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Developed by WestEd for the California Department of Education, October 2026
This document contains the program memos for the 31 literacy professional development programs approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) on September 9, 2026, pursuant to California Education Code Section 33319.6.
The program memos are presented in alphabetical order by provider name so local educational agencies can easily locate a specific program. The order of the memos does not reflect a program’s rating or rank.
The SBE-approved list ranks programs from highest to lowest by a weighted evidence score across the required rubric criteria. To view the approved programs in ranked order, please see the Approved Literacy Professional Development Programs List, available in both Word and Excel format on the California Literacy Professional Development Programs web page at https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp. 
The Provider-Submitted Program Overviews below reflect provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider’s own words, edited only for adherence to the California Department of Education (CDE) Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider websites listed below for the most current information.
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	Provider
	Program Name

	95 Percent Group Limited Liability Company
	Top 10 Tools by 95 Percent Group™ International Dyslexia Association (IDA) Pathway (Top 10 Tools IDA Pathway)


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241623]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	Top 10 Tools IDA Pathway is accredited by the IDA. It builds on the principles of structured literacy and the science of reading and prepares participants for the Knowledge and Practice Examination for Effective Reading Instruction, which is required to earn Center for Effective Reading Instruction certification. Learners must finish the 45-hour Content Course and score of at least 80 percent on all tests; maintain a professional learning journal; and finish 30 hours of reading and writing assignments that are graded by the Course Coach. Those who earn Top 10 Tools IDA Pathway certification may receive five continuing education credits and a microcredential in structured literacy.

	Program Format
	Learners complete Top 10 Tools IDA Pathway independently, via 95 Percent Group's online learning platform.
Virtual, Independent, and Asynchronous Components: 45-hour online Content Course (articles, infographics, videos, activities, assessments); 30-hour Assignment Course (required reading/videos and writing assignments); Completed professional learning journal (required reflections, course notes, learning experiences, and analysis); Email Course Coach (as needed)
Virtual and Synchronous Components: Video meeting(s) with Course Coach as needed to ask questions, review completed assignments, or receive additional support
In-Person Components: N/A 
Group Work Components: N/A
95 Percent Group encourages learners to connect with peers to strengthen their learning. In school/district implementations, we recommend appointing a Course Manager to monitor learners' progress.

	Time Required
	Top 10 Tools IDA Pathway requires at least 75 hours to complete. The Content Course spans 45 hours; the Syllabus details the estimated time per tool. The estimated time to complete each section in Parts 1 and 2 also is listed in the course, with a reminder for participants to note their place if they exit the module before finishing it. The Assignment Course involves 30 additional hours work that includes reading, viewing, and writing assignments, plus maintaining a professional learning journal.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	As of this submission, the cost per participant totals $1,163 divided into two purchases: $1,099 for the Top 10 Tools IDA Pathway course, which is purchased via 95 Percent Group. This price is valid until August 15, 2026.  $64 for a new hardcover or ebook edition of the required course textbook, Learning Disabilities Second Edition: From Identification to Intervention (ISBN 9781462536375), which may be purchased via its publisher, Guilford Press.(https://www.guilford.com/books/Learning-Disabilities/Fletcher-Lyon-Fuchs-Barnes/9781462536375). The publisher sells a hardcover + ebook package for a list price of $128. Copies of the textbook may be available for a lower price if purchased in used condition or from a different vendor.

	Website
	https://www.95percentgroup.com/ 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241624]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Moderate Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Moderate Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241625]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Minimal Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Strong Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Strong Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Moderate Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Strong Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Strong Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Moderate Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Moderate Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Moderate Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Moderate Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Minimal Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241626]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Not Applicable
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	Provider
	Program Name

	Amplify Education, Incorporated (Inc.)
	Science of Reading: The Learning Lab
Course 1: Foundations to the Science of Reading, Course 2: Advanced Topics in the Science of Reading, Course 3: Applied Structured Literacy


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
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	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	Science of Reading: The Learning Lab is aligned with Education Code (EC) 33319.6 and EC 44259, to equip educators for effective literacy instruction through activities, curated resources, and expert-led sessions on evidence-based means of teaching foundational skills, phonological awareness, phonics, word recognition, and fluency to all pupils, including tiered supports for English learners and students with reading difficulties and exceptional needs. Course 1 builds educators’ knowledge of evidence-based literacy instruction. Drawing on research from leading experts, participants will gain a comprehensive understanding of how proficient readers and writers develop. Course 2 provides an in-depth examination of assessments, reading difficulties, and pertinent legal frameworks for educators, all of which influence instructional decision-making. Course 3 builds on previous courses with opportunities to analyze and apply the principles of Structured Literacy to implement effective literacy instruction.

	Program Format
	Science of Reading: The Learning Lab utilizes a flexible format, delivered entirely online through a 24/7 accessible digital platform. Participants access three courses of structured content, including Learning Lab lectures, Classroom Spotlights, and podcast excerpts, asynchronously within a one-year timeframe. The coursework is completed through multiple media formats, application exercises, lesson annotations, classroom observations, and Learning Lab notebook reflections. While the program is independent, it includes built-in collaborative opportunities in the form of application exercises with educators’ real-world context and colleagues. Synchronous adaptations could be developed by instructional leaders using the program as material in professional learning community or faculty meetings. For an additional cost, the program can be enhanced with live virtual or on-site sessions led by Amplify's certified facilitators, which provides schools customization for diverse school contexts and scheduling needs.

	Time Required
	Participants will enjoy flexibility to complete an estimated 80 hours of online, self-paced learning (20–25 hours per course, plus a pre and post assessment) on an easy-to-navigate platform. This subscription includes an individual seat to the course, where you’ll be able to access and revisit the course as needed for up to one year.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	A subscription to Science of Reading: The Learning Lab for an individual seat to the course gives you access and the ability to revisit the course as needed for up to one year. Organizations can purchase by contacting an Amplify sales representative.
Course 1: $79
Course 2: $79 
Course 3: $79 
Bundle of Courses 1–3: $199

	Website
	https://amplify.com/ 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
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	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Moderate Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Minimal Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Moderate Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Moderate Evidence
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	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Minimal Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Moderate Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Moderate Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Moderate Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Minimal Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Minimal Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Minimal Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Minimal Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Moderate Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241631]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Not Applicable
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	Provider
	Program Name

	California Association for Bilingual Education (CABE)
	Biliteracy, Equity, Alignment, Comprehension, Oral Language Navigational Systems (BEACONS) Comprehensive Literacy Professional Learning Program


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
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	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	BEACONS is professional learning program strengthening TK–5 literacy for English proficient and multilingual learners in English-medium and biliteracy classrooms. Grounded in the California English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, California Dyslexia Guidelines, and the English Learner Roadmap, it integrates explicit foundational skills, meaning-making, academic language, effective expression, and content knowledge. An adapted 6E cycle—Engage, Explore, Explain, Elaborate, Evaluate, Extend—intentionally includes Extend to promote English language development and cross-linguistic transfer. Educators implement structured, culturally responsive, language-rich literacy tasks supported by Multi-Tiered System of Support aligned data cycles, multilingual learner shadowing, and job-embedded coaching to ensure intellectually rich, high-quality literacy instruction for all students.

	Program Format
	The BEACONS program is structured as a year-long cohort model with the option of in-person, virtual, or hybrid sessions. Core learning consists of eight full-day synchronous sessions that include content delivery, lesson planning, coaching and modeling, reflection loops, and implementation tasks. Sessions are delivered every two to four weeks as appropriate. Optional extension of data-driven coaching cycles, observations, co-teaching, demonstrations, or instructional rounds can be added. Participants complete independent tasks to be compiled as a portfolio. These tasks include 6E lesson design, interactive journals, student work analysis, multilingual learner shadowing, student work samples, etc. Professional Lerning Community-based collaboration and structured reflection protocols are embedded throughout. All materials, diagnostic tools, and implementation guides are provided, or district adopted tools can be embedded. The program is responsive to district's time frame and initiatives.

	Time Required
	The Core Cohort requires eight full-day professional learning sessions (approximately 48 hours). Optional coaching cycles add two–four days (12–24 hours) of job-embedded support. Independent implementation tasks, lesson redesign, student data analysis, and reflection cycles require an additional estimated 20–30 hours across the year. Total time commitment ranges from approximately 68–100 hours depending on selected coaching intensity.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	Pricing is structured by cohort size and level of support selected. The Core Cohort (eight days) is offered as a contracted service for a maximum of 40 participants. Additional costs are calculated according to number of participants beyond the maximum allocation, customizations of delivery and content, and travel demands. Comprehensive Cohort packages that include additional coaching cycles (observation, co-teaching, instructional rounds, or collaborative planning intensives) are calculated according to the customization of the support. Pricing includes context specific analysis, facilitator time, basic travel costs, core program materials, diagnostic tools, implementation guides, participant certificates, and impact analysis. District-level customization is available. Multi-site or multi-year contracts may include reduced per-participant costs. Detailed pricing schedules are provided upon request and aligned to local educational agency funding allocations under Education Code 33319.6.

	Website
	https://gocabe.org/beacons/ 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241634]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241635]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Moderate Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Strong Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Strong Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Strong Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Strong Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Strong Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Strong Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Strong Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Strong Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Strong Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241636]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Not Applicable



[bookmark: _Toc200000004][bookmark: _Toc241241637]Program Memo: California Reading and Literature Project
	Provider
	Program Name

	California Reading and Literature Project (CRLP)
	RESULTS for Word Recognition (RWR), RESULTS for Reading Comprehension (RRC), Learning How English Works (LHEW), Spanish-English Biliteracy Transfer (SEBT), Early Learning Foundations (ELF)


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
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	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	RWR builds educators’ understanding of foundational reading—print concepts, phonological awareness, word recognition, and fluency—using research-based routines aligned to California standards and tools to assess and monitor progress. 
RRC centers comprehension, equipping teachers with strategies and scaffolds to help students navigate complex texts across content areas. 
LHEW supports implementation of Part II of the Calfiornia English Language Development Standards through effective Integrated and Designated English language development planning. 
SEBT guides Spanish-English biliteracy with a clear developmental sequence, assessment guidance, and support for cross-linguistic transfer. 
ELF is an early literacy program blending joyful play with explicit instruction in oral language, phonological awareness, alphabet knowledge, print awareness, and comprehension—because the foundational years are critical for later student success.

	Program Format
	All five program options are available virtually, in person, or in a blended format to meet local needs and schedules. Virtual delivery offers flexibility and broader access; in-person sessions foster collaboration and hands-on learning; blended models combine convenience with relationship-building. Each program includes an online support platform housing materials, resources, and instructional videos for ongoing access and implementation support. Technical assistance is provided throughout. Optional add-ons include on-site coaching, administrator support, lesson study, and professional learning community facilitation to strengthen implementation, build leadership capacity, and sustain impact over time.

	Time Required
	RWR: three days or 18 hours.
RRC: three days or 18 hours.
LHEW: three days or 18 hours.
SEBT: three days or 18 hours.
ELF: one day per module (six hours) or the complete literacy foundations 5 days (30 hours).

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	The following programs are priced at $1,200 per person for the standard training. It does not include optional add-ons, such as on-site coaching, administrator support, lesson study, and PLC facilitation. RWR, RRC, LHEW, SEBT 
The ELF training is $300 per module per person or $1,200 for the complete five-day series.

