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[bookmark: _Toc239857160][bookmark: _Toc243335960]HELLO AND WELCOME TO A CURATE REPORT!
Through the CUrriculum RAtings by TEachers (CURATE) project, DESE supports equitable access to standards-aligned, high-quality instructional materials by providing trustworthy information in user-friendly reports to inform local curriculum decisions.  
CURATE is part of the Department’s Curriculum Matters: IMplement MA initiative, grounded in this theory of action:  
If educators have the information, tools, and support they need to access, evaluate, and adopt high-quality, standards-aligned, culturally responsive curricular materials  
and if sustainable and collaborative professional learning structures help in-service and pre-service teachers understand and use those materials to orchestrate student learning experiences skillfully  
then teacher and student experiences, and ultimately student outcomes, will improve.  
CURATE supports this work by convening panels of Massachusetts educators to conduct rigorous, evidence-based reviews of comprehensive core instructional materials. Using content-specific CURATE rubrics and a shared, structured review process, panelists collect and interpret representative evidence, calibrate their application of the rubric, and deliberate on the evidence to reach consensus ratings about curriculum alignment and quality to Massachusetts standards. Findings are documented in reports that support informed local curriculum decisions. 
CURATE reports are intended to inform—not replace—local decision-making. They provide an independent, educator-developed analysis of curriculum strengths and areas for growth to support districts as they investigate, select, adopt, and implement instructional materials that best meet their local priorities, community context, and student needs. 
Curriculum quality encompasses more than standards alignment. In Massachusetts, high-quality instructional materials support rigorous, grade-level learning through coherent learning progressions, meaningful disciplinary practices, accessible instructional design, and culturally and linguistically sustaining learning experiences. They also provide teachers with the guidance and resources that support high-quality Tier 1 instruction. 
CURATE criterion ratings provide evidence about specific strengths and areas for growth within curricular materials. A Meets Expectations rating on an individual criterion does not mean that a curriculum is “perfect” or necessarily the right fit for every local context. Districts should interpret CURATE findings alongside local priorities, implementation capacity, professional learning needs, and student assets and needs. In particular, Partially Meets Expectations ratings identify criteria where substantive adaptation or supplementation is needed to serve students well and support successful local implementation.
[bookmark: _Toc243335961]Definitions of Ratings
[image: Meets Expectations. Solid blue circular progress indicator or donut icon with a white center.] Meets Expectations. Strong, consistent evidence of quality. Most or all evidence indicates high quality; little to none indicates low quality. Materials may not be perfect, but Massachusetts teachers and students would be well served and strongly supported by them.
[image: Partially Meets Expectations. Circular progress meter two-thirds filled in dark green, with the remaining third in light gray and a white center.] Partially Meets Expectations. Mixed evidence. Some evidence indicates high quality, while some indicates low quality. Teachers in Massachusetts would benefit from having these materials but need to supplement or adapt them substantively to serve their students well. 
[image: Does Not Meet Expectations. Circular progress meter one-third filled in dark red, with the remainder in light gray and a white center.] Does Not Meet Expectations. Little to no evidence indicates high quality; most or all evidence indicates low quality. Materials would not substantively help Massachusetts teachers and students meet the state’s expectations for teaching and learning.
[image: Not Applicable. Solid gray circular ring or incomplete progress icon with a white center.] Not Applicable (N/A). Used exclusively for the ELA/Literacy Foundational Skills criterion when K–5 curricular materials are not designed to include a foundational skills component as part of the comprehensive core program. 
 [image: Not Rated. Yellow pencil icon with a pink eraser, angled diagonally pointing down and to the right.] Not Rated. A rating is not assigned for this criterion; findings are provided narratively.
[bookmark: _Toc243335962]The CURATE Rating Threshold
A CURATE-reviewed product is designated as high quality if it meets the following benchmarks:
	Evaluation Domain
	Required Rating

	Standards Alignment
	Meets Expectations in all criteria

	Classroom Application
	At least Partially Meets Expectations in all criteria





	We Welcome Your Feedback

	CURATE is committed to continuous improvement. We encourage you to share your feedback on this report through our survey so that future reports continue to serve as useful, trustworthy resources for educators across Massachusetts.




[bookmark: _Toc243335963]FULL REPORT:
Reveal Math 6–8 (McGraw Hill, 2025)
Reveal Math is a digital and print resource for Grades K–12. Visit the McGraw Hill website and the supplemental publisher-provided information later in this report for details.
Grades reviewed: 6–8
[bookmark: _Toc243335964]CURATE Determination
Based on this CURATE review, Reveal Math 6–8 (2025) meets the CURATE Rating Threshold and is designated high quality for Massachusetts. 
[bookmark: _Toc243335965]Key Findings: Standards Alignment and Classroom Application
Reveal Math 6–8 (2025) demonstrates strong alignment to the Massachusetts Mathematics Curriculum Framework (2017) by integrating conceptual understanding, procedural fluency, and rich discourse routines that support diverse learners and English learners.  
Teachers will need to supplement the materials to fully address specific Massachusetts standards (6.RP.A.3e, 6.NS.B.4, and 7.EE.B.4c), expand opportunities for independent tool selection, streamline dispersed pacing guidance, and consistently embed culturally relevant contexts to affirm students’ lived identities and experiences.  
[bookmark: _Toc243335966]Massachusetts Educator Perspective: A Key Strength
“The learning targets are intentionally sequenced, with each lesson building on the previous to deepen understanding.” 
—Massachusetts educator
[bookmark: _Toc243335967]CURATE Ratings At-a-Glance
	Domain
	Criterion
	Rating

	Standards Alignment
	Content Standards and Organization
	· Meets Expectations

	Standards Alignment
	Grade-Appropriate Practices
	· Meets Expectations

	Classroom Application
	Accessibility for Students
	· Meets Expectations

	Classroom Application
	Usability for Teachers
	· Meets Expectations

	Classroom Application
	Impact on Learning
	[image: Not Rated. Yellow pencil icon with a pink eraser, angled diagonally pointing down and to the right.] Not Rated


[bookmark: _Toc243335968]
MA Priorities: Supporting Inclusive and Culturally and Linguistically Sustaining Practices
	Priorities
	The materials include/provide…
	Teachers will need to supplement or adapt the materials substantively and with integrity to include/provide…

	MA-Specific Content Standards
	· Coherent progression of learning across Grades 6–8 aligned to most MA standards 
· Units balancing conceptual understanding, procedural fluency, and real-world application  
· Integration of visual models, equations, estimation strategies, and digital tools to support problem solving 
	· Explicit coverage of MA-specific standards not fully addressed 6.RP.A.3e, 6.NS.B.4, and 7.EE.B.4c
· Aligned pacing that enables all standards to be addressed within the school year, incorporating consolidation guidance 

