AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO

§3300.88

(e) For equipment currently certified
according to a Foreign-ATP certifi-
cate, where the equipment has been
transferred from a foreign owner to a
domestic owner and the equipment has
passed an inspection, 3 years or the
date of expiration of the foreign certifi-
cate, whichever gives the later expira-
tion date on the newly issued U.S. ATP
certificate.

Subpart H—Other Provisions

§3300.88 Fees for U.S. ATP certifi-
cates.

The fee schedule for issuance of U.S.
ATP certificates by the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture will be calculated
according to the criteria in Circular A-
252, issued by the Office of Manage-

2A copy of Circular A-25 can be obtained

by a request to the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB), 17th Street and Pennsyl-
vania Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20503.

7 CFR Ch. XXXIII (1-1-17 Edition)

ment and Budget. Fees may be revised
as required on an annual basis.

§3300.91 List of approved testing sta-
tions, approved testing labora-
tories, and fees for certificates.

A current list of U.S. ATP testing
stations, U.S. ATP testing labora-
tories, and fees for issuance of U.S.
ATP certificates may be obtained by
request to the ATP manager.

§3300.94 Appeals.

Any organization aggrieved by an ac-
tion in connection with this rule may
obtain a review of such action by sub-
mitting pertinent information by let-
ter to the Administrator. The decision
of the Administrator is the final agen-
cy action.

PARTS 3301-3399 [RESERVED]
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PART 3400—SPECIAL RESEARCH
GRANTS PROGRAM

Subpart A—General

Sec.

3400.1
3400.2
3400.3

Applicability of regulations.

Definitions.

Eligibility requirements.

3400.4 How to apply for a grant.

3400.5 Evaluation and disposition of applica-
tions.

3400.6 Grant awards.

3400.7 Use of funds; changes.

3400.8 Other Federal statutes and regula-
tions that apply.

3400.9 Other conditions.

Subpart B—Scientific Peer Review of
Research Grant Applications

3400.10 Establishment and operation of peer
review groups.

3400.11 Composition of peer review groups.

3400.12 Conflicts of interest.

3400.13 Availability of information.

3400.14 Proposal review.

3400.15 Review criteria.

Subpart C—Peer and Merit Review
Arranged by Grantees

3400.20 Grantee review prior to award.

3400.21 Scientific peer review for research
activities.

3400.22 Merit review for education and ex-
tension activities.

Subpart D—Annual Reporis

3400.23 Annual reports.
AUTHORITY: 7 U.S.C. 450i(c).

SOURCE: 56 FR 58147, Nov 15, 1991, unless
otherwise noted.

EDITORIAL NOTE: Nomenclature changes to
part 3400 appear at 76 FR 4806, Jan. 27, 2011.

Subpart A—General

§3400.1 Applicability of regulations.

(a) The regulations of this part apply
to special research grants awarded
under the authority of subsection (c) of
the Competitive, Special, and Facili-
ties Research Grant Act, as amended (7
U.S.C. 450i (c)), to facilitate or expand
promising breakthroughs in areas of
the food and agricultural sciences of
importance to the United States. Sub-
parts A and B, excepting this section,
apply only to special research grants
awarded under subsection (c)(1)(A).
Subpart C, Peer and Merit Review Ar-

ranged by Grantees, and Subpart D,
Annual Reports, apply to all grants
awarded under subsection (c).

(b) Each year the Director of NIFA
shall determine and announce through
publication of a Notice in such publica-
tions as the FEDERAL REGISTER, profes-
sional trade journals, agency or pro-
gram handbooks, the Catalog of Fed-
eral Domestic Assistance, or any other
appropriate means, research program
areas for which proposals will be solic-
ited competitively, to the extent that
funds are available.

(c) The regulations of this part do
not apply to research, extension or
education grants awarded by the De-
partment of Agriculture under any
other authority.

[64 FR 34103, June 24, 1999]

§3400.2 Definitions.

As used in this part:

(a) Director means the Director of the
National Institute of Food and Agri-
culture (NIFA) and any other officer or
employee of the Department of Agri-
culture to whom the authority in-
volved may be delegated.

(b) Department means the Department
of Agriculture.

(c) Principal investigator means a sin-
gle individual designated by the grant-
ee in the grant application and ap-
proved by the Director who is respon-
sible for the scientific and technical di-
rection of the project.

(d) Grantee means the entity des-
ignated in the grant award document
as the responsible legal entity to whom
a grant is awarded under this part.

(e) Research project grant means the
award by the Director of funds to a
grantee to assist in meeting the costs
of conducting, for the benefit of the
public, an identified project which is
intended and designed to establish, dis-
cover, elucidate, or confirm informa-
tion or the underlying mechanisms re-
lating to a research program area iden-
tified in the annual solicitation of ap-
plications.

(f) Project means the particular activ-
ity within the scope of one or more of
the research program areas identified
in the annual solicitation of applica-
tions, which is supported by a grant
award under this part.
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(g) Project period means the total
length of time that is approved by the
Director for conducting the research
project as outlined in an approved
grant application.

(h) Budget period means the interval
of time (usually 12 months) into which
the project period is divided for budg-
etary and reporting purposes.

(i) Awarding official means the Direc-
tor and any other officer or employee
of the Department to whom the au-
thority to issue or modify research
project grant instruments has been del-
egated.

(j) Peer review group means an assem-
bled group of experts or consultants
qualified by training and experience in
particular scientific or technical fields
to give expert advice, in accordance
with the provisions of this part, on the
scientific and technical merit of grant
applications in those fields.

(k) Ad hoc reviewers means experts or
consultants qualified by training and
experience in particular scientific or
technical fields to render special expert
advice, whose written evaluations of
grant applications are designed to com-
plement the expertise of the peer re-
view group, in accordance with the pro-
visions of this part, on the scientific or
technical merit of grant applications
in those fields.

(1) Research means any systematic
study directed toward new or fuller
knowledge and understanding of the
subject studied.

(m) Methodology means the project
approach to be followed and the re-
sources needed to carry out the
project.

[66 FR 58147, Nov. 15, 1991, as amended at 76
FR 4806, Jan. 27, 2011]

§3400.3 Eligibility requirements.

(a) Except where otherwise prohib-
ited by law, any State agricultural ex-
periment station, all colleges and uni-
versities, other research institutions
and organizations, Federal agencies,
private organizations or corporations,
and individuals, shall be eligible to
apply for and to receive a special re-
search project grant under this part,
provided that the applicant qualifies as
a responsible grantee under the criteria
set forth in paragraph (b) of this sec-
tion.

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

(b) To qualify as responsible, an ap-
plicant must meet the following stand-
ards as they relate to a particular
project:

(1) Have adequate financial resources
for performance, the necessary experi-
ence, organizational and technical
qualifications, and facilities, or a firm
commitment, arrangement, or ability
to obtain such (including proposed sub-
agreements);

(2) Be able to comply with the pro-
posed or required completion schedule
for the project;

(3) Have a satisfactory record of in-
tegrity, judgment, and performance,
including, in particular, any prior per-
formance under grants and contracts
from the Federal Government;

(4) Have an adequate financial man-
agement system and audit procedure
which provides efficient and effective
accountability and control of all prop-
erty, funds, and other assets; and

(5) Be otherwise qualified and eligible
to receive a research project grant
under applicable laws and regulations.

(c) Any applicant who is determined
to be not responsible will be notified in
writing of such findings and the basis
therefor.

§3400.4 How to apply for a grant.

(a) A request for proposals will be
prepared and announced through publi-
cations such as the FEDERAL REGISTER,
professional trade journals, agency or
program handbooks, the Catalog of
Federal Domestic Assistance, or any
other appropriate means of solicita-
tion, as early as practicable each fiscal
year. It will contain information suffi-
cient to enable all eligible applicants
to prepare special research grant pro-
posals and will be as complete as pos-
sible with respect to:

(1) Descriptions of specific research
program areas which the Department
proposes to support during the fiscal
yvear involved, including anticipated
funds to be awarded;

(2) Deadline dates for having proposal
packages postmarked;

(3) Name and address where proposals
should be mailed;

(4) Number of copies to be submitted;

(5) Forms required to be used when
submitting proposals; and

(6) Special requirements.
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(b) Grant Application Kit. A Grant Ap-
plication Kit will be made available to
any potential grant applicant who re-
quests a copy. This kit contains re-
quired forms, certifications, and in-
structions applicable to the submission
of grant proposals.

(c) Format for research grant proposals.
Unless otherwise stated in the specific
program solicitation, the following ap-
plies:

(1) Grant Application. All research
grant proposals submitted by eligible
applicants should contain a Grant Ap-
plication form, which must be signed
by the proposing principal investi-
gator(s) and endorsed by the cognizant
authorized organizational representa-
tive who possesses the necessary au-
thority to commit the applicant’s time
and other relevant resources.

(2) Title of Project. The title of the
project must be brief (80-character
maximum), yet represent the major
thrust of the research. This title will
be used to provide information to the
Congress and other interested parties
who may be unfamiliar with scientific
terms; therefore, highly technical
words or phraseology should be avoided
where possible. In addition, phrases
such as ‘“‘investigation of”’ or ‘‘research
on’’ should not be used.

(3) Objectives. Clear, concise, com-
plete, enumerated, and logically ar-
ranged statement(s) of the specific
aims of the research must be included
in all proposals.

(4) Procedures. The procedures or
methodology to be applied to the pro-
posed research plan should be explic-
itly stated. This section should include
but not necessarily be limited to:

(i) A description of the proposed in-
vestigations and/or experiments in the
sequence in which it is planned to
carry them out;

(ii) Techniques to be employed, in-
cluding their feasibility;

(iii) Kinds of results expected;

(iv) Means by which data will be ana-
lyzed or interpreted;

(v) Pitfalls which might be encoun-
tered; and

(vi) Limitations to proposed proce-
dures.

(5) Justification. This section should
describe:

§3400.4

(i) The importance of the problem to
the needs of the Department and to the
Nation, including estimates of the
magnitude of the problem.

(ii) The importance of starting the
work during the current fiscal year,
and

(iii) Reasons for having the work per-
formed by the proposing organization.

(6) Literature review. A summary of
pertinent publications with emphasis
on their relationship to the research
should be provided and should include
all important and recent publications.
The citations should be accurate, com-
plete, written in acceptable journal
format, and be appended to the pro-
posal.

(T) Current research. The relevancy of
the proposed research to ongoing and,
as yet, unpublished research of both
the applicant and any other institu-
tions should be described.

(8) Facilities and equipment. All facili-
ties, including laboratories, which are
available for use or assignment to the
proposed research project during the
requested period of support, should be
reported and described. Any materials,
procedures, situations, or activities,
whether or not directly related to a
particular phase of the proposed re-
search, and which may be hazardous to
personnel, must be fully explained,
along with an outline of precautions to
be exercised. All items of major instru-
mentation available for use or assign-
ment to the proposed research project
during the requested period of support
should be itemized. In addition, items
of nonexpendable equipment needed to
conduct and bring the proposed project
to a successful conclusion should be
listed.

(9) Collaborative arrangements. If the
proposed project requires collaboration
with other research scientists, corpora-
tions, organizations, agencies, or enti-
ties, such collaboration must be fully
explained and justified. Evidence
should be provided to assure peer re-
viewers that the collaborators involved
agree with the arrangements. It should
be specifically indicated whether or
not such collaborative arrangements
have the potential for any conflict(s) of
interest. Proposals which indicate col-
laborative involvement must state
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which proposer is to receive any result-
ing grant award, since only one eligible
applicant, as provided in §3400.3 of this
part, may be the recipient of a research
project grant under one proposal.

(10) Research timetable. The applicant
should outline all important research
phases as a function of time, year by
year.

(11) Personnel support. All personnel
who will be involved in the research ef-
fort must be clearly identified. For
each scientist involved, the following
should be included:

(i) An estimate of the time commit-
ments necessary;

(ii) Vitae of the principal investi-
gator(s), senior associate(s), and other
professional personnel to assist review-
ers in evaluating the competence and
experience of the project staff. This
section should include curricula vitae
of all key persons who will work on the
proposed research project, whether or
not Federal funds are sought for their
support. The vitae are to be no more
than two pages each in length, exclud-
ing publications listings; and

(iii) A chronological listing of the
most representative publications dur-
ing the past five years shall be pro-
vided for each professional project
member for whom a curriculum vitae
appears under this section. Authors
should be listed in the same order as
they appear on each paper cited, along
with the title and complete reference
as these usually appear in journals.

(12) Budget. A detailed budget is re-
quired for each year of requested sup-
port. In addition, a summary budget is
required detailing requested support
for the overall project period. A copy of
the form which must be used for this
purpose, along with instructions for
completion, is included in the Grant
Application Kit identified under
§3400.4(b) of this part and may be re-
produced as mneeded by applicants.
Funds may be requested under any of
the categories listed, provided that the
item or service for which support is re-
quested is allowable under applicable
Federal cost principles and can be iden-
tified as necessary for successful con-
duct of the proposed research project.
No funds will be awarded for the ren-
ovation or refurbishment of research
spaces; purchases or installation of

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

fixed equipment in such spaces; or for
the planning, repair, rehabilitation, ac-
quisition, or construction of a building
or facility. All research project grants
awarded under this part shall be issued
without regard to matching funds or
cost sharing.

(13) Research involving special consider-
ations. A number of situations encoun-
tered in the conduct of research require
special information and supporting
documentation before funding can be
approved for the project. If such situa-
tions are anticipated, the proposal
must so indicate. It is expected that a
significant number of special research
grant proposals will involve the fol-
lowing:

(i) Recombinant DNA molecules. All
key personnel identified in a proposal
and all endorsing officials of a proposed
performing entity are required to com-
ply with the guidelines established by
the National Institutes of Health enti-
tled, ‘‘Guidelines for Research Involv-
ing Recombinant DNA Molecules,” as
revised. The Grant Application Kit,
identified above in §3400.4(b), contains
forms which are suitable for such cer-
tification of compliance.

(ii) Human subjects at risk. Responsi-
bility for safeguarding the rights and
welfare of human subjects used in any
research project supported with grant
funds provided by the Department rests
with the performing entity. Regula-
tions have been issued by the Depart-
ment under 7 CFR Part 1c, Protection
of Human Subjects. In the event that a
project involving human subjects at
risk is recommended for award, the ap-
plicant will be required to submit a
statement certifying that the research
plan has been reviewed and approved
by the Institutional Review Board at
the proposing organization or institu-
tion. The Grant Application Kit, iden-
tified above in §3400.4(b), contains
forms which are suitable for such cer-
tification.

(iii) Laboratory animal care. The re-
sponsibility for the humane care and
treatment of any laboratory animal,
which has the same meaning as ‘‘ani-
mal” in section 2(g) of the Animal Wel-
fare Act of 1966, as amended (7 U.S.C.
2132(g)), used in any research project
supported with Special Research
Grants Program funds rests with the
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performing organization. In this re-
gard, all key personnel identified in a
proposal and all endorsing officials of
the proposed performing entity are re-
quired to comply with applicable provi-
sions of the Animal Welfare Act of 1966,
as amended (7 U.S.C. 2131 et. seq.) and
the regulation promulgated thereunder
by the Secretary of Agriculture in 9
CFR parts 1, 2, 3, and 4. In the event
that a project involving the use of a
laboratory animal is recommended for
award, the applicant will be required to
submit a statement certifying such
compliance. The Grant Application
Kit, identified above in §3400.4(b), con-
tains forms which are suitable of such
certification.

(14) Current and pending support. All
proposals must list any other current
public or private research support, in
addition to the proposed project, to
which key personnel listed in the pro-
posal under consideration have com-
mitted portions of their time, whether
or not salary support for the person(s)
involved is included in the budgets of
the various projects. This section must
also contain analogous information for
all projects underway and for pending
research proposals which are currently
being considered by, or which will be
submitted in the near future to, other
possible sponsors, including other De-
partmental programs or agencies. Con-
current submission of identical or
similar projects to other possible spon-
sors will not prejudice its review or
evaluation by the Director or experts
or consultants engaged by the Director
for this purpose. The Grant Application
Kit, identified above in §3400.4(b), con-
tains a form which is suitable for list-
ing current and pending support.

(15) Additions to project description.
Each project description is expected by
the Director, members of peer review
groups, and the relevant program staff
to be complete in itself. However, in
those instances in which the inclusion
of additional information is necessary,
the number of copies submitted should
match the number of copies of the ap-
plication requested in the annual solic-
itation of proposals as indicated in
§3400.4(a)(4). Each set of such materials
must be identified with the title of the
research project as it appears in the
Grant Application and the name(s) of

§3400.5

the principal investigator(s). Examples
of additional materials may include
photographs which do not reproduce
well, reprints, and other pertinent ma-
terials which are deemed to be unsuit-
able for inclusion in the proposal.

(16) Organiczational management infor-
mation. Specific management informa-
tion relating to an applicant shall be
submitted on a one-time basis prior to
the award of a research project grant
identified under this part if such infor-
mation has not been provided pre-
viously under this or another program
for which the sponsoring agency is re-
sponsible. Copies of forms rec-
ommended for use in fulfilling the re-
quirements contained in this section
will be provided by the agency speci-
fied in this part once a research project
grant has been recommended for fund-
ing.

[66 FR 58147, Nov 15, 1991, as amended at 80
FR 81738, Dec. 31, 2015]

§3400.5 Evaluation and disposition of
applications.

(a) Evaluation. All proposals received
from eligible applicants in accordance
with eligible research problem or pro-
gram areas and deadlines established in
the applicable request for proposals
shall be evaluated by the Director
through such officers, employees, and
others as the Director determines are
uniquely qualified in the areas of re-
search represented by particular
projects. To assist in equitably and ob-
jectively evaluating proposals and to
obtain the best possible balance of
viewpoints, the Director shall solicit
the advice of peer scientists, ad hoc re-
viewers, or others who are recognized
specialists in the research program
areas covered by the applications re-
ceived and whose general roles are de-
fined in §§3400.2(j) and 3400.2(k). Spe-
cific evaluations will be based upon the
criteria established in subpart B
§3400.15, unless NIFA determines that
different criteria are necessary for the
proper evaluation of proposals in one
or more specific program areas, and an-
nounces such criteria and their relative
importance in the annual program so-
licitation. The overriding purpose of
such evaluations is to provide informa-
tion upon which the Director can make
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informed judgments in selecting pro-
posals for ultimate support. Incom-
plete, unclear, or poorly organized ap-
plications will work to the detriment
of applicants during the peer evalua-
tion process. To ensure a comprehen-
sive evaluation, all applications should
be written with the care and thorough-
ness accorded papers for publication.

(b) Disposition. On the basis of the Di-
rector’s evaluation of an application in
accordance with paragraph (a) of this
section, the Director will

(1) Approve support using currently
available funds,

(2) Defer support due to lack of funds
or a need for further evaluations, or

(3) Disapprove support for the pro-
posed project in whole or in part.

With respect to approved projects, the
Director will determine the project pe-
riod (subject to extension as provided
in §3400.7(c)) during which the project
may be supported. Any deferral or dis-
approval of an application will not pre-
clude its reconsideration or a re-
application during subsequent fiscal
years.

§3400.6 Grant awards.

(a) General. Within the limit of funds
available for such purpose, the award-
ing official shall make research project
grants to those responsible, eligible ap-
plicants whose proposals are judged
most meritorious in the announced
program areas under the evaluation
criteria and procedures set forth in this
part. The date specified by the Director
as the beginning of the project period
shall be no later than September 30 of
the Federal fiscal year in which the
project is approved for support and
funds are appropriated for such pur-
pose, unless otherwise permitted by
law. All funds granted under this part
shall be expended solely for the purpose
for which the funds are granted in ac-
cordance with the approved application
and budget, the regulations of this
part, the terms and conditions of the
award, the applicable Federal cost
principles, and 2 CFR part 20 (part 3015
of this title).

(b) Grant award document and notice of
grant award—(1) Grant award document.
The grant award document shall in-
clude at a minimum the following:

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

(i) Legal name and address of per-
forming organization or institution to
whom the Director has awarded a spe-
cial research project grant under the
terms of this part;

(ii) Title of project;

(iii) Name(s) and address(es) of prin-
cipal investigator(s) chosen to direct
and control approved activities;

(iv) Identifying grant number as-
signed by the Department;

(v) Project period, which specifies
how long the Department intends to
support the effort without requiring re-
competition for funds;

(vi) Total amount of Departmental
financial assistance approved by the
Director during the project period;

(vii) Legal authority(ies) under which
the research project grant is awarded
to accomplish the purpose of the law;

(viii) Approved budget plan for cat-
egorizing allocable project funds to ac-
complish the stated purpose of the re-
search project grant award; and

(ix) Other information or provisions
deemed necessary by the Department
to carry out its granting activities or
to accomplish the purpose of a par-
ticular research project grant.

(2) Notice of grant award. The notice
of grant award, in the form of a letter,
will be prepared and will provide perti-
nent instructions or information to the
grantee that is not included in the
grant award document.

(c) Categories of grant instruments. The
major categories of grant instruments
shall be as follows:

(1) Standard grant. This is a grant in-
strument by which the Department
agrees to support a specified level of
research effort for a predetermined
project period without the announced
intention of providing additional sup-
port at a future date. This type of re-
search project grant is approved on the
basis of peer review and recommenda-
tion and is funded for the entire project
period at the time of award.

(2) Renewal grant. This is a document
by which the Department agrees to
provide additional funding under a
standard grant as specified in para-
graph (c¢)(1) of this section for a project
period beyond that approved in an
original or amended award, provided
that the cumulative period does not ex-
ceed the statutory limitation. When a
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renewal application is submitted, it
should include a summary of progress
to date under the previous grant in-
strument. Such a renewal shall be
based upon new application, de novo
peer review and staff evaluation, new
recommendation and approval, and a
new award instrument.

(3) Continuation grant. This is a grant
instrument by which the Department
agrees to support a specified level of ef-
fort for a predetermined period of time
with a statement of intention to pro-
vide additional support at a future
date, provided that performance has
been satisfactory, appropriations are
available for this purpose, and contin-
ued support would be in the best inter-
ests of the Federal Government and the
public. It involves a long-term research
project that is considered by peer re-
viewers and Departmental officers to
have an unusually high degree of sci-
entific merit, the results of which are
expected to have a significant impact
on the food and agricultural sciences,
and it supports the efforts of experi-
enced scientists with records of out-
standing research accomplishments.
This kind of document will normally be
awarded for an initial one-year period
and any subsequent continuation re-
search project grants will also be
awarded in one-year increments. The
award of a continuation research
project grant to fund an initial or suc-
ceeding budget period does not con-
stitute an obligation to fund any subse-
quent budget period. A grantee must
submit a separate application for con-
tinued support for each subsequent fis-
cal year. Requests for such continued
support must be submitted in duplicate
at least three months prior to the expi-
ration date of the budget period cur-
rently being funded. Such requests
must include: an interim progress re-
port detailing all work performed to
date; a Grant Application; a proposed
budget for the ensuing period, includ-
ing an estimate of funds anticipated to
remain unobligated at the end of the
current budget period; and current in-
formation regarding other extramural
support for senior personnel. Decisions
regarding continued support and the
actual funding levels of such support in
future years will usually be made ad-
ministratively after consideration of

§3400.7

such factors as the grantee’s progress
and management practices and within
the context of available funds. Since
initial peer reviews were based upon
the full term and scope of the original
special research grant application, ad-
ditional evaluations of this type gen-
erally are not required prior to succes-
sive years’ support. However, in un-
usual cases (e.g., when the nature of
the project or key personnel change or
when the amount of future support re-
quested substantially exceeds the grant
application originally reviewed and ap-
proved), additional reviews may be re-
quired prior to approving continued
funding.

(4) Supplemental grant. This is an in-
strument by which the Department
agrees to provide small amounts of ad-
ditional funding under a standard, re-
newal, or continuation grant as speci-
fied in paragraphs (c)(1), (c)(2), and
(c)(3) of this section and may involve a
short-term (usually six months or less)
extension of the project period beyond
that approved in an original or amend-
ed award, but in no case may the cu-
mulative period of the project, includ-
ing short term extensions, exceed the
statutory time limitation. A supple-
ment is awarded only if required to as-
sure adequate completion of the origi-
nal scope of work and if there is suffi-
cient justification of need to warrant
such action. A request of this nature
normally does not require additional
peer review.

(d) Obligation of the Federal Govern-
ment. Neither the approval of any ap-
plication nor the award of any research
project grant shall commit or obligate
the United States in any way to make
any renewal, supplemental, continu-
ation, or other award with respect to
any approved application or portion of
an approved application.

[66 FR 58147, Nov. 15, 1991, as amended at 79
FR 75997, Dec. 26, 2014]

§3400.7

(a) Delegation of fiscal responsibility.
The grantee may not delegate or trans-
fer in whole or in part, to another per-
son, institution, or organization the re-
sponsibility for use or expenditure of
grant funds.

(b) Change in project plans. (1) The
permissible changes by the grantee,

Use of funds; changes.
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principal investigator(s), or other key
project personnel in the approved re-
search project grant shall be limited to
changes in methodology, techniques, or
other aspects of the project to expedite
achievement of the projects’ approved
goals. If the grantee or the principal
investigator(s) is uncertain as to
whether a change complies with this
provision, the question must be re-
ferred to the Director for a final deter-
mination.

(2) Changes in approved goals, or ob-
jectives, shall be requested by the
grantee and approved in writing by the
Department prior to effecting such
changes. In no event shall requests for
such changes be approved which are
outside the scope of the original ap-
proved project.

(3) Changes in approved project lead-
ership or the replacement or reassign-
ment of other key project personnel
shall be requested by the grantee and
approved in writing by the Department
prior to effecting such changes.

(4) Transfers of actual performance of
the substantive programmatic work in
whole or in part and provisions for pay-
ment of funds, whether or not Federal
funds are involved, shall be requested
by the grantee and approved in writing
by the Department prior to effecting
such changes, except as may be allowed
in the terms and conditions of the
grant award.

(c) Changes in project period. The
project period determined pursuant to
§3400.5(b) may be extended by the Di-
rector without additional financial
support for such additional period(s) as
the Director determines may be nec-
essary to complete or fulfill the pur-
poses of an approved project. Any ex-
tension, when combined with the origi-
nally approved or amended project pe-
riod shall not exceed three (3) years
(the limitation established by statute)
and shall be further conditioned upon
prior request by the grantee and ap-
proval in writing by the Department,
unless prescribed otherwise in the
terms and conditions of a grant award.

(d) Changes in approved budget. The
terms and conditions of a grant will
prescribe circumstances under which
written Departmental approval will be
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requested and obtained prior to insti-
tuting changes in an approved budget.

[66 FR 58147, Nov. 15, 1991, as amended at 64
FR 34103, June 24, 1999]

§3400.8 Other Federal statutes and
regulations that apply.

(a) The Office of Management and
Budget (‘“‘OMB’’) issued guidance on
Uniform Administrative Requirements,
Cost Principles, and Audit Require-
ments for Federal Awards at 2 CFR
part 200 on December 26, 2013. In 2 CFR
400.1, the Department adopted OMB’s
guidance in subparts A through F of 2
CFR part 200, as supplemented by 2
CFR part 400, as the Department’s poli-
cies and procedures for uniform admin-
istrative requirements, cost principles,
and audit requirements for federal
awards. As a result, this regulation
contains references to 2 CFR part 200
as it has regulatory effect for the De-
partment’s programs and activities.”

(b) Several other Federal statutes
and/or regulations apply to grant pro-
posals considered for review or to re-
search project grants awarded under
this part. These include but are not
limited to:

2 CFR part 200—Uniform Administrative Re-
quirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Re-
quirements for Federal Awards.

2 CFR part 180 and Part 417—OMB Guidelines
to Agencies on Government-Wide Debar-
ment and Suspension (Nonprocurement)
and USDA Nonprocurement Debarment
and Suspension.

7 CFR part 1c—USDA Implementation of the
Federal Policy for the Protection of
Human Subjects.

7 CFR 1.1—USDA Implementation of Free-
dom of Information Act.

7 CFR part 3—USDA Implementation of OMB
Circular A-129 Regarding Debt Collection.

7T CFR part 15, subpart A—USDA Implemen-
tation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964.

7 CFR part 3407—NIFA procedures to imple-
ment the National Environmental Policy
Act.

29 U.S.C. 794, section 504—Rehabilitation Act
of 1973, and 7 CFR part 156B (USDA imple-
mentation of statute), prohibiting dis-
crimination based upon physical or mental
handicap in Federally assisted programs.

35 U.S.C. 200 et seq.—Bayh-Dole Act, control-
ling allocation of rights to inventions
made by employees of small business firms
and domestic nonprofit organizations, in-
cluding universities, in Federally assisted
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programs (implementing regulations are
contained in 37 CFR part 401).

[79 FR 75997, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3400.9 Other conditions.

The Director may, with respect to
any research project grant or to any
class of awards, impose additional con-
ditions prior to or at the time of any
award when, in the Director’s judg-
ment, such conditions are necessary to
assure or protect advancement of the
approved project, the interests of the
public, or the conservation of grant
funds.

Subpart B—Scientific Peer Review
of Research Grant Applications

§3400.10 Establishment and operation
of peer review groups.

Subject to §3400.5, the Director will
adopt procedures for the conduct of
peer reviews and the formulation of
recommendations under §3400.14.

§3400.11 Composition of peer review
groups.

(a) Peer review group members will
be selected based upon their training
and experience in relevant scientific or
technical fields, taking into account
the following factors:

(1) The level of formal scientific or
technical education by the individual;

(2) The extent to which the indi-
vidual has engaged in relevant re-
search, the capacities in which the in-
dividual has done so (e.g., principal in-
vestigator, assistant), and the quality
of such research;

(3) Professional recognition as re-
flected by awards and other honors re-
ceived from scientific and professional
organizations outside of the Depart-
ment;

(4) The need of the group to include
within its membership experts from
various areas of specialization within
relevant scientific or technical fields;

(5) The need of the group to include
within its membership experts from a
variety of organizational types (e.g.,
universities, industry, private consult-
ant(s)) and geographic locations; and

(6) The need of the group to maintain
a balanced membership, e.g., minority
and female representation and an equi-
table age distribution.

§3400.14
(b) [Reserved]

§3400.12 Conflicts of interest.

Members of peer review groups cov-
ered by this part are subject to rel-
evant provisions contained in Title 18
of the United States Code relating to
criminal activity, Department regula-
tions governing employee responsibil-
ities and conduct (part O of this title),
and Executive Order 11222, as amended.

§3400.13 Availability of information.

Information regarding the peer re-
view process will be made available to
the extent permitted under the Free-
dom of Information Act (6 U.S.C. 552),
the Privacy Act (6 U.S.C. 552a), and im-
plementing Departmental regulations
(part 1 of this title).

§3400.14 Proposal review.

(a) All research grant applications
will be acknowledged. Prior to tech-
nical examination, a preliminary re-
view will be made for responsiveness to
the request for proposals (e.g., relation-
ship of application to research program
area). Proposals which do not fall with-
in the guidelines as stated in the an-
nual request for proposals will be
eliminated from competition and will
be returned to the applicant. Proposals
whose budgets exceed the maximum al-
lowable amount for a particular pro-
gram area as announced in the request
for proposals may be considered as
lying outside the guidelines.

(b) All applications will be carefully
reviewed by the Director, qualified offi-
cers or employees of the Department,
the respective peer review group, and
ad hoc reviewers, as required. Written
comments will be solicited from ad hoc
reviewers when required, and indi-
vidual written comments and in-depth
discussions will be provided by peer re-
view group members prior to recom-
mending applications for funding. Ap-
plications will be ranked and support
levels recommended within the limita-
tion of total available funding for each
research program area as announced in
the applicable request for proposals.

(c) No awarding official will make a
research project grant based upon an
application covered by this part unless
the application has been reviewed by a
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peer review group and/or ad hoc review-
ers in accordance with the provisions
of this part and said reviewers have
made recommendations concerning the
scientific merit of such application.

(d) Except to the extent otherwise
provided by law, such recommenda-
tions are advisory only and are not
binding on program officers or on the
awarding official.

§3400.15

(a) Subject to the varying conditions
and needs of States, Federal funded ag-
ricultural research supported under
these provisions shall be designed to,
among other things, accomplish one or
more of the following purposes:

(1) Continue to satisfy human food
and fiber needs;

(2) Enhance the long-term viability
and competitiveness of the food pro-
duction and agricultural system of the
United States within the global econ-
omy;

(3) Expand economic opportunities in
rural America and enhance the quality
of life for farmers, rural citizens, and
society as a whole;

(4) Improve the productivity of the
American agricultural system and de-
velop new agricultural crops and new
uses for agricultural commodities;

(5) Develop information and systems
to enhance the environment and the
natural resource base upon which a
sustainable agricultural economy de-
pends; or

(6) Enhance human health.

In carrying out its review under
§3400.14, the peer review group will use
the following form upon which the
evaluation criteria to be used are enu-
merated, unless pursuant to §3400.5(a),
different evaluation criteria are speci-
fied in the annual solicitation of pro-
posals for a particular program.

Review criteria.

Peer Panel Scoring Form

Proposal Identification No.
Institution and Project Title

I. Basic Requirement:

Proposal falls within guidelines?
Yes No. If no, explain why proposal
does not meet guidelines under comment
section of this form.
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II. Selection Criteria:

Score
X Com-
ments

Score
1-10

Weight
factor | weight

factor

1. Overall scientific and
technical quality of
proposal .........ccceevene

. Scientific and tech-
nical quality of the ap-
proach .......ccceceeeveveenne

. Relevance and impor-
tance of proposed re-
search to solution of
specific areas of in-

n

w

S
o€
QD
o,
g
5
<
e
jo)
=
g
E)
=1
«Q

objectives; adequacy

of professional training
and experience, facili-
ties and equipment ...

Score

Summary Comments

(b) Proposals satisfactorily meeting
the guidelines will be evaluated and
scored by the peer review panel for
each criterion utilizing a scale of 1
through 10. A score of one (1) will be
considered low and a score of ten (10)
will be considered high for each selec-
tion criterion. A weighted factor is
used for each criterion.

Subpart C—Peer and Merit Review
Arranged by Grantees

SOURCE: 64 FR 34104, June 24, 1999, unless
otherwise noted.

§3400.20 Grantee
award.

review prior to

(a) Review requirement. Prior to the
award of a standard or continuation
grant by NIFA, any proposed project
shall have undergone a review arranged
by the grantee as specified in this sub-
part. For research projects, such re-
view must be a scientific peer review
conducted in accordance with §3400.21.
For education and extension projects,
such review must be a merit review
conducted in accordance with §3400.22.

(b) Credible and independent. Review
arranged by the grantee must provide
for a credible and independent assess-
ment of the proposed project. A cred-
ible review is one that provides an ap-
praisal of technical quality and rel-
evance sufficient for an organizational
representative to make an informed
judgment as to whether the proposal is
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appropriate for submission for Federal
support. To provide for an independent
review, such review may include USDA
employees, but should not be con-
ducted solely by USDA employees.

(c) Notice of completion and retention of
records. A notice of completion of re-
view shall be conveyed in writing to
NIFA either as part of the submitted
proposal or prior to the issuance of an
award, at the option of NIFA. The writ-
ten notice constitutes certification by
the applicant that a review in compli-
ance with these regulations has oc-
curred. Applicants are not required to
submit results of the review to NIFA;
however, proper documentation of the
review process and results should be re-
tained by the applicant.

(d) Renewal and supplemental grants.
Review by the grantee is not automati-
cally required for renewal or supple-
mental grants as defined in §3400.6. A
subsequent grant award will require a
new review if, according to NIFA, ei-
ther the funded project has changed
significantly, other scientific discov-
eries have affected the project, or the
need for the project has changed. Note
that a new review is necessary when
applying for another standard or con-
tinuation grant after expiration of the
grant term.

§3400.21 Scientific peer review for re-
search activities.

Scientific peer review is an evalua-
tion of a proposed project for technical
quality and relevance to regional or
national goals performed by experts
with the scientific knowledge and tech-
nical skills to conduct the proposed re-
search work. Peer reviewers may be se-
lected from an applicant organization
or from outside the organization, but
shall not include principals, collabo-
rators or others involved in the prepa-
ration of the application under review.

§3400.22 Merit review for education
and extension activities.

Merit review is an evaluation of a
proposed project or elements of a pro-
posed program whereby the technical
quality and relevance to regional or
national goals are assessed. The merit
review shall be performed by peers and
other individuals with expertise appro-
priate to evaluate the proposed project.

Pt. 3401

Merit reviewers may not include prin-
cipals, collaborators or others involved
in the preparation of the application
under review.

Subpart D—Annual Reports

§3400.23 Annual reports.

(a) Reporting requirement. The recipi-
ent shall submit an annual report de-
scribing the results of the research, ex-
tension, or education activity and the
merit of the results.

(b) Report type and content. Unless
otherwise stipulated, grant recipients
will have met the reporting require-
ment under this subpart by complying
with the reporting requirements as set
forth in the terms and conditions of
the grant at the time of award.

[64 FR 34104, June 24, 1999]

PART 3401—RANGELAND
RESEARCH GRANTS PROGRAM

Subpart A—General

Sec.

3401.1 Applicability of regulations of this
part.

3401.2 Definitions.

3401.3 Eligibility requirements.

3401.4 Matching funds requirement.

3401.5 Indirect costs and tuition remission
costs.

3401.6 How to apply for a grant.

3401.7 Evaluation and disposition of appli-

cations.

3401.8 Grant awards.

3401.9 Use of funds; changes.

3401.10 Other Federal statutes and regula-
tions that apply.

3401.11 Other conditions.

Subpart B—Scientific Peer Review of
Research Applications for Funding

3401.12 Establishment and operation of peer
review groups.

3401.13 Composition of peer review groups.

3401.14 Conflicts of interest.

3401.15 Availability of information.

3401.16 Proposal review.

3401.17 Review criteria.

AUTHORITY: Section 1470 of the National
Agricultural Research, Extension and Teach-
ing Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3316).

SOURCE: 61 FR 27753, May 31, 1996, unless
otherwise noted.

EDITORIAL NOTE: Nomenclature changes to
part 3401 appear at 76 FR 4806, Jan. 27, 2011.
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Subpart A—General

§3401.1 Applicability of regulations of
this part.

(a) The regulations of this part apply
to rangeland research grants awarded
under the authority of section 1480 of
the National Agricultural Research,
Extension, and Teaching Policy Act of
1977, as amended (7 U.S.C. 3333) to land-
grant colleges and universities, State
agricultural experiment stations, and
colleges, universities, and Federal lab-
oratories having a demonstrable capac-
ity in rangeland research, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, to carry out
rangeland research. The Director of the
National Institute of Food and Agri-
culture (NIFA) shall determine and an-
nounce, through publication each year
of a Notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER,
professional trade journals, agency or
program handbooks, the catalog of
Federal Domestic Assistance or any
other appropriate means, research pro-
gram areas for which proposals will be
solicited, to the extent that funds are
available.

(b) The regulations of this part do
not apply to research grants awarded
by the Department of Agriculture
under any other authority.

§3401.2 Definitions.

As used in this part:

(a) Director means the Director of
NIFA and any other officer or em-
ployee of the Department of Agri-
culture to whom the authority in-
volved may be delegated.

(b) Department means the Department
of Agriculture.

(c) Principal investigator means a sin-
gle individual designated by the grant-
ee in the application for funding and
approved by the Director who is re-
sponsible for the scientific and tech-
nical direction of the project.

(d) Grantee means the entity des-
ignated in the grant award document
as the responsible legal entity to whom
a grant is awarded under this part.

(e) Research project grant means the
award by the Director of funds to a
grantee to assist in meeting the costs
of conducting, for the benefit of the
public, an identified project which is
intended and designed to establish, dis-
cover, elucidate, or confirm informa-
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tion or the underlying mechanisms re-
lating to a research program area iden-
tified in the annual solicitation of ap-
plications.

(f) Project means the particular activ-
ity within the scope of one or more of
the research program areas identified
in the annual solicitation of applica-
tions, which is supported by a grant
award under this part.

(g) Project period means the total
length of time that is approved by the
Director for conducting the research
project as outlined in an approved ap-
plication for funding.

(h) Budget period means the interval
of time (usually 12 months) into which
the project period is divided for budg-
etary and reporting purposes.

(i) Awarding official means the Direc-
tor and any other officer or employee
of the Department to whom the au-
thority to issue or modify research
project grant instruments has been del-
egated.

(j) Peer review group means an assem-
bled group of experts or consultants
qualified by training or experience in
particular scientific or technical fields
to give expert advice, in accordance
with the provisions of this part, on the
scientific and technical merit of appli-
cations for funding in those fields.

(k) Ad hoc reviewers means experts or
consultants qualified by training or ex-
perience in particular scientific or
technical fields to render special expert
advice, whose written evaluations of
applications for funding are designed to
complement the expertise of the peer
review group, in accordance with the
provisions of this part, on the scientific
or technical merit of applications for
Funding in those fields.

(1) Research means any systematic
study directed toward new or fuller
knowledge and understanding of the
subject studied.

(m) Methodology means the project
approach to be followed and the re-
sources needed to carry out the
project.

§3401.3 Eligibility requirements.

(a) Except where otherwise prohib-
ited by law, any land-grant college and
university, State agricultural experi-
ment station, and college, university,
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and Federal laboratory having a de-
monstrable capacity in rangeland re-
search, as determined by the Sec-
retary, shall be eligible to apply for
and to receive a project grant under
this part, provided that the applicant
qualifies as a responsible grantee under
the criteria set forth in paragraph (b)
of this section.

(b) To qualify as responsible, an ap-
plicant must meet the following stand-
ards as they relate to a particular
project:

(1) Have adequate financial resources
for performance, the necessary experi-
ence, organizational and technical
qualifications, and facilities, or a firm
commitment, arrangement, or ability
to obtain such (including proposed sub-
agreements);

(2) Be able to comply with the pro-
posed or required completion schedule
for the project;

(3) Have a satisfactory record of in-
tegrity, judgment, and performance,
including, in particular, any prior per-
formance under grants and contracts
from the Federal government;

(4) Have an adequate financial man-
agement system and audit procedure
which provides efficient and effective
accountability and control of all prop-
erty, funds, and other assets; and

(5) Be otherwise qualified and eligible
to receive a research project grant
under applicable laws and regulations.

(c) Any applicant who is determined
to be not responsible will be notified in
writing of such findings and the basis
therefor.

§3401.4 Matching funds requirement.

In accordance with section 1480 of the
National Agricultural Research, Exten-
sion, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977,
as amended (7 U.S.C. 3333), except in
the case of Federal laboratories, each
grant recipient must match the Fed-
eral funds expended on a research
project based on a formula of 50 per-
cent Federal and 50 percent non-Fed-
eral funding.

§3401.5 Indirect costs and tuition re-
mission costs.

Pursuant to section 1473 of the Na-
tional Agricultural Research, Exten-
sion, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977,
as amended (7 U.S.C. 3319), funds made

§3401.6

available under this program to recipi-
ents other than Federal laboratories
shall not be subject to reduction for in-
direct costs or tuition remission costs.
Since indirect costs and tuition remis-
sion costs, except in the case of Federal
laboratories, are not allowable costs
for purposes of this program, such
costs may not be used to satisfy the
matching requirement set forth in
§3401.4.

§3401.6 How to apply for a grant.

(a) General. After consultation with
the Rangeland Research Advisory
Board, established pursuant to section
1482 of the National Agricultural Re-
search, Extension, and Teaching Policy
Act of 1977, as amended (7 U.S.C. 3335),
a request for proposals will be prepared
and announced through publications
such as the FEDERAL REGISTER, profes-
sional trade journals, agency or pro-
gram handbooks, the Catalog of Fed-
eral Domestic Assistance, or any other
appropriate means of solicitation, as
early as practicable each fiscal year. It
will contain information sufficient to
enable all eligible applicants to prepare
rangeland research grant proposals and
will be as complete as possible with re-
spect to:

(1) Descriptions of specific research
program areas which the Department
proposes to support during the fiscal
year involved, including anticipated
funds to be awarded;

(2) Deadline dates for having proposal
packages postmarked;

(3) Name and address where proposals
should be mailed;

(4) Number of copies to be submitted;

(6) Forms required to be used when
submitting proposals; and

(6) Special requirements.

(b) Application kit. An Application Kit
will be made available to any potential
grant applicant who requests a copy.
This kit contains required forms, cer-
tifications, and instructions applicable
to the submission of grant proposals.

(c) Format for research grant proposals.
Unless otherwise stated in the specific
program solicitation, the following for-
mat applies:

(1) Application for funding. All re-
search grant proposals submitted by el-
igible applicants should contain an Ap-
plication for Funding form, which must
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be signed by the proposing principal in-
vestigator(s) and endorsed by the cog-
nizant authorized organizational rep-
resentative who possesses the nec-
essary authority to commit the appli-
cant’s time and other relevant re-
sources.

(2) Title of project. The title of the
project must be brief (80-character
maximum), yet represent the major
thrust of the research. This title will
be used to provide information to the
Congress and other interested parties
who may be unfamiliar with scientific
terms; therefore, highly technical
words or phraseology should be avoided
where possible. In addition, phrases
such as ‘“‘investigation of”’ or ‘‘research
on’’ should not be used.

(38) Objectives. Clear, concise, com-
plete, enumerated, and logically ar-
ranged statement(s) of the specific
aims of the research must be included
in all proposals.

(4) Procedures. The procedures of
methodology to be applied to the pro-
posed research plan should be stated
explicitly. This section should include
but not necessarily be limited to:

(i) A description of the proposed in-
vestigations and/or experiments in the
sequence in which it is planned to
carry them out;

(ii) Techniques to be employed, in-
cluding their feasibility;

(iii) Kinds of results expected;

(iv) Means by which data will be ana-
lyzed or interpreted;

(v) Pitfalls which might be encoun-
tered; and

(vi) Limitations to proposed proce-
dures.

(5) Justification. This section of the
grant proposal should describe:

(i) The importance of the problem to
the needs of the Department and to the
Nation, including estimates of the
magnitude of the problem;

(ii) The importance of starting the
work during the current fiscal year;
and

(iii) Reasons for having the work per-
formed by the proposing organization.

(6) Literature review. A summary of
pertinent publications with emphasis
on their relationship to the research
should be provided and should include
all important and recent publications.
The citations should be accurate, com-
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plete, written in acceptable journal
format, and be appended to the pro-
posal.

() Current research. The relevancy of
the proposed research to ongoing and,
as yet, unpublished research of both
the applicant and any other institu-
tions should be described.

(8) Facilities and equipment. All facili-
ties, including laboratories, that are
available for use or assignment to the
proposed research project during the
requested period of support, should be
reported and described. Any materials,
procedures, situations, or activities,
whether or nor directly related to a
particular phase of the proposed re-
search, and which may be hazardous to
personnel, must be explained fully,
along with an outline of precautions to
be exercised. All items of major instru-
mentation available for use or assign-
ment to the proposed research project
during the requested period of support
should be itemized. In addition, items
of nonexpendable equipment needed to
conduct and bring the proposed project
to a successful conclusion should be
listed.

(9) Collaborative arrangements. If the
proposed project requires collaboration
with other research scientists, corpora-
tions, organizations, agencies, or enti-
ties, such collaboration must be ex-
plained fully and justified. Evidence
should be provided to assure peer re-
viewers that the collaborators involved
agree with the arrangements. It should
be specifically indicated whether or
not such collaborative arrangements
have the potential for any conflict(s) of
interest. Proposals which indicate col-
laborative involvements must state
which applicant is to receive any re-
sulting grant award, since only one eli-
gible applicant, as provided in §3401.3
may be the recipient of a research
project grant under one proposal.

(10) Research timetable. The applicant
should outline all important research
phases as a function of time, year by
year.

(11) Personnel support. All personnel
who will be involved in the research ef-
fort must be identified clearly. For
each scientist involved, the following
should be included:

(i) An estimate of the time commit-
ments necessary;
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(ii) Vitae of the principal investi-
gator(s), senior associate(s), and other
professional personnel to assist review-
ers in evaluating the competence and
experience of the project staff. This
section should include curricula vitae
of all key persons who will work on the
proposed research project, whether or
not Federal funds are sought for their
support. The vitae are to be no more
than two pages each in length, exclud-
ing publication listings; and

(iii) A chronological listing of the
most representative publications dur-
ing the past five years shall be pro-
vided for each professional project
member of whom a curriculum vitae
appears under this section. Authors
should be listed in the same order as
they appear on each paper cited, along
with the title and complete reference
as these usually appear in journals.

(12) Budget. A detailed budget is re-
quired for each year of requested sup-
port. In addition, a summary budget is
required detailing requested support
for the overall project period. A copy of
the form which must be used for this
purpose, along with instructions for
completion, is included in the Applica-
tion Kit identified under §3401.6(b) and
may be reproduced as needed by appli-
cants. Funds may be requested under
any of the categories listed, provided
that the item or service for which sup-
port is requested is allowable under ap-
plicable Federal cost principles and can
be identified as necessary for success-
ful conduct of the proposed research
project. As stated in §3401.4 each grant
recipient must match the Federal
funds expended on a research project
based on a formula of 50 percent Fed-
eral and 50 percent non-Federal fund-
ing. As stated in §3401.5, indirect costs
and tuition remission costs are not al-
lowable costs for purposes of this pro-
gram and , thus, may not be used to
satisfy the matching requirement set
forth in §3401.4.

(13) Research involving special consider-
ations. A number of situations encoun-
tered in the conduct of research require
special information and supporting
documentation before funding can be
approved for the project. If such situa-
tions are anticipated, the proposal
must so indicate. It is expected that a

§3401.6

significant number of rangeland grant
proposals will involve the following:

(i) Recombinant DNA molecules. All
key personnel identified in a proposal
and all endorsing officials of a proposed
performing entity are required to com-
ply with the guidelines establishing by
the National Institutes of Health enti-
tled, ‘‘Guidelines for Research Involv-
ing Recombinant DNA Molecules,” as
revised. The Application Kit, identified
above in §3401.6(b), contains a form
which is suitable for such certification
of compliance. In the event a project
involving recombinant DNA and RNA
molecules results in a grant award, the
Institutional Biosafety Committee
must approve the research before NIFA
funds will be released.

(i1) Human subjects at risk. Responsi-
bility for safeguarding the rights and
welfare of human subjects used in any
research project supported with grant
funds provided by the Department rests
with the performing entity. Regula-
tions have been issued by the Depart-
ment under 7 CFR part 1lc, Protection
of Human Subjects. In the event that a
project involving human subjects at
risk is recommended for award, the ap-
plicant will be required to submit a
statement certifying that the research
plan has been reviewed and approved
by the Institutional Review Board at
the proposing organization or institu-
tion. The Application Kit, identified
above in §3401.6(b), contains a form
which is suitable for such certification.
In the event a project involving human
subjects results in a grant award, funds
will be released only after the Institu-
tional Committee has approved the
project.

(iii) Laboratory animal care. The re-
sponsibility for the humane care and
treatment of any laboratory animal,
which has the same meaning as ‘‘ani-
mal’’ in section 2(g) of the Animal Wel-
fare Act of 1966, as amended (7 U.S.C.
2132(g)), used in any research project
supported with Rangeland Research
Grant Program funds rests with the
performing organization. In this re-
gard, all key personnel identified in a
proposal and all endorsing officials of
the proposed performing entity are re-
quired to comply with the applicable
provisions of the Animal Welfare Act of
1966, as amended (7 U.S.C. 2131 et seq.)
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and the regulations promulgated there-
under by the Secretary of Agriculture
in 9 CFR parts 1, 2, 3, and 4. In the
event that a project involving the use
of a laboratory animal is recommended
for award, the applicant will be re-
quired to submit a statement certi-
fying such compliance. The Applica-
tion Kit, identified above in §3401.6(b),
contains a form which is suitable for
such certification. In the event a
project involving the use of living
vertebrate animals results in a grant
award, funds will be released only after
the Institutional Animal Care and Use
Committee has approved the project.

(14) Current and pending support. All
proposals must list any other current
public or private research support, in
addition to the proposed project, to
which key personnel listed in the pro-
posal under consideration have com-
mitted portions of their time, whether
or not salary support for the person(s)
involved is included in the budgets of
the various projects. This section must
also contain analogous information for
all projects underway and for pending
research proposals which are currently
being considered by, or which will be
submitted in the near future to, other
possible sponsors, including other De-
partmental programs or agencies. Con-
current submission of identical or
similar projects to other possible spon-
sors will not prejudice its review or
evaluation by the Director or experts
or consultants engaged by the Director
for this purpose. The Application Kit,
identified above in §3401.6(b), contains
a form which is suitable for listing cur-
rent and pending support.

(15) Additions to project description.
Each project description is expected by
the Director, members of peer review
groups, and the relevant program staff
to be complete in itself. However, in
those instances in which the inclusion
of additional information is necessary,
the number of copies submitted should
match the number of copies of the ap-
plication requested in the annual solic-
itation of proposals as indicated in
§3401.6(a)(4). Each set of such materials
must be identified with the title of the
research project as it appears in the
Application for Funding and the
name(s) of the principal investi-
gator(s). Examples of additional mate-
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rials may include photographs which
do not reproduce well, reprints, and
other pertinent materials which are
deemed to be unsuitable for inclusion
in the proposal.

