IEP Vendor Presentation Scoring Matrices Summary, 12-10-14

Four vendors presented to district special education directors and technology directors/staff. The following data were compiled based on

responses to 30 items of concern. (It should be noted that not all questions were answered by all participants. Some replied in comments that
are too long to be summarized in the following table.) At the end of the session, it was determined that only two vendors would be selected to

return for an additional technology presentation. The data from those two vendors are presented below.

Data Integration—IEP Plus (Later date) 1 Poor 20K 3 Good 4 Great

Data Integration—Power IEP (Later date) 1 Poor 2 OK 3 Good 4 Great
Administrative Requirements—IEP Plus 1 Poor—50% 2 OK—39% 3 Good-11% Great—0%
Administrative Requirements—Power IEP 1 Poor—0% 2 OK—26% 3 Good-47% Great—26%
Generating Reports—IEP Plus 1 Poor—9% 2 OK—40% 3 Good—20% Great—36%
Generating Reports—Power IEP 1 Poor—0% 2 OK—38% 3 Good—26% Great—48%
Communicating with others—IEP Plus 1 Poor—10% 2 OK—19% 3 Good—20% Great—61%
Communicating with others—Power IEP 1 Poor—12% 2 OK—16% 3 Good—40% Great—44%
Usability of Forms—IEP Plus 1 Poor—20% 2 OK—29% 3 Good—33% Great—36%
Usability of Forms—Power IEP 1 Poor--33% 2 OK—22% 3 Good—28% Great—57%
Features of the IEP system—IEP Plus 1 Poor—57% 2 OK—27% 3 Good—16% Great—44%
Features of the IEP system—Power IEP 1 Poor—12% 2 OK—18% 3 Good—40% Great—61%
Technical support and training—IEP Plus 1 Poor—25% 2 OK—40% 3 Good—30% Great—23%
Technical support and training—Power IEP 1 Poor—0% 2 OK—11% 3 Good—45% Great—45%
Transition from NetlIEP—IEP Plus 1 Poor—40% 2 OK—44% 3 Good—50% Great—38%
Transition from NetlEP—Power IEP 1 Poor—33% 2 OK—36% 3 Good—41% Great—28%




Additional features (504, Rtl, etc.) —IEP Plus 1 Poor—14% 2 OK—14% 3 Good—14% 4 Great—57%
Additional features (504, Rtl, etc.) —Power IEP | 1 Poor—0% 2 OK--0% 3 Good—0% 4 Great-100%
OVERALL—IEP Plus 28% 31% 24% 36%
OVERALL—Power IEP 11% 20% 33% 51%




