[image: ]2025-2026 Instructional Programming Review
Part I – Letter of Intent to Apply
Program Summary for English Programs 
 
Programs meeting criteria of Part I - Letter of Intent to Apply and Part II - Program Review may be considered for inclusion on the Advisory List for which the program was submitted for review.

	Name of Publisher:       
	Product Title and Edition (publication year):       

	Submitting for review and inclusion on the following Advisory List: 
Indicate below which advisory list this program is being submitted for: 
Select one.
☐ CORE: programs used in general, tier 1 instruction. Must target all five areas of scientifically and evidence-based reading.
☐ SUPPLEMENTAL: programs used in classrooms where additional instructional materials beyond Core, Tier 1 instruction are needed to supplement reading instruction. 
☐ INTERVENTION: Programs used to support students identified as needing additional intensive support in reading instruction. 

Target Audience:
 Select all that apply.
  ☐  Kindergarten
  ☐  First Grade
[bookmark: _Int_MMuxLBPv]  ☐  Second Grade
  ☐  Third Grade
  ☐ Multilingual Learners

	
There are separate program summaries for English and Spanish programs. Submit this program summary with English applications. 



Instructional Focus:  
Select all that apply. 
​​☐​ Phonological Awareness 
​​☐​ Phonics 
​​☐​ Vocabulary 
​​☐​ Comprehension 
​​☐​ Fluency  
Note: To be considered for core programming, all components must be included within the scope and sequence. 


	Instruction Presentation:   
​​Select one.   
​​   ​​​​​☐​ Teacher-directed program: Fully teacher-directed. May have online resources such as teacher guides but students do not engage in initial instruction while online. 
   ​​​​​☐​ Computer-based or online program: Instruction is provided on the computer with teacher lessons available when needed. Only supplemental or intervention computer-based or online programs can be considered for this review.  
​​​​​☐​ Combination of teacher-directed and computer based/online program Teacher provides initial instruction, and students participate in learning with teacher for 75% of the instructional practice time. Only supplemental or intervention computer-based or online programs can be considered for this review. 
	



Describe the program, its instructional focus and target audience.
	Response: 

	



Demonstrate that the program meets the READ Act requirement that instructional programs must be scientifically and evidence-based.
	Response: 

	



Has the program: publication year/edition been previously submitted for review?
· Yes	
· No 
 	
If the program, publication year/edition has been previously submitted was the program approved? 
· Yes, this is an update to an approved program
· No, this is the same program, publication year/edition that was previously submitted. 

Program editions that were submitted and not approved during the 2019-2020, 2021-2022, 2023-2024 application process are not eligible to apply.  

If this is an update to an approved program describe the change in materials and the grades or areas not previously approved that will be submitted for review.
	Response: 

	



If the approach used in this program to teach reading has changed from past editions, include a description of how the program has changed. (i.e., relied the on Three Cueing Systems Model of Reading but now is based on the Science of Reading).
	Response: 

	



1) The program reflects current and confirmed research in reading instruction and cognitive science. Select the ESSA evidence level the program meets by checking the appropriate box. Provide supporting research or studies that align with the selected level. If no ESSA-aligned studies or logic model exist, check the box for "No ESSA-aligned studies.”

☐ Level 1: Strong Evidence: This program is supported by one or more well-designed and well-implemented randomized controlled experimental studies. 

	Provide research study and evidence for ESSA Level 1:

	





☐ Level 2: Moderate Evidence: This program is supported by one or more well-designed and well implemented quasi-experimental studies. 
	Provide research study and evidence for ESSA Level 2:

	




☐ Level 3: Promising Evidence: This program is supported by one or more well-designed and well implemented correlational studies (with statistical control for selection bias).

	Provide research study and evidence for ESSA Level 3:

	





☐ Level 4: Demonstrating a Rationale: This program is defined by a logic model or theory of action that is supported by research. 


	Provide logic model or theory of action for ESSA Level 4:

	




☐ No ESSA-aligned studies have been conducted for this instructional program.

[bookmark: _Int_d8CNOcAZ]Examples within the program. For each question below provide 2 to 3 examples (or an example for each of the five foundational skill areas as noted) directly from the program that meet each criterion. You may choose to include screenshots or links to program websites. A combined PDF will be submitted in the Smartsheet. Please include examples from various grade levels and examples throughout the program. 

2) Provide evidence that the program provides evidence of grounding in conceptual research and theoretical models with reference to research articles and websites. 

	Examples within the program:

	



3) Provide evidence that word recognition is explicitly taught through relating sounds to letters, and not visual memory, guessing, the shape of the word, or the use of context clues to decode words.

	Examples within the program:

	



4) Provide evidence that lessons include instructional routines and/or scripts that note what the teacher should say, include a step-by-step sequence, include procedures, and consistent academic language and vocabulary that relates back to grade level outcomes and standards. Include example instructional routines and/or scripts. Computer-based or fully online programs do not require scripted teacher dialogue.

	Examples within the program:

	



5) Provide evidence that the scope and sequence for a skill within a grade shows a clear progression from easier to harder, and is appropriate for the grade for which the program is designed. Include a scope and sequence for each of the five essential early literacy skills that are taught in the program. 
 
	Examples within the program:

	



6) Provide evidence that the scope and sequence at each grade level articulates when skills are taught across the program and/or grade levels. 

	Examples within the program:

	



7) Provide evidence that a clear and consistent lesson format is present in program lessons for each of the five foundational skill areas at each grade that are taught in the program.

	Examples within the program:

	



8) Provide evidence that there is a daily schedule of lessons noting suggestions for the length of lessons and units. Include an example of a daily schedule of lessons noting suggestions for the length of time dedicated to each of the foundational skill areas that is consistent across lessons and units.

	Examples within the program:

	



9) Provide evidence that lessons include instructional routines, noting what the teacher should say, which includes a step-by-step sequence, procedures, and consistent language across lessons and grades. Computer-based or fully online programs do not require scripted teacher dialogue.

	Examples within the program:

	



10) Provide evidence that the materials provide evidence-based strategies and supports for multilingual students learning to read, write, and speak in English. Provide evidence that the materials provide evidence-based differentiation for students who struggle, including students with disabilities and students with dyslexia. Provide evidence that the materials provide evidence-based differentiation to support students who need acceleration. 

	Examples within the program:

	



11) Provide evidence that the program contains formative and summative assessment and a framework for data-decision making. 

	Examples within the program:

	



Examples within the program must be provided for all questions and all boxes must be filled out in order to be considered for the advisory list and to advance to Part II Application process.
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