
 What were the strengths of the program? 
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 The knowledge portion of the program had some good content. The 

 students loved the weather diary. 

 science and social studies 

 The strengths of Amplify were its high student engagement, use of core 
 reading elements, and it's clear directions. I was able to observe my 
 students engaging with the material and having incredibly thoughtful 
 discussions, especially once we reached day four's materials. Having the 
 content of informational and literary texts presented through the lenses of 
 “detective” and “scientist” helped my students buy into the lesson right 
 away. My students were so engaged with the content, they asked to finish 
 reading the book after our pilot time was over! 
 I was also able to observe some phonics instruction, plenty of reading 

 comprehension questions, and structured discussions for my class. It was 

 clear that this pilot lesson was heavily focused on the skills of reading 

 comprehension and speaking and listening. In general, the directions were 

 easy to follow. 

 It was helpful that the pilot materials/experience kit were all in one box 

 with days clearly labeled. 

 Online Materials: Online materials are robust. K-5 seems to be well-aligned 
 with SOR strategies, as well as Dibels. There is practice for letter/sound 
 correspondence, CVC, r-controlled vowels, etc. No game breaks that take 
 away from learning, just gamified learning. In 5th grade, there is a “reading” 
 tab and a “vocabulary” tab. Both have a TON of different activities and 
 games, and they look engaging, and align with the skills being taught at 
 each grade level. 

 There are also stories (both informational and narrative) that have vocab, 
 comprehension, and story structure questions embedded for k-5. 
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 Explicit phonics, some phonological awareness. Engaging content. 

 Structured. Scaffolded comprehension. Lots of opportunities for building 

 background knowledge. 

 My students were very motivated by the E-pocket chart and the "My 

 Reading and Writing" book. They liked to learn their sight words and 

 spelling words on the E-pocket chart and have the chance to come up and 

 build words on the chart. The "My Reading and Writing" was very engaging 

 for them. They liked being able to read & interact with the text. Circling key 

 words and phrases, and drawing and writing their connections to the story 

 was fun and meaningful. Also, I really appreciate that the units are 

 thematic. The Unit 3 that we piloted was a 3-week unit centered around the 

 theme of being a good community member. Even though we only did 1 

 week, I could see how having the same theme for multiple weeks would be 

 beneficial for connecting and extending student learning. 

 This program was very age appropriate for younger learners. The whole 

 group lessons were built to accommodate young learners while still giving 

 a complete and balanced literacy lesson. There were songs, stories, 

 movement, and lots of opportunities for student engagement and talk all 

 while keeping in mind the time that is appropriate for a lesson. The student 

 readers were leveled significantly and were able to be differentiated across 

 a large span of student abilities. The student consumables were age 

 appropriate and engaging for students. The writing component was also 

 very strong in the aspect if matched the story for the whole group time, and 



 Fluency passages at the 4th grade level (that’s all I checked) were great, 
 with student controlled speed scrolling and integrated MAZE-like 
 checkpoints for comprehension. Students get the story read-aloud fluently 
 with good intonation before reading it themselves. Sign in is simple, though 
 no picture sign-in for k-2 students like iReady, but easier than Benchmark 
 by far. You can set up google login and SSO login. 

 Student workbooks- These are very robust at the 5th grade level. They 
 aren’t flimsy for consumables.. Each unit has a workbook that students 
 read and write in, that goes along with the unit textbook. 

 Unit texts: I really enjoy that there isn’t one giant book. The story in unit 9 
 was so good, that my students were very upset that they didn’t get to finish 
 it. They were captivated by the mystery, and loved the rich integration of 
 science and detective work as we learned skills and read. Each unit gets its 
 own book, with rich, grade level or above texts. Much of this is at a higher 
 lexile than most students would read at (some at 1010), but it is read by 
 the teacher, and then there is time for small groups to dig in deeper with 
 the text and offer scaffolding for vocabulary, comprehension, etc. Students 
 can also access all of this online to be read to them for our students who 
 cannot access the reading independent of the teacher. (Bonus points for it 
 not sounding like a robot!) 

