Summary of RFP #20-26JUN24
Background

The Boone County Children’s Services Board (BCCSB) released the 2024 Open Request for Proposal (RFP)
through the Boone County Purchasing Department on May 14, 2024. The Purpose Statement and
Proposal Expectations in the RFP stated, “BCCSB desires to invest in meaningful programs which
promote the well-being of children, youth, and strengthens families. The BCCSB believes that it should
invest in meaningful services to children, youth, and families in a way that utilizes multiple effective
strategies. Proposals will be considered for any statutorily eligible service area.” The 2024 Open RFP
allowed for programs funded through the end of December 31, 2024 to reapply for funding and new
programs to apply. The initial term for potential contracts will be January 1, 2025 through December 31,
2025 with the negotiated contract having an option for an additional two (2), one-year renewals. The
total funding amount available for all programs potentially contracted through December 31, 2025 is a
total of $10,000,000.00.

The RFP outlined instructions on how to submit proposals on Apricot, a web-based funding management
system utilized by the Boone County Community Services Department (BCCSD). Apricot experienced
prolonged technical difficulties during while the RFP was open for submitting proposals. The BCCSD
provided alternative methods that met the Boone County Purchasing Department’s requirements and
extended the submission due date. Adjustments and instructions were released by the Boone County
Purchasing Department through addendums.

The BCCSB and BCCSD followed the strict guidelines of the Boone County Purchasing Department
throughout the RFP process. All communication was required to go through the Boone County
Purchasing Department until all proposals have been denied or have executed contracts. Records
remain confidential until the award recommendations were approved by the Boone County
Commission. The RFP and released addendums can be found on the Boone County Purchasing
Department’s website under Closed Bids: https://www.showmeboone.com/purchasing/#.

RFP Timeline

The BCCSB approved the RFP language at their board meeting on April 11, 2024 and the RFP evaluation
process on June 13, 2024. The following diagram outlines the evaluation process:
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The RFP evaluation process followed the following timeline to allow for contract execution by December

31, 2025:

Task:

Timeline:

RFP Release Date

May 14, 2024

RFP Response Submission Deadline

Original: June 26, 2024
Adjusted: June 28, 2024

BCCSD staff read all proposals to provide recommendations BCCSB

July 31, 2024

BCCSB review executive summaries and/or full proposals

August 2024

BCCSB Review Committees discuss and score proposals

Late August-Early September
2024

BCCSB determine which proposals to pursue negotiations and
proposals not to fund

September 12, 2024

Written clarifications and negotiations sent to organizations the
BCCSB is interested in funding

Mid-September-Early
November 2024

Best and Final Offers reviewed and approved by BCCSB

November 14, 2024

Agreement Forms and contracts developed for programs approved
for funding

Mid-November-Mid-December
2024

First reading for RFP award recommendations read in Boone
County Commission

December 17, 2024

Second reading for RFP award recommendations read in Boone
County Commission

December 19, 2024

RFP Offerors

The RFP received 69 proposals from 54 different organizations/departments. See Attachment A of
the list of offerors and proposal titles read in the Boone County Commission on July 9", 2024. The

total amount requested was $18,529,440.91.

Evaluation Process

The proposals were reviewed by multiple BCCSD staff members and organized into five categories:

¢ Infant and Early Childhood Programs
e School-Based Programs




e Youth and Family Support Programs
e Treatment Programs
e Community Support and Basic Needs Programs

The BCCSB Review Committees were aligned with these categories. Due to the high volume of
submissions, two committees were formed specifically for Youth and Family Support Programs.
Each committee typically consisted of three BCCSB members, with some members serving on
multiple committees.

The committees evaluated and scored proposals based on the following criteria:

e Does the proposed program provide meaningful services to children, youth, and families?

e Does the proposal address identify community needs?

e Does the organization have experience or a developed plan to provide the proposed
program?

e Does the proposalimprove equitable access to services?

e Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support program expenses?

e Doesthe proposalinclude substantive collaboration?

e Does the proposal adhere to the guidelines outlined in the RFP?

Committee meetings were held prior to the September 12th BCCSB meeting to discuss and score
assigned proposals. Scores and recommendations were then presented at the board meeting,
where the BCCSB decided which proposals to fund and which to decline. The committee scores
are detailed in Attachment B. Organizations whose proposals were not selected for initial review
were notified after the September meeting to assist with their planning.

The BCCSB noted that many proposals included high funding requests. Several reapplications
requested increases of approximately $100,000 or double their current contracted amounts, while
new program proposals also included significant funding requests. As a result, the BCCSB decided
to request most proposals to reduce their funding amounts during contract negotiations. Proposals
seeking renewed funding were asked to align their Best and Final Offer (BAFO) with their current
contract levels. However, exceptions were made for programs directly addressing early childcare,
after-school programming, and housing-related support, allowing these programs to increase their
BAFO to meet heightened community needs.

Contract Negotiations

The BCCSD staff sent Written Clarifications through the Boone County Purchasing Department that
includes questions while reviewing proposals, correcting program details, and negotiating program
services. The Written Clarifications also required organizations to submit their BAFO based on
feedback and clarification questions from the BCCSD and BCCSB. The BAFOs were presented to
the BCCSB to discuss and vote on at the November 14" BCCSB meeting. The BCCSB approved
funding 50 proposals across 40 different organizations/departments. See Attachment C of the
memo read in the Boone County Commission listing the organizations, programs, contracted
amount, and summary of the program. Attachment B also includes the evaluation sheets for the
BCCSB Review Committees. The total amount contracted for FY2025 through the 2024 Open RFP is
$9,171,811.57. Following the BCCSB’s approval, the BCCSD created Agreement Forms that



included the final agreed upon program budget, consumer demographics, performance measures,
and program services descriptions and outputs. The Agreement Form became part of the contract
documentation. Contracts were sent to organizations by the Boone County Purchasing
Department with the goal of being fully executed by December 31, 2024.

Next Steps

Contracts began on January 1, 2025 allowing organizations to begin/continue delivering the
contracted services. The contracts follow a Purchase of Service model which requires
organizations to track units of service delivered as outlined in their Agreement Form. Organizations
submit monthly invoices for the services they delivered.

The BCCSD will schedule site visits for each program contracted through the 2024 Open RFP. Site
visits include reviewing required documentation and ensuring data tracking systems are built
correctly. The BCCSB is informed of the site visits schedules and can attend the visit. The BCCSB is
also kept informed of any concerns or issues that may arise throughout the contract period.

Organizations are required to submit Interim Reports for the period of January 1 through June 30
and a Year End Report for the period of January 1 through December 31 for each contract period.
The BCCSB makes renewal decisions in the fall for ongoing funding for the next calendar year. The
BCCSB takes into consideration the site visit, funding utilization, reporting, responsiveness to
requests, and any other pertinent information.

The next Open RFP process is tentatively scheduled for 2027. Historically, the BCCSB has released
targeted RFPs in the year(s) an Open RFP isn’t released. However, the fund balance and
sustainability of the Children’s Services Fund must be taken into consideration for future funding
opportunities. Interested parties are encouraged to register as a vendor with the Boone County
Purchasing Department to receive notification of future funding opportunities.

Questions regarding the RFP and/or future funding opportunities can be directed to the BCCSD by
calling (573)886-4298 or emailing communityservices@boonecountymo.org.
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Attachment A

List of Offerors for RFP Opening: 20-26JUN24 - Purchase of Service Contract

Organization Name

Name of Program or Project

Bethany Christian Services of Missouri

Safe Families for Children

Big Brothers Big Sisters of Central Missouri

One-on-One Mentoring with BBBS

Boy Scouts of America Great Rivers Council

Great Rivers Council Scoutreach Program

Boys & Girls Clubs of the Columbia Area

Great Futures Start Here

Catholic Charities of Central and Northern
Missouri

Mentoring All Refugee Kids (MARK) Program

Central Missouri Community Action

BRIDGE Program

Central Missouri Foster Care & Adoption

Association(CMFCAA) Family Crisis Stabilization Program
Central Missouri Foster Care & Adoption
Association(CMFCAA) Respite Care Odyssey Events

CHA Low-Income Services, Inc.

Healthy Home Connections

CHA Low-Income Services, Inc.

Moving Ahead Afterschool and Summer Program

CHADS Coalition for Mental Health

CHADS School Outreach

City of Columbia

Columbia Public Schools Extended Partners
Afterschool Programs

City of Columbia on behalf of its
Columbia/Boone County Department of Public
Health and Human Services

School-Based Influenza Vaccination Clinics

City of Refuge

City Preschool: Cross-Cultural Education

Columbia Center for Urban Agriculture

Farm to School

Columbia Center for Urban Agriculture

Opportunity Gardens

Columbia Farmers Market Inc.

Food Incentive Programming at Columbia Farmers
Market: Access to Healthy Food & Produce
Prescription Program

Columbia Supreme

Columbia Supreme Youth Mentoring Program

Community Playground of Columbia, Inc.

Fun City Youth Academy

Compass Health, Inc.

School Based Therapy

Connections to Success, Inc.

Families Pathway to Success

Cora Community Outreach

Cor Columbia

Coyote Hill Family Stability Program
Destiny of H.O.P.E. Youth Empowerment
Dream Tree Academy 573 DreamTreeAcademy 573 Youth Tank Program

First Chance for Children (FC4C)

Baby Bags

First Chance for Children (FC4C)

Baby U Home Visitation Program

First Chance for Children (FC4C)

Lend and Learn Programming and Toy Library

First Chance for Children (FC4C)

Safe C.R.1.B.S. Community Resources, Infant Beds, and

Support




Fostering Life-Changing Opportunities

Flourish Forward

Fostering Life-Changing Opportunities

Flourish Prep Internship Program

Fresh Start Sober Living Programs

Fresh Start Family Reunification Program

Grade A Plus Incorporated

Out of School Program Staffing

Harrisburg Early Learning Center

Harrisburg Early Learning Center

Heart of Missouri CASA

CASA Child Advocacy

HeartSpace Clinic

Safe and Sound Protocol

Heriford House Foundation

No Family Left Behind (NFLB): An HHF Project

Jefferson City Area YMCA

Tri-Health Initiative

Job Point

AmeriCorps

Job Point

Boone County Builds Youth

Kingdom Konnections

Kingdom Konnections

KVC Behavioral Healthcare Missouri, Inc.

HOPE Program

Love Columbia Corp

Path Forward

L.O.V.E. Our Youth, Inc.

Rise & Thrive: Young Professionals Crafting Futures
Beyond High School

Lutheran Family and Children's Services of
Missouri

Counseling and Parenting Services

Mary Lee Johnston Community Learning Center

Early Childhood Services

Moberly Area Community College

Quality Childcare Initiative at MACC

Powerhouse Community Development
Corporation

Healthy Choices

Rainbow House

Rainbow House Children's Emergency Shelter

River Relief Inc.

Mornings at the River 2025

School of Service d/b/a Access Arts

Youth Arts Program

Seed Success

Creating Healthy Outcomes with Positive Childhood
Experiences (QHOPE)

The Curations of the University of Missouri (on
behalf of the Department of Occupational
Therapy)

SWIM: Swimming and Water Instruction Modified for
Autism Spectrum Disorder

The Curators of the University of Missouri (on
behalf of Debora Bell, Ph.D. and the
Psychological Services Clinic)

MU Psychological Services Clinic Center for Evidence-
Based Youth Mental Health 2024

The Curators of the University of Missouri (on
behalf of the College of Education and Human
Development)

Parenting Foundations: A Toolkit of Integrated and
Evidence-Based Supports for Parents and Caregivers

The Curators of the University of Missouri (on
behalf of the Department of Psychiatry)

Boone County Early Childhood Coalition

The Curators of the University of Missouri (on
behalf of the Department of Psychiatry)

Child Trauma Initiative of Boone County (CTI-BC)

The Curators of the University of Missouri (on
behalf of the Department of Psychiatry)

ECPBS - Early Childhood Positive Behavior Support




The Curators of the University of Missouri (on
behalf of the Department of Psychiatry)

MU Bridge Program: School-Based Psychiatry

The Curators of the University of Missouri (on
behalf of the Division of General Pediatrics,
Department of Child Health, and University of
Missouri Health Care)

HealthySteps

The Food Bank for Central and Northeast
Missouri, Inc.

Children's Supplemental Food Programs

The Food Bank for Central and Northeast
Missouri, Inc.

The Food Bank Market Children & Families

True North of Columbia, Inc.

True North's Children's Program

United Cerebral Palsy Heartland

Providing Children High-Quality, Evidence-Based, and
Transformative ABA Therapy in Engaging and Adaptive
Environments

Voluntary Action Center

VAC Basic Needs Program

Woodhaven Learning Center

Afterschool Youth Program

Woodhaven Learning Center

EnCircle Technologies




Attachment B

See the following documentation for the Boone County Purchasing memorandum regarding RFP
Award Recommendations: 20-26JUN24 - Purchase of Service Contracts.
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CERTIFIED COPY OF ORDER

STATE OF MISSOURI December Session of the October Adjourned Term.20 24
ea
County of Boone

In the County Commission of said county, on the 19th day of December 20 24

the following, among other proceedings, were had, viz:

Now on this day, the County Commission of the County of Boone does hereby approve the RFP
Acknowledgement of Responses Received: RFP # 20-26JUN24 - Purchase of Service Contracts.

Done this 19" day of December 2024. , 'E g
Kip K& lmk
1’1e&.1d » Commissioner

o / 2 ARG ) ] { }Luy)g,l Justin Aldred
Brianna L. Lennon District I Commissioner
Clerk of the County Commission

¢ M. Thompéon
irict 11 Commissioner



Boone County Purchasing

5551 S. Tom Bass Road
Columbia, MO 65201
Phone: (573) 886-4391

Melinda Bobbitt, CPPO, CPPB
Director of Purchasing

MEMORANDUM
TO: Boone County Commission
FROM: Melinda Bobbitt, CPPO, CPPB
DATE: December 17, 2024
RE: RFP Award Recommendation: 20-26JUN24 — Purchase of Service
Contracts

Request for Proposal 20-26JUN24 — Purchase of Service Contracts closed on June 28,
2024. 67 proposal responses were received.

The evaluation committee consisted of Connie Leipard, Michele Kennett, Lynn Barnett,
Rodney Dixon, Leigh Spence, Greg Grupe, Robert Aulgur, and Sebastian Martinez
Valdivia. Attached are the evaluation committee’s review sheets.

Invoices will be paid from department 2162 —CSF Program Funding, account 71106 —
Contracted Services. The total amount funded from this award is $9,171,811.57.
$14,500,000.00 is budgeted for 2025.

Following are the 50 programs that are being recommended for award for the period
January 1, 2025 through December 31, 2025 with the option for two, one-year renewals:

Bethany Christian Services of Missouri - Safe Families for Children
$35,000.00
Contract #: C000899

Bethany Christian Services of Missouri provides respite services to families
during a crisis to deter children from the entering the foster care system. Case
managers assist families in developing and implementing a plan to improve the
situation and reduce risk factors of abuse and neglect.

Big Brothers Big Sisters of Central Missouri - One-on-One Mentoring with BBBS
$67,840.20
Contract #: C000902



Children participating in the program are matched with mentors to offer social,
emotional, and academic support.

Boys and Girls Clubs of the Columbia Area - Great Futures Start Here
$299,999.34
Contract #: C000905

Boys and Girls Club provides after-school and summer programming designed to
empower youth to excel in school, become good citizens, and lead healthy,
productive lives.

Catholic Charities of Central and Northern Missouri - Mentoring All Refugee Kids
(MARK) Program

$41,878.00
Contract #: C000911

The program provides weekly after-school youth mentoring program for refugee
youth in partnership with the Newman Center's Mentoring for At-risk Youth
program (MARK).

Central Missouri Community Action - BRIDGE Program
$444,120.00
Contract #: C000946

The BRIDGE program supports families experiencing poverty in the first few
years of elementary school in collaboration with the children’s teacher. The
program helps build social-emotional skills within children and build resiliency in
both children and parents. BRIDGE also provides training to teachers to
understand the impact poverty has on child development and learning.

Central Missouri Foster Care and Adoption Association - Respite Care Odyssey
Events

$20,523.20
Contract #: C000912

Odyssey provides respite events for children and youth who are in foster care or
waiting to be adopted. The goal of the program is to decrease family stress,
increase social skills, and strengthen relationships.

CHA Low-Income Services, Inc. - Healthy Home Connections
$118,367.00
Contract #: C000944



Healthy Home Connections provides families assisted through the Columbia
Housing Authority with access to supportive services, to increase their household
stability, well-being, and ability to maintain housing.

CHA Low-Income Services, Inc. - Moving Ahead After School & Summer Program
$199,997.50
Contract #: C000945

The Moving Ahead Program provides education enrichment for children and
youth of families who participate in Columbia Housing Authority Housing
Voucher program. The Boone County Children’s Services Fund supports out-of-
school programming for youth and support services for their parents.

City of Refuge - City Preschool: Cross-Cultural Education
$29,999.64
Contract #: C000915

City of Refuge provides a cross-cultural preschool classroom for children ages 3-
5 years old. The program helps prepare children for kindergarten through in a
teacher-guided and child-led environment.

Columbia Center for Urban Agriculture - Farm to School
$155,201.82
Contract #: C000916

The program provides nutrition and garden-based education to Columbia
elementary schools and to youth community programming at their site located at
the Agriculture Park.

Columbia Center for Urban Agriculture - Opportunity Gardens
$83,143.12
Contract #: C000917

CCUA teaches low-income families with children how to grow their own produce
efficiently and how to prepare healthy meals through the Opportunity Gardens
program.

Columbia Farmers Market, Inc. - Food Incentive Programming at Columbia Farmers
Market: Access to Healthy Food & Produce Prescription Program

$190,638.70
Contract #: C000918



The program provides financial match for SNAP and WIC participants at the
Columbia Farmer’s Market. In addition, people with low-income that are at risk
or currently have diet-related chronic diseases can receive a six-month
“prescription” for fruits and vegetables at the Columbia Farmers Market by
visiting the Family Health Center. The goal is to reduce health care use and
expenses by increasing fruit and vegetable consumption and food security.

Community Playground of Columbia, Inc. - Fun City Youth Academy
$150,000.00
Contract #: C000919

Fun City Youth Academy provides after school programming and during the
summer. The goal is to improve academic outcomes, promote healthy lifestyle
choices, and strengthen family units for youth under the age of 19.

Compass Health, Inc. - School Based Therapy
$369,772.00
Contract #: C000921

The program identifies and engages students in need of mental health services by
partnering with the schools. The program provides treatment planning, therapeutic
interventions, and care coordination for children and youth and their families.

Cora Community Outreach - Cor Columbia
$219,994.28
Contract #: C000923

Cor serves male student athletes, working to transform futures by providing
access to opportunities and resources students need to succeed. The goal of this
program is to use academics, relationships, and life skills to help students create a
pathway to a post-secondary plan and fulfilling life beyond high school.

Coyote Hill - Family Stability Program
$190,416.00
Contract #: C000927

Coyote Hill provides supervised visits for children placed outside of their home
with their biological family. The program also provides support to foster and
biological families.

Destiny of H.O.P.E. - Youth Empowerment



$150,208.24
Contract #: C000932

The program offers life skills classes in Columbia Public School buildings to
students at risk of law enforcement involvement. The program is also offered to
youth at the Juvenile Justice Center. The goal is to prevent involvement and
recidivism in the juvenile justice system for youth.

