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The focus of AT often has centered on the artifacts of various technologies such as audiobooks, Braille books, computers, accessibility switches, augmentative communication appliances (e.g., speech boards that provide synthesized speech), and dynamic Braille display devices. Persons with higher incidence cognitive or related disabilities, such as learning disabilities, attention deficit hyperactivity disorders (ADHD), or autism spectrum disorders (Dunlap & Bunton-Pierce, 1999), do not benefit from the historical presence of such well-established organizations.
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Educational research is not very influential, useful, or well funded. This article explores why and suggests ways that the situation could be improved. Our focus is on the processes that link the development of good ideas and insights, the development of tools and structures for implementation, and the enabling of robust implementation in realistic practice. We suggest that educational research and development should be restructured so as to be more useful to practitioners and to policymakers, allowing the latter to make better-informed, less-speculative decisions that will improve practice more reliably.
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