APPENDIX B: EVALUATION AND RATING CRITERIA
EEC will score proposals, in part, according to the general evaluation and rating criteria shown below.  EEC reserves the right to develop specific evaluation and rating criteria for each grant application to be used by evaluators reviewing grant applications.  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 determining whether to renew or 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.  EEC reserves the right to develop specific rating criteria for particular grants which will be used by reviewers as part of the evaluation process. 
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.  Community has been identified as a priority community and will be awarded 5 points.  If community falls in a number of priority areas, application will be awarded 10 points.


	10

	2. Memorandum of Understanding (MOU):

Proposal includes customized and comprehensive MOU signed by at least the mandatory community partners that clearly demonstrates who will be accountable for the deliverables in the plan outlined in narrative.

 
	10

	3. Community Plan Narrative:

Birth to Third Grade  Strategy Plan 

Clearly state which stage: collaboration stage, mid-stage and/or sustainable stage your community is proposing to support through Birth to Third Grade Alignment. 

Proposal clearly outlines the community's plan in one or more of the eight alignment areas. 


	10

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


	10

	5.  Community Assessment:

Completed Framework for Planning, Implementing, and Evaluating PreK-3rd Grade Approaches: Kauerz, K. & Coffman, J. (2013) Framework for Planning, Implementing, and Evaluating PreK-3rd Grade Approaches. Seattle, WA: College of Education, University of Washington. 
Community Plan Proposal has incorporated  elements of assessment.
	10

	6. In-Kind Budget:

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


	10

	7. Proposed Costs/Budget


	10

	Total

	70


Please use the following scoring rubric as a guide for awarding points for the Narrative Questions. Note: EEC reserves the right to develop evaluation and rating criteria that is specific to a particular grant.  In such cases, EEC will provide reviewers with tailored rating criterion.
	10 pts
	Rating Criteria for Each Narrative Question 

	0
	The bidder’s materials are incomplete and/or vague.  The materials do not demonstrate an understanding of developing innovative birth to 3rd grade alignment system.  It provides no detail on the community's plan.  The weaknesses of the answer far outweigh its strengths.  

	2
	The bidder’s answer barely meets minimum requirements.  The answer demonstrates a poor understanding of developing innovative birth to 3rd grade alignment system innovative birth to 3rd grade alignment system.  The answer provides insufficient detail on the community's plan.  The weaknesses of the answer outweigh its strengths.

	4
	The bidder’s answer is not comprehensive.  It demonstrates a fair understanding of developing innovative birth to 3rd grade alignment system.  The answer satisfies few of what the community plan will be.    The weaknesses are equal to its strengths.

	6
	The bidder’s answer is adequate and demonstrates a good understanding of developing innovative birth to 3rd grade alignment system. The answer satisfies some of what the community plan will be for Birth to 3rd grade alignment, and demonstrates more strengths than weaknesses.

	8
	The bidder’s answer is comprehensive.  It reflects a very good understanding of developing innovative birth to 3rd grade alignment system The answer satisfies most programmatic requirements, and the strengths far outweigh any weaknesses. 

	10
	The bidder’s answer is comprehensive.  It reflects an excellent understanding of developing innovative birth to 3rd grade alignment system The answer addresses all issues identified in the submission requirements and, in the majority of instances, exceeds all requirements.  No weaknesses are identified.  


Please use the following scoring rubric as a guide for awarding points for the Budget Workbook, and In-Kind Budget.  Note: EEC reserves the right to develop rating criteria that is specific to a particular grant.  In such cases, EEC will provide reviewers with tailored rating criterion.
	10 pts
	Rating Criteria

	0
	The bidder’s budget and budget narrative description are incomplete; inappropriate use of funds; does not satisfy fiscal requirements. The weaknesses of the answer far outweigh its strengths.

	2
	The bidder’s budget and budget narrative are completed; however, insufficient information is provided on how funding will be allocated to meet grant requirements; little to no correlation between the budget, the budget narrative, and the responses; does not satisfy fiscal requirements. The response barely meets minimum requirements and the weaknesses of the answer outweigh its strengths.

	4
	The bidder’s budget and budget narrative are not comprehensive.  It demonstrates a reasonable correlation between the budget, the budget narrative, and the responses; satisfies some fiscal requirements.  

	6
	The bidder’s budget and budget narrative are complete.  It demonstrates correlation between the budget, the budget narrative, and the responses; satisfies fiscal requirements.  The answer’s demonstrates more strengths than weaknesses.

	8
	The bidder’s budget and budget narrative are complete.  It demonstrates correlation between the budget, the budget narrative, and the responses; satisfies fiscal requirements. Budget narrative is comprehensive and reflects fiscal requirements and, in some areas, exceeds the requirements. The answer’s strengths far outweigh any weaknesses. 

	10
	The bidder’s budget and budget narrative are complete. Extensive detail is provided in the budget expenditure description to demonstrate appropriate use of funds; demonstration of leveraging resources and maximizing allocation.  Budget and budget narrative reflect a clear correlation between responses and specified grant allocations; appropriate fund use. No weaknesses are identified.