(16) National Environmental Policy Act.
As outlined in NIFA’s implementing
regulations of the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) at 7
CFR part 3407, environmental data or
documentation for the proposed project
is to be provided to NIFA in order to
assist NIFA in carrying out its respon-
sibilities under NEPA. These respon-
sibilities include determining whether
the project requires an Environmental
Assessment or an Environmental Im-
pact Statement or whether it can be
excluded from this requirement on the
basis of several categorical exclusions
listed in 7 CFR part 3407. In this regard,
the applicant should review the cat-
egories defined for exclusion to ascer-
tain whether the proposed project may
fall within one or more of the exclu-
sions, and should indicate if it does so
on the National Environmental Policy
Act Exclusions Form (Form NIFA—
1234) provided in the Application Kit.
Even though the applicant considers
that a proposed project may fall within
a categorical exclusion, NIFA may de-
termine that an Environmental Assess-
ment or an Environmental Impact
Statement is necessary for a proposed
project should substantial controversy
on environmental grounds exist or if
other extraordinary conditions or cir-
cumstances are present that may cause
such activity to have a significant en-
vironmental effect.

(A7) Organizational management infor-
mation. Specific management informa-
tion relating to an applicant shall be
submitted on an one-time basis prior to
the award of a research project grant
identified under this part if such infor-
mation has not been provided pre-
viously under this or another program
for which the sponsoring agency is re-
sponsible. Copies of forms rec-
ommended for use in fulfilling the re-
quirements contained in this section
will be provided by the agency speci-
fied in this part once a research project
grant has been recommended for fund-
ing.
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§3401.7 Evaluation and disposition of
applications.

(a) Evaluation. All proposals received
from eligible applicants in accordance
with eligible research problem or pro-
gram areas and deadlines established in
the applicable request for proposals
shall be evaluated by the Director
through such officers, employees, and
others as the Director determines are
particularly qualified in the areas of
research represented by particular
projects. To assist in equitably and ob-
jectively evaluating proposals and to
obtain the best possible balance of
viewpoints, the Director may solicit
the advice of peer scientists, ad hoc re-
viewers, or others who are recognized
specialists in the research program
areas covered by the applications re-
ceived. Specific evaluations will be
based upon the criteria established in
subpart B of this part, §3401.17, unless
NIFA determines that different criteria
are necessary for the proper evaluation
of proposals in one or more specific
program areas, and announces such cri-
teria and their relative importance in
the annual program solicitation. The
overriding purpose of such evaluations
is to provide information upon which
the Director can make informed judg-
ments in selecting proposals for ulti-
mate support. Incomplete, unclear, or
poorly organized applications will work
to the detriment of applicants during
the peer evaluation process. To ensure
a comprehensive evaluation, all appli-
cations should be written with the care
and thoroughness accorded papers for
publication.

(b) Disposition. On the basis of the Di-
rector’s evaluation of an application in
accordance with paragraph (a) of this
section, the Director will approve using
currently available funds, defer support
due to lack of funds or a need for fur-
ther evaluations, or disapprove support
for the proposed project in whole or in
part. With respect to approved
projects, the Director will determine
the project period (subject to extension
as provided in §3401.9(c)) during which
the project may be supported. Any de-
ferral or disapproval of an application
will not preclude its reconsideration or
a reapplication during subsequent fis-
cal years.

§3401.8

§3401.8 Grant awards.

(a) General. Within the limit of funds
available for such purpose, the award-
ing official shall make research project
grants to those responsible, eligible ap-
plicants whose proposals are judged
most meritorious in the announced
program areas under the evaluation
criteria and procedures set forth in this
part. The date specified by the Director
as the beginning of the project period
shall be no later than September 30 of
the Federal fiscal year in which the
project is approved for support and
funds are appropriated for such pur-
pose, unless otherwise permitted by
law. All funds granted under this part
shall be expended solely for the purpose
for which the funds are granted in ac-
cordance with the approved application
and budget, the regulations of this
part, the terms and conditions of the
award, the applicable Federal cost
principles, and 2 CFR part 200 (parts
3015 and 3019 of this title).

(b) Grant award document and notice of
grant award—(1) Grant award documents.
The grant award document shall in-
clude at a minimum the following:

(i) Legal name and address of per-
forming organization or institution to
whom the Director has awarded a
rangeland research project grant under
the terms of this part;

(ii) Title of project;

(iii) Name(s) and address(es) of prin-
cipal investigator(s) chosen to direct
and control approved activities;

(iv) Identifying grant number as-
signed by the Department;

(v) Project period, which specifies
how long the Department intends to
support the effort without requiring re-
competition for funds;

(vi) Total amount of Departmental
financial assistance approved by the
Director during the project period;

(vii) Legal authority(ies) under which
the research project grant is awarded
to accomplish the purpose of the law;

(viii) Approved budget plan for cat-
egorizing allocable project funds to ac-
complish the stated purpose of the re-
search project grant award; and

(ix) Other information or provisions
deemed necessary by the Department
to carry out its granting activities or
to accomplish the purpose of a par-
ticular research project grant.
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(2) Notice of grant award. The notice
of grant award, in the form of a letter,
will be prepared and will provide perti-
nent instructions or information to the
grantee that is not included in the
grant award document.

(c) Categories of grant instruments. The
major categories of grant instruments
by which the Department may provide
support are as follows:

(1) Standard grant. This is a grant in-
strument by which the Department
agrees to support a specified level of
research effort for a predetermined
project period without the announced
intention of providing additional sup-
port at a future date. This type of re-
search project grant is approved on the
basis of peer review and recommenda-
tion and is funded for the entire project
period at the time of award.

(2) Renewal grant. This is a document
by which the Department agrees to
provide additional funding under a
standard grant as specified in para-
graph (c)(1) of this section for a project
period beyond that approved in an
original or amended award, provided
that the cumulative period does not ex-
ceed the statutory limitation. When a
renewal application is submitted, it
should include a summary of progress
to date under the previous grant in-
strument. Such a renewal shall be
based upon new application, de novo
peer review and staff evaluation, new
recommendation and approval, and a
new award instrument.

(3) Continuation grant. This is a grant
instrument by which the Department
agrees to support a specified level of ef-
fort for a predetermined period of time
with a statement of intention to pro-
vide additional support at a future
date, provided that performance has
been satisfactory, appropriations are
available for this purpose, and contin-
ued support would be in the best inter-
ests of the Federal government and the
public. It involves a long-term research
project that is considered by peer re-
viewers and Departmental officers to
have an unusually high degree of sci-
entific merit, the results of which are
expected to have a significant impact
on the productivity of the Nation’s
rangelands, and it supports the efforts
of experienced scientists with records
of outstanding research accomplish-
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ments. This kind of document nor-
mally will be awarded for an initial
one-year period and any subsequent
continuation research project grants
also will be awarded in one-year incre-
ments, but in no case may the cumu-
lative period of the project exceed the
statutory limit. The award of a con-
tinuation research project grant to
fund an initial or succeeding budget pe-
riod does not constitute an obligation
to fund any subsequent budget period.
A grantee must submit a separate ap-
plication for continued support for
each subsequent fiscal year. Requests
for such continued support must be
submitted in duplicate at least three
months prior to the expiration date of
the budget period currently being fund-
ed. Such requests must include: an in-
terim progress report detailing all
work performed to date; an Application
for Funding; a proposed budget for the
enuring period, including an estimate
of funds anticipated to remain unobli-
gated at the end of the current budget
period; and current information regard-
ing other extramural support for senior
personnel. Decisions regarding contin-
ued support and the actual funding lev-
els of such support in future years usu-
ally will be made administratively
after consideration of such factors as
the grantee’s progress and manage-
ment practices and within the context
of available funds. Since initial peer re-
views were based upon the full term
and scope of the original rangeland re-
search application for funding, addi-
tional evaluations of this type gen-
erally are not required prior to succes-
sive years’ support. However, in un-
usual cases (e.g., when the nature of
the project or key personnel change or
when the amount of future support re-
quested substantially exceeds the ap-
plication for funding originally re-
viewed and approved), additional re-
views may be required prior to ap-
proval of continued funding.

(4) Supplemental grant. This is an in-
strument by which the Department
agrees to provide small amounts of ad-
ditional funding under a standard, re-
newal, or continuation grant as speci-
fied in paragraphs (c)(1), (c)(2), and
(c)(3) of this section and may involve a
short-term (usually six months or less)
extension of the project period beyond
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that approved in an original or amend-
ed award, but in no case may the cu-
mulative period of the project, includ-
ing short term extensions, exceed the
statutory time limitation. A supple-
ment is awarded only if required to as-
sure adequate completion of the origi-
nal scope of work and if there is suffi-
cient justification of need to warrant
such action. A request of this nature
normally does not require additional
peer review.

(d) Obligation of the Federal govern-
ment. Neither the approval of any ap-
plication nor the award of any research
project grant shall commit or obligate
the United States in any way to make
any renewal, supplemental, continu-
ation, or other award with respect to
any approved application or portion of
an approved application.

[61 FR 27753, May 31, 1996, as amended at 79
FR 75998, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3401.9 Use of funds; changes.

(a) Delegation of fiscal responsibility.
The grantee may not delegate or trans-
fer in whole or in part, to another per-
son, institution, or organization the re-
sponsibility for use or expenditure of
grant funds.

(b) Change in project plans. (1) The
permissible changes by the grantee,
principal investigator(s), or other key
project personnel in the approved re-
search project grant shall be limited to
changes in methodology, techniques, or
other aspects of the project to expedite
achievement of the projects’ approved
goals. If the grantee or the principal
investigator(s) is uncertain as to
whether a change complies with this
provision, the question shall be re-
ferred to the Director for a final deter-
mination.

(2) Changes in approved goals, or ob-
jectives, shall be requested by the
grantee and approved in writing by the
Department prior to effecting such
changes. In no event shall requests for
such changes be approved which are
outside the scope of the original ap-
proved project.

(3) Changes in approved project lead-
ership or the replacement or reassign-
ment of other key project personnel
shall be requested by the grantee and
approved in writing by the Department
prior to effecting such changes.

§3401.10

(4) Transfers of actual performance of
the substantive programmatic work in
whole or in part and provisions for pay-
ment of funds, whether or not Federal
funds are involved, shall be requested
by the grantee and approved in writing
by the Department prior to effecting
such changes, except as may be allowed
in the terms and conditions of a grant
award.

(c) Changes in project period. The
project period determined pursuant to
§3401.7(b) may be extended by the Di-
rector without additional financial
support, for such additional period(s)
as the Director determines may be nec-
essary to complete, or fulfill the pur-
poses of, an approved project. Any ex-
tension, when combined with the origi-
nally approved or amended project pe-
riod, shall be conditioned upon prior
request by the grantee and approval in
writing by the Department, unless pre-
scribed otherwise in the terms and con-
ditions of a grant award.

(d) Changes in approved budget. The
terms and conditions of a grant will
prescribe circumstances under which
written Departmental approval will be
requested and obtained prior to insti-
tuting changes in an approved budget.

§3401.10 Other Federal statutes and
regulations that apply.

(a) The Office of Management and
Budget (“‘OMB”) issued guidance on
Uniform Administrative Requirements,
Cost Principles, and Audit Require-
ments for Federal Awards at 2 CFR
part 200 on December 26, 2013. In 2 CFR
400.1, the Department adopted OMB’s
guidance in subparts A through F of 2
CFR part 200, as supplemented by 2
CFR part 400, as the Department’s poli-
cies and procedures for uniform admin-
istrative requirements, cost principles,
and audit requirements for federal
awards. As a result, this regulation
contains references to 2 CFR part 200
as it has regulatory effect for the De-
partment’s programs and activities.”

(b) Several other Federal statutes
and/or regulations apply to grant pro-
posals considered for review or to re-
search project grants awarded under
this part. These include but are not
limited to:
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2 CFR part 200—Uniform Administrative Re-
quirements, Cost Principles, And Audit Re-
quirements For Federal Awards.

2 CFR part 180 and Part 417—OMB Guidelines
To Agencies On Government-Wide Debar-
ment And Suspension (Nonprocurement)
And USDA Nonprocurement Debarment
And Suspension

7 CFR part 1c—USDA implementation of the
Federal Policy for the Protection of
Human Subjects.

7T CFR 1.1—USDA implementation of Free-
dom of Information Act.

7 CFR part 3—USDA implementation of OMB
Circular A-129 regarding debt collection.

7 CFR part 15, subpart A—USDA implemen-
tation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964.

7T CFR part 3407—NIFA procedures to imple-
ment the National Environmental Policy
Act;

29 U.S.C. 794 (section 504, Rehabilitation Act
of 1973) and 7 CFR part 15B (USDA imple-
mentation of statute)—prohibiting dis-
crimination based upon physical or mental
handicap in Federally assisted programs;
and

35 U.S.C. 200 et seq.—Bayh-Dole Act, control-
ling allocation of rights to inventions
made by employees of small business firms
and domestic nonprofit organizations, in-
cluding universities, in Federally assisted
programs (implementing regulations are
contained in 37 CFR part 401).

[79 FR 75998, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3401.11 Other conditions.

The Director may, with respect to
any research project grant or to any
class of awards, impose additional con-
ditions prior to or at the time of any
award when, in the Director’s judg-
ment, such conditions are necessary to
assure or protect advancement of the
approved project, the interests of the
public, or the conservation of grant
funds.

Subpart B—Scientific Peer Review
of Research Applications for
Funding

§3401.12 Establishment and operation
of peer review groups.

Subject to §3401.7, the Director will
adopt procedures for the conduct of
peer reviews and the formulation of
recommendations under §3401.16.
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§3401.13 Composition of peer review
groups.

Peer review group members will be
selected based upon their training or
experience in relevant scientific or
technical fields, taking into account
the following factors:

(a) The level of formal scientific or
technical education by the individual;

(b) The extent to which the indi-
vidual has engaged in relevant re-
search, the capacities in which the in-
dividual has done so (e.g., principal in-
vestigator, assistant), and the quality
of such research;

(c) Professional recognition as re-
flected by awards and other honors re-
ceived from scientific and professional
organizations outside of the Depart-
ment;

(d) The need of the group to include
within its membership experts from
various areas of specialization within
relevant scientific or technical fields;

(e) The need of the group to include
within its membership experts from a
variety of organizational types (e.g.,
universities, industry, private consult-
ant(s)) and geographic locations; and

(f) The need of the group to maintain
a balanced membership, e.g., minority
and female representation and an equi-
table age distribution.

§3401.14 Conflicts of interest.

Members of peer review groups cov-
ered by this part are subject to rel-
evant provisions contained in Title 18
of the United States Code relating to
criminal activity, Department regula-
tions governing employee responsibil-
ities and conduct (part 0 of this title),
and Executive Order 11222 (3 CFR, 1964—
1965 Comp., p. 306), as amended. Admin-
istration of the peer review group must
be in accordance with the Depart-
ment’s conflict of interest policy, 2
CFR 400.2.

[61 FR 27753, May 31, 1996, as amended at 79
FR 75998, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3401.15 Availability of information.

Information regarding the peer re-
view process will be made available to
the extent permitted under the Free-
dom of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552),
the Privacy Act (6 U.S.C. 5b2a.), and
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implementing Departmental regula-

tions (part 1 of this title).

§3401.16 Proposal review.

(a) All research Applications for
Funding will be acknowledged. Prior to
technical examination, a preliminary
review will be made for responsiveness
to the request for proposals (e.g., rela-
tionship of application to research pro-
gram area). Proposals that do not fall
within the guidelines as stated in the
annual request for proposals will be
eliminated from competition and will
be returned to the applicant. Proposals
whose budgets exceed the maximum al-
lowable amount for a particular pro-
gram area as announced in the request
for proposals may be considered as
lying outside the guidelines.

(b) All applications will be reviewed
carefully by the Director , qualified of-
ficers or employees of the Department,
the respective merit review panel, and
ad hoc reviewers, as required. Written
comments will be solicited from ad hoc
reviewers, when required, and indi-
vidual written comments and in-depth
discussions will be provided by peer re-
view group members prior to recom-
mending applications for funding. Ap-
plications will be ranked and support
levels recommended within the limita-
tion of total available funding for each
research program area as announced in
the applicable request for proposals.

(c) Except to the extent otherwise
provided by law, such recommenda-
tions are advisory only and are not
binding on program officers or on the
awarding official.

§3401.17

(a) Federally funded research sup-
ported under these provisions shall be
designed to, among other things, ac-
complish one or more of the following
purposes:

(1) Improve management of range-
lands as an integrated system and/or
watershed;

(2) Remedy unstable or unsatisfac-
tory rangeland conditions;

(3) Increase revegetation and/or reha-
bilitation of rangelands;

(4) Examine the health of rangelands;
and

(5) Define economic parameters asso-
ciated with rangelands.

Review criteria.

Pt. 3402

(b) In carrying out its review under
§3401.16, the peer review panel will use
the following form upon which the
evaluation criteria to be used are enu-
merated, unless, pursuant to §3401.7(a),
different evaluation criteria are speci-
fied in the annual solicitation of pro-
posals for a particular program:

Peer Panel Scoring Form
Proposal Identification No.
Institution and Project Title
I. Basic Requirement:

Proposal falls within guidelines?
Yes No. If no, explain why proposal
does not meet guidelines under comment
section of this form.

II. Selection Criteria:

Score
Score | Weight X Com-
1-10 factor | weight | ments
factor

1. Overall scientific and
technical quality of
proposal .......ccccceeeeenne

2. Scientific and tech-
nical quality of the ap-
proach ......cccoceceeveeees

3. Relevance and impor-
tance of proposed re-
search to solution of
specific areas of in-
QUITY o

4. Feasibility of attaining
objectives; adequacy
of professional training
and experience, facili-
ties and equipment ....

Score

Summary Comments

(c) Proposals satisfactorily meeting
the guidelines will be evaluated and
scored by the peer review panel for
each criterion utilizing a scale of 1
through 10. A score of one (1) will be
considered low and a score of ten (10)
will be considered high for each selec-
tion criterion. A weighted factor is
used for each criterion.

PART 3402—FOOD AND AGRICUL-
TURAL SCIENCES NATIONAL
NEEDS GRADUATE AND POST-
GRADUATE FELLOWSHIP GRANTS
PROGRAM

Subpart A—General Introduction

Sec.
3402.1 Applicability of regulations.
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3402.2 Definitions.
3402.3 Institutional eligibility.

Subpart B—Program Description

3402.4 Food and agricultural sciences areas
targeted for National Needs Graduate
and Postdoctoral Fellowship Grants Pro-
gram support.

3402.5 Overview of National Needs Graduate
and Postdoctoral Fellowship Grants Pro-
gram.

3402.6 Overview of the special international
study and/or thesis/dissertation research
travel allowance.

3402.7 Fellowship appointments.

3402.8 Fellowship activities.

3402.9 Financial provisions.

Subpart C—Preparation of an Application

3402.10
3402.11
3402.12
3402.13
3402.14
3402.15
3402.16

Application package.
Proposal cover page.

Project summary.

National need narrative.
Budget and budget narrative.
Faculty vitae.

Appendix.

Subpart D—Submission and Evaluation of
an Application

3402.17 Where to submit an application.
3402.18 Evaluation criteria.

Subpart E—Supplementary Information

3402.19 Terms
awards.
3402.20 Other Federal statutes and regula-
tions that apply.

3402.21 Confidential aspects of applications
and awards.

3402.22 Access to peer review information.

3402.23 Documentation of progress on fund-
ed projects.

3402.24 Evaluation of program.

AUTHORITY: 7 U.S.C. 3316.

SOURCE: 69 FR 62537, Oct. 26, 2004, unless
otherwise noted.

and conditions of grant

EDITORIAL NOTE: Nomenclature changes to
part 3402 appear at 76 FR 4807, Jan. 27, 2011.

Subpart A—General Introduction

§3402.1 Applicability of regulations.

(a) The regulations of this part apply
to competitive grants awarded under
the provisions of section 1417(b)(6) of
the National Agricultural Research,
Extension and Teaching Policy Act of
1977, as amended, 7 U.S.C. 3152(b)(6).
The Act designates the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture (USDA) as the lead
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Federal agency for agricultural re-
search, extension, and teaching in the
food and agricultural sciences. Section
1417(b)(6) authorizes the Secretary of
Agriculture, who has delegated the au-
thority to theNational Institute of
Food and Agriculture (NIFA), to make
competitive grants to land-grant col-
leges and universities, colleges and
universities having significant minor-
ity enrollments and a demonstrable ca-
pacity to carry out the teaching of food
and agricultural sciences, and to other
colleges and universities having a de-
monstrable capacity to carry out the
teaching of food and agricultural
sciences, to administer and conduct
graduate and postdoctoral fellowship
programs to help meet the Nation’s
needs for development of scientific and
professional expertise in the food and
agricultural sciences. The Graduate
Fellowships are intended to encourage
outstanding students to pursue and
complete graduate degrees in the areas
of food and agricultural sciences des-
ignated by NIFA through the Office of
Higher Education Programs (HEP) as
national needs. The postdoctoral Fel-
lowships are intended to provide addi-
tional mentoring and training to out-
standing USDA Graduate Fellows who
completed their doctoral degrees no
more than five (5) years before they
begin the postdoctoral Fellowships.

(b) The regulations of this part do
not apply to grants awarded by the De-
partment of Agriculture under any
other authority.

§3402.2 Definitions.

As used in this part:

Citicen or national of the United States
means—

(1) A citizen or native resident of a
State; or,

(2) A person defined in the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C.
1101(a)(22), who, though not a citizen of
the United States, owes permanent al-
legiance to the United States.

College and university means an edu-
cational institution in any State
which—

(1) Admits as regular students only
persons having a certificate of gradua-
tion from a school providing secondary
education, or the recognized equivalent
of such a certificate,
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(2) Is legally authorized within such
State to provide a program of edu-
cation beyond secondary education,

(3) Provides an educational program
for which a bachelor’s degree or any
other higher degree is awarded,

(4) Is a public or other nonprofit in-
stitution, and

(5) Is accredited by a nationally rec-
ognized accrediting agency or associa-
tion.

Food and agricultural sciences means
basic, applied, and developmental re-
search, extension, and teaching activi-
ties in the food, agricultural, renew-
able natural resources, forestry, and
physical and social sciences in the
broadest sense of these terms including
but not limited to research, extension
and teaching activities concerned with
the production, processing, marketing,
distribution, conservation, consump-
tion, research, and development of food
and agriculturally related products and
services, inclusive of programs in agri-
culture, natural resources, aqua-
culture, forestry, veterinary medicine,
home economics, rural development,
and closely allied fields.

Graduate degree means a master’s or
doctoral degree.

State means any one of the fifty
States, the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico, Guam, American Samoa, the
Commonwealth of the Northern Mari-
anas, the Federated States of Micro-
nesia, the Republic of the Marshall Is-
lands, the Republic of Palau, the Vir-
gin Islands of the United States, and
the District of Columbia.

Teaching activities means formal
classroom instruction, laboratory in-
struction, and practicum experience
specific to the food and agricultural
sciences and matters relating thereto
conducted by colleges and universities
offering baccalaureate or higher de-
grees.

§3402.3 Institutional eligibility.

Applications may be submitted by
land-grant colleges and universities, by
colleges and universities having sig-
nificant minority enrollments and a
demonstrable capacity to carry out the
teaching of food and agricultural
sciences, and by other colleges and uni-
versities having a demonstrable capac-
ity to carry out the teaching of food

§3402.4

and agricultural sciences. All appli-
cants must be institutions that confer
a graduate degree in at least one area
of the food and agricultural sciences
targeted for National Needs Fellow-
ships, that have a significant on-going
commitment to the food and agricul-
tural sciences generally, and that have
a significant ongoing commitment to
the specific subject area for which a
grant application is made. It is the ob-
jective to award grants to colleges and
universities which have notable teach-
ing and research competencies in the
food and agricultural sciences. The
Graduate Fellowships are specifically
intended to support programs that en-
courage outstanding students to pursue
and complete a graduate degree at such
institutions in an area of the food and
agricultural sciences for which there is
a national need for the development of
scientific and professional expertise.
The postdoctoral Fellowships are de-
signed to support academic programs
that provide additional training and
mentoring to USDA Graduate Fellows
and have notable teaching and research
competencies in the NIFA designated
national need areas. Institutions which
currently have excellent programs of
graduate study and training in the food
and agricultural sciences dealing with
targeted national needs are particu-
larly encouraged to apply for all Na-
tional Needs Fellowships.

Subpart B—Program Description

§3402.4 Food and agricultural sciences
areas targeted for National Needs
Graduate and Postdoctoral Fellow-
ship Grants Program support.

Areas of the food and agricultural
sciences, including multidisciplinary
studies, appropriate for Fellowship
grant applications are those in which
developing shortages of expertise have
been determined and targeted by HEP
for National Needs Graduate and
Postdoctoral Fellowship Grants Pro-
gram support. When funds are available
and HEP determines that a new com-
petition is warranted, the specific
areas and funds per area will be identi-
fied in a funding opportunity an-
nouncement announcing the program
and soliciting program applications.
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§3402.5 Overview of National Needs
Graduate and Postdoctoral Fellow-
ship Grants Program.

(a) The program will provide funds
for a limited number of grants to sup-
port graduate student stipends and
cost-of-education institutional allow-
ances. These grants will be awarded
competitively to eligible institutions.
In order to encourage the development
of special activities that are expected
to contribute to Fellows’ advanced de-
gree objectives, the program will also
provide competitive, special inter-
national study or thesis/dissertation
research travel allowances for a lim-
ited number of USDA Graduate Fel-
lows. To encourage academic institu-
tions to provide additional training/
mentoring to outstanding USDA Grad-
uate Fellows who have completed their
doctoral degrees, the program will also
provide postdoctoral Fellowship grants
to a limited number of USDA Graduate
Fellows.

(b) Based on the amount of funds ap-
propriated in any fiscal year, HEP will
determine:

(1) Whether new competitions for
graduate Fellowships, postdoctoral
Fellowships, and/or special inter-
national study or thesis/dissertation
research travel allowances will be held
during that fiscal year;

(2) The degree level(s) to be sup-
ported—master’s, doctoral and/or
postdoctoral;

(3) The proportion of appropriations
to be targeted for Fellowship stipends
for each respective degree level sup-
ported;

(4) The proportion of appropriations
to be targeted for the cost-of-education
institutional allowances for each re-
spective degree level supported;

(5) The proportion of appropriations
to be targeted for the special inter-
national study or thesis/dissertation
research travel allowances for each re-
spective degree level supported;

(6) The allowable stipend amount for
each respective degree level supported,
the cost-of-education institutional al-
lowance for each respective degree
level supported, and the maximum
funds available for each special inter-
national study or thesis/dissertation
research travel allowance for each re-
spective degree level supported;
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(7) The activities for which the cost-
of-education allowance may be used for
awards made in that year; and

(8) The maximum total funds that
may be awarded to an institution
under the program in a given fiscal
year.

(c) HEP will also determine:

(1) The maximum number of national
needs areas for which funding may be
requested in a single application;

(2) The degree levels for which fund-
ing may be requested in a single appli-
cation;

(3) The minimum and maximum
number of fellowships for which an in-
stitution may apply in a single applica-
tion; and

(4) The limits on the total number of
applications that can be submitted by
an institution, college, school, or other
administrative unit.

(d) These determinations will be pub-
lished as a part of the solicitation,
which will be available at http:/
www.grants.gov.

§3402.6 Overview of the special inter-
national study and/or thesis/dis-
sertation research travel allowance.

(a) For each USDA Graduate Fellow
who desires to be considered for a spe-
cial international study or thesis/dis-
sertation research travel allowance,
the Project Director must apply to
HEP for a supplemental grant in ac-
cordance with instructions published in
the solicitation. Postdoctoral Fellows
are not eligible to receive the special
international study or thesis/disserta-
tion research travel allowance. Each
application must include a ‘‘Proposal
Cover Page”’ (Form NIFA-2002),
“Project Summary” (Form NIFA-2003),
“Budget” (Form NIFA-2004) and Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act Ex-
clusions Form (Form NIFA—2006).

(1) To provide HEP with sufficient in-
formation upon which to evaluate the
merits of the requests for a special
international study or thesis/disserta-
tion research travel allowance, each
application for a supplemental grant
must contain a narrative which pro-
vides the following:

(i) The specific destination(s) and du-
ration of the travel;
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(ii) The specific study or thesis/dis-
sertation research activities in which
the Fellow will be engaged;

(iii) How the international experi-
ence will contribute to the Fellow’s
program of study;

(iv) A budget narrative specifying
and justifying the dollar amount re-
quested for the travel;

(v) Summary credentials of the fac-
ulty or other professionals with whom
the Fellow will be working during the
international experience (summary
credentials must not exceed three
pages per person);

(vi) A letter from the dean of the Fel-
low’s college or equivalent administra-
tive unit supporting the Fellow’s travel
request and certifying that the travel
experience will not jeopardize the Fel-
low’s satisfactory progress toward de-
gree completion; and

(vii) A letter from the fellowship
grant Project Director certifying the
Fellow’s eligibility, the accuracy of the
Fellow’s travel request, and the rel-
evance of the travel to the Fellow’s ad-
vanced degree objectives.

(2) The narrative portion of the appli-
cation must not exceed the page limi-
tation included in the program solici-
tation.

(b) All complete requests will be
evaluated by professional staff from
USDA or other Federal agencies, as ap-
propriate. Evaluation criteria will be
published in the solicitation. HEP will
award grants in accordance with eval-
uation criteria and to the extent pos-
sible based on availability of funds.

(¢c) Any current Fellow with suffi-
cient time to complete the inter-
national experience before the termi-
nation date of the grant under which
he/she is supported is eligible for a spe-
cial international study or thesis/dis-
sertation research travel allowance.
Before the international study or the-
sis/dissertation research travel may
commence, a Fellow must have com-
pleted one academic year of full-time
study, as defined by the institution,
under the Fellowship appointment and
arrangements must have been formal-
ized for the Fellow to study and/or con-
duct research in the foreign location(s).

§3402.7

§3402.7 Fellowship appointments.

(a)(1) Fellows must be identified and
Fellowships must be awarded within 18
months of the effective date of a grant.
Institutions failing to meet this dead-
line will be required to refund monies
associated with any unawarded Fellow-
ship(s). Graduate Fellowship appoint-
ments may be held only by persons who
enroll and pursue full-time study in a
graduate degree program in the na-
tional need area and at the degree level
supported by the grant. Postdoctoral
Fellowship appointments may be held
only by persons who pursue full-time
traineeship in research, teaching or ex-
tension in the national need area and
are supervised by the mentor indicated
in the grant application.

(2) It will be the responsibility of the
grantee institution to award fellow-
ships to students of superior academic
ability.

(3) Graduate Fellows:

(i) Must be appointed before com-
pleting two semesters or equivalent
hours of full-time study, as defined by
the institution, or immediately after
passing of candidacy/qualifying exami-
nations, whichever is later;

(ii) Must be citizens or nationals of
the United States as determined in ac-
cordance with Federal law; and

(iii) Must have strong interest, as
judged by the institution, in pursuing a
degree in a targeted national need area
and in preparing for a career as a food
or agricultural scientist or profes-
sional.

(4) Postdoctoral Fellows:

(1) Must have been USDA Graduate
Fellows who successfully completed
their doctoral degrees in areas of the
food and agricultural sciences des-
ignated by NIFA as national need
areas;

(ii) Must not have obtained their doc-
toral degrees more than five years
prior to beginning their postdoctoral
Fellowships;

(iii) Must have strong interest, as
judged by the institution, in preparing
for a career in agricultural research,
teaching or extension.

(5)(i) A doctoral level Graduate Fel-
low who maintains satisfactory
progress in his or her course of study is
eligible for support for a maximum of
36 months within a 42-month period. A
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master’s level Fellow who maintains
satisfactory progress in his or her
course of study is eligible for support
for a maximum of 24 months during a
30-month period. A postdoctoral Fellow
who achieves his or her training objec-
tives is eligible for support for a max-
imum of 36 months during a 60-month
period. It is the intent of this program
that Graduate Fellows pursue full-time
uninterrupted study or thesis/disserta-
tion research, including time spent
pursuing USDA-funded special inter-
national study or thesis/dissertation
research activities.

(ii) Postdoctoral Fellowship appoint-
ments may be held only by persons who
pursue full-time traineeship in re-
search, teaching, or extension in the
national need area and are supervised
by the mentor indicated in the grant
application.

However, during the period of sup-
port, USDA Graduate and Postdoctoral
Fellows are permitted, at the discre-
tion of their institutions, to accept ad-
ditional supplemental employment
that would positively contribute to
their training or research and provide
eligibility for tuition waivers (e.g., full
or partial tuition waivers with re-
search or teaching assignments).

(iii) For graduate Fellows requiring
additional time to complete a degree,
it is expected that the institution will
endeavor to continue supporting indi-
viduals originally appointed to Fellow-
ships through such other institutional
means as teaching assistantships and
research assistantships. For
postdoctoral Fellows who terminate
the Fellowships prematurely, the insti-
tution must return all unexpended
monies to USDA. For USDA Graduate
Fellows who complete the program of
study early (less than 24 months for
master’s degree or 36 months for doc-
toral degree) or terminate their Fel-
lowships prematurely, the institution
may use any unexpended monies, with-
in the time remaining on the project
grant, to support pursuit of a doctoral
degree in a discipline in the food and
agricultural sciences by a master’s de-
gree level Fellow at the grantee insti-
tution; or a replacement Graduate Fel-
low. Where less than one semester/
quarter remains before the expiration
date of the Graduate Fellowship grant,
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the institution must refund any unex-
pended monies to the granting agency.
Such funds cannot be used to increase
the annual stipend amounts for current
USDA Graduate or Postdoctoral Fel-
lows.

(b) Within the framework of the regu-
lations in this part, all decisions with
respect to the appointment of Fellows
will be made by the institution. How-
ever, institutions are urged to take
maximum advantage of opportunities
for awarding Fellowships to members
of underrepresented groups at the grad-
uate and postdoctoral level in the food
and agricultural sciences, particularly
minorities and women. Throughout a
USDA Graduate Fellow’s tenure, the
institution should satisfy itself that
the Fellow is making satisfactory aca-
demic progress, and carrying out, or
planning to carry out, national needs
related research. If an institution finds
it necessary to terminate support of a
USDA Graduate Fellow or a
postdoctoral Fellow for insufficient
progress or by decision on the part of
the Fellow, the Fellow may no longer
receive funds from the active grant.
However, termination does not auto-
matically disqualify a Fellow from re-
ceiving future grant support under this
program. If a graduate or postdoctoral
Fellow finds it necessary to interrupt
his or her program of study because of
health, personal reasons, or outside
employment, the institution must re-
serve the funds for the purpose of al-
lowing the Fellow to resume funded
training any time within a six (6)
month period. However, a USDA Grad-
uate or Postdoctoral Fellow who finds
it necessary to interrupt his/her pro-
gram of training more than one time
cannot exceed a total of six (6) months’
cumulative leave status without for-
feiting eligibility. For a USDA Grad-
uate Fellowship terminated because of
insufficient progress, by decision on
the part of the Fellow, or reserved due
to an interrupted program but not re-
sumed within the required time period,
the institution may use any unex-
pended monies to support, within the
time remaining on the project grant,
and subject to the limitations above, a
replacement Fellow at the same mas-
ter’s or doctoral levels. For
postdoctoral Fellowships terminated
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because of insufficient progress, by de-
cision on the part of the Fellow, or re-
served due to an interrupted program
but not resumed within the required
time period, the institution must re-
turn all the unexpended monies to
NIFA.

(c) Only Fellows enrolled in master’s
programs of study may be supported
under master’s Fellowship grants. Mas-
ter’s degree level Fellows who com-
plete their degree early may be sup-
ported under master’s Fellowship
grants, if they are enrolled in Ph.D.
programs in areas of the food and agri-
cultural sciences designated as na-
tional need areas. Only Fellows en-
rolled in doctoral programs of study
may be supported under doctoral de-
gree Fellowship grants. Only USDA
Graduate Fellows who have completed
their doctoral degrees may be sup-
ported under postdoctoral Fellowship
grants.

§3402.8 Fellowship activities.

A USDA Graduate Fellow shall be en-
rolled as a full-time graduate student,
as defined by the institution, at all
times during the tenure of the Fellow-
ship in the national need area and at
the degree level supported by the
grant. This includes the time used for
special international study or thesis/
dissertation research, if the inter-
national travel is funded through a spe-
cial international study or thesis/dis-
sertation research travel allowance
under this grant program. However,
the normal requirement for formal reg-
istration during part of this tenure
may be waived if permitted by the pol-
icy of the Fellowship institution, pro-
vided that the Graduate Fellow is mak-
ing satisfactory progress toward degree
completion and remains engaged in ap-
propriate full-time Fellowship activi-
ties such as thesis/dissertation re-
search. Postdoctoral Fellowship ap-
pointments may be held only by per-
sons who pursue full-time traineeship
in research, teaching, or extension in
the national need area and are super-
vised by the mentor indicated in the
grant application. Graduate and
postdoctoral Fellows in academic insti-
tutions are not entitled to vacations as
such. They are entitled to the short
normal student holidays observed by

§3402.11

the institution. The time between aca-
demic semesters or quarters is to be
utilized as an active part of the grant
period. During the period of support,
USDA Graduate and Postdoctoral Fel-
lows are permitted, at the discretion of
their institutions, to accept additional
supplemental employment that would
positively contribute to their training
or research and provide eligibility for
tuition waivers (e.g., full or partial tui-
tion waivers provided with research or
teaching assignments). A Fellow may
accept from any other entity a grant
supporting the Fellow’s research costs.

§3402.9 Financial provisions.

An institution may elect to apply the
cost-of-education/training institutional
allowance to a Fellow’s tuition, fees
and laboratory expenses and to defray
other program expenses (e.g., recruit-
ment, travel, publications, or salaries
of project personnel), unless stated oth-
erwise in the solicitation. Tuition and
fees are the responsibility of the Fel-
low unless an institution elects to use
its cost-of-education institutional al-
lowance for this purpose or elects to
pay such costs out of non-USDA mon-
ies. No dependency allowances are pro-
vided to any USDA Graduate or
Postdoctoral Fellows. Stipend pay-
ments and special international study
or thesis/dissertation research travel
allowances may be made to Fellows by
the institution, in accordance with
standard institutional procedures for
graduate and postdoctoral fellowships
and assistantships.

Subpart C—Preparation of an
Application

§3402.10 Application package.

Applications will be available at
hitp://www.grants.gov and through the
NIFA Web site. An application package
will be made available to any potential
grant applicant upon request. This
package will include all necessary
forms and instructions to apply for a
grant under this program.

§3402.11 Proposal cover page.

The Proposal Cover Page, Form
NIFA-2002, must be completed in its
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entirety, including all authorizing sig-
natures. One copy of each grant appli-
cation must contain the original pen-
and-ink signatures, or approved elec-
tronic equivalent, of:

(a) The Project Director(s); and

(b) The Authorized Organizational
Representative for the institution.

§3402.12

Using the Project Summary, Form
NIFA-2003, applicants must summarize
the proposed graduate program of
study and/or the academic and research
strengths of the institution in the na-
tional need area for which funding is
requested. To the extent possible, ap-
plicants should emphasize the unique-
ness of the proposed program of train-
ing. The summary should not include
any reference to the specific number of
fellowships requested. The information
on Form NIFA-2003 will be used in as-
signing the most appropriate panelists
to review an application. If an applica-
tion is supported, this Form may be
used in program publications.

Project summary.

§3402.13 National need narrative.

HEP will determine the composition
of the narrative for each competition,
including page limits, font size, the
number and the order of sections, and
other supporting information that may
be required. Detailed instructions for
preparing the narrative will be pub-
lished in the solicitation.

§3402.14 Budget and budget narrative.

Applicants must prepare the Budget,
Form NIFA-2004, and a budget nar-
rative identifying all costs associated
with the application. Instructions for
completing the Budget are provided
with the form.

§3402.15 Faculty vitae.

This section should include a Sum-
mary Vita, no more than 2 pages ex-
cluding publications listing, for each
faculty member contributing signifi-
cantly to institutional competence at
the level of graduate study for the na-
tional need area addressed in the appli-
cation. Applicants should arrange the
faculty vitae with the Project Direc-
tor(s) first, followed by the remaining
faculty, in alphabetical order.
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§3402.16 Appendix.

Any additional supporting informa-
tion deemed essential to enhancing the
application should be included in an
Appendix and referenced in the na-
tional need narrative.

Subpart D—Submission and
Evaluation of an Application

§3402.17 Where to submit an applica-
tion.

The solicitation will indicate the
date for submission of applications and
the number of application copies re-
quired to apply for a grant. In addition,
the solicitation will provide the ad-
dress to which the application, the re-
quired number of accompanying dupli-
cate copies, and any other required
forms and materials should be sent.

§3402.18 Evaluation criteria.

Applications addressing a particular
national need area at a particular Fel-
lowship level (master’s, doctoral or
postdoctoral) will be evaluated in com-
petition with other applications ad-
dressing the same national need area
at the same level. Both USDA internal
staff and the panelists will evaluate ap-
plications on the basis of the criteria
published in the solicitation.

Subpart E—Supplementary
Information

§3402.19 Terms
grant awards.
Within the limit of funds available
for such purpose, the awarding official
shall make project grants to those re-
sponsible, eligible applicants whose ap-
plications are judged most meritorious
according to evaluation criteria stated
in the solicitation. The beginning of
the project period shall be no later
than September 30 of the Federal fiscal
year in which the project is approved
for support. All funds granted under
this part shall be expended solely for
the purpose for which the funds are
granted in accordance with the ap-
proved application and budget, the reg-
ulations of this part, the terms and
conditions of the award, the applicable
Federal cost principles, and 2 CFR part
200.

and conditions of
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§3402.20 Other Federal statutes and
regulations that apply.

(a) The Office of Management and
Budget (‘‘OMB”) issued guidance on
Uniform Administrative Requirements,
Cost Principles, and Audit Require-
ments for Federal Awards at 2 CFR
part 200 on December 26, 2013. In 2 CFR
400.1, the Department adopted OMB’s
guidance in subparts A through F of 2
CFR part 200, as supplemented by 2
CFR part 400, as the Department’s poli-
cies and procedures for uniform admin-
istrative requirements, cost principles,
and audit requirements for federal
awards. As a result, this regulation
contains references to 2 CFR part 200
as it has regulatory effect for the De-
partment’s programs and activities.

(b) Several other Federal statutes
and/or regulations apply to grant pro-
posals considered for review or to re-
search project grants awarded under
this part. These include but are not
limited to:

2 CFR part 200—Uniform Administrative Re-
quirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Re-
quirements for Federal Awards.

2 CFR part 180 and Part 417—OMB Guidelines
to Agencies on Government-Wide Debar-
ment And Suspension (Nonprocurement)
And USDA Nonprocurement Debarment
And Suspension

7 CFR part 1c—USDA Implementation of the
Federal Policy for the Protection of
Human Subjects.

7 CFR 1.1—USDA Implementation of Free-
dom of Information Act.

7T CFR part 3—USDA Implementation of OMB
Circular A-129 Regarding Debt Collection.

7 CFR part 15, subpart A—USDA Implemen-
tation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964.

7T CFR part 3407—NIFA procedures to imple-
ment the National Environmental Policy
Act;

29 U.S.C. 794 (section 504, Rehabilitation Act
of 1973) and 7 CFR part 15B (USDA imple-
mentation of statute)—prohibiting dis-
crimination based upon physical or mental
handicap in Federally assisted programs;
and

35 U.S.C. 200 et seq.—Bayh-Dole Act, control-
ling allocation of rights to inventions
made by employees of small business firms
and domestic nonprofit organizations, in-
cluding universities, in Federally assisted
programs (implementing regulations are
contained in 37 CFR part 401).

[79 FR 75998, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3402.23

§3402.21 Confidential aspects of appli-
cations and awards.

When an application results in a
grant, the application and supporting
information become part of the record
of NIFA transactions, and available to
the public upon specific request. Infor-
mation that the Secretary determines
to be of a confidential, privileged, or
proprietary nature will be held in con-
fidence to the extent permitted by law.
Therefore, any information that the
applicant wishes to have considered as
confidential, privileged, or proprietary
should be clearly marked within the
application. The original copy of an ap-
plication that does not result in a
grant will be retained by the Agency
for a period of one year. Other copies
will be destroyed. Such an application
will be released only with the consent
of the applicant or to the extent re-
quired by law. An application may be
withdrawn at any time prior to the
final action thereon.

§3402.22 Access to peer review infor-
mation.

After final decisions have been an-
nounced, HEP will, upon request, in-
form the PD of the reasons for its deci-
sion on an application. Verbatim copies
of summary reviews, not including the
identity of the reviewers, will be made
available to respective PDs upon spe-
cific request.

§3402.23 Documentation of progress
on funded projects.

(a) Fellowships/Scholarships Entry/
Exit Forms (Form NIFA-2010) are
available from NIFA upon request.
Upon request by HEP, Project Direc-
tors awarded Graduate Fellowship (ex-
cluding supplemental international
and postdoctoral) grants under the pro-
gram shall complete and submit this
form.

(1) Appointment Information shall be
submitted to HEP within 3 months of
appointment of a Fellow;

(2) The Project Director shall submit
an annual update of each Fellow’s
progress to HEP by September 30 each
year. Additional progress reports may
be needed to assess continuing progress
of Fellows supported by any special
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international study or thesis/disserta-
tion research allowance and/or institu-
tional adherence to program guide-
lines.

(3) Exit Information shall be com-
pleted and submitted to HEP by the
Project Director for each Fellow sup-
ported by a grant as soon as a Fellow
either: Graduates; is officially termi-
nated from the Fellowship or the aca-
demic program due to unsatisfactory
academic progress; or voluntarily with-
draws from the Fellowship or the aca-
demic program. If a Fellow has not
completed all degree requirements at
the end of the five-year grant duration,
HEP may request a preliminary exit
report. In such a case, a final exit re-
port shall be required at a later date.
When a final exit report for each Fel-
low supported by a grant has been ac-
cepted by HEP, the grantee will have
satisfied the requirement of a final per-
formance report for the grant. Addi-
tional follow-up reports to track Fel-
lows’ career patterns may be requested.

(b) All grantees (supplemental inter-
national, graduate, and postdoctoral)
shall submit initial project informa-
tion and annual and summary reports
to NIFA’ Current Research Informa-
tion System (CRIS). The CRIS data-
base contains narrative project infor-
mation, progress/impact statements,
and final technical reports that are
made available to the public. For appli-
cations recommended for funding, in-
structions on preparation and submis-
sion of project documentation will be
provided to the applicant by the agen-
cy contact. Documentation must be
submitted to CRIS before NIFA funds
will be released. Project reports will be
requested by the CRIS office when re-
quired. For more information about
CRIS, visit http:/cris.nifa.usda.gov.

§3402.24 Evaluation of program.

Grantees should be aware that HEP
may, as a part of its own program eval-
uation activities, carry out in-depth
evaluations of assisted activities
through independent third parties.
Thus, grantees should be prepared to
cooperate with evaluators retained by
HEP to analyze both the institutional
context and the impact of any sup-
ported project.
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PART 3403—SMALL BUSINESS IN-
NOVATION RESEARCH GRANTS
PROGRAM

Subpart A—General Information

Sec.

3403.1 Applicability of regulations.
3403.2 Definitions.

3403.3 Eligibility requirements.

Subpart B—Program Description

3403.4 Three-phase program.

Subpart C—Preparation of Proposals

3403.5 Program solicitation.

3403.6 Content of proposals.

3403.7 Proposal format for phase I applica-
tions.

3403.8 Proposal format for phase II applica-
tions.

Subpart D—Submission and Evaluation of
Proposals

3403.9 Submission of proposals.
3403.10 Proposal review.
3403.11 Availability of information.

Subpart E—Supplementary Information

3403.12 Terms
awards.

3403.13 Notice of grant awards.

3403.14 Use of funds; changes.

3403.15 Other Federal statutes and regula-
tions that apply.

3403.16 Other considerations.

AUTHORITY: 15 U.S.C. 638.

SOURCE: 72 FR 20703, Apr. 26, 2007, unless
otherwise noted.

and conditions of grant

EDITORIAL NOTE: Nomenclature changes to
part 3403 appear at 76 FR 4807, Jan. 27, 2011.

Subpart A—General Information

§3403.1 Applicability of regulations.

(a) The regulations of this part apply
to small business innovation research
grants awarded under the general au-
thority of section 630 of the Act mak-
ing appropriations for Agriculture,
Rural Development, and Related Agen-
cies’ programs for fiscal year ending
1987, and for other purposes as made
applicable by section 101(a) of Pub. L.
99-591, 100 Stat. 3341, and the provisions
of the Small Business Innovation De-
velopment Act of 1982, as amended (15
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U.S.C. 638), and the Small Business In-
novation Research Program Reauthor-
ization Act of 2000, Pub. L. 106-554,
which extends the SBIR Program
through September 30, 2008. The Small
Business Innovation Development Act
of 1982, as amended, mandates that
each Federal agency with an annual ex-
tramural budget for research or re-
search and development in excess of
$100 million participate in a Small
Business Innovation Research (SBIR)
program by reserving a statutory per-
centage of its annual extramural budg-
et for award to small business concerns
for research or research and develop-
ment in order to stimulate techno-
logical innovation, use small business
to meet Federal research and develop-
ment needs, increase private sector
commercialization of innovations de-
rived from Federal research and devel-
opment, and foster and encourage the
participation of socially and economi-
cally disadvantaged small business
concerns and women-owned small busi-
ness concerns in technological innova-
tion. The Department will participate
in this program through the issuance
of competitive research grants which
will be administered by NIFA.

(b) The regulations of this part do
not apply to research grants awarded
by the Department under any other au-
thority.

[72 FR 20703, Apr. 26, 2007, as amended at 79
FR 75998, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3403.2 Definitions.

As used in this part:

Ad hoc reviewers means experts or
consultants, qualified by training and
experience in particular scientific or
technical fields to render expert advice
on the scientific technical merit of the
grant applications in those fields, who
review on an individual basis one or
several of the eligible proposals sub-
mitted to this program in their area of
expertise and who submit to the De-
partment written evaluations of such
proposals.

Applicant is the organizational entity
that, at the time of award, will qualify
as a small business concern and that
submits a grant application for a fund-
ing agreement under the SBIR Pro-
gram.

§3403.2

Authorized departmental officer (ADO)
means the Secretary or any employee
of the Department who has the author-
ity to issue or modify grant instru-
ments on behalf of the Secretary. The
ADO is also referred to as the Funding
Agreement Officer.

Authorized organizational representa-
tive (AOR) means the president, direc-
tor, or chief executive officer or other
designated official of the applicant or-
ganization who has the authority to
commit the resources of the organiza-
tion.

Budget Period means the interval of
time into which the project period is
divided for budgetary and reporting
purposes.

Commercialization is the process of de-
veloping marketable products or serv-
ices and producing and delivering prod-
ucts or services for sale (whether by
the originating party or by others) to
Government or commercial markets.

Department means the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture.

Essentially equivalent
when:

(1) Substantially the same research is
proposed for funding in more than one
grant application submitted to the
same Federal agency;

(2) Substantially the same research is
submitted to two or more different
Federal agencies for review and fund-
ing consideration; or

(3) A specific research objective and
the research design for accomplishing
an objective are the same or closely re-
lated in two or more proposals or
awards, regardless of the funding
source.

Funding agreement is any contract,
grant, or cooperative agreement en-
tered into between any Federal agency
and any small business concern for the
performance of experimental, develop-
mental, or research work, including
products or services funded in whole or
in part by the Federal Government.

A grant is a financial assistance
mechanism providing money, property,
or both to an eligible entity to carry
out the approved project or activity,
and substantial programmatic involve-
ment by Government is not antici-
pated.

Grantee means the small business
concern designated in the grant award

work occurs
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document as the responsible legal enti-
ty to whom the grant is awarded under
this part.

Innovation is something new or im-
proved, having marketable potential
including:

(1) Development of new technologies;

(2) Refinement of existing tech-
nologies; or

(3) Development of new applications
for existing technologies.

Intellectual property means the sepa-
rate and distinct types of intangible
property that are referred to collec-
tively as ‘‘intellectual property,” in-
cluding but not limited to: Patents,
trademarks, copyrights, trade secrets,
SBIR technical data (as defined in this
section), ideas, designs, know-how,
business, technical and research meth-
ods, other types of intangible business
assets, and all types of intangible as-
sets either proposed or generated by a
small business concern as a result of
its participation in the SBIR Program.

Joint venture is an association of con-
cerns with interests in any degree or
proportion by way of contract, express
or implied, consorting to engage in and
carry out a single specific business ven-
ture for joint profit, for which purpose
they combine their efforts, property,
money, skill, or knowledge, but not on
a continuing or permanent basis for
conducting business generally. A joint
venture is viewed as a business entity
in determining power to control its
management.

NIFA means the National Institute of
Food and Agriculture.

Outcomes are the measure of long-
term, eventual, program impact.

Outputs are the measures of near-
term program impact.

Peer review group means experts or
consultants, qualified by training and
experience in particular scientific or
technical fields to give expert advice
on the scientific and technical merit of
grant applications to those fields, who
assemble as a group to discuss and
evaluate all of the eligible proposals
submitted to this program in their area
of expertise.

