AutoSummarize identifies the key points in a document. AutoSummarize works best on well-structured documents, such as reports, articles, and scientific papers.
AutoSummarize determines key points by analyzing the document and assigning a score to each sentence. Sentences that contain words used frequently in the document are given a higher score. You then choose a percentage of the highest-scoring sentences to display in the summary.

You can select whether to highlight key points in a document, insert an executive summary or abstract at the top of a document, create a new document and put the summary there, or hide everything but the summary.

If you choose to highlight key points or hide everything but the summary, you can switch between displaying only the key points in a document (the rest of the document is hidden) and highlighting them in the document. As you read, you can also change the level of detail at any time.

The AutoSummarize function is found in the Tools section of the menu bar. The screenshot below shows the four options for summarizing a 1,500 word essay.
[image: image1.png]Remediation vs. compensation:
A critical decision point in assistive
technol| LS

word has examined the document and picked the sentences most relevant
to the main theme.

An Essay b .. ot summary

Most readers are e . B
Indlividuals with Disal the top ofthe document
"consider” assistive
with a disabilty. Inde]
cansideration proceq | Create anew Fide everything bt the
1995) document and put the summery withouk leaving
summery there the orginal document:

However, significant]
facilitates anather ID| e
some have argued tf “=oth of summary

Tandate, m Galgen| Eercetof oranal = e
means that assistivel  sumery: 357 words i 26 sentences iew,
the 1997 IDEA reaut| Original document: 1,503 words in 91 sentences

1 nave previously de
which many school-tf 2] Update dacument staistcs (cick Properties on the Fie menu) ing
about appropriate ag
there s an urgent u our
anility to engage in




The screenshot below shows the original document with 25% of the essay highlighted.
At any time the percentage of the summary can be adjusted with the sliding bar.
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An Essay by Dave L. Edyburn

Most readlers are familiar with the legal mandate within the 1997 reauthorization of the
divicuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) that requires every IEP team to
onsider” assistive technology when planning the educational program of each student
with a disabilty. Indeed, a variety of resources have been developed to describe the
cansideration process (Bowser & Reed, 1995; Chambers, 1997; Edybum, 2002; Zahala,
1995)

However, significantly less attention has been devoted to understanding how technology
facilitates another IDEA requirement free appropriate public ecucation (FAPE). WhIE
same have arguied that the assistive technology consideration requirement is a new
mandate, in Galen's analysis (1996, 1999), the mandate for schools to provide FAPE
means that assistive technology cansideration was previously a reguirement. I Fer view,
the 1997 IDEA reauthorization simply formalized a previous respansibiliy.

I have previously described the "Paradox of Assistive Technalogy Cansideration,” in
which many school-based teams lack the necessary tols for infarmed decision-making
about appropriate assistive technology (Edyburn, 2000). n this essay, | wil argue that
there is an urgent Lnmet gap in the knowledge base that fundamentally undermines our
ability to engage in the assistive technology consideration process.