	Website
	https://crlpstatewideoffice.ucsd.edu/ 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241639]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Moderate Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241640]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Moderate Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Strong Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Moderate Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Minimal Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Strong Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Minimal Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Moderate Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241641]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Not Applicable



[bookmark: _Toc200000005][bookmark: _Toc241241642]Program Memo: Center for Applied Research and Educational Improvement
	Provider
	Program Name

	Center for Applied Research and Educational Improvement (CAREI)
	CAREIALL: Advancing Language and Literacy K–12


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241643]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	CAREIALL K–12 is a comprehensive professional development course designed to support all educators in operationalizing structured literacy in their classrooms. This course is part of a larger suite of professional learning courses including three comprehensive professional development courses, CAREIALL K–12, CAREIALL for Secondary, and CAREIALL for ALL: Advancing Literacy Leadership. CAREIALL also offers stand-alone mini-courses, called Deep Dives. CAREIALL is designed to support educators in transitioning to utilizing the science of reading in their classrooms as they gain an understanding of the latest evidence-based practices in literacy instruction. Trainees learn about the research that supports best practices and are guided through data-based processes for instructional decision-making. For the purposes of this submission we will focus only on CAREIALL K–12.

	Program Format
	CAREIALL K–12 trainees experience both synchronous and asynchronous training. 
CAREIALL K–12: The asynchronous portion is completed individually by each trainee and is organized in the following way: Eight modules delivered through the Canvas learning platform; ongoing knowledge checks; discussion boards with guided, targeted prompts designed to transform professional educator conversations; classroom application activities that are graded by expert trainers who provide feedback to every participant; and post-tests for each module to gauge mastery. 
The synchronous portion is organized in the following way: one live one-hour kickoff session to introduce participants to the course structure and expectations eight live two-hour sessions usually delivered via Zoom to cohorts of up to 40 participants, connected to the content of the asynchronous modules, but designed to support participants in applying what they’ve learned in their own role.

	Time Required
	CAREIALL K–12 is approximately a 61 hour course. The traditional delivery method is 43 asynchronous hours and 17 synchronous hours. Asynchronous content is broken into short video segments, and individual activities so that educators can budget that time weekly accordingly. The course can comfortably be completed in six to nine months.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	CAREIALL K–12 is $20,000 per cohort of 40 participants or $585 per person for open cohorts. Districts or schools may schedule cohorts with 25 to 40 participants. If an individual or group with fewer than 25 members wishes to engage in the course, we offer open cohorts whereby individuals can join with others to form a cohort. These prices include all licenses, training, and print materials and are valid for 2026. On-site delivery will require additional cost to cover any travel needed.

	Website
	https://carei.umn.edu/literacy-products/careiall 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241644]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Moderate Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Moderate Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241645]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Minimal Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Moderate Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Moderate Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Moderate Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Minimal Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Strong Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Minimal Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Minimal Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Minimal Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Minimal Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Minimal Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241646]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Not Applicable



[bookmark: _Toc200000006][bookmark: _Toc241241647]Program Memo: Consortium On Reaching Excellence in Education, Inc. - DBA CORE Learning (Online Language and Literacy Academy)
	Provider
	Program Name

	Consortium On Reaching Excellence in Education, Inc. - DBA CORE Learning
	Online Language and Literacy Academy (OL&LA) - Elementary, Coaching and Site Implementation Support.


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241648]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	OL&LA is a nine-module asynchronous course that personalizes professional learning in literacy by integrating evidence-based reading science with structured literacy practices tailored to a wide range of students, including multilingual learners, English language variety speakers, and students with dyslexia. Participants form a cohort-based intellectual community as they engage with research and texts including CORE’s Teaching Reading Sourcebook and Assessing Reading: Multiple Measures. Coaching and Implementation Support extends this learning into classroom practice through structured site visits, modeling, co-teaching, observation, feedback cycles, and collaborative planning aligned to school and district literacy goals. CORE’s OL&LA is an accredited teacher training program by the International Dyslexia Association. The website showing the accredited programs can be found at: https://dyslexiaida.org/accredited-teaching-training-programs/.

	Program Format
	OL&LA is a nine-module asynchronous online structured literacy course. Participants complete modules independently, including readings, reflections, and application activities, while engaging in cohort-based Community Chat discussions. In addition, participants attend three live virtual sessions facilitated by a CORE expert, providing synchronous opportunities for collaborative learning and discussion. Coaching and Implementation Support are delivered primarily in person through structured site visits embedded within the school day. Visits include collaborative planning, classroom modeling, co-teaching, observation, and facilitated feedback sessions with teachers and leadership teams. Between visits, synchronous virtual check-ins and data review meetings support ongoing monitoring and refinement. Implementation occurs within daily classroom instruction and team meetings to ensure authentic application.

	Time Required
	Each OL&LA module requires approximately four to six hours to complete, totaling 40–50 hours over the recommended 18-week period. Participants complete modules asynchronously and attend three one-hour live virtual sessions facilitated by a CORE expert. Coaching and implementation support are delivered through structured site visits and virtual sessions scheduled in collaboration with the school or district. Virtual sessions range from one hour to half-day engagements. In-person visits span a half-day to full school day. Frequency and duration are determined by implementation goals and district needs.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	OL&LA pricing* is as follows: 
Fully Asynchronous:$695 per participant (Minimum of Two) 
Asynchronous Cohort with a CORE Facilitator:$845 per participant (Minimum 20,maximum 30 per cohort) 
Option to add: Additional Virtual Session for 1 cohort - $750 per session; 30 day Course Extension - $2,000 per cohort or $200 per participant; In-Person Service Day - $4,500 (for 1–4 cohorts) or $4,300 (for 5+ cohorts) 
*Course fee includes accompanying materials 
Coaching and Implementation Support (includes travel costs): 1–3 days = $4,800/day; 4–24 days = $4,500/day; 25+ days = $4,300/day

	Website
	https://www.corelearn.com/ 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241649]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Moderate Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241650]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Strong Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Strong Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Strong Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Minimal Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Moderate Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Strong Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Strong Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241651]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Strong Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000007][bookmark: _Toc241241652]Program Memo: Consortium On Reaching Excellence in Education, Inc. - DBA CORE Learning (Elementary Reading Academy)
	Provider
	Program Name

	Consortium On Reaching Excellence in Education, Inc. - DBA CORE Learning
	Elementary Reading Academy (ERA), Coaching and Site Implementation Support


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241653]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	The ERA, paired with Coaching and Implementation Support, provides a structured literacy system grounded in the science of reading. ERA assesses both word recognition and language comprehension—including phonics, multisyllabic word reading, vocabulary, syntax, and comprehension—to identify instructional priorities across tiers. Coaching bridges assessment and practice through modeling, observation, and feedback cycles aligned to standards and high-quality instructional materials. Implementation support ensures leadership alignment, data review protocols, and sustainable site-based systems. Together, these components strengthen core instruction, guide intervention, and build lasting educator and leadership capacity. CORE’s ERA is an accredited independent teacher training program by the International Dyslexia Association. The website showing the accredited programs can be found at: https://dyslexiaida.org/accredited-teaching-training-programs/ 

	Program Format
	The ERA is delivered through flexible in-person and virtual formats. In-person sessions are full-day, interactive trainings. Virtual cohorts participate in 90-minute live sessions that include modeling, guided practice, and collaborative discussion (four virtual sessions equal one in-person day). ERA includes two strands—Word Recognition and Language Comprehension—each consisting of three six-hour sessions, with an additional six-hour assessment session following completion of Sessions 1–6. Coaching and Implementation Support are delivered primarily in person through structured site visits embedded within the school day, with virtual options available as needed. Services include collaborative planning, classroom modeling, co-teaching, observation and feedback cycles, data review meetings, and leadership planning sessions and walkthroughs. Implementation occurs within daily classroom instruction and team meetings to ensure application and sustained impact.

	Time Required
	ERA consists of seven 6-hour sessions, totaling 42 hours of professional learning to complete the full course. Coaching and implementation support vary based on school or district needs. Schools may purchase one or more days of coaching support depending on their goals, budget, and implementation priorities.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	ERA in-person* seven days total @ $4,500/day = $31,500 (for one cohort up to 35 participants), plus materials costs at $330 per person
ERA virtual seven days (28 90-minute modules) @ $3,600/day = $25,200 (for one cohort up to 30 participants), plus materials costs at $330 per person  
Coaching and Implementation Support (includes travel costs) 1–3 days = $4,800/day 4–24 days = $4,500/day 25+ days = $4,300/day 
*If additional coaching days are purchased that move the number of days total (for both ERA and Coaching and Implementation Support) to the 25+ days category, then the total cost of ERA will reflect the $4,300 per day cost.

	Website
	https://www.corelearn.com/ 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241654]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241655]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Strong Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Strong Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Strong Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Minimal Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Moderate Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Strong Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Strong Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241656]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Moderate Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000008][bookmark: _Toc241241657]Program Memo: EL Education
	Provider
	Program Name

	EL Education
	EL Education K–5 English Language Arts (ELA) Professional Learning


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241658]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	EL Education’s professional learning (PL) is a research-based system grounded in the Three Dimensions of Student Achievement: Mastery of Knowledge and Skills, Character, and High-Quality Work. Aligned with the Science of Reading, the program trains educators to teach foundational kindergarten through grade 2 (K–2) reading skills, content-based lessons for grades three through five (3–5), and provide targeted literacy support. Content-based literacy uses complex texts aligned to science, social studies, and literature, with work in grammar, word study, and vocabulary for K–5. Key routines like Read-Think-Talk-Write and Language Dives help unpack complex texts. The PL program supports equity by valuing multilingualism and providing support for students with dyslexia. Delivered through interactive sessions, asynchronous learning, and on-site coaching, EL Education’s model has shown significant gains in higher-order thinking and student reading proficiency.

	Program Format
	EL Education’s professional learning series includes both synchronous and asynchronous components. Synchronous learning takes place in virtual or in-person interactive sessions focused on curriculum internalization, instructional rehearsal, collaborative planning, and data analysis. For leaders, synchronous activities also include calibration visits and school walkthroughs to observe evidence-based practices. Asynchronous components are completed independently to build foundational knowledge. Some of the asynchronous supports include: research readings, video reflections, and individual planning tasks, performance tasks, and other measures to solidify learning. (This list is not exhaustive.) The program is further tailored through site-based coaching and leadership convenings, supporting continuous improvement through collaborative goal setting and data-informed feedback.

	Time Required
	Training is a multi-year commitment tailored to district goals. Initial launches for teachers and leaders are six-hour sessions, though the 3–5 ALL Block launch is three hours. To deepen practice, educators attend 6-hour module unpacking sessions. Instructional Coaches engage in a six-hour launch and 90-minute bi-monthly cohorts. Leadership planning occurs via 60–90 minute virtual touchpoints. Virtual days (six hours) can be split into four 90-minute segments for flexibility. This sustained approach ensures learning moves beyond theory into consistent classroom practice over a three-year implementation plan.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	Pricing is generally calculated per day or session for groups of 25 participants. A "day of service" equals one full in-person day virtual hours. Key costs include: 
Strategic Planning: $6,600 for 12 hours or two days in person Curriculum Launches: $5,250 per 25 people (in-person); $5,000 virtual 
Targeted Training: $4,200–$5,250 per session. 
Coaching & Leadership: Coaching days are $3,300; Quarterly Leadership days are $5,250 per 25 participants.
Monitoring: Calibration support is $5,000 per facilitator per day. 
The model uses a multi-year approach, focusing on building long-term sustainability. Final totals are confirmed during contracting based on specific district needs.

	Website
	https://www.eleducation.org/professional-learning/pl-catalog/ 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241659]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241660]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Moderate Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Moderate Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Moderate Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Strong Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Strong Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Strong Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Moderate Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Moderate Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Strong Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Minimal Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241661]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Strong Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000009][bookmark: _Toc241241662]Program Memo: Glean Education
	Provider
	Program Name

	Glean Education
	Glean Education's Evidence-Based Literacy Professional Learning


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241663]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	Glean Education’s Professional Learning is a comprehensive, Structured Literacy training program that builds evidence-aligned expertise among district leaders, coaches, and educators to improve student literacy outcomes. Aligned to the California English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, the California Dyslexia Guidelines, and the California Literacy Roadmap, the program emphasizes explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts, phonological and phonemic awareness, oral language, phonics, reading fluency, vocabulary, comprehension, and writing. Trainings integrate designated and integrated English Language Development supports to strengthen literacy development for multilingual learners.

