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Introduction and Purpose Results Discussion

Professional collaboration in special N
education 1s essential for student success Question 1: What are common facilitators and barriers to collaboration and how does it take place? * Over 80% of participants agreed on
(Barnes & Turner, 2000) common facilitators to collaboration
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Implications for Practice
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the CMC in a broader context Question 3: How much are sensory-motor programs prioritized in Facilitators
o but you do have t t each I
different classroom types and across age ranges? R Team members are committed to
collaboration for (1) student outcomes and

. . . L W, (2) professional development. Suggested
Prioritization of Sensory-Motor Programming in Different Prioritization of Sensory-Motor Programming in Different Age . .
Classrooms Ranges strategies include:

* Quantitative exploratory design - online
Survey
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When members of the team do not Plan face to face meetings

value the contribution of other
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N gt Barriers see kids/challenges as “an OT . .
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* Participants from a SELPA 1n northern
California, n=27 (~30% response rate)
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O Special Education

Teacher : : ) . o L
O Behavior Therapist Moderate correlation between Moderate correlation between Partner "Ylth admmISt}’atorS to facilitate best
practices 1n collaboration

97% of participants agree that understanding of OT and the frequency of collaboration and the
prioritization of sensory-motor prioritization of sensory-motor *Prioritize rapport building as part of
programming for both classrooms, programming for both classrooms, professional development, both formally and

r=0.52, p <.05; and students, r=.56, p <.05; and students, informally

=49, p < .05 r=48,p<.05 *Collaborate with OT to build c!assroom
based sensory motor programming
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