Principal investigator/project director is
the one individual designated by the
applicant to provide the scientific and
technical direction to a project sup-
ported by the funding agreement.
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Professional Employer Organization is
an organization that provides an inte-
grated approach to the management
and administration of the human re-
sources and employer risk of its cli-
ents, by contractually assuming sub-
stantial employer rights, responsibil-
ities, and risk, through the establish-
ment and maintenance of an employer
relationship with the workers assigned
to its clients.

Program solicitation is a formal re-
quest for proposals whereby an agency
notifies the small business community
of its research or research and develop-
ment needs and interests in broad and
selected areas, as appropriate to the
agency, and requests proposals from
small business concerns in response to
these needs and interests.

Project period means the total length
of time that is approved by the Depart-
ment for conducting the research
project as outlined in an approved
grant application.

Prototype is a model of something to
be further developed, which includes
designs, protocols, questionnaires, soft-
ware, and devices.

Research or research and development
(R/R&D) means any activity which is:

(1) A systematic, intensive study di-
rected toward greater knowledge or un-
derstanding of the subject studied;

(2) A systematic study directed spe-
cifically toward applying new knowl-
edge to meet a recognized need; or

(3) A systematic application of
knowledge toward the production of
useful materials, devices, and systems
or methods, including design, develop-
ment, and improvement of prototypes
and new processes to meet specific re-
quirements.

Research project grant means the
award by the Department of funds to a
grantee to assist in meeting the costs
of conducting for the benefit of the
public an identified project which is in-
tended and designed to establish, dis-
cover, elucidate, or confirm informa-
tion or the underlying mechanisms re-
lating to a research topic area identi-
fied in the annual solicitation of appli-
cations.

SBIR Participants are business con-
cerns that have received SBIR awards
or that have submitted SBIR proposals/
applications.
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SBIR Technical Data is defined as all
data generated during the performance
of an SBIR award.

SBIR Technical Data Rights are the
rights a small business concern obtains
in data generated during the perform-
ance of any SBIR award that an award-
ee delivers to the Government during
or upon completion of a Federally-
funded project, and to which the gov-
ernment receives a license.

Small business concern (SBC) means a
concern that, on the date of award for
both Phase I and Phase II funding
agreements:

(1) Is organized for profit, with a
place of business located in the United
States, which operates primarily with-
in the United States, or which makes a
significant contribution to the United
States economy through the payment
of taxes or use of American products,
materials or labor;

(2) Is in the legal form of an indi-
vidual proprietorship, partnership, lim-
ited liability company, corporation,
joint venture, association, trust or co-
operative, except that where the form
is a joint venture, there can be no more
than 49 percent participation by for-
eign business entities in the joint ven-
ture;

(3) Is at least 51 percent owned and
controlled by one or more individuals
who are citizens of, or permanent resi-
dent aliens in, the United States, ex-
cept in the case of a joint venture,
where each entity in the venture must
be 51 percent owned and controlled by
one or more individuals who are citi-
zens of, or permanent resident aliens in
the United States; and

(4) Has, including its affiliates, not
more than 500 employees. The term
“affiliates’ is defined in greater detail
in 13 CFR 121.103. The term ‘‘number of
employees’ is defined in 13 CFR 121.106.

Socially and economically disadvan-
taged small business concern is defined in
13 CFR part 124-8(A) Business Develop-
ment/Small Disadvantaged Business
Status Determinations, §124.103 (Who
is socially disadvantaged?) and §124.104
(Who is economically disadvantaged?).

United States means the 50 states, the
territories and possessions of the Fed-
eral Government, the Commonwealth
of Puerto Rico, the District of Colum-
bia, the Republic of the Marshall Is-
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lands, the Federated States of Micro-
nesia, and the Republic of Palau.

Women-owned small business concern
means a small business concern that is
at least 51 percent owned by one or
more women, or in the case of any pub-
licly owned business, at least 51 per-
cent of the stock is owned by women,
and women control the management
and daily business operations.

[72 FR 20703, Apr. 26, 2007, as amended at 76
FR 4808, Jan. 27, 2011]

§3403.3 Eligibility requirements.

(a) Eligibility of organization. (1) To re-
ceive SBIR funds, each awardee of a
SBIR Phase I or Phase II must qualify
as a small business concern.

(2) For Phase I, a minimum of two-
thirds of the research or analytical ef-
fort, as measured by the budget, must
be performed by the awardee. Occasion-
ally, deviations from this requirement
may occur, and must be approved in
writing by the ADO after consultation
with the agency SBIR National Pro-
gram Leader.

(3) For Phase II, a minimum of one-
half of the research or analytical ef-
fort, as measured by the budget, must
be performed by the awardee. Occasion-
ally, deviations from this requirement
may occur, and must be approved in
writing by the ADO after consultation
with the agency SBIR National Pro-
gram Leader.

(4) For both Phase I and Phase II, the
primary employment of the principal
investigator must be with the SBC at
the time of award and during the con-
duct of the proposed project. Primary
employment means that more than
one-half of the principal investigator’s
time is spent in the employ of the SBC.
This precludes full-time employment
with another organization. Occasion-
ally, deviations from this requirement
may occur, and must be approved in
writing by the ADO after consultation
with the agency SBIR National Pro-
gram Leader. Further, an SBC may re-
place the principal investigator on an
SBIR Phase I or Phase II award, sub-
ject to approval in writing by the ADO
after consultation with the SBIR Na-
tional Program Leader. For purposes of
the SBIR Program, personnel obtained
through a Professional Employer Orga-
nization or other similar personnel
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leasing company must be considered
employees of the awardee. This is con-
sistent with SBA’s size regulations, 13
CFR 121.106—Small Business Size Regu-
lations.

(5) For both Phase I and Phase II, the
R/R&D must be performed in the
United States. However, based on a
rare and unique circumstance, ADO ap-
proval may be granted to perform a
particular portion of the research or
research and development work outside
of the United States, for example, if a
supply of material or other item or
project requirement is not available in
the United States. The ADO, after con-
sultation with the agency SBIR Na-
tional Program Leader, must approve
each such specific condition in writing.

(b) [Reserved]

Subpart B—Program Description

§3403.4 Three-phase program.

The Small Business Innovation Re-
search Grants Program is carried out
in three separate phases described in
this section. The first two phases are
designed to assist USDA in meeting its
research or research and development
objectives and will be supported with
SBIR Program funds. The purpose of
the third phase is to pursue the com-
mercial applications or objectives of
the research carried out in Phases I
and II through the use of private or
Federal non-SBIR funds.

(a) Phase I. Phase I involves a solici-
tation of grant applications (herein-
after referred to as proposals) to con-
duct feasibility-related experimental
research and development related to
described agency requirements. These
requirements, as defined by agency
topics contained in the solicitation,
may be general or narrow in scope, de-
pending on USDA needs. The object of
this phase is to determine the sci-
entific and technical merit and feasi-
bility of the proposed effort and the
quality of performance of the small
business concern with a relatively
small agency investment before consid-
eration of further Federal support in
Phase II.

(b) Phase II is the principal research
or research and development effort in
which the results from Phase I are ex-
panded upon and further pursued, nor-
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mally for a period not to exceed 24
months. Only SBIR awardees in Phase
I are eligible to participate in Phase II.
This includes those awardees identified
via a ‘‘novated’ or ‘‘successor in inter-
est” or similarly-revised funding agree-
ment, or those that have reorganized
with the same key staff, regardless of
whether they have been assigned a dif-
ferent tax identification number. For
each Phase I project funded, the award-
ee may apply for a Phase II award only
once. Phase I awardees who for valid
reasons cannot apply for Phase II sup-
port in the next fiscal year funding
cycle may normally apply for support
no later than the second fiscal year
funding cycle.

(¢c) Phase III refers to work that de-
rives from, extends, or logically con-
cludes effort(s) performed under prior
SBIR funding agreements, but is fund-
ed by sources other than the SBIR Pro-
gram. Phase III work is typically ori-
ented towards commercialization of
SBIR research or technology. This por-
tion of a project is funded by a non-
SBIR source through the use of a fol-
low-on funding commitment. A follow-
on funding commitment is an agree-
ment between the small business con-
cern and a provider of the follow-on
capital for a specified amount of funds
to be made available to the small busi-
ness concern for future development of
their effort upon achieving certain mu-
tually agreed upon technical objec-
tives.

Subpart C—Preparation of
Proposals

§3403.5 Program solicitation.

(a) Phase I. A program solicitation
requesting Phase I proposals will be
prepared each fiscal year in which
funds are made available for this pur-
pose. This solicitation will contain in-
formation sufficient to enable eligible
applicants to prepare grant proposals
and will include descriptions of specific
research topic areas which the Depart-
ment will support during the fiscal
year involved. A notice of solicitation,
and the entire contents of the program
solicitation will be published, at a min-
imum, on the agency’s Web site.

(b) Phase II. For each fiscal year in
which funds are made available for this

242



National Institute of Food and Agriculture

purpose, the Department will send cor-
respondence requesting Phase II pro-
posals from the Phase I grantees eligi-
ble to apply for Phase II funding in
that fiscal year. The correspondence
will contain information sufficient to
enable eligible applicants to prepare
grant proposals.

§3403.6 Content of proposals.

(a) The proposed research must be re-
sponsive to one of the USDA program
interests stated in the research topic
descriptions of the program solicita-
tion.

(b) Proposals must cover only sci-
entific/technological research activi-
ties. A small business concern must
not propose product development, tech-
nical assistance, demonstration
projects, classified research, or patent
applications. Many of the research
projects supported by the SBIR pro-
gram lead to the development of new
products based upon the research re-
sults obtained during the project. How-
ever, projects that seek funding solely
for product development where no re-
search is involved, i.e., funds are need-
ed to permit the development of a
project based on previously completed
research, will not be accepted. Lit-
erature surveys should be conducted
prior to preparing proposals for sub-
mission and must not be proposed as a
part of the SBIR Phase I or Phase II ef-
fort. Proposals principally for the de-
velopment of proven concepts toward
commercialization or for market re-
search should not be submitted since
such efforts are considered the respon-
sibility of the private sector and there-
fore are not supported by USDA.

(c) A proposal must be limited to
only one topic. The same proposal may
not be submitted under more than one
topic as defined in the solicitation.
However, an organization may submit
separate proposals on the same topic.
Where similar research is discussed
under more than one topic, the pro-
poser should choose that topic whose
description appears most relevant to
the proposer’s research concept. USDA
will not consider funding duplicate (es-
sentially equivalent work) proposals.
In addition, essentially equivalent
work funded by another entity will be
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returned to the applicant without re-
view.

§3403.7 Proposal format for phase I
applications.

(a) The following items relate to
Phase I applications. Further instruc-
tions or descriptions for these items as
well as any additional items to be in-
cluded will be provided in the annual
solicitation, as necessary.

(1) SF-424 R&R Cover. Applicants
must submit basic proposal identifica-
tion information on the first page of
the proposals. Applicants must also
certify on the first page of the pro-
posals that they meet the definition of
a small business concern as stated in
the solicitation, and must certify as to
whether or not they qualify as socially
and economically disadvantaged small
business concerns, or women-owned
small business concerns.

(2) Project Summary/Abstract. The
technical abstract should include a
brief description of the problem or op-
portunity, project objectives, and a de-
scription of the effort. Anticipated re-
sults and potential commercial appli-
cations of the proposed research also
should be summarized in the space pro-
vided. Keywords should characterize
the most important aspects of the
project. The project summary of suc-
cessful proposals may be published by
USDA and therefore should not contain
proprietary information.

(3) Project Narrative. The main body of
the proposal should include:

(i) Identification and significance of
the problem or opportunity.

(ii) Background and rationale.

(iii) Relationship with future re-
search or research and development.

(iv) Phase I technical objectives.

(v) Phase I work plan.

(vi) Related research or research and
development.

(vii) References. For each reference
cited in the Proposal, provide the com-
plete name for each author, the date of
publication, the full title of the article,
name of the journal, etc.

(4) Key personnel and bibliography.
Identify key personnel involved in the
effort, including information on their
directly related education and experi-
ence. For each key person, provide a
chronological list of the most recent
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representative the
topic area.

() Facilities and equipment. Describe
the types, location, and availability of
instrumentation and physical facilities
necessary to carry out the work pro-
posed. Items of equipment to be pur-
chased must be fully justified under
this section.

(6) Owutside services. Involvement of
university or other consultants in the
planning and research stages of the
project as consultants or through sub-
contracting arrangements is permitted
and may be particularly helpful to
small business concerns that have not
previously received Federal research
awards. If such involvement is in-
tended, it should be described in detail.

(7 Satisfying the public interest. Speci-
fy how the proposed research will sat-
isfy one or more of the following objec-
tives:

(i) Develops sustainable agriculture
production systems;

(i) Protects natural resources and
the environment;

(iii) Creates a safe, nutritious and af-
fordable food supply;

(iv) Develops value-added food and
non-food products from agricultural
materials;

(v) Enhances global competitiveness;
and

(vi) Enhances economic opportunity
and quality of life, especially for people
in rural areas.

(8) Potential post applications. Briefly
describe the commercialization poten-
tial of the proposed research. Indicate
whether and by what means there ap-
pears to be a potential for the Federal
Government to use the proposed re-
search. Include a brief description of
the proposing company (e.g., date
founded, number of employees) and its
field of interest. What are the major
competitive products in this field, and
what advantages will the proposed re-
search have over existing technology
(in application, performance, tech-
nique, efficiency or cost)?

(9) Similar Proposals or Awards. (i)
WARNING—While it is permissible
with proposal notification to submit
identical proposals containing a sig-
nificant amount of essentially equiva-
lent work for consideration under nu-
merous Federal program solicitations,

publications in
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it is unlawful to enter into funding
agreements requiring essentially
equivalent work. If there is any ques-
tion concerning this, it must be dis-
closed to the soliciting agency or agen-
cies before award. If an applicant elects
to submit identical proposals or pro-
posals containing a significant amount
of essentially equivalent work under
other Federal program solicitations, a
statement must be included in each
such proposal indicating:

(A) Name and address of the agen-
cy(ies) to which the proposal was sub-
mitted, or will be submitted, or from
which an award is expected or has been
received.

(B) Date of actual or anticipated pro-
posal submission or date of award, as
appropriate.

(C) Title of proposal or award, identi-
fying number assigned to the solicita-
tion or proposal by the agency in-
volved, and the date the proposal(s)
were submitted or the award was re-
ceived.

(D) Applicable research topic area for
each proposal submitted or award re-
ceived.

(BE) Titles of research projects.

(F) Name and title of principal inves-
tigator for each proposal submitted or
award received.

(ii) USDA will not make awards that
duplicate research funded (or to be fund-
ed) by other Federal agencies.

(10) Cost breakdown on proposal budg-
et. Complete a budget form for the
phase under which you are currently
applying. (An applicant for Phase I
funding should not submit both Phase I
and Phase II budgets.) A budget nar-
rative with supporting detail for each
budget category must be included.

(11) Special Considerations. If the pro-
posed research will include laboratory
animals or human subjects at risk, the
applicant may be required to have the
research plan reviewed and approved by
an Institutional Animal Care and Use
Committee (IACUC) or Institutional
Review Board (IRB) prior to com-
mencing actual substantive work. If
such approval is required, USDA may
not release funds for the award until
proper documentation is submitted and
accepted by USDA. It is suggested that
applicants contact local universities,
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colleges, or nonprofit research organi-
zations which have established review-
ing mechanisms to have this service
performed.

(12) Proprietary information. (i) If pro-
prietary information is provided by an
applicant in a proposal which con-
stitutes a trade secret, proprietary
commercial or financial information,
confidential personal information, or
data affecting the national security, it
will be treated in confidence to the ex-
tent permitted by law. This informa-
tion must be clearly marked by the ap-
plicant with the term ‘‘confidential
proprietary information’ and the fol-
lowing legend must appear on the title
page of the proposal: ‘“These data shall
not be disclosed outside the Govern-
ment and shall not be duplicated, used,
or disclosed in whole or in part for any
purpose other than evaluation of this
proposal. If a funding agreement is
awarded to this applicant as a result of
or in connection with the submission of
these data, the Government shall have
the right to duplicate, use, or disclose
the data to the extent provided in the
funding agreement and pursuant to ap-
plicable law. This restriction does not
limit the Government’s right to use in-
formation contained in the data if it is
obtained from another source without
restriction. The data subject to this re-
striction are contained on pages  of
this proposal.”’

(ii) USDA, by law, is required to
make the final decision as to whether
the information is required to be kept
in confidence. Information contained
in unsuccessful proposals will remain
the property of the applicant. However,
USDA will retain for three years one
copy of all proposals received; extra
copies will be destroyed. Public release
of information for any proposal sub-
mitted will be subject to existing stat-
utory and regulatory requirements.
Any proposal which is funded will be
considered an integral part of the
award and normally will be made avail-
able to the public upon request through
the Freedom of Information Act, ex-
cept for designated proprietary infor-
mation.

(iii) The inclusion of proprietary in-
formation is discouraged unless it is
necessary for the proper evaluation of
the proposal. If proprietary informa-
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tion is to be included, it should be lim-
ited, set apart from other text on a sep-
arate page, and keyed to the text by
numbers. It should be confined to a few
critical technical items which, if dis-
closed, could jeopardize the obtaining
of foreign or domestic patents. Trade
secrets, salaries, or other information
which could jeopardize commercial
competitiveness should be similarly
keyed and presented on a separate
page. Proposals or reports which at-
tempt to restrict dissemination of
large amounts of information may be
found unacceptable by USDA.

(13) Rights in data developed under
SBIR funding agreement. The legend (or
statements) in the SBIR datarights
clause included in the SBIR award
must be affixed to any submissions of
technical data. Where such legend is
affixed, rights in technical data, in-
cluding software developed under the
terms of any funding agreement result-
ing from a proposal submitted in re-
sponse to the program solicitation
shall remain with the grantee. The
Government may not use, modify, re-
produce, release, perform, display, or
disclose technical data or computer
software marked with this legend for 4
years. After expiration of the 4-year pe-
riod, the Government has a royalty-
free license to use, and to authorize
others to use on its behalf, these data
for Government purposes, and is re-
lieved of all disclosure prohibitions and
assumes no liability for unauthorized
use of these data by third parties, ex-
cept that any such data that is also
protected and referenced under a subse-
quent SBIR award shall remain pro-
tected through the protection of that
subsequent SBIR award.

(14) Patents and Inventions. Allocation
of rights to inventions shall be in ac-
cordance with 35 U.S.C. 202 through 206
and the Department of Commerce im-
plementing regulations entitled
“Rights to Inventions Made by Non-
profit Organizations and Small Busi-
ness Firms under Government Grants,
Contracts and Cooperative Agree-
ments’ at 37 CFR part 401. These regu-
lations provide that small businesses
normally may retain the principal
worldwide patent rights to any inven-
tion developed with USDA support.
USDA receives a royalty-free license
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for Federal Government use, reserves
the right to require the patentee to li-
cense others in certain circumstances,
and requires that anyone exclusively
licensed to sell the invention in the
United States must normally manufac-
ture it domestically. To the extent au-
thorized by 35 U.S.C. 205, USDA will
not make public any information dis-
closing a USDA-supported invention
for a four-year period. SBIR awardees
must report inventions to the awarding
agency within two months of the in-
ventor’s report to the awardee. The re-
porting of inventions shall be made
through submission to Interagency
Edison as specified in the terms and
conditions of the grant.

(15) Organizational management infor-
mation. Before the award of an SBIR
funding agreement, USDA requires the
submission of certain organizational
management, personnel, and financial
information to assure responsibility of
the applicant. This information is not
required unless a project is rec-
ommended for funding, and then it is
submitted on a one-time basis only.
However, new information should be
submitted if a small business concern
has undergone significant changes in
organization, personnel, finance or
policies, including those relating to
civil rights.

(16) Documentation of commercializa-
tion record of firms with multiple phase I1
awards. A small business concern sub-
mitting a proposal for a Phase I award
that has received more than 15 Phase II
SBIR awards during the preceding five
fiscal years must document the extent
to which it was able to secure Phase IIT
funding to develop concepts resulting
from previous Phase II SBIR awards.

(b) [Reserved]

§3403.8 Proposal format for phase II
applications.

(a) The following items relate to
Phase II applications. Further instruc-
tions or descriptions for these items as
well as any additional items to be in-
cluded will be identified in the annual
program solicitation as necessary. See
§3403.9.

(1) SF424 R&R cover sheet. Follow in-
structions found in §3403.7(a)(1).

(2) Project summary. Follow instruc-
tions found at §3403.7(a)(2).
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(3) Phase I results. The proposal
should contain an extensive section
that lists Phase I objectives and makes
detailed presentation of the Phase I re-
sults. This section should establish the
degree to which Phase I objectives were
met and feasibility of the proposed re-
search project was established.

(4) Proposal. Since Phase II is the
principal research and development ef-
fort, proposals should be more com-
prehensive than those submitted under
Phase I. However, the outline and in-
formation contained in §3403.7(a)(3)-(9)
and §3403.7(a)(11)-(14) should be fol-
lowed, tailoring the information re-
quested to the Phase II project.

(5) Cost breakdown on proposal budget.
For Phase II, a detailed budget is re-
quired for each year of requested sup-
port. In addition, a summary budget is
required detailing the requested sup-
port for the overall project period. A
budget narrative, with supporting
budget detail for each budget category
must be included.

(6) Organizational management infor-
mation. Each Phase II awardee will be
asked to submit an updated statement
of financial condition (such as the lat-
est audit report, financial statements
or balance sheet) and report any
changes in management or principals.

() Commercialization Plan. A succinct
commercialization plan must be in-
cluded in each SBIR Phase II proposal
moving toward commercialization. Ele-
ments of a commercialization plan
may include the following:

(1) Company information. Focused ob-
jectives/core competencies; size; spe-
cialization area(s); products with sig-
nificant sales; and history of previous
Federal and non-Federal funding; regu-
latory experience; and subsequent com-
mercialization.

(ii) Customer and competition. Clear
description of key technology objec-
tives, current competition, and advan-
tages compared to competing products
or services; description of hurdles to
acceptance of the innovation.

(iii) Market. Milestone, target dates,
analyses of market size, and estimated
market share after first year sales and
after five years; explanation of plan to
obtain market share.

(iv) Intellectual property. Patent sta-
tus, technology lead, trade secrets or
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other demonstration of a plan to
achieve sufficient protection to realize
the commercialization state and attain
at least a temporary competitive ad-
vantage.

(v) Financing. Plans for securing nec-
essary funding in Phase III.

(vi) Assistance and mentoring. Plans
for securing needed technical or busi-
ness assistance through mentoring,
partnering, or through arrangements
with state assistance programs, Small
Business Development Centers, Feder-
ally-funded research laboratories, man-
ufacturing extension Partnership Cen-
ters, or other assistance providers.

(8) Data Collection. Each Phase II ap-
plicant will be required to provide in-
formation to the Tech-Net Database
System (http://technet.sba.gov) per OMB
No. 3245-03356. The following are exam-
ples of the data to be entered by appli-
cants into Tech-Net:

(i) Any business concern or sub-
sidiary established for the commercial
application of a product or service for
which an SBIR award is made;

(ii) Revenue from the sale of new
products or services resulting from the
research conducted under each Phase II
award;

(iii) Additional investment from any
source, other than Phase I or Phase II
awards, to further the research and de-
velopment conducted under each Phase
IT award; and

(iv) Updates to information in the
Tech-Net database for any prior Phase
IT award received by the small business
concern.

(b) [Reserved]

Subpart D—Submission and
Evaluation of Proposails

§3403.9 Submission of proposals.

The SBIR program solicitation for
Phase I proposals and the correspond-
ence requesting Phase II proposals will
provide the deadline date for submit-
ting proposals, and instructions for
submitting the proposal to NIFA for
funding consideration.

§3403.10 Proposal review.

(a) The receipt of all proposals will
be acknowledged.

(b) All Phase I and II proposals will
be evaluated and judged on a competi-

§3403.10

tive basis. Proposals will be initially
screened to determine responsiveness.
Proposals passing this initial screening
will be technically evaluated by sci-
entists to determine the most prom-
ising technical and scientific ap-
proaches. Each proposal will be judged
on its own merit. USDA is under no ob-
ligation to fund any proposal or any
specific number of proposals in a given
topic. It also may elect to fund several
or none of the proposed approaches to
the same topic or subtopic.

(c) Phase I and II proposal evaluation
criteria will be published in the
“Method of Selection and Evaluation
Criteria’ section of the program solici-
tation.

(d) External peer reviewers may be
used during the technical evaluation
stage of this process. Selections will be
made from among recognized special-
ists who are uniquely qualified by
training and experience in their respec-
tive fields to render expert advice on
the merit of proposals received. It is
anticipated that such experts will in-
clude those located in universities,
government, and nonprofit research or-
ganizations. If possible, USDA intends
that peer review groups shall be bal-
anced with minority and female rep-
resentation and with an equitable age
distribution.

(e) Reviewers will base their conclu-
sions and recommendations on infor-
mation contained in the Phase I or
Phase II proposal. It cannot be as-
sumed that reviewers are acquainted
with any experiments referred to with-
in a proposal, with key individuals, or
with the firm itself. Therefore, the pro-
posals should be self-contained and
written with the care and thoroughness
accorded papers for publication.

(f) Final decisions will be made by
USDA based upon the rating assigned
by reviewers in consideration of the
technical and commercial potential of
the application, duplication of re-
search, any critical USDA require-
ments, resubmission and budget limita-
tion. In the event that two or more
proposals are of approximately equal
merit, the existence of a cooperative
research and development agreement
(CRADA) with a USDA laboratory will
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be an important consideration. The ex-
istence of a follow-on funding commit-
ment for continued development in
Phase IIT will also be an important
consideration. The value of any com-
mitment will depend upon the degree
of financial commitment made by in-
vestors, with the maximum value re-
sulting from a signed agreement with
reasonable terms for an amount at
least equal to funding requested from
USDA in Phase II.

§3403.11 Availability of information.

Information regarding the peer re-
view process will be made available to
the extent permitted under the Free-
dom of Information Act (b U.S.C. 552),
the Privacy Act (b U.S.C. 552a), the
SBIR Policy Directive, and imple-
menting Departmental and other Fed-
eral regulations. Implementing Depart-
mental regulations are found at 7 CFR
part 1.

Subpart E—Supplementary
Information
conditions of

§3403.12 Terms and

grant awards.

Within the limit of funds available
for such purposes, the Authorized De-
partmental Officer shall make research
project grants to those responsible, eli-
gible applicants whose proposals are
judged most meritorious in the an-
nounced program areas under the eval-
uation criteria and procedures set forth
in the annual program solicitation.
The beginning of the project period
shall be no later than September 30 of
the Federal fiscal year in which the
project is approved for support. All
funds granted under this part shall be
expended solely for the purpose for
which funds are granted in accordance
with the approved application and
budget, the regulations of this part,
the terms and conditions of award, the
Federal Acquisition Regulations (48
CFR part 31), and 2 CFR part 200.

[72 FR 20703, Apr. 26, 2007, as amended at 79
FR 75998, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3403.13 Notice of grant awards.

(a) The grant award document may
include the following:

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

(1) Legal name and address of per-
forming organization or institution;

(2) Title of project;

(3) Name and institution of Project
Director’s chosen to direct and control
approved activities;

(4) Identifying grant number assigned
by the Department;

(5) Project period, specifying the
amount of time the Department in-
tends to support the project;

(6) Total amount of Departmental fi-
nancial assistance approved for the
project period;

(7) Legal authority(ies) under which
the grant is awarded;

(8) Appropriate Catalog of Federal
Domestic Assistance (CFDA) number;

(9) Applicable award terms and condi-
tions;

(10) Approved budget plan for catego-
rizing allocable project funds to accom-
plish the stated purpose of the grant
award; and

(11) Other information or provisions
deemed necessary by NIFA to carry out
its respective granting activities or to
accomplish the purpose of a particular
grant.

(b) [Reserved]

§3403.14 Use of funds; changes.

(a) Delegation of fiscal responsibility.
Unless the terms and conditions of the
grant state otherwise, the grantee may
not in whole or in part delegate or
transfer to another person, institution,
or organization the responsibility for
use or expenditure of grant funds.

(b) Changes in Project Plans. (1) The
permissible changes by the grantee,
Project Director, or other key project
personnel in the approved project grant
shall be limited to changes in method-
ology, techniques, or other similar as-
pects of the project to expedite
achievement of the project’s approved
goals. If the grantee or the Project Di-
rector (PD) is uncertain as to whether
a change complies with this provision,
the question must be referred to the
Authorized Departmental Officer
(ADO) for a final determination. The
signatory of the award document is the
ADO, not the program contact.

(2) Changes in approved goals or ob-
jectives shall be requested by the
grantee and, in consultation with the
NIFA SBIR National Program Leader,

248



National Institute of Food and Agriculture

approved in writing by the ADO prior
to effecting such changes. In no event
shall requests for such changes be ap-
proved which are outside the scope of
the original approved project.

(3) Changes in approved project lead-
ership or the replacement or reassign-
ment of other key project personnel
shall be requested by the grantee and,
in consultation with the NIFA SBIR
National Program Leader, approved in
writing by the ADO prior to effecting
such changes.

(4) Transfers of actual performance of
the substantive programmatic work in
whole or in part and provisions for pay-
ment of funds, whether or not Federal
funds are involved, shall be requested
by the grantee and, in consultation
with the NIFA SBIR National Program
Leader, approved in writing by the
ADO prior to effecting such transfers,
unless prescribed otherwise in the
terms and conditions of the grant.

(c) Changes in Project Period. The
project period may be extended by
NIFA without additional financial sup-
port, for such additional period(s) as
the ADO determines may be necessary
to complete or fulfill the purposes of
an approved project provided Federal
funds remain. Any extension of time
shall be conditioned upon prior request
by the grantee and approval in writing
by the ADO unless otherwise noted in
the award terms and conditions. In
such cases the extension will not nor-
mally exceed 12 months. The Phase 1
award will still be limited to the ap-
proved award amount, and the submis-
sion of a Phase II proposal will nor-
mally be delayed by no more than one
year. The extension allows the grantee
to continue expending the remaining
Federal funds for the intended purpose
over the extension period. In instances
where no Federal funds remain, it is
unnecessary to approve an extension
since the purpose of the extension is to
continue using Federal funds. The
grantee may opt to continue the Phase
I project after the grant’s termination
and closeout, however, the grantee
would have to do so without additional
Federal funds. In the latter case, no
communication with USDA 1is nec-
essary.

(d) Changes in approved budget.
Changes in an approved budget must be

§3403.14

requested by the grantee and approved
in writing by the ADO prior to insti-
tuting such changes if the revision will
involve transfers or expenditures of
amounts requiring prior approval as
set forth in the applicable Federal cost
principles, Departmental regulations,
or grant award.

(e) Use of Change of Name and Nova-
tion Agreement. (1) Occasionally, after
an award has been made the name of
the Awardee may change. NIFA re-
quires execution of a ‘‘Change of Name
Agreement” in such instances. The spe-
cific circumstances of each situation
will determine which kind of agree-
ment should be executed. This decision
will be determined by the ADO.

(i) A Change of Name Agreement is a
legal instrument executed by the
Awardee and the Government that rec-
ognizes a change of the legal name of
the Awardee without disturbing the
original rights and obligations of the
parties. If only a change of the Award-
ee’s name is involved and the Govern-
ment’s and Awardee’s rights and obli-
gations remain unaffected, the parties
should execute an agreement to reflect
the name change.

(ii) In order to execute the actual
Change of Name Agreement with
USDA, the Awardee is required to sub-
mit the following information:

(A) The document effecting the name
change, authenticated by a proper offi-
cial of the State having jurisdiction;

(B) The opinion of the Grantee’s legal
counsel stating that the change of
name was properly effected under ap-
plicable law and showing the effective
date;

(C) A list of all affected awards be-
tween the Grantee and NIFA.

(iii) When NIFA is notified that a
change of name has taken place, the
ADO will request the aforementioned
information from the Grantee. Upon
receipt and review of this information,
parties will properly execute a Change
of Name Agreement and the appro-
priate changes will be made to the
Agency’s records. The following sug-
gested format for an agreement may be
adapted for specific cases:

CHANGE OF NAME AGREEMENT

THE ABC CORPORATION (Grantee), a cor-
poration duly organized and existing under
the laws of (insert State), and
theNATIONAL INSTITUTE OF FOOD AND
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AGRICULTURE, USDA (Government) enter
into this Agreement as of (insert
date when the change of name became effec-
tive under applicable State law).

(a) THE PARTIES AGREE TO THE
FOLLOWING FACTS:

1. The Government, represented by the
ADO, has entered into certain awards with
XYZ CORPORATION, namely
(insert award number or delete ‘‘namely”
and insert ‘‘as shown in the attached list
marked ‘Exhibit A’ and incorporated in this
Agreement by reference.’””) The term ‘‘the
awards,” as used in this Agreement, means
the above awards and all other awards, in-
cluding all modifications, made by the Gov-
ernment and the Grantee before the effective
date of this Agreement (whether or not per-
formance and payment have been completed
and releases executed if the Government or
the Grantee has any remaining rights, du-
ties, or obligations under these awards.)

2. The XYZ CORPORATION, by an amend-
ment to its certificate of incorporation,
dated , 20, has changed its cor-
porate name to ABC CORPORATION.

3. This amendment accomplishes a change
of corporate name only and all rights and ob-
ligations of the Government and of the
Grantee under the awards are unaffected by
this change.

4. Documentary evidence of this change of
corporate name has been filed with the Gov-
ernment.

(b) IN CONSIDERATION OF THESE FACTS,
THE PARTIES AGREE THAT:

1. The awards covered by this Agreement
are amended by substituting the name ‘“ABC
CORPORATION” for the name “XYZ COR-
PORATION” wherever it appears in the
awards; and

2. Each party has executed this Agreement
as of the day and year first above written.

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF FOOD AND AG-
RICULTURE, USDA

BY:

TITLE:

ABC CORPORATION
BY:

TITLE:

CERTIFICATE

1, , certify that I am the Sec-
retary of ABC CORPORATION, that
, who signed this Agreement for
this corporation, was then of this
corporation; and that this Agreement was
duly signed for and on behalf of this corpora-
tion by authority of its governing body and
within the scope of its corporation powers.

WITNESS MY HAND, and the seal of this
corporation, this day of s
20 .

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

BY:
(CORPORATE SEAL)

(2) From time to time the legal enti-
ty performing the research under the
award may have to be changed. In such
instances, USDA will ensure that all
parties properly execute a Novation
Agreement (Successor in Interest
Agreement).

(i) A Novation Agreement is a legal
instrument executed by the Grantee
(transferor), the successor in interest
(transferee), and the Government by
which, among other things, the trans-
feror guarantees performance of the
award, the transferee assumes all obli-
gations under the award, and the Gov-
ernment recognizes the transfer of the
award and related assets. This occurs
when the third party’s interest in the
award arises out of the transfer of all
the Grantee’s assets or the entire por-
tion of the assets involved in per-
forming the award. Examples include,
but are not limited to: the sale of these
assets with a provision for assuming li-
abilities; the transfer of these assets
incident to a merger or corporate con-
solidation; and the incorporation of a
proprietorship or partnership, or the
formation of a partnership.

(ii) When a Grantee asks the Govern-
ment to recognize a successor in inter-
est, the responsible ADO shall obtain
the following from the Grantee:

(A) An authenticated copy of the in-
strument effecting the transfer of as-
sets; e.g., bill of sale, certificate of
merger, contract, deed, agreement, or
court decree;

(B) A list of all affected awards;

(C) A certified copy of each resolu-
tion of the corporate parties’ boards of
directors authorizing the transfer of
assets;

(D) A certified copy of the minutes of
each corporate party’s stockholder
meeting necessary to approve the
transfer of assets;

(E) The opinion of legal counsel for
the transferor and transferee stating
that the transfer was properly effected
under applicable law and the effective
date of transfer;

(F) An authenticated copy of the
transferee’s certificate and articles of
incorporation, if a corporation was
formed for the purpose of receiving the
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assets involved in performing the Gov-
ernment award;

(G) Evidence of transferee’s capa-
bility to perform the award; and

(H) Balance sheets of the transferor
and transferee as of the dates imme-
diately before and after the transfer of
assets, certified for accuracy by inde-
pendent accountants.

(iii) The ADO will review the Agen-
cy’s financial records concerning the
correct cash-on-hand balances held by
the transferor to ensure that they are
properly accounted for in the transfer
process. If recognizing a successor in
interest to a Government award is con-
sistent with the Government’s interest,
the ADO will prepare a Novation
Agreement for execution by all three

parties. The agreement will provide
that:
(A) The transferee assumes all the

transferor’s under the
award(s);

(B) The transferor waives all rights
under the award against the Govern-
ment;

(C) The transferor guarantees per-
formance of the award by the trans-
feree (a satisfactory performance bond
may be accepted instead of the guar-
antee); and

(D) Nothing in the agreement shall
relieve the transferor or transferee
from compliance with any Federal law.

(E) The following suggested format
for an agreement may be adapted for
specific cases:

NOVATION AGREEMENT (SUCCESSOR
IN INTEREST AGREEMENT)

THE ABC CORPORATION (Transferor), a
corporation duly organized and existing
under the laws of (insert state)
with its principal office in (in-
sert city); the XYZ CORPORATION (Trans-
feree), a corporation duly organized and ex-
isting under the laws of (insert
state) with its principal office in
(insert city); and theNATIONAL INSTITUTE
OF FOOD AND AGRICULTURE, USDA (Gov-
ernment) enter into this Agreement as of

(insert the date transfer of assets
became effective under applicable State
law).

obligations

(a) THE PARTIES AGREE TO THE
FOLLOWING FACTS:

1. The Government, represented by the
ADO has entered into certain awards with
the Transferor, namely: (insert
award number or delete ‘‘namely’ and insert
“‘as shown in the attached list marked ‘Ex-

§3403.14

hibit A’ and incorporated in this Agreement
by reference.’’) The term ‘‘the awards,” as
used in this Agreement, means the above
awards and all other awards, including all
modifications, made between the Govern-
ment and Transferor before the effective
date of this Agreement (whether or not per-
formance and payment have been completed
and releases executed if the Government or
the Transferor has any remaining rights, du-
ties, or obligations under these awards.) In-
cluded in the term ‘‘award” are also all
modifications made under the terms and con-
ditions of these awards between the Govern-
ment and the Transferor, on or after the ef-
fective date of this Agreement.

2. As of , 20 , the Transferor
has transferred to the Transferee all the as-
sets of the Transferor by virtue of a

(insert terms or legal trans-
action involved) between the Transferor and
the Transferee.

3. The Transferee has acquired all the as-
sets of the Transferor by virtue of the above
transfer.

4. The Transferee has assumed all obliga-
tions and liabilities of the Transferor under
the awards by virtue of the above transfer.

5. The Transferee is in a position to fully
perform all obligations that may exist under
the awards.

6. It is consistent with the Government’s
interest to recognize the Transferee as the
successor party to the awards.

7. Evidence of the above transfer has been
filed with the Government.

(b) IN CONSIDERATION OF THESE FACTS,
THE PARTIES AGREE THAT BY THIS
AGREEMENT:

1. The Transferor confirms the transfer to
the Transferee, and waives any claims and
rights against the Government that it now
has or may have in the future in connection
with the awards.

2. The Transferee agrees to be bound by
and to perform each award in accordance
with the conditions contained in the awards.
The Transferee also assumes all obligations
and liabilities of, and all claims against, the
Transferor under the awards as if the Trans-
feree were the original party to the awards.

3. The Transferee ratifies all previous ac-
tions taken by the Transferor with respect
to the awards, with the same force and effect
as if the action had been taken by the Trans-
feree.

4. The Government recognizes the Trans-
feree as the Transferor’s successor in inter-
est in and to the awards. The Transferee by
this Agreement becomes entitled to all
rights, titles, and interests of the Transferor
in and to the awards as if the Transferee
were the original party to the awards. Fol-
lowing the effective date of this Agreement,
the term Grantee, as used in the awards,
shall refer to the Transferee.
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5. Except as expressly provided in this
Agreement, nothing in it shall be construed
as a waiver of any rights of the Government
against the Transferor.

6. All payments and reimbursements pre-
viously made by the Government to the
Transferor, and all other previous actions
taken by the Government under the awards,
shall be considered to have discharged those
parts of the Government’s obligations under
the awards. All payments and reimburse-
ments made by the Government after the
date of this Agreement in the name of or to
the Transferor shall have the same force and
effect as if made to the Transferee, and shall
constitute a complete discharge of the Gov-
ernment’s obligations under the awards, to
the extent of the amounts paid or reim-
bursed.

7. The Transferor and the Transferee agree
that the Government is not obligated to pay
or reimburse either of them for, or otherwise
give effect to, any costs, taxes, or other ex-
penses, or any related increases, directly or
indirectly arising out of or resulting from
the transfer or this Agreement, other than
those that the Government in the absence of
this transfer or Agreement would have been
obligated to pay or reimburse under the
terms of the awards.

8. The Transferor guarantees payment of
all liabilities and the performance of all obli-
gations that the Transferee (i) assumes
under this Agreement or (ii) may undertake
in the future should these awards be modi-
fied under their terms and conditions. The
Transferor waives notice of, and consents to,
any such future modifications.

9. The awards shall remain in full force and
effect, except as modified by this Agreement.
Each party has executed this Agreement as
of the day and year first above written.

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF FOOD AND AG-
RICULTURE, USDA
BY:

TITLE:

ABC CORPORATION
BY:

TITLE:

XYZ CORPORATION
BY:

TITLE:

CERTIFICATE
1, , certify that I am the Sec-
retary of ABC CORPORATION, that
, who signed this Agreement for
this corporation, was then of this
corporation; and that this Agreement was
duly signed for and on behalf of this corpora-
tion by authority of its governing body and
within the scope of its corporation powers.
WITNESS MY HAND, and the seal of this
corporation, this day of
, 20

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

BY:

(CORPORATE SEAL)
CERTIFICATE
I, , certify that I am the Sec-
retary of XYZ CORPORATION, that
, who signed this Agreement for
this corporation, was then of this
corporation; and that this Agreement was
duly signed for and on behalf of this corpora-
tion by authority of its governing body and
within the scope of its corporation powers.
WITNESS MY HAND, and the seal of this
corporation, this day of
, 20

BY:
(CORPORATE SEAL)

§3403.15 Other Federal statutes and
regulations that apply.

(a) The Office of Management and
Budget (‘“‘OMB”) issued guidance on
Uniform Administrative Requirements,
Cost Principles, and Audit Require-
ments for Federal Awards at 2 CFR
part 200 on December 26, 2013. In 2 CFR
400.1, the Department adopted OMB’s
guidance in subparts A through F of 2
CFR part 200, as supplemented by 2
CFR part 400, as the Department’s poli-
cies and procedures for uniform admin-
istrative requirements, cost principles,
and audit requirements for federal
awards. As a result, this regulation
contains references to 2 CFR part 200
as it has regulatory effect for the De-
partment’s programs and activities.”

(b) Several other Federal statutes
and/or regulations apply to grant pro-
posals considered for review or to re-
search project grants awarded under
this part. These include but are not
limited to:

2 CFR part 200—Uniform Administrative Re-
quirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Re-
quirements for Federal Awards.

2 CFR part 180 and Part 417—OMB Guidelines
to Agencies on Government-Wide Debar-
ment and Suspension (Nonprocurement)
and USDA Nonprocurement Debarment
And Suspension

7T CFR part 1c—USDA Implementation of the
Federal Policy for the Protection of
Human Subjects.

7 CFR 1.1—-USDA Implementation of Free-
dom of Information Act.

7 CFR part 3—USDA Implementation of OMB
Circular A-129 Regarding Debt Collection.

7 CFR part 15, subpart A—USDA Implemen-
tation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964.
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7T CFR part 3407—NIFA Procedures to Imple-
ment the National Environmental Policy
Act;

29 U.S.C. 794 (section 504, Rehabilitation Act
of 1973) and 7 CFR part 15B (USDA imple-
mentation of statute)—prohibiting dis-
crimination based upon physical or mental
handicap in Federally assisted programs;
and

35 U.S.C. 200 et seq.—Bayh-Dole Act, control-
ling allocation of rights to inventions
made by employees of small business firms
and domestic nonprofit organizations, in-
cluding universities, in Federally assisted
programs (implementing regulations are
contained in 37 CFR part 401).

[79 FR 75998, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3403.16 Other considerations.

The Department may, with respect to
any research project grant, impose ad-
ditional conditions prior to or at the
time of any award when, in the Depart-
ment’s judgment, such conditions are
necessary to assure or protect advance-
ment of the approved project, the in-
terests of the public, or the conserva-
tion of grant funds.

PART 3404—PUBLIC INFORMATION

Sec.

3404.1 General statement.

3404.2 Public inspection, copying, and index-
ing.

3404.3 Requests for records.

3404.4 Multitrack processing.

3404.5 Denials.

3404.6 Appeals.

AUTHORITY: 5 U.S.C. 301, 552; 7 CFR part 1,
subpart A and appendix A thereto.

SOURCE: 66 FR 57842, Nov. 19, 2001, unless
otherwise noted.

EDITORIAL NOTE: Nomenclature changes to
part 3404 appear at 76 FR 4808, Jan. 27, 2011.

§3404.1 General statement.

This part is issued in accordance
with the regulations of the Secretary
of Agriculture in part 1, subpart A of
this title and appendix A thereto, im-
plementing the Freedom of Informa-
tion Act (FOIA) (5 U.S.C. 552). The Sec-
retary’s regulations, as implemented
by the regulations in this part, govern
the availability of records of the Na-
tional Institute of Food and Agri-
culture (NIFA) to the public.

§3404.4

§3404.2 Public
and indexing.

5 U.S.C. 552(a)(2) requires that cer-
tain materials be made available for
public inspection and copying and that
a current index of these materials be
published quarterly or otherwise be
made available. Members of the public
may request access to such materials
maintained by NIFA at the following
office: Information Staff, ARS, REE,
USDA, Room 1-2248, Mail Stop 5128,
5601 Sunnyside Avenue, Beltsville, MD
20705-5128; Telephone (301) 504-1640 or
(301) 504-1655; TTY-VOICE (301) 504-1743.
Office hours are 8 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. In-
formation maintained in our electronic
reading room can be accessed at http:/
www.ars.usda.gov/is/foia/#tElectronic.

inspection, copying,

§3404.3 Requests for records.

Requests for records of NIFA under 5
U.S.C. 552(a)(3) shall be made in accord-
ance with §1.5 of this title and sub-
mitted to the FOIA Coordinator, Infor-
mation Staff, ARS, REE, USDA, Room
1-2248, Mail Stop 5128, 5601 Sunnyside
Avenue, Beltsville, MD 20705-5128; Tele-
phone (301) 504-1640 or (301) 504-1655;
TTY-VOICE (301) 504-1743; Facsimile
(301) 504-1648; or E-mail
shutchison@ars.usda.gov. The FOIA Co-
ordinator is delegated authority to
make determinations regarding such
requests in accordance with §1.3(c) of
this title.

[66 FR 57842, Nov. 19, 2001, as amended at 76
FR 4808, Jan. 27, 2011]

§3404.4 Multitrack processing.

(a) When NIFA has a significant
number of requests, the nature of
which precludes a determination with-
in 20 working days, the requests may
be processed in a multitrack processing
system, based on the date of receipt,
the amount of work and time involved
in processing the request, and whether
the request qualifies for expedited
processing.

(b) NIFA may establish as many
processing tracks as appropriate; proc-
essing within each track shall be based
on a first-in, first-out concept, and
rank-ordered by the date of receipt of
the request.

(c) A requester whose request does
not qualify for the fastest track may
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be given an opportunity to limit the
scope of the request in order to qualify
for the fastest track. This multitrack
processing system does not lessen
agency responsibility to exercise due
diligence in processing requests in the
most expeditious manner possible.

(d) NIFA shall process requests in
each track on a ‘first-in, first-out”
basis, unless there are unusual cir-
cumstances as set forth in §1.16 of this
title, or the requester is entitled to ex-
pedited processing as set forth in §1.9
of this title.

§3404.5 Denials.

If the FOIA Coordinator determines
that a requested record is exempt from
mandatory disclosure and that discre-
tionary release would be improper, the
FOIA Coordinator shall give written
notice of denial in accordance with
§1.7(a) of this title.

§3404.6 Appeals.

Any person whose request is denied
shall have the right to appeal such de-
nial. Appeals shall be made in accord-
ance with §1.14 of this title and should
be addressed as follows: Director,
NIFA, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Washington, DC 20250.

PART 3405—HIGHER EDUCATION
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Subpart A—General Information
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otherwise noted.

funded

EDITORIAL NOTE: Nomenclature changes to
part 3405 appear at 76 FR 4808, Jan. 27, 2011.

Subpart A—General Information

§3405.1 Applicability of regulations.

(a) The regulations of this part only
apply to competitive Higher Education
Challenge Grants awarded under the
provisions of section 1417(b)(1) of the
National Agricultural Research, Exten-
sion, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977,
as amended (NARETPA)(7 TU.S.C.
3152(b)(1)), to strengthen institutional
capacities, including curriculum, fac-
ulty, scientific instrumentation, in-
struction delivery systems, and stu-
dent recruitment and retention. Sec-
tion 1405 of NARETPA (7 U.S.C. 3121)
designates the U.S. Department of Ag-
riculture (USDA) as the lead Federal
agency for agricultural research, ex-
tension, and teaching in the food and
agricultural sciences. Section 1417 of
NARETPA (7 U.S.C. 3152) authorizes
the Secretary of Agriculture, who has
delegated the authority to theDirector
of the National Institute of Food and
Agriculture (NIFA), to make competi-
tive grants to land-grant colleges and
universities, to colleges and univer-
sities having significant minority en-
rollments and a demonstrable capacity
to carry out the teaching of food and
agricultural sciences, and to other col-
leges and universities having a demon-
strable capacity to carry out the teach-
ing of food and agricultural sciences,
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for a period not to exceed 5 years, to
administer and conduct programs to
respond to identified State, regional,
national, or international educational
needs in the food and agricultural
sciences.

(b) To the extent that funds are
available, each year NIFA will publish
a FEDERAL REGISTER notice announc-
ing the program and soliciting grant
applications.

(c)(1) Based on the amount of funds
appropriated in any fiscal year, NIFA
will determine and cite in the program
announcement:

(i) The targeted need area(s) to be
supported or, if the entire scope of a
particular targeted need area is not to
be supported, the specific special inter-
est(s) within that targeted need area to
be supported;

(ii) The degree level(s) to be sup-
ported;

(iii) The maximum project period a
proposal may request;

(iv) The maximum amount of funds
that may be requested by an institu-
tion under a regular, complementary,
or joint project proposal; and

(v) The maximum total funds that
may be awarded to an institution
under the program in a given fiscal
year, including how funds awarded for
complementary and for joint project
proposals will be counted toward the
institutional maximum.

(2) The program announcement will
also specify the deadline date for pro-
posal submission, the number of copies
of each proposal that must be sub-
mitted, the address to which a proposal
must be submitted, and whether or not
Form NIFA-T711, ‘“Intent to Submit a
Proposal,” is requested.

(d)(1) If it is deemed by NIFA that,
for a given fiscal year, additional de-
terminations are necessary, each, as
relevant, will be stated in the program
announcement. Such determinations
may include:

(1) Limits on the subject matter/em-
phasis areas to be supported;

(ii) The maximum number of pro-
posals that may be submitted on behalf
of the same school, college, or equiva-
lent administrative unit within an in-
stitution;

§3405.2

(iii) The maximum total number of
proposals that may be submitted by an
institution;

(iv) The minimum project period a
proposal may request;

(v) The minimum amount of funds
that may be requested by an institu-
tion under a regular, complementary,
or joint project proposal;

(vi) The proportion of the appropria-
tion reserved for, or available to, reg-
ular, complementary, and joint project
proposals;

(vii) The proportion of the appropria-
tion reserved for, or available to,
projects in each announced targeted
need area;

(viii) The proportion of the appro-
priation reserved for, or available to,
each subject matter/emphasis area;

(ix) The maximum number of grants
that may be awarded to an institution
under the program in a given fiscal
year; and

(x) Limits on the use of grant funds
for travel or to purchase equipment, if
any.

(2) The program announcement also
will contain any other Ilimitations
deemed necessary by NIFA for proper
conduct of the program in the applica-
ble year.

(e) The regulations of this part do
not apply to grants awarded by the De-
partment of Agriculture under any
other authority.

§3405.2 Definitions.

As used in this part:

(a) Authoriced departmental officer
means the Secretary or any employee
of the Department who has the author-
ity to issue or modify grant instru-
ments on behalf of the Secretary.

(b) Authorized organizational represent-
ative means the president of the insti-
tution or the official, designated by the
president of the institution, who has
the authority to commit the resources
of the institution.

(c) Budget period means the interval
of time (usually 12 months) into which
the project period is divided for budg-
etary and reporting purposes.

(d) Cash contributions means the ap-
plicant’s cash outlay, including the
outlay of money contributed to the ap-
plicant by non-Federal third parties.
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(e) Citicen or national of the United
States means:

(1) A citizen or native resident of a
State; or,

(2) A person defined in the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C.
1101(a)(22), who, though not a citizen of
the United States, owes permanent al-
legiance to the United States.

(f) College or University means an edu-
cational institution in any State
which:

(1) Admits as regular students only
persons having a certificate of gradua-
tion from a school providing secondary
education, or the recognized equivalent
of such a certificate;

(2) Is legally authorized within such
State to provide a program of edu-
cation beyond secondary education;

(3) Provides an educational program
for which a baccalaureate degree or
any other higher degree is awarded;

(4) Is a public or other nonprofit in-
stitution; and

(5) Is accredited by a nationally rec-
ognized accrediting agency or associa-
tion.

