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2024-2025 K-5 ELA Adoption

District Adoption Committee
Recommendation

First Choice
Benchmark Education Company
Florida Benchmark Advance, 2026

Second Choice
McGraw Hill LLC, Florida Wonders
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K-5 ELA Teacher Feedback

Timestamp

Which course do you Rank Benchmark Educ Rank McGraw Hill LL

1113/2025 8:52:] Language Arts 2

Second Choice

First Cholce

Please provide a comment regarding the reason for your ranking preference. For

inslance, what made your firsl choice stand out above your second choice?

none

Language Arts K

1/13/2025 8:54(Language Arts 2
111 3/2025 8:56:

Secand Choice
First Choice

First Choice
Second Choxce

Less is sometimes more.

Benchmark more closely aIIgns to SOR S

111312025 9:04:

Language Arts 4

First Choice

Second Chaice

| was part of the teacher committee that looked at both. For the most part, in my

opinion, these two were very close. | feel like either would meet our needs - as best
as they can, with the slight edge to Benchmark. | understand that we have McGraw
Hill for SS and Science, so maybe a variety would be best. From primary teachers
that | spoke with, most felt that Benchmark suited their needs best.

The streamllned resources and scripts for the Iessons the clear spotlight

1/13/2025 9:10:( Language Arts 5 Second Choice First Choice benchmarks, guided opportunities for students, and gradual release method.
I have previously used wonders and saw the benefit of it. It is well set up for
differentiated instruction in small groups and hones in on reading comprehension.
The coordinating big books help students understand the concepts of print and build
confidence to independently read. | also like the SEL skills that were builtin. Florida
Wonders would be my first choice. 1 think it really works to help students meet
y1 3/2025 9:23:{ Language Arts K Second Choice _____|First Choice ] benchmarks
[ like the resource provxded for small group and interventions for this choice. ltwas
1/13/2025 9:41:Language Arts 4 First Choice _I18econd Chaice | also the first choice of the > counsel L B
1/13/2025 9:59:1 Language Aris 1 First Choice Second Choice Benchmark has much stronger phonlcslphonemlc awareness ‘and works with UFLI
Strongly aligned to the standards; seemed to have more opportunities for siudent
1/13/2025 8:59Language Arts 3 |FirstChoice  |Second Choice __|practice; Al grading forwriting R
1/13/2025 10:30 Language Arts 4 First Choice Second Choice | have experience with Benchmark Advance from a previous county

111312025 10:43
111312025 10:57

11312025 11:00

1/13/2025 11.58

Language Aits 2

Language Arts 1

Second Choice

First Choice

_|First Choice

Second Choice

Wonders stood out against Benchmark advance due to the stronger writing
component, engaging weekly passages, and weekly question sets and graphic
arganizers,

| have used wonders_»and was not a fan of the structure of the content

Language Arts 2.

Language Arts 2

Second Choice

First Choice

_|First Chaice

Second Choice

Wonders looks like it's easier to follow as far as the lessons go. It also looks more
appropriate as far as being on grade level material. If | didn't have to choose
Benchmark as my second choice, | wouldn't,

The Benchmark Educatton company provndes Ieveled readlng passages clear
learning objectives, and robust assessment opportunities. Also, it aligns with
established curriculum standards.The visuals and layouts of Benchmark Education
materials are engaging for young readers.

1/13/2025 12; OJ Language Arts 1

Second Choice

First Choice

| really liked the think aloud clouds, graphic organizers, the vocabulary pictures and
words embedded into each unit. Also | loved the decodable readers that are online
and the printable version. | think the wonders program offers a more well-rounded
approach to teaching reading than the Benchmark Advance. Thank you for your
time.

1/13/2025 12:09

Language Arts 2

First Choice B

11312025 12:58

1/13/2025 13:03

Language Arts 5 _

Language Arts 1

- AF iEtChoiw o

| Second Chmce

The McGraw H|II Smence and SS is lacking so | am afraid the ELA will be the same

Second Choice B

The amount of resources and planning availat le.

Second Cholce

First Choice

While | think both optrons can be a [ittle better in areas, Florida Wonders is more first
grade friendly and its online portal more usable. | think some of the vocabulary in
Florida Benchmarks is to high for a lot of the first graders that we get for example:
Industrious was used In one of their readings. Wonders while having vocabulary as
well, it is more on the students level and highlighted. Wonders has more interactive
online components like games, practice, and songs for the students and teachers to
utilize as well. Florida benchmark was harder to navigate and did not lock like it had
a lot of resources.

1/13/2025 14:15 Language Arts 2 First Choice Second Choice I like the short stories in the Benchmark program

I found the Benchark Webssite easier to navigate. | liked the wriling component for
1{1 3/2025 14:30 Language Arts K First Choice Second Choice the student workbooks.

| liked the Benchmark website easier to navigate. | liked the writing component of the
1/13/2025 14:30 Language Arts 1 First Choice Second Choice student workbooks.

1/13/2025 15:28

Language Aris 3 __

1/13/2025 16:57

Language Arts 2

Second Chc{ice

_ | Second Chaice

_[First Choice

First Choice

Benchmark seems overwhelming

The Fiorida Wonders book looked more kid frlendly and the online naVIgatlon was
easier for me.

113/2025 21:27

Language Arts 2

Second Choice

First Choice

| found the Florida Wonder curriculum to be easy to function. | liked that BEST text
were included in their planning (I saw Mango, Abuela, and Me). | like the fluency
assessments and weekly assessments. | found the assessments to mirror the
STARR closely. | really liked all the ELL components. The stories also appear
student friendly and | belleve they would engage students. | also think that we could
put this together well with Fundations.

1/14/2025 7:11

1:]Language Arts 2

Second Choice

First Choice

n/a

1/14/2025 8:28:( Language Arts 4 First Choice Second Cholce Readlng the comments |t seems that benchmark would be the better cholce
1/14/2025 9 02:< Lang.tage Aits 3 First Choice Second Choice Benchmark has great FAST testing m_a_t_enalgsr

Benchmark seems more rigorous and offers more  for primary grades in terms of
1/14/2025 10:29 Language Arts 2 First Choice Second Choice writing and phonics.