 The website has a text complexity guide for each grade level if you want to 
 further explore, but from what I could see, most of the read-alouds (5th 
 grade) were informational, so students are still gaining knowledge, skills, 
 and vocabulary even if they cannot access that higher level of reading yet. 

 In the lower grades (k-3?), there are beautifully rich color illustrations and 
 pictures to look at as the teacher reads aloud. This helps students build 
 meaning as they listen, and gives them a visual frame of reference. 

 Guiding Questions: These are well thought out, and really do align well with 
 each unit. The knowledge being built in each unit is impressive. Students in 
 unit 9 learn not only how to write a summary, but how to write a summary 
 like a police officer writing a report. It feels very “real-world” applicable, and 
 was VERY engaging for my students. 

 Small group- This time is also built into core instruction, but instead of 
 using leveled readers, it has students practice skills, meeting with the 
 teacher to engage with the core text, partner reading, working on fluency, or 

 also was written appropriate for differentiation based on individual student 

 levels. The amount of sight words and pacing of introducing those sight 

 words were also very developmentally appropriate and the small group 

 readers aligned with the week's words for practice. The read aloud stories 

 with introduction of new vocabulary words, and fun and engaging stories 

 were included with this program. In considering the phonics piece of this 

 curriculum it does move at a slower pace (1 letter per week) but it allows 

 for blending of known/taught letters at a much quick pace, which I believe 

 allows students to start reading before they even know all of their letter 

 sounds. The letter it teaches each week is then aligned to the phonemic 

 awareness piece, and is also included in the activities for small group to 

 provide additional practice. The alignment of all of these pieces was 

 evident when teaching. 

 The content knowledge alignment between grade levels. The curriculum 

 had components for whole group and small group instruction that could 

 develop and support phonics and word study at the kindergarten level. 

 The strengths of benchmark are the dedicated phonics lessons & 
 additional resources. With our focus in literacy this year, supported by the 
 amazing literacy coaches, it was great to see direct phonics instruction 
 included in the lesson sequences. 
 The vocabulary resources were helpful, and my class enjoyed being able to 

 say the words in English and Spanish. 

 Online Materials: Online materials are present for every little thing! If it is in 
 a book, it’s online! 
 Student workbooks/Unit texts- These are printed in color, and have clear 
 learning goals on a flap. Each unit is both the textbook and the workbook, 
 so it is easy to keep track of. 

 Small group- This time is built into the program. There is usually a 45 
 minute whole group session consisting of 1-2 mini lessons at the start of 
 the unit, and then a WHOLE LOT of small group time. Students are 
 expected to be able to work independently for a long time, but there are 
 various worksheets and activities like Reader’s Theater you can assign. 



 working on the integrated writing. (Not a full writing curriculum, that’s an 
 add-on). It does not have small group every day, but instead at certain 
 times during the week, with other times being used for whole group or 
 partner work to build reading skills. More time is teacher-led than 
 independent. Higher grade teachers with typically less ea support will 
 benefit from this structure. 

 Content - Students loved it. I wish I could have taught the whole unit! The 
 story was narrative, but it was chock-full of information, and the workbook 
 had paired informational texts that went with it that they 
 compared/contrasted to deepen their learning.I found it refreshing to not 
 be overwhelmed with choices. I was able to see exactly what I was 
 teaching, and had the space to make adjustments for my students without 
 feeling like I wasn't able to get to it all. 

 Accessibility- This curriculum is open source, so many of these materials 
 are free, as well as pre-translated into spanish and other languages for ELD 
 families. There is also a rich science program that we could access for free 
 to accompany it. 

 materials were manageable, stories were engaging and provided for 

 deeper level comprehension questions, phonics activities were engaging 

 and varied, teacher's guide was organized and easy to follow 

 Engaging stories 

 This program is incredibly engaging and students loved building 

 background knowledge about science and social studies, even within 

 fictional texts. Most lessons included a speaking and listening component 

 and gave students an opportunity to talk with their peers using academic 

 language. This helped build vocabulary and reinforce some of the targeted 

 vocabulary. At the beginning of each lesson, there was also explicit 

 vocabulary instruction in the words students would encounter in the 

 reading that day. With this program, students also received a significant 

 amount of direct teacher instruction, which research shows has a higher 

 Content - Some students enjoyed it. History is a make or break for kiddos. 
 They really enjoyed the Reader’s theater that came with the unit. 