(g) Complementary project proposal
means a proposal for a project which
involves coordination with one or more
other projects for which funding was
awarded under this program in a pre-
vious fiscal year, or for which funding
is requested under this program in the
current fiscal year.

(h) Department or USDA means the
United States Department of Agri-
culture.

(1) Eligible institution means a land-
grant or other U.S. college or univer-
sity offering a baccalaureate or first
professional degree in at least one dis-
cipline or area of the food and agricul-
tural sciences. The definition includes
a research foundation maintained by
an eligible college or university.

(j) Eligible participant means, for pur-
poses of §3405.6(b), Faculty Preparation
and Enhancement for Teaching, and
§3405.6(f), Student Recruitment and Re-
tention, an individual who: Is a citizen
or national of the United States, as de-
fined in §3405.2(e); or is a citizen of the
Federated States of Micronesia, the
Republic of the Marshall Islands, or the
Republic of Palau. Where eligibility is
claimed under §3405.2(e)(2), documen-
tary evidence from the Immigration
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and Naturalization Service as to such
eligibility must be made available to
NIFA upon request.

(k) Food and agricultural sciences
means basic, applied, and develop-
mental research, extension, and teach-
ing activities in the food, agricultural,
renewable natural resources, forestry,
and physical and social sciences, in the
broadest sense of these terms, includ-
ing but not limited to, activities con-
cerned with the production, processing,
marketing, distribution, conservation,
consumption, research, and develop-
ment of food and agriculturally related
products and services, and inclusive of
programs in agriculture, natural re-
sources, aquaculture, forestry, veteri-
nary medicine, home economics, rural
development, and closely allied dis-
ciplines.

(1) Grantee means the eligible institu-
tion designated in the grant award doc-
ument as the responsible legal entity
to which a grant is awarded.

(m) Joint project proposal means a pro-
posal for a project, which will involve
the applicant institution and two or
more other colleges, universities, com-
munity colleges, junior colleges, or
other institutions, each of which will
assume a major role in the conduct of
the proposed project, and for which the
applicant institution will transfer at
least one-half of the awarded funds to
the other institutions participating in
the project. Only the applicant institu-
tion must meet the definition of ‘‘eli-
gible institution” as specified in
§3405.2(i); the other institutions par-
ticipating in a joint project proposal
are not required to meet the definition
of ‘“‘eligible institution’ as specified in
§3405.2(i), nor required to meet the defi-
nition of ‘‘college” or ‘‘university’ as
specified in § 3405.2(f).

(n) Land-grant colleges and universities
means those institutions eligible to re-
ceive funds under the Act of July 2,
1862 (12 Stat. 503-505, as amended; 7
U.S.C. 301-305, 307 and 308), or the Act
of August 30, 1890 (26 Stat. 417-419, as
amended; 7 U.S.C. 321-326 and 328), in-
cluding Tuskegee University.

(0) Matching or Cost-sharing means
that portion of project costs not borne
by the Federal Government, including
the value of in-kind contributions.
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(p) Peer review panel means a group of
experts or consultants, qualified by
training and experience in particular
fields of science, education, or tech-
nology to give expert advice on the
merit of grant applications in such
fields, who evaluate eligible proposals
submitted to this program in their per-
sonal area(s) of expertise.

(q) Prior approval means written ap-
proval evidencing prior consent by an
authorized departmental officer as de-
fined in §3405.2(a) of this part.

(r) Project means the particular activ-
ity within the scope of one or more of
the targeted areas supported by a grant
awarded under this program.

(s) Project director means the single
individual designated by the grantee in
the grant application and approved by
the Secretary who is responsible for
the direction and management of the
project.

(t) Project period means the period, as
stated in the award document and
modifications thereto, if any, during
which Federal sponsorship begins and
ends.

(u) Secretary means the Secretary of
Agriculture and any other officer or
employee of the Department of Agri-
culture to whom the authority in-
volved may be delegated.

(v) State means any one of the fifty
States, the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico, Guam, American Samoa, the
Commonwealth of the Northern Mari-
anas, the Virgin Islands of the United
States, and the District of Columbia.

(w) Teaching means formal classroom
instruction, laboratory instruction,
and practicum experience in the food
and agricultural sciences and matters
related thereto (such as faculty devel-
opment, student recruitment and serv-
ices, curriculum development, instruc-
tional materials and equipment, and
innovative teaching methodologies)
conducted by colleges and universities
offering baccalaureate or higher de-
grees.

(x) Third party in-kind contributions
means non-cash contributions of prop-
erty or services provided by non-Fed-
eral third parties, including real prop-
erty, equipment, supplies and other ex-
pendable property, directly benefiting
and specifically identifiable to a funded
project or program.

§3405.4

(y) United States means the several
States, the territories and possessions
of the United States, the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, Guam, Amer-
ican Samoa, the Commonwealth of the
Northern Marianas, the Virgin Islands
of the United States, and the District
of Columbia.

§3405.3 Institutional eligibility.

Proposals may be submitted by land-
grant and other U.S. colleges and uni-
versities offering a baccalaureate or
first professional degree in at least one
discipline or area of the food and agri-
cultural sciences. Each applicant must
have a demonstrable capacity for, and
a significant ongoing commitment to,
the teaching of food and agricultural
sciences generally and to the specific
need and/or subject area(s) for which a
grant is requested. Awards may be
made only to eligible institutions as
defined in §3405.2(1).

Subpart B—Program Description

§3405.4 Purpose of the program.

The Department of Agriculture is
designated as the lead Federal agency
for higher education in the food and ag-
ricultural sciences. In this context,
NIFA has specific responsibility to ini-
tiate and support projects to strength-
en college and university teaching pro-
grams in the food and agricultural
sciences. One national initiative for
carrying out this responsibility is the
competitive Higher Education Chal-
lenge Grants Program. A primary goal
of the program is to attract and ensure
a continual flow of outstanding stu-
dents into food and agricultural
sciences higher education programs
and to provide them with an education
of the highest quality available any-
where in the world and which reflects
the unique needs of the Nation. It is de-
signed to stimulate and enable colleges
and universities to provide the quality
of education necessary to produce bac-
calaureate or higher degree level grad-
uates capable of strengthening the Na-
tion’s food and agricultural scientific
and professional work force. It is in-
tended that projects supported by the
program will:
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(a) Address a State, regional, na-
tional, or international educational
need;

(b) Involve a creative or nontradi-
tional approach toward addressing that
need which can serve as a model to oth-
ers;

(c) Encourage and facilitate better
working relationships in the university
science and education community, as
well as between universities and the
private sector, to enhance program
quality and supplement available re-
sources; and

(d) Result in benefits which will like-
ly transcend the project duration and
USDA support.

§3405.5 Matching funds.

Each application must provide for
matching support from a non-Federal
source. NIFA will cite in the program
announcement the required percentage
of institutional cost sharing.

§3405.6 Scope of program.

This program supports projects re-
lated to strengthening undergraduate
or graduate teaching programs as spec-
ified in the annual program announce-
ment. Only proposals addressing one or
more of the specific targeted need
areas(s) identified in the program an-
nouncement will be funded. Proposals
may focus on any subject matter
area(s) in the food and agricultural
sciences unless limited by determina-
tions as specified in the annual pro-
gram announcement. A proposal may
address a single targeted need area or
multiple targeted need areas, and may
be focused on a single subject matter
area or multiple subject matter areas,
in any combination (e.g., curriculum
development in horticulture; cur-
riculum development, faculty enhance-
ment, and student experiential learn-
ing in animal science; faculty enhance-
ment in food science and agribusiness
management; or instruction delivery
systems and student experiential learn-
ing in plant science, horticulture, and
entomology). Targeted need areas will
consist of one or more of the following:

(a) Curricula design and materials de-
velopment. (1) The purpose of this ini-
tiative is to promote new and improved
curricula and materials to increase the
quality of, and continuously renew, the
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Nation’s academic programs in the
food and agricultural sciences. The
overall objective is to stimulate the de-
velopment and facilitate the use of ex-
emplary education models and mate-
rials that incorporate the most recent
advances in subject matter, research
on teaching and learning theory, and
instructional technology. Proposals
may emphasize: the development of
courses of study, degree programs, and
instructional materials; the use of new
approaches to the study of traditional
subjects; or the introduction of new
subjects, or new applications of knowl-
edge, pertaining to the food and agri-
cultural sciences.

(2) Examples include, but are not lim-
ited to, curricula and materials that
promote:

(i) Raising the level of scholastic
achievement of the Nation’s graduates
in the food and agricultural sciences.

(ii) Addressing the special needs of
particular groups of students, such as
minorities, gifted and talented, or
those with educational backgrounds
that warrant enrichment.

(iii) Using alternative instructional
strategies or methodologies, including
computer-assisted instruction or sim-
ulation modeling, media programs that
reach large audiences efficiently and
effectively, activities that provide
hands-on learning experiences, and
educational programs that extend
learning beyond the classroom.

(iv) Using sound pedagogy, particu-
larly with regard to recent research on
how to motivate students to learn, re-
tain, apply, and transfer knowledge,
skills, and competencies.

(v) Building student competencies to
integrate and synthesize knowledge
from several disciplines.

(b) Faculty preparation and enhance-
ment for teaching. (1) The purpose of
this initiative is to advance faculty de-
velopment in the areas of teaching
competency, subject matter expertise,
or student recruitment and advising
skills. Teachers are central to edu-
cation. They serve as models,
motivators, and mentors—the cata-
lysts of the learning process. Moreover,
teachers are agents for developing, rep-

licating, and exchanging effective
teaching materials and methods. For
these reasons, education can be
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strengthened only when teachers are
adequately prepared, highly motivated,
and appropriately recognized and re-
warded.

(2) BEach faculty recipient of support
for developmental activities under
§3405.6(b) must be an ‘‘eligible partici-
pant” as defined in §3405.2(j) of this
part.

(3) Examples of developmental activi-
ties include, but are not limited to,
those which enable teaching faculty to:

(i) Gain experience with recent devel-
opments or innovative technology rel-
evant to their teaching responsibil-
ities.

(ii) Work under the guidance and di-
rection of experts who have substantial
expertise in an area related to the de-
velopmental goals of the project.

(iii) Work with scientists or profes-
sionals in government, industry, or
other colleges or universities to learn
new applications in a field.

(iv) Obtain personal experience work-
ing with new ideas and techniques.

(v) Expand competence with new
methods of information delivery, such
as computer-assisted or televised in-
struction.

(vi) Increase understanding of the
special needs of non-traditional stu-
dents or students from groups that are
underrepresented in the food and agri-
cultural sciences workforce.

(c) Instruction delivery systems. (1) The
purpose of this initiative is to encour-
age the use of alternative methods of
delivering instruction to enhance the
quality, effectiveness, and cost effi-
ciency of teaching programs. The im-
portance of this initiative is evidenced
by advances in educational research
which have substantiated the theory
that differences in the learning styles
of students often require alternative
instructional methodologies. Also, the
rising costs of higher education strong-
ly suggest that colleges and univer-
sities undertake more efforts of a col-
laborative nature in order to deliver in-
struction which maximizes program
quality and reduces unnecessary dupli-
cation. At the same time, advance-
ments in knowledge and technology
continue to introduce new subject mat-
ter areas which warrant consideration
and implementation of innovative in-
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struction techniques,
and delivery systems.

(2) Examples include, but are not lim-
ited to:

(i) Use of computers.

(ii) Teleconferencing.

(iii) Networking via satellite commu-
nications.

(iv) Regionalization of academic pro-
grams.

(v) Mobile classrooms and labora-
tories.

(vi) Individualized learning centers.

(vii) Symposia, forums, regional or
national workshops, etc.

(d) Scientific instrumentation for teach-
ing. (1) The purpose of this initiative is
to provide students in science-oriented
courses the necessary experience with
suitable, up-to-date equipment in order
to involve them in work central to sci-
entific understanding and progress.
This program initiative will support
the acquisition of instructional labora-
tory and classroom equipment to as-
sure the achievement and maintenance
of outstanding food and agricultural
sciences higher education programs. A
proposal may request support for ac-
quiring new, state-of-the-art instruc-
tional scientific equipment, upgrading
existing equipment, or replacing non-
functional or clearly obsolete equip-
ment.

(2) Examples include, but are not lim-
ited to:

(i) Rental or purchase of modern in-
struments to improve student learning
experiences in courses, laboratories,
and field work.

(ii) Development of new ways of
using instrumentation to extend in-
structional capabilities.

(iii) HEstablishment of equipment-
sharing capability via consortia or cen-
ters that develop innovative opportuni-
ties, such as mobile laboratories or sat-
ellite access to industry or government
laboratories.

(e) Student experiential learning. (1)
The purpose of this initiative is to fur-
ther the development of student sci-
entific and professional competencies
through experiential learning programs
which provide students with opportuni-
ties to solve complex problems in the
context of real-world situations. Effec-
tive experiential learning is essential

methodologies,
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in preparing future graduates to ad-
vance knowledge and technology, en-
hance quality of life, conserve re-
sources, and revitalize the Nation’s
economic competitiveness. Such expe-
riential learning opportunities are
most effective when they serve to ad-
vance decision-making and commu-
nication skills as well as technological
expertise.

(2) Examples include, but are not lim-
ited to, projects which:

(i) Provide opportunities for students
to participate in research projects, ei-
ther as a part of an ongoing research
project or in a project designed espe-
cially for this program.

(ii) Provide opportunities for stu-
dents to complete apprenticeships, in-
ternships, or similar participatory
learning experiences.

(iii) Expand and enrich courses which
are of a practicum nature.

(iv) Provide career mentoring experi-
ences that link students with out-
standing professionals.

(f) Student recruitment and retention.
(1) The purpose of this initiative is to
strengthen student recruitment and re-
tention programs in order to promote
the future strength of the Nation’s sci-
entific and professional work force.
The Nation’s economic competitive-
ness and quality of life rest upon the
availability of a cadre of outstanding
research scientists, university faculty,
and other professionals in the food and
agricultural sciences. A substantial
need exists to supplement efforts to at-
tract increased numbers of academi-
cally outstanding students to prepare
for careers as food and agricultural sci-
entists and professionals. It is particu-
larly important to augment the racial,
ethnic, and gender diversity of the stu-
dent body in order to promote a robust
exchange of ideas and a more effective
use of the full breadth of the Nation’s
intellectual resources.

(2) Each student recipient of mone-
tary support for education costs or de-
velopmental purposes under §3405.6(f)
must be enrolled at an eligible institu-
tion and meet the requirement of an
‘“‘eligible participant” as defined in
§3405.2(j) of this part.

(3) Examples include, but are not lim-
ited to:
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(i) Special outreach programs for ele-
mentary and secondary students as
well as parents, counselors, and the
general public to broaden awareness of
the extensive nature and diversity of
career opportunities for graduates in
the food and agricultural sciences.

(ii) Special activities and materials
to establish more effective linkages
with high school science classes.

(iii) Unique or innovative student re-
cruitment activities, materials, and
personnel.

(iv) Special retention programs to as-
sure student progression through and
completion of an educational program.

(v) Development and dissemination
of stimulating career information ma-
terials.

(vi) Use of regional or national media
to promote food and agricultural
sciences higher education.

(vii) Providing financial incentives to
enable and encourage students to pur-
sue and complete an undergraduate or
graduate degree in an area of the food
and agricultural sciences.

(viii) Special recruitment programs
to increase the participation of stu-
dents from non-traditional or under-
represented groups in courses of study
in the food and agricultural sciences.

§3405.7 Joint project proposals.

Applicants are encouraged to submit
joint project proposals as defined in
§3405.2(m), which address regional or
national problems and which will re-
sult overall in strengthening higher
education in the food and agricultural
sciences. The goals of such joint initia-
tives should include maximizing the
use of limited resources by generating
a critical mass of expertise and activ-
ity focused on a targeted need area(s),
increasing cost-effectiveness through
achieving economies of scale, strength-
ening the scope and quality of a
project’s impact, and promoting coali-
tion building likely to transcend the
project’s lifetime and lead to future
ventures.

§3405.8 Complementary project pro-
posals.

Institutions may submit proposals
that are complementary in nature as
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defined in §3405.2(g). Such complemen-
tary project proposals may be sub-
mitted by the same or by different eli-
gible institutions.

§3405.9 Use of funds for facilities.

Under the Higher Education Chal-
lenge Grants Program, the use of grant
funds to plan, acquire, or construct a
building or facility is not allowed. With
prior approval, in accordance with the
cost principles set forth in 2 CFR part
200, some grant funds may be used for
minor alterations, renovations, or re-
pairs deemed necessary to retrofit ex-
isting teaching spaces in order to carry
out a funded project. However, requests
to use grant funds for such purposes
must demonstrate that the alterations,
renovations, or repairs are incidental
to the major purpose for which a grant
is made.

[62 FR 39317, July 22, 1997, as amended at 79
FR 75999, Dec. 19, 2014]

Subpart C—Preparation of a
Proposal

§3405.10 Program application mate-
rials.

Program application materials in an
application package will be made avail-
able to eligible institutions upon re-
quest. These materials include the pro-
gram announcement, the administra-
tive provisions for the program, and
the forms needed to prepare and submit
grant applications under the program.

§3405.11 Content of a proposal.

(a) Proposal cover page. (1) Form
NIFA-T712, ‘“‘Higher Education Proposal
Cover Page,”” must be completed in its
entirety. Note that providing a Social
Security Number is voluntary, but is
an integral part of the NIFA informa-
tion system and will assist in the proc-
essing of the proposal.

(2) One copy of the Form NIFA-712
must contain the pen-and-ink signa-
tures of the Project Director(s) and au-
thorized organizational representative
for the applicant institution.

(3) The title of the project shown on
the ‘‘Higher Education Proposal Cover
Page’” must be brief (80-character max-
imum) yet represent the major thrust
of the project. This information will be
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used by the Department to provide in-
formation to the Congress and other
interested parties.

(4) In block 7. of Form NIFA-T712,
enter ‘‘Higher Education Challenge
Grants Program.”

(5) In block 8.a. of Form NIFA-T12,
enter ‘‘Teaching.” In block 8.b. identify
the code for the targeted need area(s)
as found on the reverse of the form. If
a proposal focuses on multiple targeted
need areas, enter each code associated
with the project and place an asterisk
(*) immediately following the code for
the primary targeted need area. In
block 8.c. identify the major area(s) of
emphasis as found on the reverse of the
form. If a proposal focuses on multiple
areas of emphasis, enter each code as-
sociated with the project. This infor-
mation will be used by program staff
for the proper assignment of proposals
to peer reviewers.

(6) In block 9. of Form NIFA-712, in-
dicate if the proposal is a complemen-
tary project proposal or a joint project
proposal as defined in §3405.2(g) and
§3405.2(m), respectively, of this part. If
it is not a complementary project pro-
posal or a joint project proposal, iden-
tify it as a regular project proposal.

(7) In block 13. of Form NIFA-712, in-
dicate if the proposal is a new, first-
time submission or if the proposal is a
resubmission of a proposal that has
been submitted to, but not funded
under, the Higher Education Challenge
Grants Program in a previous competi-
tion.

(b) Table of contents. For ease in lo-
cating information, each proposal must
contain a detailed table of contents
just after the Proposal Cover Page. The
Table of Contents should include page
numbers for each component of the
proposal. Pagination should begin im-
mediately following the Table of Con-
tents.

(¢c) Project summary. (1) A Project
Summary should immediately follow
the Table of Contents. The information
provided in the Project Summary may
be used by the program staff for a vari-
ety of purposes, including the proper
assignment of proposals to peer review-
ers and providing information to peer
reviewers prior to the peer panel meet-
ing. The name of the institution, the
targeted need area(s), and the title of
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the proposal must be identified exactly
as shown on the ‘‘Higher Education
Proposal Cover Page.”

(2) If the proposal is a complemen-
tary project proposal, as defined in
§3405.2(g) of this part, indicate such
and identify the other complementary
project(s) by citing the name of the
submitting institution, the title of the
project, the project director, and the
grant number (if funded in a previous
year) exactly as shown on the cover
page of the complementary project so
that appropriate consideration can be
given to the interrelatedness of the
proposals in the evaluation process.

(3) If the proposal is a joint project
proposal, as defined in §3405.2(m) of
this part, indicate such and identify
the other participating institutions
and the key faculty member or other
individual responsible for coordinating
the project at each institution.

(4) The Project Summary should be a
concise description of the proposed ac-
tivity suitable for publication by the
Department to inform the general pub-
lic about awards under the program.
The text must not exceed one page, sin-
gle-spaced. The Project Summary
should be a self-contained description
of the activity which would result if
the proposal is funded by USDA. It
should include: The objectives of the
project; a synopsis of the plan of oper-
ation; a description of how the project
will strengthen higher education in the
food and agricultural sciences in the
United States; and the plans for dis-
seminating project results. The Project
Summary should be written so that a
technically literate reader can evalu-
ate the use of Federal funds in support
of the project.

(d) Resubmission of a proposal—(1) Re-
submission of previously unfunded pro-
posals. If a proposal has been submitted
previously, but was not funded, such
should be indicated in block 13. on
Form NIFA-712, ‘“Higher Education
Proposal Cover Page,” and the fol-
lowing information should be included
in the proposal: The fiscal year(s) in
which the proposal was submitted pre-
viously; a summary of the peer review-
ers’ comments; and how these com-
ments have been addressed in the cur-
rent proposal, including the page num-
bers in the current proposal where the
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peer reviewers’ comments have been
addressed. This information may be
provided as a section of the proposal
following the Project Summary and
preceding the proposal narrative or it
may be placed in the Appendix (see
§3405.11(i)). In either case, the location
of this information should be indicated
in the Table of Contents. Further,
when possible, the information should
be presented in tabular format. Appli-
cants who choose to resubmit proposals
that were previously submitted, but
not funded, should note that resub-
mitted proposals must compete equally
with newly submitted proposals. Sub-
mitting a proposal that has been re-
vised based on a previous peer review
panel’s critique of the proposal does
not guarantee the success of the resub-
mitted proposal.

(2) Resubmission of previously funded
proposals. The Higher Education Chal-
lenge Grants Program is not designed
to support activities that essentially
are repetitive in nature over multiple
grant awards. Project directors who
have had their projects funded pre-
viously are discouraged from resubmit-
ting relatively identical proposals for
further funding. Proposals that are se-
quential continuations or new stages of
previously funded Challenge Grants
Program projects must compete with
first-time proposals. Therefore, project
directors should thoroughly dem-
onstrate how the project proposed in
the current application expands sub-
stantially upon a previously funded
project (i.e., demonstrate how the new
project will advance the former project
to the next level of attainment or will
achieve expanded goals). The proposal
must also show the degree to which the
new phase promotes innovativeness
and creativity beyond the scope of the
previously funded project.

(e) Narrative of a proposal. The nar-
rative portion of the proposal is lim-
ited to 20 pages in length. The one-page
Project Summary is not included in
the 20-page limitation. The narrative
must be typed on one side of the page
only, using a font no smaller than 12
point, and double-spaced. All margins
must be at least one inch. All pages fol-
lowing the Table of Contents must be
paginated. It should be noted that peer
reviewers will not be required to read
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beyond 20 pages of the narrative to
evaluate the proposal. The narrative
should contain the following sections:

(1) Potential for advancing the quality
of education—(1) Impact. (A) Identify the
targeted need area(s).

(B) Clearly state the specific instruc-
tional problem or opportunity to be ad-
dressed.

(C) Describe how and by whom the
focus and scope of the project were de-
termined. Summarize the body of
knowledge which substantiates the
need for the proposed project.

(D) Describe ongoing or recently
completed significant activities related
to the proposed project for which pre-
vious funding was received under this
program.

(E) Discuss how the project will be of
value at the State, regional, national,
or international level(s).

(F) Discuss how the benefits to be de-
rived from the project will transcend
the applicant institution or the grant
period. Also discuss the probabilities of
the project being adapted by other in-
stitutions. For example, can the
project serve as a model for others?

(i1) Continuation plans. Discuss the
likelihood of, or plans for, continuation
or expansion of the project beyond
USDA support. For example, does the
institution’s long-range budget or aca-
demic plan provide for the realistic
continuation or expansion of the initia-
tive undertaken by this project after
the end of the grant period, are plans
for eventual self-support built into the
project, are plans being made to insti-
tutionalize the program if it meets
with success, and are there indications
of other continuing non-Federal sup-
port?

(iii) Imnovation. Describe the degree
to which the proposal reflects an inno-
vative or non-traditional approach to
solving a higher education problem or
strengthening the quality of higher
education in the food and agricultural
sciences.

(iv) Products and results. Explain the
expected products and results and their
potential impact on strengthening food
and agricultural sciences higher edu-
cation in the United States.

(2) Owerall approach and cooperative
linkages—(i)  Proposed approach—(A)
bjectives. Cite and discuss the specific
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objectives to be accomplished under
the project.

(B) Plan of operation. (1) Describe pro-
cedures for accomplishing the objec-
tives of the project.

(2) Describe plans for management of
the project to ensure its proper and ef-
ficient administration.

(3) Describe the way in which re-
sources and personnel will be used to
conduct the project.

(C) Timetable. Provide a timetable for
conducting the project. Identify all im-
portant project milestones and dates as
they relate to project start-up, execu-
tion, evaluation, dissemination, and
close-out.

(i1) Ewaluation plans. (A) Provide a
plan for evaluating the accomplish-
ment of stated objectives during the
conduct of the project. Indicate the cri-
teria, and corresponding weight of
each, to be used in the evaluation proc-
ess, describe any data to be collected
and analyzed, and explain the method-
ology that will be used to determine
the extent to which the needs under-
lying the project are met.

(B) Provide a plan for evaluating the
effectiveness of the end results upon
conclusion of the project. Include the
same Kkinds of information requested in
§3405.11(e)(2)(i1)(A).

(iii) Dissemination plans. Discuss
plans to disseminate project results
and products. Identify target audiences
and explain methods of communica-
tion.

(iv) Partnerships and collaborative ef-
forts. (A) Explain how the project will
maximize partnership ventures and col-
laborative efforts to strengthen food
and agricultural sciences higher edu-
cation (e.g., involvement of faculty in
related disciplines at the same institu-
tion, joint projects with other colleges
or universities, or cooperative activi-
ties with business or industry). Also
explain how it will stimulate aca-
demia, the States, or the private sector
to join with the Federal partner in en-
hancing food and agricultural sciences
higher education.

(B) Provide evidence, via letters from
the parties involved, that arrange-
ments necessary for collaborative part-
nerships or joint initiatives have been
discussed and realistically can be ex-
pected to come to fruition, or actually
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have been finalized contingent on an
award under this program. Letters
must be signed by an official who has
the authority to commit the resources
of the organization. Such letters
should be referenced in the plan of op-
eration, but the actual letters should
be included in the Appendix section of
the proposal. Any potential conflict(s)
of interest that might result from the
proposed collaborative arrangements
must be discussed in detail.

(3) Institutional commitment and re-
sources—(i) Institutional commitment.
Discuss the institution’s commitment
to the project. For example, substan-
tiate that the institution attributes a
high priority to the project, discuss
how the project will contribute to the
achievement of the institution’s long-
term (five-to ten-year) goals, explain
how the project will help satisfy the in-
stitution’s high-priority objectives, or
show how this project is linked to and
supported by the institution’s strategic
plan.

(ii) Imstitutional resources. Document
the commitment of institutional re-
sources to the project, and show that
the institutional resources to be made
available to the project, when com-
bined with the support requested from
USDA, will be adequate to carry out
the activities of the project. Discuss in-
stitutional facilities, equipment, com-
puter services, and other appropriate
resources available to the project.

(f) Key personnel. A Form NIFA-708,
“Summary Vita—Teaching Proposal,”
should be included for each key person
associated with the project.

(g) Budget and cost-effectiveness—(1)
Budget form. (i) Prepare Form NIFA-
713, “Higher Education Budget,” in ac-
cordance with instructions provided
with the form. Proposals may request
support for a period to be identified in
each year’s program announcement. A
budget form is required for each year of
requested support. In addition, a sum-
mary budget is required detailing the
requested total support for the overall
project period. Form NIFA-713 may be
reproduced as needed by proposers.
Funds may be requested under any of
the categories listed on the form, pro-
vided that the item or service for
which support is requested is allowable
under the authorizing legislation, the
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applicable Federal cost principles, and
these administrative provisions, and
can be justified as necessary for the
successful conduct of the proposed
project.

(ii) The approved negotiated instruc-
tion rate or the rate allowed by law
should be used when computing indi-
rect costs. If a reduced rate of indirect
costs is voluntarily requested from
USDA, the remaining allowable indi-
rect costs may be used as matching
funds.

(2) Matching funds. When docu-
menting matching contributions, use
the following guidelines:

(i) When preparing the column of
Form NIFA-T713 entitled ‘‘Applicant
Contributions to Matching Funds,”
only those costs to be contributed by
the applicant for the purposes of
matching should be shown. The total
amount of this column should be indi-
cated in item M.

(ii) In item N of Form NIFA-T13,
show a total dollar amount for Cash
Contributions from both the applicant
and any third parties; also show a total
dollar amount (based on current fair
market value) for Non-cash Contribu-
tions from both the applicant and any
third parties.

(iii) To be counted toward the match-
ing requirements stated in §3405.5 of
this part, proposals must include writ-
ten verification of any actual commit-
ments of matching support (including
both cash and non-cash contributions)
from third parties. Written verification
means—

(A) For any third party cash con-
tributions, a separate pledge agree-
ment for each donation, signed by the
authorized organizational representa-
tive(s) of the donor organization and
the applicant institution, which must
include:

(I) The name, address, and telephone
number of the donor;

(2) The name of the applicant institu-
tion;

(3) The title of the project for which
the donation is made;

(4) The dollar amount of the cash do-
nation; and

(5) A statement that the donor will
pay the cash contribution during the
grant period; and
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(B) For any third party non-cash con-
tributions, a separate pledge agree-
ment for each contribution, signed by
the authorized organizational rep-
resentative(s) of the donor organiza-
tion and the applicant institution,
which must include:

(I) The name, address, and telephone
number of the donor;

(2) The name of the applicant institu-
tion;

(3) The title of the project for which
the donation is made;

(4) A good faith estimate of the cur-
rent fair market value of the non-cash
contribution; and

(5) A statement that the donor will
make the contribution during the
grant period.

(iv) All pledge agreements referenced
in §3405.11(2)(2)(iii) (A) and (B) must be
placed in the proposal immediately fol-
lowing Form NIFA-713. The sources
and amounts of all matching support
from outside the applicant institution
should be summarized in the Budget
Narrative section of the proposal.

(v) Applicants should refer to 2 CFR
part 200 and part 400 for further guid-
ance and other requirements relating
to matching and allowable costs.

(3) Chart on shared budget for joint
project proposal. For a joint project pro-
posal, a plan must be provided indi-
cating how funds will be distributed to
the participating institutions. The
budget section of a joint project pro-
posal should include a chart indicating:
The names of the participating institu-
tions; the amount of funds to be dis-
bursed to those institutions; and the
way in which such funds will be used in
accordance with items A through L of
Form NIFA-713, ‘Higher Education
Budget.”” If a proposal is not for a joint
project, such a chart is not required.

(4) Budget narrative. (i) Discuss how
the budget specifically supports the
proposed project activities. Explain
how such budget items as professional
or technical staff, travel, equipment,
etc., are essential to achieving project
objectives.

(ii) Justify that the total budget, in-
cluding funds requested from USDA
and any matching support provided,
will be adequate to carry out the ac-
tivities of the project. Provide a sum-
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mary of sources and amounts of all
third party matching support.

(iii) Justify the project’s cost-effec-
tiveness. Show how the project maxi-
mizes the use of limited resources, op-
timizes educational value for the dol-
lar, achieves economies of scale, or
leverages additional funds. For exam-
ple, discuss how the project has the po-
tential to generate a critical mass of
expertise and activity focused on a tar-
geted need area, or to promote coali-
tion building that could lead to future
ventures.

(iv) Include the percentage of time
key personnel will work on the project,
both during the academic year and
summer. When salaries of university
personnel will be paid by a combina-
tion of USDA and institutional funds,
the total compensation must not ex-
ceed the faculty member’s regular an-
nual compensation. In addition, the
total commitment of time devoted to
the project, when combined with time
for teaching and research duties, other
sponsored agreements, and other em-
ployment obligations to the institu-
tion, must not exceed 100 percent of the
normal workload for which the em-
ployee is compensated, in accordance
with established university policies
and applicable Federal cost principles.

(v) If the proposal addresses more
than one targeted need area (e.g., stu-
dent experiential learning and instruc-
tion delivery systems), estimate the
proportion of the funds requested from
USDA that will support each respective
targeted need area.

(h) Current and pending support. Each
applicant must complete Form NIFA-
663, ‘‘Current and Pending Support,”
identifying any other current public-
or private-sponsored projects, in addi-
tion to the proposed project, to which
key personnel listed in the proposal
under consideration have committed
portions of their time, whether or not
salary support for the person(s) in-
volved is included in the budgets of the
various projects. This information
should also be provided for any pending
proposals which are currently being
considered by, or which will be sub-
mitted in the near future to other pos-
sible sponsors, including other USDA
programs or agencies. Concurrent sub-
mission of identical or similar projects
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to other possible sponsors will not prej-
udice the review or evaluation of a
project under this program.

(i) Appendix. BEach project narrative
is expected to be complete in itself and
to meet the 20-page limitation. Inclu-
sion of material in an Appendix should
not be used to circumvent the 20-page
limitation of the proposal narrative.
However, in those instances where in-
clusion of supplemental information is
necessary to guarantee the peer review
panel’s complete understanding of a
proposal or to illustrate the integrity
of the design or a main thesis of the
proposal, such information may be in-
cluded in an Appendix. Examples of
supplemental material are photo-
graphs, journal reprints, brochures and
other pertinent materials which are
deemed to be illustrative of major
points in the narrative but unsuitable
for inclusion in the proposal narrative
itself. Information on previously sub-
mitted proposals may also be presented
in the Appendix (refer to §3405.11(d)).
When possible, information in the Ap-
pendix should be presented in tabular
format. A complete set of the Appendix
material must be attached to each
copy of the grant application sub-
mitted. The Appendix must be identi-
fied with the title of the project as it
appears on Form NIFA-712 of the pro-
posal and the name(s) of the project di-
rector(s). The Appendix must be ref-
erenced in the proposal narrative.

[62 FR 39317, July 22, 1997, as amended at 79
FR 75999, Dec. 19, 2014]

Subpart D—Submission of a
Proposal

§3405.12 Intent to submit a proposal.

To assist NIFA in preparing for the
review of proposals, institutions plan-
ning to submit proposals may be re-
quested to complete Form NIFA-T11,
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“Intent to Submit a Proposal,” pro-
vided in the application package. NIFA
will determine each year if Intent to
Submit a Proposal forms will be re-
quested and provide such information
in the program announcement. If In-
tent to Submit a Proposal forms are re-
quired, one form should be completed
and returned for each proposal an insti-
tution anticipates submitting. Submit-
ting this form does not commit an in-
stitution to any course of action, nor
does failure to send this form prohibit
an institution from submitting a pro-
posal.

§3405.13 When and where to submit a
proposal.

The program announcement will pro-
vide the deadline date for submitting a
proposal, the number of copies of each
proposal that must be submitted, and
the address to which proposals must be
submitted.

Subpart E—Proposal Review and
Evaluation

§3405.14 Proposal review.

The proposal evaluation process in-
cludes both internal staff review and
merit evaluation by peer review panels
comprised of scientists, educators,
business representatives, and Govern-
ment officials. Peer review panels will
be selected and structured to provide
optimum expertise and objective judg-
ment in the evaluation of proposals.

§3405.15

The maximum score a proposal can
receive is 200 points. Unless otherwise
stated in the annual solicitation pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER, the
peer review panel will consider the fol-
lowing criteria and weights to evaluate
proposals submitted:

Evaluation criteria.

Evaluation Criterion

Weight

(a) Potential for advancing the quality of education:

This criterion is used to assess the likelihood that the project will have a substantial impact upon and ad-
vance the quality of food and agricultural sciences higher education by strengthening institutional capac-
ities through promoting education reform to meet clearly delineated needs.

(1) Impact—Does the project address a targeted need area(s)? Is the problem or opportunity
clearly documented? Does the project address a State, regional, national, or international prob-
lem or opportunity? Will the benefits to be derived from the project transcend the applicant in-
stitution and/or the grant period? Is it probable that other institutions will adapt this project for
their own use? Can the project serve as a model for others?.

20 points.
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Evaluation Criterion Weight

(2) Continuation plans—Are there plans for continuation or expansion of the project beyond | 10 points.
USDA support? Are there indications of external, non-Federal support? Are there realistic plans
for making the project self-supporting?.

(3) Innovation—Are significant aspects of the project based on an innovative or a non-traditional | 20 points.
approach toward solving a higher education problem or strengthening the quality of higher edu-
cation in the food and agricultural sciences? If successful, is the project likely to lead to edu-
cation reform?.

(4) Products and results—Are the expected products and results of the project clearly explained? | 20 points.
Do they have the potential to strengthen food and agricultural sciences higher education? Are
the products likely to be of high quality? Will the project contribute to a better understanding of
or improvement in the quality, distribution, effectiveness, or racial, ethnic, or gender diversity of
the Nation’s food and agricultural scientific and professional expertise base?.

(b) Overall approach and cooperative linkages:
This criterion relates to the soundness of the proposed approach and the quality of the partnerships likely
to evolve as a result of the project.

(1) Proposed approach—Do the objectives and plan of operation appear to be sound and appro- | 20 points.
priate relative to the targeted need area(s) and the impact anticipated? Are the procedures
managerially, educationally, and/or scientifically sound? Is the overall plan integrated with or
does it expand upon other major efforts to improve the quality of food and agricultural sciences
higher education? Does the timetable appear to be readily achievable?.

(2) Evaluation—Are the evaluation plans adequate and reasonable? Do they allow for continuous | 10 points.
and/or frequent feedback during the life of the project? Are the individuals involved in project
evaluation skilled in evaluation strategies and procedures? Can they provide an objective eval-
uation? Do evaluation plans facilitate the measurement of project progress and outcomes?.

(3) Dissemination—Does the proposed project include clearly outlined and realistic mechanisms | 10 points.
that will lead to widespread dissemination of project results, including national electronic com-
munication systems, publications, presentations at professional conferences, and/or use by fac-
ulty development or research/teaching skills workshops.

(4) Partnerships and collaborative efforts—Will the project expand partnership ventures among | 20 points.
disciplines at a university, between colleges and universities, or with the private sector? Will
the project lead to long-term relationships or cooperative partnerships that are likely to en-
hance program quality or supplement resources available to food and agricultural sciences
higher education?.

(c) Institutional commitment and resources:
This criterion relates to the institution’s commitment to the project and the adequacy of institutional re-
sources available to carry out the project.

(1) Institutional commitment—Is there evidence to substantiate that the institution attributes a | 10 points.
high-priority to the project, that the project is linked to the achievement of the institution’s long-
term goals, that it will help satisfy the institution’s high-priority objectives, or that the project is
supported by the institution’s strategic plans?.

(2) Institutional resources—Will the project have adequate support to carry out the proposed ac- | 10 points.
tivities? Will the project have reasonable access to needed resources such as instructional in-
strumentation, facilities, computer services, library and other instruction support resources?.

(d) Key personnel: 20 points.
This criterion relates to the number and qualifications of the key persons who will carry out the project.
Are designated project personnel qualified to carry out a successful project? Are there sufficient num-
bers of personnel associated with the project to achieve the stated objectives and the anticipated out-
comes?
(e) Budget and cost-effectiveness:
This criterion relates to the extent to which the total budget adequately supports the project and is cost-ef-
fective.

(1) Budget—Is the budget request justifiable? Are costs reasonable and necessary? Will the total | 10 points.
budget be adequate to carry out project activities? Are the source(s) and amount(s) of non-
Federal matching support clearly identified and appropriately documented? For a joint project
proposal, is the shared budget explained clearly and in sufficient detail?.

(2) Cost-effectiveness—Is the proposed project cost-effective? Does it demonstrate a creative | 10 points.
use of limited resources, maximize educational value per dollar of USDA support, achieve
economies of scale, leverage additional funds or have the potential to do so, focus expertise
and activity on a targeted need area, or promote coalition building for current or future ven-
tures?.

(f) Overall quality of proposal: 10 points.
This criterion relates to the degree to which the proposal complies with the application guidelines and is of
high quality. Is the proposal enhanced by its adherence to instructions (table of contents, organization,
pagination, margin and font size, the 20-page limitation, appendices, etc.); accuracy of forms; clarity of
budget narrative; well prepared vitae for all key personnel associated with the project; and presentation

(are ideas effectively presented, clearly articulated, and thoroughly explained, etc.)?
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Subpart F—Supplementary
Information

§3405.16 Access to peer review infor-
mation.

After final decisions have been an-
nounced, NIFA will, upon request, in-
form the project director of the reasons
for its decision on a proposal. Verbatim
copies of summary reviews, not includ-
ing the identity of the peer reviewers,
will be made available to respective
project directors upon specific request.

§3405.17 Grant awards.

(a) General. Within the limit of funds
available for such purpose, the author-
ized departmental officer shall make
project grants to those responsible, eli-
gible applicants whose proposals are
judged most meritorious in the an-
nounced targeted need areas under the
evaluation criteria and procedures set
forth in this part. The beginning of the
project period shall be no later than
September 30 of the Federal fiscal year
in which the project is approved for
support. All funds granted under this
part shall be expended solely for the
purpose for which the funds are grant-
ed in accordance with the approved ap-
plication and budget, the regulations of
this part, the terms and conditions of
the award, the applicable Federal cost
principles, and 2 CFR part 200.

(b) Organizational management infor-
mation. Specific management informa-
tion relating to a proposing institution
shall be submitted on a one-time basis
prior to the award of a project grant
identified under this part if such infor-
mation has not been provided pre-
viously under this or another program
for which the sponsoring agency is re-
sponsible. Copies of the forms used to
fulfill this requirement will be sent to
the proposing institution by the spon-
soring agency as part of the pre-award
process.

(c) Notice of grant award. The grant
award document shall include at a min-
imum the following:

(1) Legal name and address of per-
forming organization.

(2) Title of project.

(3) Name(s) and address(es) of project
director(s).

(4) Identifying grant number assigned
by the Department.

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

(5) Project period, which specifies
how long the Department intends to
support the effort without requiring re-
application for funds.

(6) Total amount of Federal financial
assistance approved during the project
period.

(7) Legal authority(ies) under which
the grant is awarded.

(8) Approved budget plan for catego-
rizing allocable project funds to accom-
plish the stated purpose of the grant
award.

(9) Other information or provisions
deemed necessary by the Department
to carry out its granting activities or
to accomplish the purpose of this par-
ticular project grant.

(d) Odbligation of the Federal Govern-
ment. Neither the approval of any ap-
plication nor the award of any project
grant shall legally commit or obligate
NIFA or the United States to provide
further support of a project or any por-
tion thereof.

[62 FR 39317, July 22, 1997, as amended at 79
FR 75999, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3405.18 Use of funds; changes.

(a) Delegation of fiscal responsibility.
The grantee may not in whole or in
part delegate or transfer to another
person, institution, or organization the
responsibility for use or expenditure of
grant funds.

(b) Change in project plans. (1) The
permissible changes by the grantee,
project director(s), or other key project
personnel in the approved project grant
shall be limited to changes in method-
ology, techniques, or other aspects of
the project to expedite achievement of
the project’s approved goals. If the
grantee or the project director(s) are
uncertain as to whether a change com-
plies with this provision, the question
must be referred to the Department for
a final determination.

(2) Changes in approved goals, or ob-
jectives, shall be requested by the
grantee and approved in writing by the
authorized departmental officer prior
to effecting such changes. In no event
shall requests for such changes be ap-
proved that are outside the scope of the
approved project.

(3) Changes in approved project lead-
ership or the replacement or reassign-
ment of other key project personnel
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shall be requested by the grantee and
approved in writing by the authorized
departmental officer prior to effecting
such changes.

(4) Transfers of actual performance of
the substantive programmatic work in
whole or in part and provisions for pay-
ment of funds, whether or not Federal
funds are involved, shall be requested
by the grantee and approved in writing
by the authorized departmental officer
prior to effecting such transfers.

(c) Changes in project period. The
project period may be extended by the
authorized departmental officer with-
out additional financial support for
such additional period(s) as the author-
ized departmental officer determines
may be necessary to complete or fulfill
the purposes of an approved project.
However, due to statutory restriction,
no grant may be extended beyond five
years from the original start date of
the grant, or pre-award date, if applica-
ble. Grant extensions shall be condi-
tioned upon prior request by the grant-
ee and approval in writing by the au-
thorized departmental officer, unless
prescribed otherwise in the terms and
conditions of a grant.

(d) Changes in approved budget.
Changes in an approved budget shall be
requested by the grantee and approved
in writing by the authorized depart-
mental officer prior to instituting such
changes if the revision will:

(1) Involve transfers of amounts
budgeted for indirect costs to absorb an
increase in direct costs;

(2) Involve transfers of amounts
budgeted for direct costs to accommo-
date changes in indirect cost rates ne-
gotiated during a budget period and
not approved when a grant was award-
ed; or

(3) Involve transfers or expenditures
of amounts requiring prior approval as
set forth in the applicable Federal cost
principles, Departmental regulations,
or in the grant award.

§3405.19 Monitoring progress of fund-
ed projects.

(a) During the tenure of a grant,
project directors must attend at least
one national project directors meeting,
if offered, in Washington, DC or any
other announced location. The purpose
of the meeting will be to discuss

§3405.20

project and grant management oppor-
tunities for collaborative efforts, fu-
ture directions for education reform,
and opportunities to enhance dissemi-
nation of exemplary end products/re-
sults.

(b) An Annual Performance Report
must be submitted to the USDA pro-
gram contact person within 90 days
after the completion of the first year of
the project and annually thereafter
during the life of the grant. Generally,
the Annual Performance Reports
should include a summary of the over-
all progress toward project objectives,
current problems or unusual develop-
ments, the next year’s activities, and
any other information that is pertinent
to the ongoing project or which may be
specified in the terms and conditions of
the award.

(c) A Final Performance Report must
be submitted to the USDA program
contact person within 90 days after the
expiration date of the project. The ex-
piration date is specified in the award
documents and modifications thereto,
if any. Generally, the Final Perform-
ance Report should be a summary of
the completed project, including: A re-
view of project objectives and accom-
plishments; a description of any prod-
ucts and outcomes resulting from the
project; activities undertaken to dis-
seminate products and outcomes; part-
nerships and collaborative ventures
that resulted from the project; future
initiatives that are planned as a result
of the project; the impact of the
project on the project director(s), the
institution, and the food and agricul-
tural sciences higher education system;
and data on project personnel and
beneficiaries. The Final Performance
Report should be accompanied by sam-
ples or copies of any products or publi-
cations resulting from or developed by
the project. The Final Performance Re-
port must also contain any other infor-
mation which may be specified in the
terms and conditions of the award.

§3405.20 Other Federal statutes and
regulations that apply.

(a) The Office of Management and
Budget (‘“‘OMB’’) issued guidance on
Uniform Administrative Requirements,
Cost Principles, and Audit Require-
ments for Federal Awards at 2 CFR
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part 200 on December 26, 2013. In 2 CFR
400.1, the Department adopted OMB’s
guidance in subparts A through F of 2
CFR part 200, as supplemented by 2
CFR part 400, as the Department’s poli-
cies and procedures for uniform admin-
istrative requirements, cost principles,
and audit requirements for federal
awards. As a result, this regulation
contains references to 2 CFR part 200
as it has regulatory effect for the De-
partment’s programs and activities.”

(b) Several other Federal statutes
and/or regulations apply to grant pro-
posals considered for review or to re-
search project grants awarded under
this part. These include but are not
limited to:

2 CFR part 200—Uniform Administrative Re-
quirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Re-
quirements for Federal Awards.

2 CFR part 180 and Part 417—OMB Guidelines
to Agencies on Government-Wide Debar-
ment and Suspension (Nonprocurement)
and USDA Nonprocurement Debarment
and Suspension

7 CFR part 1c—USDA Implementation of the
Federal Policy for the Protection of
Human Subjects.

7 CFR 1.1—USDA Implementation of Free-
dom of Information Act.

7 CFR part 3—USDA Implementation of OMB
Circular A-129 Regarding Debt Collection.

7T CFR part 15, subpart A—USDA Implemen-
tation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964.

7 CFR part 3407—NIFA Procedures To Imple-
ment The National Environmental Policy
Act;

29 U.S.C. 794 (section 504, Rehabilitation Act
of 1973) and 7 CFR part 15B (USDA imple-
mentation of statute)—prohibiting dis-
crimination based upon physical or mental
handicap in Federally assisted programs;
and

35 U.S.C. 200 et seq.—Bayh-Dole Act, control-
ling allocation of rights to inventions
made by employees of small business firms
and domestic nonprofit organizations, in-
cluding universities, in Federally assisted
programs (implementing regulations are
contained in 37 CFR part 401).

[79 FR 75999, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3405.21 Confidential aspects of pro-
posals and awards.

When a proposal results in a grant, it
becomes a part of the record of the
Agency’s transactions, available to the
public upon specific request. Informa-
tion that the Secretary determines to
be of a privileged nature will be held in
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confidence to the extent permitted by
law. Therefore, any information that
the applicant wishes to have considered
as privileged should be clearly marked
as such and sent in a separate state-
ment, two copies of which should ac-
company the proposal. The original
copy of a proposal that does not result
in a grant will be retained by the Agen-
cy for a period of one year. Other cop-
ies will be destroyed. Such a proposal
will be released only with the consent
of the applicant or to the extent re-
quired by law. A proposal may be with-
drawn at any time prior to the final ac-
tion thereon.

§3405.22 Evaluation of program.

Grantees should be aware that NIFA
may, as a part of its own program eval-
uation activities, carry out in-depth
evaluations of assisted activities. Thus,
grantees should be prepared to cooper-
ate with NIFA personnel, or persons re-
tained by NIFA, evaluating the institu-
tional context and the impact of any
supported project. Grantees may be
asked to provide general information
on any students and faculty supported,
in whole or in part, by a grant awarded
under this program; information that
may be requested includes, but is not
limited to, standardized academic
achievement test scores, grade point
average, academic standing, career
patterns, age, race/ethnicity, gender,
citizenship, and disability.

PART 3406—1890 INSTITUTION CA-
PACITY BUILDING GRANTS PRO-
GRAM

Subpart A—General Information

Sec.

3406.1 Applicability of regulations.
3406.2 Definitions.

3406.3 Institutional eligibility.

Subpart B—Program Description

3406.4 Purpose of the program.

3406.5 Matching support.

3406.6 USDA agency cooperator
ment.

3406.7 General scope of program.

3406.8 Joint project proposals.

3406.9 Complementary project proposals.

3406.10 Use of funds for facilities.

require-
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Subpart C—Preparation of a Teaching
Proposal

3406.11 Scope of a teaching proposal.

3406.12 Program application materials—
teaching.

3406.13 Content of a teaching proposal.

Subpart D—Review and Evaluation of a
Teaching Proposal

3406.14 Proposal review—teaching.
3406.15 Evaluation criteria for teaching pro-
posals.

Subpart E—Preparation of a Research
Proposal

3406.16 Scope of a research proposal.

3406.17 Program application materials—re-
search.

3406.18 Content of a research proposal.

Subpart F—Review and Evaluation of a
Research Proposal

3406.19 Proposal review—research.
3406.20 Evaluation criteria for research pro-
posals.

Subpart G—Submission of a Teaching or
Research Proposal

3406.21 Intent to submit a proposal.
3406.22 When and where to submit a pro-
posal.

Subpart H—Supplementary Information

3406.23 Access to peer review information.

3406.24 Grant awards.

3406.25 TUse of funds; changes.

3406.26 Monitoring progress of
projects.

3406.27 Other Federal statutes and regula-
tions that apply.

3406.28 Confidential aspects of proposals and
awards.

3406.29 Evaluation of program.

AUTHORITY: Sec. 1470, National Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Teaching
Policy Act of 1977, as amended (7 U.S.C. 3316).

SOURCE: 62 FR 39331, July 22, 1997, unless
otherwise noted.

funded

EDITORIAL NOTE: Nomenclature changes to
part 3406 appear at 76 FR 4809, Jan. 27, 2011.

Subpart A—General Information

§3406.1 Applicability of regulations.

(a) The regulations of this part apply
only to capacity building grants award-
ed to the 1890 land-grant institutions
and Tuskegee University under the
provisions of section 1417(b)(4) of the

§3406.1

National Agricultural Research, Exten-
sion, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977,
as amended (NARETPA) (7 U.S.C.
3152(b)(4)) and pursuant to annual ap-
propriations made available specifi-
cally for an 1890 capacity building pro-
gram. Section 1417(b)(4) authorizes the
Secretary of Agriculture, who has dele-
gated the authority to theDirector of
the National Institute of Food and Ag-
riculture (NIFA), to make competitive
grants to land-grant colleges and uni-
versities, to colleges and universities
having significant minority enroll-
ments and a demonstrable capacity to
carry out the teaching of food and agri-
cultural sciences, and to other colleges
and universities having a demonstrable
capacity to carry out the teaching of
food and agricultural sciences, for a pe-
riod not to exceed 5 years, to design
and implement food and agricultural
programs to build teaching and re-
search capacity at colleges and univer-
sities having significant minority en-
rollments. Based on and subject to the
express provisions of the annual appro-
priations act, only 1890 land-grant in-
stitutions and Tuskegee University are
eligible for this grants program.