1/14/2025 12:07, Langgage As2 Second Choice First Choice | The cgntfengsimore to a teacher and students' liking.
As pait of the selection committee | was able to attend the presentatlons on January
3rd, and | feel like this has the most aligned, standards-based options among the
1/114/2025 12:20 Language Arts 1 Second Choice First Chaice three.
1/14/2025 15:04 Language Arts 2 Second Choice | First Choice I have taught Wonders before and liked it a lot.




Timestamp

K-5 ELA Teacher Feedback

Which course doyou Rank Benchmark Educ Rank McGraw Hill LL:

Please provide a comment regarding the reason for your ranking preference. For

instance, what made your firsi choice stand out above your second choice?

Wonders is the program that best aligns to our grade level standards. This would
not put added stress and time on us to find outside supports to align with the

1/14/2025 15:08 Language Arts 2 Second Choice First Choice standards.

T Wonders showed more standard based language that align with BEST Standards. |

also noticed that they include a lot of specific guidance for ELL students at different

111412025 15:09 Language Ats 2 | Second Choice _ |FirstChoice  _llevels of language proficency. .
1/14/2025 15:10 Language Arts 2 Second Choice First Choice The materlals and scope and sequence more allgn with our needs. o
1/14/2025 16:34 Language Als 1 |Second Choice  IFirstChoice _[lliked the scaffolding. e
1/14/2025 15:34 Language Arts 1 Second Choice First Choice ELL scaffolds and Iessons |nclude gradual T model
1114/2025 24:53Language Ats 3 |Second Choice  |First Cholce _ |liked better B ]
1/15/2025 8:34:; Language Arts 4 Second Choice First Choice McGraw Hill Ilnes up wnh Flonda ngor much better i

11152025 15:48

1/16/2025 9:10:

Language Arts 1

Language Arts 1

_.iFirst Choice

First Choice

Second Choice

| Second Choice

Our team looked over the materials and feel that FL Benchmark was overall much
more 1st grade friendly.

Benchmark aligns with the standards content is cohes:ve and plctures laok colorful
and engaging.

1/16/2025 13:1§

Language Arts §

Second Choice

1/16/2025 14:23

Language Arts 5

First Choice

_ |First Choice
Second Choiee_

Based on the material and the website set up, Benchmark would be my first choice.
However, after reviewing both of them, McGraw Hill is more clear in the set up /
abvious alignment with the standards. Benchmark does not seem to clearly align the
standards, as much as | liked the material they presented. This is a brief summary of
why | chose McGraw Hill as my first choice.

Interactive, multiple resources for struggling students

111712025 8:50:

1/18/2025 17:17

Language Arts 5

Language Arts 2

1/19/2025 8:49:

Language Arts 3

First Choice

First Choice

Second Choice

1/19/2025 13:09

Language Arts K

| 8econd Choice

Second Choice

Second Choice

| like the rigor of the assessments provided in Benchmark over the Wonders. Both
have similar text and passages but if | want to have a way to track my students
understanding of standards without having to use more resources | prefer
Benchmark over Wonders.

After Iooklng at both curricula, | prefer Benchmark. Benchmark's scope and
sequence is belter aligned to our district's scope and sequence. | found all the
instructional materials to be more easily accessible whereas for Wonders, | was a
little overwhelmed and confused by how to access all the materials, What really
stood out to me was the amount of supplemental materials included with Benchmark.
There are videos, songs, chants, games, and printable small group activities that |
feel will really help support our students’ learning and building of their background
knowledge as well as make connections to their lives. There are also home
connection reading aclivities that can be sent home as ways of informing parents of
how best to support their child with their reading at home, which | feel is very helpful
as lots of parents may not know how to help or what they can do on their end to
support. | also really like how there are several stories that can be read throughout
the week instead of just having one big anchor text. That way students are able to
practice the skill with other stories and allow for more student-centered learning as
they are able to read and practice for themselves more readily.

___[First Choice

| talked with another teacher that used Benchmark in a different county and there
were not a lot of positive things to be said about this pragram,

[First Choice

_|the "pencil® to write on the line but if I play with it a litite more it may become easier.

Florida Wonders was a little easier to navigate the student activities on the computer
than the Benchmark curriculum. As | navigated the teacher information, | wasn't able
to get to the Teacher’s Edition but that may have been user error, | am more
comfortable with the "book” teacher edition than digital but | was able to see most of
the information. 1didn't particularly care for the digital writing portion. | couldn't get

Benchmark seems beiter suited for the fourth grade needs. Also, sometimes we

1/21/2025 10:14 Language Arts 4 First Choice Second Choice have issues with the McGraw Hill website. B
1/21/2025 1014 Language Arts 5 |First Cholce | Second Choice | Benchmark has a great writing program. ] R
1/21/2025 10:14 Language Ats 1 | Second Choice First Choice o

1/21/2025 10:16Language Ats 5 | Second Choice  |FirstChoice |l think the ‘supportive materials look stronger. o o
1/21/2025 10:1§ Language Arts 1 Second Choice First Choice na - e
1/21/2025 10:17 Language Arts 2 First Choice _|Second C Chmce | 1'm more familiar with teaching using | Benchmark Advance. o i
1/21/2025 10:18 Language Arts 4 First Choice Second Choice Ahgns better with stan&aﬁ!?, ease of use & materlal )

112112025 1020

1/21/2025 10:21

Language Arts 3

Second Choice

First Choice

Language Arts 2

Second Choice

First Choice

I know this was not in the materials to review, but | researched each option in some
third grade Facebook groups (I know, not scientific research), and almost every
single comment about Benchmark Advance is overwhelmingly NEGATIVE. These
are the same comments | find when | search about Savvas. Savvas looked good at
first but was horrible, and teachers in the field using Benchmark Advance absolutely
hate it...just like Savvas. We were burned once, hate fo be burned again.

