APPENDIX B: FY2014 CHILD CARE QUALITY GRANT - EVALUATION AND RATING CRITERIA
EEC will score proposals, in part, according to the general evaluation and rating criteria shown below.  Scores will be used to assess the strength of proposals received and to determine whether a performance/monitoring plan should be developed and implemented for a grantee.  EEC reserves the right to alter the amount of funding, available to or awarded to a grantee based on the grantee’s score.  
In determining whether to award a grant,  EEC may consider a number of relevant factors including but not limited to: the respondent’s proposal score, the respondent’s experience in providing the relevant services, the respondent’s or proposed subcontractor’s qualifications, the respondent’s proposed outline for completing the required services, if applicable, the cost of services as outlined in the respondent’s proposed budget detail and expenditure description, the respondent’s contracting/grant history with the Commonwealth, the respondent’s compliance with reporting requirements, and/or best value to the Commonwealth.

EEC has included the general evaluation and rating criteria (shown below) to guide the grantee in completing the grant application.  This rubric provides the general criteria for all grant questions. 
Please note the following:

 

1. In general, applications received after the deadline will not be reviewed or considered for funding.  EEC reserves the right to review and/or fund an application submitted after the deadline where an emergency situation caused or contributed to the late submission.  

2. EEC reserves the right to request: (1) additional information regarding any responses/applications received or (2) revisions to responses/applications.  EEC shall have the right to specify the amount of time for submission of such additional information/revisions.  EEC shall have the right to disqualify responses where such information and/or revisions are not submitted within the timeframe specified by EEC.

3. EEC reserves the right to interview respondents as part of the application and evaluation process.

Grant Review Score Sheet

	Required Information
	Maximum

Points Available

	1.  Qualifications of the applicant to carry out the activities proposed.
	10

	2. Community needs 

(including # of subsidized children and # of high needs children in an early education and out of school time program, type and size of community served). 

	10

	3. Impact of Proposed Activities / Services


	10

	4.  Ability to Meet the Goals of the Grant


	10

	5. Ability of applicant to use grant funds to leverage other resources 


	10

	6. Proposed Costs/Budget


	10

	Total

	60


Evaluation of Responses

Program Name: 

Score: ___out of 60




Reviewers: 

Review Date(s): 

Review Location: 
	10 pts
	1.  Rating Criterion:  Qualifications of Organization/Program 

Please provide a brief description of your agency, the services you provide, the qualifications of your agency to carry out the activities you propose to fund through this grant.  

	0
	The respondent’s answer provides little or no information regarding the qualifications of the organization /program to carry out the activities proposed through this grant, or the respondent’s qualifications seem insufficient to carry out the activities proposed through this grant.  

	5
	The respondent’s answer provides sufficient information regarding the qualifications of the organization / program, and the qualifications appear to be sufficient to carry out the activities proposed through this grant.

	10
	The respondent’s answer provides extensive information regarding the qualifications of the organization / program, and the organization/program appears to be exceptionally well qualified to carry out the activities proposed through this grant.

	Notes
	Pros:
Cons:


	10 pts
	2. Rating Criterion:  Characteristics of Children / Communities Served


	0
	The respondent's answer provides little or no information regarding the population served, or less than 30% of the population to be served are high needs children, families or educators.  

	5
	The respondent's answer provides sufficient information regarding the population served and more than 30% but less than 70% of the population to be served are high needs children, families or educators.

	10
	The respondent's answer provides substantial information regarding the population served, and more than 70% of the population to be served are high needs children, families or educators.

	Notes:
	Pros:

Cons:


	10 pts
	3. Rating Criterion:  Impact of Activities / Services Proposed
Please provide a description of the proposed activities and/or purchases you intend to fund with this grant and the short and long-term impact you expect the grant activities to have on the intended beneficiaries. How will the activities and/or purchases improve the quality of services for children and their families in your program? 



	0
	The respondent's answer provides little or no information regarding the anticipated impact of grant activities / purchases on the quality of services for children and families OR the impact of grant activities / purchases on the quality of services for children and families will be minimal.

	5
	The respondent's answer provides sufficient information regarding the anticipated impact of grant activities / purchases on the quality of services for children and families AND the impact will be moderate.

	10
	The respondent's answer provides sufficient or extensive information regarding the anticipated impact of grant activities / purchases on the quality of services for children and families AND the impact will be substantial.

	Notes
	Pros:

Cons:


	10 pts
	4.   Rating Criterion:  Ability To Meet The Goals Of The Grant 

For each of the proposed activities, please describe how the funds proposed to be used through this grant will meet one or more of the goals described in the “Priorities” section of this grant.


	0
	The respondent's answer does not describe or is unable to demonstrate how the funds will meet one or more of the goals described in the “Priorities” section of this grant.

	5
	The respondent's answer provides sufficient information regarding how the funds will meet one or more of the goals described in the “Priorities” section of this grant.

	10
	The respondent's answer provides substantial information regarding how the funds will meet one or more of the goals described in the “Priorities” section of this grant AND/OR the funds requested will meet multiple goals described in the “Priorities” section of this grant.

	Notes
	Pros:

Cons:


	10 pts
	5.  Rating Criterion:  Ability to Leverage Funds

Please describe how funds received through this grant will be used to leverage additional public or private resources, if at all.

 

	0
	The respondent's answer does not describe how funds received through this grant will be used to leverage additional public or private resources, OR the bidder does not expect that the funds received will leverage additional resources. 

	5
	The respondent's answer provides sufficient information regarding how funds received through this grant will be used to leverage additional public or private resources, AND the bidder expects to leverage some additional resources.

	10
	The respondent's answer provides sufficient information regarding how funds received through this grant will be used to leverage additional public or private resources, AND the bidder expects to leverage substantial additional resources.

	Notes
	Pros:

Cons:


	10 pts
	6. Budget

	0
	The respondent's budget detail and narrative provide insufficient information on how funding will be allocated to meet grant requirements; are not consistent with the proposed purchases / activities; or do not serve to meet the goals of this grant.

	5
	The respondent's budget detail and narrative provide sufficient information on how funding will be allocated to meet grant requirements and represent a reasonable expense in consideration of the anticipated benefits.

	10
	The respondent's budget detail and narrative provide sufficient information on how funding will be allocated to meet grant requirements and demonstrate how funding will provide a substantial return on funds invested.

	Notes
	Pros:

Cons:
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