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2026 English Language Art/English Language Development Instructional Materials Follow-up Adoption
	Publisher/Developer
	Program
	Program Type and Grade Level(s)

	Fishtank Learning
	Fishtank ELA
	Program Type 1, Language, Grades K–5


Program Summary:
The Fishtank ELA program includes the following: Digital Curriculum/ Fishtank ELA California (2026).
Recommendation:
Fishtank ELA is not recommended for adoption for grades K–5 because it is not aligned with the California Common Core State Standards for English Language Arts and Literacy in History/Social Studies, Science, and Technical Subjects (CA CCSS ELA/Literacy), does not meet the rest of the evaluation criteria in category 1, and does not show strengths in categories 2–5.
Criteria Category 1: ELA/ELD Content/Alignment with Standards
[bookmark: _Hlk183526710][bookmark: _Hlk183590677]The program does not support teaching to the CA CCSS ELA/Literacy for the intended grade level(s) in alignment with the English Language Arts/English Language Development Framework. The program does not meet all the evaluation criteria in category 1. The panel identifies the following citations do not meet Criteria Category 1.
	Criterion
	Grade
	Citations
	Standards

	1.1
	1
	Fishtank Learning, Unit 5: Inspiring Artists; Lesson 26: Lesson Plan, Independent Writing, Supporting all Students, Foundational Skills Support
	L.1.2d
Note: Use conventional spelling for words with common spelling patterns and for frequently occurring irregular words.

	1.1
	2
	Fishtank Learning, Foundational Skills, Spelling Support
	L.2.2d
Note: Quoted from cited source: “Fishtank ELA recommends the use of a separate foundational literacy program and, since phonics and spelling are intricately connected, does not currently include explicit spelling instruction as part of its core materials.”

	1.1
	3
	Fishtank Learning, Teacher Tool, Foundational Skills, Handwriting Support
	L3.1j
Cursive instruction is not embedded in the program.

	1.1
	3
	Fishtank Learning, Unit 2: Rediscovering Thanksgiving: Fact vs. Fiction; Lesson 8: Lesson Plan, Engaging with the Text, Key Question 1
	L.3.2g
a. Consult reference materials, including beginning dictionaries, as needed to check and correct spellings.

	1.1
	4
	Fishtank Learning, Foundational Skills, Spelling Support
	L.4.2d
Note: “Fishtank ELA recommends the use of a separate foundational literacy program and, since phonics and spelling are intricately connected, does not currently include explicit spelling instruction as part of its core materials.”

	1.10
	K–5
	Fishtank Learning, Teacher Tools, Foundational Skills, Spelling Support
	Materials included do not include all aspects of foundational reading skills, provide explicit, sequential, linguistically logical, and systematic practice, assessment, opportunities, and diagnostic support.

	1.13
	2
	Fishtank Learning, Unit 2: Exploring Habitats, Lesson 3: Lesson Plan, Building Background Knowledge and Engagement, Lesson Launch
	The program does not offer differentiation based on individual student needs. No decodables. No protocols for transitioning students from primarily decodable to increasingly varied texts.

	1.14
	4
	Fishtank Learning, Teacher Tools, Foundational Skills, Spelling Support
	Materials do not include direct, explicit instruction for spelling.

	1.21b
	5
	Fishtank Learning, Unit 2: Exploring Human Rights: The Breadwinner; Lesson 1: Lesson Plan, Building Background Knowledge and Engagement
	The program does not explicitly align with Multi-Tiered System of Supports (MTSS) tier placement. Materials do include supports for students with dyslexia characteristics identified through screening, encompassing both phonological supports.


The provided citations show that criteria for Category 1 were not met. The citations noted are from the exemplars provided by the publisher. The panel, in their due diligence to find other evidence in support of Category 1, was unable to find support for the above-listed criteria. While parts of this program met the 2014 criteria, it does not include all of the 2025 guidance. This program does not include explicit instruction in spelling, conventions, handwriting, and grammar.
Criteria Category 2: Program Organization
The organization and features of the instructional materials do not support instruction and learning of the standards. The panel identifies the following citations do not meet Criteria Category 2.
	Criterion
	Grade
	Citations
	Notes

	2.6
	2
	Fishtank Learning, Unit 2: Exploring Habitats, Unit Summary
	The texts/ materials that were referenced in the lesson connected to Social Studies, but the standards were not specifically identified. The criterion states: “Any standards utilized from other content areas need to be specifically identified.”

	2.12a
	1
	Fishtank Learning, Unit 2: Folktales around the World; Lesson 20: Lesson Overview, Target Task
	There are no explicit multisensory instructional routines.
There are also no fidelity checklists for these routines. The 2025 criterion states: “For students with dyslexia characteristics, include explicit multisensory instructional routines with fidelity checklists.”

	2.16
	3
	Fishtank Learning, Unit 1: Defining Identity: Dyamonde Daniel and My Name is Maria Isabel, Assessment, Content Assessment
	CA CCSS are not explicitly stated on student materials, assessments, student-facing slides, and media.
The criterion states: “In Program 1 Basic ELA, Program 2 Basic ELA/ELD, and Program 3 Basic Biliteracy Program, the grade-level CA CCSS for ELA shall be explicitly stated in the student materials.”