	Program Format
	Our professional learning begins with leaders. We conduct an audit of district literacy systems, including assessment, instruction, intervention, and Multi Tiered Systems of Support. We then partner with leaders to address areas of need and move into comprehensive literacy training for teachers. We offer this in person or virtually, depending on the district's needs.  We also offer “add-ons” like job-embedded classroom coaching, data-dive support, and coach training. All district programming is synchronous.  Glean Education is accredited by the International Dyslexia Association for our hybrid teacher training. If an educator is interested in certification from the Center on Effective Reading Instruction, they may work through our Structured Literacy Instruction Academy Tracks.  
- Track 1 Part 1: Asynchronous coursework (20 Hours)  
- Track 1 Part 2: Synchronous book study (25 Hours) 
- Track 2 or 3: Hybrid Practica (45 or 90 Hours)

	Time Required
	Our professional learning options are as follows:  School/District Training: 
- School Leader Training (8 hours) 
- Teacher Training (20 hours) - delivered in either two full and one half day or monthly sessions  
Suggested Add-Ons: 
- Job-Embedded Coaching (10 hours per teacher per year) 
- Evidence-based Structured Literacy Data Dive Support for Year 2 and Beyond (20 hours) 
- Structured Literacy Coaching Academy for Coaches & TOSAs (15 hours)  
Certification Options (Accredited by the International Dyslexia Association) : 
- Structured Literacy Classroom Teacher Training (45 hours) 
- 20-hour asynchronous coursework + 25 hours synchronous book study 
- Dyslexia Interventionist or Specialist Training (additional 45 or 90 hours) 
- Structured Literacy

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	District Training 
- School Leader Training - $1,280 per leader 
- Teacher Training - $1,680 per teacher  
Suggested Add-Ons: 
- Job-Embedded Coaching - + $2,000 per teacher 
- Evidence-based Structured Literacy Data Dive Support - +$400 per teacher 
- Structured Literacy Coaching Academy for Coaches & TOSAs (15 hours) - $680 per coach  
Certification Options: 
- Structured Literacy Classroom Teacher Training (45 hours) - $2,400 per teacher (*required) 
- Structured Literacy Interventionist (additional 45 hours) - +$4,800 per teacher 
- Dyslexia Specialist Training (additional 90 hours) - +$9,600 per teacher

	Website
	https://gleaneducation.com/ 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241664]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241665]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Moderate Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Moderate Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Moderate Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Moderate Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Minimal Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Minimal Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Minimal Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Minimal Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Moderate Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Strong Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241666]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Moderate Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000010][bookmark: _Toc241241667]Program Memo: Greenfield Learning
	Provider
	Program Name

	Greenfield Learning
	Comprehensive Literacy: Making the Connections


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241668]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	In this comprehensive literacy course, participants will benefit from a research-based approach to literacy instruction, debunking common misconceptions and gaining practical strategies for effective teaching. Divided into twelve parts, this course offers a comprehensive exploration of reading research, phonological awareness, phonics, fluency, language comprehension, and writing, equipping educators with the knowledge and tools to support multilingual and neurodivergent learners in their literacy journey. This course is designed for educators, literacy specialists, curriculum developers, and anyone involved in literacy instruction. It is suitable for both new and experienced practitioners seeking to deepen their understanding of literacy acquisition and enhance their instructional practices.

	Program Format
	Program participants will attend live professional learning sessions with a dedicated cohort, complete self-guided learning and application, engage in a peer coaching model, and attend virtual office hours with their Greenfield Learning coaches. Professional Learning sessions are delivered virtually, in-person, or in a hybrid model, depending on each district's preference. Participants independently access the PLEDGE platform to complete screeners, set goals, access additional content to personalize and deepen their knowledge, and upload artifacts of application of learning.

	Time Required
	Participants will complete 30+ hours through our program. The live sessions account for 18 hours of the total time. To ensure content mastery, we customize the program for each school district and cohort by adjusting asynchronous content based on knowledge checks and feedback cycles. Therefore, the total number of hours required may vary.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	The pricing structure for our program is an all-inclusive, per-virtual-cohort fee.  
This includes: up to 40 participants per cohort Greenfield Learning’s PLEDGE platform for 40 participants a copy of "A Teacher's Guide to Making Phonics Explicit" for 40 participants access to The Teachers Table for 40 participants up to six partnership meetings with district leaders access to video conferencing links for virtual sessions 10 one-hour virtual office hours for program participants.
Additional options are available: In-person facilitator material kits for virtual sessions Upgrade to in-person facilitation, provided by Greenfield Learning. 
Additional cohorts can be added.

	Website
	https://www.greenfieldlearning.com/consulting 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241669]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Moderate Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Moderate Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Moderate Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241670]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Minimal Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Moderate Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Moderate Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Moderate Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Moderate Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Minimal Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Minimal Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Moderate Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241671]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Moderate Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000011][bookmark: _Toc241241672]Program Memo: HMH Education Company
	Provider
	Program Name

	HMH Education Company
(Submitted as “The Center for Model Schools, a part of HMH Education Company”)
	Literacy Professional Learning Suite


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241673]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	The Literacy Professional Learning Suite is an eight‑module, fully live professional learning program totaling 45 hours. Accredited by the International Dyslexia Association, it is grounded in research‑aligned, explicit, and systematic instruction across word recognition, language comprehension, vocabulary, fluency, and writing. The Suite approaches all learning through an asset‑based framework, emphasizing the strengths students bring to literacy learning. Module sessions incorporate modeling, simulations, and microteaching to support immediate classroom application. Learning is reinforced through quizzes and a pre‑/post‑assessment to monitor growth in both knowledge and pedagogy. Educators leave each session with the confidence to answer, “What do I do in the classroom tomorrow?” and with practical, responsive instructional routines designed to support diverse learners and strengthen literacy outcomes across varied instructional contexts.

	Program Format
	The Literacy Professional Learning Suite is delivered as eight fully live learning modules offered online or in person. All core learning—including modeling, simulations, collaborative discussions, and microteaching—is completed synchronously with a facilitator and school or district group. The only components completed independently are the required pre‑assessment before the first session and the post‑assessment after the final session. Required quizzes are completed at the end of each offering, with time built into the live session to do so. Participants may also use the lesson planning and learning walk tools between sessions to extend reflection and application. Optional coaching and job‑embedded practice can be added beyond the 45 hours. This format ensures interactive, facilitator‑guided learning while supporting continued practice and growth between sessions.

	Time Required
	Educators complete the training in 45 total hours, delivered through fully live sessions offered online or in person. The only components completed independently are the required pre‑assessment before the first session and the post‑assessment after the final session, while all instructional learning occurs synchronously. Required quizzes are optionally completed during time built into the end of each live offering, ensuring educators can immediately reflect on and apply new learning. Optional coaching and job‑embedded practice may be added outside the 45 hours to further support implementation.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	The Literacy Professional Learning Suite includes: 45 total hours of fully live synchronous learning, asynchronous pre‑ and post‑assessments, module quizzes, and a certificate of achievement. Districts choose from either: In-person delivery: $33,660, Seven six-hour sessions plus one three-hour session (eight sessions = 45 hours), Up to 35 participants. Online delivery: $26,775, Fifteen three-hour sessions (15 sessions = 45 hours), Up to 35 participants.

	Website
	https://www.nwea.org/state-solutions/california/


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241674]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective PD as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Minimal Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Moderate Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Moderate Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241675]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Minimal Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Moderate Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Strong Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Strong Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Strong Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Moderate Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Moderate Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Moderate Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Moderate Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241676]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Not Applicable



[bookmark: _Toc200000012][bookmark: _Toc241241677]Program Memo: Institute for Multi-Sensory Education
	Provider
	Program Name

	Institute for Multi-Sensory Education (IMSE)
	IMSE Orton-Gillingham+ (with included add on courses "IMSE Fluency, Vocabulary and Comprehension" and "IMSE IMSE Student Centered Teaching"), IMSE Morphology+ (with included add on course "IMSE Writing and Grammar"), IMSE Intervention and Support for Striving Readers, IMSE Pre-K Literacy Plus


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241678]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	IMSE has two flagship professional development programs, Orton-Gillingham+ (OG+) and Morphology+ (M+). OG+ explores the structure and foundation of the English language to support foundational skills instruction. Intended for teachers in kindergarten to grade two (Grades K‒2), special education teachers and reading specialists. Includes “add on” courses, "Fluency, Vocabulary and Comprehension" & "Student Centered Teaching". The M+ course explores morphology, fluency, vocabulary, and comprehension and classroom application. Intended for teachers in grades three through five (Grades 3‒5), special education teachers and reading specialists. Includes the "Writing and Grammar" “add on” course. Intervention and Support for Striving Readers is a supplemental course providing knowledge and strategies for intensifying instruction in reading and spelling. IMSE Pre-K Literacy Plus teaches preschool (transitional kindergarten) educators how to foster oral language, emergent literacy, and early writing skills, providing educators with strategies and routines to support literacy development.

	Program Format
	IMSE’s two main courses IMSE OG+ (Grades K‒2) and IMSE Morphology+ (Grades 3‒5) are offered in three format options: live virtual, asynchronous or live in-person training. During live virtual and live in-person trainings, all components are completed synchronously as a group. During asynchronous trainings, the components are self-paced but expert instructors are available through discussion boards, live feedback sessions and course connections with the instructor, ensuring participants have guidance as they build confidence in implementing structured literacy instruction. The add-on courses included with OG+ and M+ are all asynchronous courses that are pre-recorded, self-paced asynchronous courses but include practice packets and end of course quizzes.  The standalone asynchronous courses, IMSE Intervention and Support for Striving Readers and Pre-K Literacy+ are virtual pre-recorded courses meant to be completed independently.

	Time Required
	IMSE Orton-Gillingham+ Course: 30 hours plus included asynchronous courses: Fluency, Vocabulary and Comprehension (three hours) and Student Centered Teaching (one hour).
IMSE Morphology+ Course (30 hours) plus included asynchronous course: Writing and Grammar (6 hours),  IMSE Intervention and Support for Striving Readers (9 hours), and IMSE Pre-K Literacy+ (13 hours).

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	IMSE Orton-Gillingham+ Course with included asynchronous courses: Fluency, Vocabulary and Comprehension (3 hours) and Student Centered Teaching (1 hour): $1,500 for a live virtual course, $1,350 for an asynchronous course  
IMSE Morphology+ Course with included writing and grammar course: $1,500 for a live virtual course, $1,350 for an asynchronous course  
IMSE Intervention and Support for Striving Readers: $200 IMSE 
Pre-K Literacy Plus: $425

	Website
	https://imse.com/ 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241679]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Moderate Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Moderate Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241680]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Strong Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Strong Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Strong Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Moderate Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Moderate Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Moderate Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Strong Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241681]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Strong Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000013][bookmark: _Toc241241682]Program Memo: Katherine Casey Spengler, PhD Education Consultant
	Provider
	Program Name

	Katherine Casey Spengler, PhD Education Consultant
	Best Practices in TK–2 Literacy Instruction Best Practices in Grades 3–6 Literacy Instruction


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241683]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	This professional development program offers a transitional kindergarten to grade two (TK‒2) strand and a grades three to six (3‒6) strand of professional learning sessions for general and special educators. Session 1: Teaching Foundational Skills Using a Structured Literacy Approach, including understanding brain and learning science, oral language development, word recognition, language comprehension, and dyslexia. TK‒2 session focuses on teaching word reading skills, phonemic awareness, print concepts, phoneme-grapheme connections, blending routines, irregular words, encoding routines, and reading connected texts. Grades 3‒6 session focuses on teaching multisyllable word reading, spelling, and morphology. Session 2: Teaching Background Knowledge, Vocabulary, and Reading Comprehension. Session 3: Teaching English Learner Students. Session 4: Using RDRS, ELPAC, and Diagnostic Data to Differentiate Tier 1 Universal Instruction & Fluency/Automaticity Routines. Session 5: Writing Instruction Using a Structured Literacy Approach.

