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35M PER-PUPIL LITERACY FUNDING 
REQUEST FOR SUBMISSIONS: EARLY 
LITERACY INTERVENTION MATERIALS 
AND SERIES 
Request For Submission for: 
Michigan Department of Education – Office of Educational 
Supports 
Literacy Unit 
35m Per-Pupil Literacy Funding: 
Early Literacy Intervention Materials and Series 

This Request for Submission identifies the requirements necessary for the 
submission of a proposal for the evaluation of literacy intervention materials and 
series per section 35m of the State School Aid Act (MCL 388.1635m.) Literacy 
intervention materials and series submitted by interested parties will be evaluated 
and ranked based on criteria described within and publicly posted on a list for 
school districts to use when applying for section 35m grant funding. Submission of 
a proposal is for this purpose only and does not guarantee a contract or agreement 
between the submitter and the state nor between a district and the submitter. 

The submitter must respond to each requirement or question and, explain how it 
will fulfill each requirement via the Qualtrics platform￼and create a shared Google 
folder that includes the supplemental information. Please ensure the application 
response appropriately references where the information can be found within the 
shared Google folder. 

BACKGROUND 

The Section 35m Per Pupil Literacy Grant is an $87 million formula grant that 
requires the Michigan Department of Education (MDE) to establish a Committee for 
Literacy Achievement (CLA). This committee will critically evaluate literacy series 
and materials, literacy professional development, and literacy tools or services. The 
primary focus of the committee is to recommend tools and strategies with the goal 
of increasing student academic outcomes in the area of literacy by creating and 
maintaining a rankings list of all literacy items that the committee evaluates. 

https://www.legislature.mi.gov/Laws/MCL?objectName=mcl-388-1635m
https://stateofmichigan-my.sharepoint.com/:w:/r/personal/saylorj5_michigan_gov/_layouts/15/Doc.aspx?sourcedoc=%7B22D3A927-F981-46AA-A8DA-385244973BDF%7D&file=ORIGINAL.final.INTERVENTION%20MATERIALS%20AND%20SERIES.Literacy%20Submission%2035m.docx&action=default&mobileredirect=true
https://stateofmichigan-my.sharepoint.com/:w:/r/personal/saylorj5_michigan_gov/_layouts/15/Doc.aspx?sourcedoc=%7B22D3A927-F981-46AA-A8DA-385244973BDF%7D&file=ORIGINAL.final.INTERVENTION%20MATERIALS%20AND%20SERIES.Literacy%20Submission%2035m.docx&action=default&mobileredirect=true
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As a result of the evaluation process, the department shall use the rankings list as 
the basis for how funding is allocated to districts and intermediate districts. Districts 
and intermediate districts using higher-ranked literacy tools that are proven to 
increase student outcomes shall receive more funding than districts and 
intermediate districts utilizing lower-ranked literacy tools in both the base award 
and the per-pupil awards described in this subsection. 

SCOPE 

Section 35m(2) directs the CLA) to recommend tools and strategies with the goal of 
increasing student academic outcomes in the area of literacy. 

Per 35m(2)(a), the CLA will critically evaluate early literacy series and materials. 
The committee shall evaluate research-based outcomes and use the committee’s 
expertise in the field of literacy. The committee shall assign grade tiers to the 
intervention materials based on the series’ likelihood of increasing student literacy 
outcomes. Priority must be given to series that already have a demonstrated 
history of increasing student outcomes. 

Section 35m(2)(c) directs the CLA to critically evaluate other applicable literacy 
tools or services the committee determines to have a high likelihood or 
demonstrated history of increasing student literacy outcomes. 

The scope of this Request for Submissions includes 35m(2)(a) early literacy 
intervention materials and series and related tools and services. 

Intervention Definition: Adapted from the MDE Multi-Tiered System of Supports 
(MTSS) Practice Profile (2020), an intervention is the action or process of 
intervening to provide remediation and/or extension for students whose 
performance is non-responsive to the core procedures. Academic interventions 
include additional or alternative programs or levels of support, in addition to the 
Tier 1 literacy series, that has evidence for accelerating literacy outcomes. 