First Chance for Children - Baby Bags
$94,306.00
Contract #: C000934

Baby Bags provides education and basic necessities to meet a family’s
developmental, physical and mental health needs. The goal is to strengthen
families by developing protective factors and providing basic necessities during
times in need.

First Chance for Children - Baby U Home Visitation Program
$207,335.00
Contract #: C000935

Baby U provides home visiting services to prepare children to be social,
emotionally and academically ready for kindergarten. Parents are also given
information on child development, access to resources and supporting healthy
relationships.

First Chance for Children - Safe C.R.1B.S. Community Resources, Infant Beds, and
Support

$24,515.00
Contract #: C000937

The CRIBS program supports families leaving the hospital by providing basic
health and safety items to care for a new baby. A trained educator offers home
visiting to help meet a family’s developmental, physical and mental health needs
and encourage to participate in longer term home visitation programs.

First Chance for Children - Lend and Learn Programming and Toy Library
$86,500.00
Contract #: C000938



Lend and Learn Toy Libraries provide a safe and inclusive location for young
children and their parents to explore toys that strengthen social-emotional,
cognitive, motor, and language development. The goal of the program is to
strengthen positive parenting skills, reduce social isolation, and ultimately lead to
children being developmentally ready for kindergarten.

Fostering Life-Changing Opportunities - Flourish Prep Internship Program
$80,063.30
Contract #: C000940

The Flourish Prep Internship Program offers paid internships and includes
professional development and supportive services. Funding from the Boone
County Children's Services Fund supports case management offered to interns
and host safe community events for youth. The goal is to improve economic and
social mobility for marginalized youth.

Fresh Start Sober Living Programs - Fresh Start Family Reunification Program
$162,000.00
Contract #: C000947

The program supports parents recovering from a substance use disorder by
providing case management, peer support, and home visiting. The goal is to help
parents reunify with their children and maintain a healthy, stable home.

Grade A Plus Incorporated - Out of School Program Staffing
$95,344.00
Contract #: C000941

The program provides tutoring services to children in need of academic support.
The goal of the program is to improve academic performance and reduce risk of
falling behind academically.

Harrisburg Early Learning Center - Harrisburg Early Learning Center
$100,152.00
Contract #: C000933

The goal of Harrisburg Early Learning Center is to provide year-round services
and affordable care for the children of northern Boone County. These services
include social emotional screenings for the children in the early childhood
program, quality and structured before- and after-school programming and
summer enrichment programming for school-aged children.

Heart of Missouri CASA - CASA Child Advocacy



$250,785.00
Contract #: C000931

Heart of Missouri CASA provides child advocacy services for children involved
in abuse and neglect court cases. Services are provided by trained volunteers to
help find safe, permanent homes for children who have been abused or neglected.

HeartSpace Clinic - Safe and Sound Protocol
$154,190.00
Contract #: C000948

The Safe and Sound protocol targets auditory sensitivities found in those who
have experienced trauma or traumatic stress to improve listening and social
engagement behaviors.

Heriford House Foundation - No Family Left Behind (NFLB): An HHF Project
$421,297.66
Contract #: C000887

Th program delivers Multisystemic Therapy (MST) and a group therapy for youth
at-risk or involved with the juvenile justice system.

Job Point - AmeriCorps
$114,189.96
Contract #: C000929

The program assists young adults obtain a high school diploma equivalency,
leading to economic independence.

Job Point - Boone County Builds Youth
$139,902.80
Contract #: C000930

Students participating in the Boone County Builds Youth program are dually
enrolled with their public school and Job Point. The public school provides core
educational courses students need to earn their high school diploma. In addition,
Job Point offers vocational certificate courses and job readiness training.

Kingdom Konnections — Kingdom Konnections
$108,869.60
Contract #: C000949



The program provides parent skills training to parents that have had their
child(ren) removed from the home or at-risk of removal. The goal is to reduce risk
of child abuse and neglect and reunification of families

KVC Behavioral Healthcare Missouri, Inc. — HOPE Program
$202,901.00
Contract #: C000928

The HOPE program provides prevention services for Boone County children and
families prior to abuse, neglect, and/or traumatizing removal of a child from their
home. The goal is to prevent child abuse and neglect, improve parent-child
relationships, and reduce out-of-home placement.

Love Columbia Corp. - Path Forward
$225,057.21
Contract #: C000926

The program provides case management support to families with children that are
experiencing housing insecurity. The goal is to connect families to services to
enhance well-being and self-sufficiency.

Lutheran Family and Children's Services of Missouri - Counseling and Parenting
Services

$418,377.95
Contract #: C000925

The program provides home visiting, therapy, parenting education, and case
management services to parents, caregivers, and their children to increase timely
access to pregnancy, parenting, and mental health services for families. The goal
of the program is to decrease the number of children in the region who are at risk
of child abuse and neglect.

Mary Lee Johnston Community Learning Center - Early Childhood Services
$94,645.86
Contract #: C000924

Mary Lee Johnston Community Learning Center (MLJCLC) provides enrolled
families with case management and support to access resources. The goal is to
prepare young children for kindergarten.

Moberly Area Community College - The Quality Childcare Initiative at MACC
$497,700.61



Contract #: C000922

MACC offers scholarships for childcare providers and high school students to
obtain their Child Development Associate Credential. MACC also provides
training and coaching in HighScope, an evidence-based curriculum for early
childcare providers.

Powerhouse Community Development Corporation - Healthy Choices
$250,880.68
Contract #: C000920

The program provides school-based, after-school, and summer programming to
youth with a focus on developing life skills, leadership development, and job
readiness training. Parents are encouraged to participate in Parent Cafes designed
to assist parents in navigating available resources and reduce parental stress.

School of Service (dba Access Arts) - Youth Arts Program
$76,116.48
Contract #: C000914

The program provides art programming afterschool to Benton Elementary School
students, six-week classes, and art camps for students. The program provides
access to art programming to children from low-income households, children with
disabilities, or children that face other barriers to quality art programming.

The Curations of the University of Missouri (on behalf of the Department of
Occupational Therapy) - SWIM: Swimming and Water Instruction Modified for Autism
Spectrum Disorder

$30,736.32
Contract #: C000913

The SWIM program teaches water safety and swimming skills to children with
autism spectrum disorder by providing affordable, adapted group swim lessons.

The Curators of the University of Missouri (on behalf of Debora Bell, Ph.D. and the
Psychological Services Clinic) - MU Psychological Services Clinic Center for Evidence-
Based Youth Mental Health 2024

$375,570.02
Contract #: C000910

The program provides evidence-based assessment and treatment for children,
adolescents, and their families for a variety of emotional and behavioral
difficulties.



The Curators of the University of Missouri (on behalf of the Department of
Psychiatry) - Boone County Early Childhood Coalition

$231,136.66
Contract #: C000908

The Boone County Early Childhood Coalition (BCECC) serves families through
Triple P, an evidence-based intervention model which increases knowledge,
skills, and confidence of parents to reduce the prevalence of mental health,
emotional, and behavioral problems in children. BCECC also supports
collaboration and capacity building for early childhood professionals.

The Curators of the University of Missouri (on behalf of the Department of
Psychiatry) — Child Trauma Initiative of Boone County (CTI-BC)

$181,962.72
Contract #;: C000909

The program provides interventions for children and/or their parents, families, or
caregivers who have experienced one of more traumatic events.

The Curators of the University of Missouri (on behalf of the Department of
Psychiatry) — ECPBS — Early Childhood Positive Behavior Support

$333,939.80
Contract #; C000907

The program provides training and professional coaching to early childhood
professionals that supports social-emotional development for young children.

The Curators of the University of Missouri (on behalf of the Department of
Psychiatry) - MU Bridge Program: School-Based Psychiatry

$758,645.79 estimated
Contract #: TBD

The MU Bridge Program provides school-based psychiatric services and nurse
case management for Boone County Children and adolescents who are in need of
psychiatry services. The goal of the program is to decrease the wait time for
school-age children to access psychiatry services.

The Curators of the University of Missouri (on behalf of the Division of General
Pediatrics, Department of Child Health, and University of Missouri Health Care) -
HealthySteps

$175,559.00



Contract #: C000906

HealthySteps for Young Children connects with families during pediatric well
visits as part of the primary care team. They offer screenings, help with complex
parenting issues, guidance and referrals, care coordination, and home visits.

The Food Bank for Central & Northeast Missouri, Inc. - The Food Bank Market
Children & Families

$119,998.61
Contract #: C000950

The Food Bank Market provides food and groceries to those in need in Boone
County. The goal of this program is to reduce food insecurity by providing
supplemental food to low-income individuals in Boone County and increase
access to nutritious foods by distributing foods such as fresh produce, protein and
dairy.

The Food Bank for Central & Northeast Missouri, Inc. - Children's Supplemental
Food Programs

$49,998.60
Contract #: C000951

The program provides supplemental food to students in school buildings. Pantries
are located on school grounds to allow for a more readily accessible food source
for students and their families that have low-income.

True North of Columbia, Inc. - True North's Children's Program
$42,054.90
Contract #: C000904

The program provides Trust-Based Relational Intervention (TBRI) to children and
their parents who are survivors of domestic and/or sexual violence who typically
reside in True North’s residential emergency shelter. The goal is to increase
emotional resiliency and promote healthy attachments.

Voluntary Action Center - VAC Basic Needs Program
$148,000.00
Contract #: C000903

The program provides a variety of services that specifically address and meet
needs for assistance with health, employment, and safety for low-income Boone
County residents.



Woodhaven Learning Center - EnCircle Technologies
$151,980.00
Contract #: C000901

Woodhaven empowers people with developmental disabilities to succeed by
assisting them in their own homes and supporting them as they work, volunteer
and form relationships in the community. The program provides job training in
technical careers to individuals with disabilities through the age of 19.
Woodhaven meets with local businesses to hire individuals with disabilities.

cc:  Proposal File

ATT Evaluation Committee Reports and Score Sheets



Docusign Envelope ID: 870FDFCE-2E01-48DF-AB46-BOF52735DD52

Organization: City of Refuge

City Preschool

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
I WEIGHTED IScores Availlable from 0-5 {(whole numbers
RAW SCORE HWEIGHTE SCORE only) Bassis for scoring may be included below.
B 1S Overall REA IR FIS ] I City Preschooi' - BASIS FOR S_GQ.RE
i e s BP0 v <do PR == ned
Does the proposed program provide meaningful 500 400 20.00 The program provides childcare targeting
\ services to children, youth, and families? ' ' ' refugee/immigrant families.
[EF ' Y N N "I Access to childcare is criticalinthe R
i community. The program hours extremely
. limiting to fully address chlidcare access for
D th
| Does the proposal address needs in the community# 3.00 4.00 1200 |4 o tamilies being served. Clarlfication Is
needed on if the location Is accessible for the
\ Ll B |target population. B
| .
! Does the organization have experience or a 300 200 6.00 The program recently opened and is a new

developed plan to provide the proposed program@ service provided by the organization.

| The program is serving refugee/immigrant
Does this proposal improve equitable access fo 3.00 3.00 9.00 familles but also serves familles outside of thls
services? ' ' ' population. The hours limit the impact access
to childcare can have for the population.

i — ——— i —

The fundmg requesf was reduced. The
Does the proposal ulilize addifional funds to support program has muttiple funding streams and
5.00 2.00 10.00

program expenses? actively pursumg childcare subsidy. The

The program is to help cllents qaccess programs

offered by Clty of Refuge and other

organizations. The program has librarians

come to the center and take field trips to the

library. The program is using resources to
develop the curriculum.

The orgonlzohon complefed the proposol
correctly by utllizing the Common Outcomes
and Taxanomy of Services.

| Does the propesal include substantive
collaboration?

3.00 3.00 9.00




Docusign Envelope ID: 870FDFCE-2E01-48DF-AB46-B9F52735DD52

Organization: First Chance for Children
Baby Bags
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

T Overall

Does the proposed program provide meaningful
: services to children, youth, and families?

Does this proposal address needs in the
community?

— *

Does the organization have experience or a
developed plan to provide the proposed programé

I
| Does this proposal improve equitable access to

services?

II Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support
program expenses?
!

Does the proposal include substantive

collaboration?
Doss the proposdl follow directions outlined in the
RFP%

Total Score o

— . :
WEIGHTED |Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only).
s _RA'N SCC_DI!E WEI?I-I_IL 'SCORE |Basls for scoring may be included below. i
: Baby Bags | BASIS FOR SCORE L
|
5.00 4.00 \ 2000 [The program offers basic need items to families.
| ; L . ~ -
[ Access to basic need items is a critical need. The
5.00 | 400 2000 |proposal is serving an extremely higher amount of
- | D= (S—— individuals but needs clarification. |
500 200 10.00 The program has been provided for several years
and continues to grow.
-1 T [The program Eprovided to ony_one neécﬁ_ng o
3.00 | 3.00 ‘ 9.00 services. The program doesn't limit to a specific
= | L lincome level or target any paricular population.
‘ ' The program has multiple funding streams but
priorifizies CSF for Boone County residents. The
E 200 LY funding request and unit rates increased significantly
R | |compared to the current contract,
| The organization distributes diapers and basic need
4,00 3.00 12.00 items through multiple partners across the
' community. The MOUs were nol provided.
| = Lot CLELIY i 2 A AR b AEa
3.00 l 2.00 6.00 |The proposal followed maijority of the instructions.
|



Docusign Envelope ID: 870FDFCE-2E01-48DF-AB46-B9F52735DD52

Organization: First Chance for Children

Baby U

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
S I WEIGHTED |Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only).
AW sc?f '_lewEl?Tl' SCORE |Basis for scoring may be included below.
e, C)verull _ v : ' Baby U BASIS FOR SCORE
| S e ; ==t =t
| Does the proposed program provide meaningful 5.00 1 400 | 20.00 The program provides home visiting to families with
services fo children, youth, and families? ’ * | infants and toddlers.
!
| " Does this proposal address needs in the I i BB P Ob B _1200_ “IThe program helps feach posifive parenting skills to
| community? | ' | e L _ reduce the risk for child abuse and neglect.
} Does the organization have experience or a
| developed plan to provide the proposed 5.00 2.00 10.00 |The program has been delivered for several years.
| program?

1 Maiority of the families are at or below 200% FPL.

Does this proposal improve equitable access fo 4,00 3.00 12.00 |The program uses risk factors to determine eligibility

the RFP?

I ﬁse_rwces? s ‘{ - - for the progrom.
I il o The funding reques! and unit rate increased but is
Does the proposal utilize additional funds to | 1.00 2,00 l' 2.00 serving fewer families. CSF is majority of the
| support program expenses? | | [program budget (91%).
‘Does the pro'b;s-dl i_nc_:lua_e ‘éubsfcnﬁve‘ i 1 300 300 [ 9.00 The program mentions collaborating with Brlghter
collaboration? ! ' ‘ Beginnings but needs more |nf_or£nchon -
I Does I proposy| follow/directions oufined in | 3.00 2.00 l 600 |The proposal followed majority of the instructions.

Raw Score



Docusign Envelope ID: 870FDFCE-2E01-48DF-AB46-B9F52735DD52

Organization: First Chance for Children

Lend and Learn
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

 Raw Score

t — . .
i WEIGHTED |Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only).
_ . B SO !WEIGHT SCORE Bosis for scoring may be included below.
I 1. Overall st B 3 Lend and Leam e BAS!S FOR SCORE
) : [ [ [ The program provides positive activities for
Does the proposed program provide meaningful
services to children, you’rh and families? L | S0 12280 I?C”;';ZTOLT";E;:;:E :'r:g”g;%gz;ore
y SIFErE A et j |The program does not directly address critical
Does this proposal address needs in the community? 2.00 4,00 8.00 ?:v?(ejrsi: diir\:? d(L:JZITvTilIJIrgZ S;F;je%ri%r:\n;;:e%v\;; the
e S o= Ol el == | _|curent confract. R —
Does the organization have experience or a 500 [ 200 10.00 The program has experience providing the
developed plan to provide the proposed programe | ’ I ’ ' program.
| - . . ==
. ] . The program is open to all families. There are
D
| i th'; ety CelliEle ey 400 300 | 1200 |events that are scheduled for specific
! L Sl el L i) | B |populations or interest groups.
| o o | . The funding request increased significantly. Fewer
D L
I pn%eg;sr;ﬁ Z;g;;fc:zgls;hhze cteliitel ISR e 2 2l 1.00 2.00 l 2.00 indlividuals will be served despite a large increase
[ ] in funding. CSF is 85% of the program budget.
= e — o S e - - =
3 : The program collaborates to provide Mornings at
! 1 :
Eg”e str;?c;tsil:r%osol SRRkaosianiive 4,00 3.00 ‘ 12.00 |ihe River and several other organizations. No
I_ -1 e } MOUs were provided. - B
| Efpe; iaepeEdc i e CE Ry thicelining 3.00 2.00 I 600 |The proposal followed majority of the instructions.
|



Docusign Envelope ID: 870FDFCE-2E01-48DF-AB46-B9F52735DD52

Organization: First Chance for Children

Safe CRIBS

RFP?

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
EWEIGHTED Scores Avglloble frc:)m 0-5 (who_le numbers
. RAW SCORE |WEIGHT only). Basis for scoring may be included
SCORE
- " SR PR olow. __ I
| 1. Overall Safe CRIBS BASIS FOR SCORE '
| § . [ ] N . . . .
. The program provides cribs to famllies with
Does the proposed program provide meaningful S .
services fo children, youth, and families? 5.00 } 4,00 20.00 lsrllfnclusnfs and home visiting o teach parenting
’-_ Ti= =" T e 3 ==y - l T A safe place to sleep is a critical need for R
| " : 8 | families with newboms, The program also
' D
| cgrisr;zl;i?;gposol R I 5.00 4.00 20.00 |provides home visiting to teach positive
. ‘ parenting skills to reduce the risk for child
14 N 1 B |abuse and neglect. -
Does the organization have experience or a 5.00 i 200 10.00 The program has been offered for several
'i developed plan to provide the proposed program? ' | ) ' years,
: — g S b _ | : The-pragrom receives referrals for families
. | that do not have a safe space for newborns
D
seorfiscgi; ERee e gRiietielaccEssiic 4,00 300 | 1200 [iosleep. Allthe individuals will be at or
\ below 200% FPL. The proposal has a diverse
; = 1 fcllentels. S
: The funding request amount and unit rates
| Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support 2.00 200 400 increased significantly but will serve few
| program expenses? ’ ’ ' individuals and number of units. The request
| Sodana: — B N AR ~ |[to CSFis 61% of the budget. I
| Does the proposal include substantive i F_ The program collaborates with other
| coliaborallons g ] 4,00 3.00 12.00 |organizations to distribute cribs. No MOUs
N ey it T | i ~ were pravided. -
D N . . ‘- . . | . 3
oes the proposal follow directions outiined in the 3.00 | 2.00 L 6.00 The proposal followed majority of the

ilinsfru::‘rions.