 All the units are aligned, so if I needed to grab materials for my lower level 
 students, I was able to, and it was still relevant to the theme of the unit. 

 Accessibility- The materials are plentiful, and borrowing from other grades 
 is easy. Getting online and accessing stuff was easy as well. 

 Foundational skills 

 Student materials were great. I enjoyed the layout and the visuals provided 

 in the Teacher Resource Guide as well as the online components. 

 This program includes a ton of resources and supports. The main student 

 readers are engaging and easy to use. The units allow students to build 

 some background knowledge around a topic. There is a vocabulary routine 

 that provides explicit instruction in tier 2/3 words students will encounter 

 in the reading. Each mini lesson focuses on an ELA comprehension skill or 

 strategy. 

 This program provides lots of different materials and which will benefit 

 every student 



 effect size than independent work. Comprehension activities focused on 

 both ELA standards and the content being covered, which is also 

 supported by research. This allowed students to develop a more thorough 

 understanding of the text. Rather than just focusing on making an 

 inference, or whatever the day’s ELA skill was, students actually had to 

 understand the text as a whole and what information was being conveyed. 

 Engaging, lots of language/vocabulary content. Definite focus on 

 phonics/phonological awareness. 

 •The knowledge strand read alouds were engaging, sparked meaningful 
 conversations where students made connections between the stories, and 
 helped the students to learn lots of rich vocabulary 
 •The activities like the wiggle cards and chaining cards that got the 

 students up and moving were so engaging and so fun! And, students were 

 really hearing the sounds, matching them with the corresponding letters or 

 letter teams, and making connections between similar words like "boot, 

 bout, shout, . . ." 

 It was great to have visuals that went along with the teachings, it was easy 

 to follow along and very engaging to students 

 What were the areas of growth or items that needed improvement? 
 Amplify  Benchmark 
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 After teaching this pilot program, there were many things I found that were 

 not developmentally appropriate for our younger learners. There seemed to 

 be a lot of teacher talk during the knowledge portion of the lessons, the 

 10 responses 

 Vocabulary was not taught very thoroughly. Digital resources are hard to 

 access, not all linked in one place. 

 I wished that there was a consistent flow to a day's worth of lessons. For 



 length of the lessons where the teacher is just talking and "telling a story" 

 was WAY too long for young learners (40 minutes of whole group lessons 

 with teacher talk, even after the time it took to introduce the lesson and 

 vocabulary terms), and the stories were too difficult for independent 

 reading. The lesson is written for the ability to read it independently or with 

 a partner while the teacher pulled students for small group reading 

 opportunities. This is not developmentally appropriate for young readers 

 and many non-readers. This does not provide many opportunities for 

 differentiation for different levels of students' abilities. There also were 

 errors in the program. One of the vocabulary terms was "snip" and the word 

 was never included in any of the stories for the students to make the 

 connection. The student activity related to the word "snip" also included a 

 crab that was in the story, but the story did not have any crabs as a 

 character. The skills part of the lesson was very easy to follow, but the 

 students had a hard time engaging with the activity. At the end of each 

 lesson, I would get student feedback and all of them agreed it was "not 

 fun". Overall, I see the benefit of this program as a science/social studies 

 curriculum for younger learners but the structure of teaching "how to read" 

 was very limited and would require many different pieces to fill in the gaps 

 of "teaching kids how to read". 

 More core reading instruction in Kindergarten and less teacher talk 

 One area of improvement for this curriculum is the vocabulary section. 
 While my students were engaged during the vocabulary portions, I would 
 have liked to see more visuals included and more references to the 
 vocabulary words spaced throughout the lessons. 
 Another area of improvement would be the estimated time for each lesson. 

