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	CHILDREN’S JUSTICE ACT PROGRAM ∙ TEXAS CENTER FOR THE JUDICIARY



	1210 San Antonio, Suite 800 ∙ Austin, Texas 78701



	Phone (512) 482-8986 ∙ Fax (512) 469-7664





GRANT APPLICATION REVIEW FORM
	Applicant Organization:     

	Amount Requested:     

	Internal Controls (+5 points): Applicant has the ability to effectively manage federal funds, as indicated by responses on Pre Award Questionnaire.
	

	Past Performance (-5): Applicant has prior history of negative administrative and programmatic performance.
	


	CATEGORY
	TOTAL POSSIBLE POINTS

	1. Statement of Need
	15

	2. Qualifications
	12

	3. Goals
	4

	4. Objectives
	8

	5. Activities
	16

	6. Outcomes
	12

	7. Budget
	8

	8. Overall Assessment
	20

	
	

	Internal Controls
	5

	Past Performance (Points deducted for negative performance)
	0

	
	

	TOTAL
	100


Each of the above categories contains questions assigned a point value. The point scaled is divided into five columns labeled I, II, III, IV, and V. The applicant’s response to each question is evaluated on the criteria below. CJA staff will award or deduct points based in internal controls and past performance.
I.  Absent: The application does not address the specific question or a response was not provided.

II. Unsatisfactory: The application does not completely address the question. Information presented does not provide a good understanding of applicant’s intent, does not give detailed information requested by RFA, or does not adequately support the proposal or the intent of the program.
III. Satisfactory: The application addresses the question, providing a good understanding of the applicant’s intent. Response adequately supports the application and the intent of the program.
IV. Above Average: The response is above average, providing a clear and detailed understanding of the applicant’s intent. The response presented a persuasive argument supporting the application and the intent of the program.
V. Excellent: The response is outstanding, with clear, detailed and relevant information. The response presented a compelling argument supporting the application and the intent of the program.
	
	I
	II
	III
	IV
	V

	1. Statement of Need (15 points)
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	a. How well does the applicant describe the current training needs to be addressed by the project?
	
	
	
	
	

	b. How well does the applicant describe the weaknesses of the current resources to address the need?
	
	
	
	
	

	c. How well does the applicant describe the numbers and characteristics of the target population? 
	
	
	
	
	

	2. Qualifications (12 points)
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4

	a. How well does applicant describe its experience and expertise in the field of child abuse and neglect?
	
	
	
	
	

	b. How well does applicant describe its ability to access/collaborate with other disciplines in the development/review of project?
	
	
	
	
	

	c. How well does applicant describe its experience and expertise in the development and execution of similar types of programs?
	
	
	
	
	

	3. Goals (4 points)
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4

	a. How well does applicant describe the overall goals of the project?
	
	
	
	
	

	4. Objectives (8 points)
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4

	a. Are objectives clearly stated, realistic, and measurable?
	
	
	
	
	

	b. Do the objectives support the achievement of the project goal(s)?
	
	
	
	
	

	5. Activities (16 points)
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4

	a. How well does the applicant describe the project activities?
	
	
	
	
	

	b. How well do the activities support the accomplishment of each project objective?
	
	
	
	
	

	c. How well does the applicant detail who will be responsible for performing each activity?
	
	
	
	
	

	d. How well does the applicant set out timeframes for completing specific activities?
	
	
	
	
	

	6. Outcomes (12 points)
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4

	a. How well do identified outcomes reflect the impact the project will have on its target audience?
	
	
	
	
	

	b. How well does applicant describe how it will determine whether the project has achieved identified outcomes, including relevant performance targets?
	
	
	
	
	

	c. How well does applicant describe specific data to be collected and methods for data collection?
	
	
	
	
	

	7. Project Budget (8 points)
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4

	a. How well does budget narrative explain all costs necessary to support project activities and the achievement of project objectives?
	
	
	
	
	

	b. How well do budget line items align with costs described in the budget narrative and support the project activities and the achievement of project objectives?
	
	
	
	
	

	8. Overall Assessment (20 points)
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	a. How well does this application support the overall intent, goals, and purpose of the program?
	
	
	
	
	

	b. To what extent does applicant rely on evidence-based research in the project design and proposed implementation?
	
	
	
	
	

	c. To what extent will applicant be able to contribute to the evidence base and project’s long-term sustainability through program evaluation and the dissemination of resources or other relevant findings?
	
	
	
	
	

	d. To what extent will proposed project affect statewide, system-level reform?
	
	
	
	
	


	TOTAL APPLICATION SCORE (100 Possible)
	

	
	

	Reviewer Name
	

	Reviewer Signature
	


Reviewer Comments:
TEXAS CENTER FOR THE JUDICIARY
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