Docusign

Envelope |D: 870FDFCE-2E01-48DF-AB46-BOF52735DD52

Organization: Harrisburg Early Learning Center

Harrisburg Early Learning Center
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

___‘, —_IWEIGHTED |Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only).
R _ - ) RAWSCORE. JWEIGHT _SCORE_|Basis for s for scoring may be mcluded below,
1_ ‘1.0verall ~ Harrisburg Early Leamlng ‘Center  BASIS FOR SCORE _ s
{ — |
| Doss the proposed program provide meaningful 5.00 400 20.00 The program provides out of school
j services fo children, youth, and families? ’ ’ ' programming and early childcare,
|, Does this proposal address needs In the | ;00 = ) OO_ ;Oa "|The program is iocated in a rural Gommunily and
| community? = i : 1 T Imeets a crificial need,
Does the organization have expenence ora | .
|l developed plan fo provide the proposed | 5.00 2.00 10.00 Tr:‘img?;c:(mek:ios b:ear;gfeirti:ﬁ?r a;rtaer;%i’;:mse
| program? l a perienc inis g s gs.
o e S — | o The f misin a rural ni sa
. . program is in o rural community and is @
| sDe°r;§:*ehs'; rgrereEl s R el EIEERE A ‘ 400 300 | 1200 [childcare desert. Half of the individuals are at or
| : - | Ibelow 200% FPL.
The organization increased the funding request
to CSF but has historically kept the same
Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support 5.00 200 10.00 coniract amount. The unit rate for Out of School
program expenses? ! ' ! Programming increased significantly and should
e comparable to similar programming. The
| program has diverse funding streams.
i Does 1he pE)B_oscl mclude substantive T B ;00 3.00 | _9 00 ! The proér‘o-nTQﬁzg s._ervrces from ECPBS and
collcborcmon? | ’ ' ' refers families to other services when needed.
—— = i ] = :
The organization completed the proposal
RDI?Pe?S elRioRe et dlrecﬂons efinedlgite 5.00 2.00 10.00 |comectly by utilizing the Common Qutcomes and
Taxonomy of Services.




Docusign Envelope ID: 870FDFCE-2E01-48DF-AB46-B9F52735DD52

Organization: Mary Lee Johnston Community Learning Center

Early Childhood Services
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

1. Overall

| Does the proposed program provide meaningful
| services to children, youth, and familles?

Does this proposal address needs in the

Does the organization have experience or a
developed plan fo provide the proposed program?

“Does fhis proposal improve equitable accessto
| services? -
|

|
Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support

program expenses?

Does the proposal include substantive
collaboration?

| Doss the proposal follow directions outlined in the
| RFP?

Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers
only). Basis for scoring may be included
below.

—— % oo
| WEIGHTED
RAW SCORE | WEIGHT SCORE
Early Childhood Services
5.00 4.00 20.00
5.00 4.00 20.00
3.00 2,00 6.00
4.00 3.00 12,00
T 1
3.00 2.00 6.00
2.00 3.00 6.00
1.00 2.00 2.00

Access to childcare is a critical issue in the
lcommunity.

Missour United Way.

BASIS FOR SCORE

1
l
2
|
]

The program provides childcare to families.

The organization has had difficulty staying
open and overcoming long term
Iorgonizotionol issues.

{The progro?n serves a diverse population

and majority are at or below 200% FPL.

The funding request significantly increased to
CSF and is 27% of the budget. The rate for
Early Childhood Education does not seem fo
be sustainable, The program has multiple
funding streams but did not include Heart of

'The proposal lists different resources and
referrals offered to parents. The organization
has tried developing relationships with other
organizations to enhance services.

'T‘he_proposol did not follow insfruc}ions._
Attachments were not provided and did not

follow the Common Outcomes and
Taxonomy of Services.



Docusign Envelope ID: 870FDFCE-2E01-48DF-AB46-BOF52735DD52

oz

Organization: River Relief Inc.

Mornings at the River
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

1. Overall

Does the proposed program provide meaningful
services to children, youth, and families?

"Does this proposdl address needs In the
conjfnuniiye

Does the organization have experience or a
developed plan to provide the proposed program?

Does this proposal improve equitable access to
services?

Does the proposal utlize additional funds to support
program expenses?

Does the proposal include substantive
collaboration?

Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the
RFP?

: |WEIGHTED
RAWSCOFE | ivsl_c.litl SCORE
=i Jﬁ-"ﬁ“'““ﬁ?ﬂ?!’?‘?‘
2.00 4,00 8.00
2.00 l 400 \ 8.00
-
3.00 2,00 ! 6.00
S
1.00 3,00 3.00
|
1.00 2.00 2.00
2.00 300 | 6.00
]
. — | P
3.00 | 200 | 600

Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only}.
Basis for scoring may be_igg:_lruged below,

BASIS FOR SC SCORE
{The progrom provldes activities for fomllles with
young children. The program is only offered six
times in the summer. The proposal does not
describe any quality standards in how
lessans/activities are developed.

The program does not meet critical needs of
families.

The program has been offered for a couple years.

|Ihe jocation is a barrier for families that have
limited transportation or financial means to travel
{o a rural location. The program is open 1o anyone
and does not target any specific population.

Tmhe fun-diﬁggqUesf is Bﬁ%_of_ihe_bugge'i, There

are a couple other funding sources. There may be
a duplication of funding since First Chance for
Children collaborates through the Lend and Learn
Libraries. The MOU states FC4C would be
reimbursed for their expenses.

The program appears to have a positive
relationship with a local business to offer the
space at no charge. The organization
collaborates with other organizations to enhance
educational activities.

|The proposal did not follow ail the Instructions.




Docusign Envelope ID: 870FDFCE-2E01-48DF-AB46-BOF52735DD52

Organizations: The Curators of the University of Missouri (on behalf of the College of Education and Human
Development)

Parenting Foundations

CRITERIA CHECKLIST _
| i Scores Available from 0-5 (whole
RAW SCORE iWEIGHT WSELGJEEED numbers only). Basis for scoring may be
N iy AL b (L5 | _ lincluded below. -
. 1.Overall § ‘Parenting Foundoﬂons _ BASIS FOR SCORE A |
f— 1 [ +. — n
y - \ ‘The program will anly be provided '
Does the proposed program provide meaningful | i )
| services to children, youih and families? 1.00 [ 400 =09 f%nrl::liscnd does not provide support fo
e — = == e — | 4
| | | Parenting skills education is needed but
[ gg;sn?:}l:ﬂ?;gposol e ME GG 2.00 4,00 8.00 not in the method of delivery that is
| i proposed.
| | : The program does not currently eX|st The
| proposal does not provide specific
| 223;'12ee%r%T;:?oho?or;?J: Tixeperr:)enocseegr ?o - m? 0.00 200 | 000 linfermalion on the curriculum and
| P P prop prog | quality that will be used to develop the
| . TR B | .- __|program. _
I I The program would serve parents that
| | are at risk for child abuse and neglect
i I but lacks specific information on how
Does this proposal improve equitable access to | 1.00 3.00 300 they would be referrred or supported.

services? |Families may not have access to the
: |program since it's online. The
| | | idemogrophics were not completed
| correclly and show 1he whole count\/

| ' _ I | Ithe fundmg request is exfremly high. The:
. Does the proposcl uhhze additional funds to support 1.00 2.00 200 |program would be a pilof but with the

ISR S HER ! intention to expand statewide.

B ' 1the program lists potential referral
1.00 3.00 3.00 |sources but does not demonsirate
'cclloborolion to enhance services.

| Does the proposal Include substantive

i collaboration?

fr e e ==l ! | ‘

| Does the proposal follow dlrechons outlined in fhe 2.00 2.00 4.00 {The proposal did not follow all the |

| RFP? ms‘rruchons {
I




Docusign Envelope ID: 870FDFCE-2E01-48DF-AB46-B9F52735DD52

|
|
\
|
|

Organizations: The Curators of the University of Missouri (on behalf of the Department of Psychiatry)

Boone County Early Childhood Coadalition

CRITERIA CHECKLIST

1. overall

RAW SCORE ‘

Doss the proposed program provide meaningful

|
l

community?

services?

program expenses?

Does the proposal include substantive
collaboration?

services to children, youth, and families? 30
Does this proposol address needs in the 3.00
Does the organization have experience or a | 400
developed plan to provide the proposed program@ . :
Does this proposal Improve equitable access to 3.00
|
Does the proposal utllize additionai funds to support | 1.00
| d
|
4.00
Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the | 400

RFP?

i
1
Raw.Score |

1

WEIGHT

4.00

4,00

2.00

3.00

2.00

3.00

2,00

e

| WEIGHTED
| SCORE

| Boone County Eatly Childhood Coallfion.

12.00

12.00

8.00

9,00

2.00

12.00

8.00

Scores Available from 0-5 (whole
numbers only). Basis for scoring may be
inclugled_t_)_eb_w._ )

 BASIS FOR SCORE

\The program provides parenting skills
tralning and consultation and organizes
a coalition for early childhood providers,
Screenings and coaching Is more difficult
to track long term outcomes and impact
of services for families.

A fri;;le P_pro'vid_es porer{’ring skils o

parents struggling. The codlition and
screening is more difficulf to tie fo
T_hg;:;rogrom has been_opercﬁing for
several years, The program has had
difficulty developing the hub and have

|ufiization.

The program provides screening services
in community locations but do not target
spacific populations. The demographics
do not show a large portion that are at

|or below 200% FPL.

The funding request increased and CSF
has been the only funder. The personnel
administering screenings, community
events, and coalition meetings seem to
be overqualified which impacts the cost
effectiveness of the program. The
proposal lacks specific information on
efforts to secure other funding sources.
The organization collaborates with
arganizations through the coalition to
share resources, The program provides
screenings at various locations but does
not necessarily enhance services. Other
organizafions are listed as referral
partners, The proposal provides a MOU

|with ECPES and MACC.

The proposal does not clearly describe
the different facets of the program. The
organization completed the proposal
correctly by utilizing the Common
iOutcomes and Taxonomy of Services.




Docusign Envelope ID: 870FDFCE-2E01-48DF-AB46-B9F52735DD52

Organizations: The Curators of the University of Missouri (on behalf of the Department of Psychiatry)

ECPBS

CRITERIA CHECKLIST -
RAW SCORE | WEIGHT
A.overall ECPBS
Does the proposad program provide meaningful 400 400
services fo children, youth, and families? : '
Does this proposal address needs in the
community? 4.00 4.00
| Does the organization have experience or a 400 2.00
developed plan fo provide the proposed program? : '
e
Does this proposal improve equitable access fo
services? 200 %00
'L
Does the proposal ulilize additional funds to support 1.00 2.00
program expenses? ' '
Does the propaosal include substaniive
collaboration? 00 3.00
|
" Does the proposal follow directions ouflined in fhe el Y

RFP?

Raw Score

_ 2000

| WEIGHTED
| SCORE

-

16.00

16.00

[included below.

_Iteachers,

Scores Available from 0-5 {(whole
numbers only). Basis for scoring may be

—— = —

~ BASIS FOR SCORE

The program pro'vﬁes iroining; and
coaching support to early childhood

The program helps improve the
professional skills of early childhood
teachers to enhance programming for
children.

8.00

6.00

2.00

' ft’;e f_ur;ding request in_crgas;d

fundling sources.

The organization has experience offering
the program.

The program provides training to
teachers from various child care centers,
The program lacks diversity for the
children being served through the
program. A large majority of are over the
200% FPL. The program does not appear
lo serve centers that recelve subsidies.

significantly. The personnel is inconsistent.
The program had significant excess
revenues from FY2023. CSF has been the
only funder. The proposal lacks specific
information on efforts to secure other

8.00
| 68.00

The program works with child care
centers to offer fraining and coaching.
The proposal provided MOUs with
BCECCand MACC.

The proposal followed majority of the

instructions.




Docusign Envelope |D: 870FDFCE-2E01-48DF-AB46-BOF52735DD52

Organization: The Curators of the University of Missouri (on behalf of the Division of General Pediatrics,
Department of Child Health, and University of Missouri Health Care)

HealthySteps

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
' \WEIGHTED  S5°res Available from 0-5 (whole
RAW SCORE | WEIGHT SCORE numbers only). Basis for scoring may be
. e | T | (el included below. -
1.0verall ' B HealthySteps ~ BASIS FOR'SCORE
Ny e I = — i i
! | The program provides support to families
Does the proposed program provide meaningful 5.00 4.00 20.00 ta new parents through attending doctor
sarvices o children, youth, and families? ] ' ’ visits, providing case management, and
doing home visits.
. .I The program helps new parents and
Doss this ‘proposcl addgessneeds in e 5.00 | 4,00 20.00 |reduce the risk for child abuse and
community?
neglect.
Does the organization have experience or o 5.00 2.00 10.00 The program has been offered for
developed plan fo provide the proposed program? ; ' ' several years.

oI i et Sa et N B ke p%g?ams—erves families that have
Does this proposal improve equitable occess fo 400 3.00 12.00 'meet certain criteria for eligibility.
services? ) ’ ’ !Children can only be enrolled prior to

- = — e e} turning 4 months old.
r' The funding request increased. MU
Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support 1.00 ' 200 200 provides a small amount of financial
program expensess 2 ’ ' |support but was not included in the
ibudgef. CSFis shown as the only funder.

e ————————————————— ———— e - ,] —

; . |The program is involved in Brighter
Does the proposal include substantive ! pro -
collaboration? 3.00 3.00  9.00 _Beglnnm_gs but needs more specific

e Sl i - ol | [informafion. _ .

| | The organization completed the

| Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the 5.00 200 10.00 proposal correctly by ufilizing the

| RFP2 ; ‘ : Common Outcomes and Taxonomy of

Services.




Docusign Envelope ID: 870FDFCE-2E01-48DF-AB46-B9F52735DD562

Organization: Moberly Area Community College

Quality Childcare Initiative
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

RAW SCORE |

WEIGHT

SCORE
I — e E——

Quality Childcare Initiative

Does the proposed program provide meaningful

‘WEIGHTED

Scores Available from 0-5 (whole
numbers only). Basis for scoring may be
Included below.

| s o scors

4.00

services to children, youth, and families? 440y L)
Does this proposal address needs in the 7 4_06 L
community? e Syt ey
Does the organization have experience or a 400 2.00
developed plan to provide the proposed program? ) '
|
Does this proposal improve equitable access to
services? Gls | Siip
Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support
3.00 2.00
program expenses?
D th linclude substanti !
oes the proposal include substantive I
collaboration? LY | 30
b ey |'
Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the 5.00 | 200

RFP?

]
| 1600
1
|

16.00

8.00

2.00

10.00

The program collaborates with ECPBS

1The program provides training to Early
Childhood Professionals.

The program helps enhance services
provided by childeare centers.

The organization has experience and
expertise to provide the trainings. The
program has struggled to have high
school students enroll in the CDA
training. .
The program provides training to Early
Childhood Professionals but may not
target centers with families at or below
200% FPL. The provides stipends to
{teachers compleling the program.

The program uses other scholarship
funding to help cover costs for students
completing the CDA. The funding
request amount has increased
lcompared to the current contract.

and BCECC to enhance services for
early childhood teachers. The program
has fried to get high school students to
enroll in the program by working with
CPS, Hallsville, and Southern Boone
|County school districts.

The organization completed the
proposal correctly by utilizing the
|{Common Outcomes and Taxonomy of
\Services.
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Evaluator Signatures - RFP #20-26JUN24

DoouSigned by:

M:( o Lot Michele Kennett 12/2/2024
4BABZ151E1114106...
Signature Name Date
ﬂ;i‘:;; Do Rodney Dixon 12/2/2024
Signature Name Date
DocuBigned by
Robert Aulgur 12/6/2024
Rolsuit ﬂuiaw
i
Signature Name Date
Sighature Name Date
Signature Name Date



Docusign Envelope ID: 5D7CCD1E-E4E5-4B87-8BB1-EOFA53668128

Organization: Central Missouri Community Action

BRIDGE Program
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

| 1. Overall

Does the proposed program provide meaningful
services to children, youth, and families?

Does the proposal address needs in the community?

|

|
Does the organization have experience ora

| developed plan to provide the proposed program?

| Does this proposal improve equitable access to
services?

program expenses?

{
RAW SCORE ”WEIGHTE

B —

BRIDGE Program

4.00

2.00

Does the proposal include substantive

| ————————*

‘ Does the proposal utllize additlonal funds to support
l

; collaboration?

|

‘Does fhe proposal follow directions outiined inthe |

RFP?

Raw _Score

3.00

400
.00

|Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers

wElGHTEDIonIy) Basis for scoring may be included below.,
|

SCORE

BASIS FOR SCORE

3.00

2.00

The program provides supports to children as

Teiee they enter elementary school.

The program helps low-income families
develop plans to address educationd|
|achievement and family stability.

The organization has offered the program for
several years and expanded into other
coun’rles

16.00

10.00

The program continues to serve more families
whose first language is not English. Families are
also at or below the 200% FPL. Majority of
families have children in Head Start entering
info Kindergarten. A teacher has to be willing
to partner which can limit participation,

12.00

The program receives funding from HMUW but
pays for Cooper and Howard counties. The
funding request increased compared to the
current contract. CSF has been the only funder
Ifor Boone County residents.

|The program works closely with the child's
teacher and provides fraining on the impact
poverly can have on a child.

The proposal ollowed majority of the |
linstructions but lacked clarity on the budget. |

4.00

9.00

8.00

75.00



Docusign Envelope ID: 5D7CCD1E-E4E5-4B87-8BB1-E0FA53668128

Organization: CHADS Coalition for Mental Health

CHADS School Ovutreach

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
WEIGHTED |Scores Available from 0-5 {whole numbers only).
— AWAGORE \WEIGHT‘ SCORE |Basis for scoring may be included below.
1. Overall A CHADS School Ouhquch 'BASIS FOR SCORE o &
: m The program provides information on SUICIde
Doss the proposed program provide meaningful
services fo children, youth, and families? 3.00 4,00 ! 1200 |awareness and prevention but does not provide
- = - — __ ! longoing support to those served.
Does this proposal address needs in the 2,00 400 | 8.00 There are existing resources in Boone Coumy and the
communityg = L oYy L P Ischool districts. i
. ; i The organization provides the progrom in other
Does the organization have experience or a l
developed plan fo provide the proposed program? 2.00 2.00 4.00 rgogllj::]r;; but not currenly established in Boone
) TR N SERRa—— - o 1 |The probosol does not idenﬂf;/ épe<:_if_ic populations
| Does this proposal improve equitable access to 1.00 300 3.00 or school buildings that would be served. No
services? ’ ’ ' intential efforts to address equity was described. If's
| — ) universal prevention program.
i e The organization has funding for other reglons ns but
D
l oes the proposal utilize additional funds to support 1.00 2.00 2.00 does not have funding for Boone County. The
program expenses?
L e e |milecge cost is high. — -
] The proposal does not describe discussions with
| school districts to determine if the program is
Does the proposal include substantive 1.00 3.00 300 needed or would be received into the school
| collaboration? ) ’ ’ buildings. The proposal also states that school
I counselors would need to be present during the
[ 1 |tralinings which adds onto their existing workload.
\ Doss the proposal follow directions outlined in the 4.00 \ 200 8.00 The proposal followed majority of the instructions bu’r

lacked clarity on the budget.



Docusign Envelope ID: 5D7CCD1 E-E4E5-4B87-8BB1-EOFA53668128

Organization: City of Columbia on behalf of its Columbia/Boone County Department of Public Health and Human
Services

School-Based Influenza Vaccination Clinic

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
— T IWEIGHTED |Scores Available from 0-5 {whole numbers only}.
R . _ i RAW SE_ORE__ EE'GH-T SCORE |Basis for scoring may be included below. -
‘_ 1, Overall CrlsY " hool-Based Influenza Vaccination Clif. BASIS FOR SCORE =l T
| | ;| 1

| The program is a one-time vaccination and would

not provide long term services fo generate an
260 200 £ impact for families. Outcomes would be limited to
demonstrate the impact of funding.

