he hears for theoftware on the library shelf constituted
purposes of test taking. When verballynplementation of David’s evaluationNonetheless, without the laws we
quizzed on the information presentetecommendations for use of theurrently have (in this case, IDEA
in this way, however, he shows aoftware. The hearing officer found thimnd its important procedural
complete lack of understanding. Whegtatement astonishing, remarking that “gafeguards), we would not be aware
quizzed on information he learnedthe statement) almost defies commaof, nor could we attempt to remedy
through the use of assistive technologgense.” However, she ruled against théis devastating situation and
devices and services, including thBradleys and a lawsuit was subsequenthrevent others like it. The tools are
appropriate software, his performanciled in the U.S. District Court for the available to provide David and other
vastly improves. Eastern District of Arkansas on failure tandividuals with disabilities with a
provide a free appropriate publidree appropriate public education
Assistive technology devices an@ducation as well as issues related through IDEA. For example, IDEA
services are a key feature of David'siolation of David and his family’s civil requires that:
academic education. Six years ageights because of physical and verbal
David was given an assistivembuse, harassment and violatioh - Each student receive a free
technology evaluation. A computeprivacy rights under federal civil rightsappropriate public education in the
and the appropriate software werand other laws. David is not currentlyclassroom where s/he would attend
recommended for David’s use. attending public school because of fearf s/he were not disabled, supported
for his and his family’s safety and thehrough the use of special education,
David has a computer at home angroblems related to school phobia. related services and supplementary
loves to use different types of aids and services.
software. This software was donateDavid’s case illustrates a complete
to David and his family because théailure of the educational system to Assistive technology devices and
school he attended refused to use theovide a free appropriate publicservices should be considered for
educational software recommended f@ducation in a safe, educationatach student under any of the three
David. The school stated that softwarenvironment. To say that this case isategories mentioned above.
is methodology and according to thenerely about the provision of
law, teachers are not required tappropriate assistive technology devices Assistive technology services
provide it for David’s instruction. Thisand services is an understatement gfclude, among other things, any
is remarkable because the software lgige proportion. However, the failure ofervice that directly assists a child
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with a disability in the selection,donated by The Learning Companyilling out order forms for catalogs,
acquisition, or use of an assistiveind the Skillsbank Corporation, atc. we want to really express our
technology device and training orsubsidiary of the Learning Company. gppreciation to the Learning Company
technical assistance for professionals for donating this software. We would
(including individuals Skillsbank gave the Bradleys %ever have been able to purchase this
program called Skillsbank 4. Wheno
-d;li'li;?elnESVi;Ec(Ijl::aeb;ellifité\;ltle:rt:gi hae;lepasked about. the programs David WaS\ offorts to help us provide David
. P , Pafusing and his progress as a result %ith software to help us teach him.”
and progress in schools’ generahjs software, Mr. Bradley had the

curriculum and activities. following comments: “This product iS pavid's progress is heartening for his

2 comprehensive resource foparents. However, they lament over the
. cipagnosing and remediating student$rogress he could have made if proper

of personnel development designed to ~ , _ _

- . hasic skills. To date, we have used ase had been made of AT in his
ensure adequate training for specia Kill hichschool. Their advice to oth s
education, regular education, angrog.ram on .consumer ski s'w ic t:' .oo. eir advice to other parents is
related services personnel. David has liked a lot. David hasthis:

completed this lesson plan and has

In addition, the new IDEA wasShown an improvement of an averageWe would 'Ilke to emphasize that this
authorized and money wasf 33 percentage points over initiaFOft"."alre IS extremgly good for
appropriated by Congress for statecores. In addition, we are using thﬁ’?rk'n% one ia_on? W'T[h a}ny .stuo:ent.
. . . : is not something to sim ive to a
improvement grants to improve thevocabulary Building, Reading g Py g

. . . _ .~ student to use on his own, but is best
provision of services for students wittComprehension, Mathematics

disabiliti h iy , _ used as a catalyst for starting
Isabilities. The opportunity OT Computation, and Mathematics Worqnteraction The teacher and student

ieSdL;(i/a;ﬁ;sb'I[Z Iiefatr:eat;?;:et;eztn;;ra;gt(';?oF)Iem§, all pfart of Skills-bank 4., ask questions. The teacher can
school districts will use it. asic skills cgrrlculum. We are alsqmonitor everything and can redirect a

using Learning Company MECCstydent(s). With these programs, we
Laws and regulations cannot cure th%zJnIOCking Frgctigns and l.D1ecimaIs. |tyvork V_Vith the computgr, read
widespread problems thas good _anlmatlon, and it's great fornstructlons,-glve explgnatlons, and
discrimination against and devaluatioyyeunaer kids. It also has MECC Supeanswer David’s questions. We can