	Program Format
	This series is designed as a five full-day, in-person professional learning taught by the consultant utilizing the principles of Explicit Instruction (Archer & Hughes, 2011). During Session 1, participants identify target students representing typical class learner profiles and agree to bring samples of student work to Sessions 2‒5. Detailed agendas with links to the slide decks and handouts as well as implications for administrators are provided. Clients are encouraged to establish a Google Classroom to facilitate ongoing communication and sharing of materials among participants between sessions.  
Sessions can be presented virtually in collaboration with an in-person facilitator provided by the client who will guide participants in trying on the instructional strategies during the session. 
Additional professional learning components designed to support implementation (such as establishing and facilitating ongoing communities of practice and administrator sessions) can be arranged.

	Time Required
	Each session is designed for a full-day of professional learning (typically 6.5 hour session with 15 minute breaks in the am and pm and 60 minutes for lunch) taught by the consultant for a total of 25 hours of content scheduled across a school year.  
In addition, between sessions, teacher participants are encouraged to complete assigned instructional try ons in their classrooms while administrators are encouraged to complete observational try ons. School leaders are strongly encouraged to revisit session content during PLCs and staff meetings between sessions and to use the Google Classroom to share materials and scaffold ongoing communication among participants.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	The five-session professional development program is designed to address all criterion for teaching literacy. That said, it is essential that each session be customized to meet the needs of the client if the customization is requested (e.g, decks will be customized by the facilitator with screen shots of instructional strategies from the client's adopted curriculum, data snapshots of the client's achievement and ELPAC data, examples of student work provided by teachers, etc). The number of participants can range from 2‒150 participants. The client provides the meeting location with tables for participants, audio/visual technology hook ups for the consultant, and pays for handouts and snacks for participants. The rate for each day of customized professional learning facilitation + links to slide decks for client's use and handouts is $4,500/per session, $22,500 for the series. Clients outside of a 70 mile radius of San Diego also pay for the consultant's travel/hotel expenses.

	Website
	https://katherinecaseyspengler.com/ 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241684]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Moderate Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Moderate Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Moderate Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Minimal Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241685]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Moderate Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Moderate Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Moderate Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Moderate Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Strong Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Moderate Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Moderate Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Moderate Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Moderate Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241686]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Not Applicable



[bookmark: _Toc200000014][bookmark: _Toc241241687]Program Memo: Keys to Literacy by K12 Coalition
	Provider
	Program Name

	Keys to Literacy by K12 Coalition
	Keys to Comprehensive Literacy (K–5, California)


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241688]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	Keys to Comprehensive Literacy K‒5 California is an evidence-based professional development program equipping educators with knowledge and instructional practices to teach all components of comprehensive literacy. The program includes 12 modules totaling 50‒60 hours: Literacy Basics, Oral Language, Phonological & Phonemic Awareness, Phonics & Advanced Word Study, Fluency, Vocabulary, Sentence Structure, Text Structure, Writing, Comprehension, Reading Difficulties, and Reading Assessment. Content addresses foundational skills, language development, reading comprehension strategies and text structures, and the complete writing process. Training prepares educators to implement explicit, systematic instruction using practical, classroom-ready strategies that integrate with any curriculum. The program is International Dyslexia Association accredited and rigorously aligned with California's English Language Arts/English Language Deveopment Framework, Dyslexia Guidelines, and state literacy standards. Flexible delivery formats

	Program Format
	Keys to Comprehensive Literacy K‒5 California offers flexible delivery formats to meet diverse educator needs: 
Live Training (In-Person or Virtual-Live): Synchronous instruction delivered by Keys to Literacy trainers via Zoom or onsite. All 12 modules are completed as a group following a customized schedule. Optional coaching provides follow-up implementation support (additional rates apply). 
Asynchronous Online Course: Self-paced, independent learning where educators complete all 12 modules individually, logging on/off at their convenience. Includes interactive activities, videos, and reflection exercises completed independently. Facilitated Online Course: Combines asynchronous independent coursework with 10 hours of synchronous virtual debrief sessions led by Keys to Literacy consultants. Educators independently complete online modules, then participate in live collaborative sessions to discuss applications and review key concepts. 
Certified Facilitator Option: Districts train intern . . .

	Time Required
	Keys to Comprehensive Literacy K‒5 California requires 40-60 hours to complete, depending on the delivery format selected. The asynchronous online course consists of 50 hours of self-paced learning across 12 modules, with dedicated time within each module for reading foundational content, watching instructional videos, applying new learning through practice activities, and completing end-of-module quizzes. The facilitated online format combines the 50-hour asynchronous course with 10 additional hours of synchronous virtual debrief sessions, totaling 60 hours. The live training format (in-person or virtual-live) delivers all 12 modules synchronously in 9 days (50 hours) using a learn-practice-apply cycle with interactive activities and colla . . .

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	Pricing is per participant across all formats, including all materials. Volume discounts are based on the number of cohorts purchased (for live training) or number of participants (for online courses and other modes of delivery). Live training cohorts are capped at 35 participants. Online Course (per participant): $450 (1–250 participants); $400 (251–500); $375 (501–750); $350 (751+). Facilitated Online (per participant): $950 (First 10 cohorts); $850 (11–20); $800 (21–30); $760 (31+). Live Training – Virtual (per participant): $1,225 (First 10 cohorts); $1,125 (11–20); $1,050 (21–30); $1,000 (31+). Live Training – In-Person (per participant): $1,500 (First 10 cohorts); $1,400 (11–20); $1,325 (21–30); $1,275 (31+). Certified Facilitator Training (per participant): $1,550 (First 20 participants); $1,400 (21–30); $1,325 (31–40); $1,250 (41+).

	Website
	https://keystoliteracy.com/comprehensive-literacy-support-for-california/ 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241689]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241690]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Moderate Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Strong Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Strong Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Strong Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Strong Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Strong Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Moderate Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Moderate Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Strong Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Strong Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241691]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Moderate Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000015][bookmark: _Toc241241692]Program Memo: Leading Educators
	Provider
	Program Name

	Leading Educators, Inc.
	LE California Literacy Professional Learning Program (TK–5).


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241693]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	LE’s California Literacy PL Program is an evidence-based TK–5 model designed to strengthen literacy instruction through job-embedded learning cycles, curriculum-aligned training, and coaching. The program supports universal instruction, tiered intervention, and equitable outcomes for all students, including multilingual learners and students with reading difficulties, and supports educators to implement literacy instruction consistent with the California English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework’s five key themes. Grounded in our PL Framework, the program improves teacher practice and student literacy through six experiences: Learning Walks to identify needs; Implementation Planning to design supports; Shared Learning, Planning, and Practice to deepen instructional expertise; Instructional Rounds to observe implementation; Debriefs for one-on-one coaching; and Student Progress PLCs to analyze student work and measure impact. Components are collaboratively designed with district and school partners.

	Program Format
	Components are part of a cycle of continuous improvement and designed to repeat during the school year. 
Phase 1: Learning Walks (Synchronous | In-Person): Assess the state of instruction to make informed decisions about instructional priorities, implementation planning, and professional learning supports. Implementation Planning (Synchronous | Virtual): Develop implementation plan rooted in the literacy needs and data of the system. 
Phase 2: Shared Learning & Planning and Practice Sessions (Synchronous | In-Person or Virtual Group): School-based PL designed to build teacher knowledge and refine practice. 
Instructional Rounds & Debriefs (Synchronous | In-Person or Virtual Small Group/1:1): Observe instruction using a shared HQIM-aligned tool focused on high-leverage routines to provide job-embedded coaching Student Progress PLC Session (Synchronous | In-Person or Virtual Small Group): Analyze curriculum assessments and leverage student data to plan for Tier 1 and Tier 2 instruction.

	Time Required
	The program provides sustained, job-embedded learning across the school year so educators learn, apply, and receive feedback on literacy instruction (Evidentiary Materials, Item 12). 
Teachers ~39 hours per year: Shared Learning (three per year, six hours each); Planning & Practice, Student Progress PPLCs (six per year, 60‒90 minutes each Debriefs (two hours per month)
Coaches/Instructional Leaders ~54 hours per year: Learning Walks (two sessions per year, three hours each); Implementation planning (two per year, three hours each); Observations (three hours per month); Coach Debriefs (two hours per month);Facilitation and Coach training (twelve hours per year); 1:1 Coaching with LE Coach (six hours per year) 
School and District Leaders ~12 hours per year: Implementation planning sessions (two per year, three hours each); Learning walks (two sessions per year, three hours each)

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	Total Program Cost 
In-Person Format: $190,276 
Virtual Format: $151,589 
*hybrid format available and customized according to the specific needs of partner 
**Total cost for 10 schools and one instructional coach per school. Cost may vary depending on number of sites supported. 
Phase 1: Learning Walks and Implementation Planning In-Person - $40,522/10 schools over four months Virtual - $32,635/10 schools over four months 
Phase 2: Cycles of Professional Learning, Coach Development, and Progress Monitoring 
In-Person - $149,754/10 schools over 12 months Virtual - $118,954/10 schools over 12 months Potential Add-Ons School Leader Supplement: monitor school-based implementation, provide just-in-time content learning for principal, etc 
Virtual - $12,982 per School Leader Design & Facilitation of one additional shared learning + Design of additional Planning & Practice and Student Progress Sessions (three sessions total). In person - $15,022 per cycle Virtual - $12,982 per cycle

	Website
	https://leadingeducators.org/ 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241694]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Moderate Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241695]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Strong Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Strong Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Strong Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Strong Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Moderate Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Minimal Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Strong Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Moderate Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Minimal Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Minimal Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241696]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Strong Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000016][bookmark: _Toc241241697]Program Memo: Lexia Learning
	Provider
	Program Name

	Lexia Learning
	Lexia® LETRS®


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241698]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	Lexia® LETRS® (Language Essentials for Teachers of Reading and Spelling) provides professional learning for elementary educators by strengthening teachers’ literacy knowledge and instructional practice. Teachers gain essential understanding of the fundamentals of literacy instruction needed to improve student reading outcomes. LETRS addresses gaps in teacher preparation by covering all layers of language—phonology, orthography, morphology, syntax, and semantics—and their application to reading, spelling, writing, and oral language. Grounded in the Science of Reading, LETRS aligns with respected research and standards, including the Knowledge and Practice Standards for Teachers of Reading and the Elements of Effective Instruction. The course also draws on neuroscience, cognitive development, and linguistics research. Studies show that teachers who complete LETRS demonstrate stronger literacy knowledge and improved instructional practice. Educators consistently view LETRS as an essenti. . .

	Program Format
	To support districts of various sizes, schedules, and budgets, Lexia offers two multimodal implementation models from which to choose. LETRS can be delivered in a Self-Directed or Guided Implementation Model, with courses provided in a blended format. 
LETRS is provided in a blended format and is delivered over the course of two years. The optimal implementation includes online instruction in all eight units supported by the print manual and ongoing live online or live in-person training. Each unit takes approximately 16 to 24 hours to complete, including time spent reading the manual, working through the online sessions, attending live online or live in-person professional learning sessions, and completing classroom application activities called Bridge to Practice. Each unit has six to eight sessions and a unit summary activity. Within each session, integrated, interactive exercises connect topics to one another, the research, and application in the classroom.

