
 
 

2024 HOPA Research Fund Award 
Request for Proposal Details 

 
The Research Fund Award (RFA) is intended to support a hematology/oncology pharmacy 
practice research project. Pharmacy practice is broadly defined to include areas of research 
such as: clinical or patient outcomes, surveys, patient safety, standards 
validation/benchmarking, and basic/translational science applications.  

Multiple institutions may be involved in the project, and a project with co-PIs are allowed. The PI 
of the proposal or at least one of co-PIs must be an active HOPA member.  

A subsequent publication resulting from the research project is expected within a year of the 
study completion. In addition, the awardee is expected to present the results of their research at 
the HOPA Annual Meeting. The presentation is expected to occur no later than two years after 
the release of the research funds, as annual conference presentation slots allow.  

A total of $100,000 is available to be awarded to up to three grants through a competitive peer-
review process. HOPA aims to fund at least one practice-based/clinical and one 
basic/translational study each year. 

A scientifically justified proposal with a clear, well-defined, measurable hypothesis consistent 
with the proposal’s specific aims and a power analysis (if appropriate) with statistical plan must 
be included in your submission.  Each proposal should make it evident to the reviewers that you 
have access to the patients, laboratories, and other resources necessary to conduct your 
proposed research. Be sure to align proposals to the HOPA Strategic Plan within the Research 
& Quality - Goals & Objectives section. 
 
You are asked to prepare the proposal using the PHS 398 format.  These forms can be 
downloaded from the NIH website at: 
 
http://grants.nih.gov/grants/funding/phs398/phs398.html 
 
The grant must use the following PHS 398 forms: 
 Page 1  Face Page 
 Page 2  Project Summary, Relevance and Project/Performance Sites 
 Page 2-cont    Senior/Key Personnel, Other Significant Contributors and Human  
   Embryonic Stem cells 
 Page 3  Table of Contents 
 Page 4  Detailed Budget (1 year) 
  
 
The proposal should contain the following sections, similar to NIH formatting; 

• Abstract (placed on Summary page; max 30 lines) 

• Research Plan: Topics 2-3 (Specific Aims and Research Strategy from the Table of 
▪ Contents have a limit of 6 pages combined. . Please attach the research 

protocol (if applicable) in the Appendix section (no page limit on the 
research protocol) 

• Research Plan:  Topics 4-14 from the Table of Contents (no page limit).  

https://www.hoparx.org/documents/103/FINAL_HOPA_Strategic_Plan_2023-2026.pdf
http://grants.nih.gov/grants/funding/phs398/phs398.html


▪ These topics should include: Bibliography/References; Protection of 
Human Subjects; Vertebrate Animals (if applicable); Select Agent 
Research (if applicable); Multiple PD/PI Leadership Plan (if applicable); 
Consortium/Contractual Arrangements (if Applicable); and Letters of 
Support from Key Collaborators and Contributors (e.g. Consultants, 
Service Chiefs, etc.) 

 
Please note that the reviewers will include in their review of the material the following 
considerations: 

• Feasibility for completion in one year 

• Feasibility for completion with available funding 

• Clarity of the Hypothesis and Objectives/Aims 

• Methodology and approach 

• Outcome measures and statistical analysis 

• Qualifications of the investigators to conduct the proposed research and role of 
PI 

• Applicability to Hematology/Oncology Pharmacy Practice and the HOPA  
Research and Quality Goals 
 

Proposals that are not considered feasible due to their cost, completion in the one-year 
timeframe, or lacking a statistical plan will not be scored.  A summary of concerns and 
noted merits will be provided for all submitted applications.  It is strongly recommended that 
junior investigators form mentoring or collaborative support that strengthens grant quality. The 
role of mentor(s) and collaborative support should be clearly stated in support letters and within 
their individual biosketches.  IRB approval is required prior to the release of funds for the 
selected candidate, if IRB oversight is required. 
 
Review Criteria 
 
The HOPA Research and Grant Reviewers Committee will be comprised of individuals with 
expertise and familiarity in practice and research. 
 
All applications will be reviewed based on the following criteria:  
 

1. Significance 
o Does the project address an important problem or a critical barrier to progress in 

the field?  
o If the aims of the project are achieved, how will scientific knowledge, technical 

capability, and/or clinical practice be improved?  
o How will successful completion of the aims change the concepts, methods, 

technologies, treatments, services, or preventative interventions that drive 
practice? 

 
2. Investigators  

o Are the PI(s), collaborators, and other researchers well suited to the project? 
o Do they have appropriate experience and training for the proposed work?  
o Have they demonstrated an ongoing record of research accomplishments such 

as peer-reviewed publications, practice awards, etc?  
 

3. Innovation 
o Does the application challenge and seek to shift current research or clinical 

practice paradigms by utilizing novel theoretical concepts, approaches or 
methodologies, instrumentation, or interventions?  

 

https://execinccom-my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/jrasmussen_execinc_com/Ecu6cQhIWqlPjOBFqTX76FgBuogmb-fwIe3dRDV9kdhHqQ?e=cXOXiJ
https://execinccom-my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/jrasmussen_execinc_com/Ecu6cQhIWqlPjOBFqTX76FgBuogmb-fwIe3dRDV9kdhHqQ?e=cXOXiJ


4. Approach 
o Are the overall strategy, methodology, and analyses well-reasoned and 

appropriate to accomplish the specific aims of the project?  
o Have the investigators presented strategies to ensure a robust and unbiased 

approach, as appropriate for the work proposed?  
o Are the study design, sample size, statistical analysis plan, outcomes, and time 

line reasonable and clearly justified? 
o Are potential problems, alternative strategies, and benchmarks for success 

presented?  
 

5. Environment 
o Will the scientific environment in which the work will be done contribute to the 

probability of success? 
o Are the institutional support, equipment and other physical resources available to 

the investigators adequate for the project proposed?  
 

6. Timeline/feasibility 
o This is a one year, non-renewable grant; therefore the proposed research plan 

must be feasible to be completed within a year 
 

7. Budget justification 
o Budget may be allocated towards the following- direct costs (costs to do the 

study), labor, travel to the HOPA Annual Conference to present findings (travel 
should cover the PI and may include up to one other individual who contributed a 
significant amount of effort towards the grant).  

o Budget may not be allocated towards the following- overhead, indirect 
fees/charges, capital equipment costs 

 
Criteria 1 through 5 will be the scoring criteria.  Budget justification, while not part of the scoring 
criteria, the reviewers will consider whether the timeline and budget is justified and reasonable 
in relation to the proposed research. 
 