Does the proposed program provide meaningful
services to children, youth, and familles?

The proposal describes the benefits of vaccination
and reducing bariers by offering in the schools but
1.00 4,00 4,00 there are other methods of families fo receive
vaccinations. The Scholars Clinic opened and
provides opportunities for vaccines.

Does this proposal address needs in the
community?

|
o ——— — - —r i
|

|

|

| Does the organization have experience or a ]
developed plan to provide the proposed program? |
|

The program has been provided in schools and

5.00 - 2,00 10.00 )
has a system in place.

" Does this proposal improve equitable access fo I 5 |The program is a universal prevention program
services? | | 2% londis offered in all school buildings.
‘ ‘ The program will no longer be funded by a

Does the proposal utilize additional funds to suppart foundation. Medicaid can be billed and vaceines

2.00 2.00 400 |are coverad by another funding source. The
rogrt
\ PIQEramISAESteSF ‘ request is low and could be covered by the City of
- : == | | I Columbia. .
. A The program works with the school buildings to
‘ beesihelpopesalinglidos pasntve 4,00 ‘ 3.00 12.00 |schedule vaccination clinics and collect

| collaboration? S )
permission forms from families.

The organization com_pleted the proposal c5rrecﬂy ‘
by utilizing the Common Outcomes and Taxonomy

of Services.

e | -

| Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the
RFP?

Raw Score



Docusign Envelope ID: 5D7CCD1E-E4E5-4B87-8BB1-E0FA53668128

Organization: Columbia Center for Urban Agriculture

Farm to School

[

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
WEIGHTED |Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only).
 _ ~ PAISEORE WE_|GHT SCORE |Basis for scoring may be included below.

1. Overall Farm to School | BASIS FORSCORE : '

== ] I e
Does the proposed prograom provide meaningful 3.00 4.00 12.00 The program provides experiences to supplement
services to children, youth, and families? ’ : ' ic’hifdrens' learning.

B S e == = ~ lThe program goals hope to increase healthy
Does this proposal address needs in the community? 2.00 400 8.00 |eating habits but does not address immediate
N, Ty = needs of children. -

The program has been offered for several years,
Does the organization have experience or a 400 200 8.00 The program Is adjusting how it is offered due to
developed plan to provide the proposed program? i ' ’ the Boone County Nature School and change in
supplemental educational activities within CPS.
I The program has historically offered supplemental
e ] . educational activities to targeted elementary
Dogs this proposal improve equitable access to 3.00 3.00 | 92.00 schoals with higher levels for Free/Reduced
services?
] Luneh. However, the proposal seeks to expand to
| ! all 3rd grade classrooms within CPS.
I e —
1 ' i The funding request is significantly higher than the
| | | current contract. CSF has increased funding for
Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support 400 ' 200 ' 8.00 the program. Other funding sources are listed in
‘ program expenses? ’ ’ ’ the budget. The kickstart programming at the
Nature School could be removed from the
e S | oy | = - __|lunding request. — E—
] Does the proposal include substantive iThe program collaborates with CPS and other
- 5.00 . 3.00 15,00 L
| collaboration? . | | arganizaiions, - B
[~ S e R — T = = =~ 1 The organization completed the proposal
== - |
l Does the proposal follow directions ouiined in fhe 500 | 2,00 10,00 lcomectly by utilizing the Common Outcomes and
|

RFP%

Taxonomy of Services.




Docusign Envelope ID: 5D7CCD1E-E4E5-4B87-8BB1-E0FA53668128

Organization: Compass Health, Inc.

School-Based Therapy
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

1 Overall

| Does the proposed program provide meaningfut
'] services to children, youth, and families?

| Does this proposal address needs in the
community?

Does the organization have experience or a

Does this proposal improve equitable access to
services?

program expenses?

Does the propc;sol include substantive
collaboration?

L - ———
i Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the
| RFP?

developed plan to provide the proposed program? |

Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support |

RAW SCORE

WE'GHT'

WEIGHTED

|

SCORE

~ school-Based Therapy

“|scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers
only). Basis for scoring may be included
below.

BASIS FOR SCORE

3.00

3.00

1.00

4.00

3.00

2.00

20.00

20.00

6.00

9.00

2.00

9.00

8.00

The program provides therapeutic services in
schools to reduce barriers to access.

Access to mental health services is a need in
the community. The program provides
supports in the school building, including
rural communities.

The program has struggled to utilize The
current contract but is fully staffed. The
organizafion is well established. Other
schools could be contacted to provide
support and increase utilization.

The program targets rural school districts. The
program is dependent on school counselors
to refer to the program. The program serves
underinsured or uninsured students.

The funding request increased compared to
the current contract. The current contract
has been underutilized. CSFis listed in the
only funderin the ‘budget.

The program works closely W|’rr_1_school
counselors and oiher referring GgenC|es

—,

The proposal followed majority of the
instructions but lacked clarity on the budget,
|




Docusign Envelope ID: 5D7CCD1E-E4E5-4B87-8BB1-EOFA53668128

Organization: Jefferson City Area YMCA
Tri-Health Initiative

CRITERIA CHECKLIST B
[WEIGHTED |Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only).
I R R ] _RAW SCORE WEIGHTF | SCORE |Basis for scoring may be |ncluded below.
| 1. Overall’ ‘ - ' 3t | Tri-Health ll'liﬁﬂﬂ\ie " BASIS FOR SCORE
i | 1 -
r ; The program provides enhanced educational
Does the proposed program provide meaningful g, ) .
services to children youth, and families? 2,00 4,00 8.00 ggg::es to Middle School students in Southemn

The organization is located in a rural community.
The program is prevention-based and targets
2.00 4.00 8.00 specific age group. The summer camp is only

Does this proposal address needs in the ’

S G offered for an hour and does not meet a need
\ | for families needing care during the summer,
| Does the organization have experience or a Programming offered in the schools was
| developed plan fo provide the proposed 3.00 2,00 6.00 previously funded. The organization currently
| program? prowdes the summer camps.

The program is offered fo Middle School students.
2,00 3.00 600 |The proposal did not identify any specific equity
issues and efforts to address disparities.

Does this proposal improve equltable access to
services?
e e e —— .
The Development/Start Up funding is to purchase
supplies for the school district, The program
would eliminate service fees or would not
0.00 2.00 0.00 |implement a sliding fee scale for the summer
camp. The total funding request to CSF was not
included in the budget and no other funding
source was included.
The proposcl describes working Southern Boone
4,00 3.00 12.00 |Schoal District and other heaith professionals to
provide the program.

Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support
program expenses?

| Does the proposcl include substantive
| collaboration? |

Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the The proposal follows some of the instructions but
RFP? ' ‘ ’ could use further clarification and negoftiation.

Raw Score



Docusign Envelope ID: 507CCD1E-E4E5-4B87-8BB1-E0FA53668128

1
|
|

Organization: Powerhouse Community Development Corporation

Healthy Choices
CRITERIA CHECKLIST
- WEIGHTED _|scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers
RAW SCORE ||WEIGHT only). Basis for scoring may be included
SCORE
N below.
1. Overall Heaithy Choices ~ BASIS FOR'SCORE ¥ \
1 I i 2 USRS (R C=F | A = = :
= . ] {The program provides programming In the |
Does the proposed program provide meaningful )
services to children, youth, and families? 4.00 4.00 16.00 schools, afterschool, and during the summer
i ] ) |toimprove outcomes of youth.
Does fhis proposal address needs | in the 400 400 16.00 The program provides progrommmg toat- |
_community? e = ' U ’ risk youth and their parents. |
The organization has provided the program
Does the arganization have experience or a
3.00 2.00 600 for a couple years. The current confract has |
developed plan to provide the proposed program? been fully ufilzed.
The program targets at-risk youth and their
. ; s families. The school-based programming is
SDe?Veli:‘s'; proposal improve equitable access to 500 300 | 1500 |offered at Douglass High School, West
Middle School, Alpha Hart Elementary
n_u -] 3 = B Schoal, Oakland Middle School, and QUEST.
The program has several funding sources but
Does the proposal ufilize additional funds to support 200 200 400 the request to CSF is 74% of the budget. The
program expenses? ' ' ' funding request is significantly higher than
D il | | — ithe current contract.
The program works with vith several schools to
\cﬂef school-based programming but did not
Does the proposal include substantive 200 300 6.00 provide MOUs, The proposal mentions
collaboration? ' ' ’ working with other organizations but is
unclear on how it relates directly to the
te _— b S ) a— | |proposed program.
) . ] . The organization completed the proposol
gfpees the proposal follow directions ouflined in the 5.00 200 | 1000 |cormeclly by utiizing the Common Outcomes|

and Taxonomy of Services.



Docusigh Envelope ID: 5D7CCD1E-E4E5-4B87-8BB1-EOFA63668128

Organizations: The Curators of the University of Missouri (on behalf of the Department of Psychiatry)

MU Bridge Program

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
| WEIGHTED ' Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only).
— - __! RAWSCORE wEIGHTh SCORE [Basls for scoring may be included below.
l- 1. Overall | MU Bridge Program  BASIS FOR SCORE '
b = i ; J)
Does the proposed program provide meaningful 5.00 400 | 20.00 The progrom provides access to psychiatry
services to children, youth, and families? ! : | : 'services to children through school-based services.
Ty T 3 o | JAccess to mental healih is a critical need to
Does this |
comsmdni’?;gposc glclioss needsn the 5.00 4,00 20,00 |children and youth, The program Is offered in the
l e 5 B o __Ischool which helps reduce access barriers.
1
A The program has provided services for several
Does the organization have experience or a [ h . .
developed plan fo provide the proposed program? 5.00 2,00 l 10.00 ::?;sr:nd has built relationships and a referral
Ched N 1 F;c;rn_clpqnt's' are refer'red'fhr_au_gh organizations
Does this proposal improve equitable access to 300 300 9.00 and school counselors. The progrom serves o
services? ' ’ ' higher percentage of students at or below the
| 1200%FPL__ -
[ CSF is the only funding source listed in the budget
| Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support 100 200 200 and has been historically. The funding request has
program expenses? ' ' ‘ ' increased significantly. Further discussion Is needed
on the funding structure moving forward.

The program provides services In the schools and
| Does the proposal include substantive 300 300 9.00 has a referral system with other organizations, The
l collaboration? : ’ ' proposal provided MOUs. There are several

partners listed in the proposal that no longer exist,

— e — e 1. — .
- ’ The organization completed the proposal
| g,fpe; e praposal iallow disgions oyfitiedin ihe 5.00 200 | 1000 |cormectly by utiiZng the Common Outcomes and
- \Taxonomy of Services.




Docusign Envelope ID: 507CCD1E-E4E5-4B87-8BB1-E0FA536681

28

Organization: The Food Bank for Central and Northeast Missouri, Inc.

Children's Supplemental Food Program

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
WEIGHTED Scores Available from 0-5 (whole
RAW SCORE | WEIGHT SCORE numbers only). Basis for scoring may be
) included below.
L 1.Overall I Them ,.mtdron 's. 5upplemenh:ll Food Prqgruﬁ’ 'BASIS FOR SCORE
| The program provides supplementcl
Does the proposed program provide meaningful 400 400 16.00 food to children in the schools, There are
| services to children, youth, and families? ) ' ’ no long term outcomes that can be
L ) [racked.
Does this proposal i‘address needs in the Food insecurity is a critical need in the
.l community? i) B o 5‘00_ L 400 ! 20100 community. g o
Doses the organization have experience or a 4.00 200 I 8.00 The program has been offered in
] developed plan to provide the proposed program#? ’ ' ' schools for several years.
I The program relies on children utilizing
the pantry or teachers identifying food
Does this proposal improve equitable access to 200 3.00 6.00 insecurity and providing Buddy Packs.
services? ’ ' ’ The demographics are difficult to
' accurately capture due to how the
service is is delivered.
'_ [ {The program is offered in several
L . counfies and has mulfiple funding
grc::;;hn? Z;ggzzzls:hllze additional funds to support 4,00 2.00 8.00 sources. The funding request to CSF was
decreased compared fo the current
A contracted amounts. -
‘ " Does the proposal include substantive ] 3.00 - 3.00 ! 9.00 {The program is offered in school
collaboration? - T | T ibuildings.
- The organization completed the
Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the | 5.00 2.00 10.00 proposal correctly by utilizing the
RFP% ' ' ' Common QOuicomes and Taxonomy of

Services.



Docusign Envelope ID: 5D7CCD1E-E4E5-4B87-8BB1-EOFA53668128
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Docusign Envelope ID: CD36F989-47A5-4AD4-BB95-133AC470F5A6

Organization: HeartSpace Clinic
Safe and Sound Protocol

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
| 1 IWEIGHTEDESCOES Available from 0-5 (whole numbers
. RAW SCORE ] WEIGHT% SCORE ionlyj‘ Basis for scoring may be Included below.
|
|[‘"—- T o g e o dme e et O [t e S
1, Overall A gy _ ! ‘safe and Sound Profocol ; BASIS FOR SCORE
I =, " '
Does the proposed program provide meaningful 1 3.00 | 400 12.00 Th?proposol provides anecdotal evidence Db
services to children, youth, and families? | - et | 1 T J_Thot the treatment helps clients,
The program helps address frauma but does
not combine with traditional therapeutic
Does the proposal address needs in Ihe community? 3.00 4,00 12.00 semces{.The funding request 'n.CIUdes 5
substantial amount for educating professlonals
and communlty members on trauma
compared to providing direct services.
— = e - e —
= e The program has been delivering the modallty
| Does the organization have experience or a .
! developed plan to provide the proposed program?e 4.00 ! 2.00 | 8.00 for.severol years and provides data supporting
| | | efficacy.
‘I | The proposal does not clearly describe
| populations that will be served and how it
l Does this proposal improve equitable access 10 200 3.00 6.00 relates to equlty. The demographics does not
services? ’ ’ ' serve a higher percentage of those at or
‘ below 200% FPL. The proposal lists adults 20
i (I |ESSS | |and over which needs clarification. B
‘ The funding request increased signlficantly. The
| proposal includes funding to frain community
; members and professionals on frauma rather
\ Does the proposal utllize addifional funds fo suppor 2.00 2.00 400 |than providing direct services to families. The
program expenses? i
propasal also requests funding for training and
\ anticipates continuous turnover. The program
\ can not be billed to Insurance.
[ = : i 2 - T e proE)oscl describes referral network and
| Does the proposal include substantive
| collaboration? ‘ 2.00 3.00 400 leducational support to feachers and
S ————————— professionals. o
Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the | 4.00 200 8.00 |The proposal followed majority of the
RFP2 | ’ ' ' instructions but lacked clarity on the budgel.

. Raw Score 56.00




Docusign Envelope ID: CD36F989-47A5-4AD4-BB95-133AC470F5A6

Organization: Heriford House Foundation

No Family Left Behind
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

RAW SCORE

; 1.Overall

s—
wensﬂrﬂw:fc:';:[’

I5cores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only).
Basis for scoring may be included below.

“No Family Left Behlnd' !

Iy

'BASIS FOR SCORE

Does the proposed program provide meaningful
services to children, you1h and fcmiﬁes?

communny?

|

Does the organization have experience or d
developed plan to provide the proposed program?

| Does this proposal improve equitable access to

‘ services?

program expenses?

Does the proposal include substantive
collcborchon?

Does the proposal utilize additional funds o support!

5.00

5.00

3.00

3.00

1.00

Does the proposcl follow directions outlined in the
RFP?

i
l

The program provides ihefapeuhc services cmd
intensive case management to a marginalized
population.

The program address access to Theropeuhc serwces
by fargeting a high-risk populalion.

The organization was recently established but
offered a component of the program through a sub-
contract. The proposal lacked clarity on the different
mmodalities that would be used and for which
cllentele

4.00 ‘ 20.00
4,00 20.00
2.00 6.00
3.00 2.00

=  E—

[
2.00 2.00
| . _

3.00 6.00
2,00 10.00

The program torgeis at-risk youth that may be
involved in the Juvemle Jus’rlce sys’rem

] Insuronce and Medlcmd will be billed bu’r is alow

amount. Further negotiation is needed on the
inveicing and billing structure. The salary ranges are
axiremely high in the personnel. The funding request
is extremely high and is inconsistent Throughout the
The progrcm am works with the Juvenile Jushce Sys’rem
for a portion of thelr youth. The proposal lists sources
that no longer & exist.

The organization completed the proposo! correcﬂy

‘of Services.

by utilizing the Common Outcomes and Taxonomy



Docusign Envelope ID: CD36F989-47A5-4AD4-BB95-133AC470F5A6

Organization: KVC Behavioral Healthcare Missoqri, Inc.

HOPE Program

RFP?

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
| 'WEIGHTED |Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only).
. R e _l?i\f'SCOEE 'HE’_(EHY‘ SCORE |Basis for scoring may be included below.
1, Overall T s L i 'HOPE Prosrum 'BASIS FOR SCORE
. : The program provides therapeutic services and
Does the proposed program provide meaningful o . )
services fo children, youth, and familles? 5.00 | 4.00 20.00 |case management to families at-risk for child
_ A B ST ol o e — ___ abuse and neglect. .
Does this proposal address needs in the 5.00 1 400 20.00 Access 1o therapeutic services is a need in the
community? fe S ' | * T lcommunity.
[ The program was previously operated by Great
- . Circle but fransitioned to KVC following the
Does the organization have experience or a ‘ .
3.00 2.00 6.00 merger. The program has struggled with referrals
developed plan to provide the proposed program? and recognition in the community following the
| | merger and program name change.
S S [, — . JLRLC - ) bl l
| The proposal describes equity issues the program
Does this proposal improve equitable access to 400 3.00 12.00 addresses and need. The program targets families
services? ' ' ' that are at-risk of child abuse and neglect. Majority
of families are at or below 200% FPL.
I R ]' o The program is able to bill Medicaid and
I insurance, The funding request increased
Does the proposal utilize additional funds fo support 2.00 200 400 compared to the curment contract. The unit rates
program expenses? ’ ’ ’ need to be reviewed and adjusted. The therapist
positions appeared to be contracted out rather
Comm = )| | ~|thankvC employees.
| ' KvC merged with Great Circle and mcy need fo
. . build relationships within Boone County. The
Dossing groposcﬂ el el LU RE ! 3.00 3.00 9.00 proposal lists numerous organizations but does not
collaboration? g . .
clearly describe how it enhances services for
== T - = ] - —____l clients,
[ The proposol did not fully use the Toxonomy of
messing proposcl iglordegions ouﬂined indhg 1.00 2.00 Services and include program costs comrectly into

Ithe unit rates. E



Docusign Envelope ID: CD36F989-47A5-4AD4-BB95-133AC470F5A6

Organization: Lutheran Family and Children's Services of Missouri
Counseling and Parenting Services

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
| WEIGHTED !scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only),
RAWICORE, | |WHGH] SCORE |Basis for scoring_may be included below,
ik overqn' : ) I T ~ Counseling and Parenting Services 'BASIS FOR SCORE |
Doss the proposed progrom provnde mecmngful [ 5.00 4.00 20.00 The program provides theropeuhc services and
_services to children, youth, and families? ekl T ' - 77 |home visiting.

| Does this proposal address needs in the community? 5.00 4.00 20.00 Access fo therapeutic services and home vm’rmg

| - b | . to families is @ need in the community.