EARLY LITERACY INTERVENTION MATERIALS AND SERIES 
REVIEW COMPONENTS: 

REQUIREMENT DESCRIPTION RESOURCES 

Review Criteria To be eligible for review, vendors must 
be able to provide the following: 

The extent to which the intervention 
materials align with the established criteria. 
Vendors must acknowledge each non-
negotiable and provide evidence of 

Qualtrics 
Vendor 
Application 

https://stateofmichigan-my.sharepoint.com/personal/fineganm_michigan_gov/Documents/Documents/Committee%20for%20Literacy%20Achievement%20Invite%20Ltrs/Request%20for%20Submission%20Documents/ORIGINAL.final.TIER%201%20MATERIALS%20AND%20SERIES.35m%20Request%20for%20Submission%20(1).docx
https://mde.qualtrics.com/jfe/form/SV_7TJHaH22Lfby3Vs
https://stateofmichigan-my.sharepoint.com/personal/fineganm_michigan_gov/Documents/Documents/Committee%20for%20Literacy%20Achievement%20Invite%20Ltrs/Request%20for%20Submission%20Documents/ORIGINAL.final.TIER%201%20MATERIALS%20AND%20SERIES.35m%20Request%20for%20Submission%20(1).docx
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compliance with the vendor-submitted 
resources. 

The extent to which intervention materials 
have demonstrated improved outcomes for 
students. Vendors must submit previous 
reviews from the National Center for 
Intensive Intervention (NCII) for the 
Academic Intervention Tools Chart and the 
Center for Research and Reform in Education 
(CRRE) Evidence for Every Student Succeeds 
Act (ESSA), if available, or submit a self-
evaluation using both of these tools. 

Selection 
Rubrics 

Michigan’s review process critically evaluates 
early literacy intervention materials (Pre-K-
5). The review will be conducted using a 
two-phase rubric. Phase 1 consists of 
Indicator 1: Intervention Materials 
Alignment to Established Criteria and 
addresses four non-negotiable categories. 
Vendors must acknowledge each non-
negotiable and provide evidence of 
compliance with the vendor-submitted 
resources. Phase 2 consists of Indicator 2: 
Student Outcomes and Indicator 3: Program 
Components (Tools and Services). Indicator 
2 includes the NCII Academic Intervention 
Rating Rubric results and the ESSA Level 
Evidence worksheet. Indicator 3 includes 
general program components, such as 
instructional and procedural routines, scope 
and sequence, within-program assessments, 
English Language Learner supports, 
intervention group guidance, home supports, 
and teacher supports. 

Each phase is further divided into detailed 
indicators for a thorough review. Vendors 
must complete the review criteria. Priority 
must be given to series with a demonstrated 
history of increasing student outcomes. 

NCII Academic 
Intervention 
Rating Rubric 

ESSA Level 
Evidence 
Worksheet 

https://intensiveintervention.org/sites/default/files/call-tools/ai-bi-2022/2022_AI_Rating_Rubric.pdf
https://intensiveintervention.org/sites/default/files/call-tools/ai-bi-2022/2022_AI_Rating_Rubric.pdf
https://intensiveintervention.org/sites/default/files/call-tools/ai-bi-2022/2022_AI_Rating_Rubric.pdf
https://www.michigan.gov/mde/-/media/Project/Websites/mde/Literacy/Literacy-Grants/ESSA_Level_Evidence_Worksheet.pdf
https://www.michigan.gov/mde/-/media/Project/Websites/mde/Literacy/Literacy-Grants/ESSA_Level_Evidence_Worksheet.pdf
https://www.michigan.gov/mde/-/media/Project/Websites/mde/Literacy/Literacy-Grants/ESSA_Level_Evidence_Worksheet.pdf