 For my 5th grade class, we spent about 1 1/2 days on each lesson. The 

 writing portions took much more time than was listed in the lesson plans. 

 This curriculum spends a large amount of time in a whole group setting 

 and spent 3/5 days focused on reading skills. The remaining 2 days were 

 example, always doing some phonemic awareness activity, practice high 

 frequency words, read a text, interact/respond to it in their "My Reading and 

 Writing" book, etc every day. It seemed like some days we practiced high 

 frequency words and some days we didn't. Some days we used their "My 

 Reading and Writing book" and some days we didn't. Also, when we did do 

 phonemic awareness activities, it just didn't seem like it was enough 

 practice. My students and I are currently used to doing 8 phonemic 

 awareness activities every day from the Michael Heggerty book. When we 

 did the ones in the Benchmark lessons, my students and I both expressed, 

 "That's it?" Also, navigating to all the online components was frustrating 

 since the pieces were not all hyperlinked from the teacher guide. I shouldn't 

 have to leave the teacher guide and go to the main menu to find something 

 that is referenced in the teacher guide. There should be a direct link from 

 the guide. 

 The phonemic awareness piece of the curriculum was a very small piece of 

 each lesson, which was not differentiated at all. This is where our current 

 Heggerty curriculum would be supplemented to provide differentiated 

 phonemic awareness lessons. 

 I really liked what was presented and used in the classroom. I would love to 

 see an easier access for students to log in online for leveled lessons. 

 I would have liked to see benchmark include more background knowledge 
 materials for students. During the lessons, I found the language used in the 
 texts difficult for my students to comprehend. While the vocabulary words 
 were given instruction time, many of the non-vocabulary words in the text 
 required immense background knowledge or previous instruction. For 
 example, my 5th grade students would need to know the phrases, "exercise 
 their right" and "destiny of democracy" to complete their independent work. 
 This task was especially difficult for my English Language Learners as they 
 tried to understand the use of "exercise" in a new situation. 
 In this program, I also would have liked to see more buy in for the students. 
 While some students were engaged with the material, many of the 
 students checked-out with the complex sentences and/or had difficulty 



 spent on Knowledge - learning about the weather and seasons. In the 

 primary grades, the goal is for students to develop skills to become better 

 readers. From my perspective, time is better spent meeting with students 

 in small groups to focus on specific skills for short amounts of time. Most 

 primary students do not have the focus or the stamina to sit for long 

 periods of time and listen. The teacher's guide has tiny print, and is not 

 visually appealing or easy to follow the script for teaching. 

 Online materials: It is still a newer online program, so there are probably 
 some kinks. Occasionally the game takes longer than expected to load, but 
 not excessively so. 
 No picture sign-in for younger students. 
 Some of the cut outs and small insert text features were not able to be 
 read-aloud by the computer. 

 Student Workbooks: Most of them are not in color, and there are less 
 pictures at 5th grade than Journeys (I actually don’t mind that). The unit 
 “textbook” is not hardback. Feels more like a glossy cardstock cover. Could 
 be problematic if not considered consumable. Considerations should be 
 made for cost of replacement over the years. 

 Unit Texts: The unit “textbook” is not hardback. Feels more like a glossy 
 cardstock cover. Could be problematic if not considered consumable. 
 Considerations should be made for cost of replacement over the years.I 
 suppose there is a benefit to Journey’s being hardbound. BUT, Amplify 
 does allow you to print ALL materials online easily in PDF format, as well 
 as access them online as a teacher and a student. 

 I did find some typos, but they didn’t cause glaring errors in the readability 
 of the text. Some of the directions are almost too sparse, which could feel 
 difficult to an inexperienced teacher. 

 There does not seem to be a nice visual vocabulary slideshow or cards 
 included. I created my own for the “experience”, and it was not difficult, I 
 could continue to use the slides I made, but there is an initial investment 
 that would need to be made by grade levels to get that set up. 

