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K-5 ELA Instructional Materials Review Work Group Meeting: Session One 

Date: February 8, 2021 

Time: 8:30AM 

Minutes:  Kathleen Romano 

Attendees: Dr. Elizabeth Alves, Aimee Arcand, Julie Cavasos, Hope Cliff, Patricia Cunningham, Kate 

Drilling, Colleen Fletcher, Catherine Garretson, Deborah Hermalyn, Mary Jarrett, Ashley Johnson, Susan 

Jordan, Julie Lorenzo, Diane Lynch, Heather McElroy, Terrie Mitev, Annie O’Donnell, Marie Perry, Amy 

Pike, Dayna Prevost, Alison Schmerler, Tammy Simmons, Jennifer Sweeney  

Agenda 

1. Opening Remarks and Introductions:  Dr. Elizabeth Alves 

 Introductions 

 Reminder of importance of high quality instructional materials 

 Overview of District’s instructional materials review process and Board Policy 2520 

 Purpose of today’s meeting: 

o To look at evidence and to review and discuss individual ratings recorded in 

EdCredible 

o To narrow selections to two or three publishers to go forward in this process. 

o Explanation of spreadsheet developed for this meeting for the purpose of 

identifying which publisher’s materials rated the highest. 

o If during today’s discussion, members feel they need to adjust ratings, they are free 

to do so 

 Next meeting will be publisher presentations on Feb 17th 

 Publishers moving forward in this process will be asked to send materials to schools for 

review and input by teachers  

 Reminder this is a public meeting and is operating “in the sunshine” 

 Individual ratings and comments will be shared throughout the discussion; there are no right 

or wrong answers 

 

2. Reviewed agenda: 

 Discussion for each assigned title 

 Begin with K 2; one hour discussion planned for A materials (Amplify, Great Minds and 

McGraw Hill) 
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3. Amplify CKLA:  

 Committee members are asked to share scores so District staff can record on 

spreadsheet (See Spreadsheet 1) 

 Committee member asked why we were using spreadsheet; explained that 

unfortunately we were not able to extract summary data from EdCredible 

 Kindergarten scores reported; individual members gave ratings for each indicator under 

non-negotiable 1 

 Reviewer pointed out that the rating scale in EdCredible was three-point scale instead of 

two-point scale used on the CCPS IMET 

 Group paused for some discussion about the difference; District was not aware of this 

difference as only the qualitative labels (Meets Expectations, Partially Meets 

Expectations and Does Not Meet Expectations) are visible in their reports 

 Group agreed to use the CCPS IMET rating system (instead of EdCredible rating system) 

on the committee spreadsheet 

 Reviewer discussion continued regarding the evidence for ratings; reviewer discussion 

continued for non-negotiables 2 and 3 

 A reviewer inquired about the process of reading the scores aloud so district staff could 

record in the spreadsheet 

 Determined that the process be amended for all reviewers to enter their scores in the 

spreadsheet, then resume discussion allowing all to see all scores  

 

4. Committee paused to allow time for reviewers to enter scores into spreadsheet 

 

5. Meeting resumed; used IMET spreadsheet to calculate scores for each publisher 

 

6. Reviewed scores with much comparison and discussion of ratings 

 

7. Amplify and SAVAAS eliminated based non-negotiable section score not meeting the “Meets 

Expectations” requirement 

 

8. Reviewed scores for priorities and looked at total scores for four remaining publishers 

 

9. Committee recommended putting through two top publishers, Great Minds and HMH, for 

additional consideration (see notes below for each publisher) 
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10. Publisher presentation recommendations 

 LESSON IN ACTION  How does the publisher see the lesson delivered 

 What are the components parts and pieces and how the fit into your lesson plan 

 Wit and Wisdom, what is included in the purchase 

 Let the Publishers know the committee has already researched materials in great detail 

 Electronic component what does it entail? Our Tech Dept should consider implementation 

needs 

 Potential to conference with other districts and ask what they have used and what are their 

recommendations 

 What will each classroom receive? What comes in the basic package and what is optional 

 What does the teacher support include? 

 Question and answer period with each vendor available at the end of the day 

 

11. Proposed Agenda: 

 Publisher scheduled for a 1.5 hr in the am presentation virtually (8:30am-10:00am, and 

10:15am-11:45am) 

 Lunch 

 Afternoon Q & A with publisher 

 

12. Teacher Input: 

 Send materials for K, 2 & 4 to schools 

 Prepare an overview and survey for teachers  

 

Adjourn 

 