	Time Required
	The LETRS Self-Directed Implementation Model requires approximately 89–120 hours to complete. The LETRS Guided-Implementation Model requires approximately 137.5–168 hours to complete. 
Breakdown of Time Spent- Online Platform: between 50–61.5 hours of activities and content Reading - Participant Manuals: between 18.5–28 hours Bridge to Practice - Applicable Activities: between 18–27 hours

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	The program is priced using a transparent, scalable model designed to align with organizational size and scope of implementation. Pricing is based on factors such as the number of participants served, length of engagement, selected program components, and preferred training delivery method (virtual or in person). Costs include online licenses for asynchronous learning, professional learning manuals, and multiple delivery options for professional learning sessions and implementation support. Sustainability options are available for ongoing support to sustain evidence-based literacy practices. The pricing structure ensures flexibility while maintaining consistent program quality and support.

	Website
	https://www.lexialearning.com/letrs 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241699]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Moderate Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Moderate Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241700]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Moderate Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Strong Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Strong Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Moderate Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Moderate Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Moderate Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Strong Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Moderate Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241701]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Strong Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000017][bookmark: _Toc241241702]Program Memo: Literacy Squared
	Provider
	Program Name

	Literacy Squared
	Literacy Squared/Lecto-escritura al cuadrado®


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241703]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	Literacy Squared® is a comprehensive instructional framework designed to develop biliteracy for students in Spanish–English dual language bilingual education (DLBE) classrooms in kindergarten through grade five. Unlike English-medium classrooms, DLBE programs provide literacy instruction in two languages, and students simultaneously develop language and literacy across both. This context requires specialized instructional and assessment approaches that address cross-language connections, linguistic differences, and biliteracy development. Research-based and research-tested, Literacy Squared® is grounded in more than 20 years of work in DLBE programs. The framework integrates evidence-based strategies and assessment tools to support reading, writing, oral language, and metalinguistic development across both languages. Literacy Squared® is housed within the BUENO Center for Multicultural Education at the University of Colorado Boulder.

	Program Format
	Literacy Squared® professional learning is designed to meet local educational agency needs while maintaining a coherent, research-based structure. A defined set of courses (Sessions 1–8) is delivered synchronously, either in person or virtually (Item 10, Course Descriptions). Session 1: Core Principles of Literacy Squared® is a required foundational session that establishes a shared framework prior to participation in additional settings. Following Session 1, districts may select sessions and determine pacing aligned to local goals and educator needs. Additional focused sessions may be developed within the established framework to address specific district priorities. Learning Labs are conducted in person to provide classroom-based observation, feedback, and coaching. Brief assignments, including classroom application and readings, are assigned between sessions. Multi-day in-person institutes may be offered for educator teams.

	Time Required
	The time required depends on the courses selected and level of support requested. Session 1: Core Principles of Literacy Squared® (two to three hours) is required prior to additional sessions. Core courses (Sessions 2–8) are typically three to five hours each; longer sessions allow for deeper exploration, increased modeling, and applied practice. Session 8 (Designing Paired Literacy Units) may range from 3–20 hours based on planning needs. Learning Labs provide 5–20 hours of job-embedded observation, feedback, and reflection. Multi-day in-person institutes (four to five days) offer the full set of core sessions in an intensive format, with Learning Labs scheduled separately.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	Pricing for Literacy Squared® professional learning varies by format, duration, number of participants, and delivery model. For district-contracted professional learning delivered in person or virtually, Literacy Squared® typically charges $1,800 per hour. For in-person engagements, travel expenses per facilitator are billed separately and may include airfare, lodging, ground transportation, and per diem. Consultation and planning meetings are offered at $500 per session. Multi-day, in-person institutes may be offered using a per-participant registration model. Institute pricing is established in advance and publicly posted, and varies based on institute length, instructional hours, and included materials.

	Website
	https://literacysquared.org/


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241704]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Moderate Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241705]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Moderate Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Strong Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Moderate Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Strong Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Strong Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Strong Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Strong Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Strong Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Moderate Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Strong Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241706]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Minimal Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000018][bookmark: _Toc241241707]Program Memo: LitLife
	Provider
	Program Name

	LitLife, Inc.
	Science of Reading and Structured Literacy K–8


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241708]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	This course, accredited by the International Dyslexia Association, links reading research to evidence-based classroom instruction. LitLife’s Science of Reading and Structured Literacy professional development course has two tracks (kindergarten through grade two or grades three through eight). Module content and format is identical with differentiated discussion questions, additional resources, and practical application for the selected grade bands.

	Program Format
	Each LEA has unique structures. LitLife provides guidance and flexibility. The course can be carried out entirely online and asynchronously. We suggest that LEA cohorts gather regularly to engage in thoughtful extension of the content using the discussion questions and collaborative reflections.  
Each participant has a unique login and password (defined upon registration). The system tracks progress. Course content includes research overviews, recommended texts, resources, video-based training, a short quiz and the end of each session, and a final application assessment. A minimum score of 80% is required to move onto subsequent sessions.

	Time Required
	The course is designed to be completed in a maximum of 55 hours including resource review, video-based training, content quizzes, and final assessments. The course includes four modules and a total of 21 sessions.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	The cost of the course is $295 per participant. Which provides access to the digital platform housed on the https://www.litlifepd.com website, all research review documents, notetakers, discussion questions, collaborative reflections, and course quizzes. The cost also includes live virtual office hours that are coordinated directly with the LEA, district, or school.

	Website
	https://www.litlifepd.com/courses 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241709]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Moderate Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Moderate Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Moderate Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241710]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Strong Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Moderate Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Minimal Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Moderate Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Minimal Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Minimal Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Moderate Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Minimal Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Moderate Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Minimal Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Minimal Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241711]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Not Applicable



[bookmark: _Toc200000019][bookmark: _Toc241241712]Program Memo: Los Angeles County Office of Education
	Provider
	Program Name

	Los Angeles County Office of Education
	Getting Reading Right, Grades TK–5


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241713]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	Getting Reading Right (GRR) is a comprehensive professional learning program for educators serving transitional kindergarten through grade five, designed to build educator knowledge in evidence-aligned literacy instruction. GRR features 10 two-hour modules, each diving deep into a critical literacy skill, including explicit and systematic instruction in phonological awareness, alphabetic principle, decoding, sight word recognition, fluency, vocabulary, syntax, and language comprehension. Grounded in Scarborough’s Reading Rope and the Simple View of Reading, GRR emphasizes data-driven instruction, progress monitoring, culturally responsive practices, and targeted support for multilingual learners, aligning with the English Language Arts/English Langauge Development Framework and Standards, the English Learner Roadmap, the California Dyslexia Guidelines and Quality Professional Learning Standards, to ensure equitable outcomes for all students. Educators leave each session with a toolkit of vetted resources to supplement existing curriculum and put new learning into practice.

	Program Format
	Getting Reading Right is a synchronous course delivered live on Zoom. Educators gather online with trainers to do the majority of course work, and have follow up action items to do independently after each module to practice and apply the learning and resources. The course can be delivered in person, with minor adjustments to delivery, such as breakout rooms, which become turn and talk collaboration, and are called out in the scripts. Participants have optional university credit assignments which are to be completed independently as well.

	Time Required
	The program consists of 10- two hour modules, for a total of 20 hours, plus implementation time in classrooms, which will vary by skill.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	The price per educator is $300.

	Website
	https://www.lacoe.edu/ 


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241714]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241715]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Strong Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Strong Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Strong Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Strong Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Strong Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Minimal Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Strong Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Moderate Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Strong Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241716]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Moderate Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000020][bookmark: _Toc241241717]Program Memo: One Learning California
	Provider
	Program Name

	One Learning California, Limited Liability Company
	LearnSync Literacy Program consists of the following two course bundle: Introduction to Structured Literacy, Launch into Structured Literacy


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241718]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	The LearnSync Literacy Program is an innovative, applied professional learning program designed to transform literacy instruction in transitional kindergarten through grade five through evidence-based practice, structured implementation, and ongoing classroom application. Unlike traditional professional development that focuses primarily on theory and knowledge acquisition with traditional assessments gauging the degree to which an educator retains knowledge of the course content, this program is built on a transformative model: teachers acquire a full overview of the research-based instructional principles, then transition into direct application of six derivative anchor strategies with their students. Classroom implementation is factored into the course structure, and is followed by intentional analysis of the results using a systematic framework designed to continuously refine practice based on resulting student work as evidence.

	Program Format
	LearnSync Literacy Program: Learning Format Individual Work: Teachers complete the foundational orientation to Science of Reading independently. 
For the applied learning sequence, teachers independently review the six instructional anchors, complete self-assessments, plan weekly 10‒15 minute lessons using literacy component record templates, teach their students, analyze responses, collect artifacts, write reflections, and create action plans. Module work includes reading content, analyzing materials, and completing quizzes. Synchronous Group Work: Weekly sessions for collaborative analysis of student work, error pattern discussions, instructional feedback, video observation, text evaluation, and practicing teaching moves. Teachers calibrate observations, problem-solve together, and build shared language.

	Time Required
	The Introduction to Structured Literacy course is designed as a 15 hour training experience and formatted to be accomplished by a working teacher across two weeks. The Launch into Structured Literacy course is designed as a 55 hour training experience and is formatted to credit an educator with a portion of those hours in relation to instructional planning and implementation within their classroom. For a working teacher, the schedule is structured to traverse across two weeks of preparation, five weeks of implementation and analysis, and 1 week of reflection, curation of portfolio, and certification submission.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	Direct Delivery Model: The program is priced at $400 per teacher for direct delivery to a district needing cohort facilitators in addition to the digital coursework. District/COE Partner Delivery Model: The program is prices at $175 per teacher for delivery to a District or County Office of Education lead team planning to manage (staff) their own facilitation / coaching of the cohorts.

	Website
	https://www.learnsync.net/


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241719]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241720]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Moderate Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Strong Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Strong Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Moderate Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Strong Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Moderate Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Strong Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Strong Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Strong Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241721]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Not Applicable



[bookmark: _Toc200000021][bookmark: _Toc241241722]Program Memo: OneBrainScience
	Provider
	Program Name

	OneBrainScience
	45-Hour Comprehensive Structured Literacy Course, with optional Literacy Coaching


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241723]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	OneBrainScience, a collaboration of the Chartwell Teaching Institute and the UCSF Dyslexia Center, brings together the latest in research and professional development specifically designed for California educators. OneBrainScience offers a 45-Hour Comprehensive Structured Literacy Course with optional ongoing coaching. Participants in the course learn a Structured Literacy approach to teaching reading that aligns with the Knowledge and Practice Standards, the California Dyslexia Guidelines, and the California English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework. Each module intentionally builds on previously learned material and research-based practices. Modules progress from understanding the neuroscience behind how the brain reads to the founding principles of Structured Literacy, to specific instructional practices in phonological awareness, phonics, reading fluency, vocabulary, morphology, language and reading comprehension, writing, and assessment. Ample time is allotted for discussion, practice, planning, and reflection.

	Program Format
	The 45-Hour Comprehensive Structured Literacy Course is offered through live, virtual sessions, in-person at a school site, or in-person on the Chartwell School campus over the summer. The course can be delivered as a mix of virtual and in-person sessions to accommodate scheduling needs. OneBrainScience has trainers located in Southern California, Central California, and Northern California to meet the demand for in-person training throughout the state and throughout the school year. Most modules include recommended readings, videos, or podcasts to complement the instruction to be completed independently. If districts opt to include coaching, coaching is done on-site approximately three times per year. Coaching from our experienced team of educators and trainers includes one-on-one teacher meetings, demonstration lessons, and lesson observations, followed by a debrief session with the teacher and trainer.