The provided citations show that criteria for Category 2 were not met. The citations noted are from the exemplars provided by the publisher. The panel, in their due diligence to find other evidence in support of Category 2, was unable to find support for the above-listed criteria. While parts of this program met the 2014 criteria, it does not include all of the 2025 guidance.
Criteria Category 3: Assessment
The instructional materials do not contain strategies and tools for continually assessing student understanding and opportunities for new learning. The panel identifies the following citations do not meet Criteria Category 3.
	Criterion
	Grade
	Citations
	Notes

	3.1a
	1
	Fishtank Learning, Unit 4: Love Makes a Family, Assessment, Content Assessment
	Program does not include data protocols with guidance for movement between tiers and guidance for students showing characteristics of dyslexia per California Education Code (EC) Section 56335, tracking both content and language development.

	3.1b
	3
	Fishtank Learning, Teacher Tools, Progress Monitoring and Assessment, Summative Assessment, Analyzing and Responding to Summative Assessments
	Program does not include data protocols with guidance for movement between tiers and guidance for students showing characteristics of dyslexia per EC Section 56335, tracking both content and language development.

	3.1c
	4
	Fishtank Learning, Unit 1: Finding Fortune: Where the Mountain Meets the Moon; Unit Summary, Family Guide
	Does not include data protocols with guidance for movement between tiers and guidance for students showing characteristics of dyslexia per EC Section 56335, tracking both content and language development.

	3.2
	2
	Fishtank Learning, Unit 4: Stories of Immigration, Assessment, Content Assessment
	Program does not provide information for instructional planning and tier placement decisions within MTSS frameworks.


Many parts of this curriculum did not meet the 2025 guidance, as shown in the citations above. It did not include guidance for movement between the tiers for students showing characteristics of dyslexia. In addition, the program does not provide information for teachers for instructional planning and tier placement decisions within the MTSS framework, especially for students with dyslexia.
Criteria Category 4: Access and Equity
The panel has determined that the program does not meet the Criteria in Category 5. The following citations demonstrate how the program does not meet Criteria Category 4.
	Criterion
	Grade
	Citations
	Notes

	4.2
	2
	Fishtank Learning, Unit 4: Story of Immigration; Lesson 14: Lesson Plan, Application Supporting All Students
	Structured literacy components are not aligned with the California Dyslexia Guidelines.

	4.3a
	3
	Fishtank Learning, Unit 2: Rediscovering Thanksgiving: Fact vs. Fiction; Lesson 9: Lesson Overview, Vocabulary and Vocabulary Package
	Specifically missing are explicit lesson guidance for MTSS tiers 1, 2, and 3. Also lacks diagnostic assessments and individualized support plans.

	4.3d
	5
	Fishtank Learning, Unit 5: Friendship Across Boundaries: Return to Sender; Lesson 12: Lesson Plan, Engaging with the Text, Key Questions, Supporting All Students Boxes
	Specifically missing are explicit lesson guidance for MTSS tiers 1, 2, and 3. The program only shows tier 1 “Supporting All Students.”

	4.4
	1
	Fishtank Learning, Unit 1: Being a Good Friend; Lesson 4: Lesson Overview, Vocabulary and Vocabulary Package
	The program does not provide language supports for students who use African American English and may have difficulty with phonological awareness and standard academic English.


Parts of this program met the 2014 criterion but do not include all the 2025 guidance. The provided citations show that criterion for Category 4 was not met in full. Specifically missing are explicit lesson guidance for MTSS and students showing characteristics of dyslexia. This program does not provide universal access for all students, specifically in tier 2 and 3 instructions for students who struggle with phonological awareness and standard academic English.
Criteria Category 5: Instructional Planning and Support
The panel has determined the program does not meet the Criteria in Category 5. The following citations demonstrate how the program does not meet Criteria Category 5.
	Criterion
	Grade
	Citations
	Notes

	5.1
	1
	Fishtank Learning, Teacher Tools, Progress Monitoring and Assessment
	The program is missing timelines, including universal screening windows and intervention cycles (6–8 weeks).

	5.9
	5
	Fishtank Learning, Unit 4: Exploring Mars; Lesson 15: Objective
	Language used in the curriculum does not match CCSS, this example shows using debate and analyze instead of compare and contrast. Other examples of CCSS language not being used are antonyms and shades of meaning.

	5.16
	3
	Fishtank Learning, ELA Course Summary
	The digital program is difficult to navigate and find program components.


The publisher provided citations of the program did not meet the 2025 guidance. For progress monitoring and assessment, the program does not include planning guides that integrate MTSS implementation timelines, including universal screening windows, intervention cycles (6–8 weeks), and progress-monitoring schedules. Language used in the program did not consistently match that of the CCSS.
Visit the Learning Resources Display Centers web page to find a location near you to review the materials.
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