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We Read the Terms for the IEP
Generators

Heather Grizzle - November 5, 2026

Five vendors sell AI IEP drafting. We read their terms against seven contract clauses. All say
they don't train on student data. None says the draft is kept.
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ABOUT THIS PIECE

This is the third part of NCG's Al x IEP series. Part one followed Nora, a com-
posite Deaf child, through an IEP drafted by software. Part two proposed seven
contract clauses that would make the human review of such a draft visible. This
part reads what five vendors of AI IEP drafting actually publish, terms of ser-
vice, privacy policies, product pages and executed data privacy agreements,
against those seven clauses. Every document was read on 1 November 2026 and
is linked in the notes. Each vendor was sent its findings on 2 November 2026
and given until 6 November to respond; responses appear in the box at the end.
Disclosure: in October 2026 NCG invited Brisk and PowerSchool, among other
education companies, to sponsor the National Deaf Education Data Index. Nei-
ther replied, and neither is a sponsor. No vendor named here has a financial re-
lationship with NCG.
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IN BRIEF

« Five products sell Al drafting of IEP content to American schools: Magic-
School, Brisk, Google's Gemini for Education, PowerSchool's PowerBuddy
for Special Programs and Playground IEP. Their public documents were read
against the seven clauses NCG proposed in part two.

« All five say, in some form, that student data is not used to train AI models.
None of the five says, in any public document NCG found, whether the ma-
chine's draft of an IEP is kept as generated, whether changes to it are logged,
or whether a district can get either one back.

« For three of the five, the draft is produced in a teacher's own account and
lands in a chat history or a Google Doc, outside the district's IEP system and
outside any version control the district runs.

« NCG then read every public district listing in the Student Data Privacy Con-
sortium registry, 4,195 of them. MagicSchool, Brisk, Playground IEP or
PowerBuddy is approved in 1,264 districts, on 127 executed contracts. Of the
89 contracts that are machine-readable, not one requires the vendor to keep
an Al-generated draft, log changes to it, or produce it. Seven restrict Al train-
ing. Fifty-two let the vendor use de-identified student data for product devel-
opment.

« Seven Brisk contracts, adopted by 135 districts, add a term letting the compa-
ny use de-identified data about teachers' prompts to improve its services, be-
side a privacy center that says Brisk never uses student data to improve Al
models.

« None of this is hidden. It is what the vendors published. The gap is between
what their documents are about, which is data going in, and what a district
needs, which is a record of what came out and what a human did with it.

What We Did

In part two, NCG proposed seven contract clauses for any system that generates text
for a child's IEP: keep the generated draft, log every change with the user who made
it, produce both on request, require a human to enter the sections where the district's
data is least likely to describe the child, support disclosure to the family, do not train
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on district records, and provide a sampling report. The clauses were written for dis-
tricts to put in front of vendors. This piece asks what the vendors have already said, in
public, about each one.

The method is plain. NCG identified five products that advertise Al drafting of IEP
goals, present levels or whole plans to American schools, and read, on 1 November
2026, every document each vendor publishes that bears on the question: terms of ser-
vice, privacy policies, student data policies and addenda, trust and security pages,
product pages for the IEP feature, and, where one exists on the public record, an exe-
cuted data privacy agreement in the Student Data Privacy Consortium's registry. Each
document was read for what it says about the seven clauses. NCG also read the reg-
istry. The Student Data Privacy Consortium publishes, for each participating district,
a listing of the online services the district has approved, with links to the signed agree-
ments. On 1 November 2026 NCG retrieved every public district listing, 4,195 in all,
recorded every entry for the five vendors' teacher-facing products, downloaded each
distinct executed agreement those entries point to, and searched the text of each one
for terms on Al training, generated output, drafts and retention. Thirty-eight agree-
ments are scanned images with no searchable text and are counted separately rather

than guessed at.13 Where a document is silent, the finding is "not addressed,” which
means NCG did not find it, not that the vendor does not do it. Vendors do things their
documents do not describe. A district, though, can only enforce what is written down,
and a parent can only rely on what is published, so the documents are the right thing
to read.

A note on quotation. NCG quotes each document sparingly and links to every one, so
that a reader, a reporter or a vendor's counsel can check the full text rather than
NCG's summary of it.