Does the organization have experience or d ‘ 500 200 | 10.00 {The program has been provided for several yecrs
developed plan to provide the proposed program? ' ’ ’ |ond is well established.

l = - L =

I . The program helps reduce barriers to therapy and

‘ Does this proposal improve equitable access to i 400 | 3.00 12.00 home visiting programs. The demographics show
services? ' | ' a diverse population being served. Mcjority of the

r ' ‘ individuals served are at or below 200% FPL.

[ R T |he program increased the funding request to
Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support 400 2.00 8.00 CSF. Addlional funding sources are listed in the
program expenses? ' ’ ’ budget. The program Is able to bill insurance and

e T = . - | . | Medicaid.

[ [ | The program mentions co!loborohng with Brighter

| Does the proposal include substantive l 400 300 12.00 Beginnings but needs more detailed information.
collaboration? ' ’ ' Ofher refemral sources and collaboration was

| _ mentioned.

[ D;e_s 1;;”—0*—;5—0" follow direcﬁons_o-utii;e_d'in the T The organization completed the proposal ]

| RFP? P 5.00 2.00 10,00 |comectly by utilizing the Common Qutcomes ond

Taxonomy of Services.

Ruw Score ol



Docusign Envelope ID: CD36F989-47A5-4AD4-BB95-133AC470F5A6

Organization: The Curators of the University of Missouri (on behalf of Debora Bell, Ph.D. and the Psychological

Services Clinic)

MU PSC

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
r
[ 'WEIGHTED
RAW SCORE “I.'\.'Et(‘:‘rl-l?l SCORE
i TONOEAN i - dhiiihe | e e D L MUPSER g i
Does the proposed program provide mecnlngful 1 i i
services to children, youth, and families? L_ - SE) | e ﬁoo
Does this proposal address needs in the i
: | 5.00 4,00 20.00
1 _communlty?_ —— _— - | B i T
| |
Does the organization have experience or a
| .
| developed plan to provide the proposed program? £ = 00
| |
! e — - — —
D . .
| seorsisctehsl; proposal Improve equitable access fo 3.00 300 9.00
|
| Does the ili iti
proposal utilize additional funds to support
| program expenses? 800 2100 =00
L. e .
| Does the proposol linclude substantive |
5_ collaboration? S0 B i
| - — 1 .
| ot o . h
l;spees the proposal follow directions outlined in the 5.00 l 2.00 10.00

below

|to children, youth, and families.

Scares Available from 0-5 {whole numbers
only). Basis for scoring may be included

"BASIS FOR SCORE s
\The program provides Theropeuhc services i

Access to therapy is a need in the
communny

The orgcnlzohon has been runmng g the clinic
and offering services for a long time.
Trainings have also been delivered for
several years. ]
The funding request helps pay for services for
underinsured and uninsured individuals. The
individuals served lacks diversity. The
trainings are provided to professionals in the
community. )

The funding request increased significantly.
The unit rates seem high for trainings and
group rates. The organization bills insurance

_|and Medicaid.

The proposal descrlbes porfners and referral
sources.

The orgonlzohon compleled the proposoi
correctly by utilizing the Common Outcomes
{and Taxonomy of Services.




Docusign Envelope ID: CD36F989-47A5-4AD4-BB95-133AC470F5A6

Organization: The Curators of the University of Missouri (on behalf of the Department of Psychiatry)
Child Trauma Initiative of BC

CRITERIA CHECKLIST

j RAW SCORE _ﬁWEIGHT
" child Trauma Inifiafive of BC
o 1 k|

WEIGHTED
SCORE

Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only).
Basis for scoring may be included below.

s

BASISFORSCORE

Does the proposed program provide meaningful
services to children, youth, and families?

Does this proposal address needs in the
community?
Does the organization have experience or a
developed plan to provide the proposed

|
l
|

Does this proposal improve equitable access to
services?

Does the proposal utilize additional funds to supportI

program expenses?

5.00

|

L 500
L s
|

|

4.00

3.00

ISoéS i_he proposal include substonﬁve_
collaboration?

Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the

RFP?

Raw Score

l 5.00

4,00

4.00

2,00

3.00

2.00

20.00

1
I

The program provides therapeutic services for

|families that hove experenced frouma.

20.00

10.00

12.00

6.00

Access to therapy is a need in the community.

The program has been offered for several years '

land expanded to other communities.

The program serves families that have
experienced trauma, The demographics show
racial diversity and maijority at or below 200% FPL.

“The program can bill insurance and Medicaid.

The funding request increased significantly and is
68% of the budget, The program requests a
funding increase to expand the age range that
can be served in the program. The department
recelved funding to provide the program across
the state but not appear to allocate the award
to Boone County. The program had excess
revenues af the end of FY2023.

The proposal describes referral sources.
The organization completed the proposal

corectly by utilizing the Common Outcomes and
Taxonomiy of Services.



Docusign Envelope ID: CD36F989-47A5-4AD4-BB95-133AC470F5A6

Organization: United Cerebral Palsy Heartland
United Cerebral Palsy Heartland

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
o ' iW_EI o) Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers
RAW SCORE | WEIGHT j only). Basis for scoring may be included
SCORE b
e — I " - e‘OW' —
1. Overall : ; | United Cerebral Palsy Heartland BASIS FOR SCORE
-‘-soes the ;.yro;osed ;;r.ogrom provide meaningful | 1 _Il S |me progr_am;provideds services 10‘5;5'00”
services to children, youth, and families? 4,00 | 4,00 1600 lindividuals diagnosed with autism using
o _hae Pyt i | ~ |Applied Behavior Analysis.
i The progrom is described as |ncreosmg
accessiblity to potentially underserved
| Does this proposal address needs in the 3.00 400 12.00 populations in receiving a diagnosis.
| community? ' ’ ’ Description of the program needs further
| | clarification to understand if individuals are
- = . B rserved prior to diagnosis.
ii is unclear what level of expenence the 'l
Does the arganization have experience or a 300 200 6.00 Jorganization has with the proposed program |
developed plan to provide the proposed program? ) ' ’ lfrom the proposal. The organization is based I
| in St, Louis.
| Does this proposal improve equitable access fo 2.00 300 | 6.00 The program proposes to serve 14 indlividuals

| services? in Boone County.

| | |The budget showed funding from Medicaid,
| |HMUW, and Fundraising. The proposed

2.00 2,00 400 budget needs clarification to understand
percent of revenue from various sources

| since CSF was not included in the budget.

| Doesthe proposal utilize additional funds to support
| program expenses?

The proposcl mentions prochoner

Does the proposal include substantive involvernent in a networking group and

collaboration? 1.00 S 290 includes no mention of Boone County
I organizations.
The organization complefed 1he proposcll

|
|
|
i correctly by utilizing the Common Oufcomes|

and Taxonomy of Services. No description
3.00 2.00 600 |was provided for the Development/Start Up
Funding requested and the amount
‘requested to CSF was not inciuded in the

i \budget.

Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the
RFP?




Docusign Envelope ID: CD36F989-47A5-4AD4-BB95-133AC470F5A6

Evaluator Signatures - RFP #20-26JUN24

Signed by:

Subastian. MW}) \/ALM“ sebastian Martinez valdivia 12/9/2024
Signat;lre I Name Date
o Robert Aulgur 12/2/2024
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Docusign Envelope ID: 37AB488D-207A-405F-8070-E593DCCO560F

Organization: Cora Community Outreach

Cor Columbia

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
[ WEIGHTED _|Scores Available from 0-5 {whole numbers
RAW SCORE il‘ﬂEIGHT SCORE |only). Basis for scoring may be included below.
i_-- e — b N EES—

J.overall | Cor Columbia - 5 BASIS FOR SCORE

-—

The program provides afterschool
programming and offers academic support
5.00 4.00 20.00 |and mentoring to youth. The program has
history of bullding meaningful relationships and
wrap around supporl for youth.

Does the proposcﬂ address needs in the commumty? 5.00 . 4,00 ! 20.00 L progrom neps you'rh 1mprove academic

I
\ Does the proposed program provide meaningful
‘ services to children, youth, and families?

i

— e L &7 e—— == : i - _acnigvement Aind Posioet A

|

| Does the organization have experlence or a 500 200 10.00 The program is well established in the
|| developed plan to provide the proposed program# ’ ’ ’ community.
}—

The program serves a diverse population but
only serves male athletes. Majority of the
4.00 3.00 12.00 lindividuals are at or below 200% FPL. The
program is located on the south side of town
[BSgIiC B B8 o B . 1 ~|and can have e fransportation barriers.

The funding request is the same as the current
contract. CSFis 67% of the budget with the

Does this proposal improve equitable access to
services?

Does the proposal utllize addltional funds to support

program expenses$ o 200 €00 remaining amount coming from fund raising or
I - I R I other direct support. o
; i ! The proposal lisfs various portners that help
Does the proposal include substantive |
collaboration? 4,00 3.00 12.00 lenhance the program and outcomes of
L1 |poricipants —

. h . . | ! The organization éompleted the proposol
g,;cfgs the proposal fallow directions ouffined in fhe 5.00 2.00 ‘ 1000 |correctly by utilizing the Common Qutcomes

| \and Taxonomy of Services. |
. 2000 | 90.00

Raw Score



Docusign Envelope ID: 37AB488D-207A-405F-8070-E5693DCCO560F

Organization: Coyote Hill

Family Stability Program

T

CRITERIA CHECKLIST -
] | WEIGHTED |Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only}.
R RAW SCORE WEIGHT]I SCORE Basis for scoring mo;ﬂqe included belo_vl/;
l-' 1. Overall e ML Pl el Fumliy S!ubl!lh’ Proglam ~ BASIS FOR SCORE
I I -
|| The program provides supervised visits for parents
Does the proposed program provide meaningful 400 400 16.00 and their children that have been removed from the
‘ services to children, youth, and families? : - ' home, The proposal also provides respite events for
l foster children and support groups for foster parents.
[ - — B ' ~ |There is @ high number of children in foster careas
| Does this proposal address needs in the 400 400 16.00 well as difficulty in finding foster homes. The program
! community? ’ ' ' provides support to foster families in order to
| _-r - - [ ) mclntom in stability and retention rate.
- 1 The organization is well established in the commumty
Does the organization have experience or a
developed plan 1o provide the proposed program? 5.00 2.00 10.00 |and has o.r.us’rory of supporting foster children and
| foster families.
I - | I The program serves foster children and foster
Does this proposal improve equitable access to 300 ‘ 3.00 900 parents. The program appears to lack diversity in the
services? ’ ' ’ children being served. About half of the individuals
| iy ], - |i are at or below 200% FPL.
| o~ s The funding request amount is higher than the
Does th
oes the proposal utllize additional funds to support 4.00 | 2,00 8.00 current contract and is 35% of the proposed budget.
program expenses? | . . A
! e R . | The budget lists various funding sources.
| ] The proposal lists resources and referral sources used
\ Does the proposal include substantive 300 ‘ 3.00 9.00 to help children and foster children. There are
collaboration? ’ I ’ ' several sources listed that may have a faith-based
l — i =il B L = component and needs further clarification.
| ‘ The Common Outcomes were utilized but the
: . . . Performance Measures need to be revised. The
Doss the pr fol 1
e proposal follow directions outlined in the 2.00 2.00 4,00 proposal utilized the Taxonomy of Services. The
1

RFP?

sarvices need further clarification. The proposal did

not provide all the reguired attachments.




Docusign Envelope ID: 37AB488D-207A-405F-8070-E593DCC0560F

Organization: Destiny of H.O.P.E.

Youth Empowerment
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

1.0verall i |8

RAW SCORE HWEIGHT

—IWEIGHTED |5cores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only).

SCORE

Youth Empawarrnenl

Basis for scoring may | be included below,

Does the proposed program provide meaningful
services to children, youth, and families?

Does this proposal address needs in the
| community?

" . =T
‘ |

Does the organization have experience or a
developed plan o provide the proposed progrcm?'

I R — _— —

Does this proposal improve equitable access to
services?

Does the proposal utilize additiona! funds to support
program expensess?

collaboration?

|
|
-
|
i

Does the proposal include substantive ‘

Does the proposal follow directions outiined in the
RFP?

Raw Score

I

3.00

3.00

3.00

3.00

2.00

4.00

4.00

3.00

12.00

12.00

6.00

2.00

4.00

| BASIS FOR. SCORE

|The proposal was difficult to unders’rond There are
multiple programs or services described.
Components of the program would be beneficial
to marginalized youth,

The organization serves a difficult populonon to
reach and has staff with lived experiences. The
program sirives to reduce gang involvement and

~ |guide youth to more positive outcomes.

\The crganization has seen 5|gn|f|c0n1 growth but
needs capacity building to build stability. The
organization is funded through the Grassroots
Funding Opportunity for the PEACE and HOPE

_|Center..

The program serves a  diverse populoﬂon ’rho’r can
be difficult to reach, Majority of individuals to be
served are at or below 200% FPL. It's unclear who
will be served through the violence prevention
services.

The budget lists other funding sources, including
the Grassroots Funding Opportunity funding.
Combined, the total amount from CSF is 80% of the
budget. Clarification is needed on how adults 20
and over would be funded for the various
programs/services described in the proposal.
Clarification is needed on how services are funded
through ARPA and CPS and for how long.

The proposol lists initiatives that are re fied to their

organization, There are other organizations listed
but lack specifics of how it enhances services for
|individuals.

}The probosal did nof follow all instructions in the




Docusign Envelope ID: 37AB488D-207A-405F-8070-E593DCCO560F

Organization: Dream Tree Academy 573

Dream Tree Academy
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

RAW SCORE MEIGHT“

| WEIGHTED
SCORE

Scores Avdilable from 0-5 (whole numbers only).
Basis for scorlng may be included below.

| 1, Overall [ Dream Tree Academy BASIS FOR SCORE B
| i —— S
Doss the proposed program provide meaningful 400 400 | 16.00 The program provides art-based programming 1o
services to children, youth, and families? ’ ' ’ children and youth.
'| The program is a need in ’rhe community bu’r is
Does this proposal address needs in the community? 1.00 4.00 400 |cumently funded through the Grassroots Funding
| I. Opportunlfy
. . 3 The organization was recenﬂy funded ’rhrough
Does the organization have experience or a
developed plan to provide the proposed program? . s | = 400 Ssr}i:]s;rlﬁﬁgdﬂ;r;dgﬁdOsggg;T;Ty SIS CPISImOs
o | _Ir ~ he program serves o_diverse_p;o_puloﬂon but
| Does this proposal improve equitable access fo 200 3.00 6.00 {acks transportation fo reduce access barriers.
services? ’ ' ' Majority of the individuals are at or below 200%
= s 1 . _|FPL. -
| ]' CSF the only primary funding source in the
| } budget and is already funding the program
Does the proposal utilize additionat funds to support 100 200 200 through the Grassroots Funding Opportunity.
program expenses? ' ’ ’ There are some individuals listed in the
|demogrcphlcs that can not be served through
] CSF.
[ — | | The program mentioned working with SEED
‘ Does the proposal include substantive 200 success. The proposal lacked specific information

collaboration?

Does the proposal follow directions ouﬂmed in the
RFP?

on organizations/businesses they work with and
|how it enhances services.

The proposal did not follow the instructions in the
RFP.




Docusign Envelope ID: 37AB488D-207A-405F-8070-E593DCCO560F

Organization: Grade A Plus Incorporated

Out of School Program Staffing

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
N e
RAW SCORE fWEiGHT SCORE
N ——— K i |
'! ] __:Oyerall : LTI i N “Outof s:_:hqol Progrom Stafﬂng
Does the proposed program provide meaningful ‘.
| services to children, youth, and famllies? A0 | 400 Lot
- - — - - ‘ +
Does this proposal address needs in the | l
| community? | 4,00 | 4,00 16.00
.|—— Lo S — '_ .
Does the organization have expetience ora
developed plan fo provide the propased program? ’ a0 ! 200 €100
l L s - -
| : -
| |
| Does this proposal improve equitable access to l
|l &5 rvicest ‘ 3.00 3.00 9.00
1
L 3 !
| |
|
- o |
Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support | |
program expenses? | Sioe | =2 6.00
| |
| 0= | S ] S e _|_ _ —
Does the proposal include substantive |
collaboration? | %00 ol £y
e e e
Does the proposal follow directions outlinedin the | 2.00 200 4.00

RFP? . : i

| BASISFORSCORE _

individuals to be served seems low.

y |mpocﬂng educomonol ou’rcomes

lother afterschool programs.

“Iscores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers

wEIGHTED only). Basis for scoring may be included

below

|The program provndes 1ufor|ng and activities
for children. Clarification is needed on the
scope of the program and the services
being requested to CSF. The number of

The program prowdes tutoring through out
of School Programming with the goal of

The organization has been operohng for
several years. The proposal is unclear on
whal activities are currently offered or are
new. _
The program serves a dlverse populohon
and a majority are at or below 200% FPL.
Clarification is needed on accessing the
program. The hours may be a problem for
youth accessing the program. There is a gap
when school ends and when the program
starts.

The budget has multiple fundmg streams.
Clarification is needed on the expenses that
would be covered by CSF. The organization
was funded through the Grassroots Funding
Opportunity but is for case management.
The funding recuest to CSF was not provided
in the budgef

The orgonlzahon lists various orgcnlzahons
but lack information on how they enhance
services. The organization parficipates in the
|cPs Extended Partners group to collaborate

[The proposal did not follow all the
instructions in the RFP.




Docusign Envelope iD: 37AB488D-207A-405F-8070-E5693DCCO560F

Organization: Heart of Missouri CASA

CASA Child Advocacy

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
p i WEIGHTED|Scores Available from 0-5 {whole numbers only).
o [ mwscon Jwman MO gy be e b
| 1. 0verall | 'CASA Child Advocacy | BASIS FOR SCORE ' l
I | I 1 " i
A ; The program provides advocacy support for
| Does the proposed program provide meaningful | ; .
|
j services to children, youth, and familles? 1 =0 420 2000 S:;Li:; ».i.r;g tiq%%%i;?ﬁ?éi?nﬁom elrome oy
| Tha program strives to achieve permanency
‘ Does this proposal address needs In the 5.00 400 20.00 faster compared to children and youth without a
community? ' i ' CASA volunfeer. The proposal states volunteers
' tend to receive more complicated cases.
|
l Does the organization have experience or a 1 The program Is well-established and has
developed plan to provide the proposed | 5.00 2.00 1000 |consistently grown every year in the number of
| program? | indlviduals served and volunteers.
. 3 | The program serves a diverse populalion,
sDe‘:ve'i:‘s'; proposal improve equitable access fo 4,00 300 | 1200 |Chidrenin the foster care system which tends to
e Sy |_ S | |nave ahighrate of dispanties. R
The funding request increased significantly
D - & compared fo the current contract. The budget
p%e;r::;f :’;‘;‘e’ﬁ:‘;'s;’""ze additional funds to support 400 200 | 800 |lists multiple funding streams. The proposed unit
rate has increased. The proposal mentions
1 o B s - . - N adding a position for solely fraining volunteers.
Does the proposal Include substanfive | The program describes working closely with the
. | 5.00 3.00 1500 |court system andis involved in various groups to
collaboration? | improve systems.
' " . I The organization completed the proposal
g::; the proposal follow directions oufined Jakinto 5.00 2,00 10,00 |cormectly by utilizing the Common Outcomes and
Taxonomy of Services.

