Panel Coordinator (PC) Feedback Checklist for Individual Reviewer Form (IRF)
justice AmeriCorps Blended Review – FY2014

Application ID #:						Panel #: 
Legal Applicant Name:						Panel Coordinator Name: 

Panel Coordinators will review every Individual Reviewer Form (IRF) from each panel member.  IRF feedback will be documented in this form, and returned to the respective Reviewer.  GARP Liaisons may also request to review this form for monitoring and quality assurance.  Please complete the Summary and three Quality Indicator Sections for each IRF.  

	Summary of PC Feedback on IRF 

	Summary of Feedback — from Quality Indicators
This section should represent what any issues identified based on the Quality Indicators below. 
(also verify the proper Reviewer Role was selected in the IRF)
In cases where the IRF requires revisions, the PC should provide feedback to Reviewers to address the feedback in the respective “Unsatisfactory” section(s).  PCs should provide specific references and guidance to streamline the feedback.

	|_| IRF does not require further revision 
           (Quality Indicators 1 & 2 are marked "Satisfactory" for all sections)    

|_| IRF requires further revision, and should be returned to me for an additional review
          (One or more Quality Indicators is marked "Unsatisfactory")

|_| IRF requires further revision, but I do not need to review it again

Additional feedback from PC (optional):        




	Feedback from PC on IRF Quality Indicators

	IRF Quality Indicator 1 — Address Selection Criteria
Comments on Significant Strengths and Weaknesses are relevant to the Selection Criteria.

	
RATIONALE & APPROACH: Problem/Need
|_| Satisfactory       |_| Unsatisfactory

AmeriCorps Members as Highly Effective means to Solve Community Problems
|_| Satisfactory       |_| Unsatisfactory

ORGANIZATIONAL CAPABILITY
|_| Satisfactory       |_| Unsatisfactory

COST EFFECTIVENESS & BUDGET ADEQUACY
|_| Satisfactory       |_| Unsatisfactory

If "Unsatisfactory" is checked, provide specific guidance and feedback:       




	Feedback from PC on IRF Quality Indicators

	IRF Quality Indicator 2 — Align and Support Selected Ratings
Comments on Significant Strengths and Weaknesses in each section are both significant, and support the selected quality Ratings.  (in this case, the Reviewer can either reconsider their quality Rating, or add supporting Significant Strengths and Weaknesses as appropriate.)

	
RATIONALE & APPROACH: Problem/Need
|_| Satisfactory       |_| Unsatisfactory

ORGANIZATIONAL CAPABILITY
|_| Satisfactory       |_| Unsatisfactory

COST EFFECTIVENESS & BUDGET ADEQUACY
|_| Satisfactory       |_| Unsatisfactory

If "Unsatisfactory" is checked, provide specific guidance and feedback:       
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	Feedback from PC on IRF Quality Indicators

	IRF Quality Indicator 3 — Inappropriate language 
Comments on Significant Strengths and Weaknesses in each section are free of substantial red flags (spelling/grammatical errors, inappropriate or inflammatory comments, specific suggestions for improvement, references to “funding recommendations”,  identifying information about Reviewers, etc.)

	
RATIONALE & APPROACH: Problem/Need
|_| Satisfactory       |_| Unsatisfactory

ORGANIZATIONAL CAPABILITY
|_| Satisfactory       |_| Unsatisfactory

COST EFFECTIVENESS & BUDGET ADEQUACY
|_| Satisfactory       |_| Unsatisfactory

If "Unsatisfactory" is checked, provide specific guidance and feedback:       
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