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Proposal Evaluation Rubric
	Applicant:


	Total

Score:

	
	Reviewer

Initials:


Rating Guidelines:

Very Good - 
Specific and comprehensive. Complete, detailed, and clearly articulated information as to how the criteria are met.  Well-conceived and thoroughly developed ideas.

Good -
General but sufficient detail. Adequate information as to how the criteria are met, but some areas are not fully explained and/or questions remain.  Some minor inconsistencies and weaknesses.  

Fair -
Sketchy and non-specific.  Criteria appear to be minimally met, but limited information is provided about approach and strategies.  Lacks focus and detail.

Poor -
Does not meet the criteria, fails to provide information, provides inaccurate information, or provides information that requires substantial clarification as to how the criteria are met.

N/A -
Does not address the criteria or simply re-states the criteria.

	Project Narrative Description 
	Very

Good
	Good
	Fair
	Poor
	N/A

	1. Comprehensive Assessment (10 points): 
Describes the comprehensive assessment of the teacher quality and professional development needs, with respect to the teaching and learning of mathematics and science, of all participating schools that comprise the partnership including: 

	
	
	
	
	

	· The approach used to assess the needs of all participating school. 
	3.00
	2.25
	1.50
	.75
	0

	· The assessment methods employed, data analyzed, and results obtained.

	3.00
	2.25
	1.50
	.75
	0

	· An explanation of how the results of the assessment will shape the project’s goals, objectives and activities. 
	4.00
	3.00
	2.00
	1.00
	0

	Sub-total
	(        ) out of 10 points


	2. Scientifically-Based Research (10 points) 
	Very

Good
	Good
	Fair
	Poor
	N/A

	A description of how the project activities were chosen based on a review of scientifically-based research is included. 
	10.00
	7.50
	5.00
	2.50
	0

	Sub-total
	(        ) out of 10 points


	3. Project Goals and Alignment (10 points)
	Very

Good
	Good
	Fair
	Poor
	N/A

	· A description of the project’s goals and objectives and how they meet the needs identified in the comprehensive assessment is included.

	3.00
	2.25
	1.50
	.75
	0

	· How the project activities will align to State Learning Standards and core content in mathematics and/or science, and with other educational reform activities that promote student academic achievement in mathematics and/or science is explained. 

	3.00
	2.25
	1.50
	.75
	0

	· How the project activities will be aligned with the competitive priority and State initiatives (e.g., NYS Mathematics Initiative) by providing meaningful curriculum guidance, instructional resources and tools, and professional development is described. 

	4.00
	3.00
	2.00
	1.00
	0

	Sub-total
	(        ) out of 10 points


	4. Program Activities (25 points) 
	Very

Good
	Good
	Fair
	Poor
	N/A

	· The project’s activities and how they will accomplish the goals and objectives are described. 
	5.00
	3.75
	2.50
	1.25
	0

	· An explanation of how the activities are expected to improve student academic achievement and strengthen the quality of mathematics and/or science instruction is provided. 
	4.00
	3.00
	2.00
	1.00
	0

	· The responsibilities, activities, and participation of each partner consistent with Partner Identification Form and letters of commitment are described. 
	4.00
	3.00
	2.00
	1.00
	0

	· A detailed description of how a minimum of 60 hours of professional development per year will be provided to each teacher participating in the grant program is provided. 
	4.00
	3.00
	2.00
	1.00
	0

	· The implementation schedule, including a three-year timeline of the sequence of events/activities in each year is included. 
	4.00
	3.00
	2.00
	1.00
	0

	· The plan describes how the activities will coordinate with other NCLB activities (e.g., Enhancing Education Through Technology, Title II, Part D; Teacher and Principal Training and Recruiting, Title II, Part A). 
	4.00
	3.00
	2.00
	1.00
	0

	Sub-total
	(        ) out of 25 points


	5. Evaluation and Accountability Plan (20 points) (along with the evaluation template)
	Very

Good
	Good
	Fair
	Poor
	N/A

	· The methods for sample selection, data collection, and analysis are described.
	3.00
	2.25
	1.50
	.75
	0

	· Using the Evaluation Template form for each project goal, the plan identifies the specific rigorous, quantifiable objectives, indicators, and benchmarks to assess the impact of the project activities.
	8.00
	6.00
	4.00
	2.00
	0

	· Meaningful and realistic annual benchmarks that will be applied to the measurable objectives each year for the duration of the grant are identified.
	3.00
	2.25
	1.50
	.75
	0

	· How the data will be used to influence the program activities to increase teacher and student knowledge and improve performance is described.
	3.00
	2.25
	1.50
	.75
	0

	· Staff are identified that will be responsible for the evaluation and data collection along with the qualifications of such staff.
	3.00
	2.25
	1.50
	.75
	0

	Sub-total
	(        ) out of 20 points


	6. Sustainability (5 points):
	
	Good
	Fair
	Poor
	N/A

	Describes how the partnership plans to continue the activities after the multi-year grant period has ended. 
	5.00
	3.75
	2.50
	1.25
	0

	Sub-total
	(         ) out of 5 points


	7. Three-year Budget Summary (11.25 points) 
	Very

Good
	Good
	Fair
	Poor
	N/A

	· The Three-Year Budget Summary form is complete and clearly identifies costs associated with the major program activities described in item 4 (Program Activities) of the narrative.
	5.00
	3.75
	2.50
	1.25
	0

	· There is a description of how the expenditures are appropriate, reasonable and necessary for each of the three years of the program as outlined in the three-year Budget Summary.
	6.25
	4.69
	3.13
	1.56
	0

	                                                                          Sub-total  (           ) out of 11.25 points

	8.  One-year Budget Category and Narrative Forms and FS-20 Budget Summary Form (8.75 points)
	Very

Good
	Good
	Fair
	Poor
	N/A

	· The one-year Budget Category and Narrative forms describe how the proposed expenditures are appropriate, reasonable and necessary to support the project activities in the first year of the project.
	6.25
	4.69
	3.13
	1.56
	0

	· The FS-20 Budget Summary Form is complete with the totals from the Budget Category and Narrative Forms and the original signature of the Chief School Officer
	2.50
	1.87
	1.25
	.75
	0

	Sub-total
	(        ) out of 8.75 points


Total Score:  (            ) out of 100

	Comments by Component
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