Page 4 of 14 

Vendor 
Submission 
Steps 

1- Access the Vendor Application and 
Determine Eligibility 
2- Complete the Vendor Application 
3- Submit the Vendor Application 

Vendor 
Overview 
Questions 

1. General Requirements 

This comprehensive review will examine the alignment of early literacy 
intervention materials and series with identified established criteria, emphasizing 
evidence-based practices grounded in the science of reading and instructional 
strategies shown to improve student outcomes. Vendors are invited to submit all 
materials as detailed in the Intervention Materials Vendor Application. The CLA 
will thoroughly evaluate the submissions using a clear rubric and rating system. 
The committee will reach a consensus on alignment, and the recommended 
rankings list will be given to the MDE. 

To ensure a consistent and equitable evaluation, all submissions received will 
undergo the same review process against the same criteria. Each submission will 
be reviewed by three evaluators on the committee to ensure inter-rater 
reliability and consensus across reviews. Additionally, CLA members are subject 
to reasons for recusal per subsection 3 of 35m, which states: “An individual on 
the committee shall recuse themselves from evaluating early literacy series and 
other items that the individual has helped create, that the individual would 
benefit from financially, or for which the individual has any other conflict of 
interest.” 

Failure to submit a complete application may result in an inability to review 
intervention materials. 

Any intervention materials reviewed as not aligned with the established criteria 
for Phase 1 will not move on to Phase 2, and the intervention materials will be 
ranked accordingly. 

  

https://cms.michigan.gov/mde/-/media/Project/Websites/mde/Literacy/Literacy-Grants/Intervention_Vendor_Overview_Questions.pdf?rev=96572adda7a94dfda3441d69ba437c93&hash=59E14F16D01733211177C6192BA3AD20
https://www.michigan.gov/mde/-/media/Project/Websites/mde/Literacy/Literacy-Grants/Intervention_Vendor_Overview_Questions.pdf
https://www.michigan.gov/mde/-/media/Project/Websites/mde/Literacy/Literacy-Grants/Intervention_Vendor_Overview_Questions.pdf
https://mde.qualtrics.com/jfe/form/SV_7TJHaH22Lfby3Vs
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REVIEW CRITERIA 

A critical review of intervention materials requires an objective and in-depth 
analysis. For these reasons, vendors will be required to submit detailed evidence 
demonstrating program alignment with the criteria listed below: 

• INDICATOR 1: Intervention Materials Alignment to Established 
Criteria 

Choosing and implementing high-quality interventions for grades PreK-5 is 
key to improving student literacy outcomes. Investing in research-based 
intervention materials increases the likelihood of long-term benefits for 
children’s reading acquisition and overall literacy development. This step is 
essential to fostering lasting improvements in literacy. The initial application 
review in Phase 1 analyzes vendor applications to confirm alignment with the 
identified non-negotiables. Vendors must acknowledge each non-negotiable 
and provide detailed evidence of compliance within the vendor-submitted 
resources. 

• Non-Negotiable 1: Evidence-Based Intervention Alignment 
• Non-Negotiable 2: Maximizes Acceptable Practices and Does Not 

Include Unacceptable Practices 
• Non-Negotiable 3: Code-Emphasis Phonics Instructional Approach 
• Non-Negotiable 4: Integrated Spelling Instruction 

• INDICATOR 2: Student Outcomes 

Students in grades PreK-5 who are in need of literacy intervention should 
have access to intervention programs that have demonstrated improved 
outcomes for students. The review process will leverage the results of the 
NCII Academic Intervention Rating Rubric and the CRRE’s ESSA Level of 
Evidence worksheet. If programs have previously been reviewed by using 
these tools, vendors may submit those reviews. If programs have not yet 
been reviewed using these tools, vendors must complete a self-evaluation 
and provide detailed information and evidence from studies and the program 
materials to substantiate their ratings. 

• INDICATOR 3: Program Components (Tools and Services) 

A careful examination of program components (tools and services) will 
ensure high-quality intervention materials are available to students in need 
of intervention. 

