2015 RTTT- ELCG Project 4.2-Year 4: Evidence-based Literacy
Evaluation Criteria & Proposal Narrative 

All questions must be answered in the space provided and in the order they are asked. Please limit your responses to 1.5 pages per question. Your answer should be typed in Arial font, font size 12, and single-spaced. 

In your written responses to the narrative questions, please describe how you will implement one or more of the following EEC approved evidence-based early literacy models/practices:

· Raising A Reader
· Every Child Ready to Read @ your Library
· CELL (Center for Early Literacy Learning) model 
· Read and Rise (Scholastic model)
· Dialogic and Interactive reading models - PEER and CROWD sequences 
Criteria for Evaluating Responses  

The following rating criteria will be used as a guide for awarding points for each response to this grant application. 
Rating Criteria
0

The bidder’s answer is incomplete and/or vague.  The answer does not 


demonstrate an understanding of the issues and/or programmatic 



requirements.  The weaknesses of the answer far outweigh its strengths.

2

The bidder’s answer barely meets minimum requirements.  It 



demonstrates a reasonable understanding of the issues but provides 


insufficient detail on the programmatic requirements.  The weaknesses of 


the answer outweigh its strengths.

4

The bidder’s answer is not comprehensive.  It demonstrates a reasonable 


understanding of the issues and satisfies some programmatic 




requirements.  Answer offers few details and fails to develop the response 


beyond public knowledge of grant issues.   

6

The bidder’s answer is comprehensive.  It reflects an understanding of the 


issues and satisfies programmatic requirements and, in some areas, 



exceeds the requirements. The answer’s strengths far outweigh any 


weaknesses.

8

The bidder’s answer is comprehensive.  It reflects a clear understanding 


of the issues and addresses all issues identified in the submission 



requirements and, in the majority of instances, exceeds all requirements.  


No weaknesses are identified.
10

The bidder’s answer is adequate and demonstrates an understanding of 

the issues and satisfies programmatic requirements.  Overall, the answer 


demonstrates more strengths than weaknesses.
Responses to the following three narrative questions are worth a maximum of 10 points each, for a maximum score of 30 points.
Please use the following scoring rubric as a guide for awarding points for the 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.

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 is 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.

Additional Criteria: 

Response includes the budget to implement proposed model/practice(s). The budget to support implementation of the evidence-based literacy model/practice(s) is worth 10 points.

2015 4.2 Evidence-based Literacy Grant Narrative Questions

1. Please describe your plan for 2015 including the following:

· literacy models/practices that will be offered  

· total number of families to be served

· total number of children to be served

· settings where programming will be offered

· how you will measure progress - tools

· how your 2015 plan links to your 4.2 work to date

2. 
Please provide an approximate spending plan by quarter. This does not need to be a detailed budget, but an approximate amount that you plan to spend and bill EEC quarterly. These numbers will be used as benchmarks to ensure that the grant is being spent and billing occurs in an intentional and structured way, based on your plan.

3.  
Please provide information about the following about your 4.2 grant to date:

· Brief summary of models/practices that have been offered 

· Tools used to gather baseline and progress data and the total numbers of participants for whom each was collected

· Trends/impact in findings as a result of these measures 

· Challenges in implementation of the 4.2 grant and how you have addressed them

· Successes in implementation - please include any best practices to be shared with colleagues