Munchers, and a trivia game. MECGnake sure David understands the
ds also a division of The Learningguestion he is asked to answer. When

n our own, and the school had refused

- States have a comprehensive syst

of individuals with disabilities.
However, appropriate training an i )
technical assistance for teachers afgompany. David’s vocabulary had'e enters his answer into the computer,
awareness and  support ofncreased dramatically, he’s ASKINGFhe computer responds. If the arlswer is
administrators can and has changégUESTIONS when he does nofncorrect, the computgr qllspassmnately
the attitude and environment in someanderstand, and is getting answers. |_%10ws the answer is incorrect and

schools. And, after all, schools ofteris able to do math without aid of aprompts David to ask for a hint or

. . shows him the correct answer. This is
form the center of our communitiescalculator, has learned meanings of

and are one of the keys to successfyorgs like, equals, sum, dividestc. all “done in a nonthreatening,

: . : . dispassionate computer generated
inclusion in the community for ye is |eaming capitalization, reading,qice |t helos David learn that the
individuals with disabilities. ' P

for meaning, and gaining othenyong answer is not the end of the

important skills... David has really\ygr|qg, just a wrong answer, this time.

While the Bradleys’ lawsuit is liked the consumer skills course work it! ' i it i
pending, David receives his education We love it! David thinks it is

at home. His parents help him to use Iatl dgals W_'th real I|fe' problems,‘CooL"”
computer with educational softwareread'ng recipes, warranties, schedules, Pleae see ATFSCP on page 8
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New Special Education Regulations on
Assistive Technology

Adapted by Susan Goodman from an article written by Nancy Faccone. Staff Attorney, New Jersey Protection and
Advocacy, Inc., Technology Assistive Resource Program &
Richard Dodds, Director of Technology Services, United Cerebral Palsy Associations

Tech Express - Summer 1998

Since 1990, the Individuals with would enable a child to completeMust try to eliminate confusion on the
Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) classroom assignments. part of local school district personnel
and its accompanying regulations, and parents about students’ rights to
have defined and included assistive. Customized cushions would enablEECeive assistive technology and the
technology (AT) devices and servicesa child to be properly and comfortablhydistricts’ responsibilities to provide

as components of special educatiorositioned so s/he would be able t§UCh technology.

related services, and free, appropriateoncentrate and participate in
public education (FAPE). Until classwork and discussions. AIthpugh the Department s'Fated that
recently, however, the New Jersey as&_stwe techn_olog_y_ deylces and
Specia| Education Department3. A communications device WOUIdse_rV_Ice“S were Imp.“CItly In(_:IUded

regulations contained potentiallyenable a child without speech opithin "any specialized equipment

Confusing |anguage_ It required hearing to communicate with teaChergnd materials’” the Court agreed with
NJP&A’s arguments. It expressed

provision of “any specialized and other students. Co
equipment and materials.” On concern that local sc_hool_ district
November 13, 1997, the AppellateSim”a”y’ examples of assistivePersonnel wguld look primarily to the
Division of the Superior Court of technology services include: 1) arptate regulations, rather than IDEA for
New Jersey issued a decisiorfvaluation, and, 2) training for theguidance. As a result, they would
invalidating the regulation and Student and his or her teachers, aidé‘%“o;"’t_the et);]pl'ct'rt] me;mmg of the .
directing the Department to adopt 2nd parents. The Court agreed that tffgguiation rather than Its unexpresse

; i i intention.
new regulation to clarity that DePartments language did not includd’

baccict : ny assistive technology services.
assistive technology devices and® To ensure that parents and local

services” must be considered and et
) :~nschool district staff are on an equal
provided through the IEP process.The Department’s  regulation

~contained another provision requirind!aying field and not subject to

The Court’s decision resulted from a i . o ; i i
consideration of “assistive technologyY2'YiNg knowledge and interpretive

appeal filed by the New Jerse _
PP 4 Yincluding environmental adaptations'@bilities, the Court directed the