	Students with Disabilities (SWDs)
	· Visual models, hands-on activities, partner collaboration opportunities, and activity-based or guided exploration aligned to student needs 
· Guiding questions, differentiated tasks, and language routines informed by exit ticket data 
· Readiness diagnostics and targeted intervention tables supporting differentiation, including clearly defined pathways for “Build Proficiency,” “Reinforce Understanding,” and “Extend Thinking” 
	· Strengthen assessment accessibility by incorporating varied opportunities for diverse learners to demonstrate grade-level understanding 
· Supplemental tools including vocabulary supports and graphic organizers 
· More consistent translation of teacher-edition supports into student-facing materials 

	English Learners (ELs)

	· Differentiated language supports learning scaffolds embedded in the teacher materials, including sentence frames and word banks
· Visual representations, collaborative problem-solving opportunities, and multimedia resources supporting home language use and vocabulary development 
· Tiered scaffolds aligned to student proficiency levels 
	· Expanded student-facing access to supports during independent work, including regular glossary connections and consistent sentence starters
· Additional examples and scaffolds aligned to a range of English language proficiency levels

	Students Working Above or Below Grade Level
	Working Above Grade Level 
· STEM-based activities and performance tasks for extension including “Extend Thinking” pathways 
· Math probes and digital tools supporting varied readiness levels 
· Readiness diagnostics to inform differentiated instruction 
· Flexible choice between activity-based and guided exploration
Working Below Grade Level 
· “Build Proficiency” and “Reinforce Understanding" pathways informed by readiness diagnostics and formative assessment data 
· Intervention opportunities supported by math probes and assessment results 
· Flexible instructional options, including activity-based or guided exploration, supported by digital resources across readiness levels 
	Working Above Grade Level 
· More proactive, in-lesson differentiation rather than relying primarily on post-assessment supports 
· Sufficient instructional time for both intervention and enrichment 
Working Below Grade Level 
· More robust scaffolds within complex application tasks to support student access and engagement 

	Diverse Representation & Perspectives
	· Real-world contexts embedded through everyday scenarios (e.g., currency, environmental topics such as water consumption), including diverse names and situational contexts across word problems 
· Structured discourse routines that support mathematical communication and reasoning 
· Opportunities for students to share experiences, activate prior knowledge, and make connections to broader global and environmental issues 
· References to mathematicians and their contributions within select lessons 
	· More consistent integration of culturally diverse perspectives beyond surface-level representation 
· Increased structured opportunities for critical analysis of equity and power where students can engage with a wider range of diverse perspectives 
· Stronger alignment to students’ home lives and cultural contexts in application tasks 
· Clearer guidance for integrating diverse perspectives into discussion prompts 