Raw Score



Docusign Envelope 1D: 37AB488D-207A-405F-8070-E593DCCO560F

Organization: Kingdom Konnections
Kingdom Konnections

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
s | [ ~Iscores Available from 0-5 {whole numbers
RAW SCORE |WEIGHT WEIGHTED only). Basis for scoring may be included
SCORE el
. i) J ) e polowd _ I
1. Overall Kingdom Konnecflons | BASISFOR SCORE

! . i The program provides parenting skills fraining |
Does the proposed program provide meaningful | ; .
services 1o children, youth, and familles? 5.00 4.00 20.00 ond_supporf. Clqn ﬁcc:hpn is needed on the
curriculum that is used in the program.

|
!| “"Boes fhis proposal address ne: dsinthe ' 5 [The program is filing inthe
i r eeds in e program s filing a gap In the
| community® : 500 400 | 2000 Jeommunity. _
| The organization is fairly new but has existing
. X lationships with primary referral sources.
Does the organization have expernence or a 19 = ) "
: 3.00 2.00 600 [The organization staff has lived experiences

devel |

eveloped plan fo provide fhe proposed program? and cultural competency skills that would
benefit the population being served.

I . ) . The program is serving d diverse population
Ee(?veii::‘; proposal improve equitable access fo 4,00 3.00 12.00 |and has majority of individuals are ator
| 1 | below 200% FPL.
Some of the items listed in
Development/Start Up funding may not be
|necassary, The funding request seemed

Does th i iti
oes the proposal ufilize additional funds fo support 3.00 2.00 600 |recsonable and has other funding streams.
program expenses?
The program serves non-Boone County
‘resldenfs 50 units of service would need to
be fracked closely. _

The organization is well connected in the

| ‘
| b . .
oes the proposal include substantive 400 300 12.00 . | : '
communily despite being a newer nonprofit,

]
collaborafion?

The organization completed most of the N
8.00 |proposal correctly by utilizing the Common |
\Outcomes and Taxonomy of Services.

i
1
| E:Pees the proposal follow directions outlined in the ' 400 2.00




Docusign Envelope ID: 37AB488D-207A-405F-8070-E593DCC0560F

Organization: Rainbow House

Rainbow House
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

RAW SCORE

TWEIGHTED |Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only).

Basls for scoring may be included below.

| 1. Overall

sl

Ralnbow House

i : | §e

Does the proposed pregram provide meaningful
services to children, youth, and families?

|

" BASIS FOR SCORE T ]

\ Does this proposal address needs in the
‘ community?

1
[ Does the organization have experience or
‘ developed plan fo provide the proposed program®

Does this proposal improve equitable access to
services?

|
|
E

| Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support
program expenses? |

| Does the proposal include substanfive
collaboration? —— RN

Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the
RFP?

~ Inumber of children that invoiced to CSF.

The program provides case management and
positive activities for children/youth staying in the
<helter. Clarification is needed on the frequency
and quadlity of activities for Positive Youth
Development, The arganization has turnover
which causes low utilization of the enrichment
services. o -
Emergency shelter is a need in the community.
The organization is the only one in the community
that meets the need. The program has
underutilized funding from CSF. There is a low

The program has been operaling for along time
but has ongeing, serious issues. Utilization and starff
turnover has been an issue.

The program serves families and children that
need services. The program serves a diverse
population and majority are at or below 200% FPL.
The staff pay does not advance equity or upward
maobility. )

The funding request increased significantly. The
unil rates are the same but program has been
operating at a deficit. The request is for more units
of service but has historically been underutilized.
The pay for shelter staff is extremely low. The
arganization has stafed in the past new
employees have to pay for training and other
onboarding costs. The budget has multiple
funding streams. The organization lost funding from
|Heart of Missouri United Way.

The proposal listed various referral partners,

The ofgunizdﬂén cgmﬁleted_the proboscl_
corectly by utilizing the Common Outcomes and
Taxonomy of Services.




Docusign Envelope ID: 37AB488D-207A-405F-8070-E693DCC0560F

Organization: School of Service d/b/a Access Arts

Youth Arts Program

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
]WElGHT-ED Scores Available from 0-5 (whole
RAW SCORE | WEIGHT SCORE numbers only). Basis for scoring may be
| included below.
| 1, Overall "Ybu_!,h_.ﬁf_l_‘s‘,;l‘-rbg\rd_'mj _BASISFORSCORE
[ B-dudibdi i
I Does the proposed program provnde meaningful 400 4.00 ‘ 16.00 The program provides art programming
services to children, youth, and families? ) ' ' to children through various partnerships. |
The program provides access fo quality
Doss this proposal address needs in the 400 4.00 16.00 art programming. The funding request
community? ’ ’ ’ would help address financial barriers for
familles.
_ — ——— - — ! e
Does the organization have experience ora 400 2.00 8.00 The program has been operating and
developed plan fo provide the proposed program# ’ ' ' has experience providing art instruction.
= - ! 'R 'fh:a_o@rﬁoﬂon describes a history of o
. . : providing art instruction to people with
Does fhis proposal Improve equitable.access 9 4,00 300 | 1200 |disabilties. The class imes and
services? g )
fransportation may be a barrier for
S J B _ | families.
| ' The proposal describes program ser\uce
Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support 3.00 ' 2.00 6.00 fees and other funding sources. The cost
| program expenses? ’ ’ ’ of the program and fees is high and
| e 4 - ‘needs clarification.
1 1. iThe program works closely with a school
! . to allow students to walk to the
|
| Eg"eéggfoﬁ’igf?oscl inciude substantive 4,00 3.00 12.00 |organization's location. The program
' also collaborates with organizations to
| e S M i =t e— B ideliver services.
' " The organization completed the
Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the 5.00 2.00 10.00 |proposal correctly by utilizing the

RFP?

i|Common Outcomes and Taxonomy of |




Docusign Envelope ID: 37AB488D-207A-405F-8070-E593DCC0560F

Organization: The Curations of the University of Missouri (on behalf of the Department of Occupational

Therapy)
CRITERIA CHECKLIST _
[ Scores Available from 0-5 (whole
] RAW SCORE \VE!GI-H WSE::%«I;:D numbers only). Basis for scoring may be
| included below.
1.0verall 5l SWIM  BASISFORSCORE
2 | The program provides swimming
Does the proposed program provide meaningful T : ) A
services fo children, youth, and families? 4.00 400 16.00 Imstrucho'n's to children with Autism and
= N ~_their families. s .
I
Does this proposal address needs in the. 400 400 16.00 [The program helps reduce the risk of
community? ' ' ' |drowning for children with disabilities.
i — _.___l_ S— ‘I - ——e —_—
Doss the organization have experience or a 400 .00 8.00 The program has been operating for
developed plan to provide the proposed program#e . ) ' several years,
{ } —
| "Does This proposal improve equitable access fo i ~ Tihe program serves children with
_services? = | 40 [ 300] 1290 lgisobiifies.
|

| The funding request increased
compared to the current coniract, CSF is
the only funder, The proposal does not

Does the proposal uiilize additional funds to support 1.00 2.00 2.00 describe efforts to secure other funding

| program expenses? ' ) ’ sources. The proposal requests additional
funding to extend instruction time and
serve more children. The service structure

l needs to be reviewed further.

| Does Ihe proposal include substanfive 2,00 1 .00 6;0 “The proposal lists various referral sources

|_collaboration? B, Sl =t = : "~ |and support provided by MU.

| The organization completed the

| Does the proposal follow directions outiined in the 5.00 2.00 10.00 proposal correctly by utilizing the
RFP% ' ‘ ’ ! Common Outcomes and Taxonomy of
'Services. !

Raw Score




Docusign Envelope ID: 37AB488D-207A-405F-8070-E593DCCO560F

Organization: True North of Columbia, Inc.

True North's Children's Program
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

y—

Vi r
RAW SCORE ]‘ WEIGHT

iﬁ.‘s@e}
‘, SCORE

Included below. .

Scores Available from 0-5 (whole
numbers only). Basis for scoring may be

True North's Children's Program

BASIS FOR SCORE

Does the proposed program provide meaningful
services fo children, youth, and families?

Does this proposal address needs in the
community?

Does the organization have experience or a
developed plan to provide the proposed program?
o 1=

Does this proposal improve equitable access to |
services? ‘

N -

Does the proposal utillze additional funds to support
program expenses?

Does the proposal include substantive
‘ collaboration?

Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the
RFP%

The program provides pasitive parenting
skills and support fo children that are
victims of domestfic violence.

4.00 | 20.00
\ 4.00 20.00
= 1
| 2.00 10.00
3.00 15.00
2.00 8.00
|
|
3.00 \ 12.00

[revenue sreams.

The 6rgonizoﬁon provides critical servi
and offers support fo children
experiencing frauma.

ces

The program has been provided for
several years and continued after CSF
funding ended In 2022,

The program serves women and children
that are victims of domestic violence.
Maijority are at or below 200% FPL.

The progrom-wos pre_viously funded and
continued operating the program. The
budget is inconsistent with various

The organization is involved in numerous
community partnerships to enhance
services and provide referrals.

The organization completed the
proposal comrectly by ufilizing the
Common Outcomes and Taxonomy of
Iservices. The budget was not completed
comachy,




Docusign Envelope ID: 37AB488D-207A-405F-8070-E593DCCO560F

Organization: Woodhaven Learning Center
Afterschool Youth Program

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
f ||WEIGHTED Scores Available from 0-5 (whole
RAW SCORE HWEIGHTl SCORE numbers only). Basis for scering may e
- — . H___ ‘included below. ___.
\ 1. Overall | Afterschool Youth Program - { 'BASIS FOR SCORE
i T 1 T :

‘ | | The proposal will provide afterschool
Does the proposed program provide meaningful I 300 400 12,00 programming to children with disabilities.

| services to children, youth, and families? ’ ' ‘ ' The program s new to the organization

\ and may have difficult starting up.

s S — == e e e e = 1 e —

| | ‘ 'I Afterschool programming is a need in

| Does this proposal address needs in the l 2.00 400 | 800 |.1he community but is new to the
community? : ‘ ’ ' \organizction. The proposal serves d low

\ o IS Jege—— ! — - I number of Individuals, N

|

| Does the organization have experience ora f 200 200 | 400 {The program is new to the organinization

] developed plan fo provide the proposed program? \ ‘ ’ ] ) l and may have difficulty starting up.

' l ' ‘iThe program will serve children with
Does this proposal improve equitable access fo 2,00 3.00 | 6.00 !disobiliﬁes but serves a low number.
services? \ i ) ' |Clarification is needed on fransportation

| me=l ol | e i) 40 ___pwaccess the program. R

l il ' {The budget did not include the funding

| Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support 1.00 | 200 200 |reques! to CSF, The budget lists Medicaid

| program expenses? ’ i ' | ’ |\waivers but needs to be redone. The

i | \rsvenues greatly exceed the expenses.

| ‘ { \The proposal lists several referral sources,

| lincluding rural school districts. It's unclear

! Does the proposal include substantive | 200 l 3.00 { 6.00 ‘on how students would access the
collaboration? ‘ ) ' ' program. Other organizations are listed

‘ | | | ;buf does not provide information on how

] [ i | iH enhances services.

! — - B NS S— I [ = J R ———

. [ | The proposal utilized the Common
Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the 1.00 ‘ 200 | 200 \Outcomes. The budget was not

| RFP?

L icomplefed correctly. Clarification is
\ Ineeded on the funding request amount.
]




Docusign Envelope ID: 37AB488D-207A-405F-8070-E593DCCO560F
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Docusign Envelope ID: 1D31E639-8C8A-4A59-8182-F1 5B9B6F01E3

Organization: Bethany Christian Services of Missouri

Safe Families for Children

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
il WEIGHTEDISCOFES Available from 0-5 (whole numbers
H RAW SCORE |WEIGHT SCORE ‘only). Bassis for scoring may be included below.
| |
- S, e s S  — R ———

¥
vy - " | ¥

r , | e
‘ 1. Overall : safe Familles for Children ~ BASIS FOR SCORE
|

|The program proQides rehs'bife care for families
4.00 4.00 16,00 |experiencing a crisis to help prevent children
being removed from the home.

Does the proposed program provide meaningful
services to chlldren, youth and families?

I | The program helps reduce the risk for ‘child

Does the proposal address needs In the community@| 4,00 4.00 16.00 |abuse and neglect to avoid more children
e it Ny s v entering the foster care system.

| The program has been offered in Boone

County for several years but has continued to
4,00 2.00 8.00 be underutilized. It appears majority of
individuals that are served reside outside
Boone Counfy )
The program serves a diverse populohon and

developed plan to provide the proposed program@

\ Does the organization have experience or a

Does this proposal Improve equitable access to 4.00 300 12.00 individuals are at or below 200% FPL. There Is
services? ’ ’ ' concern that families may not be aware of the
|services.

The fundlng request ‘amount sllghﬂy |ncreosed
but has a history of underutilizing the current
Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support 4.00 2.00 8.00 contract. The unit rates increased for several
program expenses? ’ ’ ' proposed services. Majority of the individuals
to be served are Non-Boone County residents

- |which equals 68%.
The program lists various referral sources and
describes being involved with different

4.00 3.00 12.00 |community groups. The program listed
organizations/businesses that are targeted to
recruit host families and volunteers. B

The orgonlzohon completed the proposol i
|

Does the proposal include substantive
collaboration?

Does the proposol follow directions outlined in the
| RFP? |

5.00 2.00 10.00 |correctly by utilizing the Common Outcomes
and Taxonomy of Services.




Docusign Envelope ID: 1D31E639-8C8A-4A59-8182-F15B9B6F01E3

Organization: Big Brothers Big Sisters of Central Missouri

One-on-One Mentoring with BBBS

CRITERIA CHECKLIST -
WEIGHTED |Scores Available from 0-5 {whole numbers only}.
N — | RAW SCORE HWEIGHT SCORE |Bassis for scoring may be included below,
1. Overall iy JENTR: ~ One-on-One Mentoring with BBBS | BASIS FOR SCORE il
: S s =

Does the proposed program provide meaningful
|| services to children, youth, and families?

5.00 4.00 2000 |The program provides mentoring services o youth.

' 'M_enforlng services is a need in the community, The

Does this proposal address needs in the goal of the program is see children develop positive

community? Ee g (O identities and have a positive role model in their
| — S—— 4 S— Ilves —
| o L The progrom is well established. The progrom
| Dossihs organizationhayeBXparEnce.org 5.00 200 | 1000 |struggled following COVID-19 but has seen

developed plan to provide the proposed program#

Does thls proposo| |mprove equitable access to
services?

N i significant improvement over the last couple years.

The program services a diverse population with the
maijority being at or below 200% FPL.

The funding request |ncreosed sllgh‘rly The progrom
struggled with utilization following COVID but have
4.00 2.00 8.00 saen improvement, The program has diverse funding
streams. The unit rates increased compared to the
current confract,

Does the proposal ufilize additional funds to support
program expenses?

|
1 4
| Does the proposol mclude subsfonhve 500 3.00 The program colloborotes wnh various orgonlzohons
collaboration? ’ ’ | by ||nk|ng porhCIpon’rs with mentors
e ) _ | S— .
t Does the proposal follow directions outllned in the ’ 3.00 | 200 ' The proposal followed most of the msiruchons
| RFP? : b oullined in the RFP. '

Toolscore |



Docusign Envelope ID: 1D31 E639-8C8A-4A59-8182-F15B9B6FO1E3

Organization: Boy Scouts of America Great Rivers Council
Great Rivers Council Scoutreach

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
| WEIGHTED | Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only).
_—  RAWSCORE | WEIGHT| "scopg _|aasis for scoring may be included below. __
| 1. Overall r _ Great Rivers Councll Scoufreach BASIS FOR SCORE
l Does the proposed program provide meaningful 300 400 12.00 The program provides scouting activities
| services 1o children, youth, and families? ’ ’ ' afterschool.
Fl ' The program helps generate positive idenities and
| Does this proposal address needs in the 2.00 400 8.00 skills for children. The program does not provide
| community¢ \ ' ' ) afferschool programming everyday that alieviates
._ e e | S et )T e ] | |laiterschool care for families. ..
| The organization is well established nationally and
| Does the organization have experience or a 400 200 8.00 locally. The program relies on & high number of
developed plan to provide the proposed program? | ' volunteers which would be difficult to secure given
| | | _lihe program hours. ] o
l' The program lists 10 schools with several having
| high rates of Free and Reduce Lunch or are rural
‘ schools. The program charges a $36 fee per
| Does this proposal improve equitable access to 3.00 3.00 900 llpcdicipom. it's unclear on how the troops/dens
| services? ' | ’ ’ ! fundad through the program are considered
| separate from regular troops not funded through
! | the proposal. Clarification is needed on how the
g | different groups are integrated.
; The organization covers a large ared and has
Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support | 200 \ 200 400 substantial assets. The funding request is 88% of the
| program expenses? ' | proposed budget. Clarification is needed on why
5.2 1| lcsFfundingisneeded.
| ‘ \ The proposal describes the program will be held in
i b . seven CPS schools and three rurdl schools. No
| gg;le nggfoytaizar??oscl include substantlve 2.00 | 3.00 600 |other partnerships or collaboration efforts were
' | described. The proposal is unclear on if schools are
| A0 Eiew R %) il willing fo host the afterschool programming.
l Does the proposal follow directions oufiined in the [ " | 66 soo e proposal followed the instructions listed in the |
i _— ) RFP.




Docusign Envelope ID: 1D31 E639-8C8A-4A59-8182-F15B9B6FO1E3

Organization: Boys & Girls Clubs of the Columbia Area
Great Futures Start Here

| majority at or below 200% FPL. The program only
| operates at the main clubhouse site. It used to
4,00 i 3.00 12.00 !ihave afterschool programming ot several CPS
| bulldings but now transports children to the main
site. This can cause transportation bamiers for

|
\ ‘ | Ifc:milies to pick up their children.

Does this proposal improve equitable access to
services? |

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
: WEIGHTED |Scores Available from 0-5 {whole numbers only).
RAY sc?’f_o_ _WHGHT SCORE |Basis for scoring may be included below. i
1.0verall e | Great Fulures Start Here " BASIS FOR SCORE
] } !
ll Does the proposed program provide meaningful 5.00 4.00 | 2000 The program provides out of school programming
l services to children, youth, and families? ' ' ' to children and youth.
] | e =3 =il - " Tihe program meets a need by providing
| Does this proposal address needs in the community? 5.00 4,00 20.00 |afterschool care. The program helps build
1 s - s ——— o= ~ |academic success and positive identities.
The organization has been in the community fora
Does the arganization have experience or d 5.00 | 200 10.00 long time. The organization has struggled with
| developed plon fo provide the proposed program@ ' ’ | ’ leadership in the past but has improved
| || |danificanty overtheast year. .
l} ‘ The program serves a diverse population witha

The funding request increased significantly
compared to the curent coniract. The CSF
atmount is 16% of the budget. The program has

mulfiple funding streams. The unif rates increased

Does the proposal utilize addifional funds to support ‘ ]
\ and number of units compared fo the curent
|

program expenses? S

3.00 \ 2.00

contract,
The proposal lists a couple partnerships that
enhance services for children,

The organization completed the proposal
2.00 \ 1000 |comectly by utilizing the Common Outcomes and
Taxonomy of Services.