The Five

MagicSchool is the largest. It describes itself as the most widely used AI platform in
K-12 education and publishes an IEP generator among more than eighty tools; a help
article says that if a teacher includes a student's name, the tool removes it in the back-

ground.! It is free for individual teachers and sold to districts by subscription. Two
things make it more than a vendor. Nebraska's ESU Coordinating Council holds a co-
operative purchasing contract for MagicSchool through April 2028, which any mem-

ber district can join,2 and North Carolina's 2026 appropriations act created a Magic-

Opre A0
7 E;
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School Academic Support Program, under which public school units receive state

funds to contract with the company by name.3 A state legislature has written one Al
vendor into statute. That raises the stakes on what its documents say.

Brisk is a browser extension that works inside Google Docs and other sites a teacher
already has open. Its IEP Goal Generator page promises compliant IEP drafts in min-

utes, with output a teacher can edit directly in Google Docs or Word.# Brisk says it has

signed the National Data Privacy Agreement in thirteen states.2

Gemini for Education is Google's Al assistant inside Google Workspace for Education,
including Classroom, Docs and the Gemini app, and it is a core service available free
to every Workspace for Education institution. Google does not market an IEP genera-
tor. It markets a general assistant with enterprise-grade data protections and, in

Classroom, more than thirty use cases for creating content.® It is on this list because
teachers use it to draft IEP language, as they use ChatGPT, and because Google's data
terms are the ones many districts assume cover whatever a teacher does inside
Workspace.

PowerBuddy for Special Programs is PowerSchool's Al assistant inside its special edu-
cation case management product, which PowerSchool says serves about half a million
students. PowerSchool describes it as AI-powered tools that save educators time draft-
ing goals and planning documents, including IEPs, 504 plans, functional behavior as-

sessments and behavior intervention plans.Z It is the one product on this list that gen-
erates the draft inside the system of record, and PowerSchool's argument for it is that
it brings Al to the district's data rather than sending the data elsewhere.

Playground IEP is a special education caseload management platform with a genera-

tive Al suite its contract calls IEP Copilot.§ It is the smallest of the five and the only
one for which NCG found an executed data privacy agreement on the public record,
which is why it gets a section of its own below.
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Where the machine's draft lands

Five products, and whose system holds the generated IEP draft

PRODUCT HOW THE DRAFT IS MADE WHERE IT LANDS CONTROLLED BY

MagicSchool IEP generator in a teacher account Teacher's MagicSchool history; copied into the IEP The teacher
system by hand

Brisk Browser extension A (.}oogle Doc or Word file the teacher has open; The teacher
Brisk stores input and output

Gemini for Education Gemini app or Docs Chat-hlstory ora Doc, retained as the Workspace The teacher
admin sets

it cnc .
PowerBuddy (PowerSchool) Inside PowerSchool Special Programs :;22::;:; s case management system, beside the
Playground IEP IEP Copilot inside the platform The caseload platform the district contracted for

Novara Consulting Group. From each vendor's published product and privacy documents, read 1 November 2026. None of the five vendors' documents says whether the generated draft is kept separately from the edited one.

Where the machine's draft lands, product by product. Three of five produce it in a teacher's own ac-
count; two produce it inside a district system.
Novara Consulting Group

Where the Draft Lives

Before reading the terms, it matters where the draft physically goes, because that de-
cides who controls it.

With MagicSchool, a teacher opens the IEP generator, pastes or types what she has,
and the tool returns a draft on screen in her account. She copies it into the district's
IEP system. The draft itself stays in her MagicSchool history, under her login. With
Brisk, the draft is written straight into a Google Doc or Word file the teacher has open,
and Brisk's privacy FAQ says the company stores both the user's input, including an
IEP prompt, and the generated output, including an IEP draft, and deletes accounts

after eighteen months of inactivity.® With Gemini, the draft is a chat response in the
Gemini app or a "Help me write" result in a Doc, retained according to whatever the
district's Workspace administrator has configured.