[bookmark: _Toc243335969]Narrative Strengths and Areas for Growth
Standards Alignment
Content Standards and Organization  [image: Meets Expectations. Solid blue circular progress indicator or donut icon with a white center.]
Reveal Math 6–8 (2025) demonstrates strong coherence with clearly sequenced content and structures that help teachers understand how mathematical ideas build over time and support student access to grade-level learning. The integration of conceptual understanding, procedural fluency, and real-world application provides multiple entry points for students to engage with rigorous content through varied representations and contexts. Gaps in alignment to MA-specific standards (6.RP.A.3e, 6.NS.B.4, and 7.EE.B.4c) indicate that teachers will need to supplement instruction, practice, and assessment opportunities to support all students in accessing and mastering grade-level expectations. Additionally, while real-world contexts are present, they do not consistently reflect culturally and linguistically relevant experiences or support critical analysis of diverse perspectives. As a result, teachers may need to incorporate more inclusive and representative tasks to better support equitable access and student engagement.  
Strengths
· Content progresses coherently from unit to unit and grade to grade in alignment with Massachusetts standards. In Grade 6, Volume 1, Unit 4, the materials include a “Unit Overview” with a “Focus” section describing key mathematical ideas and prerequisite knowledge, alongside a “Coherence” section that identifies what students have learned, what they are learning, and what they will learn in future units, supporting connections to major work of the grade, including proportional reasoning and probability. In Grade 7, Volume 2, Unit 2, Lesson 2, coherence is further strengthened through structured Unit Planners that include pacing, lesson objectives, academic language, rigor focus, and explicit Massachusetts standards alignment, with lessons progressing logically from solving equations to inequalities and real-world applications, reflecting a coherent development of concepts and increasing levels of rigor. In Grade 8, Volume 2, Unit 5, Lesson 2, “Math Background” sections explicitly connect prior learning to new content, such as linking scatter plot analysis to earlier work with coordinate planes and linear relationships, helping to situate new learning within a broader mathematical progression. 
· Materials build conceptual understanding, procedural fluency, and real-world application in balanced and effective ways. Across grades, materials consistently integrate these components through scaffolded supports, multiple representations, and meaningful contexts, supporting access for diverse learners. In Grade 6, Volume 1, Unit 3, Lesson 2, students develop conceptual understanding of rates using double number lines while strengthening procedural fluency through applied calculations. In Grade 7, Volume 1, Unit 2, Lesson 1, guided explorations with scale drawings allow students to apply equivalent ratios and perimeter formulas, reinforcing procedural skills while emphasizing relationships and real-world problem solving. In Grade 8, Volume 2, Unit 6, Lesson 2, application tasks connect mathematical concepts to everyday contexts, such as using square roots to understand cell phone chargers, supporting both conceptual understanding and relevance. 
Areas for Growth
· While the materials align with most Massachusetts standards and demonstrate strong coherence, teachers need to supplement instruction for specific standards that are not fully addressed. Across Grade 6 materials, standard 6.RP.A.3e is not addressed, which requires students to solve problems involving the relationship between mass and volume. Additionally, standard 6.NS.B.4 is partially addressed in Grade 6, Volume 1, Unit 6, Lesson 7, where prime factorization is introduced through guided exploration. The concept is not consistently named, practiced, or assessed using formal terminology, which may limit opportunities for students to fully develop mastery. Across Grade 7 materials, standard 7.EE.B.4c, or extended analysis of arithmetic and geometric sequences, is not fully addressed. Teachers may also need to provide additional instruction, practice, and assessment opportunities for diverse learners to provide full access to grade-level content.  
· Materials include real-world applications that support engagement and conceptual understanding, yet they do not consistently incorporate contexts that promote critical analysis of systemic inequities, power dynamics, and anti-racism. While applied scenarios, such as transportation and navigation systems in Grade 7, Volume 1, Unit 2, Lesson 1, and everyday technology in Grade 8, Volume 2, Unit 6, Lesson 2, are included, they do not explicitly address equity. Expanding opportunities for students to engage with data and scenarios that reflect the lived experiences of diverse learners could enhance relevance and foster deeper critical thinking. Teachers may need to supplement materials with culturally and linguistically responsive tasks to support equitable access to meaningful mathematical application. 
Grade-Appropriate Practices  [image: Meets Expectations. Solid blue circular progress indicator or donut icon with a white center.]
Reveal Math 6–8 (2025) provides structured opportunities for students to engage in reasoning, representation, and discourse through routines that support explanation, collaboration, and the use of multiple representations. Students regularly apply visual, symbolic, and contextual models and participate in peer discussion routines that promote access to mathematical thinking, including for diverse learners and English learners (ELs). Opportunities for justification and explanation are embedded in routines such as partner discussions and revision cycles, fostering the development of clear and rigorous mathematical communication. While materials encourage students to solve problems using tools, opportunities for independent tool selection and strategic decision-making are limited.
Strengths
· Materials consistently encourage students to use multiple representations when solving problems, including visual, physical, symbolic, and digital formats, and support connections among these representations in alignment with Standards for Mathematical Practice (SMP) 1, SMP2, and SMP4. In Grade 8, Volume 2, Unit 8, Lesson 1, students compare staircases to understand slope through visual observation, then represent the situation with tables, graphs, and linear equations, including graphing with Desmos. Application tasks such as “Madison’s Savings” ask students to interpret and justify reasoning across representations, linking real-world contexts to symbolic and graphical models. In Grade 6, Volume 1, Unit 2, Lesson 2-1, students collect and represent data using concrete materials such as cubes or sticky notes before creating pictorial representations, supporting a progression from concrete to abstract understanding. In Grade 7, Volume 2, Unit 6, Lesson 5, students model multiplication of integers with algebra tiles alongside symbolic rules, reinforcing connections between visual and symbolic representations. Across grades, these scaffolded opportunities support engagement with multiple representations and enhance access for diverse learners, including English learners (ELs). 
· Materials consistently encourage students to explain, justify, and evaluate mathematical thinking using clear oral and written communication, aligning with SMP3 and SMP6. In Grade 8, Volume 2, Unit 5, Lesson 2, the “Stronger and Clearer Each Time” routine structures peer discourse through a think–share–revise cycle, a structure repeated in Grade 7, Volume 2, Unit 6, Lesson 2 to help students refine explanations based on peer feedback. Similarly, in Grade 7, Volume 1, Unit 2, Lesson 7, prompts ask students to defend their reasoning with peers, while in Grade 7, Volume 2, Unit 10, Lesson 3 of the Teacher Edition, “Or You Could” number routines prompt them to compare and contrast different strategies. In Grade 6, Volume 2, Unit 9, Lesson 4, “Notice and Wonder” routines reinforce explanation and critique, while in Grade 6, Volume 2, Unit 9, Lesson 3, students provide written justifications of findings within the “Activity Exploration Journal.” In Grade 8, Volume 1, Unit 2, Lesson 8, teacher guidance via “Orchestrating Rich Mathematical Discourse” callouts further emphasizes these structured discussions across grades. These routines are systematically supported by EL scaffolds across all proficiency levels (from Entering to Reaching) as outlined in the “Implementation Guide,” which provides tiered tools like sentence frames, home-language use, and structured partner questioning. Combined with these language supports, these consistent routines provide repeated opportunities for all students, including ELs, to engage in meaningful discourse and strengthen communication skills. 
· Materials encourage students to solve problems using a range of appropriate tools and representations, including diagrams, tables, graphs, and digital tools, supporting SMP5. In Grade 6, Volume 2, Unit 8, Lesson 1, students solve a real-world problem by first estimating, then using tape diagrams, and finally writing equations, demonstrating a structured progression in tool use. In Grade 7, Volume 2, Unit 9, Lesson 5, students use organized lists, tables, and tree diagrams to determine probabilities and later choose among these methods, supporting flexible application of tools. In Grade 8, Volume 1, Unit 4, Lesson 5, students construct functions from tables and use multiple representations to model real-world situations, with discussion prompts encouraging students to consider different approaches and representations (EdReports, 2G). Across grades, these examples show students engaging with multiple tools to model and solve problems, supporting access for diverse learners through varied representations. 
· Materials provide opportunities for students to participate in regular conversation and collaboration with peers focused on lesson content, aligning with Guiding Principle 3 and supporting speaking and listening standards. In Grade 6, Volume 1, Unit 2, Lesson 1 of the Teacher Edition, students participate in a structured “Successive Pair Share” routine with independent think time, multiple partner discussions, and a post-write reflection. This activity allows students to share and refine ideas through repeated interactions. In Grade 7, Volume 1, Unit 3, Lesson 1 of the Teacher Edition, students engage in discussion routines such as comparing solution methods, analyzing similarities and differences, and collaboratively exploring numberless word problems, providing opportunities to discuss multiple approaches to problem solving. In Grade 8, Volume 2, Unit 8, Lesson 2, “Collaborative Reasoning” tasks make discussion a central component of the lesson. Students solve systems of equations using substitution, elimination, and graphing and respond to prompts such as “Compare your solution with a peer. How does your method differ?” and “Explain why one method might be more efficient for this problem,” engaging in small-group discussions, justifying their reasoning orally, and recording observations. These structures place student-to-student discourse at the core of learning and provide multiple entry points for participation, supporting diverse learners, including ELs, in engaging with grade-level mathematical content. 
Areas for Growth
· While materials provide access to a range of tools, tool selection is often directed rather than student driven. In Grade 8, Volume 2, Unit 5, Lesson 1 of the Teacher Edition, students are guided to use specified tools such as tables and graphs, with limited opportunities to choose independently. Additionally, graphing calculators, which can be useful for solving complex algebraic equations, are not explicitly referenced, despite the availability of digital tools in some lessons. Teachers may need to supplement instruction with opportunities for students to select tools strategically, reflect on their effectiveness, and engage with a broader range of technologies to foster autonomy and support strategic tool use for diverse learners. 