McGraw Hill was mare colorful for students. it was user friendly for younger students.
The stories were more relatable and friendly.

1/21/2025 10:22

Language Arls 3

First Choice

Second Choice

B leed lhe content better

I hke the llnks between McGraw Hill mcludlng Sclence and Soclal Sludles o

 Language Arts 1

1/21/2025 10:29 Language Arts 4 Second Choice First Choice
112112025 10:2Language Ats K | Second Cholce _ _ |FirstChaice INA
Students ease of use since they use McGraw Hill for Social Studies and Science
1/21/2025 10:32 Language Arts 4 Second Choice First Choice already. - R
_1/21/2025 10:36 Language Arts 3 First Choice Second Choice | have used Benchmaﬂ( Advance in the past. | loved it.
1/21/2025 10:49 Language Arts 3 Second Choice First Choice ___jit matches other cumculum
Florida Wonders has more interactive online acfivities that would be great for
1/21/2025 10:5§ Second Choice First Choice __|students to have access to.




Timestamp

K-5 ELA Teacher Feedback

Which course do you Rank Benchmark Educ¢ Rank McGraw Hill LL:

Please provide a comment regarding the reason for your ranking preference. For

instance, what made your first choice stand out above your second choice?

1/21/2025 10:5¢

112112025 11:04

1/21/2025 11:21

iLanguage Arts 3

Language Arts 3 _

| Second Choice

_|First Choice

First Choice

First Choice

Second Choice

Second Choice

{it's out of order

After looking through both sets of materials, | feel that McGraw Hill would better suit
my third grade students. The stories are mare interesting and engaging. The
standards are Integrated in the lessons, which | feel is extremely beneficial and
makes it easier than trying to find separate lessons that cover the standards. The
stories do seem a bit harder, but | know that it will heip push my students to become
more strategic readers and hopefully find the joy of reading!

First choice seemed to be more allgned

Duval does wonders and I haven't heard good thlngs from | fnends there. | also heard

Language Arts 1

1/21/2025 11:25

1421/2025 11:31

Language Arts 4
Language Arts 4

Second Choice
Second Choice

First Choice
First Choice

| was on the textbook adoption committe;eﬂana aﬂer Iookrhgith‘rouéhtiall ofthe o
materials, McGraw Hill Wonders suits upper elementary students best. The
questions align with our BEST standards and the FAST questions stems.

n/a

1/21/2025 11:33

1/21/2025 11:44 Language Arts 3

1/21/2025 11:52,

Language Arts 1 |

Language Arts"5 o

11/21/2025 12:11

112172025 12:17

1/21/2025 12:24

|1/21/2025 12:44

Language Arts 3

|Language Als K _

Language Arts 1

Language Arts 5

First Choice

First Chaice

Second Chorce

_|First Choice

Second Choice

| was told Wonders is not the best curriculum to use by every teacher | have asked
and that it does not go in order by their learning ability, expecting too much at the
beginning of the year and not enough at the end.

Second Choice

dded phonlcs |nto the materlat

that it
I'm not very fond of mcgraw hills organization o

chose  McGraw Hill LLC because | that it

§_efond Choice

First Choice B

 The McGraw Hill Florida Wonders is student t’nendty and has a bunch of materials
for the teachers to use for all students and assessments.

_ {First Choice

_|8econd Choice

The rigor of benchmark assessments better aligns with our district hr&ﬁded synergy
test. The scope and sequence of benchmarks also makes more logical sense to
ensure student success,

First Ghoice

Second Choice

| Second Choi

First Choice

we teach standards, match curriculum to that and stop chanélna it ;/eryiotherﬁ ye;r.
Children need consistency and teachers need to be familiar with materials to
properly dive into the standard.

| have personally used Benchmark and the passages are not grade fnendly There is
no way thal a teacher can cover 8 benchmarks in one day. The benchmarks are
often not aligned with the stories, poems, or passages. Florida Wonders from what |
can see, the passages are aligned with the Benchmark and | love the student
workbook.

112112025 13:03

1/21/2025 13:13

Language Arts 3

Language Arts 2

FirstChoice

Second Choice

. |Second Choice _

First Choice

I love the material and how similar it is to what the siudents see on their synergy
tests as well FAST.

Text is easy to read and | liked that the assessments are smlar to the FAST 3rd
grade test.

112142025 13:14|

Language Arts 4

| First Choice

Second Choice

FBA includes assessments for each unit. It is great that it also aligns to the simple
view of reading. :

[ like how the McGraw hi hill matches Scrence and Social Studies. l also like how lt s

112112025 14:23

Language Arts 1

1/21/2025 14:27

Language Arls 2 7

First Choice

Second Choice

1/21/2025 13:2( Language Arts 2 Second Choice First Choice more kid friendly and has all ELA components like writing.
112112025 13:28 Language Aits K | Second Choice_{First Choice It seems la be a more comprehensive program. .
I choose Wonders first because | feel the phonics moves slower and| less is
introduced all at once. | also like the progress monitoring weekly tests better than
Second Choice  |First Choice Benchmark's weekly tests.

1 like the readlng material packets offered wrth the benchmark proéram

1/21/2025 14:34

Language Arts 5

Second Chaoice

First Choice

Better student engagement

/2212025

(112212025 0:22:

Language Ats K

Language Arts 2

FirstChoice

Second Choice

_|Second Choice

|First Choice

in the feedback from one of the attached documents, someane commented
WRITING WRITING WRITING about theFlorida Benchmark, that made it stand out

_|as our students as a whale need so much more exposure to WRITINGI <3

After readlng the reviews from the panet Ftorlda Wonders seems to be a great fit for
balanced literacy. It aligns well with our standards among the grade levels.

Aligns tightly with Florida ELA Standards (B.E.S.T.).

Offers a variety of leveled texis for differentiated instruction.