 Small Group: Some teachers may find this format unfamiliar, but they could 
 still use the time to work on the skills in a small group setting to better 

 with the writing portions. When working together as a whole class, I was 
 able to lead students towards understanding the reading and writing tasks. 
 However, during the independent time, many of my students were 
 frustrated by the directions and/or were unable to complete the desired 
 tasks. In my opinion, I believe following a lesson to it's completion (without 
 the independent tasks being added later on) would help the students be 
 more successful. On another note, while some students are ready for truly 
 independent tasks, other students in my class need more guidance. 
 My last area for improvement is the lesson outlines. With so many 

 resources in various places, it was hard to find all the necessary items for a 

 lesson. On a daily basis, I spent about 30-40 minutes preparing for a 

 lesson. With that amount of time, there were still some materials I did not 

 find. 

 Online Materials: The leveled readers are not able to be printed out as a full 
 PDF. You have to print each page individually. That was not cool. Also, the 
 login for students was confusing. 

 Finding online materials for the teacher was even worse. It was extremely 
 difficult to navigate where to find things, because it was like sifting through 
 an entire large city library to find one small resource. I was unenthused. 

 Kids have the option to “annotate” on everything, which I WISH I could turn 
 off, so my students could just read online and not always have highlighters 
 and pencils available. I also wish I could toggle the read-aloud feature on 
 and off on the leveled readers. 

 You can give E-assessments, but again, the read-aloud wasn’t working for 
 my kiddos. Frustrating! 

 Student Workbooks/Unit texts: For 5th grade, there did not feel like there 
 was enough practice materials for the students. 
 I also strongly dislike that we have to purchase the unit texts every year. I 
 could not find an option online to print them, and if I wanted to supplement 
 with other activities, they would not be included in the workbook. I also 
 worry about students keeping track of these thin, paper textbooks for 
 multiple weeks. Where the heck will we store a year’s worth of unit 
 workbooks? I feel like our grade level storage will be full of boxes! I also 
 have concerns about not ordering enough, and having to wait on supply 
 chain issues if we get more students attending. 



 address the needs of their students. Primary teachers with more EA 
 support may struggle to readjust to using their support differently than 
 what they are used to. There are GREAT guides to setting high expectations 
 and SMART goals around self-directed reading and other 
 independent/small group activities though. 

 Content: Unit 9 is not the same theme across all grade levels, so if you 
 wanted to “borrow” from another grade level, you would not be able to 
 necessarily, but because there are no “leveled” reading groups, this is likely 
 not a real problem. 
 Because the content is so rich, teachers will need to collaborate and “work 
 smarter, not harder” to bring in strategies to help make the content more 
 accessible to all groups and levels. There is a smaller "Bag of tricks", which 
 is both a con and a plus. 

 Accessibility: The bells and whistles of the online stuff is not available in 
 the free version, but we could easily print and bind new materials if they get 
 destroyed and are not “consumable” 

 This would be difficult to teach in a blended classroom. Our smaller 
 schools might struggle, since the rigor is so great, it is asking them to 
 teach very different levels at each grade, as well as the units not being 
 “aligned” from grade to grade. For example, 4th grade in unit 2 learns about 
 “empires in the middle ages” while 5th grade unit 2 is learning about “early 
 American civilizations”. 

 phonics component seemed to be less meaty than I would have expected, 

 would like to have more digital components (they may exist but we didn't 

 have access to them), our current students were unable to read the readers 

 independently 

 Student readers difficult for independence. Foundational skills weak. 

 Because the program is centered around challenging texts that emphasize 

 content, some of my lowest readers struggled to access the material. 

 Some of the directions were really confusing to both me and the students. I 
 couldn’t for the life of me tell what the question was asking for, so I had to 
 make my own meaning to help clarify for the students. 
 Small Group/Independent time: It was not easy trying to manage that much 
 small group/independent time without EA support. I could not make sure 
 my kids were actually on task, because I was always with another group. 
 EA support at ALL grade levels will be crucial for the entirety of this time if 
 we move forward with it. I also know that the best learning happens with 
 the teacher, and I worry about this much independent time, and only 
 mini-lessons to do the actual brunt of the teaching. It doesn't feel very 
 rigorous. 