In all three, the machine's draft exists in a system the district's special education office
did not buy and may not know the teacher is using. If the district runs Workspace, its
administrators can retrieve a Doc's version history, which means that for Brisk and
Gemini, the only version control over the draft is Google's, and it exists by accident of
where the teacher happened to be typing. For MagicSchool, the draft is in the teach-
er's personal history on a platform the district may or may not have a contract with,
and the privacy policy that governs a free or individually paid account is explicit that it
covers the educator as a consumer and does not cover data the company processes as

=]
3
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a service provider under a district agreement.2 A teacher on a free account drafting
Nora's present levels is, in the policy's own framing, a consumer generating user con-
tent, and the policy lists inputs, prompts and generated content among the categories

of the educator's personal information the company collects.2

PowerBuddy and Playground IEP are different. The draft is generated inside the sys-
tem that will hold the signed plan. That is a real advantage: the data never leaves, and
keeping the generated version beside the edited one is a storage decision rather than
an integration project. It is also the reason their silence on the point matters more. A
vendor whose product already holds both versions, and whose documents say nothing
about keeping the first, has made a choice.

What They Say About Training

On the sixth clause, no training on district records, all five vendors have something to
say, and most of it is reassuring on its face.

MagicSchool's privacy policy, effective 19 March 2026, lists among its commitments
that it does not use student data to train, fine-tune or improve Al models or let a
third-party provider do so, and states separately that the company "does not use per-

sonal information to train artificial intelligence or machine learning models."? Brisk's
privacy center says the company does not use student or teacher data to train or fine-

tune models.12 Google says that for Workspace for Education users, chats and files are

not reviewed by humans and are not used to train models outside the institution's do-

main.2 PowerSchool publishes six guiding principles for Al, including stringent data

governance, privacy and security.l! Playground IEP's executed agreement binds it to
the standard privacy clauses.

Read the same documents for what they permit, and the picture shifts. MagicSchool's
policy states that the company may create aggregated, de-identified or anonymized
data from personal information and share it with third parties for its lawful business

purposes, including to analyze and improve the service.? That is the ordinary lan-
guage of a privacy policy, and it is also a statement that de-identified data about what
educators generate may leave the company. The policy does not say whether de-iden-
tified IEP text is in or out of that category. The executed Playground IEP agreement,
discussed below, affirmatively permits the vendor to use de-identified student data for
research and development of its products and says that right survives termination of

Opre A0
7 E;

Page 7 of 20




NOVARA

CONSULTING GROUP

the agreement.§ PowerSchool describes PowerBuddy as fine-tuned specifically for

K-12 education and, on its special programs blog, as built on SPED-trained models;Z
NCG could not find, on the pages read, what data those models were trained or tuned
on, or whether any of it came from district records. That is not an accusation. It is a
question a district should be able to answer from the contract, and it cannot be an-
swered from the website.

"We do not train on student data" is the sentence every vendor has learned to say. It is
a good sentence. It is also narrower than it sounds, because the standard privacy
agreement districts sign defines student data to exclude anything de-identified, and
the vendors' own policies reserve the right to use de-identified data for product im-
provement. Clause six in part two was written with the word "de-identified" in it for
this reason.

What They Say About the Draft

On the other six clauses, the answer across all five vendors is the same, and it is the
finding of this piece.
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What five vendors' public documents say about the seven clauses, as read on 1
November 2026
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Clause

1 Gener-
ated
draft re-
tained as
generat-
ed

2 Change
record
and attri-
bution

3 Pro-
duction
on re-
quest

4 Human
entry in
designat-
ed sec-
tions

5 Disclo-
sure to
families

Magic-
School

Not ad-
dressed

Not ad-
dressed

Not ad-
dressed

Not ad-
dressed

Not ad-
dressed

Stores in-

puts and
outputs;
retention
tied to
account
activity

Not ad-
dressed

Deletion
on re-
quest;
produc-
tion not
ad-
dressed

Not ad-
dressed

Not ad-
dressed

Gemini for
Education

Retention set

by district
Workspace
admin; not
specific to
drafts

Doc version

history

where output

is in a Doc;
no attribu-

tion of gener-

ated text

Admin ex-
port tools;
not specific
to drafts

Not ad-
dressed

Not ad-
dressed
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Power-
Buddy

Not ad-
dressed

Not ad-
dressed

Not ad-
dressed

Not ad-
dressed

Not ad-
dressed

Not ad-
dressed

Not ad-
dressed

DPA re-
quires re-
sponse to
records re-
quests
within 45
days

Not ad-
dressed

Not ad-
dressed
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Clause Magic- Gemini for

School

Education

support-
ed
6 No No train- No train- No training Six prin- De-identi-
training ing on ing on outside the ciples; fied data
on dis- personal student domain training may be
trict or student | or teach- data for used for
records data; de- er data SPED product
including | identified models develop-
de-iden- data may not de- ment and
tified be shared scribed survives
termina-
tion
7 Sam- Not ad- Not ad- Not ad- Not ad- Not ad-
pling re- dressed dressed dressed dressed dressed
port

Source: Vendor terms of service, privacy policies, product and trust pages, and the SDPC Resource
Registry; see the notes for each document. Not addressed means NCG found no statement either way.