2. Rankings List Requirements 

Michigan’s CLA review process critically evaluates early literacy intervention 
materials (Pre-K-5). The review will be conducted using a two-phase rubric to 
determine the rankings list as described in Section 35m. Each phase is further 
divided into detailed indicators for a thorough review. Vendors must complete 
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the review criteria. Priority must be given to series with a demonstrated history 
of increasing student outcomes. 

Phase 1 consists of: 

• Indicator 1: Intervention Materials Alignment to Established Criteria  
• Four Non-Negotiable categories 

Vendors must acknowledge each non-negotiable and provide evidence of 
compliance with the vendor-submitted resources. Any intervention materials 
reviewed as not aligned with the established criteria will not move on to Phase 2, 
and the intervention materials will be ranked accordingly. 

Phase 2 consists of: 

• Indicator 2: Student Outcomes  
• Indicator 3: Program Components (Tools and Services) and 

Intensification. 

Indicator 2 includes the NCII Academic Intervention Rating Rubric results and 
the ESSA Level Evidence worksheet. Indicator 3 includes general program 
components, such as instructional and procedural routines, scope and sequence, 
within-program assessments, English Learner (EL) supports, intervention group 
guidance, home supports, and teacher supports. 

Phase 1: Non-Negotiable Criteria 

Phase 1 Ratings: 
 Meets expectations 
 Does not meet expectations 

Phase 1 Criteria: 
Indicator 1: Intervention Materials Alignment to Established Criteria 

The Initial Application Review analyzes vendor applications to confirm alignment 
with Non-Negotiables. Vendors must acknowledge each non-negotiable and 
provide evidence of compliance with the vendor-submitted resources. 

Any intervention materials reviewed as not aligned with established Phase 1 
criteria will not move on to Phase 2, and the intervention materials will be ranked 
accordingly. 

Non-Negotiable 1: Evidence-Based Intervention Alignment 

The program aligns with rigorous scientifically based research in reading and 
spelling that informs how students learn to read and spell proficiently and why 
some students struggle with reading and spelling. Specifically: 
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Phase 1 Criteria: 
• The program is based on evidence-based practices for language and literacy 

instruction and research on how students learn to read and spell and why 
they might struggle. 

• The program includes evidence that reading and spelling are rooted in 
language skills and emphasizes the crucial process of mapping sounds to 
printed words. 

• The program has a clear focus on teaching essential reading and spelling 
components and skills, such as phonological awareness, phonics, 
grapheme/phoneme correspondences, morphology, etymology, vocabulary, 
fluency, comprehension, and/or writing, using evidence-based strategies. 

• The program meets the criteria for Tiers 1, 2, or 3 of the ESSA Tiers of 
Evidence (i.e., scores above a Tier 4/Demonstrates Rationale on the ESSA 
Tiers of Evidence). 

• The CLA prioritizes ESSA Tiers 1-3 levels of evidence because Section 
35m(2) requires priority be given to literacy series and materials (i.e., 
intervention materials) that already have a history of increasing 
student outcomes. An ESSA Tier 4 level of evidence indicates that the 
literacy interventions do not yet have evidence of increasing student 
literacy outcomes. 

Non-Negotiable 2: Maximizes Acceptable Practices and Does Not Include 
Unacceptable Practices 

The program maximizes the importance of primarily using the letter-sound 
information to decode or recognize unknown words. 

None of the following instructional methods and resources are used except to 
confirm the meaning of unknown words after decoding has been attempted: 

• Prompting pupils to guess unknown words using pictures and illustrations. 
• Skipping over an unknown word or words to use the meaning of the passage 

to recognize the unknown word or words. 
• Identifying only the first sound of an unknown word and then being 

prompted to guess the word using the word’s initial sound and the meaning 
of the text surrounding the word. 

• Memorizing a word in its written form or by its shape. 
• Using predictable text and leveled text to provide initial word recognition 

instruction and practice in reading newly learned letter-sound 
correspondences. 