Does fhe proposal include substanfive o
col]cpgr_otion? B

i —

8

Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the l
|

I



Docusign Envelope ID: 1D31 E639-8CBA-4A59-8182-F 15B9B6FO1E3

Organization: Catholic Charities of Central and Northern Missouri

Mentoring All Refugee Kids

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
T I e scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers
1 1
RAW SCORE | WEIGHT |WEIGHTED only). Basis for scoring may be included
SCORE
R B e I
| l.Ooverall ! ‘Mentoring All Refugee Kids BASIS FOR SCORE =
| G . =
3 ] The program provides mentoring and
| Does the proposed program provide meaningful I . S
| services to children, youth, and tamilies? | 5.00 4,00 20.00 |ocademic support to refugee/immigrant
L - - i S I R - -
’I Does this proposal address needs in the 400 ‘ 400 16.00 The program serves a diverse population
| community? ’ ' ' and supports academic success.
r I — e —e]
| Does the organizatfion have experience ora | The program is relatively new but has
I 4.00 2.00 8.00

\ developed plan to provide the proposed program? ’ ’ ' expanded to more age ranges.
|- : e e T 1 - f |The progrdrﬁs_erviczs-refuge_e/irﬁrﬁ'igronf .
| Does this proposal improve equitable access to | 400 300 12.00 youth, All participants are ot or below 200%
| services? | ' ' ' FPL. The ethnicity section was not
| o U0 BN | - completed.

- - The funding request increased com ared o
\ Does the proposal ufiize addifional funds fo support | 1.00 2.00 2.00 the curren?cogtroci CSFis the onlyp\:under
| program expenses? | ’ ' ’ ’
'. oA o g =l ____[|for the program._ -
' i
| ; : | The program describes numerous
| E&le;bﬂ;(reozrg:)?osol include substantive ‘ 4,00 3.00 12.00 |organizations that are used for referrals and

] locations for youth to visit for field trips.

!—— . =Sl S u . T _{ I'fheagcﬁzé%ﬁa)r—ﬂple_féd the_pro_posa_ |
| E::; the proposal follow directions outiined in the \ 5.00 2.00 | 10.00 |correctly by utilizing the Common Ou'fcomes]

{and Taxonemy of Services.




Docusign Envelope ID: 1D31 E639-8C8A-4A59-8182-F15B9B6FO1E3

I
{

1. Overall

3 ]

RAW SCORE [’[

|
|
|

Does the proposad program provide meaningful
services to children, youth, and familles?

Does this proposal address needs in the
community

Does the organization have experience or a
developed plan fo provide the proposed
program¥

Does this proposal improve equitable access to
services?

J.

e —— e ———

l

Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support|
|

program expenses?

Does the proposal include substantive
collaboration?

Does the ;;r_oposcﬂ follow direcfions outlined in the
RFP?

Raw Score:

|
|

4.00

2.00

3.00

3.00

3.00

R —

2.00

WEIGHT
Family Gils Siabiiiatio

Organization: Central Missouri Foster Care & Adoption Association (CMFCAA)

Family Crisis Stabilization Program
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

WEIGHTED |Scares Available from 0-5 {whole numbers only).
SCORE _|Basis for scoring may be Included below,

n Program  BASIS FOR SCORE 5 ) \
}

4.00

4,00

2.00

3.00

2.00

8.00

6.00

9.00

6.00

16.00

The program provides case management and
fraining to license foster parents.

There is a need in the community to increase the
number of foster families. There Is state funding
that can be used to still meet the need In the
community. : . §

The program has been providing trainings for
several years, The organization has been
required for several years to provide invoice

documentation.

The proposal does not show diversity of potential
foster families becoming licensed or participating
in the program.

The funding request to CSF is 5% of the budget.
The remaining amount is from the State but is
used for other counties. Clarification is needed
on why CSF is needed when state funding is used
for all other locations, B ]

The proposal lists multiple agencies but does not
describe how they enhance the program for
_|participants.

The proposal did not follow directions in the RFP.




Docusign Envelope ID: 1D31 E639-8C8A-4A59-8182-F15B9B6FO1

E3

Organization: Central Missouri Foster Care & Adoption Association (CMFCAA)

Respite Care Odyssey Events

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
— y )
| WEIGHTED Scores Av‘ollob|e frgm 0-5 (whqle numbers
RAW SCORE | WEIGHT p only). Basis for scoring may be included
SCORE
below.
I : - - e E— . )
I._ ) - ~ Respite Care Odyssey Evenls l BASIS FOR SCORE a2
s Rt 0 Ja TV Uiy = S i
Does the proposed program provide meaningful 400 400 16.00 The program provides respite events for l
‘ services to children, youth, and families? ' ’ ' children in foster care or are adopted. l
= —— - . = T The progrom_proW:les pcﬁive_ev_eﬁfs for
EEEriiE .proposol address needs in the 4,00 4.00 16.00 lchildren in foster care and help reduce stress
community? .
e e = 8 of foster families. — B
s o, The program has been offered in the '
Does the organizalion have experience ora ; RO
developed plan fo provide the proposed program? 3.00 2.00 6.00 community for several years. Utilization has
\besn low.
= e Iz i IThe program serves children in foster care or
Doe} this proposal improve equitable access fo 4.00 3.00 12.00 ‘are adopted. The demographics show some
services? i ) )
St D = Y e get=EE =t L N B - igl_\{qrglty of children being served.
iThe funding request based on the program
‘ iservices is the same amount as the current
Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support 0.00 200 0.00 | contract, The current contract has not been
program expenses? ' ’ ' fully utilized. The budget lists state funding
and no amount requested to CSF in the
e e e = — 0 .E SRR i budget.
The program has been hosted at the ARC
Does the proposal include substantive 300 3.00 9.00 and promotes the program to various
collaboration? ’ ' ' organizations serving the targeted
population.
—_ e i —
EFoPees the proposal follow directions outlined in the 1.00 2.00 200 Rr;g proposal did not follow directions in the |




Docusign Envelope ID: 1D31 E639-8C8A-4A50-8182-F15B9B6FO1E3

Organization: CHA Low-income Services, Inc.

Healthy Home Connections
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

: WEIGHTED |Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only).

RMT‘ SCDRE_ . SECHY SCORE |Basis for scoring may be Included below.

[ Toverail: S | e nepiny Honieiconpectipgy= I BASISFORSCORE 4
] ]

Does the proposed program provide meaningful

sarvices lo children, youth, and familles?

The program provides case management support
of families receiving housing support.

400 400 16.00 The prpgrcm helps families connect o resources
8 o e ) A SR |to maintain stability.

3.00 400 12.00

Does this proposal address needs in the
cgmmuniiy?_

The organization has a history of providing housing
4,00 2,00 8.00 support along with case management. The
program experiences frequent turnoverin staff,

Does the grganization have experience ora
developed plan fo provide the proposed program?

e program serves farnilies thal have low income

Does fhis proposal improve equitable access to

services? | I 2 | 1290 lond receiving housing support.
i o7 | The program does not have any other funding
zr(:)egsr::ﬁ 2:;2?\2:‘5;) filze addtionat funds fo support 1.00 200 | 200 |source andlacks specific Information of securing
| R J ~ ladditional funding. -

Does the proposal include substantive 200 3.00 I .00 | The organization provides referral sources to other
_collaboration® | 91 °*  lesourcesin thecommunity.,
Does the proposal follow directions outlined In the i 'The proposal did not follow all the Instructions in

RFP? 3.00 ‘ 2.00 600 i R,




Organization: CHA Low-Income Services, Inc.

Docusign Envelope ID: 1D31E639-8C8A-4A59-8182-F15BO9B6FO1E3

Moving Ahead Afterschool & Summer

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
WEIGHTED Scores Available frgm 0-5 (whole
RAW SCORE | WEIGHT SCORE numbers only). Basis for scoring may be
included below, N
Eroverall el il " Méving Ahead Afterschool & Summer BASIS FORSCORE |
11 . o= [ [ The program provides afterschool
Doe; ite proppsed program prowd_e' SR 5.00 4,00 20,00 |pregramming o children receiving
services fo children, youth, and families? housing support from CHA
- [ 1 Afterschool programming is a need in-
Does this proposal address needs in the 5.00 400 20.00 the community. The program offers a
community? ’ ) ' safe place for kids to go ofter schoaol
i = Rl e - ond provides educational supporl.
Does the organization have experience or a | ) )
developed plan fo provide the proposed program? 4.00 2.00 8.00 The program is well established,
[ The program targets low income families
. . i ' thal receiving housing assistance. The
sDe(:veiiteT; el SRl R 4.00 3.00 12.00 |program is located near CHA properties
but lacks clarity on how children get to
| the program afterschool.
[ = e i i | IThe program has multiple funding
Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support 400 2.00 8.00 streams. The funding request is
program expenses? ' ’ ! ’ significantly higher than the current
| “Does the proposal include substantive 5;'00 508 | 1500 |Tne program lists mutliple entities that
| _collaboration? TN . R . ~Y lenhance program services.
| Does the proposal follow directions outlined In the 3.00 200 ' 6.00 The proposal did not follow all the
| RFP% ‘ ’ \ ' instructions in the RFP,




Docusign Envelope ID: 1D31 E639-8C8A-4A59-8182-F15B9B6FO1E3

Organization: City of Columbia

CPS Extended Partners Afterschool Programs

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
' Scores Available from 0-5 (whole
RAW SCORE |WEIGH w:.g;gg:o numbers only). Basis for scoring may be
= lincluded below.
=igeh A N T AT e i — L] -
SR i [ Fersesignced TR

Does the proposed program provide meaningful
services fo children, youth, and families? ey e 0.00
Does this proposal address needs in the
community? 0.00 4.00 0.00
Does the organization have experience or a
developed plan to provide ihe proposed program? 0,00 ] 2 e

“Does this proposal improve equifable access o o T N .
services? Betpem ey _0'_00__ f-o‘j I O'O? N PES— B
Does the proposal utilize additional funds fo support | |

_program expenses? ) _Oﬁo__ _‘ 29_0 0_'00_ .
Does the proposal include substantive |
collaboration? \ 0.00 ]] 3.00 —

I Does the i ions outined in the | == -1 _ i - - a

proposal follow directions outlined in the

RFP2 | 0.00 2.00 0.00

The proposal is non-responsive for not meeting the mandatory requirements stated in the RFP.



Docusign Envelope ID: 1D31 E639-8C8A-4A59-8182-F15B9B6FO1E3

Organization: Columbia Supreme

Columbia Supreme Youth Mentoring

CRITERIA CHECKLIST _
| Eaam RS Scores Available from 0-5 (whole
RAW SCORE EIGH} W;EICGC;I;:D numbers only). Basis for scoring may be
included below. i
A il bl . ’ ¢ Cull.ll'l"lblﬂ Supternn 'rou[h Fe el T
-’.’:.’9".”"\"-:' Ll galatasill i entonng (BASIS. FQR SCORE

5 e ey =

The proposcl lists numerous services ond
4,00 \ 400 | 1600 | activities for youth participating in their
|athletic programming.

Does the proposed program provide meaningful
| services to chlldren youth, and families?

‘ The proposal is attempting to expand

| programming. The goal is to provide
wrap around supports through

2.00 4,00 8,00 mentoring, tutoring, a youth center, and
| other activities to meet a need in the
community. The overall request may be
oufside their capacity.

Does this proposal address needs in the |
community?

e e e

|
I |
| ‘ The organization is fairly new and is
| currently funded through the Grassroots
Does the organizafion have experience ora 1.00 200 200 Funding Opportunity. The overall request
| developed plan fo provide the proposed program# - 00 | ) 'seems to demonstrate a lack of
| | | capacity to expand fo the proposed

| level of programming.

—_— e — e d—

The program serves d dlverse population
and seeks to address multiple areas in
Does this proposal improve equitable access fo | 2.00 300 6.00 the childrens' lives to address equity
services® ) ’ ’ issues. More information is needed on
|how the program can be accessed and
ability to reduce barriers.

- —— —_—
|

|
|—
‘ The funding request is extremely high.
The amount in the budget does not
|
\ Does the proposal ufilize additional funds to supporf 1.00 200 .00 match the funding request fotal for the
|

program expenses? program services. The organization is

| currently funded through the Grassroots
& Funding Opportunity for case managers.
l

|

|
I
| Does the proposal include substantive

lTha proposa! lists several orgcxr\lzaﬂons

collaboration? 1.00 3.00 3.00 |but does not provide details on how it
== 1| I |enhonces the program. -
Does the proposal follow dlrecﬂons ouﬂlned inthe | 1.00 500 | 2.00 the proposol did not follow the

| linstructions.

20.00{ 39.00



Docusign Envelope ID: 1D31E639-8C8A-4A59-8182-F15B9B6F01E3

Organization: Community Playground of Columbia, Inc.

Fun City Youth Academy

RFP? |

Common Qutcomes and Taxonomy of

CRITERIA CHECKLIST
| I |Scores Available from 0-5 (whole
RAW SCORE ?JEIGH lw:g;:') numbers only). Basis for scoring may be
|| included below.
. i ] T T
1. Overall Fun City Youth Academy | BASIS FOR SCORE
Does the proposed program provide meaningful 5.00 4.00 20.00 l The program provides afterschool and
services to children, youth, and families? ' ’ ’ summer enrichment programming.
7 Pliiiaaias. s i iR e - ~ Afterschool programming is a need in
Does this proposal address needs in the 5.00 400 20.00 the community. The program offers a
I community? ) ) ’ safe place for kids to go after school
B i e T [ | andprovides educational support.
| i | The summer programming is well
I . . established. The program recently
[ ggsélree%r%?g;’z?;lO?OC?J: t?‘);pe:;enocszgr cho ol 4,00 2.00 8.00 expended to ongoing afterschool
I P e prop prog | programming throughout the school
p_o 8 _ | year o |
I . X . The program has a history of serving
|| 'Res i persplnpeeatiiavoidec oo 5.00 300 | 1500 |families with low income and children
services? . .
ATE_Z 0w I AN st ~ |that are academically behind.
| The program has multiple funding
| Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support streams. The funding request is
| 4,00 2.00 8.00 . .
| program expenses? significantly higher than the current
rl == - - . fanr= confract, N
[ The summer program operates in a CPS
Does the proposal include substantive | 5.00 3.00 15.00 elementary school and has a MOU. The
collaboration? | ! ! ' organization collaborates with multiple
| = . Sl (R entities to recruit volunteers. o
| 1 The organization completed the
i Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the 5.00 2,00 10.00 proposal correctly by utilizing the

| Services.



Docusign Envelope ID: 1D31 E639-8C8A-4A59-8182-F15B9B6FO1E3

Organization: Connections to Success, Inc.

Families Pathways to Success

CRITERIA CHECKLIST

J.overall

Scores Available from 0-5 (whole
numbers only). Basis for scoring may be
lncluded below

BASL*» FDR SGGRE

'\

Does the proposed program provide meaningful
services to children, youth, and families?

“Does this proposal address needs in the
~ community?

Does the organization have experience or a
developed plan fo provide the prcposed program?

Does this proposal improve equnoble access 10
services?

Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support

program expenses?

Does the proposal include substantive
collaboration?

!
-

3 _Eoes il’E.);dp<;scl‘lnfc>|?w~ airecﬁons oaﬂi_r—\;c_iﬁ fhe_

RFP%
Ra_w Score

T
WEIGHTED
RAW SCORE |\ WEIGHT| "¢ e
Furhllras rdihway}fn Suceels
! B
3.00 4,00 12.00
3.00 4,00 12,00
1.00 2.00 2.00
1.00 3.00 3.00
1.00 2.00 2.00
i
1.00 3.00 3.00
4,00 2.00 8.00

| . nificant barrier.

The prowdes education to parents bu’r
access to the program is extremely
fimiting. The initial training is for 60 hours
for two weeks (Monday-Friday, 9:00-
4:00pm).

Parent programs s are needed d butthe
_|program hours are | extremely limiting.

The organization is well established in
other areas but more recently expanded
to Boone County.

The proposol would serve a diverse
population but access the program is a

The funding requesf fo CSFis is 94% of the
budget with the remaining amount
coming from organizational donations.
The organization is new in the commumiy
and mentions the struggle of gaining
frust. The proposal lists a few
organizations as referral sources and
places were meetings could be hel held.

The proposal followed majority of the ’|

instructions.
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Docuslign Envelope ID: A24304F4-1893-41B0-8FD3-7TEBDDESED46F

Organization: Columbia Center for Urban Agriculture

Opportunity Gardens
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

I | ; !
ﬂwﬂcﬂﬁb scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers

only). Basis for scoring may be included below.

I
| RAW SCORE || WEIGHT
|

SCORE

Participants are taught gardening skills but
food to meet basic needs is delayed or may
not happen. Participants are at 200% FPL and
may not have the ability fo be dedicated to
maintaining a garden to offset hunger and
income constralnts.

Meeting basic needs a critical need in the
community but the program refies on
parficipants growing and harvesting their own
|food. L .
The orgcnlzchon has provided fhe program for
5.00 2.00 10.00 |numerous years and has a strong system in
place.

Does the proposed program provide meaningful

services to children, youth, and families? i i eos

Does the proposal address needs in the community? 4.00 12.00

|
|3
T

i
[
| Does the organization have experience or a

[ developed plan to provide the proposed program?
|

=

|

)

The program occommodotes serving
individuals that do not own their own property.
Does this proposal improve equitable access to 400 3.00 12.00 The program also collaborates with mulfiple
services? ’ ’ ' organizations that have an equitable focus.
Eligibility for the program is for individuals at or
below 200% FPL.

The program has several funding sources but

Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support increased the funding request to CSF for

program expenses? I 3100 200 = expansion. If funded, the funding request

|

|

J—

|

E

[ | should be up to the current confract amount.
; ;

I

1

The | progrom works closely wnh local
4,00 3.00 12.00 lorganizations for referals and landlords to
receive approval of installing gardens.
The organization completed the proposol
5.00 2.00 10.00 |cormrectly by utilizing the Common Qutcomes
and Taxonomy of Services.

Does the proposol Include substantive
collaboration? ;

——— e ———

| Does the proposal follow directions outllned in the i
| RFP% |

RawScore | 2600 | 2000 | 7000




Docusign Envelope ID: A24304F4-1893-41BO-BFDS-?EBDDE5E046F

Organization: Columbia Farmers Market

Food Incentive Programming at CFM

CRITERIA CHECKLIST

Does the proposed program provide meaningful
setvices fo children, youth, and families?

| Does this proposal address needs in the
community?

| Doesthe organization have experience or d
developed plan to provide the proposed program#

Does this proposal improve equltable access to

‘ services?

Does the proposal utilize additional funds fo support
program expenses?

sosal include substantive

collaboratlon?
=R
~ Does the proposal follow directions
| RFP?

outlined in the

Tolal Score

D=

T i
|  RAW SCORE Il
4,00 4,00
400 4.00
5,00 2.00
4,00 3.00
1.00 2.00
4.00 3.00
5.00 2.00

WEIGHT |

1 Foodincentive Programming af CEM. |

i
1
|

2.00

16.00

16,00 ‘

10.00

12,00

- _EVTE_IaH—T‘E_ﬁ-EScores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only). Basls
_SCORE_|for scoring may be included b

W,

Food security is important for all families and allows
access 1o fresh produce, Families may be hestiant fo
participant due to perception of a higher cost for

food af the Farmers Marke.

The program helps address food insecurity and
health disparities observed in low-income families.