Strong focus on equity and diversity, providing materials with diverse perspectives.
Includes scaffolded supports for struggling readers and ELLs.

1/22/2025 10:46 Language Arts 4 First Choice Second Choice Emphasizes critical thinking, analytical reading, and text-based writing. -
Florida Benchmark Advance has more fools and a variety of links and support and
most importantly it has a digital access and links to additional supporting
1/22/2025 11:31|Language Arts 5 | First Choice |Second Choice _|documentation. S e
1 was a part of the committee that reviewed the three currlculum companles
materials. My team found that the Benchmark series was hands down the best for
1/22/2025 13:1§ Language Arts 5 First Choice Second Choice writing instruction.
1/22/2025 14:01Language Arts 2 |FirstChoice  |Second Choice | Fl Benchmark seems more aligned with our standards -
Florida Benchmark Advance Is better aligned to standards and has better wrltlng
1/22/2025 15:2§ Language Arts 5 First Choice Second Choice materials and supplemental options

Even though I have a PASSION for UFLI and | LOVE the UFLI alignment with the
Benchmark Advance, 1 think Wonders had the whole package. When we think about
new teachers especially, | think Wonders has the most bang for the buck. it
incorporates all areas nacessary to teach reading and it's very easy to navigate and

__|Online easy for the teachers and students easy to follow for new teachers

I like the organization and set up of Florida Wonders by ‘McGraw Hill. It seems to be
more user friendly and is organized into thematic units. [ did not like how the online
program for Benchmark advance was set up. Also they only gave us access to

1/22/2025 15:49 Language Arts 1 |Second Choice First ghclree followl
1/22/2025 16:06 Language Arts K |Second Choice First Choice Online «
1/22/2025 17.34 Language Arts 2 [Second Choice First Choice - preview 5 days instead of the entire program.




K-5 ELA Teacher Feedback

Please provide a comment regarding the reason for your ranking preference. For
inslance, what made your first choice stand out above your second choice?

Benchmark advance provides strong decodable readers, the scope and sequence is

Timestamp Which course do you Rank Benchmark Educ Rank McGraw Hill LLt

1/23/2025 11:08 Language Arts K First Choice Second Choice aligned with best standards and includes strong writing components embedded. L
1/231202513:32 Language Ats K| Second Choice  |FirstChoice | Appears to be more Inline with our standards and teaching practices

Higher scores on the summary spreadsheet and familiarity with the company s
j/23/20?§ 13:45 Language Arts 5 Second Choice ~_ |First CrLoi_cE materials. o -

Benchmark seems to be all encompassing with built in phonics, handwnllng and
comprehension. There is liftle room for teachers to have to come up with their own
material and have to plan their own activities. | feel that it will meet students needs,
help to get first graders reading by meeting them at their level vs their end goal as
well as provide opportunity to take grades. It provides teachers with so much more
than the current curriculum. It is user friendly and easy to navigate for beginning

1/23/2025 14:31Language Ats 1 |FirstChoice | Second Choice  |teachers and veterans.
- I fee! like the students will be mare interested i in the content from McGraw-Hil.
1/24/2025 15:19 Language Ats 4 | Second Choice ____|FirstChoice  |Blends with Social Studies and has great common assessment.

1 looked at both products online. Of the two Wonders seemed more teacher/student
friendly. Wonders also has a spelling/grammar practice book which I hope students
will receive. It looked more "engaging” than STM.

| also asked teachers from other counties who have used/currently using Benchmark
- very few had positives to say about the curriculum. More positive feedback about

Wonders.
With that said, | am sure we will need to supplement for interventions and small

1/25/2025 12:36 Language Arts 4 Second Choice First Choice group. . ]

1/27/2025 7:21:} Language Arts 4 First Choice Second Choice _|Benchmark aligns with the Science of Reading
The McGraw Hill is more streamlined and | feel like it is more user fnendly for both

1/27/2025 7:32:| Language Arts 3 Second Choice First Choice teachers and students. o

1/2712025 8:00 Language Ats 5 |FirstChaice | Second Choice _|Inclusion of an adequate writing program. L

1/27/2025 8.04. Language Arts K Second Choice First Choice the data you showed in the link o

1/27/2025 8:12:{Language Artls K FirstChoice ~ |Second Choice _ | Based on looking in the links of each -

1/27/2025 8:15:{Language Arts 3 .| First Choice Second Choxce | have used it in the past it is a great program o
Benchmark Advance does a better job aligning to our states standards with the least

1/27/202_579:40: Language Arts 2 |First Choice ____iSecond Choice  lamount of supplemental materials being needed compared to McGraw Hill. )

1/27/2025 10:24 Language Arts 1 First Choice Second Choice kid friendly o o

|1/27/2025 11:15 Language Arts 1 | Second Choice ___ |First Choice o o
Flonda Wonders was very easy to navigate. | enjoyed the questions on the sides on
that helped students comprehend what they were doing. Florida Wonders seemed to

1/27/2025 11:38 Language Arts 2 Second Choice First Choice support the learning of alf learners. Benchmark was extremely difficult to navigate.
| believe Benchmark is more rigorous and has more resources for 5th grade. Based

1/27/2025 13:08 Language Ats 5 |FirstChoice =~ |Second Choice  |on the rubric provided Benchmark scored the highest for my team! o

1/27/2025 14:37 Language Aris 3 Second Chorce ___|First Choice Student materials were more engaging.

1/27/2025 15:41 Language Ats 4 |Second Choice ___ [FirstChoice |l liked the way itis organized- seems to be more user friendly .
McGraw Hill has many useful texts and the question stems are wonderful I also
perfer their writing over Benchmark, which is very important.
| have taught Benchmark “with fidelity" and it can be effective, but not if done in the
manner as the curriculum instructs, [ like the booklet/passages pieces, but that is all |

1/27/2025 16:42 Language Aris 5 Second Choice  IFirst Choice like about it...for the most part.