 I worry about my lower level readers spending too much time reading 
 alone. Some of them fake it, or get off-task/disruptive to avoid reading. 

 Content: The readers are based on Lexile, not Dibels, so that was 
 frustrating. 

 I also was introducing so many skills in one week, that my kids weren’t able 
 to really focus on one skill and build it up. The assessment was entirely 
 multiple choice, with no constructed response component. 

 They re-read the story multiple times to work on different skills, but that 
 made it get less interesting for students as the week went on. Felt very 
 much like Journeys. 

 Accessibility: I was extremely overwhelmed with trying to find my pacing 
 guide for the week. Just to pilot for one week, I had like 17 stickies, and I 
 had to drop things on the fly because it was not pacing like how I had 
 hoped it would. Everything took longer, and was not as easy to teach as I 
 had hoped. 

 Outside Reviews: Outside Reviews- This curriculum is poorly rated on 
 Edreports (k-2 & 3-5 only partially meets on building knowledge, and is on 
 the low end of meets in text quality in k-5) 
 https://www.doe.mass.edu/odl/e-learning/curate/content/index.html#/les 
 sons/Xb8hFfawYJvG5Pov8NOa2C-X0P2Ioe2W 



 There were resources available, however, to support differentiation. And 

 with a strong program, the hope would be that after implementing for a few 

 years, we would not have readers who are multiple grade levels below as 

 we currently do. 

 Independent work expected seemed difficult for most students. Maybe not 

 enough phonics focus. 

 •Really wish Amplify had given us all the materials that we would really use 
 in a typical week; the experience kit felt like we weren't experiencing the 
 complete program, so it made it difficult to fairly compare it to the other 
 ELA program. Amplify might have certain pieces that I would like to see 
 (like a digital pocket chart), but I honestly don't know if they do and what it 
 would be like to implement because we were limited to just using the 
 materials in the experience kit 
 •Although the read alouds were engaging, they were a little too long 
 •The graphics in the student reader could be better 
 •Wish that the student reader was like other programs were they can 

 underline words and have activity/response pages mixed in between the 

 stories 

 It would be nice to see more of the phonics this program has to offer 

 over abundance of material 

 2 sets of Frieze cards would be great. 

 This program is centered around “mini-lessons” and significant amounts of 
 small group and independent work time. However, research shows that 
 students spending large amounts of their literacy block reading on their 
 own has a very low effect size. What drives student learning is direct 
 teacher instruction. If the suggested curriculum time frames and small 
 group schedule is followed, students are actually only directly interacting 
 with the teacher for about half of the literary block in most lessons. This 
 does not seem like the best way to help our students make gains. If we 
 were going to implement this program, EA support would be necessary to 
 support small groups. Otherwise, students are receiving even less adult 
 instruction and spending even more time working on their own. 

 The leveled readers provided are also not supported by research, which 
 shows that the best way for students to catch up to grade level is to have 
 access to challenging grade-level texts. Again, if the program is followed as 
 suggested, some of our students below grade level would only receive 
 about 20-25 minutes of instruction with grade-level content in the 
 whole-class mini lesson. The rest of their time would be spent with leveled 
 readers in small groups. 

 The online portion was not easy to navigate and planning for a lesson for 

 this program takes a significantly more time to find and teach each days 

 lesson. There are tons of materials but even with that it felt as though 

 students needed additional supports to keep them engaged in what we 

 were learning. 