I AR R
Fhe organization has a system in place fo track
|1

|

okens and recruiting new patficipants. The
organization is alleviating an additional

{administrative burden by taking over the Produce

Prescription program from CCUA,

The program serves low-income families and
demographic section refiects diverse populations
beingserved. .
The program has several funding sources but
increased the funding request to CSF for expansion, If
funded, the funding request should be up o the
current contract amount, Consider paying a
percentage of the Development/Start Up
|comparable to the number to be funded through
(oA
The organization coliaborates with vendors fo accept
tokens, Compass Health, and CCUA.

“lthe org_anEc_ﬂbn completed the'propo;o_i c-br_r“ez;r_lgf__'
by utilizing the Common Outcomes and Taxonomy of
Sepvices,




Docusign Envelope 1D; A24304F4-1893-41B0-8F D3-7TEBDDESEQ46F

Organization: Fostering Life-Changing Opportunities

Flourish Forward
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

f WE_IG WW_EI_C'&I:IT_EB]Scores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers only).
[ | SCORE _|Basis for scoring may be included below.

{
| . [The program offers life experiences o youth but |
' Does the proposed program provide meaningful I | ) ! N o
| services fo children, youth. and families? 2.00 400 | 800 [pnmcrhy;erves individuals that are notehglblefor|
e e |CSFtunding), e e
i -
Does this propasal address needs in the 2.00 4.00

| community? ; 8.00 |The funf:ilng request doef Eof meet a critical need.
| Does the arganization have experience or a
developed plan fo provide the proposed program?

|
S —— SRS — l_ S \ _______

The organization is already providing the activifies X
600 |butlacked details on the cuniculum that will be
{used for the groups. ‘

. o o {The pr_ogi'crﬁ-éérv_e_s 6’\)01@%65(:3 poﬁﬁiafi'c;\-Bbt
I ioweic'rer:u; proposal improve equitable access fo { 600 |the proposed services do not address equily issues
11 loradvancement.

‘The proposal describes some e;gﬁn_g_i,l@mg but .

| Doesthe proposal utllize additional funds fo support the requested funding would increase spending

| program expenses? i for acfivities. Funding would also supplant existing

T SRS FYS S M— - T e
. . The program receives food donations from The

| Does the proposal include substanfive 1.00 3.00 300 |Food Bank and brings protessionals/businesses in to

| collaboration?
i...

The proposal followed majority of the instructions |
but lacked clarity on the budget. i

L |pesentlotheyoulh

Boes fhe proposdl follow directions outinedin fhe
| RFP

Raw _SCO! e



Docusign Envelope 1D: A24304F4-1893-41B0-8FD3-7EBDDESEQ46F

Organization: Fostering Life-Changing Opportunities

Flourish Prep Internship Program |
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

i RAW SCORE |] WEIGHT W_E_I_GTTEﬂScores Avciloble from O- 5 {(whole numbers only)'

Loverall e THourish Prep Intemship Frnnrom__ ' BASIS FOR SCORE i
| The proposal prowdes pcld |n’!ernshlps fo o1—r|sk
§ Ces e popesealpreeam provlde meqnmgful 4,00 4,00 16.00 |youth and provides case management support

services o children, youth, and families?

_|to ensure stabllity. o

Job development opportunities are a need in

the community, The program targets a

4.00 4.00 16.00 |disadvantaged population that may need more

assistance in job training. The internship program
is only offered during the summer.

| Does this proposal address needs in the
{ community?

Does the organization have experience or a

} e e — e — -
| | The program has been in operation for several
| developed plan fo provide fhe proposed program? 5.00 2.00 10.00 Yecrs ar.1d has expanded to other businesses for .
internships. |
| Does this proposal |mprove equnoble access fo | 400 3.00 12.00 The program focuses on youth that come from
services? ) : § ’ disadvantaged backgrounds.

[ The funding request amount |ncreased

Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support 3.00 200 6.00 compared to the cumrent contract. The program
program expenses? : ' ' has secured or applied to multiple funding
streams.

The program offers |n1ernsh|p opportunmes in
Does the proposal include substantive 4.00 3.00 12.00 office settings compared fo retail employment.

. collaboration? ' ) ' The program works with Missouri Job Center, CPS,

! and other employers.

The organization completed fhe proposal 1|
5.00 2.00 10.00 |correctly by utilizing the Common Outcomes
and Taxonomy of Services.

‘ Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the
RFP?2

. RawScore || 2900 | 20.00 | 8200




Docusign Envelope ID: A24304F4-1893-41B0-8FD3-7EBDDESEC46F

Organization: Fresh Start Sober Living Programs

Fresh Start Family Reunification Program
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

WEIGHTED
SCORE

T

RAW SCORE ‘ WEIGHT

Does the proposed program provide meaningful

services to children, youth, and families? L 4.00 16.00

: }th $Star Family Reunification Program B

Iscores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers

only). Basis for scoring may be included
below.

2 Asls mnscau

The population is cumently not directly
funded by CSF. The organization has direct
contact with the population which allows for
reunification services to be better received.

.i,_.,__,.. S —— —— —— —— —— ——

Does this proposal address needs in the community? 4,00 4,00 16.00

Reunification is a need for the proposed
population, The funding request needs to be
reduced fo target more specific critical
services.

-
'I oes the organization have experience or a 3.00 2.00 6.00

developed plan to provide the proposed program?

The organization has become more
established but reunification support
appears to be a new service offered to
clients.

Does this proposal improve equitable access to

services? 4.00 3.00 12,00

The proposal serves a marginalized
population that experience housing
insecurity.

Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support

| program expenses? 200 2 4

The funding request is exiremely high and is
48% of the proposed budget. The program
lacks diversity in funding streams. More
information is needed on the scope of the
budget,

‘ Does the proposal include substantive

collaboration? | 2.00 3.00 6.00

| Does the ;;rbposcl follow ;j;echons outlined ln the o
RFP2

‘RawScore | 2300 | 2000 | 6B.00

The proposal lacks details on the
organizations that the program collaborates
with to enhance services. The proposal
describes referral sources rather than

collcborahon with orgonlzchons

The proposcl followed majority of the
instructions.




Organization: Job Point

AmeriCorp
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

Does the proposed program provide
| meaningful services o children, youth, and
families?

" Does this proposal address needs in the
| communily?
; Does the organization have experlence ora
| developed plan to provide the proposed

i‘ program#

| Does this proposal improve equltable access
| to services?

Does the proposal utllize additional funds to
support program expenses?

Does the proposcl include substcntlve
collaborchon?

|
|
|
I
|
i

Does 1he proposol follow dlrechons outlined
| in the RFP%

. 'Rdw Score

Docusign Envelope 1D: A24304F4-1893-41B0-8FD3-7EBDDESED46F

RAW SCORE

3.00

4.00

2.00

3.00

3.00

22.00

1 WEIGHT

4.00

12.00

i"I!\'EIGHTEI)]S::cres Available from 0-5 {whole numbers only).
AR | SCORE
faes __'.ﬁt_l_'lt_ﬂ(’.'(s'rp.'j Py

P e

Basis for scoring moy | be mcluded below -

The progrc:rn helps pcrﬁcipcnts obtain 1heir high
school equivalency degree. The program serves
adults not eligible for CSF support. The program
does not provide direct instruction to
participants,

200

3.00

2.00

3.00

2.00

20.00

12.00

There are multiple businesses/organizations that |
loffer similar programming. p——

8.00

12.00

4.00

|The organization has experience offering the
program. The organization as a whole offers
multiple programs that overlap services and
| ommpcnts WhICh causes confusmn

1The program does not provide chlldccre for
parents. The proposal describes barriers to testing
centers to complete the HISET.

The proposol descﬂbes mcich fundmg but CSF
has historically provided majority/all of the
Imatch. The funding request has increased
significantly. The match amount is not consistent
throughout the proposal. -

63.00

IThe proposal describes referrcl sources rather
than colloborohon to enhance serwces

—
The proposal followed majority of the mstruchons
but lacked consistency.




Docusign Envelope 1D: A24304F4-1 893-41B0-8FD3-7EBDDESEO46F

Organization: Job Point

Boone County Builds Youth
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

| WEIGHTED
|| SCORE

‘ Does the proposed program provide meaningful
| services to children, youth, and families?
.I

{ N — s

| 5
Does this proposal address needs In the 3.00 400 | 12.00

‘ community? ’ |

|
| Does Ihe organization have experlence or a

developed plan to provide the proposed program# 300 am 6.00

e

i Does this i
! proposal Improve equitable access to
services? 3.00 3.00 9.00

{

E D th | 'rIl dditional funds rt

oes the proposal utllize additional funds 1o sUuppo

‘ progrcm expenses? e 268 609

Iscores Available from 0-5 (whole numbers

only). Basls for scoring may be included

The proposcl descnbes servnng youfh but
also included adults 20 and over that are not
eligible for CSF, The proposal included
therapeutic services which seems like a
mission drift.

Tthe proposal provides es vocational 'rrolnmg

while allowing youth to be dually enrolled. ‘
Therapeutic services are outside the '|
~ |expertise and mission of the organization. ____‘

The organization has provided instruction on
the various Yocational Skills Training courses. '

iThe organization has struggled to gain full
|support from school districts. The

organization does not fraditionally provide
Tharcpeuilc services.

The proposal is inconsistent in the populohon
that will be served, however, describes
working with youth that are not on frack to
graduate and could be more successful in
an alternative learning environment.

The funding request increased significantly,

Other funding streams are listed in the
budget, -

Does the proposal Include substonﬂve
collaboration? 3.00 3.00 9.00

Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the
: RFP?

Score 2000 | 2000 | 58.00

|developed.

The orgcnlzchon has support from several
school districts but need to be further

NS RS S
The scope of the prclgrum Is dHﬂcuH to follow
with conflicting populations, adding services

not following all instructions.

outside expertise of the organization, and



Organization: Love Columbla Corp

Path Forward
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

Does the proposed program provide meanungful
sarvices to children, youih ond families?

Does this proposal address needs in the community?

I
|
r

Does the organization have experience or o
developed plan to provide the proposad program?
Does thls proposc| lmprove equltoble access to
sarvices?
! T TPTI P

| Doss ihe propasal utilize additional funds 1o support
program expenses?

‘ Does the proposal include substantive

collcborohon?

| “Does the proposal follow directions oufinedinthe |

| RFP?

Docusign Envelope ID: A24304F4-1893-41 BO-8FD3-7EBDDESE046F

\\‘EIGHTID
SCORE

scores Avallable from 0-5 {whole numbers only}.
Basis for s::orlng;mcy be lncluded balow.

The program is serving famties that are housing
insecure and helps address additional basic needs

dlverse fundlng streoms

Houstng insecurity and affordability is a growing
cencern in the community. The program assists
iammes {o overcome th|s bcmer

The organization has been offering the program
for several years and has grown significanllv.

The program receives referro|s from numerous
agsnc{es and serves a diverse populonon

Tha funding request is stgnmcomly hlgher thcn the
current contract amount. The proposal requested
funding for hotel/motel vouchers. The program has

1The organnzohon ;s hlghly mvolved In fhe

"I The proposal followed majority of the msfruchons

but lacked clarity on the budget,




Docuslgn Envelope 1D: A24304F4-1893-4180-8FD3-7TEBDDESEO46F

Organization: L.O.V.E. Our Youth, Inc.

Rise & Thrive
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

“Boes Ihis proposal address needsinthe |
| _community® '

“"Does the proposal utilize “dcﬁi%rﬂfifhas_iéﬁ;iﬁoﬁ

-
B
|

. RFPZ

P

Does the proposed program provide meaningful
services to children, youth, and families?

RAW SCORE

WEIGHT I‘WE'GHTED Inumbers only) Basis for scoring may be

Scores Available from 0-5 (whole

Does the organization have experience or a
developed plan to prowde the proposad progrom?

Does this proposcl lmprove equﬁoble access fo
services?

program expenses?

Does the proposal include substantive
colloborohon?

Does the proposcl follow directions outlined in the

i SCOR|
7 ke dthive . =8
| The proposal does not provide specific
2.00 4,00 \ 800 |information on the programming and
| services that will be provided.
= = lihe proposal did not clearly describe
i __iOO | e 800 110w the need would be addressed.
The organization is located in Florida
1.00 2,00 200 |and does not have an existing presence
| <lin Boone County.
o R . The proposal did not describe
1.00 3.00 3.00 !populcﬁons that would be targeted for
b jservices. | —
The proposal did not fist any v other
- 0_1(_)0_ __ _2_‘09_ 0_040 _ |fundingsources, . o
| The organization does not describe any
ey 1 =’ 0:69 emshng re|chonshlps in Boone Coumy
The proposal did not provide clear
200 200 400 information or follow all the Instructions.




Docusign Envelope ID: A24304F4-1893-41B0-8FD3-7EBDDESEQ46F

Organization: Seed Success

QHOPE
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

P e b

- ”
RAW SCORE |I WEIGHT J

|scores Available from 0-5 (whole
numbers only). Basis for scoring may be
included below.

;walcmen]
| SCORE

| {The program does not provide direct
| Does the proposed program provide meaningful 2.00 400 8.00 services to families and relies on another
| servicesto children, youth, and families? ’ ’ ' organization to deliver progra mming to
| youth
i,.. — RN S—— i g TETT— P—— —i S e b e . NT— - ..d__d-. e i -..__’..-—
i ) : The program provides direct financia
[ ol 'proposcl address needs in the 3.00 4,00 1200 |deposits fo youth but has a delayed
| community?
{ limpact for evemuclly uhllzmg the funds
Does the organization have experience or a 200 2.00 400 The proposal is unclear on how the
l developed plan to provide the proposed program? ’ ’ ' program will be Implemented.
| The program proposes to collcborote
with an organization serving at-risk youth.
I However, organizations have issues
| Does this proposal improve equitable access to 2.00 3.00 .00 gaining permission from
. services? ’ ’ ’ parents/guardians o establish and
‘ maintain the accounts, The program
| serves a low number of individuals for the
i_____ | S | lundingrequestamount.
The funding request is for incentive
: deposits that the Board has historically
l Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support 1.00 2.00 200 not wanted to directly fund. The funding
{  program expenses? ' ‘ ’ request may be a pass through for an
| | organization that could be directly
1 funded by CSF.
r. L - - S A "‘“""""—‘"!;"—' A R The pfOpOSCﬂ is C0||CIB‘0*(O_€I‘Té‘\;IT‘H_"__&_m
g proposol REIiES substcntwe 2.00 3.00 600 !another organization but lacks clarity on
. collaboration?
I L I [ 1\ T ~lroles anddefails.
Does the proposcl follow d|rechons ouﬂmed in the The propasal dld not follow the
RFP? Ing 2 280 instructions,

Raw Score

1

20.00 |

40.00




Docusign Envelope 1D: A24304F4-1893-41 B0-8FD3-7TEBDDESEQ46F

Organization: The Food Bank for Central and Northeast Missouri, Inc.

Food Bank Market Children & Families
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

Scores Available from 0-5 (whole
Inumbers only). Basis for scoring may be
Included below.

Wweucmen |

RAW SCORE ll WEIGHT | |‘ SCORE

| Does the proposed program provide meaningful 5.00 400 ! 20.00 The program provides food that can be
l servlces to children, youth and families? ' ’ | ' easﬂy accessed.
‘ | The program Is located in an easily
accessibla location and reduces barriers
Does this proposal address needs in the community? 5.00 4.00 20.00 o receive services. Food costs are high
and helps address a critical needs.
iThe orgcnlzchon has expenence offenng
Does the organization have experience or a | 500 200 10.00 the program and has signlficantly
| developed plan fo provide the proposed program? ’ enhanced programming with the new
| location.
| "Does fhis proposal improve equitable access fo ' P 3 00' - OO The program serves families in need but
| services? Y [ihe hours are slighfly imifing.
The organization has diverse funding
. - streams but significantly increased the
Does the proposal utilize additional funds to support 2,00 2.00 600  |lunding request fo CSF. Majority of the
program expenses?
expenses were in personnel compared to
S SR, SE——— .. |purchasing food. —
| IThe organization collaborates with
| Does the proposal Include substantive _ 400 3.00 12.00 'multiple orgarnizations and has a
coliaboration? | ’ ' ' dedicated space al the Market for

Il" CompassHealth.

|
The organization completed the proposal
500 2,00 10.00 |comectly by utilizing the Common
Outcomes and Taxonomy of Services.

Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the
RFP?

Raw Score | 2000 | 9000



Docusign Envelope |ID: A24304F4-1893-41B0-8FD3-7TEBDDESEC46F

Organization: Voluntary Action Center

VAC Basic Needs Program
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

| Does the proposed program provide meaningful
services to children, youih and families?

Srbisrbiibaitald

Does this proposcl oddress needs inthe communﬂy?

RAW SCORE ‘ WEIGHT |

I|WEIGHTED ‘
| SCORE

Does the organization have experlence or a

developed plan to provide the proposed program?
"“Does this proposal improve equitable accessfo

sarvices?

| Does the proposal utilize addltional funds to support
program expenses?

collaboration?

Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the

]

'] Does the proposal include substantive
|

|

|

| RFP?

Row Score

2.00

4,00

3.00

$cores Avallable from 0-5 (whole
fumbers only}, Basis for scoring may be
Included below

The proposal provides basic needs items
but does not directly address root causes. |

) ,The program provides access to cnﬁ&if \
|basic needs items.

The arganization has affered the program
for a long fime In the community and
described expanding lobby hours.

-
|

The program serves families in need but
the hours are still slightly limiting. _

2.00

20.00

8.00

86.00

The funding request amount slightly
increased. The program has diverse
funding streams and items donated by
varlous entities, The program serves a
high number of individuals for the funding
amount requested.

istructure.

The organization colla_b;rc’res with
multiple organizations and provided

[MOUs.

The proposol ||sted every b05|c need itemn |
as individual services and need fo be
adjusted to align with the current service




Docusign Envelope ID: A24304F4-1893-41B0-8FD3-7EBDDESED46F

Organization: Woodhaven Learning Center

EnCircle Technologies
CRITERIA CHECKLIST

Scores Available from 0-5 (whole

-
RAW SCORE [| WEIGHT !'w:":c‘:::" numbers only]. Basis for scoring may be
|

lincluded below. _

[ Does the proposed program provide meanlngful

The program provides support to youth !
|

| services fo children, youtn, and fomilies? 400 ! 400 1 1600 | disabities and their families.
SIS B . -
The program describes high un-
400 400 16.00 Junderemployment rates for individuals

community? with disabilities and provides training and
| . __|coaching toincrease employment.

e s S

‘ Does this proposal address needs in the
|

The program has delivered majorlty of
3.00 2,00 600 |the services for several years but added
cfterschool progrcmmmg

FBoes This proposal improve equitable access to- '40'0 o 0 5 e The program serves individuals with
'___s_e_rv_l_c_e\s_?_ o ) _ 3 97 |disablities and their familles,

| Does the organization have experience cr a
developed plan to provide the proposed progrom#@

The salary ranges are extremel_y P_ﬂ_g_h for
the top compensated employees. The

‘ g;zsr::: ep;gzzzgls: fiize additional funds o support 2.00 2.00 400 |funding request increased significantly.

| The budget did not include service fees
U | I o\ lorotherapplicable funding streams. ___
{ | The program builds retationships with

| Does the proposal Include substantive 2.00 3.00 9.00 various employers. The program also

| collaborafion? ' S ’ receives referrals and reimbursement
from Boone County Family Resources.

The proposal did not follow all
instructions and Is Inconslstent,

'J' Does the proposal follow directions outlined in the |
RFP?

Raw Score | 22,00
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