(b) To the extent that funds are
available, each year NIFA will publish
a FEDERAL REGISTER notice announc-
ing the program and soliciting grant
applications.

(c)(1) Based on the amount of funds
appropriated in any fiscal year, NIFA
will determine and cite in the program
announcement:

(i) The program area(s) to be sup-
ported (teaching, research, or both);

(ii) The proportion of the appropria-
tion reserved for, or available to,
teaching projects and research
projects;

(iii) The targeted need area(s) in
teaching and in research to be sup-
ported;

(iv) The degree level(s) to be sup-
ported;

(v) The maximum project period a
proposal may request;

(vi) The maximum amount of funds
that may be requested by an institu-
tion under a regular, complementary,
or joint project proposal; and

(vii) The maximum total funds that
may be awarded to an institution
under the program in a given fiscal
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year, including how funds awarded for
complementary and for joint projects
will be counted toward the institu-
tional maximum.

(2) The program announcement will
also specify the deadline date for pro-
posal submission, the number of copies
of each proposal that must be sub-
mitted, the address to which a proposal
must be submitted, and whether or not
Form NIFA-T711, ‘“Intent to Submit a
Proposal,” is requested.

(d)(1) If it is deemed by NIFA that,
for a given fiscal year, additional de-
terminations are necessary, each, as
relevant, will be stated in the program
announcement. Such determinations
may include:

(i) Limits on the subject matter/em-
phasis areas to be supported;

(ii) The maximum number of pro-
posals that may be submitted on behalf
of the same school, college, or equiva-
lent administrative unit within an in-
stitution;

(iii) The maximum total number of
proposals that may be submitted by an
institution;

(iv) The maximum number of pro-
posals that may be submitted by an in-
dividual in any one targeted need area;

(v) The minimum project period a
proposal may request;

(vi) The minimum amount of funds
that may be requested by an institu-
tion under a regular, complementary,
or joint project proposal;

(vii) The proportion of the appropria-
tion reserved for, or available to, reg-
ular, complementary, and joint project
proposals;

(viii) The proportion of the appro-
priation reserved for, or available to,
projects in each announced targeted
need area;

(ix) The proportion of the appropria-
tion reserved for, or available to, each
subject matter/emphasis area;

(x) The maximum number of grants
that may be awarded to an institution
under the program in a given fiscal
year, including how grants awarded for
complementary and joint projects will
be counted toward the institutional
maximum; and

(xi) Limits on the use of grant funds
for travel or to purchase equipment, if
any.
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(2) The program announcement also
will contain any other limitations
deemed necessary by NIF for proper
conduct of the program in the applica-
ble year.

(e) The regulations of this part pre-
scribe that this is a competitive pro-
gram; it is possible that an institution
may not receive any grant awards in a
particular year.

(f) The regulations of this part do not
apply to grants for other purposes
awarded by the Department of Agri-
culture under section 1417 of the Na-
tional Agricultural Research, Exten-
sion, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977,
as amended (7 U.S.C. 3152) or any other
authority.

§3406.2 Definitions.

As used in this part:

Authorized departmental officer means
the Secretary or any employee of the
Department who has the authority to
issue or modify grant instruments on
behalf of the Secretary.

Authorized organizational representa-
tive means the president of the 1890 In-
stitution or the official, designated by
the president of the institution, who
has the authority to commit the re-
sources of the institution.

Budget period means the interval of
time (usually 12 months) into which
the project period is divided for budg-
etary and reporting purposes.

Cash contributions means the appli-
cant’s cash outlay, including the out-
lay of money contributed to the appli-
cant by non-Federal third parties.

Citicen or national of the United States
means:

(1) A citizen or native resident of a
State; or,

(2) a person defined in the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C.
1101(a)(22), who, though not a citizen of
the United States, owes permanent al-
legiance to the United States.

College or University means an edu-
cational institution in any State
which:

(1) Admits as regular students only
persons having a certificate of gradua-
tion from a school providing secondary
education, or the recognized equivalent
of such a certificate;
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(2) Is legally authorized within such
State to provide a program of edu-
cation beyond secondary education;

(3) Provides an educational program
for which a baccalaureate degree or
any other higher degree is awarded;

(4) Is a public or other nonprofit in-
stitution; and

(5) Is accredited by a nationally rec-
ognized accrediting agency or associa-
tion.

Complementary project proposal means
a proposal for a project which involves
coordination with one or more other
projects for which funding was awarded
under this program in a previous fiscal
year, or for which funding is requested
under this program in the current fis-
cal year.

Cost-sharing or Matching means that
portion of project costs not borne by
the Federal Government, including the
value of in-kind contributions.

Department or USDA means the
United States Department of Agri-
culture.

1890 Institution or 1890 land-grant insti-
tution or 1890 colleges and wuniversities
means one of those institutions eligible
to receive funds under the Act of Au-
gust 30, 1890 (26 Stat. 417-419, as amend-
ed; 7 U.S.C. 321-326 and 328), or a re-
search foundation maintained by such
institution, that are the intended re-
cipients of funds under programs estab-
lished in Subtitle G of the National Ag-
ricultural Research, Extension, and
Teaching Policy Act of 1977, as amend-

ed (7 U.S.C. 3221 et seq.), including
Tuskegee University.
Eligible participant means, for pur-

poses of §3406.11(b), Faculty Prepara-
tion and Enhancement for Teaching,
and §3406.11(f), Student Recruitment
and Retention, an individual who:

(1) Is a citizen or national of the
United States, as defined in this sec-
tion; or

(2) Is a citizen of the Federated
States of Micronesia, the Republic of
the Marshall Islands, or the Republic of
Palau. Where eligibility is claimed
under paragraph (2) of the definition of
“‘citizen or national of the United
States’ as specified in this section,
documentary evidence from the Immi-
gration and Naturalization Service as
to such eligibility must be made avail-
able to NIFA upon request.

§3406.2

Food and agricultural sciences means
basic, applied, and developmental re-
search, extension, and teaching activi-
ties in the food, agricultural, renew-
able natural resources, forestry, and
physical and social sciences, in the
broadest sense of these terms, includ-
ing but not limited to, activities con-
cerned with the production, processing,
marketing, distribution, conservation,
consumption, research, and develop-
ment of food and agriculturally related
products and services, and inclusive of
programs in agriculture, natural re-
sources, aquaculture, forestry, veteri-
nary medicine, home economics, rural
development, and closely allied dis-
ciplines.

Grantee means the 1890 Institution
designated in the grant award docu-
ment as the responsible legal entity to
which a grant is awarded.

Joint project proposal means a pro-
posal for a project, which will involve
the applicant 1890 Institution and two
or more other colleges, universities,
community colleges, junior colleges, or
other institutions, each of which will
assume a major role in the conduct of
the proposed project, and for which the
applicant institution will transfer at
least one-half of the awarded funds to
the other institutions participating in
the project. Only the applicant institu-
tion must meet the definition of ‘1890
Institution” as specified in this sec-
tion; the other institutions partici-
pating in a joint project proposal are
not required to meet the definition of
‘1890 Institution” as specified in this
section, nor required to meet the defi-
nition of ‘“‘college’ or ‘‘university’ as
specified in this section.

Peer review panel means a group of ex-
perts or consultants, qualified by train-
ing and experience in particular fields
of science, education, or technology to
give expert advice on the merit of
grant applications in such fields, who
evaluate eligible proposals submitted
to this program in their personal
area(s) of expertise.

Principal investigator/project director
means the single individual designated
by the grantee in the grant application
and approved by the Secretary who is
responsible for the direction and man-
agement of the project.

273



§3406.2

Prior approval means written ap-
proval evidencing prior consent by an
“‘authorized departmental officer” as
defined in this section.

Project means the particular teaching
or research activity within the scope of
one or more of the targeted areas sup-
ported by a grant awarded under this
program.

Project period means the period, as
stated in the award document and
modifications thereto, if any, during
which Federal sponsorship begins and
ends.

Research means any systematic in-
quiry directed toward new or fuller
knowledge and understanding of the
subject studied.

Research capacity means the quality
and depth of an institution’s research
infrastructure as evidenced by its: fac-
ulty expertise in the natural or social
sciences, scientific and technical re-
sources, research environment, library
resources, and organizational struc-
tures and reward systems for attract-
ing and retaining first-rate research
faculty or students at the graduate and
post-doctorate levels.

Research project grant means a grant
in support of a project that addresses
one or more of the targeted need areas
or specific subject matter/emphasis
areas identified in the annual program
announcement related to strength-
ening research programs including, but
not limited to, such initiatives as:
Studies and experimentation in food
and agricultural sciences, centralized
research support systems, technology
delivery systems, and other creative
projects designed to provide needed en-
hancement of the Nation’s food and ag-
ricultural research system.

Secretary means the Secretary of Ag-
riculture and any other officer or em-
ployee of the Department of Agri-
culture to whom the authority in-
volved may be delegated.

State means any one of the fifty
States, the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico, Guam, American Samoa, the
Commonwealth of the Northern Mari-
anas, the Virgin Islands of the United
States, and the District of Columbia.

Teaching means formal classroom in-
struction, laboratory instruction, and
practicum experience in the food and
agricultural sciences and matters re-
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lated thereto (such as faculty develop-
ment, student recruitment and serv-
ices, curriculum development, instruc-
tional materials and equipment, and
innovative teaching methodologies)
conducted by colleges and universities
offering baccalaureate or higher de-
grees.

Teaching capacity means the quality
and depth of an institution’s academic
programs infrastructure as evidenced
by its: Curriculum, teaching faculty,
instructional delivery systems, student
experiential learning opportunities,
scientific instrumentation for teach-
ing, library resources, academic stand-
ing and racial, ethnic, or gender diver-
sity of its faculty and student body as
well as faculty and student recruit-
ment and retention programs provided
by a college or university in order to
achieve maximum results in the devel-
opment of scientific and professional
expertise for the Nation’s food and ag-
ricultural system.

Teaching project grant means a grant
in support of a project that addresses
one or more of the targeted need areas
or specific subject matter/emphasis
areas identified in the annual program
announcement related to strength-
ening teaching programs including, but
not limited to, such initiatives as: Cur-
ricula design and materials develop-
ment, faculty preparation and enhance-
ment for teaching, instruction delivery
systems, scientific instrumentation for
teaching, student experiential learn-
ing, and student recruitment and re-
tention.

Third party in-kind contributions
means non-cash contributions of prop-
erty or services provided by non-Fed-
eral third parties, including real prop-
erty, equipment, supplies and other ex-
pendable property, directly benefiting
and specifically identifiable to a funded
project or program.

USDA agency cooperator means any
agency or office of the Department
which has reviewed and endorsed an ap-
plicant’s request for support, and indi-
cates a willingness to make available
non-monetary resources or technical
assistance throughout the life of a
project to ensure the accomplishment
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of the objectives of a grant awarded
under this program.

[62 FR 39331, July 22, 1997, as amended at 76
FR 4810, Jan. 27, 2011]

§3406.3 Institutional eligibility.

Proposals may be submitted by any
of the 16 historically black 1890 land-
grant institutions and Tuskegee Uni-
versity. The 1890 land-grant institu-
tions are: Alabama A&M University;
University of Arkansas—Pine Bluff;
Delaware State TUniversity; Florida
A&M University; Fort Valley State
College; Kentucky State University;
Southern University and A&M College;
University of Maryland—Eastern
Shore; Alcorn State University; Lin-
coln University; North Carolina A&T
State University; Langston University;
South Carolina State University; Ten-
nessee State University; Prairie View
A&M University; and Virginia State
University. An institution eligible to
receive an award under this program
includes a research foundation main-
tained by an 1890 land-grant institution
or Tuskegee University.

Subpart B—Program Description

§3406.4 Purpose of the program.

(a) The Department of Agriculture
and the Nation depend upon sound pro-
grams in the food and agricultural
sciences at the Nation’s colleges and
universities to produce well trained
professionals for careers in the food
and agricultural sciences. The capacity
of institutions to offer suitable pro-
grams in the food and agricultural
sciences to meet the Nation’s need for
a well trained work force in the food
and agricultural sciences is a proper
concern for the Department.

(b) Historically, the Department has
had a close relationship with the 1890
colleges and universities, including
Tuskegee University. Through its role
as administrator of the Second Morrill
Act, the Department has borne the re-
sponsibility for helping these institu-
tions develop to their fullest potential
in order to meet the needs of students
and the needs of the Nation.

(c) The institutional capacity build-
ing grants program is intended to stim-
ulate development of quality education

§3406.6

and research programs at these institu-
tions in order that they may better as-
sist the Department, on behalf of the
Nation, in its mission of providing a
professional work force in the food and
agricultural sciences.

(d) This program is designed specifi-
cally to build the institutional teach-
ing and research capacities of the 1890
land-grant institutions through cooper-
ative programs with Federal and non-
Federal entities. The program is com-
petitive among the 1890 Institutions
and encourages matching funds on the
part of the States, private organiza-
tions, and other non-Federal entities to
encourage expanded linkages with 1890
Institutions as performers of research
and education, and as developers of sci-
entific and professional talent for the
United States food and agricultural
system. In addition, through this pro-
gram, NIFA will strive to increase the
overall pool of qualified job applicants
from underrepresented groups in order
to make significant progress toward
achieving the objectives of work force
diversity within the Federal Govern-
ment, particularly the U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture.

§3406.5 Matching support.

The Department strongly encourages
and may require non-Federal matching
support for this program. In the annual
program solicitation, NIFA will an-
nounce any incentives that may be of-
fered to applicants for committing
their own institutional resources or se-
curing third party contributions in
support of capacity building projects.
NIFA may also announce any required
fixed dollar amount or percentage of
institutional cost sharing, if applica-
ble.

§3406.6 USDA agency cooperator re-
quirement.

(a) Bach application must provide
documentation that at least one USDA
agency or office has agreed to cooper-
ate with the applicant institution on
the proposed project. The documenta-
tion should describe the expected bene-
fits of the partnership venture for the
USDA agency and for the 1890 Institu-
tion, and describe the partnership ef-
fort between USDA and the 1890 Insti-
tution in regard to the proposed
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project. Such USDA agency coopera-
tion may include, but is not limited to,
assisting the applicant institution with
proposal development, identifying pos-
sible sources of matching funds, secur-
ing resources, implementing funded
projects, providing technical assistance
and expertise throughout the life of the
project, participating in project eval-
uation, and disseminating project re-
sults.

(b) The designated NIFA agency con-
tact can provide suggestions to institu-
tions seeking to secure a USDA agency
cooperator on a particular proposal.

(c) USDA 1890 Liaison Officers, and
other USDA employees serving on the
campuses of the 1890 colleges and uni-
versities, may assist with proposal de-
velopment and project execution to
satisfy the cooperator requirement, in
whole or in part, but may not serve as
project directors or principal investiga-
tors.

(d) Any USDA office responsible for
administering a competitive or for-
mula grants program specifically tar-
geted to 1890 Institutions may not be a
cooperator for this program.

§3406.7 General scope of program.

This program supports both teaching
project grants and research project
grants. Such grants are intended to
strengthen the teaching and research
capabilities of applicant institutions.
Each 1890 Institution may submit one
or more grant applications for either
category of grants (as allowed by the
annual program notice). However, each
application must be limited to either a
teaching project grant proposal or a re-
search project grant proposal.

§3406.8 Joint project proposals.

Applicants are encouraged to submit
joint project proposals as defined in
§3406.2, which address regional or na-
tional problems and which will result
overall in strengthening the 1890 uni-
versity system. The goals of such joint
initiatives should include maximizing
the use of limited resources by gener-
ating a critical mass of expertise and
activity focused on a targeted need
area(s), increasing cost-effectiveness
through achieving economies of scale,
strengthening the scope and quality of
a project’s impact, and promoting coa-
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lition building likely to transcend the
project’s lifetime and lead to future
ventures.

§3406.9 Complementary project pro-
posals.

Institutions may submit proposals
that are complementary in nature as
defined in §3406.2. Such complementary
project proposals may be submitted by
the same or by different eligible insti-
tutions.

§3406.10 Use of funds for facilities.

Under the 1890 Institution Capacity
Building Grants Program, the use of
grant funds to plan, acquire, or con-
struct a building or facility is not al-
lowed. With prior approval, in accord-
ance with the cost principles set forth
in 2 CFR part 200, some grant funds
may be used for minor alterations, ren-
ovations, or repairs deemed necessary
to retrofit existing teaching or re-
search spaces in order to carry out a
funded project. However, requests to
use grant funds for such purposes must
demonstrate that the alterations, ren-
ovations, or repairs are incidental to
the major purpose for which a grant is
made.

[62 FR 39331, July 22, 1997, as amended at 79
FR 75999, Dec. 19, 2014]

Subpart C—Preparation of a
Teaching Proposal

§3406.11 Scope of a teaching proposal.

The teaching component of the pro-
gram will support the targeted need
area(s) related to strengthening teach-
ing programs as specified in the annual
program announcement. Proposals may
focus on any subject matter area(s) in
the food and agricultural sciences un-
less limited by determinations as spec-
ified in the annual program announce-
ment. A proposal may address a single
targeted need area or multiple targeted
need areas, and may be focused on a
single subject matter area or multiple
subject matter areas, in any combina-
tion (e.g., curriculum development in
horticulture; curriculum development,
faculty enhancement, and student ex-
periential learning in animal science;
faculty enhancement in food science
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and agribusiness management; or in-
struction delivery systems and student
experiential learning in plant science,
horticulture, and entomology). Appli-
cants are also encouraged to include a
library enhancement component re-
lated to the teaching project in their
proposals. A proposal may be directed
toward the undergraduate or graduate
level of study as specified in the annual
program announcement. Targeted need
areas for teaching programs will con-
sist of one or more of the following:

(a) Curricula design and materials de-
velopment. (1) The purpose of this need
area is to promote new and improved
curricula and materials to increase the
quality of, and continuously renew, the
Nation’s academic programs in the
food and agricultural sciences. The
overall objective is to stimulate the de-
velopment and facilitate the use of ex-
emplary education models and mate-
rials that incorporate the most recent
advances in subject matter, research
on teaching and learning theory, and
instructional technology. Proposals
may emphasize: The development of
courses of study, degree programs, and
instructional materials; the use of new
approaches to the study of traditional
subjects; or the introduction of new
subjects, or new applications of knowl-
edge, pertaining to the food and agri-
cultural sciences.

(2) Examples include, but are not lim-
ited to, curricula and materials that
promote:

(i) Raising the level of scholastic
achievement of the Nation’s graduates
in the food and agricultural sciences.

(ii) Addressing the special needs of
particular groups of students, such as
minorities, gifted and talented, or
those with educational backgrounds
that warrant enrichment.

(iii) Using alternative instructional
strategies or methodologies, including
computer-assisted instruction or sim-
ulation modeling, media programs that
reach large audiences efficiently and
effectively, activities that provide
hands-on learning experiences, and
educational programs that extend
learning beyond the classroom.

(iv) Using sound pedagogy, particu-
larly with regard to recent research on
how to motivate students to learn, re-
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tain, apply, and transfer knowledge,
skills, and competencies.

(v) Building student competencies to
integrate and synthesize knowledge
from several disciplines.

(b) Faculty preparation and enhance-
ment for teaching. (1) The purpose of
this need area is to advance faculty de-
velopment in the areas of teaching
competency, subject matter expertise,
or student recruitment and advising
skills. Teachers are central to edu-
cation. They serve as models,
motivators, and mentors—the cata-
lysts of the learning process. Moreover,
teachers are agents for developing, rep-

licating, and exchanging effective
teaching materials and methods. For
these reasons, education can be

strengthened only when teachers are
adequately prepared, highly motivated,
and appropriately recognized and re-
warded.

(2) Each faculty recipient of support
for developmental activities under
§3406.11(b) must be an ‘‘eligible partici-
pant” as defined in §3406.2 of this part.

(3) Examples of developmental activi-
ties include, but are not limited to,
those which enable teaching faculty to:

(i) Gain experience with recent devel-
opments or innovative technology rel-
evant to their teaching responsibil-
ities.

(ii) Work under the guidance and di-
rection of experts who have substantial
expertise in an area related to the de-
velopmental goals of the project.

(iii) Work with scientists or profes-
sionals in government, industry, or
other colleges or universities to learn
new applications in a field.

(iv) Obtain personal experience work-
ing with new ideas and techniques.

(v) Expand competence with new
methods of information delivery, such
as computer-assisted or televised in-
struction.

(c) Instruction delivery systems. (1) The
purpose of this need area is to encour-
age the use of alternative methods of
delivering instruction to enhance the
quality, effectiveness, and cost effi-
ciency of teaching programs. The im-
portance of this initiative is evidenced
by advances in educational research
which have substantiated the theory
that differences in the learning styles
of students often require alternative
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instructional methodologies. Also, the
rising costs of higher education strong-
ly suggest that colleges and univer-
sities undertake more efforts of a col-
laborative nature in order to deliver in-
struction which maximizes program
quality and reduces unnecessary dupli-
cation. At the same time, advance-
ments in knowledge and technology
continue to introduce new subject mat-
ter areas which warrant consideration
and implementation of innovative in-
struction techniques, methodologies,
and delivery systems.

(2) Examples include, but are not lim-
ited to:

(i) Use of computers.

(ii) Teleconferencing.

(iii) Networking via satellite commu-
nications.

(iv) Regionalization of academic pro-
grams.

(v) Mobile classrooms and Ilabora-
tories.

(vi) Individualized learning centers.

(vii) Symposia, forums, regional or
national workshops, etc.

(d) Scientific Instrumentation for teach-
ing. (1) The purpose of this need area is
to provide students in science-oriented
courses the necessary experience with
suitable, up-to-date equipment in order
to involve them in work central to sci-
entific understanding and progress.
This program initiative will support
the acquisition of instructional labora-
tory and classroom equipment to as-
sure the achievement and maintenance
of outstanding food and agricultural
sciences higher education programs. A
proposal may request support for ac-
quiring new, state-of-the-art instruc-
tional scientific equipment, upgrading
existing equipment, or replacing non-
functional or clearly obsolete equip-
ment.

(2) Examples include, but are not lim-
ited to:

(i) Rental or purchase of modern in-
struments to improve student learning
experiences in courses, laboratories,
and field work.

(ii) Development of new ways of
using instrumentation to extend in-
structional capabilities.

(iii) HEstablishment of equipment-
sharing capability via consortia or cen-
ters that develop innovative opportuni-
ties, such as mobile laboratories or sat-
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ellite access to industry or government
laboratories.

(e) Student experiential learning. (1)
The purpose of this need area is to fur-
ther the development of student sci-
entific and professional competencies
through experiential learning programs
which provide students with opportuni-
ties to solve complex problems in the
context of real-world situations. Effec-
tive experiential learning is essential
in preparing future graduates to ad-
vance knowledge and technology, en-
hance quality of life, conserve re-
sources, and revitalize the Nation’s
economic competitiveness. Such expe-
riential learning opportunities are
most effective when they serve to ad-
vance decision-making and commu-
nication skills as well as technological
expertise.

(2) Examples include, but are not lim-
ited to, projects which:

(i) Provide opportunities for students
to participate in research projects, ei-
ther as a part of an ongoing research
project or in a project designed espe-
cially for this program.

(ii) Provide opportunities for stu-
dents to complete apprenticeships, in-
ternships, or similar participatory
learning experiences.

(iii) Expand and enrich courses which
are of a practicum nature.

(iv) Provide career mentoring experi-
ences that link students with out-
standing professionals.

(f) Student recruitment and retention.
(1) The purpose of this need area is to
strengthen student recruitment and re-
tention programs in order to promote
the future strength of the Nation’s sci-
entific and professional work force.
The Nation’s economic competitive-
ness and quality of life rest upon the
availability of a cadre of outstanding
research scientists, university faculty,
and other professionals in the food and
agricultural sciences. A substantial
need exists to supplement efforts to at-
tract increased numbers of academi-
cally outstanding students to prepare
for careers as food and agricultural sci-
entists and professionals. It is particu-
larly important to augment the racial,
ethnic, and gender diversity of the stu-
dent body in order to promote a robust
exchange of ideas and a more effective
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use of the full breadth of the Nation’s
intellectual resources.

(2) Each student recipient of mone-
tary support for education costs or de-
velopmental purposes under §3406.11(f)
must be enrolled at an eligible institu-
tion and meet the requirement of an
‘“‘eligible participant” as defined in
§3406.2 of this part.

(3) Examples include, but are not lim-
ited to:

(i) Special outreach programs for ele-
mentary and secondary students as
well as parents, counselors, and the
general public to broaden awareness of
the extensive nature and diversity of
career opportunities for graduates in
the food and agricultural sciences.

(ii) Special activities and materials
to establish more effective linkages
with high school science classes.

(iii) Unique or innovative student re-
cruitment activities, materials, and
personnel.

(iv) Special retention programs to as-
sure student progression through and
completion of an educational program.

(v) Development and dissemination
of stimulating career information ma-
terials.

(vi) Use of regional or national media
to promote food and agricultural
sciences higher education.

(vii) Providing financial incentives to
enable and encourage students to pur-
sue and complete an undergraduate or
graduate degree in an area of the food
and agricultural sciences.

§3406.12 Program application mate-
rials—teaching.

Program application materials in an
application package will be made avail-
able to eligible institutions upon re-
quest. These materials include the pro-
gram announcement, the administra-
tive provisions for the program, and
the forms needed to prepare and submit
teaching grant applications under the
program.

§3406.13 Content of a teaching pro-
posal.

(a) Proposal cover page. (1) Form
NIFA-T712, ‘““Higher Education Proposal
Cover Page,” must be completed in its
entirety. Note that providing a Social
Security Number is voluntary, but is
an integral part of the NIFA informa-
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tion system and will assist in the proc-
essing of the proposal.

(2) One copy of the Form NIFA-712
must contain the pen-and-ink signa-
tures of the project director(s) and au-
thorized organizational representative
for the applicant institution.

(3) The title of the teaching project
shown on the ‘‘Higher Education Pro-
posal Cover Page” must be brief (80-
character maximum) yet represent the
major thrust of the project. This infor-
mation will be used by the Department
to provide information to the Congress
and other interested parties.

(4) In block 7. of Form NIFA-T712,
enter ‘1890 Institution Capacity Build-
ing Grants Program.”’

(5) In block 8.a. of Form NIFA-T12,
enter ‘‘Teaching.” In block 8.b. identify
the code for the targeted need area(s)
as found on the reverse of the form. If
a proposal focuses on multiple targeted
need areas, enter each code associated
with the project. In block 8.c. identify
the major area(s) of emphasis as found
on the reverse of the form. If a proposal
focuses on multiple areas of emphasis,
enter each code associated with the
project; however, limit the selection to
three areas. This information will be
used by program staff for the proper as-
signment of proposals to reviewers.

(6) In block 9. of Form NIFA-712, in-
dicate if the proposal is a complemen-
tary project proposal or a joint project
proposal as defined in §3406.2 of this
part. If it is not a complementary
project proposal or a joint project pro-
posal, identify it as a regular project
proposal.

(7) In block 13. of Form NIFA-712, in-
dicate if the proposal is a new, first-
time submission or if the proposal is a
resubmission of a proposal that has
been submitted to, but not funded
under, the 1890 Institution Capacity
Building Grants Program in a previous
competition.

(b) Table of contents. For ease in lo-
cating information, each proposal must
contain a detailed table of contents
just after the Proposal Cover Page. The
Table of Contents should include page
numbers for each component of the
proposal. Pagination should begin im-
mediately following the summary doc-
umentation of USDA agency coopera-
tion.
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(c) USDA agency cooperator. To be
considered for funding, each proposal
must include documentation of co-
operation with at least one USDA
agency or office. If multiple agencies
are involved as cooperators, docu-
mentation must be included from each
agency. When documenting cooperative
arrangements, the following guidelines
should be used:

(1) A summary of the cooperative ar-
rangements must immediately follow
the Table of Contents. This summary
should:

(i) Bear the signatures of the Agency
Head (or his/her designated authorized
representative) and the university
project director;

(ii) Indicate the agency’s willingness
to commit support for the project;

(iii) Identify the person(s) at the
USDA agency who will serve as the 1li-
aison or technical contact for the
project;

(iv) Describe the degree and nature of
the USDA agency’s involvement in the
proposed project, as outlined in
§3406.6(a) of this part, including its role
in:

(A) Identifying the need for the
project;

(B) Developing a conceptual
proach;

(C) Assisting with project design;

(D) Identifying and securing needed
agency or other resources (e.g., per-
sonnel, grants/contracts; in-kind sup-
port, etc.);

(E) Developing the project budget;

(F) Promoting partnerships with
other institutions to carry out the
project;

(G) Helping the institution launch
and manage the project;

(H) Providing technical assistance
and expertise;

(I) Providing consultation through
site visits, E-mail, conference calls,
and faxes;

(J) Participating in project evalua-
tion and dissemination of final project
results; and

(K) Seeking other innovative ways to
ensure the success of the project and
advance the needs of the institution or
the agency; and

(v) Describe the expected benefits of
the partnership venture for the USDA
agency and for the 1890 Institution.

ap-
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(2) A detailed discussion of these
partnership arrangements should be
provided in the narrative portion of the
proposal, as outlined in paragraph
(£)(2)(iv)(C) of this section.

(3) Additional documentation, includ-
ing letters of support or cooperation,
may be provided in the Appendix.

(d) Project summary. (1) A Project
Summary should immediately follow
the summary documentation of USDA
agency cooperation section. The infor-
mation provided in the Project Sum-
mary will be used by the program staff
for a variety of purposes, including the
proper assignment of proposals to re-
viewers and providing information to
reviewers prior to the peer panel meet-
ing. The name of the institution, the
targeted need area(s), and the title of
the proposal must be identified exactly
as shown on the ‘‘Higher Education
Proposal Cover Page.”

(2) If the proposal is a complemen-
tary project proposal, as defined in
§3406.2 of this part, indicate such and
identify the other complementary
project(s) by citing the name of the
submitting institution, the title of the
project, the project director, and the
grant number (if funded in a previous
year) exactly as shown on the cover
page of the complementary project so
that appropriate consideration can be
given to the interrelatedness of the
proposals in the evaluation process.

(3) If the proposal is a joint project
proposal, as defined in §3406.2 of this
part, indicate such and identify the
other participating institutions and
the key faculty member or other indi-
vidual responsible for coordinating the
project at each institution.

(4) The Project Summary should be a
concise description of the proposed ac-
tivity suitable for publication by the
Department to inform the general pub-
lic about awards under the program.
The text must not exceed one page, sin-
gle-spaced. The Project Summary
should be a self-contained description
of the activity which would result if
the proposal is funded by USDA. It
should include: The objectives of the
project; a synopsis of the plan of oper-
ation; a statement of how the project
will enhance the teaching capacity of
the institution; a description of how
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the project will strengthen higher edu-
cation in the food and agricultural
sciences in the United States; a de-
scription of the partnership efforts be-
tween, and the expected benefits for,
the USDA agency cooperator(s) and the
1890 Institution; and the plans for dis-
seminating project results. The Project
Summary should be written so that a
technically literate reader can evalu-
ate the use of Federal funds in support
of the project.

(e) Resubmission of a proposal—(1) Re-
submission of previously unfunded pro-
posals. (i) If a proposal has been sub-
mitted previously, but was not funded,
such should be indicated in block 13. on
Form NIFA-712, ‘“Higher Education
Proposal Cover Page,” and the fol-
lowing information should be included
in the proposal:

(A) The fiscal year(s) in which the
proposal was submitted previously;

(B) A summary of the peer reviewers’
comments; and

(C) How these comments have been
addressed in the current proposal, in-
cluding the page numbers in the cur-
rent proposal where the peer reviewers’
comments have been addressed.

(ii) This information may be provided
as a section of the proposal following
the Project Summary and preceding
the proposal narrative or it may be
placed in the Appendix (see paragraph
(j) of this section). In either case, the
location of this information should be
indicated in the Table of Contents, and
the fact that the proposal is a resub-
mitted proposal should be stated in the
proposal narrative. Further, when pos-
sible, the information should be pre-
sented in tabular format. Applicants
who choose to resubmit proposals that
were previously submitted, but not
funded, should note that resubmitted
proposals must compete equally with
newly submitted proposals. Submitting
a proposal that has been revised based
on a previous peer review panel’s cri-
tique of the proposal does not guar-
antee the success of the resubmitted
proposal.

(2) Resubmission of previously funded
proposals. Recognizing that capacity
building is a long-term ongoing proc-
ess, the 1890 Institution Capacity
Building Grants Program is interested
in funding subsequent phases of pre-
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viously funded projects in order to
build institutional capacity, and insti-
tutions are encouraged to build on a
theme over several grant awards. How-
ever, proposals that are sequential con-
tinuations or new stages of previously
funded Capacity Building Grants must

compete with first-time proposals.
Therefore, project directors should
thoroughly demonstrate how the

project proposed in the current applica-
tion expands substantially upon a pre-
viously funded project (i.e., dem-
onstrate how the new project will ad-
vance the former project to the next
level of attainment or will achieve ex-
panded goals). The proposal must also
show the degree to which the new
phase promotes innovativeness and cre-
ativity beyond the scope of the pre-
viously funded project. Please note
that the 1890 Institution Capacity
Building Grants Program is not de-
signed to support activities that are es-
sentially repetitive in nature over mul-
tiple grant awards. Project directors
who have had their projects funded pre-
viously are discouraged from resubmit-
ting relatively identical proposals for
further funding.

(f) Narrative of a teaching proposal.
The narrative portion of the proposal is
limited to 20 pages in length. The one-
page Project Summary is not included
in the 20-page limitation. The nar-
rative must be typed on one side of the
page only, using a font no smaller than
12 point, and double-spaced. All mar-
gins must be at least one inch. All
pages following the summary docu-
mentation of USDA agency coopera-
tion must be paginated. It should be
noted that peer reviewers will not be
required to read beyond 20 pages of the
narrative to evaluate the proposal. The
narrative should contain the following
sections:

(1) Potential for advancing the quality
of education—() Impact. (A) Identify the
targeted need area(s).

(B) Clearly state the specific instruc-
tional problem or opportunity to be ad-
dressed.

(C) Describe how and by whom the
focus and scope of the project were de-
termined. Summarize the body of
knowledge which substantiates the
need for the proposed project.
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(D) Describe ongoing or recently
completed significant activities related
to the proposed project for which pre-
vious funding was received under this
program.

(E) Discuss how the project will be of
value at the State, regional, national,
or international level(s).

(F) Discuss how the benefits to be de-
rived from the project will transcend
the proposing institution or the grant
period. Also discuss the probabilities of
its adaptation by other institutions.
For example, can the project serve as a
model for others?

(i1) Continuation plans. Discuss the
likelihood of, or plans for, continuation
or expansion of the project beyond
USDA support. For example, does the
institution’s long-range budget or aca-
demic plan provide for the realistic
continuation or expansion of the initia-
tive undertaken by this project after
the end of the grant period, are plans
for eventual self-support built into the
project, are plans being made to insti-
tutionalize the program if it meets
with success, and are there indications
of other continuing non-Federal sup-
port?

(iii) Imnovation. Describe the degree
to which the proposal reflects an inno-
vative or non-traditional approach to
solving a higher education problem or
strengthening the quality of higher
education in the food and agricultural
sciences.

(iv) Products and results. Explain the
kinds of results and products expected
and their impact on strengthening food
and agricultural sciences higher edu-
cation in the United States, including
attracting academically outstanding
students and increasing the ethnic, ra-
cial, and gender diversity of the Na-
tion’s food and agricultural scientific
and professional expertise base.

(2) Owerall approach and cooperative
linkages—(i) Proposed approach—(A) Ob-
jectives. Cite and discuss the specific
objectives to be accomplished under
the project.

(B) Plan of operation. (1) Describe pro-
cedures for accomplishing the objec-
tives of the project.

(2) Describe plans for management of
the project to enhance its proper and
efficient administration.
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(3) Describe the way in which re-
sources and personnel will be used to
conduct the project.

(C) Timetable. Provide a timetable for
conducting the project. Identify all im-
portant project milestones and dates as
they relate to project start-up, execu-
tion, dissemination, evaluation, and
close-out.

(i1) Ewaluation plans. (A) Provide a
plan for evaluating the accomplish-
ment of stated objectives during the
conduct of the project. Indicate the cri-
teria, and corresponding weight of
each, to be used in the evaluation proc-
ess, describe any data to be collected
and analyzed, and explain the method-
ology that will be used to determine
the extent to which the needs under-
lying the project are met.

(B) Provide a plan for evaluating the
effectiveness of the end results upon
conclusion of the project. Include the
same Kkinds of information requested in
paragraph (f) (2)(ii)(A) of this section.

(iii) Dissemination plans. Discuss
plans to disseminate project results
and products. Identify target audiences
and explain methods of communica-
tion.

(iv) Partnerships and collaborative ef-
forts. (A) Explain how the project will
maximize partnership ventures and col-
laborative efforts to strengthen food
and agricultural sciences higher edu-
cation (e.g., involvement of faculty in
related disciplines at the same institu-
tion, joint projects with other colleges
or universities, or cooperative activi-
ties with business or industry). Also
explain how it will stimulate aca-
demia, the States, or the private sector
to join with the Federal partner in en-
hancing food and agricultural sciences
higher education.

(B) Provide evidence, via letters from
the parties involved, that arrange-
ments necessary for collaborative part-
nerships or joint initiatives have been
discussed and realistically can be ex-
pected to come to fruition, or actually
have been finalized contingent on an
award under this program. Letters
must be signed by an official who has
the authority to commit the resources
of the organization. Such letters
should be referenced in the plan of op-
eration, but the actual letters should
be included in the Appendix section of
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the proposal. Any potential conflict(s)
of interest that might result from the
proposed collaborative arrangements
must be discussed in detail. Proposals
which indicate joint projects with
other institutions must state which
proposer is to receive any resulting
grant award, since only one submitting
institution can be the recipient of a
project grant under one proposal.

(C) Explain how the project will cre-
ate a new or enhance an existing part-
nership between the USDA agency co-
operator(s) and the 1890 Institution(s).
This section should expand upon the
summary information provided in the
documentation of USDA agency co-
operation section, as outlined in para-
graph (c)(1) of this section. This is par-
ticularly important because the focal
point of attention in the peer review
process is the proposal narrative.
Therefore, a comprehensive discussion
of the partnership effort between
USDA and the 1890 Institution should
be provided.

(3) Institutional capacity dbuilding—®1)
Institutional enhancement. Explain how
the proposed project will strengthen
the teaching capacity, as defined in
§3406.2 of this part, of the applicant in-
stitution and, if applicable, any other
institutions assuming a major role in
the conduct of the project. For exam-
ple, describe how the proposed project
is intended to strengthen the institu-
tion’s academic infrastructure by ex-
panding the current faculty’s expertise
base, advancing the scholarly quality
of the institution’s academic programs,
enriching the racial, ethnic, or gender
diversity of the student body, helping
the institution establish itself as a cen-
ter of excellence in a particular field of
education, helping the institution
maintain or acquire state-of-the-art
scientific instrumentation or library
collections for teaching, or enabling
the institution to provide more mean-
ingful student experiential learning op-
portunities.

(i1) Institutional commitment. (A) Dis-
cuss the institution’s commitment to
the project and its successful comple-
tion. Provide, as relevant, appropriate
documentation in the Appendix. Sub-
stantiate that the institution at-
tributes a high priority to the project.
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(B) Discuss how the project will con-
tribute to the achievement of the insti-
tution’s long-term (five- to ten-year)
goals and how the project will help sat-
isfy the institution’s high-priority ob-
jectives. Show how this project is
linked to and supported by the institu-
tion’s strategic plan.

(C) Discuss the commitment of insti-
tutional resources to the project. Show
that the institutional resources to be
made available to the project will be
adequate, when combined with the sup-
port requested from USDA, to carry
out the activities of the project and
represent a sound commitment by the
institution. Discuss institutional fa-
cilities, equipment, computer services,
and other appropriate resources avail-
able to the project.

(g) Key personnel. A Form NIFA-708,
“Summary Vita—Teaching Proposal,”
should be included for each key person
associated with the project.

(h) Budget and cost-effectiveness—(1)
Budget form. (i) Prepare Form NIFA-
713, “Higher Education Budget,” in ac-
cordance with instructions provided
with the form. Proposals may request
support for a period to be identified in
each year’s program announcement. A
budget form is required for each year of
requested support. In addition, a sum-
mary budget is required detailing the
requested total support for the overall
project period. Form NIFA-713 may be
reproduced as needed by proposers.
Funds may be requested under any of
the categories listed on the form, pro-
vided that the item or service for
which support is requested is allowable
under the authorizing legislation, the
applicable Federal cost principles, the
administrative provisions in this part,
and can be justified as necessary for
the successful conduct of the proposed
project.

(ii) The approved negotiated instruc-
tion rate or the maximum rate allowed
by law should be used when computing
indirect costs. If a reduced rate of indi-
rect costs is voluntarily requested from
USDA, the remaining allowable indi-
rect costs may be used as matching
funds.

(2) Matching funds. When docu-
menting matching contributions, use
the following guidelines:
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(i) When preparing the column enti-
tled ‘‘Applicant Contributions to
Matching Funds” of Form NIFA-713,
only those costs to be contributed by
the applicant for the purposes of
matching should be shown. The total
amount of this column should be indi-
cated in item M.

(ii) In item N of Form NIFA-T713,
show a total dollar amount for Cash
Contributions from both the applicant
and any third parties; also show a total
dollar amount (based on current fair
market value) for Non-cash Contribu-
tions from both the applicant and any
third parties.

(iii) To qualify for any incentive ben-
efits stemming from matching support
or to satisfy any cost sharing require-
ments, proposals must include written
verification of any actual commit-
ments of matching support (including
both cash and non-cash contributions)
from third parties. Written verification
means—

(A) For any third party cash con-
tributions, a separate pledge agree-
ment for each donation, signed by the
authorized organizational representa-
tive(s) of the donor organization (or by
the donor if the gift is from an indi-
vidual) and the applicant institution,
which must include:

(I) The name, address, and telephone
number of the donor;

(2) The name of the applicant institu-
tion;

(3) The title of the project for which
the donation is made;

(4) The dollar amount of the cash do-
nation; and

(5) A statement that the donor will
pay the cash contribution during the
grant period; and

(B) For any third party non-cash con-
tributions, a separate pledge agree-
ment for each contribution, signed by
the authorized organizational rep-
resentative(s) of the donor organiza-
tion (or by the donor if the gift is from
an individual) and the applicant insti-
tution, which must include:

(I) The name, address, and telephone
number of the donor;

(2) The name of the applicant institu-
tion;

(3) The title of the project for which
the donation is made;
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(4) A good faith estimate of the cur-
rent fair market value of the non-cash
contribution; and

(5) A statement that the donor will
make the contribution during the
grant period.

(iv) All pledge agreements must be
placed in the proposal immediately fol-
lowing Form NIFA-713. The sources
and amounts of all matching support
from outside the applicant institution
should be summarized in the Budget
Narrative section of the proposal.

(v) Applicants should refer to OMB
Circulars A-110, “‘Uniform Administra-
tive Requirements for Grants and
Agreements With Institutions of High-
er Education, Hospitals and Other Non-
profit Organizations,” and A-21, ‘‘Cost
Principles for Educational Institu-
tions,” for further guidance and other
requirements relating to matching and
allowable costs.

(38) Chart on shared budget for joint
project proposal. (i) For a joint project
proposal, a plan must be provided indi-
cating how funds will be distributed to
the participating institutions. The
budget section of a joint project pro-
posal should include a chart indicating:

(A) The names of the participating
institutions;

(B) the amount of funds to be dis-
bursed to those institutions; and

(C) the way in which such funds will
be used in accordance with items A
through L of Form NIFA-713, ‘‘Higher
Education Budget.”

(ii) If a proposal is not for a joint
project, such a chart is not required.

(4) Budget narrative. (i) Discuss how
the budget specifically supports the
proposed project activities. Explain
how each budget item (such as salaries
and wages for professional and tech-
nical staff, student stipends/scholar-
ships, travel, equipment, etc.) is essen-
tial to achieving project objectives.

(ii) Justify that the total budget, in-
cluding funds requested from USDA
and any matching support provided,
will be adequate to carry out the ac-
tivities of the project. Provide a sum-
mary of sources and amounts of all
third party matching support.
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(iii) Justify the project’s cost-effec-
tiveness. Show how the project maxi-
mizes the use of limited resources, op-
timizes educational value for the dol-
lar, achieves economies of scale, or
leverages additional funds. For exam-
ple, discuss how the project has the po-
tential to generate a critical mass of
expertise and activity focused on a tar-
geted need area or promote coalition
building that could lead to future ven-
tures.

(iv) Include the percentage of time
key personnel will work on the project,
both during the academic year and
summer. When salaries of university
project personnel will be paid by a
combination of USDA and institutional
funds, the total compensation must not
exceed the faculty member’s regular
annual compensation. In addition, the
total commitment of time devoted to
the project, when combined with time
for teaching and research duties, other
sponsored agreements, and other em-
ployment obligations to the institu-
tion, must not exceed 100 percent of the
normal workload for which the em-
ployee is compensated, in accordance
with established university policies
and applicable Federal cost principles.

(v) If the proposal addresses more
than one targeted need area (e.g., stu-
dent experiential learning and instruc-
tion delivery systems), estimate the
proportion of the funds requested from
USDA that will support each respective
targeted need area.

(1) Current and pending support. Each
applicant must complete Form NIFA-
663, ‘‘Current and Pending Support,”
identifying any other current public-
or private-sponsored projects, in addi-
tion to the proposed project, to which
key personnel listed in the proposal
under consideration have committed
portions of their time, whether or not
salary support for the person(s) in-
volved is included in the budgets of the
various projects. This information
should also be provided for any pending
proposals which are currently being
considered by, or which will be sub-
mitted in the near future to, other pos-
sible sponsors, including other USDA
programs or agencies. Concurrent sub-
mission of identical or similar projects
to other possible sponsors will not prej-
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udice the review or evaluation of a
project under this program.

(j) Appendix. Each project narrative
is expected to be complete in itself and
to meet the 20-page limitation. Inclu-
sion of material in an Appendix should
not be used to circumvent the 20-page
limitation of the proposal narrative.
However, in those instances where in-
clusion of supplemental information is
necessary to guarantee the peer review
panel’s complete understanding of a
proposal or to illustrate the integrity
of the design or a main thesis of the
proposal, such information may be in-
cluded in an Appendix. Examples of
supplemental material are photo-
graphs, journal reprints, brochures and
other pertinent materials which are
deemed to be illustrative of major
points in the narrative but unsuitable
for inclusion in the proposal narrative
itself. Information on previously sub-
mitted proposals may also be presented
in the Appendix (refer to paragraph (e)
of this section). When possible, infor-
mation in the Appendix should be pre-
sented in tabular format. A complete
set of the Appendix material must be
attached to each copy of the grant ap-
plication submitted. The Appendix
must be identified with the title of the
project as it appears on Form NIFA-712
of the proposal and the name(s) of the
project director(s). The Appendix must
be referenced in the proposal narrative.

Subpart D—Review and
Evaluation of a Teaching Proposal

§3406.14 Proposal review—teaching.

The proposal evaluation process in-
cludes both internal staff review and
merit evaluation by peer review panels
comprised of scientists, educators,
business representatives, and Govern-
ment officials who are highly qualified
to render expert advice in the areas
supported. Peer review panels will be
selected and structured to provide opti-
mum expertise and objective judgment
in the evaluation of proposals.

§3406.15 Evaluation criteria for teach-
ing proposals.

The maximum score a teaching pro-
posal can receive is 150 points. Unless
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otherwise stated in the annual solicita- sider the following criteria and weights
tion published in the FEDERAL REG- to evaluate proposals submitted:

ISTER, the peer review panel will con-

Evaluation criterion

Weight

(a) Potential for advancing the quality of education:

This criterion is used to assess the likelihood that the project will have a substantial impact upon and ad-
vance the quality of food and agricultural sciences higher education by strengthening institutional capac-
ities through promoting education reform to meet clearly delineated needs.

(1) Impact—Does the project address a targeted need area(s)? Is the problem or opportunity
clearly documented? Does the project address a State, regional, national, or international prob-
lem or opportunity? Will the benefits to be derived from the project transcend the applicant in-
stitution or the grant period? Is it probable that other institutions will adapt this project for their
own use? Can the project serve as a model for others?

(2) Continuation plans—Are there plans for continuation or expansion of the project beyond
USDA support with the use of institutional funds? Are there indications of external, non-Federal
support? Are there realistic plans for making the project self-supporting?

(3) Innovation—Are significant aspects of the project based on an innovative or a non-traditional
approach toward solving a higher education problem or strengthening the quality of higher edu-
cation in the food and agricultural sciences? If successful, is the project likely to lead to edu-
cation reform?

(4) Products and results—Are the expected products and results of the project clearly defined
and likely to be of high quality? Will project results be of an unusual or unique nature? Will the
project contribute to a better understanding of or an improvement in the quality, distribution, or
effectiveness of the Nation’s food and agricultural scientific and professional expertise base,
such as increasing the participation of women and minorities?

(b) Overall approach and cooperative linkages:

This criterion relates to the soundness of the proposed approach and the quality of the partnerships likely
to evolve as a result of the project.

(1) Proposed approach—Do the objectives and plan of operation appear to be sound and appro-
priate relative to the targeted need area(s) and the impact anticipated? Are the procedures
managerially, educationally, and scientifically sound? Is the overall plan integrated with or does
it expand upon other major efforts to improve the quality of food and agricultural sciences high-
er education? Does the timetable appear to be readily achievable?

(2) Evaluation—Are the evaluation plans adequate and reasonable? Do they allow for continuous
or frequent feedback during the life of the project? Are the individuals involved in project eval-
uation skilled in evaluation strategies and procedures? Can they provide an objective evalua-
tion? Do evaluation plans facilitate the measurement of project progress and outcomes?

(3) Dissemination—Does the proposed project include clearly outlined and realistic mechanisms
that will lead to widespread dissemination of project results, including national electronic com-
munication systems, publications, presentations at professional conferences, or use by faculty
development or research/teaching skills workshops?

(4) Partnerships and collaborative efforts—Does the project have significant potential for advanc-
ing cooperative ventures between the applicant institution and a USDA agency? Does the
project workplan include an effective role for the cooperating USDA agency(s)? Will the project
expand partnership ventures among disciplines at a university, between colleges and univer-
sities, or with the private sector? Will the project lead to long-term relationships or cooperative
partnerships that are likely to enhance program quality or supplement resources available to
food and agricultural sciences higher education?

(c) Institutional capacity building:

This criterion relates to the degree to which the project will strengthen the teaching capacity of the appli-
cant institution. In the case of a joint project proposal, it relates to the degree to which the project will
strengthen the teaching capacity of the applicant institution and that of any other institution assuming a
major role in the conduct of the project.

(1) Institutional enhancement—Will the project help the institution to: Expand the current faculty’s
expertise base; attract, hire, and retain outstanding teaching faculty; advance and strengthen
the scholarly quality of the institution’s academic programs; enrich the racial, ethnic, or gender
diversity of the faculty and student body; recruit students with higher grade point averages,
higher standardized test scores, and those who are more committed to graduation; become a
center of excellence in a particular field of education and bring it greater academic recognition;
attract outside resources for academic programs; maintain or acquire state-of-the-art scientific
instrumentation or library collections for teaching; or provide more meaningful student experien-
tial learning opportunities?

(2) Institutional commitment—Is there evidence to substantiate that the institution attributes a
high-priority to the project, that the project is linked to the achievement of the institution’s long-
term goals, that it will help satisfy the institution’s high-priority objectives, or that the project is
supported by the institution’s strategic plans? Will the project have reasonable access to need-
ed resources such as instructional instrumentation, facilities, computer services, library and
other instruction support resources?

(d) Personnel Resources: This criterion relates to the number and qualifications of the key persons who will carry
out the project. Are designated project personnel qualified to carry out a successful project? Are there sufficient
numbers of personnel associated with the project to achieve the stated objectives and the anticipated outcomes?

(e) Budget and cost-effectiveness:
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Evaluation criterion

Weight

This criterion relates to the extent to which the total budget adequately supports the project and is cost-ef-

fective.

(1) Budget—Is the budget request justifiable? Are costs reasonable and necessary? Will the total
budget be adequate to carry out project activities? Are the source(s) and amount(s) of non-
Federal matching support clearly identified and appropriately documented? For a joint project
proposal, is the shared budget explained clearly and in sufficient detail?

(2) Cost-effectiveness—Is the proposed project cost-effective? Does it demonstrate a creative
use of limited resources, maximize educational value per dollar of USDA support, achieve
economies of scale, leverage additional funds or have the potential to do so, focus expertise
and activity on a targeted need area, or promote coalition building for current or future ven-

tures?

