
 

 

K-12 SCIENCE 

INSTRUCTIONAL MATERIALS REVIEW COMMITTEE 
February 29, 2024 – Professional Support Center 

Elementary School 8:30am - 10:30am (Room 2051) 
 Middle School 1:00pm - 3:00pm (Room 2054) 
 High School 8:30am - 10:30am (Room 2054) 

 
 
 
 

 
Topic Discussion Notes and Action Items 

1. Review Agenda 
• Susan Smucker started meeting @ 8:35am. 

• 2/22/2024 Minutes 

• Public Comment 

• Evaluation Results Review 

• Finalist Recommendations 

• Next Steps 

• Closing 

2. Review Minutes from 02/22/2024 • Review minutes from 02.22.2024 
-Any changes or additions? No 
-Do we have a motion to accept the minutes? Yes 
-Motion made by: Linda Bryan-Beachler 
-Motion second: Jocelyn Cherry  
 (Accepted @ 8:39am) 

3. Public Comment 
• Instructions for review: 

-Please identify yourself by your full legal name 
for the public record 
-You have no more than three minutes to speak. 
-Florida Law requires all citizens to conduct 
themselves in an orderly fashion at a public 
meeting. 
-Committee will not respond to public comment 
-No public comment (Closed @ 8:40am) 

 

4. Evaluation Results Review 
• Instructions for Group share review: 

-Use the number on the top right corner of your 
agenda and move to the matching chart paper. 
-Observe each graph. 
-Contribute at least one noticing and one 
wondering to the chart paper using the sticky 
notes.  

-Small Group Discussion – sort sticky notes by 

theme 
• Whole Group Share Out 

-Please see attached PDF for results for Noticing 
and Summary 

• Edcredible results: 
- Results for materials for K-5 were discussed 
- Susan Smucker went through results of each 
description line with group.  



-Does the committee need further information 
from EdCredible? NO 

• Do we have a motion to narrow our choices? 

• STEM SCOPE: 
- Ariana Kennedy made motion to remove STEM 
SCOPE from consideration 
- Stephanie Davis second the motion 
- Set to vote: YES 36 /NO 0    
  (motion passed @9:14AM) 

• SAVVAS: 
- Lisa Logan made a motion to remove SAAVAS 
from consideration  
- Scott Flynn second the motion. 
- A request for further discussion was made by 
Danielle Guida. 
-After much discussion a vote was set forth to see 
if keeping SAAVAS  
-Vote was set forth to keep SAAVAS in 
conversation but not a vote to move forward as a 
recommendation 
-Set to vote: YES 19 NO 17 
(motion passed @ 9:32 AM) 

• MCGRAW HILL: 
-Linda Bryan Beacher made motion to 
recommend McGraw Hill as a Finalist. 
-Danielle Guida second 
-Set to vote YES 36    NO  0   
(motion passed @ 9:34AM) 

• DISCOVERY ED:  
-Ariana Kennedy made a motion to move 
forward Discovery Ed 
-Amber Beck second the motion  
- Discussion was made to further discuss: 
Comment:  
Plus Delta Charts showed Grades 1-3 Voted for 
Discovery and Grades 4-5 Voted for Discovery 
and SAVAAS both equally. Using the Edcredible 
(data proven) information, it showed that 
Discovery Ed was favored overall. If we go by the 
data, then our choice should be with Discovery 
Ed.  
-Vote was set forth to move forward with 
recommending Discovery Ed.  
- Set to vote: YES 28 NO 8  
(motion passed @10:30AM) 

• SAVVAS: to move forward with SAAVAS as a 3rd 
recommendation? 
-Liz Gardini made a motion to put SAVVAS as a 
3rd recommendation. 
-Danielle Guida second the motion. 
-Vote was set forth to recommend SAAVAS as a 
finalist. 
-Set to vote: YES 10   NO 26  
(motion passed @10:38AM) 
 



5. Finalist Recommendations 
• McGraw Hill (YES 36/NO 0) 

• Discovery Ed (YES 28/NO 8) 

6. Next Steps • The next steps in the process: 
-Notify publishers by March 1, 2024 
-Information will be shared with schools March 
11– 22, 2024 
-All employees will have online access to review 
materials. 
-Print materials are available at PSC for review 
and will be sent to schools for review. 
-All employees submit an online survey 

7. Closing 
• Next Meeting: 

-Tuesday, April 2, 2024 
-Professional Support Center 
-8:30am – 10:30am 

• During the meeting: 
-Review SDMC staff votes 
-Determine Final Recommendation (ranking 
order) 
-Requires a quorum to be present, please advise 
ASAP if you know you are unable to attend.  

• Examples of Prohibited Communications 
Adoption Committee members are prohibited 
from discussing committee business outside of a 
noticed public meeting in any way, including: 

• Oral discussions:  face-to-face/in person, phone, 
video/teleconference, live chatting, leaving 
voicemail messages. 

• Written correspondence:  letters, faxes, e-mails, 
text messages, instant messaging or through 
other electronic communications (Facebook or 
other social media platform messaging 

 
 