Protection and Advocacy, Inc. _ ) L '
y as an option for a child’s education ifPéPartment to adopt a new regulation

(NJP&A) which argued that the o clarify that assistive technology

hrase “anv specialized equi men{he classroom. However, the Court¢ © =
p y sp quip hoted that IDEA specifically requiresdev'ces and assistive technology

ials” h h . . i i
and materials” was narrower than the stive technology devices anaer\nces’ as defined by IDEA be

. . ,assi

terms “assistive technology dgw::e services to be considered as gonsidered —and provided in
and aSS|st|v§ technology service ascomponent of each student's specizﬂeveIOp'ng each child’s IEP.

they are defined in IDEA. N‘]P&A education, related services and

argued that under the def'mt'onsupplemental aids and services. State regulations will now clearly
contained in IDEA. AT devices and reflect the important and expanding
services would be much broader tharNJ. P&A also argued that thedssistive technology provisions
“specialized equipment and Department's regulatory |anguagé:ontained in IDEA. For example,
materials”. The following examples reduced the effectiveness of the poncg/ecent amendments to IDEA

were used to illustrate this: behind IDEA. It is necessary to C|(,jlm¢ys;pecifically require that each child’s

the broad range of devices andEP include consideration of assistive
1. A wheelchair accessible deskseryices available to students. We please see REGULATIONS on page 8
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STAND Continued from page 3

Bench Trial Scheduled individual speech/language serviceguring its failure to implement the 1EP.
His parents did not learn of therhe OCR required the school district
Although monetary damages forschool districs decision until after ¢ report back after that meeting.
intentional discrimination were denied,they noticed that Andrew was
the issue of discrimination is yet to beregressing. They then discovered thgegpite the commitment to the OCR,
resolved. The parents have asked tH&€ school was not providing thghe gistrict convened a meeting to
court to enter declaratory andagreed-upon services. The parenigyiew Andrew’s IEP. The district
injunctive reliefrequiring the School tried, without success to resow%presentatives claimed that new
Board to correct unlawful aspects ofthese problems directly with thegiing showed that Andrew did not

its special education system. A five-School district. need the individual services after alll
day hearing will begin on September _ The school district proposed to
21, 1998 on these claims. The triaf\dministrative Assistance remove the services once again from
will take place before United StatesSought Andrew’s |IEP. When questioned
Magistrate Elizabeth Jenkins in the about the failure to consider whether
United States federal courthouse irf\fter receiving no response from the\ndrew needed compensatory
Tampa. school district, the parents asked theervices, school district
Office for Civil Rights (OCR) to representatives claimed that the team
The Dispute intervene. At that point, the districtwould meet again to consider the

agreed to an early resolution processsue. Before convening the second
Initially, this case involved the school@nd began providing Andrew withmeeting, the school district reported to
district's failure to provide Andrew individual speech/language serviceshe OCR that it had held the meeting
with the speech/language services thadhe district promised the OCR that ithe OCR required. Consequently, the
were written on his first IEP. Without would meet quickly with the parents td®CR closed its case. The Whiteheads
providing his parents with any notice,consider whether Andrew requiregveére  unaware  of the false

the district decided not to provide thecompensatory education for the losses Please see STAND on page 10

AT Survival Kit

A Comprehensive Assistive Technology Resource

INCLUDES......

«  DREAMMS Guide to Assistive Technology -
extensive AT reference anthology of local, state and
national agency literature - value #39.95

« A full year subscription to “DIRECTIONS:
Technology in Special Education” - value $14.95

e The DIRECTIONS Electronic Digest - the past 2
years on diskette (Mac or PC format) - value $39.95

e Product information from over 50 vendors of
assistive and adaptive devices and services -
invaluable
Receive this $95.00 value for only $59.95
(Parents receive a 50% discount!)

Call us today!