1/27/2025 21:54 Language Arts 3 Second Choice First Choice The nents, user friendly, aligned to the FAST morphology, and phonics.
Benchmark Advance looks to be more aligned to the science of reading with stronger
phonics instruction included. Wonders feels more like a basal reader and | don't want

1/28/2025 8:39:;|Language Arls 2 | FirstChoice ~ iSecond | Choice  |that. .

1/28/2025 12:21 Language Arts 1 First Choice Second Choice There were more opportunmes for hands on |nstruct|on for lhe younger grades
More appropriate for primary students. McGraw Hill is not user friendly for younger

1/28/2025 13:09 Language Arts 1 First Choice ___|Second Choice |students. )
The McGraw Hll was user fnendly for the chlldren allgned with BEST Standards

1/28/2025 15:02 Language Arts 2 Second Choice  |First Choice and the format is familiar to teachers.

It aligns with our BEST standards, and it looks to be user friendly. Streamlined.

1/28/2025 15:11 Language Ats 2 | Second Choice __ |First Choice | Students have guided opportunities to interactwithtext.

1/28/2026 15:33 Language Arts K First Choice Second Choice | appreciate the routine it would be able to give my future students
The first cholce stands out above my second choice because it looks more

1/28/2025 15:35 Language Arts K- Second Choice First Choice  |developmentally appropriate and aligns more with the benchmarks.

1/29/2025 8:11:) Language Artls 4~ |. Second Choice First Choice {1 like the unit tests in Wonders more. | think they look more like FAST questioning.

I like McGraw Hill's grammar book and writing book, Overall | felt it offered more
than Benchmark. Also, | did not like the grammar book for Benchmark, it looked

1/30/2025 0:49:{ Language Arts 1 Second Choice First Choice boring and | feel like the kids would have a hard time writing in the spaces provided.
The stories look captivating for the students and | like the writing companion guide,

1/31/2025 13:46 Language Arts 3 Second Choice First Choice as well as the FAST companion guide.

2/4/2025 13:32:}Language Arts 3 FirstChoice ~ |Second Choice || preferred the organization of the TE and liked the fc format of the student materials.

2/5/2025 15:29:( Language Arts 3 Second Choice First Choice I enjoyed the colorful engaging workbook. )

206/2025 11:284Language Ats 1___|First Choice [ Second Choice ___|Phonics and sight word weekly progressions are logical and appropriate.

2/8/2025 11:31:{ Language Arts 1 First Choice Second Choice Logical and grade appropriate progression of phonics and sight words

Benchmark provides a more elevated level of rigor that will benefit our students for
|2/6/202512:02:Language Ats 3 |FirstChoice _ |Second Choice ~  |the FAST.




Timestamp

K-5 ELA Teacher Feedback

Which course do you Rank Benchmark Educ Rank McGraw Hill LI+

Please provide a comment regarding the reason for your ranking preference. For

instance, what made your first choice stand out above your second choice?

More aligned with standards. Better pages for students. Familiar layout for teachers.
Vocabulary words are highlighted. Vacabulary is a huge part of the STAR test

2/6/2025 12:03:{ Language Arts 2 Second Chotce_v ] first Choice
| have used Benchmark Education Company, Florida Benchmark Advance at a
previous district and found it to meet the necessary requirements as a substantial
curriculum/resource to teach ELA, It has a lot of components that when used

20612025 12:06:Language Ats 4 __ |FirstChaice | Second Choice | logether assists in providing highly effective lessons. _
Previously used Benchmark Advance curriculum and found it to be effective in third

2/6/2025 12:07:{ Language Arts 3 First Choice Second Choice | grade. Everything you need is in one kit. 3
| have used Benchmark advanced in Alachua county. itis just ok. 1do not like the
magazines for the students. Things get lost and ripped and its hard to go back to
past resources when building on previous lessons. [ also enjoy Mc Graw hill Sacial
studies so think | will like it for reading as well. The website seems to have a lot of

2/6/2025 12:11:(Language Arts 4 |Second Choice  |FirstChoice __ |resaurces for multi-level learning.

216/2025 12:14:{Language Arts 2 Second Choice  {First Chgtce _|llike the McGraw Hill website better o

2/6/2025 12:17: Language Arts K Second Chaoice  |First Choice User friendly for kindergarten, covers standards

2/6/2025 12:19:{ Language Arts 5 Seoond thl_cg - | First Choice Provrdes multlply points of data

2/6/2025 12:44:

Language Arts 1

2/6/2025 12:45:

Languege Arts 1

_ |Second Chorce

Flrst _Ch0|ce

2/6/2025 12:46:

21612025 12:46:

2/6/2025 12:54:

Language Arts 4

Language Arts 2

Second Choice

§econd Chaice

_|Second Ch0|ce

First Ch0|ce
First Choice

_|First Choice

|1 have used wanders and | believe it is not the best program to enhance our teachrngr

_|Reading speicialists ( Doctorate Degrees) desrgn the currlculum 7 7

of reading. | hope that we can follow the science of reading and target instruction.

I feel like wonders sets a betier foundation for younger readers.

| am familiar with McGraw Hill

Language Arts 5

Second Choice

First Choice

Explicit Instruction — Students are introduced to the new skill before they are asked
to perform it.

Sequential Instruction (Scope and Sequence) — There is a detailed scope and
sequence including a list of specific skills taught, a sequence for teaching the skills
over the course of the year, and a timeline showing when skills are taught (by week,
month, unit).