Classroom Application
Accessibility for Students [image: Meets Expectations. Solid blue circular progress indicator or donut icon with a white center.]
Reveal Math 6–8 (2025) provides multiple entry points to grade-level content through scaffolded instruction, varied representations, and collaborative structures that support access for students with disabilities, English learners (ELs), and students performing above or below grade level. Students have multiple opportunities to demonstrate understanding through modeling, written explanations, visual representations, and digital tools, though summative assessments are largely uniform with limited differentiated pathways. EL supports include vocabulary instruction, multilingual glossaries, and language scaffolds that maintain cognitive demand while supporting academic language development, though they are more effective when teacher-facilitated than independently accessible. The materials include some culturally relevant and real-world contexts, offering opportunities for mathematical connections to students’ experiences, with moderate consistency. Teachers may supplement to further strengthen sustained discourse and identity-affirming mathematical engagement. 
Strengths
· Materials provide for varied means of accessing content, helping teachers meet the diverse needs of students with disabilities and those working above or below grade level. Across Grades 6–8, the materials include differentiated strategies, scaffolded supports, and multiple entry points that enable all students to engage with grade-level mathematics through varied representations and learning experiences. In Grade 6, Volume 2, Unit 6, Lesson 6, students engage with worked examples, guided and independent practice, and extension opportunities, supporting learners who need additional scaffolding through explicit modeling while also providing increased complexity for those ready for deeper engagement. In Grade 7, Volume 1, Unit 3, a “Readiness Diagnostic” identifies gaps in prior knowledge and connects students to targeted intervention lessons aligned to specific learning needs, supporting differentiated instructional pathways into grade-level content. In Grade 8, Volume 1, Unit 4, Lesson 4, students participate in an activity-based exploration using real-world contexts, partner collaboration, and graphing tools, with embedded supports such as vocabulary pre-teaching and academic language scaffolds that enhance access for students with disabilities and English learners (ELs), while open-ended and collaborative components allow for multiple solution strategies and deeper reasoning.
· Materials provide for varied means of demonstrating learning, helping teachers meet the diverse needs of students with disabilities and those working above or below grade level. Across Grades 6–8, the materials offer multiple means of action and expression by allowing students to demonstrate understanding through modeling, written explanations, visual representations, digital tools, and opportunities for student choice in how they represent their thinking. The Grades 6–8 “Implementation Guide” describes digital platforms, including an “Interactive Student Edition,” online practice, and assessments with varied item types, that allow students to demonstrate understanding in multiple formats. In Grade 6, Volume 1, Unit 2, of the “Interactive Student Edition,” students engage in modeling projects connected to real-world contexts such as resource use, allowing them to communicate mathematical reasoning through both visual and written forms, supporting students’ varied learning needs and approaches. In Grade 6, Volume 1, Unit 8, Lesson 3, students complete a “Quick Check” and an “Exit Ticket” that include both multiple-choice and short-answer items, with an option for digital submission that provides immediate feedback. These structures allow students to demonstrate understanding in multiple formats within a single assessment. 
· Materials help teachers provide students at various levels of English proficiency access to grade-level content, cognitively demanding tasks, and academic language development English. In Grade 8, Volume 2, Unit 8, Lesson 1, supports include explicit pre-teaching of domain-specific vocabulary such as “break-even,” “expense,” and “revenue,” alongside opportunities for students to read, write, and justify reasoning using academic language within a systems of equations context. In Grade 8, Volume 2, Unit 8, Lesson 2, structured sentence stems such as “The solution looks reasonable because…” and “I compared my estimate with my partner’s reasoning…” support students in explaining and revising their thinking during mathematical discourse. In Grade 7, Volume 2, Unit 6 of the Teacher Edition, language scaffolds in the “Unit Overview” are organized by proficiency level, allowing ELs to engage in the same rigorous problem-solving tasks while differentiating access to language structures needed for participation. A multilingual glossary is also available in 14 languages to support academic vocabulary across units.
· Materials include questions and tasks that affirm and value diverse identities, backgrounds, and perspectives, providing students with opportunities to engage with real-world contexts and relevant representations. In Grade 6, Volume 1, Unit 2, of the Teacher Edition, a “STEM Task” on water conservation includes contextual prompts related to societal approaches to resource use, connecting mathematics to real-world environmental contexts. Across Grades 6–8, word problems include a range of names and situational contexts that reflect diverse individuals and settings. In Grade 7, Volume 1, Unit 1, guidance in the “Unit Review” of the Teacher Edition encourages students to connect mathematical learning to their cultural backgrounds and experiences.  
Areas for Growth
· While materials provide multiple opportunities for students to demonstrate understanding through modeling tasks and varied representations, summative assessment structures are largely uniform across units. End-of-unit assessments do not consistently include differentiated versions, embedded scaffolded, or alternative pathways for students to demonstrate grade-level mastery. Teachers may need to supplement assessment approaches to support students with disabilities and English learners (ELs) in demonstrating grade-level understanding through varied means of action and expression.  
· Sentence frames, vocabulary tools, and discourse supports are primarily teacher-directed rather than embedded directly within student-facing materials for independent use in real time, requiring teachers to manually supplement and activate these tools during tasks. Strengthening the design of student-facing materials to include embedded, in-task language supports such as accessible vocabulary references, sentence starters, and structured language prompts would increase opportunities for ELs to develop academic language while maintaining cognitive demand. 
· While materials include some culturally relevant contexts and real-world applications, these opportunities are limited in both depth and consistency. Tasks primarily provide surface-level representation through names and contextual settings rather than sustained opportunities for students to draw on lived experiences, evaluate diverse perspectives, or engage deeply with identity and equity.  Expanding tasks to more intentionally incorporate identity-affirming contexts and structured opportunities for perspective-taking would strengthen alignment to expectations for valuing diverse identities and backgrounds. 
Usability for Teachers  [image: Meets Expectations. Solid blue circular progress indicator or donut icon with a white center.]
Reveal Math 6–8 (2025) provides clear instructional purpose with integrated content and language objectives, though student-facing visibility of learning goals is inconsistent. Instructional routines and discourse structures support implementation and student participation, while limited guidance on equitable grouping and bias-aware collaboration requires intentional teacher facilitation. Assessment resources, including diagnostics, probes, rubrics, and exemplars, support monitoring of student understanding, though limited student-friendly criteria and variation in English language development supports may reduce accessibility and self-assessment opportunities for some learners. Pacing guidance and professional learning resources are comprehensive but dispersed, requiring teacher interpretation and additional planning for consistent implementation. 
Strengths
· Lessons and tasks advance student learning with clear purpose and intentional sequences that explicitly map content and language development across grades. In Grade 6, Volume 1, Unit 5, Lesson 1 of the Teacher Edition, lessons include clear mathematics, language, and mindset objectives, prompting students to calculate areas while orally describing shapes using academic language. In Grade 7, Volume 2, Unit 8, Lesson 2 of the Teacher Edition, lessons follow a structured progression from contextualized “Be Curious” problems to guided practice and independent work. Each lesson includes clearly identified mathematical goals, key terms, associated standards, suggested pacing, and optional scaffolds or enrichment to support a range of learners while maintaining alignment to the objective. In Grade 8, Volume 2, Unit 5, Lesson 1 of the Teacher Edition, learning targets are intentionally sequenced to progress from constructing scatter plots and determining intervals to interpreting associations, to modeling relationships using lines of fit, and ultimately making predictions using slope and y-intercept.
· Materials support teachers with suggested classroom routines and structures including grouping strategies. The “Implementation Guide” for Grades 6–8 outlines Math Language Routines (MLRs) aligned to four design principles: supporting sense-making, optimizing output, cultivating conversation, and maximizing meta-awareness, and includes routines such as “Stronger and Clearer Each Time,” “Critique, Correct, and Clarify,” “Three Reads,” and “Compare and Connect.” In Grade 6, Volume 2, Unit 9, Lesson 1 of the Teacher Edition, the two-pathway model guides teachers to select an instructional approach based on lesson goals and student needs, including independent or partner work. In Grade 7, Volume 2, Unit 8, Lesson 2 of the Teacher Edition, lessons include structured phases, including guided and independent practice, with embedded scaffolds and enrichment supports. In Grade 8, Volume 1, Unit 4, Lesson 4 of the Teacher Edition, students work in pairs to interpret graphs and discuss representations, supported by prompts such as “convince a friend” and “Convince the skeptic” that encourage justification of reasoning, along with scaffolds for English learners. 
· Pacing is reasonable and flexible and can be implemented within a typical school year. Across the Grades 6–8 “Implementation Guide,” lessons are designed for 45-minute instructional blocks, with some extending over two days. Each lesson includes consistent time allocations across phases, including “Launch” (5–7 minutes), “Explore” (15–20 minutes), and “Develop” (10–12 minutes). In Grade 7, Volume 2, Unit 7 of the Teacher Edition, the “Unit Planner” outlines a structured timeline spanning problem solving, mathematical modeling, fluency practice, and a unit assessment, with flexibility to extend or condense instruction based on student progress. In Grade 8 “Program Resources,” the Editable Pacing Guide includes lessons, standards, learning targets, materials, and allotted days, while consolidation guides across Grades 6–8 provide options for shortening or combining lessons to recover instructional time while maintaining standards coverage. 
· Materials include informal and formal assessments, as well as a comprehensive system of diagnostic, formative, and summative assessments that help teachers measure learning, identify misconceptions, and guide instructional next steps. The “Implementation Guide” for Grades 6-8 outlines assessment types across diagnostic, formative, and summative purposes, including “Course and Unit Diagnostics,” “Lesson Quizzes,” “Exit Tickets,” “Math Probes,” “Unit Assessments (Forms A and B)”, “Unit Performance Tasks, Benchmark Assessments, and “End-of-Year Assessments.” In Grade 8, Volume 1, Unit 2, “Math Probes” provide detailed analysis of student thinking, common misconceptions, and guidance for addressing misconceptions and revisiting the probe after instruction. In Grade 6, Volume 1, Unit 3, Lesson 1, lessons include embedded exit tickets that identify misconceptions about part-to-part and part-to-whole ratios and provide instructional guidance and targeted interventions for reteaching and next steps. These assessment structures offer varied formats and ongoing opportunities for students to demonstrate understanding and support teachers in monitoring progress and adjusting instruction for diverse learners, including English learners (ELs). 
· Materials include rubrics, exemplars, or other resources to help teachers set clear and high expectations for students using structured answer keys, explicit success criteria, and annotated examples of student thinking. In Grade 6, Volume 1, Unit 2, of the Teacher Guide, answer keys are provided for all student-facing activities, including open-ended tasks with guidance such as “student answers should include…,” supporting clear expectations and consistent evaluation of student work. In Grade 7, Volume 2, Unit 6, “Math Probe,” materials identify targeted concepts related to estimating products and quotients with rational numbers, outline common misconceptions including overgeneralizing that multiplication always results in a larger number, and provide authentic examples of correct student work and explanations. Across these resources, expectations for proficiency are clearly defined, supporting teachers in identifying levels of student understanding and reasoning, with supports to increase access for ELs and students with disabilities. 
· Materials include guidance and resources designed to build teachers’ knowledge through structured professional learning modules, instructional routines, and implementation supports. Across Grades 6–8, the “STEMcoach in Action” resource and “Designing the Learning Experience” modules provide four professional development options: interpreting standards, developing assessments, designing lessons, and analyzing student data, that support teachers in applying research-based strategies to instructional decision-making. In Grade 6, Volume 1, Unit 5, unit guidance supports teachers in selecting between activity-based exploration and guided exploration based on student readiness and lesson demands, providing structured decision points for instructional planning. The “Program Overview” includes instructional videos for “Be Curious” and “Sense-Making” routines, “Ignite” activities, and “Math Probes,” along with EL supports that leverage home languages and visual representations to increase access to content. In Grade 8, Unit 4, the “Functions Overview” provides coherence supports that connect prior learning, current instruction, and future mathematical concepts, strengthening teachers’ understanding of content progression across grade levels. 
Areas for Growth
· Learning goals are not consistently presented in ways that are accessible to students. In Grade 6, Volume 1, Unit 5, Lesson 1 of the Teacher Edition, objectives are clearly identified for teachers, but students have limited opportunities to engage with or monitor progress toward these targets. Similar patterns are evident across grades. Making learning goals more visible and intentionally revisiting them throughout instruction could strengthen students’ understanding of the purpose of their learning and better support access for English learners (ELs) and students with disabilities.  
· While materials include pacing guidance and flexibility tools, overall pacing across Grades 6–8 may be ambitious. The “Implementation Guide” for Grades 6-8 shows that the number of instructional days ranges from approximately 169 to 177 days, which may not account for interruptions such as assemblies, testing, or other non-instructional time. Teachers may need to use consolidation guides or combine lessons to fit the curriculum within a typical school year. In Grade 8, the “Program Resources Editable Pacing Guide” does not explicitly designate time for course diagnostics, unit diagnostics, end-of-year assessments, or state testing. Materials also do not consistently provide time estimates for mathematical modeling or performance tasks, which may require additional planning and teacher preparation to prioritize content and maintain equitable access for all students. 
· Provided rubrics and answer keys do not consistently provide rubrics in student-friendly language that would allow students to independently interpret success criteria or engage in self- and peer-assessment. Additionally, materials provide limited examples of student work across levels of English language development, which may limit teachers’ ability to model expectations for ELs at varying proficiency levels. Expanding annotated exemplars that reflect different levels of student language development and performance could further clarify expectations and better support ELs and students with disabilities. 
· Professional learning modules, videos, and tools are highly distributed across multiple online platforms without explicit guidance detailing exactly when to apply specific supports, impacting usability.  While the breadth of videos, routines, and tools is extensive, there is minimal explicit guidance to help teachers actively adapt lessons to reinforce sociocultural consciousness or systematically address linguistic, racial, ethnic, and gender diversity.
Impact on Learning [image: No Rated. Yellow pencil icon with a pink eraser, angled diagonally pointing down and to the right.]
Reveal Math 6–8 (2025) demonstrates alignment with research-based practices.