(f) Overall quality of proposal: This criterion relates to the degree to which the proposal complies with the applica-
tion guidelines and is of high quality. Is the proposal enhanced by its adherence to instructions (table of con-
tents, organization, pagination, margin and font size, the 20-page limitation, appendices, etc.); accuracy of forms;
clarity of budget narrative; well prepared vitae for all key personnel associated with the project; and presentation
(are ideas effectively presented, clearly articulated, and thoroughly explained, etc.)?

10 points.

5 points.

5 points.

Subpart E—Preparation of a
Research Proposal

§3406.16 Scope of a research proposal.

The research component of the pro-
gram will support projects that address
high-priority research initiatives in
areas such as those illustrated in this
section where there is a present or an-
ticipated need for increased knowledge
or capabilities or in which it is feasible
for applicants to develop programs rec-
ognized for their excellence. Applicants
are also encouraged to include in their
proposals a library enhancement com-
ponent related to the initiative(s) for
which they have prepared their pro-
posals.

(a) Studies and experimentation in food
and agricultural sciences. (1) The pur-
pose of this initiative is to advance the
body of knowledge in those basic and
applied natural and social sciences that
comprise the food and agricultural
sciences.

(2) Examples include, but are not lim-
ited to:

(i) Conduct plant or animal breeding
programs to develop better crops, for-
ests, or livestock (e.g., more disease re-
sistant, more productive, yielding
higher quality products).

(ii) Conceive, design, and evaluate
new bioprocessing techniques for elimi-
nating undesirable constituents from
or adding desirable ones to food prod-
ucts.

(iii) Propose and evaluate ways to en-
hance utilization of the capabilities
and resources of food and agricultural
institutions to promote rural develop-

ment (e.g., exploitation of new tech-
nologies by small rural businesses).

(iv) Identify control factors influ-
encing consumer demand for agricul-
tural products.

(v) Analyze social, economic, and
physiological aspects of nutrition,
housing, and life-style choices, and of
community strategies for meeting the
changing needs of different population
groups.

(vi) Other high-priority areas such as
human nutrition, sustainable agri-
culture, biotechnology, agribusiness
management and marketing, and aqua-
culture.

(b) Centralized research support Sys-
tems. (1) The purpose of this initiative
is to establish centralized support sys-
tems to meet national needs or serve
regions or clientele that cannot other-
wise afford or have ready access to the
support in question, or to provide such
support more economically thereby
freeing up resources for other research
uses.

(2) Examples include, but are not lim-
ited to:

(i) Storage, maintenance, character-
ization, evaluation and enhancement of
germplasm for use by animal and plant
breeders, including those using the
techniques of biotechnology.

(ii) Computerized data banks of im-
portant scientific information (e.g., ep-
idemiological, demographic, nutrition,
weather, economic, crop yields, etc.).

(iii) Expert service centers for sophis-
ticated and highly specialized meth-
odologies (e.g., evaluation of
organoleptic and nutritional quality of
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foods, toxicology, taxonomic identi-
fications, consumer preferences, demo-
graphics, etc.).

(c) Technology delivery systems. (1) The
purpose of this initiative is to promote
innovations and improvements in the
delivery of benefits of food and agricul-
tural sciences to producers and con-
sumers, particularly those who are cur-
rently disproportionately low in re-
ceipt of such benefits.

(2) Examples include, but are not lim-
ited to:

(i) Computer-based decision support
systems to assist small-scale farmers
to take advantage of relevant tech-
nologies, programs, policies, etc.

(ii) Efficacious delivery systems for
nutrition information or for resource
management assistance for low-income
families and individuals.

(d) Other creative proposals. The pur-
pose of this initiative is to encourage
other creative proposals, outside the
areas previously outlined, that are de-
signed to provide needed enhancement
of the Nation’s food and agricultural
research system.

§3406.17 Program application mate-
rials—research.

Program application materials in an
application package will be made avail-
able to eligible institutions upon re-
quest. These materials include the pro-
gram announcement, the administra-
tive provisions for the program, and
the forms needed to prepare and submit
research grant applications under the
program.

§3406.18
posal.

(a) Proposal cover page. (1) Form
NIFA-T712, ‘““Higher Education Proposal
Cover Page,” must be completed in its
entirety. Note that providing a Social
Security Number is voluntary, but is
an integral part of the NIFA informa-
tion system and will assist in the proc-
essing of the proposal.

(2) One copy of Form NIFA-712 must
contain the pen-and-ink signatures of
the principal investigator(s) and Au-
thorized Organizational Representative
for the applicant institution.

(3) The title of the research project
shown on the ‘‘Higher Education Pro-
posal Cover Page’” must be brief (80-

Content of a research pro-
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character maximum) yet represent the
major thrust of the project. This infor-
mation will be used by the Department
to provide information to the Congress
and other interested parties.

(4) In block 7. of Form NIFA-T712,
enter ‘‘Capacity Building Grants Pro-
gram.”

(5) In block 8.a. of Form NIFA-T12,
enter “Research.” In block 8.b. identify
the code of the targeted need area(s) as
found on the reverse of the form. If a
proposal focuses on multiple targeted
need areas, enter each code associated
with the project. In block 8.c. identify
the major area(s) of emphasis as found
on the reverse of the form. If a proposal
focuses on multiple areas of emphasis,
enter each code associated with the
project; however, please limit your se-
lection to three areas. This informa-
tion will be used by the program staff
for the proper assignment of proposals
to reviewers.

(6) In block 9. of Form NIFA-712, in-
dicate if the proposal is a complemen-
tary project proposal or joint project
proposal as defined in §3406.2 of this
part. If it is not a complementary
project proposal or a joint project pro-
posal, identify it as a regular proposal.

(7) In block 13. of Form NIFA-712, in-
dicate if the proposal is a new, first-
time submission or if the proposal is a
resubmission of a proposal that has
been submitted to, but not funded
under the 1890 Institution Capacity
Building Grants Program in a previous
competition.

(b) Table of contents. For ease of lo-
cating information, each proposal must
contain a detailed table of contents
just after the Proposal Cover Page. The
Table of Contents should include page
numbers for each component of the
proposal. Pagination should begin im-
mediately following the summary doc-
umentation of USDA agency coopera-
tion.

(c) USDA agency cooperator. To be
considered for funding, each proposal
must include documentation of co-
operation with at least one USDA
agency or office. If multiple agencies
are involved as cooperators, docu-
mentation must be included from each
agency. When documenting cooperative
arrangements, the following guidelines
should be used:
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(1) A summary of the cooperative ar-
rangements must immediately follow
the Table of Contents. This summary
should:

(i) Bear the signatures of the Agency
Head (or his/her designated authorized
representative) and the university
project director;

(ii) Indicate the agency’s willingness
to commit support for the project;

(iii) Identify the person(s) at the
USDA agency who will serve as the 1li-
aison or technical contact for the
project;

(iv) Describe the degree and nature of
the USDA agency’s involvement in the
proposed project, as outlined in
§3406.6(a) of this part, including its role
in:

(A) Identifying the need for the
project;

(B) Developing a conceptual
proach;

(C) Assisting with project design;

(D) Identifying and securing needed
agency or other resources (e.g., per-
sonnel, grants/contracts; in-kind sup-
port, etc.);

(E) Developing the project budget;

(F) Promoting partnerships with
other institutions to carry out the
project;

(G) Helping the institution launch
and manage the project;

(H) Providing technical assistance
and expertise;

(I) Providing consultation through
site visits, E-mail, conference calls,
and faxes;

(J) Participating in project evalua-
tion and dissemination of final project
results; and

(K) Seeking other innovative ways to
ensure the success of the project and
advance the needs of the institution or
the agency; and

(v) Describe the expected benefits of
the partnership venture for the USDA
agency and for the 1890 Institution.

(2) A detailed discussion of these
partnership arrangements should be
provided in the narrative portion of the
proposal, as outlined in paragraph
(£)(2)(iv)(C) of this section.

(3) Additional documentation, includ-
ing letters of support or cooperation,
may be provided in the Appendix.

(d) Project summary. (1) A Project
Summary should immediately follow

ap-
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the summary documentation of USDA
agency cooperation. The information
provided in the Project Summary will
be used by the program staff for a vari-
ety of purposes, including the proper
assignment of proposals to peer review-
ers and providing information to peer
reviewers prior to the peer panel meet-
ing. The name of the institution, the
targeted need area(s), and the title of
the proposal must be identified exactly
as shown on the ‘‘Higher Education
Proposal Cover Page.”

(2) If the proposal is a complemen-
tary project proposal, as defined in
§3406.2 of this part, clearly state this
fact and identify the other complemen-
tary project(s) by citing the name of
the submitting institution, the title of
the project, the principal investigator,
and the grant number (if funded in a
previous year) exactly as shown on the
cover page of the complementary
project so that appropriate consider-
ation can be given to the interrelated-
ness of the proposals in the evaluation
process.

(3) If the proposal is a joint project
proposal, as defined in §3406.2 of this
part, indicate such and identify the
other participating institutions and
the key person responsible for coordi-
nating the project at each institution.

(4) The Project Summary should be a
concise description of the proposed ac-
tivity suitable for publication by the
Department to inform the general pub-
lic about awards under the program.
The text should not exceed one page,
single-spaced. The Project Summary
should be a self-contained description
of the activity which would result if
the proposal is funded by USDA. It
should include: The objective of the
project, a synopsis of the plan of oper-
ation, a statement of how the project
will enhance the research capacity of
the institution, a description of how
the project will enhance research in
the food and agricultural sciences, and
a description of the partnership efforts
between, and the expected benefits for,
the USDA agency cooperator(s) and the
1890 Institution and the plans for dis-
seminating project results. The Project
Summary should be written so that a
technically literate reader can evalu-
ate the use of Federal funds in support
of the project.
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(e) Resubmission of a proposal—(1) Re-
submission of previously unfunded pro-
posals. (i) If the proposal has been sub-
mitted previously, but was not funded,
such should be indicated in block 13. on
Form NIFA-712, ‘“Higher Education
Proposal Cover Page,” and the fol-
lowing information should be included
in the proposal:

(A) The fiscal year(s) in which the
proposal was submitted previously;

(B) A summary of the peer reviewers’
comments; and

(C) How these comments have been
addressed in the current proposal, in-
cluding the page numbers in the cur-
rent proposal where the peer reviewers’
comments have been addressed.

(ii) This information may be provided
as a section of the proposal following
the Project Summary and preceding
the proposal narrative or it may be
placed in the Appendix (see paragraph
(j) of this section). In either case, the
location of this information should be
indicated in the Table of Contents, and
the fact that the proposal is a resub-
mitted proposal should be stated in the
proposal narrative. Further, when pos-
sible, the information should be pre-
sented in a tabular format. Applicants
who choose to resubmit proposals that
were previously submitted, but not
funded, should note that resubmitted
proposals must compete equally with
newly submitted proposals. Submitting
a proposal that has been revised based
on a previous peer review panel’s cri-
tique of the proposal does not guar-
antee the success of the resubmitted
proposal.

(2) Resubmission of previously funded
proposals. Recognizing that capacity
building is a long-term ongoing proc-
ess, the 1890 Institution Capacity
Building Grants Program is interested
in funding subsequent phases of pre-
viously funded projects in order to
build institutional capacity, and insti-
tutions are encouraged to build on a
theme over several grant awards. How-
ever, proposals that are sequential con-
tinuations or new stages of previously
funded Capacity Building Grants must
compete with first-time proposals.
Therefore, principal investigators
should thoroughly demonstrate how
the project proposed in the current ap-
plication expands substantially upon a
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previously funded project (i.e., dem-
onstrate how the new project will ad-
vance the former project to the next
level of attainment or will achieve ex-
panded goals). The proposal must also
show the degree to which the new
phase promotes innovativeness and cre-
ativity beyond the scope of the pre-
viously funded project. Please note
that the 1890 Institution Capacity
Building Grants Program is not de-
signed to support activities that are es-
sentially repetitive in nature over mul-
tiple grant awards. Principal investiga-
tors who have had their projects funded
previously are discouraged from resub-
mitting relatively identical proposals
for future funding.

(f) Narrative of a research proposal.
The narrative portion of the proposal is
limited to 20 pages in length. The one-
page Project Summary is not included
in the 20-page limitation. The nar-
rative must be typed on one side of the
page only, using a font no smaller than
12 point, and double-spaced. All mar-
gins must be at least one inch. All
pages following the summary docu-
mentation of USDA agency coopera-
tion must be paginated. It should be
noted that peer reviewers will not be
required to read beyond 20 pages of the
narrative to evaluate the proposal. The
narrative should contain the following
sections:

(1) Significance of the problem—(@i) Im-
pact—(A) Identification of the problem or
opportunity. Clearly identify the spe-
cific problem or opportunity to be ad-
dressed and present any research ques-
tions or hypotheses to be examined.

(B) Rationale. Provide a rationale for
the proposed approach to the problem
or opportunity and indicate the part
that the proposed project will play in
advancing food and agricultural re-
search and knowledge. Discuss how the
project will be of value and importance
at the State, regional, national, or
international level(s). Also discuss how
the benefits to be derived from the
project will transcend the proposing in-
stitution or the grant period.

(C) Literature review. Include a com-
prehensive summary of the pertinent
scientific literature. Citations may be
footnoted to a bibliography in the Ap-
pendix. Citations should be accurate,
complete, and adhere to an acceptable
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journal format. Explain how such
knowledge (or previous findings) is re-
lated to the proposed project.

(D) Current research and related activi-
ties. Describe the relevancy of the pro-
posed project to current research or
significant research support activities
at the proposing institution and any
other institution participating in the
project, including research which may
be as yet unpublished.

(ii) Continuation plans. Discuss the
likelihood or plans for continuation or
expansion of the project beyond USDA
support. Discuss, as applicable, how the
institution’s long-range budget, and
administrative and academic plans,
provide for the realistic continuation
or expansion of the line of research or
research support activity undertaken
by this project after the end of the
grant period. For example, are there
plans for securing non-Federal support
for the project? Is there any potential
for income from patents, technology
transfer or university-business enter-
prises resulting from the project? Also
discuss the probabilities of the pro-
posed activity or line of inquiry being
pursued by researchers at other insti-
tutions.

(iii) Imnovation. Describe the degree
to which the proposal reflects an inno-
vative or non-traditional approach to a
food and agricultural research initia-
tive.

(iv) Products and results. Explain the
kinds of products and results expected
and their impact on strengthening food
and agricultural sciences higher edu-
cation in the United States, including
attracting academically outstanding
students or increasing the ethnic, ra-
cial, and gender diversity of the Na-
tion’s food and agricultural scientific
and professional expertise base.

(2) Owerall approach and cooperative
linkages—(i) Approach—(A) Objectives.
Cite and discuss the specific objectives
to be accomplished under the project.

(B) Plan of operation. The procedures
or methodologies to be applied to the
proposed project should be explicitly
stated. This section should include, but
not necessarily be limited to a descrip-
tion of:

(I) The proposed investigations, ex-
periments, or research support en-
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hancements in the sequence in which
they will be carried out.

(2) Procedures and techniques to be
employed, including their feasibility.

(3) Means by which data will be col-
lected and analyzed.

(4) Pitfalls that might be encoun-
tered.

(5) Limitations to proposed proce-
dures.

(C) Timetable. Provide a timetable for
execution of the project. Identify all
important research milestones and
dates as they relate to project start-up,
execution, dissemination, evaluation,
and close-out.

(ii) Evaluation plans. (A) Provide a
plan for evaluating the accomplish-
ment of stated objectives during the
conduct of the project. Indicate the cri-
teria, and corresponding weight of
each, to be used in the evaluation proc-
ess, describe any performance data to
be collected and analyzed, and explain
the methodologies that will be used to
determine the extent to which the
needs underlying the project are being
met.

(B) Provide a plan for evaluating the
effectiveness of the end results upon
conclusion of the project. Include the
same Kkinds of information requested in
paragraph (f)(2)(ii)(A) of this section.

(iii) Dissemination plans. Provide
plans for disseminating project results
and products including the possibilities
for publications. Identify target audi-
ences and explain methods of commu-
nication.

(iv) Partnerships and collaborative ef-
forts. (A) Explain how the project will
maximize partnership ventures and col-
laborative efforts to strengthen food
and agricultural sciences higher edu-
cation (e.g., involvement of faculty in
related disciplines at the same institu-
tion, joint projects with other colleges
or universities, or cooperative activi-
ties with business or industry). Also
explain how it will stimulate aca-
demia, the States, or the private sector
to join with the Federal partner in en-
hancing food and agricultural sciences
higher education.

(B) Provide evidence, via letters from
the parties involved, that arrange-
ments necessary for collaborative part-
nerships or joint initiatives have been
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discussed and realistically can be ex-
pected to come to fruition, or actually
have been finalized contingent on an
award under this program. Letters
must be signed by an official who has
the authority to commit the resources
of the organization. Such letters
should be referenced in the plan of op-
eration, but the actual letters should
be included in the Appendix section of
the proposal. Any potential conflict(s)
of interest that might result from the
proposed collaborative arrangements
must be discussed in detail. Proposals
which indicate joint projects with
other institutions must state which
proposer is to receive any resulting
grant award, since only one submitting
institution can be the recipient of a
project grant under one proposal.

(C) Explain how the project will cre-
ate a new or enhance an existing part-
nership between the USDA agency co-
operator(s) and the 1890 Institution(s).
This section should expand upon the
summary information provided in the
documentation of USDA agency co-
operation section, as outlined in para-
graph (c)(1) of this section. This is par-
ticularly important because the focal
point of attention in the peer review
process is the proposal narrative.
Therefore, a comprehensive discussion
of the partnership effort between
USDA and the 1890 Institution should
be provided.

(8) Institutional capacity bdbuilding—()
Institutional enhancement. Explain how
the proposed project will strengthen
the research capacity, as defined in
§3406.2 of this part, of the applicant in-
stitution and, if applicable, any other
institutions assuming a major role in
the conduct of the project. For exam-
ple, describe how the proposed project
is intended to strengthen the institu-
tion’s research infrastructure by ad-
vancing the expertise of the current
faculty in the mnatural or social
sciences; providing a better research
environment, state-of-the-art equip-
ment, or supplies; enhancing library
collections; or enabling the institution
to provide efficacious organizational
structures and reward systems to at-
tract and retain first-rate research fac-
ulty and students—particularly those
from underrepresented groups.
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(ii) Institutional commitment. (A) Dis-
cuss the institution’s commitment to
the project and its successful comple-
tion. Provide, as relevant, appropriate
documentation in the Appendix. Sub-
stantiate that the institution at-
tributes a high priority to the project.

(B) Discuss how the project will con-
tribute to the achievement of the insti-
tution’s long-term (five- to ten-year)
goals and how the project will help sat-
isfy the institution’s high-priority ob-
jectives. Show how this project is
linked to and supported by the institu-
tion’s strategic plan.

(C) Discuss the commitment of insti-
tutional resources to the project. Show
that the institutional resources to be
made available to the project will be
adequate, when combined with the sup-
port requested from USDA, to carry
out the activities of the project and
represent a sound commitment by the
institution. Discuss institutional fa-
cilities, equipment, computer services,
and other appropriate resources avail-
able to the project.

(g) Key personnel. A Form NIFA-T710,
“Summary Vita—Research Proposal,”
should be included for each key person
associated with the project.

(h) Budget and cost-effectiveness—(1)
Budget form. (i) Prepare Form NIFA-
713, “Higher Education Budget,” in ac-
cordance with instructions provided
with the form. Proposals may request
support for a period to be identified in
each year’s program announcement. A
budget form is required for each year of
requested support. In addition, a sum-
mary budget is required detailing the
requested total support for the overall
project period. Form NIFA-713 may be
reproduced as needed by proposers.
Funds may be requested under any of
the categories listed on the form, pro-
vided that the item or service for
which support is requested is allowable
under the authorizing legislation, the
applicable Federal cost principles, the
administrative provisions in this part,
and can be justified as necessary for
the successful conduct of the proposed
project.

(ii) The approved negotiated research
rate or the maximum rate allowed by
law should be used when computing in-
direct costs. If a reduced rate of indi-
rect costs is voluntarily requested from
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USDA, the remaining allowable indi-
rect costs may be used as matching
funds. In the event that a proposal re-
flects an incorrect indirect cost rate
and is recommended for funding, the
correct rate will be applied to the ap-
proved budget in the grant award.

(2) Matching funds. When docu-
menting matching contributions, use
the following guidelines:

(i) When preparing the column enti-
tled ‘‘Applicant Contributions to
Matching Funds” of Form NIFA-T13,
only those costs to be contributed by
the applicant for the purposes of
matching should be shown. The total
amount of this column should be indi-
cated in item M.

(ii) In item N of Form NIFA-T13,
show a total dollar amount for Cash
Contributions from both the applicant
and any third parties; also show a total
dollar amount (based on current fair
market value) for Non-cash Contribu-
tions from both the applicant and any
third parties.

(iii) To qualify for any incentive ben-
efits stemming from matching support
or to satisfy any cost sharing require-
ments, proposals must include written
verification of any actual commit-
ments of matching support (including
both cash and non-cash contributions)
from third parties. Written verification
means—

(A) For any third party cash con-
tributions, a separate pledge agree-
ment for each donation, signed by the
authorized organizational representa-
tive(s) of the donor organization (or by
the donor if the gift is from an indi-
vidual) and the applicant institution,
which must include:

(I) The name, address, and telephone
number of the donor;

(2) The name of the applicant institu-
tion;

(3) The title of the project for which
the donation is made;

(4) The dollar amount of the cash do-
nation; and

(5) A statement that the donor will
pay the cash contribution during the
grant period; and

(B) For any third party non-cash con-
tributions, a separate pledge agree-
ment for each contribution, signed by
the authorized organizational rep-
resentative(s) of the donor organiza-
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tion (or by the donor if the gift is from
an individual) and the applicant insti-
tution, which must include:

(I) The name, address, and telephone
number of the donor;

(2) The name of the applicant institu-
tion;

(3) The title of the project for which
the donation is made;

(4) A good faith estimate of the cur-
rent fair market value of the non-cash
contribution; and

(5) A statement that the donor will
make the contribution during the
grant period.

(iv) All pledge agreements must be
placed in the proposal immediately fol-
lowing Form NIFA-713. The sources
and amounts of all matching support
from outside the applicant institution
should be summarized in the Budget
Narrative section of the proposal.

(v) Applicants should refer to OMB
Circulars A-110, “Uniform Administra-
tive Requirements for Grants and
Agreements With Institutions of High-
er Education, Hospitals and Other Non-
profit Organizations,” and A-21, ‘‘Cost
Principles for Educational Institu-
tions,” for further guidance and other
requirements relating to matching and
allowable costs.

(3) Chart on shared budget for joint
project proposal. (i) For a joint project
proposal, a plan must be provided indi-
cating how funds will be distributed to
the participating institutions. The
budget section of a joint project pro-
posal should include a chart indicating:

(A) The names of the participating
institutions;

(B) the amount of funds to be dis-
bursed to those institutions; and

(C) the way in which such funds will
be used in accordance with items A
through L of Form NIFA-713, ‘‘Higher
Education Budget.”

(ii) If a proposal is not for a joint
project, such a chart is not required.

(4) Budget marrative. (i) Discuss how
the budget specifically supports the
proposed project activities. Explain
how each budget item (such as salaries
and wages for professional and tech-
nical staff, student workers, travel,
equipment, etc.) is essential to achiev-
ing project objectives.

(i1) Justify that the total budget, in-
cluding funds requested from USDA
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and any matching support provided,
will be adequate to carry out the ac-
tivities of the project. Provide a sum-
mary of sources and amounts of all
third party matching support.

(iii) Justify the project’s cost-effec-
tiveness. Show how the project maxi-
mizes the use of limited resources, op-
timizes research value for the dollar,
achieves economies of scale, or
leverages additional funds. For exam-
ple, discuss how the project has the po-
tential to generate a critical mass of
expertise and activity focused on a
high-priority research initiative(s) or
promote coalition building that could
lead to future ventures.

(iv) Include the percentage of time
key personnel will work on the project,
both during the academic year and
summer. When salaries of university
project personnel will be paid by a
combination of USDA and institutional
funds, the total compensation must not
exceed the faculty member’s regular
annual compensation. In addition, the
total commitment of time devoted to
the project, when combined with time
for teaching and research duties, other
sponsored agreements, and other em-
ployment obligations to the institu-
tion, must not exceed 100 percent of the
normal workload for which the em-
ployee is compensated, in accordance
with established university policies
and applicable Federal cost principles.

(v) If the proposal addresses more
than one targeted need area, estimate
the proportion of the funds requested
from USDA that will support each re-
spective targeted need area.

(1) Current and pending support. Each
applicant must complete Form NIFA-
663, ‘‘Current and Pending Support,”
identifying any other current public-
or private-sponsored projects, in addi-
tion to the proposed project, to which
key personnel listed in the proposal
under consideration have committed
portions of their time, whether or not
salary support for the person(s) in-
volved is included in the budgets of the
various projects. This information
should also be provided for any pending
proposals which are currently being
considered by, or which will be sub-
mitted in the near future to, other pos-
sible sponsors, including other USDA
programs or agencies. Concurrent sub-
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mission of identical or similar projects
to other possible sponsors will not prej-
udice the review or evaluation of a
project under this program.

(j) Appendix. BEach project narrative
is expected to be complete in itself and
to meet the 20-page limitation. Inclu-
sion of material in the Appendix should
not be used to circumvent the 20-page
limitation of the proposal narrative.
However, in those instances where in-
clusion of supplemental information is
necessary to guarantee the peer review
panel’s complete understanding of a
proposal or to illustrate the integrity
of the design or a main thesis of the
proposal, such information may be in-
cluded in the Appendix. Examples of
supplemental material are photo-
graphs, journal reprints, brochures and
other pertinent materials which are
deemed to be illustrative of major
points in the narrative but unsuitable
for inclusion in the proposal narrative
itself. Information on previously sub-
mitted proposals may also be presented
in the Appendix (refer to paragraph (e)
of this section). When possible, infor-
mation in the Appendix should be pre-
sented in tabular format. A complete
set of the Appendix material must be
attached to each copy of the grant ap-
plication submitted. The Appendix
must be identified with the title of the
project as it appears on Form NIFA-712
of the proposal and the name(s) of the
principal investigator(s). The Appendix
must be referenced in the proposal nar-
rative.

(k) Special considerations. A number of
situations encountered in the conduct
of research require special information
or supporting documentation before
funding can be approved for the
project. If such situations are antici-
pated, proposals must so indicate via
completion of Form NIFA-662, ‘‘Assur-
ance Statement(s).” It is expected that
some applications submitted in re-
sponse to these guidelines will involve
the following:

(1) Recombinant DNA research. All key
personnel identified in the proposal and
all endorsing officials of the proposing
organization are required to comply
with the guidelines established by the
National Institutes of Health entitled
“Guidelines for Research Involving Re-
combinant DNA Molecules,”” as revised.
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All applicants proposing to use recom-
binant DNA techniques must so indi-
cate by checking the appropriate box
on Form NIFA-712, ‘“‘Higher Education
Proposal Cover Page,” and by com-
pleting the applicable section of Form
NIFA-662. In the event a project in-
volving recombinant DNA or RNA mol-
ecules results in a grant award, the In-
stitutional Biosafety Committee of the
proposing institution must approve the
research plan before NIFA will release
grant funds.

(2) Protection of human subjects. Re-
sponsibility for safeguarding the rights
and welfare of human subjects used in
any grant project supported with funds
provided by NIFA rests with the per-
forming organization. Guidance on this
is contained in Department of Agri-
culture regulations under 7 CFR part
lc. All applicants who propose to use
human subjects for experimental pur-
poses must indicate their intention by
checking the appropriate block on
Form NIFA-712, ‘“Higher Education
Proposal Cover Page,”” and by com-
pleting the appropriate portion of
Form NIFA-662. In the event a project
involving human subjects results in a
grant award, the Institutional Review
Board of the proposing institution
must approve the research plan before
NIFA will release grant funds.

(3) Laboratory animal care. Responsi-
bility for the humane care and treat-
ment of laboratory animals used in any
grant project supported with funds pro-
vided by NIFA rests with the per-
forming organization. All key project
personnel and all endorsing officials of
the proposing organization are required
to comply with the Animal Welfare Act
of 1966, as amended (7 U.S.C. 2131 et
seq.), and the regulations promulgated
thereunder by the Secretary of Agri-
culture in 9 CFR parts 1, 2, 3, and 4 per-
taining to the care, handling, and
treatment of laboratory animals. All
applicants proposing a project which
involves the use of laboratory animals
must indicate their intention by check-
ing the appropriate block on Form
NIFA-T712, ‘“Higher Education Proposal
Cover Page,” and by completing the
appropriate portion of Form NIFA-662.
In the event a project involving the use
of living vertebrate animals results in
a grant award, the Institutional Ani-
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mal Care and Use Committee of the
proposing institution must approve the
research plan before NIFA will release
grant funds.

(1) Compliance with the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act (NEPA). As out-
lined in 7 CFR part 3407 (the Agri-
culture regulations implementing
NEPA), the environmental data for any
proposed project is to be provided to
NIFA so that NIFA may determine
whether any further action is needed.
In some cases, however, the prepara-
tion of environmental data may not be
required. Certain categories of actions
are excluded from the requirements of
NEPA.

(1) NEPA determination. In order for
NIFA to determine whether any fur-
ther action is needed with respect to
NEPA, pertinent information regarding
the possible environmental impacts of
a particular project is necessary; there-
fore, Form NIFA-1234, “NEPA Exclu-
sions Form,’”’ust be included in the pro-
posal indicating whether the applicant
is of the opinion that the project falls
within a categorical exclusion and the
reasons therefor. If it is the applicant’s
opinion that the proposed project falls
within the categorical exclusions, the
specific exclusion must be identified.
Form NIFA-1234 and any supporting
documentation should be placed at the
end of the proposal and identified in
the Table of Contents.

(2) Ezxceptions to categorical exclusions.
Even though a project may fall within
the categorical exclusions, NIFA may
determine that an Environmental As-
sessment or an Environmental Impact
Statement is necessary for an activity,
if substantial controversy on environ-
mental grounds exists or if other ex-
traordinary conditions or cir-
cumstances are present which may
cause such activity to have a signifi-
cant environmental effect.

Subpart F—Review and Evaluation
of a Research Proposal

§3406.19 Proposal review—research.

The proposal evaluation process in-
cludes both internal staff review and
merit evaluation by peer review panels
comprised of scientists, educators,
business representatives, and Govern-
ment officials who are highly qualified
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to render expert advice in the areas
supported. Peer review panels will be
selected and structured to provide opti-
mum expertise and objective judgment
in the evaluation of proposals.

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

§3406.20 Evaluation criteria for re-
search proposals.

The maximum score a research pro-
posal can receive is 150 points. Unless
otherwise stated in the annual solicita-
tion published in the FEDERAL REG-
ISTER, the peer review panel will con-
sider the following criteria and weights
to evaluate proposals submitted:

Evaluation criterion

Weight

(a) Significance of the problem:

This criterion is used to assess the likelihood that the project will advance or have a substantial impact
upon the body of knowledge constituting the natural and social sciences undergirding the agricultural,

natural resources, and food systems.

(1) Impact—Is the problem or opportunity to be addressed by the proposed project clearly identi-
fied, outlined, and delineated? Are research questions or hypotheses precisely stated? Is the
project likely to further advance food and agricultural research and knowledge? Does the
project have potential for augmenting the food and agricultural scientific knowledge base?
Does the project address a State, regional, national, or international problem(s)? Will the bene-
fits to be derived from the project transcend the applicant institution or the grant period?

(2) Continuation plans—Are there plans for continuation or expansion of the project beyond
USDA support? Are there plans for continuing this line of research or research support activity
with the use of institutional funds after the end of the grant? Are there indications of external,
non-Federal support? Are there realistic plans for making the project self-supporting? What is
the potential for royalty or patent income, technology transfer or university-business enter-
prises? What are the probabilities of the proposed activity or line of inquiry being pursued by
researchers at other institutions?

(3) Innovation—Are significant aspects of the project based on an innovative or a non-traditional
approach? Does the project reflect creative thinking? To what degree does the venture reflect
a unique approach that is new to the applicant institution or new to the entire field of study?

(4) Products and results—Are the expected products and results of the project clearly outlined
and likely to be of high quality? Will project results be of an unusual or unique nature? Will the
project contribute to a better understanding of or an improvement in the quality, distribution, or
effectiveness of the Nation’s food and agricultural scientific and professional expertise base,
such as increasing the participation of women and minorities?

15 points.

10 points.

10 points.

15 points.

(b) Overall approach and cooperative linkages:

This criterion relates to the soundness of the proposed approach and the quality of the partnerships likely

to evolve as a result of the project.

(1) Proposed approach—Do the objectives and plan of operation appear to be sound and appro-
priate relative to the proposed initiative(s) and the impact anticipated? Is the proposed se-
quence of work appropriate? Does the proposed approach reflect sound knowledge of current
theory and practice and awareness of previous or ongoing related research? If the proposed
project is a continuation of a current line of study or currently funded project, does the proposal
include sufficient preliminary data from the previous research or research support activity?
Does the proposed project flow logically from the findings of the previous stage of study? Are
the procedures scientifically and managerially sound? Are potential pitfalls and limitations clear-
ly identified? Are contingency plans delineated? Does the timetable appear to be readily
achievable?

(2) Evaluation—Are the evaluation plans adequate and reasonable? Do they allow for continuous
or frequent feedback during the life of the project? Are the individuals involved in project eval-
uation skilled in evaluation strategies and procedures? Can they provide an objective evalua-
tion? Do evaluation plans facilitate the measurement of project progress and outcomes?

(3) Dissemination—Does the proposed project include clearly outlined and realistic mechanisms
that will lead to widespread dissemination of project results, including national electronic com-
munication systems, publications and presentations at professional society meetings?

(4) Partnerships and collaborative efforts—Does the project have significant potential for advanc-
ing cooperative ventures between the applicant institution and a USDA agency? Does the
project workplan include an effective role for the cooperating USDA agency(s)? Will the project
encourage and facilitate better working relationships in the university science community, as
well as between universities and the public or private sector? Does the project encourage ap-
propriate multi-disciplinary collaboration? Will the project lead to long-term relationships or co-
operative partnerships that are likely to enhance research quality or supplement available re-
sources?

(c) Institutional capacity building:
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Evaluation criterion

Weight

This criterion relates to the degree to which the project will strengthen the research capacity of the appli-
cant institution. In the case of a joint project proposal, it relates to the degree to which the project will
strengthen the research capacity of the applicant institution and that of any other institution assuming a
major role in the conduct of the project.

(1) Institutional enhancement—Will the project help the institution to advance the expertise of cur-
rent faculty in the natural or social sciences; provide a better research environment, state-of-
the-art equipment, or supplies; enhance library collections related to the area of research; or
enable the institution to provide efficacious organizational structures and reward systems to at-
tract, hire and retain first-rate research faculty and students—particularly those from underrep-
resented groups?

(2) Institutional commitment—Is there evidence to substantiate that the institution attributes a
high-priority to the project, that the project is linked to the achievement of the institution’s long-
term goals, that it will help satisfy the institution’s high-priority objectives, or that the project is
supported by the institution’s strategic plans? Will the project have reasonable access to need-
ed resources such as scientific instrumentation, facilities, computer services, library and other
research support resources?

(d) Personnel Resources ........

This criterion relates to the number and qualifications of the key persons who will carry out the project.
Are designated project personnel qualified to carry out a successful project? Are there sufficient num-
bers of personnel associated with the project to achieve the stated objectives and the anticipated out-
comes? Will the project help develop the expertise of young scientists at the doctoral or post-doctorate
level?

(e) Budget and cost-effectiveness:

This criterion relates to the extent to which the total budget adequately supports the project and is cost-ef-
fective.

(1) Budget—Is the budget request justifiable? Are costs reasonable and necessary? Will the total
budget be adequate to carry out project activities? Are the source(s) and amount(s) of non-
Federal matching support clearly identified and appropriately documented? For a joint project
proposal, is the shared budget explained clearly and in sufficient detail?

(2) Cost-effectiveness—Is the proposed project cost-effective? Does it demonstrate a creative
use of limited resources, maximize research value per dollar of USDA support, achieve econo-
mies of scale, leverage additional funds or have the potential to do so, focus expertise and ac-
tivity on a high-priority research initiative(s), or promote coalition building for current or future
ventures?

(f) Overall quality of proposal ...

This criterion relates to the degree to which the proposal complies with the application guidelines and is of
high quality. Is the proposal enhanced by its adherence to instructions (table of contents, organization,
pagination, margin and font size, the 20-page limitation, appendices, etc.); accuracy of forms; clarity of
budget narrative; well prepared vitae for all key personnel associated with the project; and presentation

15 points.

15 points.

10 Points

10 points.

5 points.

5 points

(are ideas effectively presented, clearly articulated, thoroughly explained, etc.)?

Subpart G—Submission of a
Teaching or Research Proposal

§3406.21 Intent to submit a proposal.

To assist NIFA in preparing for the
review of proposals, institutions plan-
ning to submit proposals may be re-
quested to complete Form NIFA-711,
“Intent to Submit a Proposal,” pro-
vided in the application package. NIFA
will determine each year if Intent to
Submit a Proposal forms will be re-
quested and provide such information
in the program announcement. If In-
tent to Submit a Proposal forms are re-
quired, one form should be completed
and returned for each proposal an insti-
tution anticipates submitting. Submit-
ting this form does not commit an in-
stitution to any course of action, nor
does failure to send this form prohibit
an institution from submitting a pro-
posal.

§3406.22 When and where to submit a
proposal.

The program announcement will pro-
vide the deadline date for submitting a
proposal, the number of copies of each
proposal that must be submitted, and
the address to which proposals must be
submitted.

Subpart H—Supplementary
Information

§3406.23 Access to peer review infor-
mation.

After final decisions have been an-
nounced, NIFA will, upon request, in-
form the principal investigator/project
director of the reasons for its decision
on a proposal. Verbatim copies of sum-
mary reviews, not including the iden-
tity of the peer reviewers, will be made
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available to the respective principal in-
vestigator/project directors upon spe-
cific request.

§3406.24 Grant awards.

(a) General. Within the limit of funds
available for such purpose, the author-
ized departmental officer shall make
project grants to those responsible, eli-
gible applicants whose proposals are
judged most meritorious in the an-
nounced targeted need areas under the
evaluation criteria and procedures set
forth in this part. The beginning of the
project period shall be no later than
September 30 of the Federal fiscal year
in which the project is approved for
support. All funds granted under this
part shall be expended solely for the
purpose for which the funds are grant-
ed in accordance with the approved ap-
plication and budget, the regulations of
this part, the terms and conditions of
the award, the applicable Federal cost
principles, and2 CFR part 200 and part
400.

(b) Organizational management infor-
mation. Specific management informa-
tion relating to a proposing institution
shall be submitted on a one-time basis
prior to the award of a project grant
identified under this part if such infor-
mation has not been provided pre-
viously under this or another program
for which the sponsoring agency is re-
sponsible. Copies of forms used to ful-
fill this requirement will be sent to the
proposing institution by the sponsoring
agency as part of the pre-award proc-
ess.

(c) Notice of grant award. The grant
award document shall include at a min-
imum the following:

(1) Legal name and address of per-
forming organization.

(2) Title of project.

(3) Name(s) and address(es) of prin-
cipal investigator(s)/project director(s).

(4) Identifying grant number assigned
by the Department.

(5) Project period, which specifies
how long the Department intends to
support the effort without requiring re-
application for funds.

(6) Total amount of Federal financial
assistance approved during the project
period.

(7) Legal authority(ies) under which
the grant is awarded.

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

(8) Approved budget plan for catego-
rizing allocable project funds to accom-
plish the stated purpose of the grant
award.

(9) Other information or provisions
deemed necessary by the Department
to carry out its granting activities or
to accomplish the purpose of this par-
ticular project grant.

(d) Obligation of the Federal Govern-
ment. Neither the approval of any ap-
plication nor the award of any project
grant shall legally commit or obligate
NIFA or the United States to provide
further support of a project or any por-
tion thereof.

[62 FR 39331, July 22, 1997, as amended at 79
FR 75999, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3406.25 Use of funds; changes.

(a) Delegation of fiscal responsibility.
The grantee may not in whole or in
part delegate or transfer to another
person, institution, or organization the
responsibility for use or expenditure of
grant funds.

(b) Change in project plans. (1) The
permissible changes by the grantee,
principal investigator(s)/project direc-
tor(s), or other key project personnel
in the approved project grant shall be
limited to changes in methodology,
techniques, or other aspects of the
project to expedite achievement of the
project’s approved goals. If the grantee
or the principal investigator(s)/project
director(s) are uncertain as to whether
a change complies with this provision,
the question must be referred to the
Department for a final determination.

(2) Changes in approved goals, or ob-
jectives, shall be requested by the
grantee and approved in writing by the
authorized departmental officer prior
to effecting such changes. In no event
shall requests for such changes be ap-
proved which are outside the scope of
the approved project.

(3) Changes in approved project lead-
ership or the replacement or reassign-
ment of other key project personnel
shall be requested by the grantee and
approved in writing by the authorized
departmental officer prior to effecting
such changes.

(4) Transfers of actual performance of
the substantive programmatic work in
whole or in part and provisions for pay-
ment of funds, whether or not Federal
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funds are involved, shall be requested
by the grantee and approved in writing
by the authorized departmental officer
prior to effecting such transfers.

(c) Changes in project period. The
project period may be extended by the
authorized departmental officer with-
out additional financial support for
such additional period(s) as the author-
ized departmental officer determines
may be necessary to complete or fulfill
the purposes of an approved project.
However, due to statutory restriction,
no grant may be extended beyond five
yvears from the original start date of
the grant. Grant extensions shall be
conditioned upon prior request by the
grantee and approval in writing by the
authorized departmental officer, unless
prescribed otherwise in the terms and
conditions of a grant.

(d) Changes in approved budget.
Changes in an approved budget must be
requested by the grantee and approved
in writing by the authorized depart-
mental officer prior to instituting such
changes if the revision will:

(1) Involve transfers of amounts
budgeted for indirect costs to absorb an
increase in direct costs;

(2) Involve transfers of amounts
budgeted for direct costs to accommo-
date changes in indirect cost rates ne-
gotiated during a budget period and
not approved when a grant was award-
ed; or

(3) Involve transfers or expenditures
of amounts requiring prior approval as
set forth in the applicable Federal cost
principles, Departmental regulations,
or in the grant award.

§3406.26 Monitoring progress of fund-
ed projects.

(a) During the tenure of a grant,
principal investigators/project direc-
tors must attend at least one national
principal investigators/project direc-
tors meeting, if offered, in Washington,
DC or any other announced location.
The purpose of the meeting will be to
discuss project and grant management,
opportunities for collaborative efforts,
future directions for education reform,
research project management, advanc-
ing a field of science, and opportunities
to enhance dissemination of exemplary
end products/results.

§3406.27

(b) An Annual Performance Report
must be submitted to the USDA pro-
gram contact person within 90 days
after the completion of the first year of
the project and annually thereafter
during the life of the grant. Generally,
the Annual Performance Reports
should include a summary of the over-
all progress toward project objectives,
current problems or unusual develop-
ments, the next year’s planned activi-
ties, and any other information that is
pertinent to the ongoing project or
which may be specified in the terms
and conditions of the award. These re-
ports are in addition to the annual Cur-
rent Research Information System
(CRIS) reports required for all research
grants under the award’s ‘‘Special
Terms and Conditions.”

(c) A Final Performance Report must
be submitted to the USDA program
contact person within 90 days after the
expiration date of the project. The ex-
piration date is specified in the award
documents and modifications thereto,
if any. Generally, the Final Perform-
ance Report should be a summary of
the completed project, including: A re-
view of project objectives and accom-
plishments; a description of any prod-
ucts and outcomes resulting from the
project; activities undertaken to dis-
seminate products and outcomes; part-
nerships and collaborative ventures
that resulted from the project; future
initiatives that are planned as a result
of the project; the impact of the
project on the principal investigator(s)/
project director(s), the institution, and
the food and agricultural sciences high-
er education system; and data on
project personnel and beneficiaries.
The Final Performance Report should
be accompanied by samples or copies of
any products or publications resulting
from or developed by the project. The
Final Performance Report must also
contain any other information which
may be specified in the terms and con-
ditions of the award.

§3406.27 Other Federal statutes and
regulations that apply.

(a) The Office of Management and
Budget (‘“‘OMB’’) issued guidance on
Uniform Administrative Requirements,
Cost Principles, and Audit Require-
ments for Federal Awards at 2 CFR
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part 200 on December 26, 2013. In 2 CFR
400.1, the Department adopted OMB’s
guidance in subparts A through F of 2
CFR part 200, as supplemented by 2
CFR part 400, as the Department’s poli-
cies and procedures for uniform admin-
istrative requirements, cost principles,
and audit requirements for federal
awards. As a result, this regulation
contains references to 2 CFR part 200
as it has regulatory effect for the De-
partment’s programs and activities.”

(b) Several other Federal statutes
and/or regulations apply to grant pro-
posals considered for review or to re-
search project grants awarded under
this part. These include but are not
limited to:

2 CFR part 200—Uniform Administrative Re-
quirements, Cost Principles, And Audit Re-
quirements For Federal Awards.

2 CFR part 180 and Part 417—OMB Guidelines
To Agencies On Government-Wide Debar-
ment And Suspension (Nonprocurement)
And USDA Nonprocurement Debarment
And Suspension

7T CFR part 1c—USDA implementation of the
Federal Policy for the Protection of
Human Subjects.

7 CFR 1.1—USDA implementation of Free-
dom of Information Act.

7 CFR part 3—USDA implementation of OMB
Circular A-129 regarding debt collection.

7T CFR part 15, subpart A—USDA implemen-
tation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964.

7 CFR part 3407—NIFA procedures to imple-
ment the National Environmental Policy
Act;

29 U.S.C. 794 (section 504, Rehabilitation Act
of 1973) and 7 CFR part 15B (USDA imple-
mentation of statute)—prohibiting dis-
crimination based upon physical or mental
handicap in Federally assisted programs;
and

35 U.S.C. 200 et seq.—Bayh-Dole Act, control-
ling allocation of rights to inventions
made by employees of small business firms
and domestic nonprofit organizations, in-
cluding universities, in Federally assisted
programs (implementing regulations are
contained in 37 CFR part 401).

[79 FR 75999, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3406.28 Confidential aspects of pro-
posals and awards.

When a proposal results in a grant, it
becomes a part of the record of the
Agency’s transactions, available to the
public upon specific request. Informa-
tion that the Secretary determines to
be of a privileged nature will be held in
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confidence to the extent permitted by
law. Therefore, any information that
the applicant wishes to have considered
as privileged should be clearly marked
as such and sent in a separate state-
ment, two copies of which should ac-
company the proposal. The original
copy of a proposal that does not result
in a grant will be retained by the Agen-
cy for a period of one year. Other cop-
ies will be destroyed. Such a proposal
will be released only with the consent
of the applicant or to the extent re-
quired by law. A proposal may be with-
drawn at any time prior to the final ac-
tion thereon.

§3406.29 Evaluation of program.

Grantees should be aware that NIFA
may, as a part of its own program eval-
uation activities, carry out in-depth
evaluations of assisted activities. Thus,
grantees should be prepared to cooper-
ate with NIFA personnel, or persons re-
tained by NIFA, evaluating the institu-
tional context and the impact of any
supported project. Grantees may be
asked to provide general information
on any students and faculty supported,
in whole or in part, by a grant awarded
under this program; information that
may be requested includes, but is not
limited to, standardized academic
achievement test scores, grade point
average, academic standing, career
patterns, age, race/ethnicity, gender,
citizenship, and disability.

PART 3407—IMPLEMENTATION OF
NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL
POLICY ACT

Sec.

3407.1
3407.2
3407.3
3407.4
3407.5

Background and purpose.

Definitions.

Policy.

Responsibilities.

Classes of action.

3407.6 Categorical exclusions.

3407.7 Actions normally requiring an envi-
ronmental assessment.

3407.8 Actions normally requiring an envi-
ronmental impact statement.

3407.9 Use of environmental documents in
decisionmaking.

3407.10 Preparation of environmental as-
sessments.

3407.11 Preparation of environmental im-
pact statements.
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AUTHORITY: National Environmental Pol-
icy Act of 1969, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 4321 et
seq.; E.O. 11514, 34 FR 4247, as amended by
E.O. 11991, 42 FR 26927; E.O. 12144, 44 FR 11957,
5 U.S.C. 301; 40 CFR 1500-1508; and 7 CFR 1b.

SOURCE: 56 FR 49245, Sept. 27, 1991, unless
otherwise noted.

EDITORIAL NOTE: Nomenclature changes to
part 3407 appear at 76 FR 4810, Jan. 27, 2011.

§3407.1 Background and purpose.

(a) The National Environmental Pol-
icy Act of 1969 (NEPA), as amended (42
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) establishes national
policies and goals for the protection of
the human environment. Section 102(2)
of NEPA directs all Federal agencies to
give appropriate consideration to the
environmental consequences of pro-
posed actions in their decisionmaking
and to prepare detailed environmental
statements on major Federal actions
significantly affecting the quality of
the human environment.

(b) The purpose of this regulation is
to supplement the regulations for im-
plementation of NEPA established by
the Council on Environmental Quality
(CEQ) and codified at 40 CFR parts
1500-1508, as adopted by USDA in 7 CFR
part 1b.

(c) Unless otherwise noted, par-
enthetical citations throughout this
part refer to the CEQ regulations.

§3407.2 Definitions.

(a) Authoriced Departmental Officer
means the NIFA official, acting within
the scope of delegated authority, who
is responsible for awarding and admin-
istering project grants on behalf of
USDA and for carrying out NEPA re-
sponsibilities as outlined in §3407.4(d)
of this part. The Authorized Depart-
mental Officer’s responsibilities do not
include the review, approval, manage-
ment, or similar activity relating to
programs or projects funded by NIFA
on the basis of statutory formula and
also do not include parallel responsibil-
ities relating to the management or ad-
ministration of cooperative agree-
ments awarded by NIFA.

(b) Other terms used in this regula-
tion have the same meaning as they
have in the CEQ regulations.

§3407.3

§3407.3 Policy.

(a) It is NIFA policy to comply with
the provisions of NEPA and related
laws and policies and with the imple-
menting regulations cited in §3407.1(b)
of this part.

(b) Environmental documents should
be concise, written in plain language,
and address the issues pertinent to the
decision being made.

(c) Environmental documents may be
substituted for or combined with other
reports which serve to facilitate deci-
sionmaking (40 CFR 1506.4).

(d) NIFA personnel will cooperate
with other Federal and State agencies
or units thereof, as well as with grant-
ees, contractors, and other cooperating
individuals or entities undertaking ac-
tivities funded or recommended for
funding by NIFA to assure that NEPA
considerations are addressed early in
the planning process to avoid delays
and conflicts (40 CFR 1501.2).

(e) NIFA reserves the right to require
project participants outside of NIFA to
furnish environmental data or docu-
mentation to assist NIFA in carrying
out its responsibilities under NEPA.
When an applicant, grantee, or other
cooperating individual or organization
is required to submit environmental
data to NIFA, including preparation of
an environmental assessment (EA), or
when a contractor hired by a grantee
or other cooperating party prepares en-
vironmental data or documentation,
NIFA shall provide advance instruc-
tions to the applicant, grantee, or
other cooperator relating to the prepa-
ration and submission of the required
information. All information supplied
by external project participants shall
be subject to verification by NIFA (40
CFR 1506.5).

(f) When possible, costs of analyses
and development of required environ-
mental documents shall be planned for
during the budgetary process relating
to the plan or program. Where the na-
ture of particular program agreements
(e.g., grants, cooperative agreements,
formula projects) are determined by
NIFA to require environmental docu-
mentation, the cost of preparing such
documentation and of reasonable miti-
gation efforts shall be considered al-
lowable costs and may be charged to
the project as a portion of the Federal
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or the non-Federal share of project
costs. However, NIFA funds above
those authorized for the program
award will not be made available to re-
cipients to cover such costs.

(g) Final environmental documents,
decision notices, and records of deci-
sion shall be available to the public for
review. There shall be an early and
open process for determining the scope
of issues to be addressed during envi-
ronmental analysis (40 CFR 1501.7).

(h) The concept of tiering to elimi-
nate repetitive discussions applicable
to EISs (40 CFR part 1502) is applicable
to EAs also.

(i) NIFA officials may adopt an exist-
ing Federal EA or EIS when a proposed
action is substantially the same as the
action for which an existing EA or EIS
was prepared (40 CFR 1506.3), provided
that the EA or EIS or portion thereof
meets the standards for an adequate
EA or EIS under these regulations.

(j) Existing environmental docu-
ments may be incorporated by ref-
erence to reduce the bulk of an EA or
EIS (40 CFR 1502.21).

(k) After prior consultation with the
Council on Environmental Quality,
NIFA personnel may, in emergency sit-
uations, implement alternative ar-
rangements for compliance with these
procedures in accordance with 40 CFR
1506.11.

§3407.4 Responsibilities.

The NIFA officials identified below
are responsible for carrying out the
provisions of NEPA as indicated:

(a) Director. The Director is respon-
sible for providing leadership, formu-
lating agency policies and procedures
to implement NEPA, and making
available necessary resources to ensure
that NEPA goals are met.

