


ELA Curriculum Adoption
Elementary Teacher Responses

		Q1. Explicit and systematic instruction of phonemic awareness, phonics, and spelling. Increasingly more complex patterns such as syllable types, morphemes, and etymological influences (i.e., word origins).

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	89
	1
	31.90%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	180
	2
	64.52%
	[image: ]

	N/A - Neither meets expectations
	10
	Ø
	3.58%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 279
	Weighted Score: 1.67






		Q2. High quality read aloud and chapter books that are culturally diverse (equity audits available).

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	65
	1
	23.90%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	195
	2
	71.69%
	[image: ]

	N/A - Neither meets expectations
	12
	Ø
	4.41%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 272
	Weighted Score: 1.75






		Q3. High quality text resources are included for all students

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	65
	1
	23.81%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	188
	2
	68.86%
	[image: ]

	N/A - Neither meets expectations
	20
	Ø
	7.33%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 273
	Weighted Score: 1.74






		Q4. Instruction includes teacher-led modeling, oral reading by students, and immediate feedback.

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	79
	1
	28.62%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	189
	2
	68.48%
	[image: ]

	N/A - Neither meets expectations
	8
	Ø
	2.90%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 276
	Weighted Score: 1.71








		Q5. Connected text fluency practice is provided encouraging students to read with prosody (e.g. decodable texts, poetry, readers’ theater, paired reading).

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	92
	1
	34.07%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	165
	2
	61.11%
	[image: ]

	N/A - Neither meets expectations
	13
	Ø
	4.81%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 270
	Weighted Score: 1.64






		Q6. Clear and consistent instructional framework, featuring a comprehensive scope and sequence of elements of language comprehension, reading comprehension, and writing taught in an explicit system.

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	65
	1
	23.64%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	199
	2
	72.36%
	[image: ]

	N/A - Neither meets expectations
	11
	Ø
	4.00%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 275
	Weighted Score: 1.75






		Q7. Students are exposed to rich vocabulary and complex syntax in reading and writing materials and orally, including but not limited to read alouds, at and above grade level.

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	63
	1
	22.91%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	196
	2
	71.27%
	[image: ]

	N/A - Neither meets expectations
	16
	Ø
	5.82%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 275
	Weighted Score: 1.76






		Q8. Explicit instruction in vocabulary for Tier 2 (academic-type) and 3 (content-specific) words is evident, and students are given opportunities to use them in their speech, see them in print, and use them in writing.

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	76
	1
	27.84%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	181
	2
	66.30%
	[image: ]

	N/A - Neither meets expectations
	16
	Ø
	5.86%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 273
	Weighted Score: 1.70








		Q9. Inferencing is explicitly taught within text, including opportunities for metacognition and use of appropriate and accurate background knowledge.

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	63
	1
	22.91%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	194
	2
	70.55%
	[image: ]

	N/A - Neither meets expectations
	18
	Ø
	6.55%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 275
	Weighted Score: 1.75






		Q10. Comprehension strategies (e.g., making inferences, summarizing) are taught via gradual release of responsibility (i.e., I do, we do, you do) using appropriate instructional text that students can accurately decode.

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	71
	1
	25.72%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	193
	2
	69.93%
	[image: ]

	N/A - Neither meets expectations
	12
	Ø
	4.35%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 276
	Weighted Score: 1.73






		Q11. There is a clear scope and sequence for explicit spelling instruction, closely aligned with the phonics scope and sequence. In upper grades utilizes extensive and recursive practice opportunities, not based on memorization.

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	79
	1
	28.73%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	179
	2
	65.09%
	[image: ]

	N/A - Neither meets expectations
	17
	Ø
	6.18%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 275
	Weighted Score: 1.69






		Q12. The writing process (i.e., planning, revising, editing) is explicitly taught and practiced. Writing is integrated into the program and interwoven within the lessons.

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	75
	1
	27.37%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	187
	2
	68.25%
	[image: ]

	N/A - Neither meets expectations
	12
	Ø
	4.38%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 274
	Weighted Score: 1.71








		Q13. Foundational skills assessments identify students’ instructional needs.

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	74
	1
	27.01%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	186
	2
	67.88%
	[image: ]

	N/A - Neither meets expectations
	14
	Ø
	5.11%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 274
	Weighted Score: 1.72






		Q14. Resources are available to communicate with families about involvement in their student’s reading.

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	68
	1
	25.19%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	164
	2
	60.74%
	[image: ]

	N/A - Neither meets expectations
	38
	Ø
	14.07%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 270
	Weighted Score: 1.71






		Q15. Overall, is ready to use, user friendly, and fits with ACPS vision, mission, and goals.