[bookmark: _Toc242806502][bookmark: _Toc243335970]WHAT THE PUBLISHER SAYS
Publishers were invited to share information about diverse representation in their instructional materials, professional learning opportunities for Massachusetts educators, and product specifications. The following information was submitted by McGraw Hill for Reveal Math 6–8 (2020).
[bookmark: _Toc242806503][bookmark: _Toc243335971]Diverse Representation
Describe how students of diverse races, ethnicities, nationalities, socioeconomic classes, family experiences, linguistic backgrounds, abilities, cultures, religions, genders, gender identities, sexual orientations, and other diverse social identity markers see themselves fully reflected, respected, and valued in your curriculum. Describe also how your curriculum challenges existing narratives about historically marginalized and historically centered or normed cultures, including challenges rooted in systemic oppression. 
McGraw Hill is committed to publishing pedagogically sound, high-quality instructional materials that are fair and unbiased and recognize the unique contributions of people of all races and cultures. Reveal Math prides itself on exceeding the requirements for equal opportunity and representation in its program. Our processes help ensure that our programs, based on standards and built around learning objectives, reflect the inclusion and representation of individuals from diverse cultural and linguistic backgrounds. For example, our style guide is regularly updated to ensure it is relevant, current, and reflective of the diversity of the U.S. population. We strive for writing and depictions that are culturally sensitive and inclusive rather than exclusive.
To ensure the highest quality materials, we regularly employ standardized processes during product development to maintain academic integrity. These include 1) protocols to align materials to the relevant curriculum standards, frameworks, strategies, and learning objectives for the particular content area; 2) development procedures and guidelines to ensure that all content, depictions, and instructional practices are relevant, respectful, and meaningful; and 3) processes to engage a range of expert authors, consultants, content reviewers, teacher reviewers, and curriculum advisers to validate our content and pedagogy. 
For grades 6-8, the authorship team identified six essential areas for ensuring equity throughout the program. Each unit highlights one of these principles alongside actionable implementation strategies. The principles include Go Deep with the Math, Use Effective Teaching Practices, Build Connections, Partner with Families and Communities, Set and Maintain High Expectations, and Foster Strong Math Identity and Agency. In the Student Edition, features like Math History Minutes highlight multicultural, global mathematics influencers and their impact on the world through their work. Biographies featured in Math History Minutes include those of Graciano Ricalde Gamboa, Florence Nightingale, Euphemia Haynes, Benjamin Banneker, and Mary G. Ross, among other notable STEM pioneers.
To help students build mathematical identity and student agency in order to set and maintain high expectations for all students, each grade level is introduced by the Math Is unit. This unit encourages students to reflect on their mathematical identity, creating agency and developing essential thinking habits, cultivating a growth mindset, with value placed on students’ unique mathematical experiences and perspectives. Embedded Math Is prompts recall back to this unit throughout the program, providing ongoing support to sustain the positive mathematical habits established during this initial unit.
Additional features that encourage students to use their unique mathematical backgrounds and identities to provide diverse perspectives include Ignite! Activities and Be Curious moments. Both cultivate conversation around mathematical topics and provide opportunities for students to share their own unique experiences and backgrounds.
[bookmark: _Toc242806504][bookmark: _Toc243335972]Professional Learning
Describe any professional learning opportunities (materials or experiences, publisher-provided or otherwise) available for Massachusetts educators that are designed to support skillful implementation of your curriculum. If there are professional learning opportunities available specifically to support skillful use of the materials with English learners, students with disabilities, students working above or below grade level, and/or students of other diverse social identity markers, please include this information.
Professional Development is a key factor in implementing McGraw Hill learning programs with fidelity. Professional development comes in a variety of delivery methods and is customizable as needed. The particular mix of these delivery methods would be developed in a leadership meeting with McGraw Hill and District Leadership Teams.
Teachers also have access to embedded PD materials within the program itself via the Teacher Digital Center’s Program Overview: Learning & Support Resources, with workshops by the authorship team designed to support content and pedagogical knowledge, instructional practices, and digital teaching and learning strategies. Additionally, live virtual summer training sessions are open to all attendees, hosted in July and August. Teachers can register to attend live with opportunities to ask questions, or opt to receive a recording of the training for future use.
The program provides professional development training specifically designed to ensure educational equity. For instance, the Supporting Multilingual Learners workshop library by author Georgina Rivera provides teachers with tips to leverage students’ home languages, use visual representations, provide sense-making for story problems, and more. Supports for instructional equity are also covered in both the Initial Implementation and Follow-Up Implementation trainings, with a focus on features such as data-based decision-making, Targeted Intervention, the Differentiate phase of the lesson framework, and mathematical language supports.
The initial implementation training focuses on the pedagogical design of the program and the organization of the available digital resources. This session covers materials and program resources, a preview of the lesson framework as students experience it, a comprehensive review of the lesson framework using the Teacher Edition as a planning tool, and a digital walkthrough. Participants also review the differentiation and assessment cycle provided by the program, including daily differentiation options, targeted intervention resources, and resources to support multilingual learners.
The follow-up implementation training can focus on assessment and reporting, customization of resources, or another area that depends on the district’s needs as they implement the program. For instance, this may include a review of the lesson cycle, a live digital demonstration, workshops to explore differentiation options, and an assessment deep dive, among other topics.
Additional professional learning options include pedagogically-focused Professional Learning Workshops (including additional workshops on the Effective Teaching Practices, Ignite! Activities, mathematical routines, formative assessments, manipulatives, mathematical literacy, etc.) side-by-side coaching, and project management or implementation with support for data reviews, coaching, building walkthroughs, and support for an ongoing training plan.  
[bookmark: _Toc242806505][bookmark: _Toc243335973]Implementation
Describe what a school or district needs to implement your curriculum successfully, including instructional hours and technological infrastructure. Provide basic information about what products are associated with the curriculum (e.g., what texts a typical purchase includes and/or what tools and resources are openly available online).
Reveal Math is a blended learning experience, designed for flexibility and incorporating purposeful print and digital components. Digital content can be accessed via desktop, laptop, or tablet, and easily projected. Print materials include the print Teacher Edition (two volumes), Assessment Resource Book, and Student Edition (two volumes). For all print materials, digital versions are provided.
The Student Digital Center offers a comprehensive feedback loop between teachers and students. Teachers can assign tasks that students complete and submit, allowing teachers to review their work and provide feedback. Other features available in the Student Digital Center include the To-Do List with all current assignments and due dates, animations and videos, technology-enhanced questions, digital scientific and graphing calculators, the eToolkit (a suite of virtual manipulatives and tools varied by grade level), digital glossaries, the Interactive Student Edition eBook within which students can take notes, highlight text, export passages, input answers for immediate feedback, and have text read aloud via the ReadSpeak feature. Within activities in the Student Digital Center, students can engage with virtual manipulatives and exploratory activities that are embedded within the tasks themselves. 
The Teacher Digital Center provides comprehensive resources at the course, unit, and lesson levels across all grade bands. These are available in multiple formats to support varied instructional needs (e.g., as print resources, as digital presentations, downloadable PDF documents, and editable, digitally assignable items). Teachers can access, present, print, and assign materials directly from the platform to adjust for flexible in-person, remote, or blended instruction. Digital resources are often editable, allowing teachers to adapt the content as needed.
At the course level, the Teacher Digital Center provides tools to support successful year-long implementation. These include resources like diagnostic assessments, pacing guides, walkthroughs, family letters, and on-demand professional development materials. At the unit level, teachers can access readiness diagnostics, intervention and extension resources, unit-level assessments, project-based tasks, and more. At the individual lesson level, teachers have access to day-to-day instructional support to provide instruction and differentiate material. These include editable, downloadable presentations with embedded manipulatives, exploratory digital activities, formative checks, daily multimodal practice opportunities, mini-lessons, and more. Additionally, teachers have access to the Gradebook, Assignments, Calendar, Assessments, and class roster, reporting and progress monitoring tools (i.e., Activity Reports, Standards Reports, McGraw Hill Plus Standards and Skills Graph), and professional development workshops and libraries.
McGraw Hill products are device agnostic and can be accessed on any supported internet-ready device through any HTML5-compliant browser. Current information about supported browsers and minimum system requirements can be found here on McGraw Hill’s System Requirements webpage. 
 

