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• One size does not fit all. What works for one child may not work for another. What works in one 
district does not always work in another. 
 

• School districts know their children best. School districts need flexibility in adopting programs 
that fit the unique needs of the populations they serve. 

• Years of research have demonstrated that retention is harmful to children (Thomas, 2022). 
Organizations like NCTE and the Florida Association of School Psychologists have adopted 
positions against retention (FASP, 2015). Yet Emily Hanford and other social media pundits hold 
up the results of programs like Florida’s retaining of third graders as models for others to follow 
as they implement Hanford’s version of science of reading. 

• Statewide mandates of curriculums to the exclusion of all others effectively create unfair 
monopolies that benefit selected publishers. Take Ohio, where mandates result in adopting 
very expensive programs when less expensive research-based, locally developed curriculums are 
available (Rasinski & McCreight, 2022). Legislation should be rewritten to encourage outcomes, 
not to require the use of one publisher’s materials while excluding all others.  

• The social media claims of the “failures” of balanced literacy practices are not supported 
when ALL the research is considered (American Institutes for Research, 2023; Young, 2019; 
ReadingRecovery.org, 2018). 

• Balanced literacy includes the systematic teaching of phonics, despite social media claims to the 
contrary (“Getting the Facts Straight on Guided Reading,” 2022). 

• Most researchers do not subscribe to the notion that only one science of reading exists. Note 
what three researchers had to say when interviewed by the Washington Post (Strauss, 2021). 
Here is a research paper published by ASCD (Gabriel, 2021). 

• Be sure to ask for truth-in-testing when considering claims of success. DIBELS, a test often used 
to “prove” media-based versions of the science of reading, does not fully test comprehension. For 
gold standard tests of comprehension, look for tests that include all the elements contained in 
Box 1 from this Nell Duke article (2019). Also, carefully review Duke’s advice to policymakers.  

• Often, the research cited by social media advocates is based on weak evidence. For instance, 
Rachael Gabriel notes, “Resources on the International Dyslexia Association website often 
include circular self-references that direct readers to different pages of the site where information 
is attributed to the organization itself rather than to a study, an individual, or a set of researchers” 
(2020).  
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• Serious questions about the accuracy of information provided by social media pundits like 
Emily Hanford have been raised. Much of what she publishes does not go through peer review, 
meaning it has not been properly fact-checked. Her objectivity, along with the quality of the 
research cited on social media, has been questioned (Aukerman, 2022). 

• In their zeal to require that only letter knowledge be used when decoding, social media pundits 
have rejected models like Scanlon’s (2020) and others. Pundits now claim that teachers who are 
following problem-solving models that teach students to use more than just letter information 
are teaching students to “guess at words.” Since this problem-solving model is used by most 
scientists, to make the claim that this is guessing is to say all scientists are guessing. Problem-
solving is not guessing! 

• Social media pundits and others are often looking for ways to promote their view of the reading 
process while discounting all others. Consider this article from the International Dyslexia 
Association (IDA) website outlining how and why they created a new term (“structured literacy”) 
to “sell their product.” The article’s author is a political consultant who led the adoption of 
advanced targeting techniques in campaigns. At the time he wrote this article, he was the 
president of the IDA. 

• Recent research has called into question the effectiveness of many of the practices associated with 
structured literacy as defined above (Barshay, 2022). 

• Research from England, where the use of structured literacy has been in place for years, fails to 
show an educationally significant positive impact (Wyse & Bradbury, 2022). 
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