Language Arts 3

Seoond Chorce ‘

216/2025 15:36:]

Language Arts 3

Second Choice

Flrst 6hotce

21612025 16:19:

2/6/2025 17:35:

Language Arts3 |

Language Arts 1 ]

2612025 18:12:

Language Arts 4

Second Cholce

t:trs_t Qhoice

|First Choice

Second Choice

2/6/2025 13:22:| Language Aris 1 | First Choice Second Choice it seems that the first choice has better phonics than the other. - )
2/6/2025 13:42) Language Arts 3 First Choice Second Choice | feel Benchmarks would reach our standards better .
McGraw hill was much more organized, it included a lot of writing and it aligns with
2/6/2025 13:49:Language Arts 4 | Second Choice _ __ |First Choice |the state standards at a higher level with more rigor than Benchmark.
| love the schoolwide aspect of it ‘where we can coordinate Iearnlng from grade IeveI
to grade level. If 1 recall | also like the phonics component that is embedded rather
2/8/2025 14:21:{ Language Arts 3 First Choice Second Choice than supplemental. .
Florida Benchmark follows along with the BEST Standards and gives test that uses
2/6/2025 14:21:{Language Arts 4 |FirstChoice ~ |Second Choice  |the same questions stems. _ o o
|1 believe Benchmark is a better resource ta see where the students’ skills are at
certain points of the yeaar. With its embedded assessments to track growth over the
year, it is easier to make decisions to help support them and compare them to the
2/6/2025 14:52:} Language Avris 1 First Choice Second Choice {first grade standards.

|1 am familiar with Wonders.

77 Standards based, assessments )

Book and ease of use

Benchmark Education has a nice platform arrangement that allows the teacher to
work with students with daily instruction. The videos, digital components and
decodable readers for early elementary look fun for children to enjoy. Plus the
decodable readers have lesson plans.

Second Choice

216/2025 18:26:

2/6/2025 19:11:

jLanguage Arts 2

Language Arts K

_|Second Choice

Second Choice

First Choice

|First Choice

First Choice

McGrawHill seems to have a lot more resources for whole ¢ group  and small group 1t
aligns with FL benchmarks & BEST standards. o

Wonders has spotlight benchmarks clearly identifi ed with each unlt and does not
have an overwhelming amount of benchmarks at a time. Benchmark Advance
includes many benchmarks for each unit.

1 like McGraw Hill as my first choice. It has many components built into the

curriculum, It incorporates, turn and talks, essential questions, writing, etc. | liked
the stories too. There seems to be an online part that is nice. | felt that it was easier
to get around and more user friendly.

2/6/2025 20:39:

2/6/2025 22:56::

Language Arts 1 _

Language Arts 1

2/7/2025 1:15:3

Language Arts 4

21712025 7:37:3

Language Arts 1

. |FirstChoice

|Second Choice

First Cholce

2/7/2025 7:53:4

Language Arts K

Second Cholce

|Second Choice

| Second Choice

|First Choice

_|First Choice

Second Ch0|ce

|friendly.

| reading support it gives on all grade levels.

The content is aligned to Florida standards. The materials seem easier to use for
instruction,

| feel the scope and sequence for Benchmark is better for prlmary students
Wonders could be an exceilent choice for older students, but Benchmark is more
| appealing to me from a Phonics perspective.

| believe FIonda Wonders has more to offer. The shared readlng texts are what really
stuck out to me. The questions off to the side stood out to me. There's more
opportunities for students to stop, discuss with whole group, peers, or answer
individually. The website for both teacher and student view is much more user

I love all the resources that come with Benchmark Advance and the phonlcs and

| have used Wonders in the past. This Is a great curriculum. . Itis user fnendly and
developmentally appropriate for students. Benchmark Advance is none of these

things.




Timestamp

207/2025 8:12:0

2[7/2025 8:42:2

K-5 ELA Teacher Feedback

Which course doyou Rank Benchmark Educ Rank McGraw Hill LL:

Language Arts §

Language Arts 5

Second Choice.

Second Choice

_|First Choice

ﬂrs!Choice

h prefer this curriculum because of the |ntegral|on between readlng, wnlmg, and

Please provide a comment regarding the reason for your ranking preference. For

instance, what made your first choice stand out above your second choice?

"This curriculum has streamlined teacher resources and scripts within the lessons.
There are spotlight benchmarks with each reading, as well as stacked Florida
benchmarks within each lessons. Students have guided opportunities to interact with
the text. Lessons include the gradual release model, scaffolded supports, ELL
scaffolds leveled by ESOL need, and muitiple opportunities to write in response to
reading. "

| believe it is the first choice because it includes or learning groups and provides
different tools and means to deliver instruction at the scholar's instructional leve! not
the frustrational level.

social studies. | felt that instead of having two sets of curriculum this would be an
incredible way to teach both standards. | also loved the programs available through

McGraw and the safe, interactive writing games that would help students love writing
without realizing they are learning. By far, my favorite and overall pick.

21712025 8:49:1

2/7/2025 11:37:4

{language Ats2

Language Arts 5

First Choice

Second Choice

Based on polling other teachers that are using both products, Wonders is terrible, but
is the lesser of two ewls when it comes to those two choices.

First Choice

Second Choice

| like how aligned it is with the fast, the exit tickets already made anda parent h
section.

20712025 13:30:

21712025 15:29;;

20712025 15:42:

2/712025 15:46:

Language Arts K

Language Arts 5

Language Arts 5

Language Arts 5

First Cholcs

FirstChoice

|First Choice

Second Choice

|second Cholce

_|Second Choice

| Second Choice

First Choice

20712025 16:07:

2/8/2025 11:06:
2/8/2025 15:15:

Language Arts 4

First Choice

Second Choice _

_|advanced beyond Florida Wonders.

_|to be taught in one day. passages are not aligned to grade level/

User friendly o

The Florida Benchmark Advance appears more user frrendly to me for both s sludents
and teachers. The layout was straightforward and the materials supplied for the
students, both the materials themselves and the way they were delivered, seem

Benchmark Education provides the var|ety of teachmg tools needed in todays
classroom far superior to Wonders.

| have taught from Benchmark Advance and the lessons and some of the quesllons i
are not aligned to the Benchmark. There would be at least 8 Benchmarks expected

Aﬂer reviewing lhe materials and the wabsites | found Benchmark Education to be
more user friendly. The Quality of the readings seemed to be more rigorous and
allow for students to read multiple passages to leamn a standard vs. the same one
repeatedly. The integration of writing, grammar, and vocabulary seemed to be
seamless and well connected.