Non-Negotiable 3: Code-Emphasis Phonics Instructional Approach 

The intervention uses a “code-emphasis” phonics instructional approach. A code-
emphasis phonics approach includes the following instructional elements: 

• Use of an explicit teaching routine encompassing teacher modeling, guided 
practice, and independent practice. 
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Phase 1 Criteria: 
• Focuses learners’ attention on perception (conscious understanding) of 

speech sounds before focusing on letters (the next component within a 
phonics lesson described below). 

• Encourages “mouth awareness” (ask learners to determine whether their 
mouths are open or closed and whether they are using their vocal cords, 
tongue, teeth, or lips when they make the sound). 

• Includes instruction in all the English phonemes; however, aligns the 
phoneme instruction with the graphemes that are the focus of the next part 
of the lessons. Although English phoneme instruction is presented, 
responses allow for dialectical variations. 

• Engage learners’ hands, eyes, and mouths when possible. 
• Provides for immediate affirmative and corrective feedback. 

Non-Negotiable 4: Integrated Spelling Instruction 

The intervention recognizes that English orthography is morpho-phonemic, with 
the consistent spelling of morphemes taking priority over the consistent spelling of 
phonemes. 

• Instruction is presented in an interrelated manner where 
phoneme/grapheme correspondences are determined by morphological 
boundaries. 

• Instruction is explicit and systematic and incorporates synthetic and analytic 
approaches to orthography. 

• Engages students in the scientific learning of orthography and does not 
depend on memorization as a strategy for spelling. 
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Phase 2 
Indicator 2: Student Outcomes 
The review includes the NCII Academic 
Intervention Rating Rubric results and the ESSA 
Levels of Evidence worksheet. 

Point Value 

NCII Academic Rating Rubric Score: Study 
Design 

2: Fully Meets Criteria (Full 
Bubble) 
1: Partially Meets Criteria (Half 
Bubble) 
0: Does Not Meet Criteria (Empty 
Bubble) 

NCII Academic Rating Rubric Score: Participants 

2: Fully Meets Criteria (Full 
Bubble) 
1: Partially Meets Criteria (Half 
Bubble) 
0: Does Not Meet Criteria (Empty 
Bubble) 

NCII Academic Rating Rubric Score: Fidelity 

2: Fully Meets Criteria (Full 
Bubble) 
1: Partially Meets Criteria (Half 
Bubble) 
0: Does Not Meet Criteria (Empty 
Bubble) 

NCII Academic Rating Rubric Score: Target 
Measures 

2: Fully Meets Criteria (Full 
Bubble) 
1: Partially Meets Criteria (Half 
Bubble) 
0: Does Not Meet Criteria (Empty 
Bubble) 

NCII Academic Rating Rubric Score: Broader 
Measures 

2: Fully Meets Criteria (Full 
Bubble) 
1: Partially Meets Criteria (Half 
Bubble) 
0: Does Not Meet Criteria (Empty 
Bubble) 

ESSA Tiers of Evidence 

3: Fully Meets Criteria (ESSA Tier 
1 Strong Evidence) 
2: Partially Meets Criteria (ESSA 
Tier 2 Moderate Evidence) 
1: Does Not Meet Criteria (ESSA 
Tier 3 Promising Evidence) 
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Indicator 3: Program Components (Tools & 
Services) and Intensification 
The review includes General Program 
Components (Tools & Services). 

Point Value 

The intervention supports systematic instruction 
in one or more of the following components: 
phonological awareness, phonics and word 
study, fluency, vocabulary, and comprehension. 

2: Fully meets criteria 
1: Partially meets criteria 
0: Does not meet criteria 

The program provides a scope and sequence 
that shows the progression from simpler to more 
complex concepts with standards correlation 
information. 

2: Fully meets criteria 
1: Partially meets criteria 
0: Does not meet criteria 

The program includes instructional routines 
and/or scripts that note what the instructor 
should say and do. 

