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Request for Proposals (RFP) Scoring Sheet (Agency Number ___________) 
Instructions: This tool can be used to evaluate the merit of proposals and rank order them on the basis of evaluation criteria set forth in Sections E-I of the Scoring Matrix. Use the Scoring Guidance Sheet as a reference and then calculate and enter your assigned evaluation points and deductions into the corresponding sections of the Scoring Sheet.

	Proposal Section
	Weight
	Evaluation Points*
	Max Possible Score
	Total Score**

	A. Agency Name and Physical Address
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	B. Primary Contact Information 
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	C. Brief Agency Description
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	D. Staff and Board Composition
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	E. Alignment with Evidence2Success Goals
	20%
	
	20
	

	F. Experience with School Based Programming 
	50%
	
	50
	

	G. Community Engagement History
	10%
	
	10
	

	H. Partnership History
	20%
	
	20
	

	I. Conflict/Concerns
Up to 10 points deducted
	


TOTAL ________________________________   				
*Evaluation Points = 1-100, with 1=lowest 100=highest
**Total Score (weighted value) = Weight multiplied by the Evaluation Points minus Conflict/Concerns deduction
Scored By:______________________________ Title:________________________________     Date:______________
Scoring Matrix
	Proposal Section
	Complete Information

	A. Agency Name, Address
	Yes
	No

	B. Primary Contact Information
	Yes
	No

	C. Brief Agency Description
	Yes
	No

	D. Staff and Board Composition
	Yes
	No

	Proposal Section
	100-76
	75-51
	50-26
	25-1

	E. Agency’s mission aligns with Evidence2Success Goals
	Agency’s mission directly aligns with goals of Evidence2Success
	Agency’s mission implied alignment with goals of Evidence2Success
	Agency’s mission indirectly aligns with Evidence2Success
	Agency’s mission has no alignment with goals of Evidence2Success

	F. Described strong experience with (insert type) programming 
	Described history of performance in the  implementation of effective programs in (insert setting) in one of the Evidence2Success communities
	Agency has a history of implementing effective programs but not in (insert setting) or not in Evidence2Success communities
	Agency doesn’t have a history of implementing effective programs but has successfully tracked performance measures of other programs and understands the significance of investing and supporting the uptake of proven programs
	Agency doesn’t have history of implementing effective programs and has no documented interest in supporting the uptake of proven programs 

	G. Community engagement history 
	Agency has demonstrated consistently well-thought-out engagement strategies and related tools 
	Agency usually has a plan for engagement and uses most of the engagement tools that are available
	Agency attempts outreach and uses tools only as convenient  
	Agency has made initial attempts to engage but generally focuses efforts on most motivated participants

	H. Partnership history 
	Agency demonstrates a history of successful community partnerships in one of the Evidence2Success communities
	Agency demonstrates a history of successful community partnerships but not necessarily in the Evidence2Success communities
	Agency has participated from time to time in successful community partnerships
	Agency has not participated in successful community partnerships

	I. Conflict / concerns
	No Deductions = Applicant addressed disclosure  - reviewer has no concerns any conflict would have negative impact on initiative
	Deduct 5 points = 
Conflict or concern could have detrimental effect on agency’s ability to perform tasks
	[bookmark: _GoBack]Deduct 10 points = Conflict or concern could have detrimental effect on agency’s ability to perform tasks and could negatively affect the Evidence2Success initiative



Reviewer Name: ____________________________________________

	Name of Applicant
	Org 1
	Org 2
	
	
	

	Score – Section E
	
	
	
	
	

	Score – Section F
	
	
	
	
	

	Score – Section G
	
	
	
	
	

	Score – Section H
	
	
	
	
	

	Subtotal
	
	
	
	
	

	Deductions – Section I
	
	
	
	
	

	Total
	
	
	
	
	

	Ranking
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