	Time Required
	The OneBrainScience Comprehensive Structured Literacy Course requires 45 hours of direct instruction from a highly qualified instructor with years of field experience. The course consists of 15 three-hour modules. The arrangement of the modules allows for flexible instruction over a shorter period or over the course of a school year or two. Each module includes recommended readings, videos, and podcasts to enhance learning, which participants can complete at their discretion. The coursework can be delivered virtually through synchronous instruction or on-site at a school, district, or county office and includes lectures, lesson observations, instructional planning time, practice of skills and strategies, discussions, and independent reading.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	The cost of the OneBrainScience 45-Hour Comprehensive Structured Literacy Course is broken down into individual enrollment and school or district enrollment.  
The cost of individual enrollment is $1,500 per participant, which includes 15 three-hour modules.  
The cost of school or district enrollment is $32,500 for up to 35 participants and includes 15 three-hour modules.  
For districts interested in training groups larger than 35 participants, they will need to opt for multiple sessions or multiple trainers. Groups of 35 allow for maximum interaction and engagement with the trainer. The course price does not include travel or accommodations for on-site training.

	Website
	https://chartwellteachinginstitute.org/one-brain/


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241724]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Moderate Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241725]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Moderate Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Moderate Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Moderate Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Moderate Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Minimal Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Minimal Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Minimal Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Moderate Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241726]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Moderate Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000022][bookmark: _Toc241241727]Program Memo: Reading Horizons dba HEC Software
	Provider
	Program Name

	Reading Horizons dba HEC Software
	Reading Horizons Professional Learning Suite


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241728]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	The Reading Horizons Professional Learning Suite strengthens educator capacity to deliver effective literacy instruction in transitional kindergarten through grade five. The program includes 12 hours of facilitator-led professional learning paired with integrated Momentum Coaching to support implementation and long-term sustainability. Grounded in Structured Literacy and evidence-based instructional practices aligned to the Science of Reading, the suite strengthens instruction across foundational skills, language development, reading comprehension, and writing, with application across Tier 1, Tier 2, and Tier 3 settings. Sessions are designed for immediate classroom use and include guidance to support multilingual learners and students with reading difficulties, including dyslexia. Reading Horizons is a Structured Literacy provider with more than 40 years of experience partnering with schools and districts to implement research-aligned literacy instruction and professional learning.

	Program Format
	The program combines live, synchronous, facilitator-led professional learning with Momentum Coaching for job-embedded implementation. It includes 12 hours of virtual core learning delivered to a cohort in sessions ranging from 45–120 minutes, with interactive routines, guided practice, and planning for classroom application. Momentum Coaching is virtual and offered in a Leadership Model (“coach-the-coach”) or an Individual Coaching Model. Coaching includes video recordings of instruction to support reflection, feedback, and targeted next steps. We recommend spacing sessions over time to support classroom application between meetings, but sessions may also be delivered in larger increments (e.g., half-day or full-day blocks). Between sessions, participants complete brief independent reflection and classroom try-it steps. Optional in-person delivery and additional coaching are available for an additional fee.

	Time Required
	Thirteen plus hours per educator depending on the coaching model selected.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	Option 1 (Virtual Implementation – Flexible Standard): $400 per educator - Cohort of 25 total: $10,000 - Includes: 12 hours virtual, facilitator-led core professional development (may be delivered across the year) + six hours virtual coaching focused on building leader/teacher-leader capacity to support implementation 
Option 2 (Premium Model – Individual Coaching for All): $780 per educator - Cohort of 25 total: $19,500 - Includes: 12 hours virtual, facilitator-led core professional development (may be delivered across the year) + one hour virtual individual coaching per educator 
In-person/on-site delivery and additional coaching sessions are available for an additional fee.

	Website
	https://readinghorizons.com/


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241729]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Moderate Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Moderate Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241730]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Moderate Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Moderate Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Moderate Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Moderate Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Moderate Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Moderate Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Moderate Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Moderate Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241731]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Not Applicable



[bookmark: _Toc200000023][bookmark: _Toc241241732]Program Memo: Sacramento County Office of Education
	Provider
	Program Name

	Sacramento County Office of Education
	Program Title: California READS (Rights. Equity. Access. Diversity. Success.)
Program Series Titles: California READS Introduction, California READS Module 1 Literacy Assessment, California READS Module 2 Oral Language and Comprehensive English Language Development, California READS Module 3 Print Concepts, California READS Module 4 Phonological Awareness and Phonemic Awareness, California READS Module 5 Early Phonics, California READS Module 6 Multisyllabic Word Decoding  California READS Module 7 Fluency, California READS Module 8 Vocabulary, California READS Module 9 Background Knowledge and Comprehension, California READS Module 10 Foundations of Skilled Writing California READS Wrap Up


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241733]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	California READS is a transitional kindergarten through grade five literacy professional learning program that builds educator capacity to implement evidence-based, standards-aligned literacy instruction for all learners, with an emphasis on English learners , students with reading difficulties, and students with or at risk for dyslexia. Grounded in the California English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, English Language Arts Standards, and the California Dyslexia Guidelines, the program includes an introduction, 10 sequenced literacy modules, and a wrap-up session totaling 33 hours of sustained professional learning. The program develops educator expertise across foundational skills, language development, comprehension, writing, and comprehensive English langauge development. It integrates data-informed decision-making, job-embedded coaching, collaborative inquiry, and reflection. Educators learn to use ongoing diagnostic assessment to inform early intervention, differentiated instruction, and tiered supports within an Multi-Tiered System of Support framework.

	Program Format
	The California READS program is a 12-module series that can be delivered virtually, in person, or hybrid. When delivered virtually, the blended professional learning format includes both synchronous and asynchronous components. Core modules are designed to be completed synchronously in a virtual group setting, with participants engaging in facilitated sessions that include direct instruction, discussion, collaborative activities, and reflection. Each module also includes independent, asynchronous components, such as pre-session preparation, application of strategies in the classroom, completion of checks for understanding, and reflection activities between sessions. The program incorporates job-embedded coaching and feedback, which may occur virtually or in person, depending on local implementation needs. This flexible format supports collaborative learning while allowing educators time to independently apply evidence-based literacy practices in their instructional settings.

	Time Required
	California READS is designed for 33 hours of synchronous (or in person) professional learning. There are asynchronous “Give It a Try!” activities that add an additional six hours of learning and application. The pre- and post- tests are designed to be completed asynchronously and will take up to one hour total. The total package reflects 40 hours of professional learning time.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	The pricing structure is $500 per person for the series. Pricing includes materials, facilitation, and access to resources aligned to California’s guiding documents and policies. This pricing reflects $15 per hour, per person, for the 33 hours of synchronous professional learning.

	Website
	https://www.scoe.net/


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241734]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Moderate Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241735]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Moderate Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Moderate Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Moderate Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Strong Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Strong Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Strong Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Moderate Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Strong Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Moderate Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Strong Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241736]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Not Applicable



[bookmark: _Toc200000024][bookmark: _Toc241241737]Program Memo: San Diego County Office of Education
	Provider
	Program Name

	San Diego County Office of Education (SDCOE)
	Literacy and Language for Multilingual Learner Success


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241738]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	Literacy and Language for Multilingual Learner Success: This kindergarten though grade five professional learning series develops coherent, schoolwide systems that strengthen literacy and language instruction for multilingual learners. Participants deepen their capacity to deliver rigorous, language‑rich instruction across reading, writing, speaking/listening, and language development, while building internal expertise that supports sustainable implementation across classrooms and teams. The series draws on three complementary SDCOE initiatives: (1) Writing Redesigned for Innovative Teaching and Equity , grounding the work in genre‑based, high‑leverage practices that elevate academic writing and language development; (2) Structured Literacy, supporting evidence‑based, systemwide practices aligned with the California Literacy Roadmap; and (3) Foundations for Integrated English Language Development , preparing educators and trainers to expand access to content, build language for participation, and teach how English works.

	Program Format
	A tiered format is used to ensure coherence across classrooms and systems. Systems (Administrators): In‑person, online‑synchronous, or hybrid sessions to strengthen educator effectiveness; deepen literacy knowledge for multilingual learners; support interpretation of system‑level data; and guide implementation aligned to Multi-Tiered System of Support and literacy priorities. Asynchronous work to monitor progress, engage in systems‑level reflection, align implementation, and review artifacts. Teachers: In‑person, online‑synchronous, or hybrid: Six learning days to address Structured Literacy foundations for multilingual learners; phonemic awareness, phonics, and early intervention; oral language, vocabulary, and background knowledge; fluency, comprehension, and meaning making; text types to genre‑based writing and language development; and systems coherence, coaching, and implementation planning. Site‑level meetings to analyze student work, score common writing tasks, extend strategies, receive feedback, and encourage reflection on implementation.

	Time Required
	The System-Level Training requires one seven-hour session plus five asynchronous action periods of at least one-hour each, totaling 12 hours.  
The Teacher-Level Training requires six seven-hour of in‑person, online‑synchronous, or hybrid learning days, with sessions 1‒5 each followed by a minimum one-hour collaborative action period, totaling 47 hours.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	The program is priced per school site for up to 30 teachers. This cost includes both the teacher‑level training and system‑level training for two administrators. Pricing is based on delivery by two facilitators per session and materials. Total cost per site is $12,000*, which includes all teacher sessions, materials, and the system‑level training. Coaching is not included and may be contracted separately. For sites with more than 30 teachers or for districtwide implementation, please contact us for customized pricing. 
*The cost is for sites within San Diego County or if the training is provided online-synchronously for LEAs outside San Diego County. LEAs outside San Diego County may incur additional costs, depending on the area for travel and lodging for in-person training.

	Website
	https://www.sdcoe.net/


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241739]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Moderate Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241740]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Moderate Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Strong Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Moderate Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Moderate Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Strong Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Strong Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Strong Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Strong Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Minimal Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Strong Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Minimal Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241741]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Minimal Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000025][bookmark: _Toc241241742]Program Memo: Savvas Learning Company
	Provider
	Program Name

	Savvas Learning Company
	Savvas High Quality Professional Learning: myView Literacy/miVisión Lectura (K–5) and myVoice


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241743]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	Savvas provides professional learning (PL) support for myView Literacy, a program grounded in Evidence Based Literacy Instruction and green-lit by EdReports. Savvas PL spans a continuum that ranges from launch and foundational trainings to deeper-dive, program-specific workshops and job embedded support for teachers, leaders, and administrators. Our PL services are available onsite, on demand, embedded in the curriculum, virtually, and in blended formats.  
We begin by introducing teachers and administrators to the fundamentals of myView Literacy. We then overlay this foundation with targeted workshops and job-embedded support, which may be informed by a needs assessment that we facilitate with our district partners and use to create a personalized professional learning plan. In our workshops and job-embedded support, we strategically use district capacity-building structures, including professional learning communities, to improve key teaching and learning practices.

	Program Format
	Initial/Foundational Trainings introduce educators to myView Literacy. In subsequent years, these are recommended as a refresher and for educators new to the curriculum. Initial Training includes Program Activation (asynchronous (self-paced) and/or onsite/virtual (up to three hours) and the on-demand resources at mySavvasTraining.com (self-paced). Foundational Trainings include Implementation Essentials (three to six hours, onsite/virtual) and Administrator Workshop (three hours, onsite/virtual). We deepen implementation with targeted workshops and job-embedded support (JES). To facilitate meaningful group discussions, workshops and webinars (up to six hours perday, onsite/virtual) are typically for cohorts of up to 30. All can be enhanced with JES. With JES (up to six hrs/day, onsite/virtual), teachers and leaders learn to apply and hone new strategies to improve student learning. These services help educators bring new practices to life, formatively assessing the effect they have on students in real time.

