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“The definition in the Act specifically refers to any item, piece of equipment, or product system that is used to increase, maintain, or improve the functional capabilities of the child and specifically excludes a medical device that is surgically implanted or the replacement of such device.”  71 Fed. Reg. 46547 (2006).

“An instructional program is not a device, and, therefore, would not meet the definition of an assistive technology device.”  71 Fed. Reg. 46547 (2006).

“300.105(a) requires each public agency to ensure that assistive technology devices (or assistive technology services, or both) are made available to a child with a disability if required as part of the child’s special education, related services, or supplementary aids and services. This provision ties the definition to a child’s educational needs, which public agencies must meet in order to ensure that a child with a disability receives a free appropriate public education (FAPE).”  71 Fed. Reg. 46547 (2006).

“[I]t is the State's responsibility to ensure that Part B funds are spent in accordance with all applicable requirements, and to ensure that the funds are used for special education and related services for children with disabilities, except as provided by 34 CFR § 300.235(a)(l). In addition, all such expenditures must be reasonable and necessary for the program, and any associated indirect costs that are assessed against the use of these funds must not duplicate or exceed the State's negotiated indirect cost rate. These requirements also apply to expenditures related to the purchase of equipment and materials.”  OSEP Letter to Picard (June 22, 2006).

[Office of Special Education Programs] OSEP determines whether “the equipment, materials, and installation costs listed . . . are reasonable expenditures, and [whether] the education programs for children with disabilities . . . would be improved by the acquisition of this equipment.”  OSEP examines whether when “[u]sed as intended, this one-time purchase of equipment and materials [would] provide educational benefit to students with disabilities . . .” OSEP Letter to Picard (April 5, 2005).

“If the [individualized education program] IEP team determines that a particular assistive technology item is required for home use in order for a particular child to be provided FAPE, the technology must be provided to implement the IEP . . . Part B does not recognize any authority on the part of a local School Board to unilaterally change the statement of special education and related services contained in the IEP. After the IEP is developed and the placement decision is made by a group of persons knowledgeable about the child, the meaning of the evaluation data and placement options, the public agency must implement the IEP . . . It is expected that the special education and related services set out in the IEP will be provided by the agency beginning immediately after the IEP is finalized. In certain circumstances such as when the IEP meeting occurs during the summer or a vacation period, or where there are circumstances which require a short delay (e.g., working out transportation arrangements) the implementation may not be immediate.”  OSEP Letter to Anonymous (November 27, 1991).

“The public agency may place equipment and supplies in a private school, but only for the period of time needed to meet the equitable participation requirements for the Part B program. The public agency must ensure that equipment and supplies placed in a private school are used only for Part B purposes and can be removed from the private school without remodeling the private school facility. The public agency must remove equipment and supplies from a private school if the equipment and supplies are no longer needed for Part B purposes or if removal is necessary to avoid unauthorized use of the equipment and supplies for other than Part B purposes.”  OSERS Questions and Answers on Serving Children with Disabilities Placed by Their Parents in Private Schools (April 2011).

“In instances where Part B funds have been used to purchase an assistive technology device for a student with a disability to carry out the student's IEP, school districts can collaborate with state vocational rehabilitation agencies to make arrangements for a student to continue to use that device as he or she transitions to, and participates in, a state vocational rehabilitation services program which is funded under Title I of the Rehabilitation Act.”  OSEP Letter to Goodman (June 21, 1998).

Through the implementation of the member district policies and procedures as outlined in the Legal Framework for the Child-Centered Special Education Process, the member district ensures the proper administration of equipment as required by the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) and its accompanying federal regulations, state statutes and regulations.


IDEA B, 300.105 (a) requires each public agency to ensure that assistive technology devices, services or both are made available to a child with a disability if required as part of the child’s special education, related services, or supplementary aids and services. 
Student use in a school setting of any assistive technology, including but not limited to 2 way listening/talking devices, GPS locators, etc., must be discussed at the IEP meeting. All variables to the use of such devices will be considered. Federal information privacy laws require consideration of other student's rights before any auditory device may be used in a school setting. Discussion of assistive technology needs of the student will be documented on district forms and filed by the educational diagnostician/LSSP in the student’s special education eligibility folder.
If the ARD Committee determines that a particular assistive technology is required for home use in order for a particular child to be provided FAPE, the technology must be provided to implement the IEP.
The district ensures the proper administration of equipment as required by IDEA and its accompanying federal regulations, state statutes and regulations. 
The district is responsible for the acquisition and maintenance of Assistive Technology equipment belonging to the district. 
The district will follow the students’ IEP and implement the Assistive Technology equipment as determined by the ARD Committee. 
At the end of the school year, the Assistive Technology equipment will be collected from each teacher in order to inventory the equipment annually. 
If the ARD Committee determines that the student needs access to the equipment over the summer, the Assistive Technology Team will have the parents sign a form to check out the equipment for the summer.
Staff Responsible:  
District Level: Superintendent, Special Education Director
Campus Level: Assistive Technology Team Member, Teacher, Principal 

Evidence of Practice: 
· ARD paperwork/Assistive Technology supplement 
· Assistive Technology forms
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