DREAMMS for Kids, Inc.
Assistive Technology Solutions
273 Ringwood Road
Freeville, NY 13068-9618

Phone: 607-539-3027 + FAX:607-539-9930 <« Info@dreamms.org * www.dreamms.org
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TECHNOLOGY Continued from page JATFSCP Continued from page 5

program. Connecting all classrooms taction Steps local library to see if they have a
the information superhighway by the resource such as this.

year 200015 a primary goal ofProper technology, including software,

President Clinton’s Technologyoffers great opportunities for all8. Attend technology exhibitions set
Literacy Challenge. Connectingstudents including students withup for people with disabilities and the
i&isabilities. Some of the steps parengeneral population. Free software is
can take to access AT for their childbften available from these exhibitions.
include the following:

classrooms with the help of E-Ra
discounts will provide a major
contribution to end the growing digita
divide.

To secure general information contact:
1. Focus on the functional outcoméssistive Technology Funding &

ou want through the use ofSystems Change Project, 1600 L
On.Jur.we 12, 1998 the FCC voted t?echnology. Determine whether &treet, NW, Suite 700, Washington,
maintain .the 1998 collection levels fortechnology solution could be madé.C. 20036, Tel: (202) 776-0406 Fax:
E-Rate discounts at available to your child. You can do(202) 776-0414 E-mail:
this by insisting on obtaining anatproject@ucpa.org Internet: http://

$325million per quarter resulting in 400 0riate AT evaluation. www.ucpa.org/html/innovative/
$1925billion over 18 months ending atfsc index.html. §

June 30, 1999. The FCC decisioR. If a computer and software is
ensures that all eligible schools angéleeded, conduct your own research to
libraries will receive full support for find out what is available. REGULATIONS Continued from page 7
telecommunications services and
Internet access, and the neediedt Visit computer stores or othertechnology devices and services. This

applicants will receive support forPlaces that sell software to see what isequirement will now be clearly
j@available. reflected in the state regulations.

internal connections. In spite of th

decision, some members of Congress . . .
threatening t q imi t4. Talk to other parents who havdn spite of the clarified state regulation
are threatening o reduce or eimina Ssed software or who are alsogesulting from the Court’s decision,

the E-Rate altogether. Secretary Riley . . obtaining software. some local districts may continue to
opposes any effort to reduce or misinterpret and wrongfully deny
eliminate this important 5 s possible, get a home computelaSSiSti"e technology to children.

telecommunications discount. and put software on it. Some bulletinNJP&A. Through its Technology
Assistive Resource Program (TARP)),

; i = . 'will continue to provide advocac
For more information about the Eqownloadable versions of software. " . b ) y
services and legal representation, free

rate, call the Schools and LibrarieSoftware may be usable by more tha%f charge to children and their families
Corporation at (888) 203-8100 or Visibne.family member so it can become And 3vi|| continue to  work
http://www.slcfund.org. For generalfamily purchase. cooperatively with the Department to
education technology information, achieve systemic solutions. TARP has
call 1-800-USA-LEARN, or visit 6. Strongly advocate for AT jyaijlable a variety of guides to help
http://www.ed.gov/Technology. The@ssessments and evaluations that &figdividuals obtain funding for assistive
publications Investing in School YTy specific about technology and theechnology, including funding through
h‘goftware from which your child will | special education programs.

benefit.

board services provide free, trial

Technology: Strategies to Meet t
Funding Challengeand theParents
Guide to the Interneare available by
calling 1-877-4ED-PUBSS

TARP can be reached at 1-800-
7. Some libraries may have access 3424832 (voice) or (609)633-7106
computers and software. Contact youfTDD/TTY). §
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STAND Continued from page 7

representations to the OCR becaus@ould receive a year of compensato Conferences & Events
the school district refused to provideeducation services; and Andrew
the records to them They were eveparents would be reimbursed for the
denied the opportunity to see theexpenses they incurred for evaluationg) e September 15, 1998
educational testing on which theand substitute educational services. ’
school district based its conclusion that

Andrew did rot require the services. The Hearing Officer determined th4tT€chnology 2, New Haven, CT

the school district violated the IDEA in Contact: 860-424-4871, Fax:
The school district ignored their17 ways, acted in bad faith, and860-424-4850, E-mail:
request. The school district alsoretaliated against the parents. Th S€ttap@aol.com
refused to consider information from aviolations included its failure to hono
private sector evaluation provided bythg “stay put” provision of ID_EA, its Date: September 15 - 17, 1998
the parents. In fact, both the schoofailure to make records available fo ‘
evaluation and the private evaluatiomarents and its reliance on anlawful | A0S, 98 - Speech Technology
showed that Andrew’s language skillspolicy to refuse to specify necessafyconference, San Jose, CA