[bookmark: _Toc242806506][bookmark: _Toc243335974]Response to the Report
McGraw Hill welcomes this review and appreciates the recognition of Reveal Math 6–8 as high-quality math curriculum for Massachusetts. We wish to provide additional context supporting Classroom Application criteria that may not have been transparent in the initial review process.
Reveal Math 6–8 embeds student-facing supports throughout every lesson, including multilingual glossaries in 14 languages, consistent sentence starters, and vocabulary scaffolds integrated directly into the Explore and Develop phases of each lesson, in both teacher and student materials. Tiered scaffolds aligned to WIDA proficiency levels ensure English learners at every stage access grade-level content with appropriate language support.
Assessment accessibility is addressed through varied formats, including modeling tasks, written explanations, digital tools, and Exit Tickets with both multiple-choice and short-answer options, providing diverse learners multiple pathways to demonstrate understanding.
For students working above grade level, in-lesson differentiation is supported through "Extend Thinking" pathways, STEM tasks, and open-ended performance tasks embedded within lessons rather than reserved for post-assessment. Students working below grade level benefit from "Build Proficiency" and "Reinforce Understanding" pathways, with robust scaffolds within complex application tasks informed by Readiness Diagnostics.
Culturally diverse perspectives are woven throughout via Math History Minutes featuring global mathematicians, real-world contexts connecting to students' home lives, and six equity pillars, including Foster Strong Math Identity and Agency and Partner with Families and Communities, unpacked in every unit. Discussion prompts and collaborative routines provide structured opportunities for students to engage critically with diverse perspectives.