	Time Required
	The time required for an educator to complete training is variable. We work in collaboration with our school and district partners to co-develop the professional learning approach that is right for each, including multi-year engagements.  
Asynchronous (self-paced) initial training is included with purchase of myView Literacy, as are the on-demand courses, tutorials, and recorded webinars on https://www.mysavvastraining.com. Onsite (in-person) workshops (typically up to 30 participants) and job-embedded supports (group size varies depending on the service) are six hours/day. Virtual and blended options, including facilitation of workshop content in one to three hour live virtual segments to accommodate scheduling and budgetary considerations, are available.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	Onsite (in-person) workshops range from $3,550–$3,750 per session or per day. An onsite (in-person) job embedded support day is $3,750. Virtual professional learning ranges from $800 (one hour) to $1,600 (three hours) to $3,100 (six hours). An option to support district-wide implementations of myView Literacy is a Partnership Plus consultancy where a single, dedicated consultant provides support to the district for 12 months ($245,000 per consultant per curricular program per year). A professional learning service day is six hours. Onsite (in-person) pricing includes travel. Professional learning prices are subject to change annually on October 1st. Professional learning services must be delivered within twelve (12) months of the order date of those services. Any unused services expire at the end of such twelve (12) month period, unless otherwise specified in contract terms. Any cancellation made with less than 72 hours’ notice will result in a cancellation fee equal to the full price of the event.

	Website
	https://www.savvas.com/


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241744]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Minimal Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241745]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Minimal Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Moderate Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Moderate Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Minimal Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Minimal Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Strong Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Moderate Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Minimal Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Moderate Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Minimal Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Minimal Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241746]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Minimal Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000026][bookmark: _Toc241241747]Program Memo: SchoolKit
	Provider
	Program Name

	SchoolKit, Limited Liability Company 
	SchoolKit Customized Literacy PD Partnerships


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241748]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	Our fully customized approach is tailored to curricula, unique client contexts and challenges, and participant groups (e.g., teachers, instructional coaches, educational leaders). We ensure services meet clients’ student population needs—elevated and aligned to the work already happening—and identify growth areas for our professional development to build knowledge and skill. We also leverage and embed their High-Quality Intructional Materials when applicable.  First, SchoolKit assesses client requirements, the project's needs, and the skills/expertise needed for effective professional development. Then, we create a scope of work that may include: strategic planning (for data-driven goals, stakeholder buy-in, and monitoring progress); training (job-embedded to better understand content area(s), standards, and evidence-based instructional strategies); and coaching (on-site and/or virtual support for sustainable, job-embedded learning focused on lesson internalization, observation and feedback, and aligned, data-informed planning).

	Program Format
	SchoolKit specializes in designing and leading in-person, virtual, and asynchronous professional development; we have provided thousands of hours of training on research-based literacy instruction across approximately 30 states. As part of our customized approach with California districts, we will determine the best method and format for delivery that maximizes the professional development’s impact and accessibility to educators within any contextual constraints (e.g., the available number of professional development days in the calendar). Ideally, we will maximize the number of in-person training sessions possible to promote interaction and collaboration, and complement those core sessions with virtual or asynchronous follow-up support to promote transfer into practice.

	Time Required
	Because we customize our professional development programs, the time required for an educator to complete the training will vary. Typical lengths of one SchoolKit training session are: one hour, two hours, half day (three hours), or full day (six hours). However, we can design trainings of different lengths upon request. Ideally, SchoolKit will provide multiple days of training and coaching for each district over the course of a school year to ensure participants learn new concepts, apply them, and reflect on them in their classrooms and/or leadership roles. We will collaborate with the California Department of Education to design a scope and sequence that meets project goals and also works within the available time and resources.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	The pricing structure for the program is calculated with fixed unit rates, based on the type of service, service delivery (on-site versus virtual), and the quantity of services as previously outlined. All relevant costs are captured in these rates, including staff salaries, benefits, travel, materials, and insurance costs. If awarded, SchoolKit will work with individual California school systems to customize services to meet the local needs of leaders and participants.

	Website
	https://schoolkitgroup.com/


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241749]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241750]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Strong Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Strong Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Strong Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Strong Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Strong Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Strong Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Strong Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Strong Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Strong Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Strong Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241751]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Not Applicable



[bookmark: _Toc200000027][bookmark: _Toc241241752]Program Memo: Sobrato Early Academic Language
	Provider
	Program Name

	Sobrato Early Academic Language (SEAL)
	Literacy and Learning for California’s Classrooms Module 1: An Integrated and Comprehensive Approach to Literacy, Module 2: Language-Based Skills, Module 3: English Medium Classrooms: Code-Based Skills, Module 3: Dual Language Classrooms: Biliteracy and Code-Based Skills, Module 4: Integrated & Designated ELD


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241753]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	Designed for English Medium and Dual Language settings, SEAL’s integrated and comprehensive approach to literacy emphasizes research-based practices for Multilingual Learners, guiding educators to integrate literacy and language with content knowledge and assets-based, culturally/linguistically responsive teaching. Effective literacy instruction requires explicit, sequential instruction in code-based skills and integrated instruction in language-based skills. Module 1 frames the series with five themes of the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, connects them to code-based and language-based skills and shares strategies to support oral language and home language. Module 2 shares strategies to develop students’ language-based skills. Module 3 shares strategies to develop code-based skills, includes content on dyslexia, early intervention and tiered supports. Module 4 covers Integrated and Designated English language development.

	Program Format
	The program consists of four in-person day-long sessions for educators in English-medium settings, and five in-person day-long sessions for Dual Language educators. Educators practice strategies learned during the in-person sessions in the course of their regular classroom day.  Administrators and coaches attend virtual Communities of Practice (CoPs). These include six 90-minute synchronous webinar sessions. Between sessions, coaches and administrators partner with teachers to support planning, strategy implementation, and establishing systems needed for effective delivery.

	Time Required
	English Medium Literacy Series
Coaches/administrators: 44 hours total— 1 Kickoff (2 hours), four CoPs (1.5 hrs each), four Modules (5.5 hours each), and four Peer Collaboration Cycles (3.5 hours each: 1 hour planning, 1.5 hours observation/lesson delivery—45 minutes per teacher, 1 hour debrief). 
Teachers: 36 hours total—four Modules (5.5 hours each) and four Peer Collaboration Cycles (3.5 hours each). 
Dual Language Biliteracy Series 
Coaches/administrators: 51.5 hours total—One Kickoff (2 hours), foure CoPs (2 hours each), fourModules (5.5 hours each; Module 3 is two days), and four Peer Collaboration Cycles (3.5 hrs each). 
Teachers: 41.5 hours total— four Modules (5.5 hours each; Module 3 is two days) and four Peer Collaboration Cycles (3.5 hours each).

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	The Series is offered under two pricing models.The first is the "at Site" price which entails delivering the training series at a local educational agency (LEA) for a cohort of educators. The series will be hosted by the LEA. SEAL will furnish two trainers and all necessary training resources. This structure is best suited for districts with a training cohort of 50–75 educators. The cost for this delivery structure is $100,000 per series. The second pricing model is designated as "Regional.” SEAL hosts the training, allowing LEAs to send teams of educators to the series. SEAL will provide the facilities, two trainers, and all training resources. This delivery structure is priced at $3,500 per participant per series and is ideal for smaller districts with fewer than 50 educators.For both pricing structures, SEAL engages in private fundraising efforts to mitigate the overall cost of the training. We anticipate being able to offer a 10–25% discount, subject to funding availability.

	Website
	https://www.seal.org/offerings/literacy-and-learning


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241754]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective PD as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241755]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Moderate Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Moderate Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Moderate Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Moderate Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Strong Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Moderate Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Strong Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Moderate Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Moderate Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Minimal Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241756]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Strong Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000028][bookmark: _Toc241241757]Program Memo: Teaching Lab
	Provider
	Program Name

	Teaching Lab
	Teaching Lab + Relay: TK–5 Structured Literacy Professional Learning Program


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241758]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	Teaching Lab and Relay’s TK–5 Structured Literacy Professional Learning Program is an evidence-based professional learning model designed to strengthen literacy outcomes across Tier 1–3. Grounded in the Science of Reading and aligned to the California English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, Dyslexia Guidelines, and English Learner Roadmap, the program integrates sequenced professional learning modules with differentiated, job-embedded coaching and supported planning for teachers, school leaders, and district leaders. Educators build expertise in foundational skills, language development, comprehension, writing, and comprehensive English language development while strengthening Multi-Tiered System of Support-aligned intervention and assessment practices. The program emphasizes equity, implementation coherence, and continuous improvement to support all students, including multilingual learners and students with dyslexia.

	Program Format
	The Teaching Lab + Relay TK–5 Structured Literacy Professional Learning Program is delivered through a combination of synchronous professional learning and job-embedded coaching. Professional Learning Modules are delivered synchronously in person in group settings through monthly 60-minute sessions for teachers and school leaders. Sessions are interactive and collaborative, incorporating modeling, guided practice, rehearsal, and structured reflection. Teacher coaching is synchronous and job-embedded, conducted one-on-one in classrooms (in person) through six to eight week inquiry cycles that include observation, modeling, co-planning, feedback, and analysis of student work. Instruction introduced during monthly professional learning sessions is reinforced through these coaching cycles. School leader coaching is synchronous (individual or small group, in person) and includes structured walkthroughs and supported planning. District leader coaching is synchronous, small-group or team-based, deli. . . 

	Time Required
	Educators participate in monthly 60-minute professional learning sessions (~9–10 hours per cohort/year) and engage in ongoing 6–8 week teacher coaching cycles (~18–24 hours per teacher/year). School leaders receive bi-monthly coaching (~6–8 hours/year) and district leaders receive monthly coaching (~6–9 hours/year)

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	The program from Teaching Lab and Relay Graduate School of Education is structured as a bundled, yearlong professional learning package rather than a menu of à-la-carte services. Pricing would be organized around cohorts and roles served (teachers, school leaders, district leaders) and reflects integrated delivery of monthly professional learning modules plus ongoing, job-embedded coaching cycles. Our daily rates for the services that are part of the program and outlined in our proposal are: Professional Learning: In-person: $3,000–$5,500 per day, Virtual: $1,500–$2,000 per day. Coaching: In-person: $2,800–$ 3.650 per day, Virtual: $1500–$2,000 per day. Consulting/Strategic Planning/System-Wide Support: $250–$500 an hour.

	Website
	https://teachinglab.org/knowledge-hub/california-names-teaching-lab-relays-tk-5-literacy-program-to-tier-1-of-its-approved-pd-list/


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241759]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective PD as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241760]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Strong Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Moderate Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Minimal Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Minimal Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Moderate Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Minimal Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Moderate Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Moderate Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Minimal Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Minimal Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241761]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Not Applicable



[bookmark: _Toc200000029][bookmark: _Toc241241762]Program Memo: The Reading League
	Provider
	Program Name

	The Reading League (TRL)
	Building Coherent, Evidence-Aligned Literacy Systems; Professional Learning Series for Teachers & Leaders; Building Coherent Literacy Systems through the Science of Reading: What Leaders Need to Know Teaching Reading With Intention & Evidence; Essentials of Phonemic Awareness; Essentials of Phonic Knowledge; Remediating Gaps in Word Recognition; Essentials of Fluency;  Essentials of Assessment; Advanced Word Study; Language & Vocabulary Development; Building Comprehension: Knowledge, Complex Text, & Metacognition; Essentials of Writing; Sentence Level Comprehension & Composition; Data-Driven Literacy Instruction: Practical Guide to Assessment, Analysis, & Intervention; Leading Instructional Shifts: Focus on Implementation & De-Implementation


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241763]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	TRL’s professional learning program is a structured, evidence-aligned literacy professional development model designed to support transitional kindergarten through grade five educators, school leaders, and instructional support staff in implementing effective literacy instruction. The program builds educator knowledge of foundational literacy skills, language comprehension, and instructional decision-making aligned to California’s English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework and Dyslexia Guidelines. Through sequenced learning experiences, collaborative application, and implementation support, participants strengthen their ability to deliver systematic, explicit literacy instruction responsive to diverse learners, including English learners and students with reading difficulties. The program is designed to support sustained instructional improvement through shared learning, reflection, and ongoing coaching.