(b) Deputy Directors and Assistant Di-
rectors. Deputy Directors and Assistant
Directors are responsible for:

(1) Ensuring that eligible institutions
under NIFA formula grant programs
are notified of agency environmental
requirements before projects to be
funded with formula funds are sub-
mitted to NIFA for approval;

(2) Assuring that adequate consider-
ation is given to environmental effects
of proposed actions during pro-
grammatic planning and decision-
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making processes for grants, coopera-
tive agreements, and formula projects;

(3) Ensuring that environmental in-
formation is reviewed and that re-
quired documentation is developed in a
timely and satisfactory manner for
grants, cooperative agreements, and
formula projects; and

(4) Approving courses of action with-
in the range of alternatives presented
including, as appropriate, approval or
recommendation of EAs and EISs for
grants, cooperative agreements, and
formula projects.

(c) Program Managers. NIFA Program
Managers are responsible for:

(1) Preparing EISs when required;

(2) Reviewing and making rec-
ommendations relating to environ-
mental documentation submitted by
project recipients;

(3) Recommending and implementing
courses of action within the range of
alternatives presented; and

(4) Monitoring results.

(d) Authorized Departmental Officer.
The Authorized Departmental Officer
is responsible for:

(1) Ensuring that eligible applicants
under NIFA’s project grant programs
are notified of agency environmental
requirements in advance of proposal
preparation;

(2) Providing terms and conditions of
grant award for adequate environ-
mental documentation; and

(3) Authorizing the commencement of
approved project activities.

NoTE: Where agency environmental re-
quirements are set forth in program regula-
tions, solicitations of applications, program
guidelines, or other documents that apprise
applicants of environmental requirements,
the requirement for advance notification to
potential applicants shall be satisfied.

[66 FR 49245, Sept. 27, 1991, as amended at 79
FR 76000, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3407.5 Classes of action.

The following describes typical class-
es of action associated with NIFA pro-
grams and related activities:

(a) Actions which normally do not re-
quire the preparation of an EA or an
EIS are those actions which ordinarily
do not have significant individual or
cumulative effect on the quality of the
human environment. These include
those activities described in §§3407.6
(a)(1) and (a)(2) of this part.

302



National Institute of Food and Agriculture

(b) Actions normally requiring an
EA, but not necessarily an EIS, are
those projects in which at least some
level of uncertainty exists regarding
individual or cumulative effects on the
quality of the human environment.
Such actions generally include those
identified in §§3407.6(b) and 3407.7 of
this part.

(c) Actions normally requiring an
EIS are projects which are determined
to have a significant impact on the
quality of the human environment or
which will be performed under extraor-
dinary circumstances. These types of
actions are identified in §§3407.6(b) and
3407.8 of this part.

§3407.6 Categorical exclusions.

(a) All NIFA actions will be analyzed
by the appropriate NIFA official speci-
fied in §3407.4(c) to determine whether
the project under consideration will
have a significant environmental effect
prior to recommending to the official
responsible for approving a formula
project in the case of formula grants,
or the official responsible for awarding
a grant or cooperative agreement in
the case of a grant or cooperative
agreement that the action be under-
taken. Unless otherwise determined to
be necessary under the provisions of
paragraph (b) of this section, however,
the preparation of an EA or EIS is not
required for the following categories of
actions:

(1) Department of Agriculture Categor-
ical Exclusions (7 CFR 1b.3). (i) Policy
development, planning and implemen-
tation which are related to routine ac-
tivities such as personnel, organiza-
tional changes, or similar administra-
tive functions;

(ii) Activities which deal solely with
the functions of programs, such as pro-
gram budget proposals, disbursement,
and transfer or reprogramming of
funds;

(iii) Inventories, research activities
and studies, such as resource inven-
tories and routine data collection when
such actions are clearly limited in con-
text and intensity;

(iv) Educational and informational
programs and activities;

(v) Civil and criminal law enforce-
ment and investigative activities;

§3407.7

(vi) Activities which are advisory and
consultative to other agencies and pub-
lic and private entities; and

(vii) Activities related to trade rep-
resentation and market development
activities abroad.

(2) NIFA categorical exclusions Based
on previous experience, the following
categories of NIFA actions are ex-
cluded because they have been found to
have limited scope and intensity and to
have no significant individual or cumu-
lative impacts on the quality of the
human environment:

(i) The following categories of re-
search programs or projects of limited
size and magnitude or with only short-
term effects on the environment:

(A) Research conducted within any
laboratory, greenhouse, or other con-
tained facility where research prac-
tices and safeguards prevent environ-
mental impacts;

(B) Surveys, inventories, and similar
studies that have limited context and
minimal intensity in terms of changes
in the environment; and

(C) Testing outside of the laboratory,
such as in small isolated field plots,
which involves the routine use of fa-
miliar chemicals or biological mate-
rials.

(ii) Routine renovation, rehabilita-
tion, or revitalization of physical fa-
cilities, including the acquisition and
installation of equipment, where such
activity is limited in scope and inten-
sity.

(b) Exceptions to categorical exclu-
sions. Notwithstanding paragraph (a)
of this section, an EA or EIS shall be
prepared for an activity which is nor-
mally within the purview of categor-
ical exclusion where it is determined
by NIFA that substantial controversy
on environmental grounds exists or
that other extraordinary conditions or
circumstances are present which may
cause such activity to have a signifi-
cant environmental effect.

§3407.7 Actions normally requiring an
environmental assessment.

The following actions normally will
require an EA:

(a) Programs supported in whole or
in part by NIFA which may result in a
particular technology’s moving from
the field evaluation stage to large-
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scale demonstration or simulated com-
mercial phase.

(b) Field work that is expected to
have an effect on the human environ-
ment such as large-scale excavations or
the use of explosives.

(c) Projects for the construction or
renovation of physical facilities, unless
categorically excluded under
§3407.6(a)(2)(ii).

(d) Activities specified in §3407.6(b).

§3407.8 Actions normally requiring an
environmental impact statement.

An EIS normally will be required for
major actions where it is determined
by NIFA that such activity will signifi-
cantly affect the quality of the human
environment, including those specified
in §3407.6(b).

§3407.9 Use of environmental docu-
ments in decisionmaking.

In carrying out agency responsibil-
ities under NEPA, NIFA officials shall:

(a) Consider all relevant environ-
mental documents in evaluating pro-
grams, proposals, or projects for final
agency action.

(b) Make all relevant final environ-
mental documents, comments, and re-
sponses part of the record in rule-
making and adjudicatory proceedings.

(c) Ensure that all relevant final en-
vironmental documents, comments,
and responses are submitted to NIFA
in a timely fashion, are subjected to
normal agency review processes, and
are made a part of the official record.

(d) Consider only those alternatives
encompassed by the range of alter-
natives discussed in the relevant envi-
ronmental documents when evaluating
plans, programs, or proposals for agen-
cy action.

§3407.10 Preparation of environ-

mental assessments.

(a) Format and content. An EA may be
prepared in any format provided that it
covers, in a logical and succinct fash-
ion, the information necessary for de-
termining whether a proposed NIFA ac-
tion may have a significant environ-
mental impact and thus warrant prepa-
ration of an EIS. The information must
include brief discussions on the need
for the project, alternatives to the pro-
posed action, environmental impacts of
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the proposed action and alternatives,
and a listing of agencies and persons
consulted (40 CFR 1508.9). Where pos-
sible, EAs should be limited to 10-15
pages. NOTE: It is the scope and com-
plexity of the environmental issues,
rather than the size of the project, that
should be used to determine the length
of the EA

(b) Supplements to environmental as-
sessments. Where substantial changes
occur in a project or activity for which
an EA has been prepared and it is de-
termined by a responsible NIFA official
specified in §3407.4(b) that the changes
are pertinent to environmental con-
cerns, a supplement to the EA may be
required. Supplements to EAs shall be
evaluated and processed as stated in
paragraph (c) of this section.

(c) Decision notice. Upon completion
of an EA and any supplement thereto,
the responsible NIFA official will
evaluate the information it contains,
determine whether an EIS is required
or whether no significant environ-
mental impact is likely to occur, and
will document the decision and the rea-
sons upon which it is based (40 CFR
1508.13). The EA shall be available to
the public.

§3407.11 Preparation of environ-

mental impact statements.

(a) Actions involving more than one
agency. If more than one Federal agen-
cy participates in a program activity, a
lead agency shall be selected in accord-
ance with 40 CFR 1501.5(c). The lead
agency, in full cooperation with all
participating agencies, shall assume
responsibility for involving the public
as required in 40 CFR 1501.4(b) and shall
prepare the EIS or shall cause the EIS
to be prepared as provided in 40 CFR
1501.5.

(b) Notice of intent. If a responsible
NIFA official designated in §3407.4(b) of
this part recommends the preparation
of an EIS, the public shall be apprised
of the decision. This notice shall be
prepared according to 40 CFR 1508.2.

(¢) Draft and Final EIS. The process of
preparing the draft and final EIS, as
well as the format of the document,
shall comply with the provisions of 40
CFR parts 1502-1506.
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(d) Supplemental statements. Where
substantial changes occur or new infor-
mation becomes available under a
project or activity for which an EIS or
draft EIS has been prepared and it is
determined by a responsible NIFA offi-
cial specified in §3407.4(b) that the
changes are pertinent to environ-
mental concerns, a supplement to the
EIS or draft EIS may be required. The
supplement shall be evaluated and
processed in accordance with 40 CFR
1502.9(c).

(e) Decisionmaking and implementation.
A responsible NIFA official designated
in §3407.4(b) may make a decision no
sooner than thirty days after the no-
tice of availability of the final EIS has
been published in the FEDERAL REG-
ISTER by the Environmental Protection
Agency (40 CFR 1506.10). The decision
will be documented in a record of deci-
sion as required by 40 CFR 1505.2, and
monitoring and mitigation activities
will be implemented as required by 40
CFR 1505.3.

PART 3411—NATIONAL RESEARCH
INITIATIVE COMPETITION GRANTS
PROGRAM [RESERVED]

PART 3415—BIOTECHNOLOGY RISK
ASSESSMENT RESEARCH GRANTS
PROGRAM

Subpart A—General

Sec.

3415.1
3415.2
3415.3

Applicability of regulations.

Definitions.

Eligibility requirements.

3415.4 How to apply for a grant.

3415.5 Evaluation and disposition of applica-
tions.

3415.6 Grant awards.

3415.7 Use of funds; changes.

3415.8 Other Federal statutes and regula-
tions that apply.

3415.9 Other conditions.

Subpart B—Scientific Peer Review of
Research Grant Applications

3415.10 Establishment and operation of peer
review groups.

3415.11 Composition of peer review groups.

3415.12 Conflicts of interest.

3415.13 Availability of information.

3415.14 Proposal review.

3415.15 Evaluation factors.

AUTHORITY: 5 U.S.C. 301 and 7 U.S.C. 5921.

§3415.2

SOURCE: 58 FR 65647, Dec. 15, 1993, unless
otherwise noted.

EDITORIAL NOTE: Nomenclature changes to
part 3415 appear at 76 FR 4811, Jan. 27, 2011.

Subpart A—General

§3415.1 Applicability of regulations.

(a) The regulations of this part apply
to research grants awarded under the
authority of section 1668 of the Food,
Agriculture, Conservation, and Trade
Act of 1990, (7 U.S.C. 5921). Grants
awarded under this section will support
biotechnology risk assessment research
to help address concerns about the ef-
fects of introducing certain Dbio-
technology products into the environ-
ment and to help regulators develop
policies concerning the introduction of
such products. Taking into consider-
ation any determinations made
through consultations with such enti-
ties as the Animal and Plant Health In-
spection Service, the Forest Service,
the Environmental Protection Agency,
the Office of Agricultural Bio-
technology, and the Agricultural Bio-
technology Research Advisory Com-
mittee, the Director of NIFA and Ad-
ministrator of ARS shall determine
and announce, through publication of a
Notice in such publications as the FED-
ERAL REGISTER, professional trade jour-
nals, agency or program handbooks,
the Catalog of Federal Domestic As-
sistance, or any other appropriate
means, specific areas of research for
which preproposals or proposals will be
solicited and the extent that funds are
available therefor.

(b) The regulations of this part do
not apply to grants awarded by the De-
partment of Agriculture under any
other authority.

§3415.2 Definitions.

As used in this part:

(a) Ad hoc reviewers means experts or
consultants qualified by training and
experience in particular scientific or
technical fields to render special expert
advice, through written evaluations of
grant applications, in accordance with
the provisions of this part, on the sci-
entific or technical merit of grant ap-
plications in those fields.

(b) Administrator means the Adminis-
trator of the Agricultural Research
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Service (ARS) and any other officer or
employee of the Department of Agri-
culture to whom the authority in-
volved may be delegated.

(c) Awarding official means the Direc-
tor or Administrator and any other of-
ficer or employee of the Department to
whom the authority to issue or modify
grant instruments has been delegated.

(d) Biotechnology means any tech-
nique that uses living organisms (or
parts of organisms) to make or modify
products, to improve plants or animals,
or to develop microorganisms for spe-
cific use. The development of materials
that mimic molecular structures or
functions of living systems is included.

(e) Budget period means the interval
of time (usually 12 months) into which
the project period is divided for budg-
etary and reporting purposes.

(f) Department means the Department
of Agriculture.

(g) Director means the Director of the
National Institute of Food and Agri-
culture (NIFA) and any other officer or
employee of the Department of Agri-
culture to whom the authority in-
volved may be delegated.

(h) Grant means the award by the Di-
rector or Administrator of funds to a
grantee to assist in meeting the costs
of conducting, for the benefit of the
public, an identified project which is
intended and designed to establish, dis-
cover, elucidate, or confirm informa-
tion or the underlying mechanisms re-
lating to a research program area iden-
tified in program solicitation.

(i) Grantee means the entity des-
ignated in the grant award document
as the responsible legal entity to whom
a grant is awarded under this part.

(j) Peer review group means an assem-
bled group of experts or consultants
qualified by training and experience in
particular scientific or technical fields
to give expert advice, in accordance
with the provisions of this part, on the
scientific and technical merit of grant
applications in those fields.

(k) Principal investigator means a sin-
gle individual who is responsible for
the scientific and technical direction of
the project, as designated by the grant-
ee in the grant application and ap-
proved by the Director or Adminis-
trator.

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

(1) Project means the particular activ-
ity within the scope of one or more of
the research program areas identified
in the annual program solicitation that
is supported by a grant under this part.

(m) Project period means the total
time approved by the Director or Ad-
ministrator for conducting the pro-
posed project as outlined in an ap-
proved grant application.

(n) Research means any systematic
study directed toward new or fuller
knowledge and understanding of the
subject studied.

(0) Methodology means the project ap-
proach to be followed to carry out the
project.

[68 FR 65647, Dec. 15, 1993, as amended at 76
FR 4811, Jan. 27, 2011]

§3415.3 Eligibility requirements.

(a) Except where otherwise prohib-
ited by law, any public or private re-
search or educational institution or or-
ganization shall be eligible to apply for
and to receive a grant award under this
part, provided that the applicant quali-
fies as a responsible grantee under the
criteria set forth in paragraph (b) of
this section.

(b) To qualify as responsible, an ap-
plicant must meet the following stand-
ards as they relate to a particular
project:

(1) Adequate financial resources for
performance, the necessary experience,
organizational and technical qualifica-
tions, and facilities, or a firm commit-
ment, arrangement, or ability to ob-
tain same (including by proposed sub-
agreements);

(2) Ability to comply with the pro-
posed or required completion schedule
for the project;

(3) Satisfactory record of integrity,
judgment, and performance, including,
in particular, any prior performance
under grants or contracts from the
Federal government;

(4) Adequate financial management
system and audit procedures that pro-
vide efficient and effective account-
ability and control of all funds, prop-
erty, and other assets; and

(5) Otherwise be qualified and eligible
to receive a grant under the applicable
laws and regulations.

(c) Any applicant who is determined
to be not responsible will be notified in
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writing of such finding and the basis
therefor.

§3415.4 How to apply for a grant.

(a) A program solicitation will be

prepared and announced through publi-
cations such as the FEDERAL REGISTER,
professional trade journals, agency or
program handbooks, the Catalog of
Federal Domestic Assistance, or any
other appropriate means, as early as
practicable each fiscal year.
The Department may elect to solicit
preproposals each fiscal year in order
to eliminate from consideration pro-
posed research that does not address
narrowly focused program objectives. A
preproposal will be limited in length
(in comparison to a full proposal) to al-
leviate waste of time and effort by ap-
plicants in the preparation of proposals
and USDA staff in the review of pro-
posals. If the Department solicits
preproposals through publication of the
annual program solicitation, the De-
partment does not anticipate pub-
lishing a subsequent solicitation for
full proposals. Applicants submitting
preproposals deemed appropriate to the
objectives of this program as set out in
the annual solicitation will be re-
quested to submit full proposals; the
full proposals will then be evaluated in
accordance with §3415.5 through
§3415.15 of this part.

The annual program solicitation will
contain information sufficient to en-
able applicants to prepare preproposals
or full proposals under this program
and will be as complete as possible
with respect to:

(1) Descriptions of the specific re-
search areas that the Department pro-
poses to support during the fiscal year
involved, including anticipated funds
to be awarded;

(2) Eligibility requirements;

(3) Obtaining application Kits;

(4) Deadline dates for submission of
preproposal or proposal packages;

(5) Name and mailing address to send
preproposals or proposals;

(6) Number of copies to submit; and

(7) Special requirements.

(b) Application Kit. An Application
Kit will be made available to any po-
tential grant applicant who requests a
copy. This kit contains required forms,
certifications, and instructions appli-
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cable to the submission of grant
preproposals or proposals.

(c) Format for preproposals. As stated
above, the Department may elect to so-
licit preproposals under this program.
Unless otherwise indicated by the De-
partment in the annual program solici-
tation, the following general format
applies for the preparation of
preproposals:

(1) ““Application for Funding (Form
NIFA-661)"’. All preproposals submitted
by eligible applicants should contain
an ‘‘Application for Funding’’, Form
NIFA-661, which must be signed by the
proposing principal investigator(s) and
endorsed by the cognizant authorized
organizational representative who pos-
sesses the necessary authority to com-
mit the applicant’s time and other rel-
evant resources. The title of the pro-
posal must be brief (80-character max-
imum), yet represent the major thrust
of the project. Because this title will be
used to provide information to those
who may not be familiar with the pro-
posed project, highly technical words
or phraseology should be avoided where
possible. In addition, phrases such as
“investigation of”’ and ‘‘research on”’
should not be used.

(2) Project summary. Each preproposal
must contain a project summary, the
text of which may not exceed three (3)
single- or double-spaced pages. The De-
partment reserves the option of not
forwarding for further consideration a
preproposal in which the project sum-
mary page limit is exceeded. The
project summary is not intended for
the general reader; consequently, it
may contain technical language com-
prehensible primarily by persons in dis-
ciplines relating to the food and agri-
cultural sciences. The project summary
should be a self-contained specific de-
scription of the activity to be under-
taken and should focus on:

(i) Overall project goal(s) and sup-
porting objectives;

(ii) Plans to accomplish project
goal(s); and

(iii) Relevance or significance of the
project to United States agriculture.

(3) Budget. A budget detailing re-
quested support for the proposed
project period must be included in each
preproposal. A copy of the form which
must be used for this purpose, along
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with instructions for completion, is in-
cluded in the Application Kit identified
under §3415.4(b) of this part and may be
reproduced as needed by applicants.
Funds may be requested under any of
the categories listed on the budget
form, provided that the item or service
for which support is requested may be
identified as necessary for successful
conduct of the proposed project, is al-
lowable under applicable Federal cost
principles, and is not prohibited under
any applicable Federal statute.

(4) Special requirements. (i) The annual
program solicitation will describe any
special preproposal submission require-
ments, such as paper size or type pitch
to be used in the preparation of
preproposals. The solicitation will also
describe special program requirements,
such as conference attendance or elec-
tronic project reporting, for which ap-
plicants may allocate funds when pre-
paring proposed budgets.

(ii) By signing the ‘‘Application for
Funding” identified under §3415.4(c)(1)
in its submission of a preproposal, the
applicant is certifying compliance with
the restrictions on the use of appro-
priated funds for lobbying set out in 7
CFR part 3018.

5) Evaluation of  preproposals.
Preproposals shall be evaluated to de-
termine whether the substance of the
proposed project is appropriate to the
objectives of this program as set out in
the annual program solicitation. Sub-
sequently, the Director or Adminis-
trator shall request full proposals from
those applicants proposing projects
deemed appropriate to the objectives of
this program as set out in the annual
program solicitation. Such proposals
shall conform to the format for full
proposals set out below and shall be
evaluated in accordance with §3415.5
through §3415.15 of this part.

(d) Format for full proposals. Unless
otherwise indicated by the Department
in the annual program solicitation, the
following general format applies for
the preparation of full proposals under
this program:

(1) ‘““Application for Funding’ (Form
NIFA-661). All full proposals submitted
by eligible applicants should contain
an Application for Funding’”’, Form
NIFA-661, which must be signed by the
proposed principal investigator(s) and
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endorsed by the cognizant authorized
organizational representative who pos-
sesses the necessary authority to com-
mit the applicant’s time and other rel-
evant resources. Investigators who do
not sign the full proposal cover sheet
will not be listed on the grant docu-
ment in the event an award is made.
The title of the proposal must be brief
(80-character maximum), yet represent
The major emphasis of the project. Be-
cause this title will be used to provide
information to those who may not be
familiar with the proposed project,
highly technical words or phraseology
should be avoided where possible. In
addition, phrases such as ‘‘investiga-
tion of”’ or ‘‘research on’’ should not be
used.

(2) Project summary. Each full pro-
posal must contain a project summary,
the length of which may not exceed
three (3) single- or double-spaced pages.
This summary is not intended for the
general reader; consequently, it may
contain technical language comprehen-
sible primarily by persons in dis-
ciplines relating to the food and agri-
cultural sciences. The project summary
should be a self-contained, specific de-
scription of the activity to be under-
taken and should focus on:

(i) Overall project goal(s) and sup-
porting objectives;

(ii) Plans to accomplish project
goal(s); and

(iii) Relevance or significance of the
project to United States agriculture.

(3) Project description. The specific
aims of the project must be included in
all proposals. The text of the project
description may not exceed 15 single-
or double-spaced pages. The Depart-
ment reserves the option of not for-
warding for further consideration pro-
posals in which the project description
exceeds this page limit. The project de-
scription must contain the following
components:

(1) Introduction. A clear statement of
the long-term goal(s) and supporting
objectives of the proposed project
should preface the project description.
The most significant published work in
the field under consideration, including
the work of key project personnel on
the current application, should be re-
viewed. The current status of research
in the particular scientific field also
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should be described. All work cited, in-
cluding that of key personnel, should
be referenced.

(ii) Progress report. If the proposal is a
renewal of an existing project sup-
ported under this program, include a
clearly marked performance report de-
scribing results to date from the pre-
vious award. This section should con-
tain the following information:

(A) A comparison of actual accom-
plishments with the goals established
for the previous award;

(B) The reasons established goals
were not met, if applicable; and

(C) A listing of any publications re-
sulting from the award. Copies of re-
prints or preprints may be appended to
the proposal if desired.

(4) Rationale and significance. Present
concisely the rationale behind the pro-
posed project. The objectives’ specific
relationship and relevance to the area
in which an application is submitted
and the objectives’ specific relation-
ship and relevance to potential regu-
latory issues of United States bio-
technology research should be shown
clearly. Any novel ideas or contribu-
tions that the proposed project offers
also should be discussed in this section.

(5) Experimental plan. The hypotheses
or questions being asked and the meth-
odology to be applied to the proposed
project should be stated explicitly.
Specifically, this section must include:

(i) A description of the investigations
and/or experiments proposed and the
sequence in which the investigations or
experiments are to be performed;

(ii) Techniques to be used in carrying
out the proposed project, including the
feasibility of the techniques;

(iii) Results expected;

(iv) Means by which experimental
data will be analyzed or interpreted;

(v) Pitfalls that may be encountered;

(vi) Limitations to proposed proce-
dures; and

(vii) Tentative schedule for con-
ducting major steps involved in these
investigations and/or experiments.

In describing the experimental plan,
the applicant must explain fully any
materials, procedures, situations, or
activities that may be hazardous to
personnel (whether or not they are di-
rectly related to a particular phase of
the proposed project), along with an
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outline of precautions to be exercised
to avoid or mitigate the effects of such
hazards.

(6) Facilities and equipment. All facili-
ties and major items of equipment that
are available for use or assignment to
the proposed research project during
the requested period of support should
be described. In addition, items of non-
expendable equipment necessary to
conduct and successfully conclude the
proposed project should be listed.

(7) Collaborative arrangements. If the
nature of the proposed project requires
collaboration or subcontractual ar-
rangements with other research sci-
entists, corporations, organizations,
agencies, or entities, the applicant
must identify the collaborator(s) and
provide a full explanation of the nature
of the collaboration. Evidence (i.e., let-
ters of intent) should be provided to as-
sure peer reviewers that the collabo-
rators involved have agreed to render
this service. In addition, the proposal
must indicate whether or not such a
collaborative arrangement(s) has the
potential for conflict(s) of interest.

(8) Personnel support. To assist peer
reviewers in assessing the competence
and experience of the proposed project
staff, key personnel who will be in-
volved in the proposed project must be
identified clearly. For each principal
investigator involved, and for all senior
associates and other professional per-
sonnel who expect to work on the
project, whether or not funds are
sought for their support, the following
should be included:

(i) An estimate of the time commit-
ments necessary;

(ii) Curriculum vitae. The curriculum
vitae should be limited to a presen-
tation of academic and research cre-
dentials, e.g., educational, employment
and professional history, and honors
and awards. Unless pertinent to the
project, to personal status, or to the
status of the organization, meetings
attended, seminars given, or personal
data such as birth date, marital status,
or community activities should not be
included. The vitae shall be no more
than two pages each in length, exclud-
ing the publication lists. The Depart-
ment reserves the option of not for-
warding for further consideration a
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proposal in which each vitae exceeds
the two-page limit; and

(iii) Publication List(s). A chrono-
logical list of all publications in re-
ferred journals during the past five
years, including those in press, must be
provided for each professional project
member for whom a curriculum vitae is
provided. Authors should be listed in
the same order as they appear on each
paper cited, along with the title and
complete reference as these items usu-
ally appear in journals.

(9) Budget. A detailed budget is re-
quired for each year of requested sup-
port. In addition, a summary budget is
required detailing requested support
for the overall project period. A copy of
the form which must be used for this
purpose, Form NIFA-55, along with in-
structions for completion, is included
in the Application Kit identified under
§3415.4(b) of this part and may be re-
produced as needed by applicants.
Funds may be requested under any of
the categories listed, provided that the
item or service for which support is re-
quested may be identified as necessary
for successful conduct of the proposed
project, is allowable under applicable
Federal cost principles, and is not pro-
hibited under any applicable Federal
statute.

(10) Research involving special consider-
ations. A number of situations encoun-
tered in the conduct of research require
special information and supporting
documentation before funding can be
approved for the project. If any such
situation is anticipated, the proposal
must so indicate. It is expected that a
significant number of proposals will in-
volve the following:

(1) Recombinant DNA and RNA mol-
ecules. All key personnel identified in a
proposal and all endorsing officials of a
proposed performing entity are re-
quired to comply with the guidelines
established by the National Institutes
of Health entitled, ‘‘Guidelines for Re-
search Involving Recombinant DNA
Molecules,” as revised. The Applica-
tion Kit, identified above in §3415.4(b),
contains a form which is suitable for
such certification of compliance (Form
NIFA-662).

(ii) Human subjects at risk. Responsi-
bility for safeguarding the rights and
welfare of human subjects used in any
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proposed project supported with grant
funds provided by the Department rests
with the performing entity. Regula-
tions have been issued by the Depart-
ment under 7 CFR Part 1c, Protection
of Human Subjects. In the event that a
project involving human subjects at
risk is recommended for award, the ap-
plicant will be required to submit a
statement certifying that the project
plan has been reviewed and approved
by the Institutional Review Board at
the proposing organization or institu-
tion. The Application Kit, identified
above in §3415.4(b), contains a form
which is suitable for such certification
(Form NIFA-662).

(iii) Ezxperimental wvertebrate animal
care. The responsibility for the humane
care and treatment of any experi-
mental vertebrate animal, which has
the same meaning as ‘“‘animal’’ in sec-
tion 2(g) of the Animal Welfare Act of
1966, as amended (7 U.S.C. 2132(g)), used
in any project supported with grant
funds rests with the performing organi-
zation. In this regard, all key personnel
associated with any supported project
and all endorsing officials of the pro-
posed performing entity are required to
comply with the applicable provisions
of the Animal Welfare Act of 1966, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 2131 et seq.) and the
regulations promulgated thereunder by
the Secretary of Agriculture in 9 CFR
parts 1, 2, 3, and 4. The applicant must
submit a statement certifying that the
proposed project is in compliance with
the aforementioned regulations, and
that the proposed project is either
under review by or has been reviewed
and approved by an Institutional Ani-
mal Care and Use Committee. The Ap-
plication Kit, identified above in
§3415.4(b), contains a form which is
suitable for such certification (Form
NIFA-662).

(11) Current and pending support. All
proposals must list any other current
public or private research support (in-
cluding in-house support) to which key
personnel identified in the proposal
have committed portions of their time,
whether or not salary support for the
person(s) involved is included in the
budget. Analogous information must be
provided for any pending proposals
that are being considered by, or that
will be submitted in the near future to,
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other possible sponsors, including
other USDA programs or agencies.
Concurrent submission of identical or
similar proposals to other possible
sponsors will not prejudice proposal re-
view or evaluation by the Director or
Administrator or experts or consult-
ants engaged by the Director or Ad-
ministrator for this purpose. However,
a proposal that duplicates or overlaps
substantially with a proposal already
reviewed and funded (or that will be
funded) by another organization or
agency will not be funded under this
program. The Application Kit, identi-
fied above in §3415.4(b), contains a form
which is suitable for listing current
and pending support (Form NIFA-663).

(12) Additions to project description.
Each project description is expected by
the Director or Administrator, the
members of peer review groups, and the
relevant program staff to be complete
while meeting the page limit estab-
lished in §3415.4(d)(3). However, if the
inclusion of additional information is
necessary to ensure the equitable eval-
uation of the proposal (e.g., photo-
graphs that do not reproduce well, re-
prints, and other pertinent materials
that are deemed to be unsuitable for
inclusion in the text of the proposal),
the number of copies submitted should
match the number of copies of the ap-
plication requested in the program so-
licitation. Each set of such materials
must be identified with the name of the
submitting organization, and the
name(s) of the principal investi-
gator(s). Information may not be ap-
pended to a proposal to circumvent
page limitations prescribed for the
project description. Extraneous mate-
rials will not be used during the peer
review process.

(13) Organizational management infor-
mation. Specific management informa-
tion relating to an applicant shall be
submitted on a one-time basis prior to
the award of a grant identified under
this Part if such information has not
been provided previously under this or
another program for which the spon-
soring agency is responsible. The De-
partment will contact an applicant to
request organizational management in-
formation once a proposal has been rec-
ommended for funding.

§3415.5

§3415.5 Evaluation and disposition of
applications.

(a) Evaluation. All proposals received
from eligible applicants and submitted
in accordance with deadlines estab-
lished in the annual program solicita-
tion shall be evaluated by the Director
or Administrator through such officers,
employees, and others as the Director
or Administrator determines are
uniquely qualified in the areas of re-
search represented by particular
projects. To assist in equitably and ob-
jectively evaluating proposals and to
obtain the best possible balance of
viewpoints, the Director or Adminis-
trator shall solicit the advice of peer
scientists, ad hoc reviewers, or others
who are recognized specialists in the
areas covered by the applications re-
ceived and whose general roles are de-
fined in §3415.2. Specific evaluations
will be based upon the criteria estab-
lished in subpart B, §3415.15, unless
NIFA and/or ARS determine that dif-
ferent criteria are necessary for the
proper evaluation of proposals in one
or more specific program areas, or for
specific types of projects to be sup-
ported, and announces such criteria
and their relative importance in the
annual program solicitation. The over-
riding purpose of these evaluations is
to provide information upon which the
Director or Administrator may make
an informed judgment in selecting pro-
posals for support. Incomplete, unclear,
or poorly organized applications will
work to the detriment of applicants
during the peer evaluation process. To
ensure a comprehensive evaluation, all
applications should be written with the
care and thoroughness accorded papers
for publication.

(b) Disposition. On the basis of the Di-
rector’s or Administrator’s evaluation
of an application in accordance with
paragraph (a) of this section, the Direc-
tor or Administrator will (1) approve
support using currently available
funds, (2) defer support due to lack of
funds or a need for further evaluation,
or (3) disapprove support for the pro-
posed project in whole or in part. With
respect to approved projects, the Direc-
tor or Administrator will determine
the project period (subject to extension
as provided in §3415.7(c)) during which
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the project may be supported. Any de-
ferral or disapproval of an application
will not preclude its reconsideration or
a reapplication during subsequent fis-
cal years.

[68 FR 65647, Dec. 15, 1993, as amended at 80
FR 81738, Dec. 31, 2015]

§3415.6 Grant awards.

(a) General. Within the limit of funds
available for such purpose, the award-
ing official of NIFA or ARS shall make
grants to those responsible, eligible ap-
plicants whose proposals are judged
most meritorious in the announced
program areas under the evaluation
criteria and procedures set forth in this
part. The date specified by the Director
or Administrator as the effective date
of the grant shall be no later than Sep-
tember 30 of the Federal fiscal year in
which the project is approved for sup-
port and funds are appropriated for
such purpose, unless otherwise per-
mitted by law. It should be noted that
the project need not be initiated on the
grant effective date, but as soon there-
after as practicable so that project
goals may be attained within the fund-
ed project period. All funds granted by
NIFA or ARS under this Part shall be
expended solely for the purpose for
which the funds are granted in accord-
ance with the approved application and
budget, the regulations of this part,
the terms and conditions of the award,
the applicable Federal cost principles,
2 CFR part 200.

(b) Grant award document and notice of
grant award—(1) Grant award document.
The grant award document shall in-
clude at a minimum the following:

(i) Legal name and address of per-
forming organization or institution to
whom the Director or Administrator
has awarded a grant under the terms of
this Part;

(ii) Title of project;

(iii) Name(s) and address(es) of prin-
cipal investigator(s) chosen to direct
and control approved activities;

(iv) Identifying grant number as-
signed by the Department;

(v) Project period, specifying the
amount of time the Department in-
tends to support the project without
requiring recompetition for funds;
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(vi) Total amount of Departmental
financial assistance approved by the
Director or Administrator during the
project period;

(vii) Legal authority(ies) under which
the grant is awarded;

(viii) Approved budget plan for cat-
egorizing allocable project funds to ac-
complish the stated purpose of the
grant award; and

(ix) Other information or provisions
deemed necessary by NIFA or ARS to
carry out their respective granting ac-
tivities or to accomplish the purpose of
a particular grant.

(2) Notice of grant award. The notice
of grant award, in the form of a letter,
will be prepared and will provide perti-
nent instructions or information to the
grantee that is not included in the
grant award document.

(¢c) Types of grant instruments. The
major types of grant instruments shall
be as follows:

(1) New grant. This is a grant instru-
ment by which NIFA or ARS agrees to
support a specified level of effort for a
project that generally has not been
supported previously under this pro-
gram. This type of grant is approved on
the basis of peer review recommenda-
tion.

(2) Renewal grant. This is a grant in-
strument by which NIFA or ARS
agrees to provide additional funding for
a project period beyond that approved
in an original or amended award. When
a renewal application is submitted, it
should include a summary of progress
to date from the previous granting pe-
riod. A renewal grant shall be based
upon new application, de novo peer re-
view and staff evaluation, new rec-
ommendation and approval, and a new
award action reflecting that the grant
has been renewed.

(3) Supplemental grant. This is an in-
strument by which NIFA or ARS
agrees to provide small amounts of ad-
ditional funding under a new or re-
newal grant as specified in paragraphs
(c)(1) and (c)(2) of this section and may
involve a short-term (usually six
months or less) extension of the project
period beyond that approved in an
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original or amended award. A supple-
ment is awarded only if required to as-
sure adequate completion of the origi-
nal scope of work and if there is suffi-
cient justification to warrant such ac-
tion. A request of this nature normally
will not require additional peer review.

(d) Funding mechanisms. The two
mechanisms by which NIFA or ARS
may elect to award new, renewal, and
supplemental grants are as follows:

(1) Standard grant. This is a funding
mechanism whereby NIFA or ARS
agrees to support a specified level of ef-
fort for a predetermined time period
without the announced intention of
providing additional support at a fu-
ture date.

(2) Continuation grant. This is a fund-
ing mechanism whereby NIFA or ARS
agrees to support a specified level of ef-
fort for a predetermined period of time
with a statement of intention to pro-
vide additional support at a future
date, provided that performance has
been satisfactory, appropriations are
available for this purpose, and contin-
ued support would be in the best inter-
ests of the Federal government and the
public. This kind of mechanism nor-
mally will be awarded for an initial
one-year period, and any subsequent
continuation project grants also will be
awarded in one-year increments. The
award of a continuation project grant
to fund an initial or succeeding budget
period does not constitute an obliga-
tion to fund any subsequent budget pe-
riod. Unless prescribed otherwise by
NIFA or ARS, a grantee must subject a
separate application for continued sup-
port for each subsequent fiscal year.
Requests for such continued support
must be submitted in duplicate at least
three months prior to the expiration
date of the budget period currently
being funded. Decisions regarding con-
tinued support and the actual funding
levels of such support in future years
usually will be made administratively
after consideration of such factors as
the grantee’s progress and manage-
ment practices and the availability of
funds. Since initial peer reviews are
based upon the full term and scope of
the original grant application, addi-
tional evaluations of this type gen-
erally are not required prior to succes-
sive years’ support. However, in un-

§3415.7

usual cases (e.g., when the nature of
the project or key personnel change or
when the amount of future support re-
quested substantially exceeds the grant
application originally reviewed and ap-
proved), additional reviews may be re-
quired prior to approving continued
funding.

(e) Obligation of the Federal Govern-
ment. Neither the approval of any ap-
plication nor the award of any project
grant commits or obligates the United
States in any way to make any re-
newal, supplemental, continuation, or
other award with respect to any ap-
proved application or portion thereof.

[68 FR 65647, Dec. 15, 1993, as amended at 79
FR 76000, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3415.7 Use of funds; changes.

(a) Delegation of fiscal responsibility.
The grantee may not in whole or in
part delegate or transfer to another
person, institution, or organization the
responsibility for use or expenditure of
grant funds.

(b) Change in project plans. (1) The
permissible changes by the grantee,
principal investigator(s), or other key
project personnel in the approved grant
shall be limited to changes in method-
ology, techniques, or other aspects of
the project to expedite achievement of
the project’s approved goals. If the
grantee or the principal investigator(s)
is uncertain whether a particular
change complies with this provision,
the question must be referred to the
awarding official of NIFA or ARS, as
appropriate, for a final determination.

(2) Changes in approved goals, or ob-
jectives, shall be requested by the
grantee and approved in writing by the
awarding official of NIFA or ARS, as
appropriate, prior to effecting such
changes. Normally, no requests for
such changes that are outside the scope
of the original approved project will be
approved.

(3) Changes in approved project lead-
ership or the replacement or reassign-
ment of other key project personnel
shall be requested by the grantee and
approved in writing by the awarding of-
ficial of NIFA or ARS, as appropriate,
prior to effecting such changes.

(4) Transfers of actual performance of
the substantive programmatic work in
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whole or in part and provisions for pay-
ment of funds, whether or not Federal
funds are involved, shall be requested
by the grantee and approved in writing
by the awarding official of NIFA or
ARS, as appropriate, prior to effecting
such changes, unless prescribed other-
wise in the terms and conditions of a
grant.

(c) Changes in project period. The
project period determined pursuant to
§3415.5(b) may be extended by the
awarding official of NIFA or ARS, as
appropriate, without additional finan-
cial support, for such additional pe-
riod(s) as the appropriate awarding of-
ficial determines may be necessary to
complete, or fulfill the purposes of, an
approved project. Any extension of
time shall be conditioned upon prior
request by the grantee and approval in
writing by the appropriate awarding of-
ficial, unless prescribed otherwise in
the terms and conditions of a grant.

(d) Changes in approved budget. The
terms and conditions of a grant will
prescribe the circumstances under
which written approval must be re-
quested and obtained from the award-
ing official of NIFA or ARS, as appro-
priate, prior to instituting changes in
an approved budget.

§3415.8 Other Federal statutes and
regulations that apply.

(a) The Office of Management and
Budget (‘‘OMB”) issued guidance on
Uniform Administrative Requirements,
Cost Principles, and Audit Require-
ments for Federal Awards at 2 CFR
part 200 on December 26, 2013. In 2 CFR
400.1, the Department adopted OMB’s
guidance in subparts A through F of 2
CFR part 200, as supplemented by 2
CFR part 400, as the Department’s poli-
cies and procedures for uniform admin-
istrative requirements, cost principles,
and audit requirements for federal
awards. As a result, this regulation
contains references to 2 CFR part 200
as it has regulatory effect for the De-
partment’s programs and activities.”

(b) Several other Federal statutes
and/or regulations apply to grant pro-
posals considered for review or to re-
search project grants awarded under
this part. These include but are not
limited to:
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2 CFR part 200—Uniform Administrative Re-
quirements, Cost Principles, and Audit Re-
quirements for Federal Awards.

2 CFR part 180 and Part 417—OMB Guidelines
to Agencies on Government-Wide Debar-
ment And Suspension (Nonprocurement)
and USDA Nonprocurement Debarment
And Suspension

7 CFR part 1c—USDA Implementation of the
Federal Policy for the Protection of
Human Subjects.

7 CFR 1.1—USDA Implementation of Free-
dom of Information Act.

7 CFR part 3—USDA Implementation of OMB
Circular A-129 Regarding Debt Collection.

7 CFR part 15, subpart A—USDA Implemen-
tation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964.

7T CFR part 3407—NIFA Procedures To Imple-
ment the National Environmental Policy
Act;

29 U.S.C. 794 (section 504, Rehabilitation Act
of 1973) and 7 CFR part 156B (USDA imple-
mentation of statute)—prohibiting dis-
crimination based upon physical or mental
handicap in Federally assisted programs;
and

35 U.S.C. 200 et seq.—Bayh-Dole Act, control-
ling allocation of rights to inventions
made by employees of small business firms
and domestic nonprofit organizations, in-
cluding universities, in Federally assisted
programs (implementing regulations are
contained in 37 CFR part 401).

[79 FR 76000, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3415.9 Other conditions.

The Director or Administrator may
elect to use a portion of available fund-
ing each fiscal year to support an An-
nual Conference, the purpose of which
will be to bring together scientists and
regulatory officials relevant to this
program. At the Annual Conference,
the participants may offer individual
opinions regarding research needs, up-
date information and discuss progress,
or may offer individual opinions on
areas of risk assessment research ap-
propriate to agricultural bio-
technology. The annual program solici-
tation will indicate whether funds are
available to support an Annual Con-
ference and, if so, will include instruc-
tions on the preparation and submis-
sion of proposals requesting funds from
the Department for support of an An-
nual Conference. The Department may
also elect to require principal inves-
tigators whose research is funded under
this program to attend an Annual Con-
ference and to present data on the re-
sults of their research efforts. Should
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attendance at an Annual Conference be
required, the annual program solicita-
tion will so indicate, and principal in-
vestigators may include attendance
costs in their proposed budgets.

The Director or Administrator may,
with respect to any grant or to any
class of awards, impose additional con-
ditions prior to or at the time of any
award when, in the Director’s or Ad-
ministrator’s judgment, such condi-
tions are necessary to ensure or pro-
tect advancement of the approved
project, the interests of the public, or
the conservation of grant funds.

Subpart B—Scientific Peer Review
of Research Grant Applications

§3415.10 Establishment and operation
of peer review groups.

Subject to §3415.5, the Director or
Administrator shall adopt procedures
for the conduct of peer reviews and the
formulation of recommendations under
§3415.14.

§3415.11 Composition of peer review
groups.

(a) Peer review group members and
ad hoc reviewers will be selected based
upon their training and experience in
relevant scientific or technical fields,
taking into account the following fac-
tors:

(1) The level of formal scientific or
technical education by the individual
and the extent to which an individual
is engaged in relevant research activi-
ties;

(2) The need to include as peer re-
viewers experts from various areas of
specialization within relevant sci-
entific or technical fields;

(3) The need to include as peer re-
viewers experts from a variety of orga-
nizational types (e.g., universities,
Federal laboratories, industry, private
consultant(s), Federal and State regu-
latory agencies, environmental organi-
zations) and geographic locations; and

(4) The need to maintain a balanced
composition of peer review groups re-
lated to minority and female represen-
tation and an equitable age distribu-
tion.

(b) [Reserved]

§3415.14

§3415.12 Conflicts of interest.

Members of peer review groups cov-
ered by this part are subject to rel-
evant provisions contained in title 18 of
the United States Code relating to
criminal activity, Departmental regu-
lations governing employee respon-
sibilities and conduct (part O of this
title), and Executive Order No. 11222, as
amended.

§3415.13 Availability of information.

Information regarding the peer re-
view process will be made available to
the extent permitted under the Free-
dom of Information Act (6 U.S.C. 552),
the Privacy Act (b U.S.C. 5b2a.), and
implementing Departmental regula-
tions (part 1 of this title).

§3415.14 Proposal review.

(a) All grant applications will be ac-
knowledged. Prior to technical exam-
ination, a preliminary review will be
made for responsiveness to the pro-
gram solicitation (e.g., relationship of
application to announced program
area). Proposals that do not fall within
the guidelines as stated in the program
solicitation will be eliminated from
competition and will be returned to the
applicant.

(b) All applications will be carefully
reviewed by the Director or Adminis-
trator, qualified officers or employees
of the Department, the respective peer
review group, and ad hoc reviewers, as
required. Written comments will be so-
licited from ad hoc reviewers when re-
quired, and individual written com-
ments and in-depth discussions will be
provided by peer review group members
prior to recommending applications for
funding. Applications will be ranked
and support levels recommended within
the limitation of total available fund-
ing for each research program area as
announced in the program solicitation.

(c) No awarding official will make a
grant based upon an application cov-
ered by this part unless the application
has been reviewed in accordance with
the provisions of this part and unless
said reviewers have made recommenda-
tions concerning the scientific merit
and relevance to the program of such
application.
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(d) Except to the extent otherwise
provided by law, such recommenda-
tions are advisory only and are not
binding on program officers or on the
awarding officials of NIFA and ARS.

§3415.15

In carrying out its review under
§3415.14, the peer review group will
take into account the following factors
unless, pursuant to §3415.5(a), different
evaluation criteria are specified in the
annual program solicitation:

(a) Scientific merit of the proposal.

(1) Conceptual adequacy of hypoth-
esis;

(2) Clarity and delineation of objec-
tives;

(3) Adequacy of the description of the
undertaking and suitability and feasi-
bility of methodology;

(4) Demonstration of
through preliminary data;
(5) Probability of success of project;

(6) Novelty, uniqueness and origi-
nality; and

(7) Appropriateness to regulation of
biotechnology and risk assessment.

(b) Qualifications of proposed project
personnel and adequacy of facilities.

(1) Training and demonstrated aware-
ness of previous and alternative ap-
proaches to the problem identified in
the proposal, and performance record
and/or potential for future accomplish-
ments;

(2) Time allocated for systematic at-
tainment of objectives;

(3) Institutional experience and com-
petence in subject area; and

(4) Adequacy of available or obtain-
able support personnel, facilities, and
instrumentation.

(c) Relevance of project to solving
biotechnology regulatory uncertainty
for United States agriculture.

(1) Scientific contribution of research
in leading to important discoveries or
significant breakthroughs in an-
nounced program areas; and

(2) Relevance of the risk assessment
research to agriculture and environ-
mental regulations.

Evaluation factors.

feasibility

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

PART 3418—STAKEHOLDER INPUT
REQUIREMENTS FOR RECIPIENTS
OF AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH,
EDUCATION, AND EXTENSION
FORMULA FUNDS

Sec.

3418.1
3418.2
3418.3
3418.4

Definitions.
Scope and purpose.
Applicability.
Reporting requirement.
3418.5 Failure to comply and report.
3418.6 Prohibition.
AUTHORITY: 5 U.S.C. 301; 7 U.S.C. 7612(c)(2).

SOURCE: 65 FR 5998, Feb. 8, 2000, unless oth-
erwise noted.

§3418.1 Definitions.

As used in this part:

1862 institution means a college or
university eligible to receive funds
under the Act of July 2, 1862 (7 U.S.C.
301, et seq.).

1890 institution means a college or
university eligible to receive funds
under the Act of August 30, 1890 (7
U.S.C. 321, et seq.), including Tuskegee
University.

1994 institution means an institution
as defined in section 532 of the Equity
in Educational Land-Grant Status Act
of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 301 note).

Formula funds means agricultural re-
search funds provided to 1862 institu-
tions and agricultural experiment sta-
tions under the Hatch Act of 1887 (7
U.S.C. 36la, et seq.); extension funds
provided to 1862 institutions under sec-
tions 3(b) and 3(c) of the Smith-Lever
Act (7 U.S.C. 343(b) and (c)) and section
208(c) of the District of Columbia Pub-
lic Postsecondary Education Reorga-
nization Act, Pub. L. 93-471; agricul-
tural extension and research funds pro-
vided to 1890 institutions under sec-
tions 1444 and 1445 of the National Agri-
cultural Research, Extension, and
Teaching Policy Act of 1977
(NARETPA)(7T U.S.C. 3221 and 3222);
education formula funds provided to
1994 institutions under section 534(a) of
the Equity in Educational Land-Grant
Status Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 301 note);
research funds provided to forestry
schools under the McIntire-Stennis Act
of 1962 (16 U.S.C. 582a, et seq.); and ani-
mal health and disease research funds
provided to veterinary schools and ag-
ricultural experiment stations under
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section 1433 of NARETPA (7 U.S.C.
3195).

Recipient institution means any 1862
institution, 1890 institution, 1994 insti-
tution, or any other institution that
receives formula funds from the De-
partment of Agriculture.

Seek stakeholder input means an open,
fair, and accessible process by which
individuals, groups, and organizations
may have a voice, and one that treats
all with dignity and respect.

Stakeholder means any person who
has the opportunity to use or conduct
agricultural research, extension, or
education activities of recipient insti-
tutions.

§3418.2 Scope and Purpose.

Section 102(c) of the Agricultural Re-
search, Extension, and Education Re-
form Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7612(c)) re-
quires land-grant institutions, as a
condition of receipt of formula funds,
to solicit and consider input and rec-
ommendations from stakeholders con-
cerning the use of formula funds. This
regulation implements this require-
ment consistently for all recipient in-
stitutions that receive formula funds.

§3418.3 Applicability.

To obtain formula funds after Sep-
tember 30, 1999, each recipient institu-
tion shall establish and implement a
process for obtaining stakeholder input
on the uses of formula funds in accord-
ance with this part.

§3418.4 Reporting requirement.

Each recipient institution shall re-
port to the Department of Agriculture
by October 1 of each fiscal year, the
following information related to stake-
holder input and recommendations:

(a) Actions taken to seek stakeholder
input that encourages their participa-
tion;

(b) A brief statement of the process
used by the recipient institution to
identify individuals and groups who are
stakeholders and to collect input from
them; and

(c) A statement of how collected
input was considered.

§3418.5 Failure to comply and report.

Formula funds may be withheld and
redistributed if a recipient institution

§3419.1

fails to either comply with §3418.3 or
report under §3418.4.

§3418.6 Prohibition.

A recipient institution shall not re-
quire input from stakeholders as a con-
dition of receiving the benefits of, or
participating in, the agricultural re-
search, education, or extension pro-
grams of the recipient institution.

PART 3419—MATCHING FUNDS RE-
QUIREMENT FOR AGRICULTURAL
RESEARCH AND EXTENSION FOR-
MULA FUNDS AT 1890 LAND-
GRANT INSTITUTIONS, INCLUDING
TUSKEGEE UNIVERSITY, AND AT
1862 LAND-GRANT INSTITUTIONS
IN INSULAR AREAS

Sec.

3419.1 Definitions.

3419.2 Matching funds.

3419.3 Determination of non-Federal sources
of funds.

3419.4 Limited waiver authority.

3419.5 Certification of matching funds.

3419.6 Use of matching funds.

3419.7 Redistribution of funds.

AUTHORITY: 5 U.S.C. 301, 7 U.S.C. 3222d; Sec.
753, Pub. L. No. 105-277, 112 Stat. 2681-33.

SOURCE: 65 FR 21631, Apr. 21, 2000, unless
otherwise noted.

§3419.1 Definitions.

As used in this part:

Eligible institution means a college or
university eligible to receive funds
under the Act of August 30, 1890 (7
U.S.C. 321 et seq.) (commonly known as
the Second Morrill Act), including
Tuskegee University, or a college or
university designated under the Act of
July 2, 1862 (7 U.S.C. 301, et seq.) (com-
monly known as the First Morrill Act)
and located in the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico and the insular areas of
American Samoa, Guam, Micronesia,
Northern Marianas, and the Virgin Is-
lands.

Formula funds means agricultural re-
search funds provided to the eligible
institutions under section 1445 of the
National Agricultural Research, Exten-
sion, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977
(NARETPA), as amended, or under sec-
tion 3 of the Hatch Act of 1887, 7 U.S.C.
361c, and agricultural extension funds
provided to the eligible institutions
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under section 1444 of NARETPA or
under sections 3(b) and (c) of the
Smith-Lever Act, 7 U.S.C. 343(b) and
(c).