Not one of the five says, anywhere NCG could find, that the machine's draft of an IEP
is kept separately from the edited version. Not one says that changes to generated text
are logged by user. Not one marks generated passages in a final document. Not one
says a district can get the draft and the change record back on request, for a hearing,
years later. Not one says anything about leaving the deaf and hard of hearing special
factors, a communication plan or an interpreter qualification for a human to enter.
Not one mentions telling a parent that a machine wrote the first draft.

The absence is uniform, which tells you it is not a vendor failing. It is a category fail-
ing. The documents these companies publish are privacy documents, written to an-
swer the question the market has been asking since 2015: what happens to the data
we give you. Nobody has yet made them answer the question that AI drafting raises:
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what happens to the account of a child you give us back. The vendors wrote the docu-
ments the buyers asked for. The buyers have not asked for the other one.

The vendors wrote the documents the buyers asked
for. The buyers have not asked for the other one.

The Contract Behind One of Them

Most of the agreements between districts and Al vendors are not public. In Illinois
they are, because state law requires every district to post its written agreement with
each operator within ten days of signing, and the Student Data Privacy Consortium's
registry hosts many of them. That is how NCG found the agreement between Play-
ground IEP LLC and the Eastern Illinois Area Special Education cooperative, signed
by the vendor's chief executive on 8 December 2024 and by the cooperative's assistant

director on 2 December 2025.§
It is worth walking through, because it is probably typical and it is certainly real.

The form is the National Data Privacy Agreement, Standard Version 1.0, revision 116,
copyright 2021. The consortium released version 2 in April 2024 and version 2.2 in
November 2025; this agreement, executed in December 2025, is on the version before
that. Exhibit A, the description of services, says the platform's suite of generative Al
tools, IEP Copilot, empowers teachers to write IEPs more efficiently. Exhibit B, the
schedule of data, has checkmarks beside student disability information, specialized
education services, medical alerts and health data, conduct data, assessment data, and
student work. Exhibit H, the free-text field where the parties may add or modify
terms, reads "None." Outside that one sentence of product description, nothing in the
twenty-one pages refers to generative Al, to a model, or to a draft.

Article IV, section 5 permits the provider to use de-identified student data for re-
search and development of its educational sites, services or applications, and states
that this use survives termination of the agreement or any request by the district to
destroy student data. Article II, section 2 requires the provider to respond within
forty-five days to the district's request for student data in a student's records held by
the provider, which is the one provision in the document that a district could use to
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demand a generated draft, if the draft counts as student data in a student's records,
which the agreement does not say.

So a special education cooperative in Illinois, in December 2025, contracted for a gen-
erative Al tool that drafts IEPs from disability, health and behavior data, on a 2021
privacy form with no Al terms, with a standing permission for the vendor to develop
its products on de-identified versions of that data after the relationship ends. Nobody
involved did anything unusual. The cooperative used the state's template. The vendor
pre-signed it. The template had no field for the questions that mattered, and nobody
added one. That is what part two predicted a typical contract would look like, and here
is one.

Every Contract in the Registry

One contract is a story. The registry turns it into a count.

WHAT 4,195 DISTRICT LISTINGS SHOW

1,264

districts approve at least one of the five vendors' teacher products

127

distinct executed contracts behind those approvals

O

of 89 readable contracts require keeping, logging or producing an Al-generated draft
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52

of 89 let the vendor use de-identified student data for product development

Source: SDPC Resource Registry, every public district listing, read 1 November 2026; NCG analysis
of each executed agreement linked from those listings

MagicSchool's teacher product is approved in 962 district listings, on 77 executed
agreements. Brisk Teaching is approved in 600, on 35. Playground IEP is approved in
45, on 13. PowerBuddy appears by name in two listings, which says less about Power-
School's reach than about how its contracts are written: most PowerSchool agree-
ments cover the product suite as a whole. Most districts do not sign their own contract
with these vendors. They adopt one another district has already signed, through the
template's general offer of terms, which is why 1,264 approvals rest on only 127 docu-
ments. Whatever those 127 say, about a thousand districts have agreed to.

