
 

 

Gratiot Isabella RESD 
Assistive Technology 

Augmentative Alternative Communication Evaluation Guidance 
 
Legal Requirements and Definitions 
IDEA:  
ASSISTIVE TECHNOLOGY  §300.105  
Each public agency must ensure that AT devices or AT services, or both, as those terms are 
defined in §§300.5 and 300.6, respectively, are made available to a child with a disability if 
required as a part of the child’s  
(1) Special education under §300.39  
(2) Related services under §300.34; or  
(3) Supplementary aids and services under §§300.42 and 300.114(a)(2)(ii).  
On a case-by-case basis, the use of school-purchased AT devices in a child’s home or in other 
settings is required if the child’s IEP Team determines that the child needs access to those 
devices in order to receive FAPE. AT devices range on a continuum from simple, low-tech 
solutions to more complex, high tech solutions. As such, AT devices can include a pencil grip or 
a keyboard, a pape-rbased communication board or a computer-based augmentative 
communication system, and a plastic, colored overlay or a device that scans text and reads it 
aloud. AT devices are considered along the continuum for each student, and a given student 
may use a variety of technologies for different tasks. Usually, LEAs are not required to provide 
surgically implanted medical devices (such as cochlear implants, eyeglasses, hearing aids or 
braces). However, if a student needs a specific device to receive FAPE, then the LEA must 
provide the device at no cost to the parents. An example of this exception would be eye glasses 
used for glare reduction.   
 
Public agencies are required to provide assistive technology devices or services to a disabled 
student if the participants on a student's individualized education program (IEP) team determine 
that the student needs an assistive technology device or service in order to receive a free 
appropriate public education (FAPE). 34 CFR § 300.308.Depending on the individual situations, 
assistive technology could be designated special education, a "related service," or a 
supplementary aid or service. Consistent with this responsibility, each public agency must 
ensure that, as part of its Part B educational evaluation when warranted by the child's 
suspected disability, it assesses, in accordance with the evaluation requirements of 34 CFR § 
300.532, the student's functional capabilities and whether they may be increased, maintained, 
or improved through the use of assistive technology devices or services. 34 CFR §§ 300.5 and 
300.6. The evaluation should provide sufficient information to permit the IEP team to determine 
whether the student requires assistive technology devices or services in order to receive FAPE. 



 

 

If the public agency does not, as part of its evaluation of the child in all suspected areas of 
disability, assess the functional capabilities of the child as they relate to the need for assistive 
technology, the parents have a right to seek at public expense an independent evaluation if they 
believe the evaluation conducted by the agency fails to address appropriately the child's needs 
in this area. Thus, the issue is not the right to an "assistive technology evaluation." Regardless 
of the terminology used, if warranted by the child's suspected disability, an appropriate Part B 
evaluation must include an assessment that will enable the IEP team to determine whether the 
child needs assistive technology in order to receive FAPE. In addition to their right to an IEE, the 
parents also have the option to ask the public agency to conduct a reevaluation that assesses 
the child's functional capabilities as they relate to the need for assistive technology. If, in 
response to a parent's request, the public agency refuses to conduct the reevaluation, it must 
provide the child's parents with prior written notice of its action, including an explanation of 
procedural safeguards and the right of the parents to initiate an impartial due process hearing if 
they disagree with the public agency's action. 34 CFR §§ 300.504(a)(2) and 300.505. Letter to 
Fisher, December 4,1995 (OSEP). 
 
§300.154(d) 
A public agency may use the Medicaid or other public benefits or insurance in which a 
child participates to provide or pay for services required under this part, as permitted 
under the public benefits or insurance program, except as provided in paragraph (d)(2) 
of this section.  
 
§300.154(e) 
With regard to services required to provide FAPE to an eligible child under this part, a 
public agency may access the parents’ private insurance proceeds only if the parents 
provide consent, consistent with §300.9.  
 
MARSE:  
MARSE 340.1781 Rule 81  
Teachers of students with disabilities; endorsement requirements. (1) A teacher seeking an 
endorsement or full approval by the department shall meet all of the following requirements, in 
conjunction with those of R 340.1782, R 340.1786 to R 340.1788, R 340.1790, R 340.1795 to R 
340.1797, and R 340.1799 to R 340.1799c, before being employed by an intermediate school 
district, local school district, public school academy, or other agency operating special education 
programs and services: (a) The requisite knowledge, understanding, skills, and dispositions for 
effective practice related to all of the following… (iv) Using AT devices to increase, maintain, or 
improve the capabilities of students with impairments. 
Definitions:  



 

 

SEC. 300.5 ASSISTIVE TECHNOLOGY DEVICE:  
AT device means any item, piece of equipment, or product system, whether acquired 
commercially off the shelf, modified, or customized, that is used to increase, maintain, or 
improve the functional capabilities of a child with a disability. The term does not include a 
medical device that is surgically implanted, or the replacement of such device.  
 