2: Fully meets criteria 
1: Partially meets criteria 
0: Does not meet criteria 

The same routines, terminology, and procedures 
are used across skill areas and lessons. 

2: Fully meets criteria 
1: Partially meets criteria 
0: Does not meet criteria 

The instructional routines and activities elicit 
high levels of student response. 

2: Fully meets criteria 
1: Partially meets criteria 
0: Does not meet criteria 

The program includes a placement test or 
guidance for placement decisions using external 
measures to identify starting points for students 
in the intervention program. 

2: Fully meets criteria 
1: Partially meets criteria 
0: Does not meet criteria 

The program includes within-program 
assessments to assist in consistently 
determining student progress and instructional 
next steps. 

2: Fully meets criteria 
1: Partially meets criteria 
0: Does not meet criteria 

The program offers guidance on the ideal 
intervention group size and the time 
requirements for effective implementation.  

2: Fully meets criteria 
1: Partially meets criteria 
0: Does not meet criteria 

The program includes decodable text with skills 
aligned with the skills from the lesson.  

2: Fully meets criteria 
1: Partially meets criteria 
0: Does not meet criteria 

The program provides explicit support for 
diverse learners, including EL learners. 

2: Fully meets criteria 
1: Partially meets criteria 
0: Does not meet criteria 

The program provides multiple opportunities for 
deliberate, purposeful practice and retrieval 
practice. 

2: Fully meets criteria 
1: Partially meets criteria 
0: Does not meet criteria 

Materials provide strategies for informing all 
partner stakeholders, including students, 
parents, or caregivers, about the program and 
suggestions for how they can help support 
student progress and achievement. 

2: Fully meets criteria 
1: Partially meets criteria 
0: Does not meet criteria 
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Indicator 3: Program Components (Tools & 
Services) and Intensification 
The review includes General Program 
Components (Tools & Services). 

Point Value 

Teacher Supports: 
Materials include opportunities for teachers to 
effectively plan and utilize with integrity to 
further develop their own understanding of the 
content, including but not limited to the 
following. 

• Materials provide teacher guidance with 
useful annotations and suggestions for 
how to enact the student materials and 
ancillary materials, with specific attention 
to engaging students to guide their 
literacy development. 

• Materials contain explanations and 
examples of grade-level/course-level 
concepts and/or standards and how the 
concepts and/or standards align to other 
grade/course levels so that teachers can 
improve their own knowledge of the 
subject. 

• Materials provide explanations of the 
instructional approaches of the program, 
identify the research-based strategies, 
and explain the role of the standards. 

• Materials provide a comprehensive list of 
supplies needed to support instructional 
activities. 

2: Fully meets criteria 
1: Partially meets criteria 
0: Does not meet criteria 

3. Ownership of submitted materials 

MDE is responsible for complying with applicable records Retention and Disposal 
Schedules for all data that is created and maintained by the vendor for submission. 

4. Timeframes 

All Requests for Submission must be received between 5:00 pm EST on February 
28, 2025, and 11:59 pm EST on March 14, 2025. 
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5. Procedures 

STEPS OF THE INTERVENTION MATERIALS REVIEW PROCESS: 

STEP 1: VENDOR SUBMISSIONS 
The vendor submits an Intervention Materials Vendor Application for the 
intervention materials that demonstrates alignment with the criteria outlined in the 
application. The vendor also submits the following: 

1. Digital access to Pre-K through Grade 5 intervention materials to be 
reviewed by the CLA, including: 

• Teacher editions (small group, individual, etc.) 
• Student practice materials 
• Student texts (e.g., decodable readers, trade books/textbooks, student 

readers, etc.) 
• Program assessments (summative and formative) and guidance materials 

for next steps (if applicable) 
• Implementation guides 
• Scope and sequences 
• List of essential program materials to implement evidence-based literacy 

intervention instruction aligned with scientifically based reading research 
• Any other materials necessary for implementation, including but not 

limited to: 
• Professional development offerings 
• Instructional aides (e.g., slide decks, letter cards, anchor charts, 

etc.) 
• student login access 

2. Vendors will create a Google Folder containing the following 
information. Vendors will create a shareable folder link that will be 
submitted with the Vendor Application. Vendors are encouraged to 
organize information in subfolders and reference where in the folder 
specific information can be located. 