What they say about Al is almost nothing. Of the 89 contracts with searchable text, 25
are still on version 1 of the national template and 20 on version 2; the rest are state
forms or vendor addenda. Seven contain any restriction on using data to train Al
models. None, on any template, requires the vendor to keep the draft its tool gener-
ates, log what a user changed, mark what the machine wrote, or hand any of it back.
The closest any contract comes is California's state terms, which define Al-generated
content and give students ownership of what they create with it. That clause protects a
student's essay. It does not reach a teacher's draft of the student's IEP.
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Al IEP drafting vendors in the SDPC registry, as of 1 November 2026

Vendor District Execut- Restrict Require
listings ed con- Al train- keeping Al

approving tracts ing drafts

Magic- 962 77 48 5 0

School

Brisk 600 35 32 2 0

Teaching

Play- 45 13 7 0 0

ground

IEP

PowerBud- 2 2 2 0 0

dy (by

name)

Source: SDPC Resource Registry district listings and linked agreements; NCG analysis. Readable
means the agreement PDF contains searchable text.

Two things in the contracts go further than silence. Seven Brisk agreements, adopted
between them by 135 districts, carry a Brisk addition to the de-identified data clause.
It gives the company the right to use de-identified data "to learn about how users
leverage different functionalities (e.g. prompts used to generate curriculum)" and to
improve the performance of its services.4 Brisk's privacy center says the company
never uses student data to improve Al models. Both statements can be true: the con-
tract term is about de-identified usage data, and it does not say a model is involved.
But a district reading the two side by side cannot tell from either one whether what its
teachers type into an IEP tool, stripped of names, helps tune the tool that drafts the
next child's plan. That is the question clause six exists to answer.

The other is what districts wrote in their own listings about MagicSchool. Ten districts
recorded that the company would not sign a data privacy agreement covering its free

product, or that the agreement they signed does not cover the Free or Plus versions.12
Several approved the paid version and barred the free one. That is the free-account
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problem described below, found not by reading a policy but by reading what districts
discovered when they tried to contract.

The Free Account Problem

There is one more thing the documents reveal, and it concerns MagicSchool most be-
cause MagicSchool is the one a teacher can use with no district involvement at all.

The company's privacy policy is careful about what it covers. It applies to personal in-
formation MagicSchool collects as a controller, which includes free and paid individu-
al educator accounts, and it says in its second paragraph that it does not apply to in-

formation the company processes as a service provider on behalf of districts under an

enterprise agreement; those are governed by the agreement.2 The student data com-
mitments in the policy, including no training on student data, are stated to apply to
student data processed on behalf of a district. The policy also asks users not to provide
sensitive personal information, and lists health information among the examples.

Put those together and consider the special education teacher with a free MagicSchool
login, which the company offers to any teacher without a district's involvement, and
which is the route CDT's polling suggests many of the 57 percent of special educators

using Al for IEPs are taking: a tool they found, not one the district procured.!2 She is
a consumer. The present levels statement she drafts, which by its nature describes a
child's disability and often the child's health, is her user-generated content under a
controller policy that asks her not to submit health information. The district's student
data agreement, if the district has one, governs the enterprise instance she is not us-
ing. If the district has no agreement with MagicSchool at all, nothing in the policy's
student data commitments is contractually owed to anyone. The company may well
honor them anyway, and its public statements suggest it does. But a parent asking
"who holds the draft of my child's IEP and under what terms" would find that the an-
swer, for a draft made on a free account, is the teacher, under a consumer privacy pol-
icy, and the district has no contract that reaches it.

North Carolina's legislature has just made this question statewide. The 2026 appro-
priations act funds public school units to contract with MagicSchool and directs an

evaluation that counts students, teachers and monthly generation outputs.3 The eval-
uation criteria in the statute do not include whether generated IEP content is re-
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tained, reviewed or disclosed. A state that is paying for a drafting tool by name has, in
the same act, an opportunity to require the record. It has not yet taken it.

What the Vendors Could Do by Friday

This piece is not an argument that any of the five products should be pulled from
classrooms. Teachers are using them because the alternative is a Thursday night. It is
an argument that the documents have to catch up with the product, and that the ven-
dors are the ones who can do it fastest, because they hold the drafts.