Gadgets & Electronics: Total

had regressed. services on IEPs. Contact: Phone: 408-323-1783,
_ Fax: 408-323-1782; E-mail
No Notice The Unwritten Policy avios@pilot.net

Meanwhile, both the school districtin defense of its failure to provid
and the Florida Department ofAndrew appropriate servicéise school
Education failed to provide the parentslistrict claimed that it had an unwritte
with notice about IDEA’s state “implemented practice” that precludedContact: 203-256-4700, x 114 for
complaint procedures. Neither gavet from writing individual services in| general info and 203-256-4700 x
notice about the alternativestudents’ IEPs. The school district al$Q 23 exhibitors.
administrative procedures requiredclaimed to the Hearing Officer that n
under Section 504. The district alsachild in the State of Florida ha
failed to provide the parents with anyindividual services written into his o Date: October 20__ 24, 1998
written explanation of its refusal to her IEP. The school district insisteld16th Annual Closing the Gap
provide Andrew with compensatorythat decisions about the child’s need fpfconference, Minneapolis, MN
education services. one-on-one speech/language servi¢eSontact: Phone: 507-248-3294,

are within the unilateral discretion df Fax: 507-248-3810, E-mail:
The Due Process Hearing the speech th_eraplst (yvho may or m Ynfo@closing

not be experienced, licensed, or mge
During the summer of 1993, Andrew’sthe state’s qualifications as a spee €gap.com
parents asked for a due procespathologist). The only portion of th
hearing, as required by the IDEA. TheFinal Order challenged by the SchopPate: October 23 - 25, 1998
due process hearing was held iBoard was the award of attorney’s feesAbilities Expo, San Mateo, CA
September, 1993. The Florida Division Contact: 203-256-4700 x 114 for
of Admini§trative _Hearings assignedFive months after _the administrati general info and 203-256-4700 x
an impartial Hearing Officer thhear order was entered, in June of 1994, $23 exhibitors
evidence in the case. school district reasserted its unlawfyl '

policy at the annual review o
On January 11, 1994, theAndrew's IEP. The parents request¢date: December 6 - 9, 1998
administrative  Hearing Officer the court to give emergency relief Hyl4th Annual DEC International
entered an order in favor of theenforcing the administrative Final Early Childhood Conference on
parents. (This order is published at 2Drder. That request wasenied. | chjigren with Special Needs.
IDELR 191.) He made the following Apparently, the court accepted t eChicago L
award: Andrew would receive theschool district’'s contention tha '
individual speech/language serviceslthough the aggrieved party had n fontact: 1-888-232-7733
for the next academic year,” Andrewchallenged the administrative order, Lt

Date: September 25 - 27, 1998
Abilities Expo, Washington, DC
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had no enforceability in a court. (Ineducational records, the jury learn
its order of February 251998, the that the school district continued t
court reversed this position.) Themaintain separate “private files”
school district asserted that theorrespondence between the sch
parents must reprove their claims imlistrict and the OCR and that the sch
federal court. Consequently, thalistrict continued refuse to provid
parents amended their complaint téhose records to the Whiteheads.
seek enforcement of the

administrative order pursuant to thé®n May 24, 1998, an injunction w4
Civil Rights Act, 42 U.S.C Sec. 1983.entered prohibiting the school distri
On February 25, 1998, 49 & 1/2from failing to specify specia
months after the Final Order (and juseducation and related services in
three weeks before the damages tri&indrew’s future IEPs. The hearing
began), the United States DistricSeptember will determine whether th
Court for the Middle District of Protection will be afforded to al

Florida entered an order declaring thathildren attending Hillsborough Count

the administrative order was final ancchools.

enforceable.
The Statewide Advocacy Network @

Disabilities, Inc. (STAND) is a non
profit organization in Florida with &
. . ...commitment to individuals with
Despite that order, school d'Str'.Ct isabilities and to those concerned w

heir needs. They offer education

The Continued Use Of The Policy

representatives testified at the tri

that decisions about students’ need f%\'xpand knowledge and skills necess
individual services is within th‘?to fully realize educational rights an
unilateral discretion of the school'siegponsibilities under the law. Your c
speech language therapists. Althoughuach them at 813-258-5700 or on t
the Hearing Officer determined thatyep at www.members.aol.com

the School Board illegally denied thestgndweb1§

AL Continued from page 2

pghith large, easily accessible hot spots.
OThe registered version contains a
fMIDI soundtrack, 180 rubber stamps
:olhd pattern filled shapes.

