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2006-2007 Scoring Criteria
Scoring procedures:  The readers of the grant applications will apply a point total to each criterion based on the degree to which the expectations in each criterion are met. Points awarded in each category can be assigned anywhere in the range from 0 point to the maximum points in that category. The points in each category will be totals for a total grant score.

	Criterion

Note:  See application for additional detail on each criterion
	Level 0
	Level 1
	Level 2
	Level 3

	a.  Focus on Increasing Student Achievement Opportunities through Quality Teaching and Learning

Possible points 0-15
	No link between project components and increased student achievement exists. The targeted student population is not identified. There is no reference to student learning goals.

0 points


	Some of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident, but the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the 0 level than the maximum point level.
	Most of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident and the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the maximum level than the 0 point level.
	Expectations on how the effort will attempt to affect student achievement are clear. There is a clear linkage between project components, curriculum, and instruction in the classroom. The project is developmentally appropriate and designed to engage the learner. Developmentally appropriate uses of technology for the identified student population are present.

15 points



	b.  Identification of Needs/Support for Emerging Best Practices

Possible points 0-15
	No reference exists to how this project will positively affect teacher behavior or student learning. The project is not innovative – many other districts are engaged in the same activity. There is no reference to research or an emerging body of evidence of promising practices related to this project. No baseline teacher or student performance data is provided.

0 points
	Some of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident, but the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the 0 level than the maximum point level.
	Most of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident and the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the maximum level than the 0 point level.
	The project is clear on how it will attempt to affect student learning or teacher need. The project is supported by best or emerging practices research. The project is innovative. It is clear how this project intends to enhance teaching and/or learning and includes baseline measures of current performance or description of how baseline data on the area targeted by the project will be collected.

15 points

	c.  Educational technology planning 

Possible points 0-9
	There is no consideration given to future sustainability of learning technology resources by adapting to future educational needs and technology changes. It is unclear how the district will maintain this effort if the results of the pilot are shown to be positive. Technology used is standard across all districts – no leading edge application of technology is used. The proposal supports existing efforts only.

0 points
	Some of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident, but the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the 0 level than the maximum point level.
	Most of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident and the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the maximum level than the 0 point level.
	There is a clear plan to future sustainability of learning technology resources by adapting to future educational needs and technology changes. The project has a clear plan for integrating the project into the educational system, sustaining, and expanding the initiative after the funding period. Leading edge applications of technology are used. This is a creative and new use of technology in the classroom.

9 points

	d.  Involvement of partners and other stakeholders

Possible points 0-9
	No partners or other stakeholders are involved with proposal or the involvement of partners and other stakeholders is not apparent. There is no plan to assess the quality of the district to vendor partnership. No expectations for vendor partnering or participation are described.

0 points
	Some of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident, but the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the 0 level than the maximum point level.
	Most of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident and the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the maximum level than the 0 point level.
	Multiple partners are evident. Partners and other stakeholders are clearly contributing time, money, staff, hardware, software, and/or supplies to the project. Expectations for partners, including vendors, are evident and clearly aligned to project goals. Processes for assessing the quality of the district to vendor relationship are clearly defined, if applicable.

9 points

	e.  Curriculum Development

Possible points 0-9
	There is no evidence of how technology will be integrated into the classroom. The specific student skill set to be enhanced or modified is not described. It is unclear how this project will enhance students’ problem-solving or critical thinking skills. This project does not address the development of student learning skills for the 21st century.

0 points


	Some of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident, but the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the 0 level than the maximum point level.
	Most of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident and the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the maximum level than the 0 point level.
	The method of integration of technology into classroom curricula is clear. The specific student skill set to be modified or enhanced is clear and developmentally appropriate. Support for student problem-solving and critical thinking skills is evident. Student learning skills for the 21st century are developed.

9 points

	f.  Professional development 

Possible points 0-15
	No professional development activities are described. It is unclear how teacher training on the incorporation of this technology into classroom instruction or curricula will occur.  The delivery of professional development does not support the Iowa Professional Development Model. There are no baseline data provided on how the staff application of technology into instructional practices occurs.

0 points
	Some of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident, but the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the 0 level than the maximum point level.
	Most of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident and the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the maximum level than the 0 point level.
	Quality, ongoing professional development is provided to all teachers serving the targeted student population using the designated strategy. Effective monitoring of implementation is clearly described. Connections to classroom instruction are well defined. The delivery of professional development clearly supports the Iowa Professional Development Model. Descriptions are provided of how baseline data related to teacher implementation of the strategy will be collected.
15 points

	g.  Equitable Access 

Possible points 0-9
	The application does not speak to the scalability of the project. The implementation of this effort does not lead to a sustainable and transparent system of support for students, parents or teachers.

0 points
	Some of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident, but the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the 0 level than the maximum point level.
	Most of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident and the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the maximum level than the 0 point level.
	Teachers and students will have on demand and equal access to computers and other technologies in their immediate school environment. The degree of access to parents and other stakeholders is described. The project has the potential for statewide implementation. The project creates a sustainable and transparent system of support for students, parents, and teachers.

9 points

	h.  Assessment and Accountability

Possible points 0-15
	There is no mechanism to collect data on the mandatory indicators (see application instructions for details). There is no system in place to measure progress on desired outcomes and defined performance measures. Short- and long-term monitoring of implementation strategies does not occur. It is unclear how the data collected will be used to modify implementation. No assessment system is in place to measure and communicate progress.

Mandatory indicators are not measured.

0 points.
	Some of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident, but the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the 0 level than the maximum point level.
	Most of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident and the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the maximum level than the 0 point level.
	The process to evaluate the project is clearly defined. Formative and summative evaluations are in place to gather data on indicators, outcomes, and performance measures. Grant funds are designated for implementation of evaluation of the pilot. Short- and long-term monitoring of implementation strategies occurs. Data collected is used to modify implementation. Performance measures and outcomes are clearly defined and measurable. Assessment systems are in place that clearly measure and communicate progress. Processes to assess the mandatory indicators are described.

15 points



	i. Budget

Possible points 0-9


	The budget submitted was incomplete or missing or did not meet the overall funding parameters the pilots.

0 points
	Some of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident, but the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the 0 level than the maximum point level.
	Most of the expectations in the Level 3 column are evident and the overall application performance under this criterion is closer to the maximum level than the 0 point level.
	The budget submitted addressed all the required categories of resource. The budget clearly supported the project proposal. The resource allocation appears to make sense in the context of the proposal – the project is viable for the level of resource requested.

9 points
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