Each of the five could, in a product update, keep the generated draft as a separate dat-
ed object, log edits to generated text by user, mark generated passages, and offer a dis-
trict an export. Each could add a paragraph to its privacy policy or student data ad-
dendum saying so. The two that generate inside a record system, PowerSchool and
Playground IEP, could do it within the quarter, because both versions are already in
their database. The three whose drafts live in a teacher's account could add a district-
facing retention and export control for drafts the way they have added district dash-
boards for everything else.

Each could also answer two questions in writing that their current documents do not.
First, whether de-identified text from IEP drafts is used, or may be used, to tune the
model that produces the next draft. Second, for PowerSchool specifically, what the
SPED-trained models were trained on. A yes to the first is a legitimate business choice
that a district is entitled to know about before signing. A non-answer to either is the
thing a district's counsel should read as an answer.

MagicSchool has a further step available, because it is the one a legislature has
named. It could publish, for North Carolina and for every district, a one-page state-
ment of how IEP drafts generated in its tool are retained, exported and disclosed, and
it could make the free-account question go away by extending its student data com-
mitments, contractually, to every educator account used for IEP work regardless of
whether a district has signed.
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WHAT THE VENDORS SAID

Each of the five vendors was sent its row of the table, with the sources, on 2 No-
vember 2026 and asked to correct any finding or add anything by 6 November.
Responses received: to be completed on publication. Any correction that arrives
later will be published here with its date.

What a District Should Do With This

A special education director who has read this far has one practical use for it. Take the
table above to the next renewal, or to the technology office tomorrow, and ask which
of the seven clauses the district's current agreement contains. For most districts the
honest answer will match the table: the sixth, partly, and none of the others. Then ask
the vendor to put the rest in writing. The vendors’ documents say what they say be-
cause that is what buyers have asked for. The buyers can ask for something else.

Nora's case manager is still going to press the button. The question this series has
been circling since part one is what will be left behind when she does. Three parts in,
the answer from the law is that the draft is probably a record the district must be able
to produce, the answer from the contracts is that nobody has required it, and the an-
swer from the vendors is that nobody has promised it. The record is not the child, a
draft is not a decision, and a privacy policy is not a review.

TIPS

Know something about a sign language Al system that the public should know?
Send it to tips@novaracg.com. Every tip is read by me and kept confidential. If
you work in the UK, writing to us is not by itself a protected disclosure under the
Public Interest Disclosure Act 1998, so before you share employer information,
check your options with Protect (protect-advice.org.uk), the free whistleblowing
advice line.

Notes

1. MagicSchool, "How is my data used inside MagicSchool," help center article,
read 1 November 2026, https:/ /help.magicschool.ai/en/articles/9940161-
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how-is-my-data-used-inside-magicschool; and Anthropic, "Tackling teacher
burnout with Al assistance,” customer story describing MagicSchool's IEP
generator removing student names, https://www.anthropic.com/customers/
magicschool

2. ESU Coordinating Council (Nebraska), cooperative purchasing contract
"MagicSchool Al SB 2025-2028," term 14 April 2025 to 13 April 2028,
https://www.esucc.org/cooperative-purchasing/contract/572

3. North Carolina General Assembly, Session Law 2026-41 (Senate Bill 257,
2026 Appropriations Act), section 7.16, MagicSchool Academic Support Pro-
gram, as summarized by legislative staff, https://ncleg.gov/Legislation/Sum-
mariesPublication/Summary/2024/9/S257-SMBE-90(sl)-v-3/

4. Brisk Teaching, "AI IEP Goal Generator," product page, read 1 November
2026, https:/ /briskteaching.com/ai-tools/iep-goal-generator

5. Brisk Teaching, "Privacy & Security FAQs," read 1 November 2026, https://
www.briskteaching.com/privacy/security-fags and https://www.briskteach-
ing.com/privacy-security-fags

6. Google, "Google Workspace with Gemini FAQ for Education,” read 1 Novem-
ber 2026, https://knowledge.workspace.google.com/admin/generative-ai/
workspace-with-gemini/gemini-for-google-workspace-fag-education; and
Google for Education, Workspace for Education editions comparison,
https://edu.google.com.ec/intl/af za/workspace-for-education/editions/
compare-editions

7. PowerSchool, "PowerSchool Special Programs,” product page, https://
wwwl.powerschool.com/solutions/student-information/special-programs/;
and PowerSchool, "The Promise and Peril of Al in Special Education," blog,
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