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Demonstration Site Selection Rubric
The Minnesota TACSEI Pyramid Partnership selected the demonstration sites on January 27th, 2010. Three demonstration sites were selected according to the criteria established by the Leadership Team Demonstration Site Work Group. A Demonstration Site Selection Rubric (on the following pages) was developed to ensure consistency in the selection process.
	Demonstration Site Selection criteria
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1
	Score

	1) Strong Leadership

Listed key program leaders and the length of time each has been in a leadership role within partner program.
	All the leaders have been in the program for 5 or more years. 
	At least some of the leaders have been in the program for 5 or more years.
	All the leaders have been in the program for 3 years.
	At least some of the leaders have been in the program for 3 or more years.
	Less than 3 yrs in the program.
	

	Comments
	

	2) Stability of Staff

What percent of participating staff have been employed by the program for 2 years or more
	100% of the staff have been employed by the program for 2 years or more
	80% of the staff have been employed by the program for 2 years or more
	70% of the staff have been employed by the program for 2 years or more
	60% of the staff have been employed by the program for 2 years or more
	50% of the staff have been employed by the program for 2 years or more
	

	Comments
	

	3) Prior Experience with Pyramid Model

Described prior district/program experience with a pyramid model such as PBIS or RTI
	Documented prior experience with a pyramid model in early childhood setting.
	
	Documented use of the pyramid model in the school district in settings other than early childhood.
	
	No documented experience with either PBIS or RTI.
	

	Comments


	

	4) Sustainability
Described the program’s ability to sustain the use of the pyramid model once the support of TACSEI ends
	Documented, in detail, factors that will contribute to the program’s ability to sustain the pyramid model. 
	
	Provided some detail about the factors that will contribute to the program’s ability to sustain the pyramid model.
	
	Did not provide enough information about the factors that will contribute to the program’s ability to sustain the pyramid model.
	

	Comments
	

	5) Site Selection
Described sites being considered as a demo site.

	Documented number of participating children, ages of children served, staff/child ratio, and no. of children with disabilities served)


	
	Documented some details about the characteristics of the demo sites being chosen. 

	
	Did not provide enough detail about the sites that are being considered as a demonstration site.
	

	Comments
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