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Resour ces:

Accessible Technologies for All Studenttstp://www.accessibletech4all.org/

A Guide for Proposal Writing\National Science Foundation
http://www.nsf.gov/pubs/1998/nsf9891/nsf9891.htm
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A Proposal Writing Short Courséhe Foundation Center
http://fdncenter.org/learn/shortcourse/propl.html

Basic Elements of Grant WritinG.orporation for Public Broadcasting
http://www.cpb.org/grants/grantwriting.html

Center for Applied Special Technology (CASHitp://www.cast.org/has earned international
recognition for its innovative contributions to edtional products, classroom practices, and
policies.

Center for Implementing Technology in Educatiamyw.CITEd.org is a Web site for vetted
resources on implementing technology into teachimgdjlearning, categorized into custom
searches and role-based responsibilities.

The Learn Centehttp://www.cited.org/index.aspx?page id€dntains hundreds of vetted web-
based resources, categorized by topic and roles.

The Research Centdrttp://www.cited.org/index.aspx?page_id=t8ntains dozens of articles
written for practitioners on focused topics arotmel use of emerging technologies for
learning.

The EdTechLocatohttp://www.edtechlocator.orgs a role-based map and self-assessment for
implementation teams to use for technology planaing implementation.

Developing and writing grant proposafzatalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
http://12.46.245.173/pls/portal30/CATALOG.GRANT_PROSAL_DYN.show

Grant proposal informatiof.he Center for Nonprofit Management
http://www.silcom.com/~paladin/promaster.html

Grant Writing Tips SchoolGrants
http://www.schoolgrants.org/tips.htm

Learning Forward (FKA National Staff Developmentu@oil or NSDC),
http://www.learningforward.orghiews high quality staff development programessential
to creating schools in which all students and stedmbers are learners who continually
improve their performance.

Microsoft Accessibility Center.
http://www.microsoft.com/enable/

National Center for Technology Innovatiamvw.NationalTechCenter.oygroject connects
implementation leaders, technology developerscpuolakers, and consumer technology
trends and research.

The TechMatrixhttp://www.techmatrix.orga free, searchable online database of products
reviewed for their accessibility and universal dedieatures along with a database of
research on the use of technology for students dvihbilities.
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Consumer Guidesittp://www.techmatrix.org/consumerGuides.asgecision-support tools for
school administrators as they consider purchasidgraplementing technology.

National Center On Universal Design for Learningp://www.udlcenter.orgfounded in 2009,
supports the effective and wide-scale implementadioUDL by connecting stakeholders in
the field and providing resources and information.

School Funding and Education GramSchoolNews.comww.eschoolnews.com/funding/
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