Looking for More Information?
· Read the full approved gateway review.  
· Find a Massachusetts district using this product.
· Learn about The CURATE Process, Rubrics, and Frequently Asked Questions.


[bookmark: _Toc242806507][bookmark: _Toc243335975]CURATE REVIEW NOTES
Departmental Master Agreement
Reveal Math 6–8 (2025) prequalifies for a Departmental Master Agreement based upon its CURATE ratings. Availability of a Master Agreement depends on completion of the applicable publisher negotiation and approval process. Email DESE-CURATE@mass.gov to confirm availability and learn how to utilize an agreement.

[bookmark: _Toc243335976]APPENDIX
[bookmark: _Toc243335977]Appendix A: Understanding CURATE Reviews and Reports
Each CURATE panel uses a content-specific rubric to evaluate comprehensive core instructional materials through two complementary domains: Standards Alignment and Classroom Application. Together, these domains provide a comprehensive picture of curriculum quality by examining both what the materials teach and how well they support effective implementation.
Standards Alignment
This domain examines the extent to which core instructional materials reflect the intent, rigor, and progression of the Massachusetts curriculum frameworks. While reviewed curricula have already met a minimum threshold for alignment to nationally recognized college- and career-ready standards, the CURATE rubric evaluates Massachusetts-specific expectations, priorities, and instructional emphases.
Examples include authentic application of grade-level language standards in ELA/Literacy, mathematical discourse and reasoning in Mathematics, scientific sensemaking in Science and Technology/Engineering, and culturally and linguistically sustaining practices across all content areas.
Panel Guiding Question
To what extent do the materials reflect the intent, rigor, and progression of the Massachusetts curriculum frameworks?
Classroom Application
This domain examines how well instructional materials support teachers in implementing rigorous, inclusive, grade-level instruction for all students. Indicators address accessibility for diverse learners, usability for teachers, and the supports embedded within the curriculum to help teachers meet the expectations of Standard I (Curriculum, Planning, and Assessment) and Standard II (Teaching All Students) of the Massachusetts Standards of Effective Teaching Practice.
Rather than evaluating instructional implementation itself, this domain evaluates the extent to which the curriculum provides teachers with the supports needed to implement high-quality Tier 1 instruction.
Panel Guiding Question
To what extent do the materials support teachers in providing rigorous, accessible, grade-level learning for all students through high-quality Tier 1 instruction?
Cross-Cutting Massachusetts Priorities
Across both domains, CURATE evaluates how well instructional materials support Massachusetts' cross-cutting priorities, including:
· Accessibility and Universal Design for Learning. Providing all students meaningful access to grade-level learning through flexible, inclusive design. 
· Culturally and Linguistically Sustaining Practices. Affirming, valuing, and sustaining students’ cultural identities, language practices, and community knowledge as assets for learning while supporting the many ways students think, communicate, and express who they are in school.
· Integrated Disciplinary Literacy. Developing reading, writing, speaking, listening, and language in service of disciplinary learning.
These priorities are embedded throughout the rubric rather than evaluated as stand-alone criteria.
Standards Alignment Criteria by Content Area
	Content Area
	Criterion 1
	Criterion 2
	Criterion 3