AT SERVICE 300.6  
AT service means any service that directly assists a child with a disability in the selection, 
acquisition, or use of an AT device. The term includes  
a. The evaluation of the needs of a child with a disability, including a functional evaluation of the 
child in the child's customary environment;  
b. Purchasing, leasing, or otherwise providing for the acquisition of AT devices by children with 
disabilities;  
c. selecting, designing, fitting, customizing, adapting, applying, maintaining, repairing, or 
replacing AT devices;  
d. coordinating and using other therapies, interventions, or services with AT devices, such as 
those associated with existing education and Rehabilitation plans and programs;  
e. training or technical assistance for a child with a disability or, if appropriate, that child’s family; 
and 
 f. training or technical assistance for professionals (including individuals providing education or 
rehabilitation services), employers, or other individuals who provide services to, employ, or are 
otherwise substantially involved in the major life functions of that child.  
 
Gratiot Isabella RESD Assistive Technology Procedures 
Gratiot Isabella RESD Speech and Language Pathologists all have the capability, knowledge 
and experience to conduct assistive technology evaluations specifically in the area of 
communication for students on their individual caseloads.  In the event that a local district in the 
GIRESD region requires support in providing a student with an AAC evaluation, GIRESD will 
have designated SLPs to provide that support. The following shall be the procedures for 
conducting an AAC evaluation referral to IEP.  

I. Concern-at the point that a team member including the parent, has concern that a 
student with a disability may require an AAC device the case manager shall schedule a 
Review of Existing Evaluation Data (REED) meeting.  Although a meeting is not required 
in statute, the practice of the GIRESD shall be to collect relevant information using a 
team meeting format.  

II. Review Of Existing Evaluation Data (REED)-§300.305 As part of an initial evaluation (if 
appropriate) and as part of any reevaluation under this part, the IEP Team and other 
qualified professionals, as appropriate, must review existing evaluation data on the child, 



 

 

including evaluations and information provided by the parents of the child. On the basis 
of that review, and input from the child’s parents, identify what additional data, if any, are 
needed to determine whether the child continues to have a disability, and the 
educational needs of the child; the present levels of academic achievement and related 
developmental needs of the child; whether the child continues to need special education 
and related services; and whether any additions or modifications to the special education 
and related services are needed to enable the child to meet the measurable annual 
goals set out in the IEP of the child and to participate, as appropriate, in the general 
education curriculum.  

III. The team that assembles to collect the data shall determine if the assistive technology 
evaluation; 

A. Is required; 
B. Can be conducted in house; or 
C. Requires the evaluation to be provided by a contracted individual or entity. 

IV. Evaluation-the evaluation shall  be conducted within 30 school days in accordance with 
340.1721b(1); unless the parents agree in writing to an extension of the 30 school day 
timeline.  Consent for the timeline extension must be given before the expiration of the 
30 school day timeline.   

A. Once written consent is obtained the SLP or evaluation team shall: 
1. Collect information from relevant team members in relation to feature 

matching based on the students needs 
2. At a minimum, two devices that address the identified features shall be 

chosen as trial devices 
3. Devices may be  

a) On loan from Alt+Shift 
b) On loan from GIRESD AT Lab 
c) On loan or rent from a Company Representative (may also 

request a demonstration of the device) 
4. Each device shall be trialed for a minimum of two week in order to gather 

ample data relevant to making a decision by the IEP team 
V. IFSP/IEP-based on the data presented, the IEP shall determine if the student with a 

disability requires the support of an assistive technology device or service and document 
this support as a direct service or as a supplementary aid or service.   

VI. Contracted Evaluation-if a decision is made through the REED process that an assistive 
technology evaluation must be conducted through contract by a source outside of the 
GIRESD, this must be documented on the REED and a contract with the qualified 
outside source must be obtained. Once the evaluation is completed and the report is 
available, the IEP team including the GIRESD AAC consults will review the report 
through the IEP process and determine if the IEP needs revision.  If the team believes 



 

 

that a supplementary aid or service is not required, then notice must be provided. If a 
device is determined to be part of the offer of FAPE then the district must provide the 
device at no cost to the parent.  If agreeable, with parent consent it is allowable to use 
the parent’s medical insurance as a source of funding.  

 
GIRESD Procedural Steps: 
Step 1: When a provider has a concern, the Request for AAC Consult Form, which is located on 
the GIRESD Website under Special Services AAC Resources should be completed and 
submitted.  
 
