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	Please checkmark the boxes ‘YES’, ‘NO’, or ‘N/A’ and provide comments/concerns below if your response is ‘NO’ to any of the questions.  If this is an amendment, please only respond to applicable items.
	YES
	NO
	N/A

	1. Does the protocol provide a sequential description of the procedures involving animals?
	
	
	

	2. Is there a rationale for the estimated number of animals requested?  Are the animal numbers presented in the charts consistent with the numbers in Sections B, E.3, and H?
	
	
	

	3. Are the experimental procedures to be conducted under this study in Section F clearly described? Do the supplemental charts adequately outline the experimental procedures as described in the proposal?
	
	
	

	4. Are the endpoints of the experiments clearly described as they regard animal welfare?
	
	
	

	5. Does the database search establish that there are no alternatives to painful and/or distressful procedures in the study?  Do the databases, keywords, and search period seem appropriate?
	
	
	

	6. Are the USDA pain/distress categories assigned in Section H appropriate for the described procedures?
	
	
	

	7. Have category E animals been scientifically justified?  Is a completed Column E form attached?
	
	
	

	8. Are potential adverse events of procedures anticipated?   Is there a plan for relief of pain or distress?  Do proposed interventions seem to address possible medical issues the animals may experience?
	
	
	

	9. Are the euthanasia methods consistent with the recommendations of the AVMA Guidelines on Euthanasia?
	
	
	

	10. Are all safety issues addressed in Section K?
	
	
	

	11. Have any exceptions to policy or special considerations been proposed (e.g. single housing, food/water restriction, food on cage floor, prolonged restraint, multiple survival surgeries, survival as an endpoint)?  Have those exceptions or considerations been adequately described and justified?
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