• Written description or other documentation containing evidence of 
alignment to scientifically based research on reading and spelling 

• A completed ESSA Level Evidence Worksheet 
• Vendors must select the appropriate ESSA tier of evidence and 

provide supporting documentation. This includes research studies 
and evidence related to the intervention materials. 

• A summary of how the intervention has produced effective results, 
improved outcomes, and/or raised student achievement scores. This 
summary should include results from a typical school-based environment 
and, at a minimum, Pre-K-3 educators’ usage in the school. 

https://mde.qualtrics.com/jfe/form/SV_7TJHaH22Lfby3Vs
https://www.michigan.gov/mde/-/media/Project/Websites/mde/Literacy/Literacy-Grants/ESSA_Level_Evidence_Worksheet.pdf
https://www.michigan.gov/mde/-/media/Project/Websites/mde/Literacy/Literacy-Grants/ESSA_Level_Evidence_Worksheet.pdf
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• A concise yet detailed overview of how the intervention materials being 
reviewed increase student literacy outcomes. 

• Rating from the NCII for the Academic Intervention Tools Chart, if 
previously reviewed or a self-evaluation using the NCII Academic 
Intervention Rating Rubric 

• Any previously published reviews 

The committee may request additional information for scoring. Failure to 
submit a complete application may result in an inability to review the early 
literacy intervention materials and series. 

STEP 2: CLA APPLICATION REVIEW 
The CLA will review each application utilizing a detailed rubric consisting of two 
phases. Each phase of the rubric provides specific details to ensure a thorough 
evaluation process. Vendors that meet the criteria in Phase 1 will move forward to 
Phase 2. 

• Phase 1- Intervention Materials Alignment to Established Criteria 
The CLA will review vendor-submitted materials and responses related to the 
non-negotiables outlined in the application. Intervention materials or 
components that are not aligned with the established criteria are not aligned 
with the science of reading. Research has shown these practices to be less 
effective or potentially harmful to students’ reading development and, 
therefore, should be avoided when selecting intervention materials and 
instruction. 

Any intervention materials reviewed as not aligned with the established 
criteria will not move on to Phase 2, and the intervention materials will be 
ranked accordingly. 

• Phase 2 - Student Outcomes, Program Components (Tools and 
Services) 
The CLA will review vendor-submitted materials, responses, and previous 
reviews from the NCII for the Academic Intervention Tools Chart and the 
CRRE evidence for ESSA or submit a self-evaluation using these tools. 
Vendors will provide detailed evidence, including specific page numbers or 
directions where to locate information to substantiate the self-evaluation, for 
the reviewers to reference. Reviewers will rely on the vendor’s responses 
when completing the rubric. 

STEP 3: EARLY LITERACY INTERVENTION MATERIALS AND SERIES 
RANKINGS LIST 
Each submission will be thoroughly reviewed and evaluated by a minimum of three 
members from The CLA using a detailed rubric. These evaluations will be used to 
provide recommendations to MDE based on the intervention material’s likelihood of 
increasing student literacy outcomes. The CLA will provide MDE with a final 
recommended ranking list. 

https://intensiveintervention.org/sites/default/files/call-tools/ai-bi-2022/2022_AI_Rating_Rubric.pdf
https://intensiveintervention.org/sites/default/files/call-tools/ai-bi-2022/2022_AI_Rating_Rubric.pdf
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6. Questions 

Any questions can be directed to MDE-EarlyLiteracy@michigan.gov or submitted via 
the 35m Vendor Questions Google Form. 

mailto:MDE-EarlyLiteracy@michigan.gov
https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLServaBJRYPf1grCH5jgAEIO1m-C5riDw-Z7kLcQaNpVCL0gmA/viewform
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