	Program Format
	TRL delivers professional learning through a structured blended model that integrates virtual and in-person Core Knowledge Sessions, delivered synchronously to groups of educators, administrators, or leadership teams, with independent engagement. These facilitator-led sessions emphasize interactive learning, discussion, and application of evidence-aligned literacy practices. Implementation support is provided through a combination of scheduled virtual meetings and in-person site visits, allowing for coaching, feedback, and reflection. Prior to delivery, TRL collaborates with school and district leaders to integrate local curricula, instructional priorities, and instructional structures into the design and delivery of the professional learning. Independent learning opportunities, including access to curated resources and materials, are available to all participants to reinforce and extend learning.

	Time Required
	The time required to complete training is determined by the services selected by the district. Core Knowledge Sessions are delivered as full-day professional learning experiences. Educators may participate in one or multiple sessions based on district goals and implementation plans. Educator coaching is provided over a nine-month school-year term through regularly scheduled sessions that support instructional implementation. Administrator coaching is delivered over a 10-month school-year term, aligning the work of administrators in creating systems and structures that complement educators’ instructional goals. Optional services require additional time. All services are delivered within defined timeframes and are non-recurring unless renewed.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	The Reading League’s pricing structure is transparent, predictable, and service-based. Core Knowledge Sessions are priced per full day, with virtual sessions at $4,000 and in-person sessions at $6,500; travel costs are included in all in-person rates. Educator coaching and administrator coaching are offered as fixed-fee packages aligned to defined school-year terms. Additional services, including consulting hours, boot camps, access to TRL’s virtual learning offerings, and supplemental resources, are priced separately based on the service selected. Pricing reflects the scope, duration, and delivery format of services and supports LEA planning and budgeting.

	Website
	https://www.thereadingleague.org/california/


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241764]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective PD as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241765]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Moderate Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Strong Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Moderate Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Strong Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Strong Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Minimal Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Strong Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Strong Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241766]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Strong Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000030][bookmark: _Toc241241767]Program Memo: TNTP
	Provider
	Program Name

	TNTP, Inc.
	Professional Learning Sessions: TNTP will offer an integrated range of services under Elevating Literacy Excellence (ELE)


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241768]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	ELE is a comprehensive literacy improvement sequence designed to advance California’s English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework priorities, strengthen Multi-Tiered System of Support implementation, and accelerate equitable literacy outcomes statewide. It contains three integrated strands:  
1. Asynchronous Learning – Science of Reading : Elementary Course. Educators develop a shared, research‑aligned foundation in the Science of Reading through TNTP’s self‑paced course—the same SoR course included in Project ARISE and made available to all California educators. The modules deepen understanding of foundational skills, comprehension, and culturally responsive literacy instruction aligned to California standards.
2. Facilitated Learning Sessions. Facilitated sessions extend and apply the learning from the asynchronous Science of Reading modules, serving the same educators who complete the independent coursework. These collaborative,

	Program Format
	ELE is delivered through a blended model that combines independent, asynchronous learning with synchronous, collaborative professional learning and one-on-one coaching. The format is designed to balance flexibility with structured opportunities for practice, collaboration, and implementation support.  Asynchronous Independent Component – Science of Reading Modules (Virtual). Educators complete self‑paced online modules independently to build a shared, research‑aligned foundation in effective literacy instruction. Modules can be completed during the school day or outside of school hours, depending on district and school schedules. Content includes embedded reflection prompts, guided practice activities, and planning tools that prepare educators for collaborative application in synchronous sessions.  Synchronous Group Components – Facilitated Learning Sessions (In‑Person and/or Virtual). Facilitated sessions are completed synchronously with teacher teams and a . . .

	Time Required
	ELE uses educator time thoughtfully by structuring dedicated time within the school schedule—while also leveraging extended‑day or out‑of‑school time—to ensure a sequenced blend of asynchronous learning, facilitated practice, and coaching.  
The asynchronous component of TNTP’s Science of Reading: Lower Elementary course requires approximately 25–30 hours to complete, complemented by 12 hours of in‑person facilitated practice. The Science of Reading: Upper Elementary and Secondary course includes 15–18 hours of asynchronous learning and 15 hours of in‑person facilitated practice.  
For leadership coaching, TNTP provides nine touch points across the school year, with districts determining whether these sessions occur in person, virtually, o . . .

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	Proposed implementation scenarios offer flexible, scalable options to fit the diverse needs of California local educational agencies (LEAs). All scenarios provide access to TNTP’s Science of Reading coursework via asynchronous, self-paced modules with assessments/reflection.Districts can choose a $450 per-educator license (with LMS tracking and facilitated learning) or access the course for free through CDE’s Project ARISE (through June 2028). Other priced options reflecting a full year of support include single-school implementation ($245,651),multi-school models for 2–5 schools ($759,251 total),a Leadership Cohort Model for up to 10 leaders ($454,274),and a Teacher Cohort Model for up to 100 teachers ($323,673). TNTP can further customize and price options as needed to meet California Department of Education and LEA needs and recommends a negotiated flat fee structure for the full scope of work as it often results in cost savings for our clients.Additional details regarding pricing options are attached to this submission

	Website
	https://tntp.org/


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241769]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective PD as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Moderate Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241770]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Minimal Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Moderate Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Minimal Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Minimal Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Moderate Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Minimal Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Strong Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Strong Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Minimal Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241771]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Moderate Evidence



[bookmark: _Toc200000031][bookmark: _Toc241241772]Program Memo: University of Florida Literacy Institute
	Provider
	Program Name

	University of Florida Literacy Institute (UFLI)
	UFLI Foundations for California Readers


This Program Memo summarizes the results of the review conducted for the program listed above as part of the California Literacy Professional Development Programs (https://www.cde.ca.gov/ci/pl/literacypd.asp) review process established under Assembly Bill (AB) 121, Section 15 (Statutes of 2025), California Education Code Section 33319.6. The program has been deemed to meet the criteria approved by the State Board of Education (SBE) for in-service professional development programs for effective means of teaching literacy in transitional kindergarten through grade five, indicating it met at least the minimum standards of the review.
The Criteria and Guidance for the Selection or Development of Literacy Professional Development Programs, approved by the SBE on November 5, 2025, informed the development of the Literacy Professional Development Programs Evaluation Rubric, which served as the basis for all program ratings and covers two areas: Area 1 (Professional Development Model and Delivery) and Area 2 (Effective Means of Teaching Literacy).
Each professional development provider submitted a detailed narrative response and citations to evidentiary materials for each criterion. Program submissions were evaluated by a review committee with expertise in evidence-based literacy instruction, English language development, and effective professional development; all members attested to no conflict of interest with the programs they reviewed.
The Provider-Submitted Program Overview below reflects provider submissions as of February 20, 2026. The responses in the table are presented in the provider's own words, edited only for adherence to the CDE Superintendent’s Correspondence Guide, and do not reflect the opinions or endorsement of the CDE or SBE. Per the Invitation to Submit Literacy Professional Development Programs, providers were responsible for ensuring that each response was thorough, and citations of evidentiary materials were clear. Reviewers evaluated submissions based on the information and citations provided in the submission survey. Please check the provider website listed below for the most current information. 
[bookmark: _Toc241241773]Provider-Submitted Program Overview
	Category
	Program Details Submitted by Provider

	Program Description 
	This yearlong teacher PD program is designed by the UFLI with embedded support for school and/or district leaders and instructional coaches. The program includes 40 contact hours of professional development with supported implementation of the UFLI Foundations program. 
The professional development provides comprehensive information about literacy instruction appropriate for transitional kindergarten through grade five teachers, with an emphasis on assessment, instruction, and intervention for foundational reading skills. The professional development model is aligned to California's Quality Professional Learning Standards and the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework.

	Program Format
	All professional development hours are delivered virtually in group settings unless otherwise indicated. Leaders receive five hours of initial professional development and guided planning. Teachers receive 20 hours of initial professional development which may be completed as in-person, virtual, or hybrid sessions. Teachers then implement the UFLI Foundations program in their classrooms. When implementation begins, teachers receive an additional 8 hours of follow-up professional development and coaches receive four hours of professional development. Finally, leaders receive three hours of follow-up professional development and guided sustainability planning.  Schools/districts may opt in for extended support in the form of individual virtual coaching cycles and in-person site visits.

	Time Required
	Over the course of one school year, educators will engage in 28 contact hours of virtual or in-person professional development in a group setting. District/school leaders will engage in eight contact hours of professional development and coaches will receive four hours. professional development hours will be scheduled with the UFLI team by the school or district organizing the professional development. 
For maximum impact, we encourage educators to implement UFLI Foundations lessons in their classrooms for practical application of the professional development content. This practice time will vary.

	Pricing Structure as of February 2026
	The cost of the 40-hour program is $40,000. This includes seats for up to 10 district/school leaders, 20 instructional coaches/specialists, and 50 teachers within one LEA. The cost increases by $28,000 for each additional group of participating teachers in 50-seat increments. Additional costs will apply for trainer travel if the in-person option for teacher professional development is selected. 
All participants will need a UFLI Foundations manual and recommended implementation materials. Manuals are $70 plus shipping. Recommended materials are listed in the UFLI Foundations Materials document. 
The optional extended support costs are as follows. Individual coaching cycles are $500 per participant per cycle. Site visits for classroom observations and feedback are $7,000 per day plus the cost of trainer travel.

	Website
	https://ufli.education.ufl.edu/programs/professional-development/


Program Ratings: Ratings reflect the review committee's consensus determination for each criterion: 
· Strong Evidence indicates the submission fully and clearly addressed the criterion
· Moderate Evidence indicates the criterion was addressed with some gaps in the submission
· Minimal Evidence indicates limited evidence was provided in the submission
[bookmark: _Toc241241774]Area 1: Professional Development Model and Delivery
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	A. The program provides evidence-based models of effective professional development as outlined in the Quality Professional Learning Standards, focused on effective means of teaching literacy. 
	Strong Evidence

	B. The program is interactive and collaborative.
	Strong Evidence

	C1. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including opportunities for feedback, reflection, and coaching
	Strong Evidence

	C2. The program provides adequate time and structures to master the concepts being taught, including periodic checks to demonstrate mastery of the concepts.
	Strong Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241775]Area 2: Effective Means of Teaching Literacy
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	D1. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in print concepts.
	Strong Evidence

	D2. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonological/phonemic awareness. 
	Strong Evidence

	D3. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in phonics, decoding, and word recognition.
	Strong Evidence

	D4. The program attends to explicit and systematic instruction in reading fluency.
	Strong Evidence

	E1. The program attends to oral language development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E2. The program attends to vocabulary development.
	Moderate Evidence

	E3. The program attends to background knowledge.
	Strong Evidence

	E4. The program attends to comprehension.
	Moderate Evidence

	E5. The program attends to writing.
	Moderate Evidence

	F. The program attends to evidence-based means of teaching English learner students, including newcomer students, with integration of comprehensive English language development (designated and integrated) in literacy development.
	Moderate Evidence

	G. The program attends to early intervention techniques and tiered supports for students with reading difficulties, including students with dyslexia and students with exceptional needs.
	Strong Evidence

	H. The program attends to ongoing diagnostic techniques that inform teaching and assessment.
	Strong Evidence

	I. The program is aligned to the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework, including the themes of foundational skills, meaning making, language development, effective expression, and content knowledge.
	Moderate Evidence

	J. The program is aligned to the California Dyslexia Guidelines, including how to identify early indicators of dyslexia and implement structured literacy practices.
	Moderate Evidence


[bookmark: _Toc241241776]Optional Criterion: Evidence of Effectiveness
	Criterion
	Level of Evidence

	K. The program has evidence of a positive impact on student and/or educator outcomes.
Note: Programs may provide evidence of impact to the extent it is available. This criterion would not disqualify a program from approval if absent.
	Strong Evidence




