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Application Form 
The application form is in two parts:
1. Part A: Cover sheet (applicant details and declarations). Outside the page limit. Please complete in full.
1. Part B: Expression of Interest (questions 1-7 and guidance). Total length in response to Q1-Q7 must not exceed 7 pages (1.15 line spacing). Tables, figures, and references count toward the page limit; the cover sheet does not. Note that suggested page allocations are indicative – applicants may distribute the 7 pages as best fits the proposal, but Q3 (Identification strategy) and Q5 (Confidence and assumptions) are the most heavily weighted at assessment and should not be unduly compressed.
Please attach up to five 1-page CVs of named team members as a separate document; CVs are outside the page limit.



Part A: Cover sheet
	A1. Lead applicant and partners
Lead organisation, named lead applicant (with role and email), and any partner organisations. Briefly describe the role each partner will play.

	 
 
 
 
 
 
 



	A2. Proposal title and intervention category
Working title of the proposed evaluation. Indicate which YFF Toolkit intervention category or categories the intervention falls into (see Section 2 of the call).

	
 
 
 
 
 



	A3. Declarations
Please confirm: (a) your organisation meets the eligibility criteria in Section 6 of the call; (b) you understand that this is an options-generation call and that no awards are guaranteed; (c) any conflicts of interest (including existing or recent relationships with the intervention provider) have been disclosed; and (d) the proposed approach to data access does not present an intractable risk to the 2028 reporting deadline.

	 
 
 
 
 
 
 




Part B: Expression of Interest 
EOI questions and guidance 

	Question
	Description

	Q1. Intervention to be evaluated (suggested: ~0.5 page)
	Describe the service, intervention, or policy you propose to evaluate. Specify the delivery body, geographic and temporal scope. If you are evaluating an existing intervention, briefly describe the level of engagement with the delivery body to date (from no contact through to exploratory discussions, in-principle agreement, or formal agreements such as an MoU or data-sharing arrangement).

	Q2. Rationale and PICOT specification (suggested: ~1 page)

	Set out the value of the evidence this evaluation would generate: the policy, funding, or scaling decisions it could inform, the existing evidence base, and the research questions. Then specify the evaluation in PICOT form (Population, Intervention, Comparator, Outcomes, Time). Explain why a QED is feasible and appropriate.

	Q3. Identification strategy and proposed QED method (suggested: ~2 pages)

	Specify the QED method you propose to use. Describe how the comparison group will be constructed and explain why it is a valid counterfactual. Identify the three to five most important threats to identification and how you would address them. Specify the robustness checks you would conduct.

	Q4. Data sources and access (suggested: ~0.5 page)

	Name the datasets you propose to use, the access route for each, and the indicative access timeline. Indicate whether your team currently holds access, has prior experience using them, or would need to apply for access. Comment briefly on expected sample sizes (overall and for any planned subgroup analyses).

	Q5. Confidence rating and key assumptions (suggested: ~1.25 pages)
	Provide an overall confidence rating (high/medium/low) for whether the proposed design will deliver a credible causal estimate by 2028. Identify the three to five most important assumptions the design depends on. For each, briefly state what would have to be true for the design to work. (See the worked example in Section 4 of the call.)

	Q6. Indicative budget and delivery (suggested: ~0.5 page)

	Provide an indicative budget range (no costed budget required at this stage), state whether the design includes an IPE component, and indicate the quarter and year by which a final report could realistically be delivered. Briefly identify key delivery risks and how you would manage them.

	Q7. Track record and team (suggested: ~1.25 pages)

	Provide: (a) up to two short examples (ca 150 words each) of comparable QEDs your team has delivered, naming the dataset, method, intervention type, delivery timeline, and link to published output where possible; and (b) the named lead and key team members for the proposed evaluation, with their roles. Attach 1-page CVs (max 5) as a separate document; CVs are outside the page limit.



Please complete the Expression of Interest form overleaf. The questions and guidance table above is for reference only and does not need to be included in your submission.


Expression of Interest Form (7 pages maximum)

	Q1. Intervention to be evaluated (~0.5 page)

	 
 

 
 
 



	Q2. Rationale and PICOT specification (~1 page)

	 
 
 
 
 
 
 



	Q3. Identification strategy and proposed QED method (~2 pages)

	 
 
 
 
 
 
 



	Q4. Data sources and access (~0.5 page)

	 
 
 

 
 
 



	Q5. Confidence rating and key assumptions (~1.25 pages)

	 
 
 
 
 
 
 



	Q6. Indicative budget and delivery (~0.5 page)

	 
 
 
 
 
 
 



	Q7. Track record and team (~1.25 pages)
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