Language As 1

Language Arts 5

Second Choice

First Choice

_ |First Choice

Second Choice

| previously used my second cholce Valianolher school and dld nol thlnk it had
enough focus on phonics. | also like the online components for my first choice.
BEST standard practices

2/9/2025 12:33:

Language Arts 3

First Choice

Second Choice

The Benchmark curriculum seems to promote rigorous thinking and growth. | fike
the phonics program resources with the decodables having no pictures and a
decaodable for each lesson and | love the SEL component that is built into the
curriculum that | think has been missing. | also really like that the whole school will
be on the same subject area. That will be conducive to vertical planning. | like how
the assessments mirror how the FAST will look on the computer and that they are on
colar. 1 justdon't think are long enough to promote reading endurance.

2/9/2025 12:35:

29/2025 13:36:

Language Arts 3

Language Arlsmlfﬂ;>

First Choice
Second Choice

Second Choice

First Choice

Benchmark seems to promote rigorous, high level thinking and growth. It has a good
phonics program and | love the SEL part that is built in 10 the curriculum. I think the
SEL component has also been lacking in what we currently have. The alignment
with UFLLI is also a plus as it can help tier 2 readers stay engaged and close gaps.

| also like the phonics program resources with the decodables having no pictures
and a decodable for each lesson. | also liked the fluency tests and the ELD
components that are embedded. Additionally having the whole school on the same
subject area can be conducive to vertical planning and enhancing the school
community.

The portfolios in the Benchmark text accurately reflect the question stems of the
FAST. | also like how the Assessments mirror the FAST in appearance (on the
computer) and are in color, however | don't think that they are long enough to
promote the reading endurance necessary for the FAST (at least for the portfolio). A
wonder | have about this is can you shut off the audio for questions being read?
Also, | don't love the editing component of questions on the assessments but
understand its importance.

Experience with McGraw H|Il Excellent program for Klnderganen

It is more user friendly, and it seems to be more student friendly as well compared to

2/8/2025 19:49:

Language Arts 5

2/9/2025 21:20;

Language Arts 3

{Second Choice
Second Choice

First Choice _

2/9/2025 17:12:{Language Arts 3 First Choice Second Choice | McGraw Hill. o 7

| teach multiple grades. | ranked the choices this way because | am familiar with

Benchmarks. | like all the resources provided all resources are purchased and
2/9/2025 18:42:} Language Arts K __|First Choice | Second Choice provided to alf teacher. Partial kits don't help. o

| love online assessments. They provide fools, drag and drop and hrghllght answers
2/9/2025 19:32:{Language Atls 3 1 First Choice _|Second Choice | It will benefit our students with the same format as the FAST,

First Choice |

1 love the various opportunities to practice the skill as well as wrmng I love how the
units flow and that the standards are stacked really well. | liked the size of the text
(not overwhelming) and the corresponding activities.

_|notsure
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Clay County District Schools Instructional Materials Adoption
Preselection Committee - Summary Recommendation Form

Complete this form for each set of materials after review with the evaluation rubric.

Adoption: Il IEAUR Grade Level: »wl{l Publisher: &’Mé/ﬂd(b
Textbook/Program Title: \60\[’,?/\:/1/%{ N Jfﬂl)/d/l&z
Strengths: e.Qo/ra,/ review, Mteghmad Fmuledas é.u.g/qlmq Wit ¥

across Udfaab Zn«.ds emp/vaS/r o manu)ujaﬂ ves

Weaknesses: 0544/14247’70714/ &W&a&faﬁm 7t////u4mtrd7/tf resowrceS

Comments:

Commiittee Consensus:

OVERALL rating of this material compared to others reviewed for this course: l out of 3

Explain your rating: /2 5 /(fﬂfcﬁa/ o7£ our Scholars and ttachesrs. The
Loyt looks mfe/zsﬁnq ! aad” moaqmq

Online Evaluation Form Completed by: J&ZZ"@ %a/«,%\p,/

Committee Members:
PRINTED NAME SCHOOL SIGNATURE
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*Need additional 'space? Use the back of this form.
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Clay County District Schools Instructional Materials Adoption
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Complete this form for each set of materials after review with the evaluation rubric.

Adoption: (SRR Grade Level: ; 72 Publisher: &?VIJ\MM Hz/l/wc(

Textbook/Program Title; @wo@\mt /Af&f Unc e

Strengths: {7 [ {Jw“% - Shdands alicged, opod abk()/wi ’/mcﬁu
Gpnd_{iCIr, FofrEoLm o, Al
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A4
)

Comments:  $00 m ALEA— M,\QQL,\ and (< NDJ‘ M/Vlﬂaéﬂu
- X < —

Committee Consensus

OVERALL rating of this material compared to others reviewed for this course: W of 72

Explain your rating: __{\\\S Orw > sl e most ¢ 14
Ond Apacier Jetudont e

Online Evaluation Form Completed by: J/{ADV\& wh"&

Committee Members:
PRINTED NAME SCHOOL SIGNATURE

(/}AAT\ Un /udvr‘\ﬂ\&u = l/%_"”
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Committee Consensus:
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Evaluation
Rubric



K-5 ELA - Core Science of Reading Aligned Rubric

The purpose of this evaluation rubric Is to fairly and objectively luate the ial ided by the publishers found on the State Adoption List. The malerials should assist the teacher in
planning for lessons that deliver the contenl ina vanety of engaging and effective methods that meet the needs of all I The materials should also the student lsamning and be
ligned to the bench ks and stand. { for each grade band or content area.

Rubric Rating Informatlon: 1=Daes not meet the Standards, 2= Somewhat meets the Standards, 3= Meets the Standards, 4=More than meets the Standards, 5=Far exceeds the Standards

Features of Sclentifically-Based and Evidence-Based Core Reading Programs
*This serves as the rubric used for evaluation of i lonal materlals bid for state adoption

Section 1: Research Alignment — The program reflects current and confirmed research in reading and cognitive science. Ratings

1. For the grades for which the program is submitted, the program must include evidence of
alignment to ESSA Evidence Level 1,2, 3 or 4. 1 2 3 4 5

2. The program provides evidence of grounding In conceptual research and theoretical models
with reference to research articles and websites.

