Kids Brain Health Network (KBHN) Reviewer Evaluation Template
KBHN is committed to the implementation of research innovations and ensuring evidence-based solutions reach their intended audiences. In support of these goals, the Acceleration Program and Implementation Program were established as two distinct but complementary funding streams. These programs will leverage KBHN funds and Network expertise to support projects with the potential to scale and spread and generate impact for end users.
The expected outputs of these projects could include, but are not limited to, changes in practice or policy, advancing new technologies or establishing new applications for existing technologies, and implementing, expanding or scaling direct supports for children and families. KBHN will select and fund the most promising transformative proposals to address core challenges in early identification, access to evidence-based interventions, and support for families and that bridge the gap between scientific innovation to uptake on a national scale.
KBHN will fund accelerations and implementation that produces measurable economic, societal and health benefits, and has potential for real-world implementation, intellectual property creation, and/or scale-up and spread in the delivery of solutions to the challenges faced by children and youth with neurodisabilities and their families, whilst building an ecosystem of skilled, diverse people that fulfill industry and societal needs for Canada.


	Scoring

	Scoring must be in the range from 0-5. Half-marks may be given.

· 0 — The proposal fails to address the criterion or cannot be assessed due to missing or incomplete information. 
· 1 — Poor. The criterion is inadequately addressed, or there are serious inherent weaknesses.
· 2 — Fair. The proposal broadly addresses the criterion, but there are significant weaknesses.
· 3 — Good. The proposal addresses the criterion well, but a number of shortcomings are present.
· 4 — Very Good. The proposal addresses the criterion very well, but a small number of shortcomings are present. 
· 5 — Excellent. The proposal successfully addresses all relevant aspects of the criterion. Any shortcomings are minor.

The threshold for the individual criteria is 3. The overall threshold, applying to the sum of the 3 individual scores, is 10 points.

Scores are NOT weighted. 









	Excellence (Max score: 5)

	The following aspects will be taken into account, to the extent that the proposed work corresponds to the description in call for the proposal:

· Relevance to KBHN's Mission and Strategic Priorities:  Are the objectives clear, well-defined, and achievable? Do they address significant challenges or opportunities across one or more of KBHN’s strategic priorities: Early Identification; Access to interventions; Family Supports?

· Equity, Diversity, Inclusivity, and Under-represented Groups (EDI): Does the proposal include the participation of, and advance KBHN strategic priorities for, diverse individuals, inclusive of members of under-represented groups and Indigenous peoples, which is essential to create and mobilize Canada's best research, technological development, and entrepreneurial expertise and impactful results?

· Current State of Knowledge/Evidence Supporting Uptake of the Innovation: Proposal demonstrates soundness of concept and credibility of the proposed methodology ie: Is the proposal based on a strong scientific foundation? Is the methodology robust and appropriate for achieving the stated objectives?




Evaluator Comments
Excellence Score __ /5
Provide feedback on the proposal's strengths and weaknesses related to excellence














	Impact (Max score: 5)

	The following aspects will be taken into account, to the extent that the proposed work corresponds to the description in the call for proposals:

· Impact and Feasibility of Achieving Outcomes: Does the project have the potential to lead to tangible benefits for children with neurodevelopmental disabilities and their families? Are the project's objectives realistic and attainable within the proposed timeframe, resources, and methodological approach.


· Training of Highly Qualified Personnel (HQP): Does the proposal contribute to building an ecosystem of skilled, diverse people whom will have the skills to make a difference for neurodiverse children and youth?

· Commitment of Partners and Key Stakeholders: Does the proposal demonstrate meaningful collaboration with relevant communities, including patients, families, and service providers? Does the proposal demonstrate engagement of partners committed to the viability and execution of the project’s objectives?





Evaluator Comments
Impact Score __/5
Provide feedback on the proposal's strengths and weaknesses related to impact. 













	Quality and Efficiency of the Implementation (Max score: 5)

	The following aspects will be taken into account, to the extent that the proposed work corresponds to the description in the call for proposals: 
Scale and Spread Strategy and Sustainability Plan: Does the project have a clear strategy for scale up and sustainability using implementation methodology?
Strength of the Team: Does the team possess the necessary expertise (including implementation expertise), experience, and breadth and clarity of roles to successfully achieve the project's objectives?
Engagement of Families/Individuals with Lived Experience: Does the proposal involve meaningful participation of families and individuals with lived experience in its design and implementation?




Evaluator Comments
Quality and Efficiency of the Implementation Score __/5
Provide feedback on the proposal's strengths and weaknesses related to implementation. 
















Budget Evaluation  

	Budget seems appropriate to achieve activities 

	Are the proposed expenditures appropriate and sufficient for preparing the project to achieve their stated goals? (this should reflect considerations of planned activities in the evaluation of the plan)



Evaluator Comments
Appropriate Expenditures
1. Strongly Disagree
The proposed expenditures are not appropriate or sufficient to prepare the project for achieving its stated goals. The budget does not cover the necessary activities or resources.
2. Disagree
The proposed expenditures are somewhat appropriate, but they are insufficient or misallocated to effectively support the project's goals. Some important activities or resources are not adequately funded.
3. Neutral
The proposed expenditures are neither particularly sufficient nor insufficient. The budget includes some necessary activities, but it may require further adjustments to fully meet the project’s goals.
4. Agree
The proposed expenditures are generally appropriate and sufficient for preparing the project to achieve its stated goals. Most of the planned activities and resources are adequately funded.
5. Strongly Agree
The proposed expenditures are highly appropriate and sufficient to fully prepare the project to achieve its stated goals. All planned activities and resources are well-funded and aligned with the project's needs.





	Budget is efficient for activities 

	How well do the justifications indicate an efficient use of the funds requested for the project? Where appropriate are there suggestions for limited adjustments to the Budget details?




Evaluator Comments
Efficient for activities 
1. Strongly Disagree
The justifications for the requested funds do not demonstrate an efficient use of the budget. 
2. Disagree
The justifications for the requested funds show some attempt at efficiency, but they are not convincing. 
3. Neutral
The justifications for the requested funds are neither clearly efficient nor inefficient. There are some reasonable justifications, but adjustments to the budget could be suggested or considered.
4. Agree
The justifications indicate an efficient use of the requested funds, with most allocations well-supported. There are some suggestions for limited adjustments to improve budget efficiency.
5. Strongly Agree
The justifications clearly indicate an efficient use of the requested funds. Every allocation is well-supported with solid reasoning there are no (or extremely limited) suggested adjustments.
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