	Digital Literacy and Computer Science K–12
	Scope and Progression
	Approach to Instruction
	Not Applicable

	English Language Arts and Literacy K–5
	Foundational Skills
	Text Quality and Organization
	Classroom Tasks and Instruction

	English Language Arts and Literacy 6–12
	Text Quality and Organization
	Classroom Tasks and Instruction
	Not Applicable

	History and Social Science K–12
	Scope and Progression
	Classroom Tasks and Instruction
	Not Applicable

	Mathematics K–12
	Content Standards and Organization
	Grade-Appropriate Practices
	Not Applicable

	Science and Technology/Engineering K–12
	Scope and Progression
	Approach to Instruction
	Not Applicable


Classroom Application Criteria
	Content Area
	Criterion 1
	Criterion 2
	Criterion 3

	All
	Accessibility for Students
	Usability for Teachers
	Impact on Learning


Across both domains, CURATE evaluates cross-cutting Massachusetts priorities including accessibility and Universal Design for Learning, culturally and linguistically sustaining practices, and integrated disciplinary literacy. These priorities are embedded throughout the rubric rather than evaluated as stand-alone criteria.

[bookmark: _Toc243335978]Appendix B: From Evaluation to Implementation
CURATE evaluates the alignment and quality of comprehensive core curricular materials to Massachusetts standards, with criteria rated Meets Expectations, Partially Meets Expectations, or Does Not Meet Expectations based on the evidence reviewed. These ratings reflect the alignment and quality of the materials themselves, not how they are implemented locally.
Materials that meet the CURATE Rating Threshold are designated high quality for Massachusetts and provide a strong curricular foundation for equitable, high-quality instruction. That designation does not mean materials require no adaptation, supplementation, or thoughtful implementation planning.
Successful implementation depends on educators’ curriculum literacy and the enabling conditions that support their practice, including sustained professional learning, collaborative learning, and intentional instructional planning such as unit unpacking and lesson internalization. Participating in a robust local curriculum review process can also build implementation capacity by deepening educators’ understanding of a curriculum’s design, learning progressions, assessments, and embedded supports—strengthening both local selection decisions and readiness for skillful implementation and continuous improvement.
Grounding Review Findings in Local Context
CURATE reports provide a baseline for quality, but districts must weigh findings alongside local priorities, data, and implementation conditions, including:
· Student Populations and Needs
Student demographics, language assets, strengths, and learning profiles.
· Community Context
Community priorities, local values, and commitments to culturally and linguistically sustaining education.
· Instructional Systems
Existing instructional frameworks, coaching structures, leadership supports, and assessment systems.
· Professional Learning Capacity
Educator readiness, ongoing professional learning, and available coaching and implementation supports.
· Scheduling Constraints
Instructional time, scheduling structures, staffing, and available resources.
The ultimate goal of local reviews is not to identify a “perfect” curriculum but to determine whether core instructional materials provide a high-quality foundation for rigorous, inclusive, and culturally and linguistically sustaining teaching and learning. These local considerations can be organized around four core questions that move districts from evidence about curriculum quality toward informed selection, successful implementation, and continuous improvement.
Beyond Curriculum Quality: Four Questions for Local Decision-Making
CURATE provides evidence to inform an essential first question in local curriculum decision-making: Is the curriculum high quality? But quality alone does not determine whether materials are the right choice for a particular district or what will be needed to translate the written curriculum into high-quality instruction for students. As district leaders and educators move from CURATE findings into deeper local investigation, selection, implementation, and continuous improvement, four questions can guide decision-making:
1. Is the curriculum high quality? 
What does the CURATE report establish about the quality, strengths, and areas for growth of the materials?
2. Is it a good fit for our vision, students, priorities, and context? 
How well does the curriculum align with our instructional vision, student assets and needs, local priorities, community context, and instructional systems?
3. Are we prepared to implement it well?
What leadership capacity, professional learning, systems, resources, and other enabling conditions will be needed to implement the curriculum skillfully?
4. How will we know implementation is working—and how will we improve it over time?
What evidence will we use to understand implementation and its effects on teaching and learning, and how will we use what we learn to continuously improve?
CURATE and Other IMplement MA Resources
CURATE is one part of DESE’s broader Curriculum Matters: IMplement MA strategy for strengthening curriculum selection and implementation across content areas. Together, DESE’s curriculum resources provide different types of evidence, information, and support that schools and districts can use across the IMplement MA curriculum lifecycle and alongside evidence and considerations relevant to their local context.
Each resource helps answer a different question:
· CURATE
What does a Massachusetts educator review establish about the alignment and quality of comprehensive core curricular materials? 
· Curriculum Guides
What information and evidence does DESE provide about available curricular materials in content areas and contexts not currently reviewed through CURATE?
· Curriculum Dashboard
Which curricula are used across Massachusetts districts? 
· Curriculum Matters: IMplement MA
How do leaders and educators build capacity and create the conditions needed for skillful, equitable, and sustainable curriculum implementation?
Explore IMplement MA Resources
· IMplement MA Guide
Instructional leadership framework that guides leaders and educators through the IMplement MA curriculum lifecycle—from establishing a shared instructional vision and investigating and selecting curricular materials to preparing for launch, implementing and monitoring their use, and building the conditions for sustained, equitable instructional improvement. 
· IMplement MA Self-Assessment
Self-assessment tool that helps educator teams identify their current phase in the IMplement MA curriculum lifecycle, assess progress, and determine next steps based on IMplement MA Milestones.
· IMplement MA Networks
Collaborative learning opportunities that support district leaders to build capacity across the IMplement MA curriculum lifecycle, address common challenges, and learn with and from peers.
· Instructional Planning and Observation Tools
Collection of planning and observation tools to support intellectual preparation for instruction with standards-aligned curricular materials and examination of daily, evidence-based, grade-level teaching and learning in service of the Educational Vision and deeper learning across the Commonwealth.
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