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	70
	1
	25.27%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	184
	2
	66.43%
	[image: ]

	N/A - Neither meets expectations
	23
	Ø
	8.30%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 277
	Weighted Score: 1.72







Comments about Benchmark Advance

Teachers Viewing Materials in Schools:
· Very advanced for younger grades and not advanced enough for older grades. 
· No clear scaffolding for students not reading on grade level. During the presentation, it was noted that scaffolding required teachers to go off grade level and use those materials.
· The student texts are not particularly exciting. May not engage a variety of learners.
· The extensive use of non-fiction texts requires more proficient readers, or additional support from the teacher to scaffold for weaker readers.
· Not clearly aligned to VASOLs.
· The extra content materials are nice, but not necessarily aligned to the work of Five Ponds and Facing History.
· The lesson plans, for teachers, are easy to understand, quick to familiarize yourself with and appear to be scalable for a variety of students. 
· The writing requirements seem too high, by age/grade, but the interconnectivity between writing and reading is appreciated.
· Teachers like the alignment across grade levels to support whole school learning and to make it easier for parents to support students in multiple grades.
· Allowing students to take home their consumables and use them with their parents facilitated the home/school connection for reading.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Many teachers noted concerns about phonics; concerns were not always consistent or fully articulated. Other teachers noted the phonics section is LTRS aligned and would complement the existing work with UFLI.

Committee Members after Vendor Presentation:
· The consumables are nice to be able to send home with students and connect with families
· The Spanish language materials are nice, but how does that support Els coming from other languages?
· The program seems less visually stimulating and low-tech (could be both pro and con)
· Some of the materials (e.g. graphic organizers and worksheets) seem repetitive
· Wide variety of reading materials are available to teachers and students
· The intentional spiral review was appreciated
· Vertical articulation of content could facilitate cross grade work/projects


Comments about HMH Into Reading

Teachers Viewing Materials in Schools:
· There are lots of materials, almost too many and could be confusing/overwhelming. Not everything could be used.
· Classroom materials appear sturdy and ready to withstand an elementary classroom
· Teacher lessons seem to target grade level and above, need a better understanding of how to scaffold for students who are not ready for grade level texts/reading.
· The upper grade materials are not as engaging as the primary grade materials.
· The program seems fully realized/scripted. Teachers could start immediately, and more advanced teachers could develop a deeper understanding over time.
· The curriculum spirals, which can be positive (if implemented with fidelity) or problematic (if teachers do not complete the spiral)
· The student workbooks were appreciated. Teachers believed students would like and engage with the workbooks.
· CCS also has HMH so resources, trainings, etc. could be shared across the Divisions.
· The program is very comprehensive and some elements are not included. Would it work as well without those elements?
· Phonics is addressed, but the phonics instructional plans do not seem as robust as they are for other elements of reading
· The program seems fun for students (visually stimulating, songs, videos, etc)


Committee Members after Vendor Presentation:
· Lots of pre-made materials for teachers to use, including slides, centers, and anchor charts
· There appear to be lots of projects for students to work on while they are learning to read
· With so many resources available, how do we guarantee a consistent Division curriculum?
· Writing is integrated into reading, but does not necessarily align completely
· Did not see much about the 3-5 program. The presentation seemed to focus on early grades
· We would need to disentangle Rigby information from the program prior to launch
· The professional learning looks motivating and engaging for teachers

Caregiver Responses

		Q1. Overall, which program has better caregiver resources?

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	76
	1
	43.68%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	98
	2
	56.32%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 174
	Weighted Score: 1.56






		Q2. Which program has better resources to understand and support your student's reading instruction?

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	75
	1
	43.10%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	99
	2
	56.90%
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	Total Responses: 174
	Weighted Score: 1.57






		Q3. Which program has resources that reflect your student, and the diversity of students in Albemarle County Schools?

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	73
	1
	42.69%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	98
	2
	57.31%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 171
	Weighted Score: 1.57






		Q4. Which program's resources are easier to access, understand, and use?

	Answer
	N
	Value
	%
	Percentage of total respondents

	1 - Benchmark Advance
	79
	1
	47.59%
	[image: ]

	2 - HMH Into Reading
	87
	2
	52.41%
	[image: ]

	Total Responses: 166
	Weighted Score: 1.52






Caregiver Comments
· Screen time: caregivers were worried about an over-reliance on digital resources that would add to student screen time.
· Parents appreciated students got to work in the book and the books could come home; HMH has more total resources (even if they are largely digital).
· Easy for parents to understand, participate in, and support.
· Verify low/no internet will not impact student performance and caregiver reading support.
· Relevant books that are interesting to students should be a priority.
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