Emergent Themes of Al State Guidance

Definition of Al State Guidance for K-12 Education

In order to qualify as a state providing Al State Guidance for K-12 Education, the provided guidance must meet the
following criteria:
« Provide a document or resource from an official website from a state agency or officially designated
organization or a document endorsed by state education leadership
« The focus must be on K-12 students and include the required words “guidance” or “guideline” and “students”

Emergent Themes of Al State Guidance for K-12 Education

« Potential for Personalized Learning « Identifying Other Potential Benefits of Al
« Identifying Potential Risks of Al » Need for Human Training and Support

« Understanding Ethical Use « Advocating for K-12 Policy Development
+ Advocating for Human-Centered Al « Potential to Enhance Accessibility

 Need for Ensuring Equal Access & Reducing Bias

Inclusive of Students with Disabilities

The following 13 states consider students with disabilities in their documents: CA, CO, DE, LA, MN, MS, NC, ND,
OK, OR, UT, WA, WV

State Map of Al Guidance

The following map depicts the 19 SEAs that met the Al state guidance requirements: CA, CO, DE, IN, KY, LA, MN,
MS, NC, ND, OH, OK, OR, UT, VA, WA, WI, WV, WY

Four states have been noted to have guidance and other reports, but they do not meet the criteria due to a lack of

focus on K-12 students or providing a list of resources rather than guidance: AZ, CT, HI, NJ

Meets Al Guidance Requirements

Guidance Does Not Meet Requirements
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Potential for Personalized Learning

Personalized Learning for All (18): CA, CO, DE, IN, KY, LA, MN, MS, NC,

ND, OH, OK, OR, UT, VA, WA, WI, WV
« Focus on SWD (6)*: DE, LA, NC, ND, OR, WA
o Aligning with Existing Policy (2)*: LA, NC

Identifying Identifying Need for
Potential Risks Training and Support
of Al For Teachers (18): CA, CO, DE, KY, LA,

MN, MS, NC, ND, OH, OK, OR, UT, VA,
WA, WI, WV, WY

For Students (17): CA, CO, IN, KY, LA,
MN, MS, NC, ND, OH, OK, OR, UT, VA,
WA, WV, WY

Al Literacy (16) : CA, CO,
DE, IN, KY, MN, NC, ND, ®

Understanding OH, OK, OR, UT, WA,
. WI, WV, WY
Ethical Use

Privacy and Security (17): CA, CO, DE, IN,
KY, LA, MN, MS, NC, ND, OK, OR, UT, WA, . .
WL W e Advocating for Policy
« Aligning with Existing Policy (14): CA, Development
DE, IN, LA, MN, MS, NC, OK, OR, UT,
WA, WI, WV, WY
Academic Integrity (17): CA, CO, DE, KY,
LA, MN, MS, NC, OK, OR, UT, VA, WA, WI,
WV, WY

Inaccuracy (14): CA, CO, DE, KY, MS, NC, ND,
OK, OR, UT, WA, WI, WV, WY

Bias (14): CA, CO, KY, MN, MS, NC, ND, OR,
UT, VA, WA, WI, WV, WY

Overreliance (6): DE, MN, MS, OK, WA, WV

Classroom-Level (4): CA, MS, VA, WV
School-Level (6): DE, NC, ND, OH, OR,
WY

District-Level (6): CO, DE,
KY, OH, OK, OR

Unclear (3): IN, LA, MN

Identifying Potential @
Benefits of Al [>7

Efficiency (18): CA, CO, DE, IN, KY, LA, MN, MS, NC, ND, OH, OK, OR, UT, VA, WA, WV, WY
Creativity (13): CA, CO, DE, KY, MN, MS, NC, ND, OK, UT, WA, WV, WY
Collaboration and Communication (10): CA, CO, IN, KY, MS, NC, OK, UT, WA, WV




Potential to Enhance

!y Advocating
N Accessibility for
> §§ ++ for Human- y
Learnin
¢3%" Centered Al g
Universal Accessibility for All (10): CA, DE,
Human-in-the-Loop (15) and/or KY, LA, MS, NC, OR, UT, WI, WY
Human Agency: CO, IN, KY, LA, MN, NC, Accessibility for SWD (11)*: CA, CO, LA, MN,
ND, OK, OR, UT, VA, WA, WI, WV, WY MS, NC, ND, OK, OR, UT, WV
Human Values (3): CA, KY, WY « Assistive Technology (4)*: CA, CO, NC,
ND

« Aligning with Existing Policy (5)*: LA,
NC, OK, UT, WV
I m po rt ance Of Accessibility for Multiligual Learners (7):

® o o . CA, MS, NC, ND, OK, OR, WY
'n‘ 'H‘ 1 Ensuring
== = = Equal Access o

Equal Access to Al (13): CA, CO, DE, KY,
MN, NC, OH, OR, UT, WA, WI, WV, WY
Reducing Bias (9): CA, CO, DE, KY, LA,
MN, OR, WA, WI

Equal Access to Education for SWD
(4)*: CA, LA, OK, OR

 Aligning with Existing Policy (3)*:
LA, OK, OR

The parentheses indicate the number of states addressed in each theme.

The asterisks(*) indicate the themes that SEAs related to students with disabilities (SWDs), including mentions
of SWD, Individualized Education Programs (IEPs), Students with Exceptionalities, Special Education, Students
with Special Needs, Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA).

Significance and Implications

These findings identify gaps and recommendations for future guidance and research to inform policymakers,
educators, and researchers about areas needing further attention to leverage Al effectively and equally for

students with disabilities.
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