 1 - Disagree Strongly, 5 - Agree strongly 

 The program was comprehensive and generally easy to follow. 
 Amplify  Benchmark 

 The program included components that could support differentiated learners. (SPED, Emerging Language Learners, 
 Tier II, etc.) 
 Amplify  Benchmark 



 The materials were organized. 
 Amplify  Benchmark 

 The program would fit well into the literacy framework and timeframes for our school. 
 Amplify  Benchmark 



 Students were engaged with the program. 
 Amplify  Benchmark 

 Given the timeframe, students seemed to make reasonable progress with the objectives. 
 Amplify  Benchmark 



 Teacher materials, both physical and digital, were easy to use/access. 
 Amplify  Benchmark 

 Student materials, both physical and digital, were easy to use/access. 
 Amplify  Benchmark 



 Assessments were aligned and easy to use/access. 
 Amplify  Benchmark 

 Please give an overall rating for the program. 
 Amplify  Benchmark 



 Any further comments or questions you have after using this program? 
 Amplify  Benchmark 
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 I am completely open to trying new things and ways of teaching kids, but I 

 do not feel this is the best fit program for our students! Our youngest 

 students who are learning how to read, we need to have a great program 

 that teaches these foundational skills so when they are older, they would 

 benefit more from a program written like this, but I think their skills portion 

 of the program is lacking way too many pieces and we would be back to 

 using multiple (too many) materials to fill these gaps. 

 There was a large section of teacher talk and it was hard for kindergarten 

 kiddos to sit through it 

 I want to note again the high level of positive engagement my students had 

 with this curriculum! They were highly motivated which made the learning 

 part come much easier for some of my struggling students. 

 I do not think that this curriculum is the appropriate one for meeting our 

 reading goals in the primary grades. 

 I LOVED this program and so did my students. My SpEd students were 

 highly engaged, and looked forward to reading each day because of how 

 much they were learning! 

 I wish that we would have had a more comprehensive representation of the 

 materials, I felt like it was a little hard to make a sound judgement with only 

 a portion of the materials. Having said that, I had pushed myself to have an 

 open mind about this program thinking that I wouldn't like it and ended up 

 liking it more than Benchmark. 

 Are there sound cards that go with amplify? Would we supplement with 

 foundational skill support? 
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 I liked it! 

 None at this time. 

 Overall for our youngest learners, this program would be a good fit for 

 South Lane. 

 I really enjoyed piloting this curriculum. 

 The first 4 pilot days were very difficult for my class. It was hard for them to 
 stay motivated, especially during the independent work times. On day 5, I 
 started to add a few modifications to support my students. These 
 modifications helped the lessons run more smoothly, but they were not 
 included in the curriculum's outline. My class & I consistently discussed 
 having an open mind and trying our best, even when the tasks seemed 
 difficult. 
 I would like to ask the publishers what student by-ins or positive 

 engagement supports they have available for this curriculum. 

 Overall, I didn’t love this curriculum. It had SO MANY COMPONENTS that it 
 was overwhelming almost every day. I almost gave up, and I certainly 
 wasn’t able to accomplish what I thought I should be able to based on their 
 pacing guides. I am troubled by the reviews online from other districts that 
 have used this curriculum. They got some really bad reports on it, and then 
 revamped the phonics section, and rebranded it as "science of reading" 
 aligned. Seems troubling to me. If we need to supplement for phonics to 
 have a different curriculum with better reviews, I would prefer that. 

 Can we get 2 sets of Sound Cards? When will a training take place? When 

 would we get all materials? 

 If this is the program that the district chooses to purchase, will the write in 

 readers be renewed each year? 

 This program did not seem as aligned to current research regarding the 



 Both me and my students loved this program, and it seems more clearly 

 aligned to current research and what we, as a district, are trying to move 

 towards. While it would be a shift for some teachers, if we are going to 

 invest in a new curriculum that we will be teaching for a number of years, 

 we should consider which one will ultimately help our students move 

 forward–not which one is more comfortable or familiar to teachers. 

 I liked it more than I expected to, and so did students! 

 None 

 This program was easy to follow and I had my students ask multiple times 

 to continue on with this unit. It was engaging and fun. 

 best way to teach reading. My students were not as engaged with this 

 program, and we covered a lot less content beacuse of the emphasis on 

 mini lessons and small group work. 

 This program was not easy to follow and students were not engaged. They 

 mentioned a number of different times that it was complicated and asked 

 to return to either Journey's or the previous pilot. 