“'m sorry Mac users, buMagic
Schoolbus Sandcastle Builderis
LonIy available as freeware for
$Nindows users at http://
www.microsoft.com/kids/
sfreestuf.ntm. Children can build
psandcastles using 36 different 3-D
agshapes, each in 3 different sizes. The
| graphics and screen design are large,
yvisually simple and hot spots are easy
to access!

Mext month, let's look more closely at
" the Intellikeyboard and Intellitools

! Activity Exchange site. They have
t#]ots of fresh ideas for a fresh school

ta/ear.

Zrl}/ you have a specific question in the
yAmeanwhile, do not hesitate to e-mail
hee at lorianne@erols.com or write ¢/
jo: Accessible Learning Technology
Associates, P.O. Box 597, Shirley
NY, 11967. See you on the internet! §

parents access to their son’s

Y

Publix Super Market Charities
The Spurlino Foundation
Laureate Learning Systems, Inc.
Apple Computer, Inc.
Raytheon/E-Systems

A Special Thank You to our Volunteers, Sponsors & Supporters
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The Steps to Funding Assistive Technology

Kids Together, Inc.
<www.kidstogether.org/at_steps.html>

Step 1: Identify the need: This stdp secure funding from a variety ofhe request was denied, and file an
involves determining the purposes fepurces in order to cover the total cogppeal. Information about the steps for
which the assistive technology (AT) i&f the AT. filing an appeal can be obtained from
needed. For ex. it may be necessary for the insurance company or public
communication, in order to obtaiStep 5: Obtain prescriptions and oth&gency to which the request for
employment, or benefit form a free a’lipporting documentation: Aunding was made. Although the
appropriate public education. prescription will be required if theprocess may involve time and energy,
request is being made to fundini is likely that a decision to approve a
Step 2: Document the need: At this poisurces such as private insuranaequest for funding will be the
a comprehensive evaluation may Bedical Assistance, or Medicare. It isutcome.
necessary. This can be accomplishietportant to have written reports and
through qualified professional, such asnvincing letters of support as paft a request is denied by private
therapists, and rehabilitation engineers.of the funding package. funding sources, it is important to find
_ _ out why. It may be helpful to meet
Step 3: Determine what AT is necessaBtep 6: Submit required paperwork: {{ith a staff person to discuss the
Onc_e the eyaluat_lon is completed, thet a_Ir_eady_ known,_flnd out WhaHecision, and based on the outcome,
service prowder will be able_to make tlepecific mformat_lon ShOUIdsubmit the request again. Do not give
app'roprlate reco_mmendatlons for Asrccc_)mp_any the fu_nd_lng reguest (e{?p! Remember: Persistence, along with
dewcgs and services. Recommendgtmpmh_caﬂon, prescription, summary owledge and patience will increase
may include discussion of possibleedical history and reports, Ietters? e likelihood that the vision of
alternatives and their pros and cons.  support, pictures of the AT). L :
assistive technology for a person with
Step 4: Identify the funding source(s) aMiake sure the funding package %d|sab|l|ty will become a reality.
eligibility criteria: To begin this procesg;omplete. Sign wherever a signature _ _
some questions to ask arés needed. This will prevenKids Together, Inc. is a non-profit
“what funding does the individualinnecessary delays or denials. It f§ganization co-founded by parents,
currently have available?” or “is there @lso a good idea to include a covénd organized by volunteers. The
potential source through which thletter that lists the contents of th&oals of Kids Together, Inc. include a
individual may be eligible to receiv@ackage. desire to remove barriers that exclude
assistive technology?” Some other points people with disabilities. We support
that should be considered here are Step 7: Appeals. When requests fohe belief that children with
types of AT covered, and the amount AT are denied by insurance carriedsabilities, like all children, have the
funding that may be provided by ea@md public sources, consumers shoul¢ed to be welcomed, cherished and
source. Sometimes, it may be necessgguest a written explanation of whgmbraced in our communities. 8§
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Assistive Technology Solutions

273 Ringwood Road ¢ Freeville, NY 13068-9618