Thearetical mode! examples: Scarborough’s Rape, Simple View of Reading, Ehers Model 1 2 3 4 5
Reacerch source examples: IES (Institute of Education Sciences); What Warks Clearing House

3. There is an emphasls on teaching and learning the six essential early literacy skills
(oral language, phonolegical awareness, phonics, fluency, vocabulary and comprehension). 1 2 3 4 5

4. The program reflects the understanding of “Structured Literacy” and that reading is a language-based skill and learning to read depends on mapping sounds to
print (e.g., Scarborough’s Reading Ropa). 1 2 3 4 5

Section 2: Three-Cueing System — The program reflects the omission of three-cueing, which is an instructional approach to foundational skills
instruction that involves the use of three different types of instructional cues: semantic (gaining meaning from the context and sentence-level cues),

syntactic or grammatical features and grapho-phenic (spelling patterns) elements in lieu of explicit instruction in phonic decoding and encading.
“The primary instructional strategy for teaching word reading is phonics instruction for decading and encoding.

1. Three-cueing systems are NOT taught as strategies for teaching word reading. 1 2 3 4 5§

2. Guidance is NOT provided to memorize any whole words by sight without attending to the sound/symbol correspondences. Irregular or temporarily irregular
words have specific sounds or patterns that can be taught through a process called orthographic mapping. Students should use phonics to decode most of the 4
word and commit to memory the irregular letter(s). 123 5

3. Instruction does NOT encourage students to memorize whole words, read using the first letter only as a clue, guess at words in context using a “what would
make sense?” strategy, or picture clues rather than phonic decoding. 1 2 3 4 5

4. Words with known sound-symbol correspondences are NOT taught as whole-word units, often as standalone “sight words" to be memorized. 1 23 4 5

5. Fluency assessment does NOT allow acceptance of incorrectly decoded words if they are
close in meaning to the target word (e.g., assessment based upon the cueing systems, meaning, structure/syntax and visuals, (M/SIV) 1 2 3 4 5

6. Students do NOT practice spelling by memorization only (e.g., rainbow wriling, repeated writing, pyramid writing). 1 23 4§

7. Foundational skills assessments are NOT primarily running records or similar assessments that are based on whole language or cueing strategies (e.g., read
the word by looking at the first letter, use picture support for decoding). 1 2 3 4 5§

Section 3: Explicit Instruction — Students are introduced to the new skill before they are asked to perform it.

1. Lessons Include instructional routines and/or scripts.

2. Routines Include language for the teacher to Introduce, define or explaln new skills through demonsiratlon and modeling before students are asked to perform
the skills, 1 2 3 4 5

3. There are mulliple opportunities for students to practice new skills with instructions for the teacher to give immediate corrective feadback. 123 4 5

Section 4: Sequential Instruction (Scope and Sequence) — There is a detailed scope and sequence including a list of specific skills taught, a sequence
for teaching the skills over the course of the year, and a timeline showing when skills are taught (by week, month, unit).

1. The scope and sequence for a skifl within a grade shows a clear progresslon from the most simple to the most complex.

2. Advanced skills are not introduced before students have been taught prerequisite skills. 1 23 4 5§

3. Following an evidence based instructional scope and sequence articulates when skills/benchmark are taught across grades. 1 2 3 4 5




Section 5: Systematic and Cumulative Instruction - The structured lesson format includes a plan, procedure or routine that is carried through the

sequence of teaching skills.

1. A clear and conslstent lesson format Is evident
1 2 3 4 5
2, There is a daily schedule of lessons noting suggestions for the length of lessons and units. 1 2 3 4 5
3. Time is spent in whole group and small group formats.
P! group group 1 23 45
4. Independent or group practice occurs after teacher-led instruction on the skill. 1 23 4 5

5. 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. 1 2 3 45

6. The teacher manual(s) include directions for how to Implement lessons (e.g., materials, target skill, script or wording for how to teach, examples to use,

specific content such as word lists or booklist). 1 2 3 4 5
7. Benchmark spotlights and supporting benchmarks are cumulatively reviewed. 1 2 3 45
Section 6: Coordinated Components — Elements of the progratn are clearly linked.

1. The same routlnes, terminology and procedures are used across skill areas and over time. 1 2 3 4 5§

2. There is a clear link between foundational skills and higher order skills. Skills are integrated across areas (e.g., phonemic awareness and phonics, phonemic
awareness and aral language). 1 2 3 4 5

3. Lessons and materials are available for differentiating Instruction for students who are having difficulty or need enrichment. 1 2 3 4 5

4. Differentiation and support are provided for supporting English Learners, sludenlts who are having difficulty, and those who need acceleration. Appropriate
suggestions and malterials are provided for supporting varying student needs at the unit and lesson level (e.g. alternate teaching approaches, pacing,

Instructional delivery options, suggestions for addressing common student difficulties to meet standards, reteaching strategles or suggestions for supporting 1 2 3 4 5
texts, suggestions for more advanced texts for extension, etc.)

5. Reading and wiiting benchmarks are aligned to each other. Reading and wriling related benchmarks are taught in tandom.(Example: When students are
reading informational text they should be lsarning expository writing) 1 2 3 4 5

Section 7: Related Elements — The program contains features that are optimal for delivering
effective instruction.

1. Assessments include benchmark-aligned pregress monitoring and summative assessments.
- Framework for data-based decision making is present. 1 2 3 4 5

2. Environment
- Classroom management to support small group instruction is included. 1 3 4§
- Motivation for students (e.g., buiit-in choice, charts/graphs of progress, immediate feedback on progress) is present. 2

3. Professional Leaming
- Professional learning and coaching apportunities are available to support implementing the program with fidelity. 1 2 3 4 5




