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Horses and Humans Research Foundation 
Scientific Advisory Review 
Proposal Evaluation Form 

Proposal # ________ Research Project name: _______________________________ 
______________________________________________________________________ 
Please rate the following criteria from 1 to 5, and provide a few words or sentences of feedback for each criteria to clarify your score and provide feedback to the applicant.
	1 
	2
	3 
	4 
	5 

	Deficient 
	Satisfactory 
	Good 
	Excellent 
	Outstanding 

	Strongly Disagree 
	Disagree 
	Neutral 
	Agree 
	Strongly Agree 


	Criterion

	1. Need/Justification. The proposal clearly states the need/justification for this research.  Need is clearly based on a review of the relevant literature, related to both EAS and the various aspects relevant to the study. The proposal effectively identifies the gap in knowledge this project is designed to address.
Score:___________ Comments: 



	2. The project addresses a clearly stated purpose or research question.  A conceptual framework is included if applicable, and updated acceptable terminology has been used, with a glossary of terms provided to clarify any potentially ambiguous language.
Score:___________ Comments: 



	3. The broad significance and implications of the project are effectively explained. If the aims of the research are achieved, scientific knowledge and practices (clinical/therapeutic) in EAS should be significantly impacted. A qualified study will have a positive impact on relevant concepts, methods, and technologies in EAS. 
Score:  ____________ Comments:



	4. Results of relevant pilot research are provided, if available. ( sufficient explanation is provided in their absence). Pilot testing correlates with the proposed project and supports efforts for further investigation, clearly demonstrating feasibility.
Score:___________ Comments: 


	5. A comprehensive review of relevant literature is woven throughout the application, incorporating key seminal and current relevant work that directly relates to and provides a clear basis to support all aspects of the proposed study. The application clearly identifies the gap the proposal will address, or supports a conceptual framework that supports the design of the project, and is congruent with or improves upon other studies.  
Score:___________ Comments: 



	Narrative

Method. Whether quantitative, qualitative, or mixed-methods



	6. Research design is appropriate to answer the research purpose or question, is sufficiently detailed, and clearly justified.  Potential problem areas should be acknowledged and corresponding alternative tactics included. Although succinct, methods are sufficiently clear and detailed to provide replicability.
Score: ____________ Comments: 

	7. If an intervention/interaction is being studied, the applicant explicitly and appropriately describes it in detail and names the intervention/interaction following HHRF’s guidelines. Intervention/interaction is well documented, with a clear and replicable protocol (that could be manualized).
Score: ____________ Comments: 


	8. All aspects of the study clearly demonstrate how optimal equine welfare and wellbeing is determined and will be managed, both throughout the study design and in the potential implications of the study findings. This includes all aspects of equine selection and participation, including but not limited to, providing explicit inclusion and exclusion criteria along with details related to equine care, ethics and welfare. This information may be extensive, so may be placed in the appendix. There is clear adherence of the HHRF Equine Wellbeing guidelines.
Score: ____________ Comments: 



	9. Human participant selection and number are appropriate for the research question, design, and method (including inclusion and exclusion criteria).

Score: ____________ Comments: 


	10. If outcomes are being measured, outcome measures are appropriate, reliable, valid, and will answer the research question. It is preferable to use or adapt previously validated measures which have excellent validity and reliability scores, these details should be included in the justification of methods.
Score: ____________ Comments: 


	11. Data collection and analysis methods are appropriate to the research question, design, and purpose.

Score: ____________ Comments: 


	Project 

Management

	12. Budget. Applicant provides a comprehensive, realistic and cost-effective budget. This has been explicitly justified in writing.
Score:___________ Comments: 



	13. Proposed Timeline. The outlined time frame for completion is realistic with clear evidence of awareness of potential challenges that may occur. Ideally both a visual representation (e.g. timeline or Gantt Chart), has been provided along with a written justification of the time lengths indicated.
Score:___________ Comments: 



	14. Applicant Team & Attachments.  The applicants’ team is competent with respect to its experience and credentials in human-equine research, with an emphasis on their experience not only with publication in peer-reviewed journals, but also dissemination of information to EAS practitioners and lay public.
Score:___________ Comments: 



	15. The institutional support and safety of the facility and the environment are adequate to implement the entire project with minimum risk. Additional materials should be provided in the appendices to clearly provide the following information:  faculty workload allocation, CV’s for all personnel involved in all aspects of the study, suitability of the premises in which the research is being carried out, adherence to optimal EAS practices (including equine welfare/wellbeing), and agreements with any external EAS facilities, or personnel who may be working on the project.
Score:___________ Comments: 



	The following criteria require only a yes/no answer

	16. The project has been approved by an Institutional Review Board or comparable committees for ensuring compliance with human research standards.  Applications with pending IRB approval will be considered with funding contingent on approval.  Project meets guidelines for potential approval by the IRB. https://grants.nih.gov/policy/humansubjects.htm
Yes or No answer. Not scored. Comments:



	17. The project has been approved by an IACUC, the Institutional Animal and Care Use Committee, or comparable committees for ensuring compliance with animal welfare standards.  Applications with pending IACUC approval will be considered with funding contingent on approval. Proposed inclusion of equines has explicitly matched or exceeded HHRF Equine Wellbeing guidelines. https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3558218/ 

Yes or No answer. Not scored. Comments:

	17. Intent to Publish. Plans to publish are clear and realistic. These must include identification and plans to publish/present the findings of their study to each of the following: peer reviewed journal(s) appropriate to publish their findings, EAS practitioner organization (conference/webinar/publication), and lay public (social media, media, publication, to clearly evidence their understanding of the need to expand public awareness of EAS and their findings). NOTE: Successful applicants will also present the results of their study at the HHRF Conference, in a webinar AND in writing (both their proposal and findings will be shared on the HHRF Webpage and Social Media).
Yes or No. Comments:



	18. Does this project serve an underserved population?  
Yes or No. Not scored.  (May or may not be relevant) Comments:




**Reminder, all reviewers’ comments will be forwarded to the applicants to assist them with further developing their research project, please try to be constructive in your feedback.

Please provide a short statement clearly detailing the most important message you would like to get back to the research team regarding this project?

Overall Appraisal 
Overall Appraisal Score* of this proposal: ______________ 

*1 - 5 ranking of your overall impression, not a total of all scores based on: 

	1 
	2 
	3 
	4 
	5 

	Deficient 
	Satisfactory 
	Good 
	Excellent 
	Outstanding 

	
	
	
	
	


Reviewer name: __________________________________ 

Please attach additional notes as necessary and return to info@horsesandhumans.org or terryboggs01@gmail.com in word document.
Thank you for your assistance!
