RATING CRITERIA
EEC will score proposals according to the rating criteria listed 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.  Additionally, EEC reserves the right not to renew a grant based on a Respondent’s proposal score. 

In deciding whether to renew 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, the Respondent’s contracting/grant history with the Commonwealth, and/or best value to the Commonwealth.
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.  

	RATING CRITERIA

	0
	· The bidder did not answer the question; and/or
· The answer provided failed to demonstrate any level of understanding of the issues and/or programmatic requirements.

	3
	· The bidder provided  an adequate response to some questions, but did not answer all questions; and/or
· The answer provided demonstrates a basic understanding of the issues and minimally satisfies programmatic/fiscal requirements; and/or
· The project implementation demonstrates very little connection with EEC’s Strategic Direction. 

	7
	· The bidder provided an adequate response to all questions, but without the necessary detail to substantiate the response; and/or
· The answer provided reflects a moderate understanding of the issues and satisfies a majority of the programmatic/fiscal requirements in most areas; and/or
· The project implementation demonstrates some connection with EEC’s Strategic Direction.

	10
	· The bidder provided a complete and clear answer to all questions, including sufficient detail to substantiate the response;  and/or
· The answer provided reflects a total understanding of the issues and satisfies or exceeds all programmatic/fiscal requirements in all areas; and/or
· The project implementation demonstrates a clear and comprehensive connection with EEC’s Strategic Direction.


Following its review of all the responses, the reviewer(s) will make a recommendation to the Commissioner of EEC regarding which Respondent(s) should be selected as a grant recipient.  The Commissioner will make the final decision based on the factors outlined above and any other relevant factor, including but not limited to a Respondent’s prior contract and/or grant history with the Commonwealth and best value.