Step 2: Once the Request for AAC consult form has been submitted. The provider will be 
contacted by either the Gratiot or Isabella AAC Consultant within 2 school days to discuss 
specific details of the concern.  

a. Consult support will be provided or it will be determined that a REED would be 
initiated. AT Consideration Assessment Flow Chart 
b. If a REED needs to be held, the student’s case manager in collaboration with the AAC 
Consultant will initiate the REED process and determine appropriate team members in 
accordance with IDEA timelines.  

 
Step 3: The REED team will collect information to complete the SETT Framework. “The SETT 
Framework is intended to promote collaborative decision-making in all phases of AT service 
design and delivery from consideration through implementation and evaluation of effectiveness.” 
The SETT Framework explores four areas including gathering information about the student 
(concerns and needs), the learning environments (the places where the student will use the 
technology), the tasks a student is expected to do or learn to do (functional demands for each 
learning environment), and, finally, the tools the student will need (technology, services, and 
strategies) to work toward mastery of the tasks in the customary places where they occur. 
Simple SETT Framework Worksheet 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Step 4: The team that assembles to collect the data shall determine if the assistive technology 
evaluation; 

a. Can be conducted in house; or 

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1NHLL0viGx5TBIftGXIx6UHr-Sh2cG_0p/view
https://assistedtechnology.weebly.com/uploads/3/4/1/9/3419723/sett_framework.pdf


 

 

b. Requires the evaluation to be provided by a contracted individual or entity. 
i. If a decision is made through the REED process that an assistive 

technology evaluation must be conducted through contract by a source 
outside of the GIRESD, this must be documented on the REED and a 
contract with the qualified outside source must be obtained. Once the 
evaluation is completed and the report is available, the IEP team 
including the GIRESD AAC consults will review the report through the IEP 
process and determine if the IEP needs revision. If the team believes that 
a supplementary aid or service is not required, then notice must be 
provided. If a device is determined to be part of the offer of FAPE then the 
district must provide the device at no cost to the parent. If agreeable, it is 
allowable to use the parents medical insurance as a source of funding.  

 
Step 5: The evaluation shall  be conducted within 30 school days in accordance with 
340.1721b(1); unless the parents agree in writing to an extension of the 30 school day timeline.  
Consent for the timeline extension must be given before the expiration of the 30 school day 
timeline.   

A. Once written consent is obtained the SLP or evaluation team shall: 
1. Collect information from relevant team members in relation to feature 

matching based on the students needs 
2. At a minimum, two devices that address the identified features shall be 

chosen as trial devices 
3. Devices may be  

a) On loan from Alt+Shift 
b) On loan from GIRESD AT Lab 
c) On loan or rent from a Company Representative (may also 

request a demonstration of the device) 
4. Each device shall be trialed in order to gather ample data relevant to 

making a decision by the IEP team. Device trial timelines will be 
recommended by the AAC Consultants based on each student’s 
individual needs.  

 
Step 6: The multidisciplinary team will meet to review the results of the evaluation and complete 
the SETT Framework. Recommendations would be discussed.  
 
Step 7: The student’s case manager will schedule a reevaluation IEP with the team members to 
discuss evaluation results and recommendations.  



 

 

a. If a student device is recommended, the IEP team will determine if the IEP needs 
revision. May not just be supplementary aid or service. Could be an annual goal or a revision 
to related services. Or some combination. May also require the PLAAFP be revised. 
b. The AAC Consultant will be added to conduct training and promote implementation of 
the device. The consultant will complete an AAC Implementation plan and disperse to 
team members.  
Sample AAC Implementation Plan  
Sample AAC Implementation Plan #2 

 
*This reevaluation IEP would not necessarily serve as a reevaluation for eligibility. The student’s 
case manager will need to monitor the student’s eligibility timeline to ensure it is met.  
*In the case of an AAC evaluation, the team should check “other” on the REED and for the IEP 
the team should check “Annual/Review IEP” then check “Other” and write a description in the 
box.   
 
Resources 
 
AAC Handbook-Michigan 
 
Individuals with Disabilities Act (IDEA) 
 
Michigan Administrative Rules for Special Education (MARSE) with IDEA Federal Regulations 
 
 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1GFcM-4Z8V6qYsQj511z8lvi9RAjj_Fw59SacX__EtrM/edit
https://docs.google.com/document/d/1J6gZgQVFznvj7q48o5KmxTRSKQioCcZlRfcTqpQZqoE/edit
https://www.natenetwork.org/wp-content/uploads/ATHandbook_Accessible-Version_7_30_19_final.pdf
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/
https://www.michigan.gov/-/media/Project/Websites/mde/specialeducation/MI-rules/MARSE_Supplemented_with_IDEA_Regs.pdf?rev=a9fd6c0ae03548fdad9195e24c4020ac