Matching funds means funds from
non-Federal sources made available by
the State to the eligible institutions:

(a) For programs or activities that
fall within the purposes of agricultural
research and cooperative extension
under sections 1444 and 1445 of
NARETPA, the Hatch Act of 1887, and
the Smith-Lever Act; or

(b) For qualifying educational activi-
ties. Matching funds means cash con-
tributions and excludes in-kind match-
ing contributions.

Non-Federal sources means funds
made available by the State to the eli-
gible institution either through direct
appropriation or under any authority
(other than authority to charge tuition
and fees paid by students) provided by
a State to an eligible institution to
raise revenue, such as gift acceptance
authority or user fees.

Qualifying educational activities means
programs that address food and agri-
cultural sciences components of an eli-
gible institution.

Secretary means the Secretary of Ag-
riculture and any other officer or em-
ployee of the Department of Agri-
culture to whom the authority in-
volved may be delegated.

State means the government of any
one of the fifty States, the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, Guam, Amer-
ican Samoa, the Commonwealth of
Northern Marianas, the Virgin Islands
of the United States, the Republic of
Palau, the Republic of the Marshall Is-
lands, and the Federated States of Mi-
cronesia.

§3419.2 Matching funds.

The distribution of formula funds
shall be subject to the following
matching requirements:

(a) For fiscal year 2000, matching
funds shall equal not less than 30 per-
cent of the formula funds to be distrib-
uted to the eligible institution;

(b) For fiscal year 2001, matching
funds shall equal not less than 45 per-
cent of the formula funds to be distrib-
uted to the eligible institution; and

(c) For fiscal year 2002 and each fiscal
year thereafter, the matching funds
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shall equal not less than 50 percent of
the formula funds to be distributed to
the eligible institution.

§3419.3 Determination of non-Federal
sources of funds.

Each eligible institution shall submit
by September 30, 1999, a report describ-
ing for fiscal year 1999:

(a) The sources of non-Federal funds
made available to the eligible institu-
tions for agricultural research, exten-
sion, and qualified educational activity
to meet the matching requirements of
section 1449 of NARETPA, as amended;
and

(b) The amount of funds generally
available from each source. This report
for the fiscal year ending September 30,
1999, may also include a request for a
waiver of the matching funds require-
ment for fiscal year 2000.

§3419.4 Limited waiver authority.

The Secretary may waive the match-
ing funds requirement for fiscal year
2000 for an eligible institution of a
State if the Secretary determines that,
based on the report received under
§3419.3, the State will be unlikely to
satisfy the matching requirement. The
criteria to waive the match in fiscal
year 2000 may include:

(a) Natural disaster, flood, fire, tor-
nado, hurricane, or drought;

(b) State and/or institution facing a
financial crisis; or

(c) Demonstration of a good faith ef-
fort to obtain funds. Approval or dis-
approval of the request for a waiver
will be based on the report submitted
under §3419.3. The Secretary may not
waive the matching requirement for
any fiscal year other than fiscal year
2000.

§3419.5 Certification of
funds.

matching

Prior to the distribution of formula
funds each fiscal year, each eligible in-
stitution must certify as to the avail-
ability of matching funds. Eligible in-
stitutions may revise their -certifi-
cation of matching funds through July
1 of the fiscal year in which funds are
appropriated.
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§3419.6 Use of matching funds.

The required matching funds for the
formula programs shall be used by an
eligible institution for agricultural re-
search and extension activities that
have been approved in the plan of work
required under sections 1444(d) and
1445(c) of the National Agricultural Re-
search, Extension, and Teaching Policy
Act of 1977, section 7 of the Hatch Act
of 1887, section 4 of the Smith-Lever
Act, or for approved qualifying edu-
cation activities.

§3419.7 Redistribution of funds.

All formula funds not matched and
reported under §3419.5 by July 1 of each
fiscal year will be reapportioned to the
other eligible institutions who have
satisfied their current fiscal year re-
quirement for matching funds for the
formula funds. Unmatched research
and extension funds will be reappor-
tioned in accordance with the research
and extension statutory distribution
formulas applicable to the 1890 and 1862
land-grant institutions, respectively.
Any redistribution of funds shall be
subject to the same matching require-
ment under §3419.2.

PART 3430—COMPETITIVE AND
NONCOMPETITIVE NON-FOR-
MULA  FEDERAL  ASSISTANCE

PROGRAMS—GENERAL AWARD
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS

Subpart A—General Information

Sec.

3430.1 Applicability of regulations.

3430.2 Definitions.

3430.3 Deviations.

3430.4 Other Federal statutes and regula-
tions that apply.

Subpart B—Pre-award: Solicitation and
Application

3430.11 Competition.

3430.12 Requests for applications.

3430.13 Letter of intent to submit an appli-
cation.

3430.14 Types of applications; types of award
instruments.

3430.15 Stakeholder input.

3430.16 Eligibility requirements.

3430.17 Content of an application.

3430.18 Submission of an application.

3430.19 Resubmission of an application.

3430.20 Acknowledgment of an application.

Pt. 3430

3430.21 Confidentiality of applications and
awards.

Subpart C—Pre-award: Application Review
and Evaluation

3430.31
3430.32
3430.33

Guiding principles.

Preliminary application review.

Selection of reviewers.

3430.3¢ Evaluation criteria.

3430.35 Review of noncompetitive applica-
tions.

3430.36 Procedures to minimize or eliminate
duplication of effort.

3430.37 Feedback to applicants.

Subpart D—Award

3430.41 Administration.
3430.42 Special award conditions.

Subpart E—Post-award and Closeout

3430.51
3430.52
3430.53
3430.54
3430.55
3430.56
3430.57
3430.58

Payment.

Cost sharing and matching.

Program income.

Indirect costs.

Technical reporting.

Financial reporting.

Project meetings.

Prior approvals.

3430.59 Review of disallowed costs.

3430.60 Suspension, termination, and with-
holding of support.

3430.61 Debt collection.

3430.62 Award appeals procedures.

3430.63 Expiring appropriations.

Subpart F—Specialty Crop Research
Initiative

3430.200
3430.201
3430.202
3430.203
3430.204
3430.205
3430.206
3430.207

Applicability of regulations.

Purpose.

Definitions.

Eligibility.

Project types and priorities.

Funding restrictions.

Matching requirements.

Duration of awards.

3430.208 Review of applications.

3430.209 Emergency Citrus Disease Research
and Extension Program.

Subpart G—Agriculture and Food
Research Initiative

3430.300
3430.301
3430.302
3430.303
3430.304
3430.305

Applicability of regulations.

Purpose.

Definitions.

Eligibility.

Project Types and priorities.

Funding restrictions.

3430.306 Matching requirements.

3430.307 Coordination and stakeholder input
requirements.

3430.308 Duration of awards.

3430.309 Priority areas.

3430.310 Allocation of AFRI funds.
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3430.311 Allocation of research funds.

3430.312 Emphasis on Sustainable
culture.

3430.313 Inclusion of research topics pro-
posed by national and state commodity
boards in request for applications.

Agri-

Subpart H—Organic Agriculture Research
and Extension Initiative

3430.400
3430.401
3430.402
3430.403
3430.404
3430.405
3430.406
3430.407

Applicability of regulations.
Purpose.

[Reserved]

Eligibility.

Project types and priorities.
Funding restrictions.
Matching requirements.
Program requirements.

Subpart I—Integrated Research, Education,
and Extension Competitive Grants Program

3430.500
3430.501
3430.502
3430.503
3430.504
3430.505
3430.506
3430.507

Applicability of regulations.
Purpose.

Definitions.

Eligibility.

Project types and priorities.
Funding restrictions.
Matching requirements.
Program requirements.

Subpart J—Beginning Farmer and Rancher
Development Program

3430.600
3430.601
3430.602
3430.603
3430.604
3430.605
3430.606
3430.607
3430.608
3430.609

Applicability of regulations.
Purpose.

Definitions.

Eligibility.

Project types and priorities.
Funding restrictions.
Matching requirements.
Stakeholder input.

Review criteria.

Other considerations.

Subpart K—Biomass Research and
Development Initiative

3430.700
3430.701
3430.702
3430.703
3430.704
3430.705
3430.706
3430.707
3430.708
3430.709

Applicability of regulations.
Purpose.

Definitions.

Eligibility.

Project types and priorities.
Funding restrictions.
Matching requirements.
Administrative duties.
Review criteria.

Duration of awards.

Subpart L—Capacity Building Grants for
Non-Land Grant Colleges of Agri-
culture Program

3430.800
3430.801
3430.802
3430.803

Applicability.
Purpose.
Definitions.
Eligibility.
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3430.804
3430.805
3430.806
3430.807

Project types and priorities.
Funding restrictions.
Matching requirements.
Duration of grant.

Subpart M—New Era Rural Technology
Competitive Grants Program

3430.900
3430.901
3430.902
3430.903
3430.904
3430.905
3430.906
3430.907
3430.908
3430.909

Applicability of regulations.
Purpose.

Definitions.

Eligibility.

Project types and priorities.
Funding restrictions.
Matching requirements.
Stakeholder input.

Review criteria.

Other considerations.

Subpart N [Reserved]

Subpart O—Sun Grant Program

3430.1000
3430.1001
3430.1002
3430.1003
3430.1004
3430.1005
3430.1006

Applicability of regulations.

Purpose.

Definitions.

Eligibility.

Project types and priorities.

Funding restrictions.

Matching requirements.

3430.1007 Planning activities.

3430.1008 Sun Grant Information Analysis
Center.

3430.1009 Administrative duties.

3430.1010 Review criteria.

3430.1011 Duration of awards.

Subpart P—Food Insecurity Nutrition
Incentive Program

3430.1100
3430.1101
3430.1102
3430.1103
3430.1104
3430.1105
3430.1106
3430.1107
3430.1108

AUTHORITY: 7 U.S.C. 3316; Pub. L. 106-107 (31
U.S.C. 6101 note)

SOURCE: 74 FR 45740, Sept. 4, 2009, unless
otherwise noted.

Applicability of regulations.
Purpose.

Definitions.

Eligibility.

Project types and priorities.
Funding restrictions.
Matching requirements.
Program requirements.
Priorities.

Subpart A—General Information

§3430.1 Applicability of regulations.

(a) General. This part provides agency
specific regulations regarding the ap-
plication for, and evaluation, award,
and post-award administration of, Na-
tional Institute of Food and Agri-
culture (NIFA) awards, and is supple-
mentary to the USDA uniform assist-
ance regulations at 2 CFR part 200, as
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applicable. These regulations apply to
the following types of Federal assist-
ance awards: Grants and cooperative
agreements.

(b) Competitive programs. This part ap-
plies to all agricultural research, edu-
cation, and extension competitive and
related programs for which NIFA has
administrative or other authority, as
well as any other Federal assistance
program delegated to the NIFA Direc-
tor . In cases where regulations of this
part conflict with existing regulations
of NIFA in Title 7 (i.e., 7T CFR parts 3400
through 3499) of the Code of Federal
Regulations, regulations of this part
shall supersede. This part does not
apply to the Small Business Innovation
Research (SBIR) Program (7 CFR part
3403) and the Veterinary Medicine Loan
Repayment Program (VMLRP) author-
ized under section 1415A of the Na-
tional Agricultural Research, Exten-
sion, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977
(NARETPA) (7 U.S.C. 3151a).

(c) Noncompetitive programs. Subparts
A, B, D, and E, as well as §3430.35 of
subpart C, apply to all noncompetitive
agricultural research, education, and
extension programs administered by
NIFA, as well as any other Federal as-
sistance program delegated to the
NIFA Director.

(d) Federal assistance programs admin-
istered on behalf of other agencies. Sub-
parts A through E, as appropriate,
apply to competitive and noncompeti-
tive grants and cooperative agreements
administered on behalf of other agen-
cies of the Federal Government. Re-
quirements specific to these Federal
assistance programs will be included in
the program solicitations or requests
for applications (RFAs).

(e) Federal assistance programs admin-
istered jointly with other agencies. Sub-
parts A through E, as appropriate,
apply to competitive and noncompeti-
tive grants and cooperative agreements
administered jointly with other agen-
cies of the Federal Government. Re-
quirements specific to these Federal
assistance programs will be included in
the appropriate program solicitations
or RFAs published by both or either
agency.

(f) Formula fund grants programs. This
part does not apply to any of the for-
mula grant programs administered by

§3430.2

NIFA. Formula funds are the research
funds provided to 1862 Land-Grant In-
stitutions and agricultural experiment
stations under the Hatch Act of 1887 (7
U.S.C. 36la, et seq.); extension funds
provided to 1862 Land-Grant Institu-
tions under sections 3(b) and 3(c) of the
Smith-Lever Act (7 U.S.C. 343(b) and
(c)) and section 208(c) of the District of
Columbia Public Postsecondary Edu-
cation Reorganization Act, Public Law
93-471; agricultural extension and re-
search funds provided to 1890 Land-
Grant Institutions under sections 1444
and 1445 of NARETPA (7 U.S.C. 3221 and
3222); expanded food and nutrition edu-
cation program funds authorized under
section 3(d) of the Smith-Lever Act (7
U.S.C. 343(d)) to the 1862 Land-Grant
Institutions and the 1890 Land-Grant
Institutions; extension funds under the
Renewable Resources Extension Act of
1978 (16 U.S.C. 1671, et seq.) for the 1862
Land-Grant institutions and the 1890
Land-Grant Institutions; research
funds provided to the 1862 Land-Grant
Institutions, 1890 Land-Grant Institu-
tions, and forestry schools under the
McIntire-Stennis Cooperative Forestry
Act (16 U.S.C. 582a, et seq.); and animal
health and disease research funds pro-
vided to veterinary schools and agri-
cultural experiment stations under sec-
tion 1433 of NARETPA (7 U.S.C. 3195).

[74 FR 45740, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 79
FR 76000, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3430.2 Definitions.

As used in this part:

1862 Land-Grant Institution means an
institution eligible to receive funds
under the Act of July 2, 1862, as amend-
ed (7 U.S.C. 301, et seq.). Unless other-
wise stated for a specific program, this
term includes a research foundation
maintained by such an institution.

1890 Land-Grant Institution means one
of those institutions eligible to receive
funds under the Act of August 30, 1890,
as amended (7 U.S.C. 321, et seq.), in-
cluding Tuskegee University and West
Virginia State University. Unless oth-
erwise stated for a specific program,
this term includes a research founda-
tion maintained by such an institution.

1994 Land-Grant Institution means one
of those institutions as defined in sec-
tion 532 of the Equity in Educational
Land-Grant Status Act of 1994, as
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amended (7 U.S.C. 301 note). These in-
stitutions are commonly referred to as
Tribal Colleges or Universities.

Advisory Board means the National
Agricultural Research, Extension, Edu-
cation, and Economics Advisory Board
(as established under section 1408 of
NARETPA (7 U.S.C. 3123).

Agricultural research means research
in the food and agricultural sciences.

Applied research means research that
includes expansion of the findings of
fundamental research to uncover prac-
tical ways in which new knowledge can
be advanced to benefit individuals and
society.

Authorized Departmental Officer or
ADO means the Secretary or any em-
ployee of the Department with dele-
gated authority to issue or modify
award instruments on behalf of the
Secretary.

Authorized  Representative or AR
means the President or Chief Executive
Officer of the applicant organization or
the official, designated by the Presi-
dent or Chief Executive Officer of the
applicant organization, who has the au-
thority to commit the resources of the
organization to the project.

Award means financial assistance
that provides support or stimulation to
accomplish a public purpose. Awards
may be grants or cooperative agree-
ments.

Budget period means the interval of
time (usually 12 months) into which
the project period is divided for budg-
etary and reporting purposes.

Cash contributions means the recipi-
ent’s cash outlay, including the outlay
of money contributed to the recipient
by non-Federal third parties.

Certification of Non-Land-Grant Col-
lege of Agriculture status means an insti-
tution that followed NIFA’s Process for
Non-Land Grant College of Agriculture
(NLGCA) Designation and received a
certification of NLGCA designation
from NIFA (see §3430.16(c)).

College or university means, unless de-
fined in a separate subpart, an edu-
cational institution in any State
which:

(1) Admits as regular students only
persons having a certificate of gradua-
tion from a school providing secondary
education, or the recognized equivalent
of such a certificate;

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

(2) Is legally authorized within such
State to provide a program of edu-
cation beyond secondary education;

(3) Provides an educational program
for which a bachelor’s degree or any
other higher degree is awarded;

(4) Is a public or other nonprofit in-
stitution; and

(5) Is accredited by a nationally rec-
ognized accrediting agency or associa-
tion. Unless otherwise stated for a spe-
cific program, this term includes a re-
search foundation maintained by such
an institution.

Cooperative agreement means the
award by the Authorized Departmental
Officer of funds to an eligible awardee
to assist in meeting the costs of con-
ducting for the benefit of the public, an
identified project which is intended
and designed to accomplish the purpose
of the program as identified in the pro-
gram solicitation or RFA, and where
substantial involvement is expected be-
tween NIFA and the awardee when car-
rying out the activity contemplated in
the agreement.

Department means the United States
Department of Agriculture.

Director means the Director of NIFA
and any other officer or employee of
NIFA to whom the authority involved
is delegated.

Education activity or teaching activity
means formal classroom instruction,
laboratory instruction, and practicum
experience in the food and agricultural
sciences and other related matters
such as faculty development, student
recruitment and services, curriculum
development, instructional materials
and equipment, and innovative teach-
ing methodologies.

Established and demonstrated capacity
means that an organization has met
the following criteria:

(1) Conducts any systematic study di-
rected toward new or fuller knowledge
and understanding of the subject stud-
ied; or,

(2) Systematically relates or applies
the findings of research or scientific
experimentation to the application of
new approaches to problem solving,
technologies, or management prac-
tices; and

(3) Has facilities, qualified personnel,
independent funding, and prior projects
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and accomplishments in research or
technology transfer.

Extension means informal education
programs conducted in the States in
cooperation with the Department.

Extension activity means an act or
process that delivers science-based
knowledge and informal educational
programs to people, enabling them to
make practical decisions.

Food and agricultural sciences means
basic, applied, and developmental re-
search, extension, and teaching activi-
ties in food and fiber, agricultural, re-
newable energy and natural resources,
forestry, and physical and social
sciences, including activities relating
to the following:

(1) Animal health, production, and
well-being.

(2) Plant health and production.

(3) Animal and plant germ plasm col-
lection and preservation.

(4) Aquaculture.

(5) Food safety.

(6) Soil, water, and related resource
conservation and improvement.

(7) Forestry, horticulture, and range
management.

(8) Nutritional
motion.

(9) Farm enhancement, including fi-
nancial management, input efficiency,
and profitability.

(10) Home economics.

(11) Rural human ecology.

(12) Youth development and agricul-
tural education, including 4-H clubs.

(13) Expansion of domestic and inter-
national markets for agricultural com-
modities and products, including agri-
cultural trade barrier identification
and analysis.

(14) Information management and
technology transfer related to agri-
culture.

(15) Biotechnology related to agri-
culture.

(16) The processing, distributing,
marketing, and utilization of food and
agricultural products.

Fundamental research means research
that increases knowledge or under-
standing of the fundamental aspects of
phenomena and has the potential for
broad application, and has an effect on
agriculture, food, nutrition, or the en-
vironment.

sciences and pro-

§3430.2

Graduate degree means a Master’s or
doctoral degree.

Grant means the award by the Au-
thorized Departmental Officer of funds
to an eligible grantee to assist in meet-
ing the costs of conducting for the ben-
efit of the public, an identified project
which is intended and designed to ac-
complish the purpose of the program as
identified in the program solicitation
or RFA.

Grantee means the organization des-
ignated in the grant award document
as the responsible legal entity to which
a grant is awarded.

Insular area means the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, Guam, Amer-
ican Samoa, the Commonwealth of the
Northern Mariana Islands, the Fed-
erated States of Micronesia, the Repub-
lic of the Marshall Islands, the Repub-
lic of Palau, and the Virgin Islands of
the United States.

Integrated project means a project in-
corporating two or three components
of the agricultural knowledge system
(research, education, and extension)
around a problem area or activity.

Land-grant Institutions means the 1862
Land-Grant Institutions, 1890 Land-
Grant Institutions, and 1994 Land-
Grant Institutions.

Matching or cost sharing means that
portion of allowable project or program
costs not borne by the Federal Govern-
ment, including the value of in-kind
contributions.

Merit review means an evaluation of a
proposed project or elements of a pro-
posed program whereby the technical
quality and relevance to regional or
national goals are assessed.

Merit reviewers means peers and other
individuals with expertise appropriate
to conduct merit review of a proposed
project.

Methodology means the project ap-
proach to be followed.

Mission-linked research means re-
search on specifically identified agri-
cultural problems which, through a
continuum of efforts, provides informa-
tion and technology that may be trans-
ferred to users and may relate to a
product, practice, or process.

National laboratories include Federal
laboratories that are government-
owned contractor-operated or govern-
ment-owned government-operated.
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Non-citicen national of the United
States means the award by the Author-
ized Departmental Officer of funds to
an eligible awardee to assist in meet-
ing the costs of conducting for the ben-
efit of the public, an identified project
which is intended and designed to ac-
complish the purpose of the program as
identified in the program solicitation
or RFA, and where substantial involve-
ment is expected between NIFA and
the awardee when carrying out the ac-
tivity contemplated in the agreement.

Peer reviewers means experts or con-
sultants qualified by training and expe-
rience to give expert advice on the sci-
entific and technical merit of applica-
tions or the relevance of those applica-
tions to one or more of the application
evaluation criteria. Peer reviewers
may be adhoc or convened as a panel.

Prior approval means written ap-
proval by an Authorized Departmental
Officer evidencing prior consent.

Private research organization means
any non-governmental corporation,
partnership, proprietorship, trust, or
other organization.

Private sector means all non-public
entities, including for-profit and non-
profit commercial and non-commercial
entities, and including private or inde-
pendent educational associations.

Program announcement (PA) means a
detailed description of the RFA with-
out the associated application pack-
age(s). NIFA will not solicit or accept
applications in response to a PA.

Program Officer means a NIFA indi-
vidual (often referred to as a National
Program Leader) who is responsible for
the technical oversight of the award on
behalf of the Department.

Project means the particular activity
within the scope of the program sup-
ported by an award.

Project Director or PD means the sin-
gle individual designated by the award-
ee in the application and approved by
the Authorized Departmental Officer
who is responsible for the direction and
management of the project, also known
as a Principal Investigator (PI) for re-
search activities.

Project period means the total length
of time, as stated in the award docu-
ment and modifications thereto, if any,
during which Federal sponsorship be-
gins and ends.

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

Research means any systematic study
directed toward new or fuller knowl-
edge and understanding of the subject
studied.

Scientific peer review means an evalua-
tion of the technical quality of a pro-
posed project and its relevance to re-
gional or national goals, performed by
experts with the scientific knowledge
and technical skills to conduct the pro-
posed research work.

Secretary means the Secretary of Ag-
riculture and any other officer or em-
ployee of the Department to whom the
authority involved is delegated.

Under Secretary means the Under Sec-
retary for Research, Education, and
Economics.

United States means the several
States, the District of Columbia, and
the insular areas.

Units of State government means all
State institutions, including the for-
mal divisions of State government (i.e.,
the official State agencies such as de-
partments of transportation and edu-
cation), local government agencies
(e.g., a county human services office),
and including State educational insti-
tutions (e.g., public colleges and uni-
versities).

[74 FR 45740, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 76
FR 4813, Jan. 27, 2011; 79 FR 76000, Dec. 19,
2014; 81 FR 6413, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.3 Deviations.

Any request by the applicant or
awardee for a waiver of or deviation
from any provision of this part shall be
submitted to the ADO identified in the
agency specific requirements. NIFA
shall review the request and notify the
applicant/awardee, within 30 calendar
days from the date of receipt of the de-
viation request, whether the request to
deviate has been approved. If the devi-
ation request is still under consider-
ation at the end of 30 calendar days,
NIFA shall inform the applicant/award-
ee in writing of the date when the ap-
plicant/awardee may expect the deci-
sion.

§3430.4 Other Federal statutes and
regulations that apply.

(a) The Office of Management and
Budget (‘“‘OMB’’) issued guidance on
Uniform Administrative Requirements,
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Cost Principles, and Audit Require-
ments for Federal Awards at 2 CFR
part 200 on December 26, 2013. In 2 CFR
400.1, the Department adopted OMB’s
guidance in subparts A through F of 2
CFR part 200, as supplemented by 2
CFR part 400, as the Department’s poli-
cies and procedures for uniform admin-
istrative requirements, cost principles,
and audit requirements for federal
awards. As a result, this regulation
contains references to 2 CFR part 200
as it has regulatory effect for the De-
partment’s programs and activities.”

(b) Several other Federal statutes
and/or regulations apply to grant pro-
posals considered for review or to re-
search project grants awarded under
this part. These include but are not
limited to:

2 CFR part 200—Uniform Administrative Re-
quirements, Cost Principles, And Audit Re-
quirements For Federal Awards.

2 CFR part 180 and Part 417—OMB Guidelines
to Agencies on Government-Wide Debar-
ment and Suspension (Nonprocurement)
and USDA Nonprocurement Debarment
and Suspension

7T CFR part 1c—USDA Implementation of the
Federal Policy for the Protection of
Human Subjects.

7 CFR 1.1—USDA Implementation of Free-
dom of Information Act.

7T CFR part 3—USDA Implementation of OMB
Circular A-129 Regarding Debt Collection.

7 CFR part 15, subpart A—USDA implemen-
tation of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964.

7T CFR part 3407—NIFA Procedures to Imple-
ment the National Environmental Policy
Act;

29 U.S.C. 794 (section 504, Rehabilitation Act
of 1973) and 7 CFR part 156B (USDA imple-
mentation of statute)—prohibiting dis-
crimination based upon physical or mental
handicap in Federally assisted programs;
and

35 U.S.C. 200 et seq.—Bayh-Dole Act, control-
ling allocation of rights to inventions
made by employees of small business firms
and domestic nonprofit organizations, in-
cluding universities, in Federally assisted
programs (implementing regulations are
contained in 37 CFR part 401).

[79 FR 76000, Dec. 19, 2014]
Subpart B—Pre-award: Solicitation
and Application

§3430.11 Competition.

(a) Standards for competition. Except
as provided in paragraph (b) of this sec-

§3430.12

tion, NIFA will enter into grants and
cooperative agreements, unless re-
stricted by statute, only after competi-
tion.

(b) Exception. The NIFA ADO and the
designated Agency approving official
may make a determination in writing
that competition is not deemed appro-
priate for a particular transaction.
Such determination shall be limited to
transactions where it can be ade-
quately justified that a noncompetitive
award is in the best interest of the Fed-
eral Government and necessary to the
goals of the program.

§3430.12 Requests for applications.

(a) General. For each competitive and
noncompetitive non-formula program,
NIFA will prepare a program solicita-
tion (also called a request for applica-
tions (RFA)), in accordance with ap-
pendix I to 2 CFR part 200, establishing
a standard format for Federal agency
announcements (i.e., program solicita-
tions or RFAs) of funding opportunities
under programs that award discre-
tionary grants or cooperative agree-
ments. This policy directive requires
the content of the RFA to be organized
in a sequential manner beginning with
overview information followed by the
full text of the announcement and will
apply unless superseded by statute or
another OMB policy directive. The
RFA may include all or a portion of
the following items:

(1) Contact information.

(2) Directions for interested stake-
holders or beneficiaries to submit writ-
ten comments in a published program
solicitation or RFA.

(3) Catalog of Federal Domestic As-
sistance (CFDA) number.

(4) Legislative authority and back-
ground information.

(5) Purpose, priorities, and fund
availability.
(6) Program-specific eligibility re-
quirements.

(7) Program-specific restrictions on
the use of funds, if Applicable.

(8) Matching requirements, if appli-
cable.

(9) Acceptable types of applications.

(10) Types of projects to be given pri-
ority consideration, including max-
imum anticipated awards and max-
imum project lengths, if applicable.
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(11) Program areas, if applicable.

(12) Funding restrictions, if applica-
ble.

(13) Directions for obtaining addi-
tional requests for applications and ap-
plication forms.

(14) Information about how to obtain
application forms and the instructions
for completing such forms.

(15) Instructions and requirements
for submitting applications, including
submission deadline(s).

(16) Explanation of the application
evaluation Process.

(17) Specific evaluation criteria used
in the review Process.

(18) Type of Federal assistance
awards (i.e., grants and/or cooperative
agreements).

(b) RFA wvariations. Where program-
specific requirements differ from the
requirements established in this part,
program solicitations will also address
any such variation(s). Variations may
occur in the following:

(1) Award management guidelines.

(2) Restrictions on the delegation of
fiscal responsibility.

(3) Required approval for changes to
project plans.

(4) BExpected program outputs and re-
porting requirements, if applicable.

(5) Applicable Federal statutes and
regulations.

(6) Confidential aspects of applica-
tions and awards, if applicable.

(7) Regulatory information.

(8) Definitions.

(9) Minimum and maximum budget
requests, and whether applications out-
side of these limits will be returned
without further review.

(c) Program announcements. Occasion-
ally, NIFA will issue a program an-
nouncement (PA) to alert potential ap-
plicants and the public about new and
ongoing funding opportunities. These
PAs may provide tentative due dates
and are released without associated ap-
plication packages. Hence, no applica-
tions are solicited under a PA. PAs are
announced in the FEDERAL REGISTER or
on the NIFA Web site.

[74 FR 45740, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 79
FR 76001, Dec. 19, 2014]
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§3430.13 Letter of intent to submit an
application.

(a) General. NIFA may request or re-
quire that prospective applicants no-
tify program staff of their intent to
submit an application, identified as
“‘letter of intent”’. If applicable, the re-
quest or requirement will be included
in the RFA, along with directions for
the preparation and submission of the
letter of intent, the type of letter of in-
tent, and any relevant deadlines. There
are two types of letters of intent: op-
tional and required.

(b) Optional letter of intent. Entities
interested in submitting an application
for a NIFA award should complete and
submit a ‘“‘Letter of Intent to Submit
an Application” by the due date speci-
fied in the RFA. This does not obligate
the applicant in any way, but will pro-
vide useful information to NIFA in pre-
paring for application review. Appli-
cants that do not submit a letter of in-
tent by the specified due date are still
allowed to submit an application by
the application due date specified in
the RFA, unless otherwise specified in
the RFA.

(c) Required letter of intent. Certain
programs may require that the pro-
spective applicants submit a letter of
intent for specific programs. This type
of letter is evaluated by the program
staff for suitability to the program and
in regard to program priorities, needs,
and scope. Invitations to submit a full
application will be issued by the Pro-
gram Officer or his or her representa-
tive. For programs requiring a letter of
intent, applications submitted without
prior approval of the letter of intent by
the program staff will be returned
without review. Programs requiring a
specific letter of intent will be speci-
fied in the RFA.

§3430.14 Types of applications; types
of award instruments.

(a) Types of applications. The type of
application acceptable may vary by
funding opportunity. The RFA will
stipulate the type of application that
may be submitted to NIFA in response
to the funding opportunity. Applicants
may submit the following types of ap-
plications as specified in the RFA.
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(1) New. An application that is being
submitted to the program for the first
time.

(2) Resubmission. This is a project ap-
plication that has been submitted for
consideration under the same program
previously but has not been approved
for an award under the program. For
competitive programs, this type of ap-
plication is evaluated in competition
with other pending applications in the
area to which it is assigned. Resubmis-
sions are reviewed according to the
same evaluation criteria as new appli-
cations. In addition, applicants must
respond to the previous panel review
summaries, unless waived by NIFA.

(3) Renewal. An application request-
ing additional funding for a period sub-
sequent to that provided by a current
award. For competitive programs, a re-
newal application competes with all
other applications. Renewal applica-
tions must be developed as fully as
though the applicant is applying for
the first time. Renewal applicants also
must have filed a progress report via
Current Research Information System
(CRIS), unless waived by NIFA.

(4) Continuation. A noncompeting ap-
plication for an additional funding/
budget period within a previously ap-
proved project.

(5) Revision. An application that pro-
poses a change in the Federal Govern-
ment’s financial obligations or contin-
gent liability from an existing obliga-
tion; or, any other change in the terms
and conditions of the existing award.

(6) Resubmitted renewal. This is a
project application that has been sub-
mitted for consideration under the
same program previously. This type of
application has also been submitted for
renewal under the same program but
was not approved. For competitive pro-
grams, this type of application is eval-
uated in competition with other pend-
ing applications in the area to which it
is assigned. Resubmitted renewal appli-
cations are reviewed according to the
same evaluation criteria as new appli-
cations. Applicants must respond to
the previous panel review summaries
and file a progress report via CRIS, un-
less waived by NIFA.

(b) Types of award instruments. The
following is a list of corresponding cat-

§3430.15

egories of award instruments issued by
NIFA.

(1) Standard. This is an award instru-
ment by which NIFA agrees to support
a specified level of effort for a predeter-
mined project period without the an-
nounced intention of providing addi-
tional support at a future date.

(2) Renewal. This is an award instru-
ment by which NIFA agrees to provide
additional funding under a standard
award as specified in paragraph (b)(1)
of this section for a project period be-
yond that approved in an original or
amended award, provided that the cu-
mulative period does not exceed any
statutory time limitation of the award.

(3) Continuation. This is an award in-
strument by which NIFA agrees to sup-
port a specified level of effort for a pre-
determined period of time with a state-
ment of intention to provide additional
support at a future date, provided that
performance has been satisfactory, ap-
propriations are available for this pur-
pose, and continued support would be
in the best interest of the Federal Gov-
ernment and the public.

(4) Supplemental. This is an award in-
strument by which NIFA agrees to pro-
vide small amounts of additional fund-
ing under a standard, renewal, or con-
tinuation award as specified in para-
graphs (b)(1), (b)(2), and (b)(3) of this
section and may involve a short-term
(usually six months or less) extension
of the project period beyond that ap-
proved in an original or amended
award, but in no case may the cumu-
lative period of the project, including
short term extensions, exceed any stat-
utory time limitation of the award.

(c) Obligation of the Federal Govern-
ment. Neither the acceptance of any ap-
plication nor the award of any project
shall commit or obligate the United
States in any way to make any re-
newal, supplemental, continuation, or
other award with respect to any ap-
proved application or portion of an ap-
proved application.

§3430.15 Stakeholder input.

Section 103(c)(2) of the Agricultural
Research, Extension, and Education
Reform Act of 1998 (AREERA) (7 U.S.C.
7613(c)(2)) requires the Secretary to so-
licit and consider input on each pro-
gram RFA from persons who conduct
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agricultural research, education, and
extension for use in formulating future
RFAs for competitive programs. NIFA
will provide instructions for submis-
sion of stakeholder input in the RFA.
NIFA will consider any comments re-
ceived within the specified timeframe
in the development of the future RFAs
for the program.

§3430.16 Eligibility requirements.

(a) General. Program-specific eligi-
bility requirements appear in the sub-
part applicable to each program and in
the RFAs.

(b) Foreign entities—(1) Awards to insti-
tutions. Unless specifically allowed, for-
eign commercial and non-profit insti-
tutions are not considered eligible to
apply for and receive NIFA awards.

(2) Awards to individuals. Unless oth-
erwise specified, only United States
citizens, non-citizen nationals of the
United States, and lawful permanent
residents of the United States are eligi-
ble to apply for and receive NIFA
awards.

(c) Responsibility determination. In ad-
dition to program-specific eligibility
requirements, awards will be made
only to responsible applicants. Specific
management information relating to
an applicant shall be submitted on a
one-time basis, with updates on an as-
needed basis, as part of the responsi-
bility determination prior to an award
being made under a specific NIFA pro-
gram, if such information has not been
provided previously under this or an-
other NIFA program. NIFA will pro-
vide copies of forms recommended for
use in fulfilling these requirements as
part of the pre-award process. Al-
though an applicant may be eligible
based on its status as one of these enti-
ties, there are factors that may exclude
an applicant from receiving Federal fi-
nancial and nonfinancial assistance
and benefits under a NIFA program
(e.g., debarment or suspension of an in-
dividual involved or a determination
that an applicant is not responsible
based on submitted organizational
management information).

(d) Certification of NLGCA status.
NIFA will make publically available
(e.g., FEDERAL REGISTER) the process
through which institutions may apply
for designation as a NLGCA. The public
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notice will, at a minimum, include
NLGCA criteria, instructions on how
to request designation, information
about how NIFA will respond to re-
quests, and termination of NLGCA sta-
tus.

[74 FR 45740, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 81
FR 6414, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.17 Content of an application.

The RFA provides instructions on
how to access a funding opportunity.
The funding opportunity contains the
application package, which includes
the forms necessary for completion of
an application in response to the RFA,
as well as the application instructions.
The application instructions document,
“NIFA Grants.gov Application Guide:
A Guide for Preparation and Submis-
sion of NIFA Applications via
Grants.gov,” is intended to assist ap-
plicants in the preparation and submis-
sion of applications to NIFA. It is also
the primary document for use in the
preparation of NIFA applications via
Grants.gov.

§3430.18 Submission of an application.

(a) When to submit. The RFA will pro-
vide deadlines for the submission of
letters of intent, if requested and re-
quired, and applications. NIFA may
issue separate RFAs and/or establish
separate deadlines for different types
of applications, different award instru-
ments, or different topics or phases of
the Federal assistance programs. If ap-
plications are not received by applica-
ble deadlines, they will not be consid-
ered for funding. Exceptions will be
considered only when extenuating cir-
cumstances exist, as determined by
NIFA, and justification and supporting
documentation are provided to NIFA.

(b) What to submit. The contents of
the applicable application package, as
well as any other information, are to
be submitted by the due date.

(c) Where to submit. The RFA will pro-
vide addresses for submission of letters
of intent, if requested or required, and
applications. It also will indicate per-
missible methods of submission (i.e.,
electronic, e-mail, hand-delivery, U.S.
Postal Service, courier). Conformance
with preparation and submission in-
structions is required and will be
strictly enforced unless a deviation had
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been approved. NIFA may establish ad-
ditional requirements. NIFA may re-
turn without review applications that
are not consistent with the RFA in-
structions.

§3430.19 Resubmission of an applica-
tion.

(a) Previously unfunded applications.
(1) Applications that are resubmitted
to a program, after being previously
submitted but not funded by that pro-
gram, must include the following infor-
mation:

(i) The NIFA-assigned proposal num-
ber of the previously submitted appli-
cation.

(ii) Summary of the previous review-
ers’ comments.

(iii) Explanation of how the previous
reviewers’ comments or previous panel
summary have been addressed in the
current application.

(2) Resubmitting an application that
has been revised based on previous re-
viewers’ critiques does not guarantee
the application will be recommended
for funding.

(b) Previously funded applications. (1)
NIFA competitive programs are gen-
erally not designed to support multiple
Federal assistance awards activities
that are essentially repetitive in na-
ture. PDs who have had their projects
funded previously are discouraged from
resubmitting relatively identical appli-
cations for further funding. Applica-
tions that are sequential continuations
or new stages of previously funded
projects must compete with first-time
applications, and should thoroughly
demonstrate how the proposed project
expands substantially on previously
funded efforts and promotes innovation
and creativity beyond the scope of the
previously funded project.

(2) An application may be submitted
only once to NIFA. The submission of
duplicative or substantially similar ap-
plications concurrently for review by
more than one program will result in
the exclusion of the redundant applica-
tions from NIFA consideration.

§3430.20 Acknowledgment of an appli-
cation.
The receipt of all letters of intent
and applications will be acknowledged
by NIFA. Applicants who do not re-
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ceive an acknowledgement within a
certain number of days (as established
in the RFA, e.g., 15 and 30 days) of the
submission deadline should contact the
program contact. Once the application
has been assigned a proposal number
by NIFA, that number should be cited
on all future correspondence.

§3430.21 Confidentiality
tions and awards.

of applica-

(a) General. Names of submitting in-
stitutions and individuals, as well as
application contents and evaluations,
will be kept confidential, except to
those involved in the review process, to
the extent permissible by law.

(b) Identifying confidential and propri-
etary information in an application. If an
application contains proprietary infor-
mation that constitutes a trade secret,
proprietary commercial or financial in-
formation, confidential personal infor-
mation, or data affecting the national
security, it will be treated in con-
fidence to the extent permitted by law,
provided that the information is clear-
ly marked by the proposer with the
term ‘‘confidential and proprietary in-
formation’” and that the following
statement is included at the bottom of
the project narrative or any other at-
tachment included in the application
that contains such information: ‘“‘The
following pages (specify) contain pro-
prietary information which (name of
proposing organization) requests not to
be released to persons outside the Gov-
ernment, except for purposes of evalua-
tion.”

(¢) Disposition of applications. By law,
the Department is required to make
the final decisions as to whether the
information is required to be kept in
confidence. Information contained in
unsuccessful applications will remain
the property of the proposer. However,
the Department will retain for three
years one file copy of each application
received; extra copies will be de-
stroyed. Public release of information
from any application submitted will be
subject to existing legal requirements.
Any application that is funded will be
considered an integral part of the
award and normally will be made avail-
able to the public upon request, except
for designated proprietary information

329



§3430.31

that is determined by the Department
to be proprietary information.

(d) Submission of proprietary informa-
tion. The inclusion of proprietary infor-
mation is discouraged unless it is nec-
essary for the proper evaluation of the
application. If proprietary information
is to be included, it should be limited,
set apart from other text on a separate
page, and keyed to the text by num-
bers. It should be confined to a few
critical technical items that, if dis-
closed, could jeopardize the obtaining
of foreign or domestic patents. Trade
secrets, salaries, or other information
that could jeopardize commercial com-
petitiveness should be similarly keyed
and presented on a separate page. Ap-
plications or reports that attempt to
restrict dissemination of large
amounts of information may be found
unacceptable by the Department and
constitute grounds for return of the ap-
plication without further consider-
ation. Without assuming any liability
for inadvertent disclosure, the Depart-
ment will limit dissemination of such
information to its employees and,
where necessary for the evaluation of
the application, to outside reviewers on
a confidential basis. An application
may be withdrawn at any time prior to
the final action thereon.

Subpart C—Pre-award: Applica-
fion Review and Evaluation

§3430.31 Guiding principles.

The guiding principle for Federal as-
sistance application review and evalua-
tion is to ensure that each proposal is
treated in a consistent and fair manner
regardless of regional and institutional
affiliation. After the evaluation proc-
ess by the review panel, NIFA, through
the program officer, ensures that appli-
cants receive appropriate feedback and
comments on their proposals, and proc-
esses the awards in as timely a manner
as possible.

§343Q.32
view.
Prior to technical examination, a
preliminary review will be made of all
applications for responsiveness to the
administrative requirements set forth
in the RFA. Applications that do not
meet the administrative requirements

Preliminary application re-
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may be eliminated from program com-
petition. However, NIFA retains the
right to conduct discussions with appli-
cants to resolve technical and/or budg-
et 1issues, as deemed necessary by
NIFA.

§3430.33 Selection of reviewers.

(a) Requirement. NIFA is responsible
for performing a review of applications
submitted to NIFA competitive award
programs in accordance with section
103(a) of AREERA (7 U.S.C. 7613(a)). Re-
views are undertaken to ensure that
projects supported by NIFA are of high
quality and are consistent with the
goals and requirements of the funding
program. Applications submitted to
NIFA undergo a programmatic evalua-
tion to determine the worthiness of
Federal support. The scientific peer re-
view or merit review is performed by
peer or merit reviewers and also may
entail an assessment by Federal em-
ployees.

(b) NIFA Peer Review System. The
NIFA Application Review Process is
accomplished through the use of the
NIFA Peer Review System (PRS), a
Web-based system which allows review-
ers and potential reviewers to update
personal information and to complete
and submit reviews electronically to
NIFA.

(c) Relevant training and experience.
Reviewers will be selected based upon
training and experience in relevant sci-
entific, extension, or education fields
taking into account the following fac-
tors:

(1) Level of relevant formal sci-
entific, technical education, and exten-
sion experience of the individual, as
well as the extent to which an indi-
vidual is engaged in relevant research,
education, or extension activities.

(2) Need to include as reviewers ex-
perts from various areas of specializa-
tion within relevant scientific, edu-
cation, and extension fields.

(3) Need to include as reviewers other
experts (e.g., producers, range or forest
managers/operators, and consumers)
who can assess relevance of the appli-
cations to targeted audiences and to
program needs.

(4) Need to include as reviewers ex-
perts from a variety of organizational
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types (e.g., colleges, universities, in-
dustry, State and Federal agencies, pri-
vate profit and nonprofit organiza-
tions) and geographic locations.

(5) Need to maintain a balanced com-
position of reviewers with regard to
minority and female representation
and an equitable age distribution.

(6) Need to include reviewers who can
judge the effective usefulness to pro-
ducers and the general public of each
application.

(d) Confidentiality. The identities of
reviewers will remain confidential to
the maximum extent possible. There-
fore, the names of reviewers will not be
released to applicants. If it is possible
to reveal the names of reviewers in
such a way that they cannot be identi-
fied with the review of any particular
application, this will be done at the
end of the fiscal year or as requested.
Names of submitting institutions and
individuals, as well as application con-
tent and peer evaluations, will be kept
confidential, except to those involved
in the review process, to the extent
permitted by law. Reviewers are ex-
pected to be in compliance with NIFA
Confidentiality Guidelines. Reviewers
provide this assurance through PRS.

(e) Conflicts of interest. During the
evaluation process, extreme care will
be taken to prevent any actual or per-
ceived conflicts of interest that may
impact review or evaluation. For the
purpose of determining conflicts of in-
terest, the academic and administra-
tive autonomy of an institution shall
be determined. Reviewers are expected
to be in compliance with NIFA Con-
flict-of-Interest Guidelines. Reviewers
provide this assurance through PRS.

§3430.34 Evaluation criteria.

(a) General. To ensure any project re-
ceiving funds from NIFA is consistent
with the broad goals of the funding
program, the content of each proposal/
application submitted to NIFA will be
evaluated based on a pre-determined
set of review criteria. It is the respon-
sibility of the Program Officer to de-
velop, adopt, adapt, or otherwise estab-
lish the criteria by which proposals are
to be evaluated. It may be appropriate
for the Program Officer to involve
other scientists or stakeholders in the
development of criteria, or to extract

§3430.36

criteria from legislative authority or
appropriations language. The review
criteria are described in the RFA and
shall not include criteria concerning
any cost sharing or matching require-
ments per section 103(a)(3) of AREERA
(7 U.8.C. 7613(a)(3)).

(b) Guidance for reviewers. In order
that all potential applicants for a pro-
gram have similar opportunities to
compete for funds, all reviewers will
receive from the Program Officer a de-
scription of the review criteria. Re-
viewers are instructed to use those
same evaluation criteria, and only
those criteria, to judge the merit of the
proposals they review.

§3430.35 Review of noncompetitive ap-
plications.

(a) General. Some projects are di-
rected by either authorizing legislation
and/or appropriations to specifically
support a designated institution or set
of institutions for particular research,
education, or extension topics of im-
portance to the nation, a State, or a re-
gion. Although these projects may be
awarded noncompetitively, these
projects or activities are subject to the
same application process, award terms
and conditions, Federal assistance laws
and regulations, reporting and moni-
toring requirements, and post-award
administration and closeout policies
and procedures as competitive Federal
assistance programs. The only dif-
ference is these applications are not
subject to a competitive peer or merit
review process at the Agency level.

(b) Requirements. All noncompetitive
applications recommended for funding
are required to be reviewed by the pro-
gram officer and, as required, other De-
partmental and NIFA officials; and the
review documented by the NIFA pro-
gram officer. For awards recommended
for funding at or greater than $10,000,
an independent review and a unit re-
view by program officials are required.

§3430.36 Procedures to minimize or
eliminate duplication of effort.

NIFA may implement appropriate
business processes to minimize or
eliminate the awarding of NIFA Fed-
eral assistance that unnecessarily du-
plicates activities already being spon-
sored under other awards, including
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awards made by other Federal agen-
cies. Business processes may include
the review of the Current and Pending
Support Form; documented CRIS
searches prior to award; the conduct of
PD workshops, conferences, meetings,
and symposia; and agency participa-
tion in Federal Government-wide and
other committees, taskforces, or
groups that seek to solve problems re-
lated to agricultural research, edu-
cation, and extension and other activi-
ties delegated to the NIFA Director.

§3430.37

Copies of individual reviews and/or
summary reviews, not including the
identity of reviewers, will be sent to
the applicant PDs after the review
process has been completed.

Feedback to applicants.

Subpart D—Award

§3430.41 Administration.

(a) General. Within the limit of funds
available for such purpose, the NIFA
ADO shall make Federal assistance
awards to those responsible, eligible
applicants whose applications are
judged most meritorious under the pro-
cedures set forth in the RFA. The date
specified by the NIFA ADO as the effec-
tive date of the award shall be no later
than September 30th of the Federal fis-
cal year in which the project is ap-
proved for support and funds are appro-
priated for such purpose, unless other-
wise permitted by law. It should be
noted that the project need not be ini-
tiated on the award effective date, but
as soon thereafter as practical so that
project goals may be attained within
the funded project period. All funds
awarded by NIFA shall be expended
solely for the purpose for which the
funds are awarded in accordance with
the approved application and budget,
the regulations, the terms and condi-
tions of the award, the applicable Fed-
eral cost principles, and the Depart-
ment’s assistance regulations (e.g., 2
CFR part 200).

(b) Notice of Award. The notice of
award document (i.e., Form NIFA-2009,
Award Face Sheet) will provide perti-
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nent instructions and information
noted in section 210 of 2 CFR part 200.

[74 FR 45740, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 79
FR 76001, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3430.42

(a) General. NIFA may, with respect
to any award, impose additional condi-
tions prior to or at the time of any
award when, in the judgment of NIFA,
such conditions are necessary to ensure
or protect advancement of the ap-
proved project, the interests of the
public, or the conservation of grant or
cooperative agreement funds. NIFA
may impose additional requirements if
an applicant or recipient has a history
of poor performance; is not financially
stable; has a management system that
does not meet prescribed standards;
has not complied with the terms and
conditions of a previous award; or is
not otherwise responsible.

(b) Notification of additional require-
ments. When NIFA imposes additional
requirements, NIFA will notify the re-
cipient in writing as to the following:
The nature of the additional require-
ments; the reason why the additional
requirements are being imposed; the
nature of the corrective actions need-
ed; the time allowed for completing the
corrective actions; and the method for
requesting reconsideration of the addi-
tional requirements imposed.

(c) Form NIFA-2009, Award Face Sheet.
These special award conditions, as ap-
plicable, will be added as a special pro-
vision to the award terms and condi-
tions and identified on the Form NIFA-
2009, Award Face Sheet, for the award.

(d) Removal of additional requirements.
NIFA will promptly remove any addi-
tional requirements once the condi-
tions that prompted them have been
corrected.

Special award conditions.

Subpart E—Post-Award and
Closeout

§3430.51 Payment.

(a) General. All payments will be
made in advance unless a deviation is
accepted (see §3430.3) or as specified in
paragraph (b) of this section. All pay-
ments to the awardee shall be made via
the U.S. Department of Health and
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Human Services’ Payment Manage-
ment System (DHHS-PMS), U.S. De-
partment of the Treasury’s Automated
Standard Application for Payments
(ASAP) system, or another electronic
funds transfer (EFT) method, except
for awards to other Federal agencies.
Awardees are expected to request funds
via DHHS-PMS, ASAP, or other elec-
tronic payment system for reimburse-
ment basis in a timely manner.

(b) Reimbursement method. NIFA shall
use the reimbursement method if it de-
termines that advance payment is not
feasible and that the awardee does not
maintain or demonstrate the willing-
ness to maintain written procedures
that minimize the time elapsing be-
tween the transfer of funds and dis-
bursement by the awardee, and finan-
cial management systems that meet
the standards for fund control and ac-
countability.

§3430.52 Cost sharing and matching.

(a) General. Awardees may be re-
quired to match the Federal funds re-
ceived under a NIFA award. The re-
quired percentage of matching, type of
matching (e.g., cash and/or in-kind con-
tributions), sources of match (e.g., non-
Federal), and whether NIFA has any
authority to waive the match will be
specified in the subpart applicable to
the specific Federal assistance pro-
gram, as well as in the RFA.

(1) A recipient of a NIFA competitive
grant programs that are awarded under
a covered law provided in section 3371
of under the National Agricultural Re-
search, Extension, and Teaching Policy
Act of 1977 must provide funds, in-kind
contributions, or a combination of
both, from sources other than funds
provided through such grant in an
amount that is at least equal to the
amount awarded by NIFA unless an ex-
ception applies. NIFA will determine
program applicability of this match
and include in the RFA for those pro-
grams: The match requirement, excep-
tions, waivers, and any other informa-
tion necessary to determine applica-
bility of the match requirement. In ac-
cordance with section 1492 of the Na-
tional Agricultural Research, Exten-
sion, and Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7
U.S.C. 3371), as added by section 7128 of
the Agricultural Act of 2014 (Pub. L.

§3430.52

113-79), for grants awarded after Octo-
ber 1, 2014, the recipient of an award
must provide funds, in-kind contribu-
tions, or a combination of both, from
sources other than funds provided
through such grant in an amount that
is at least equal to the amount award-
ed by NIFA unless one of the exemp-
tions described herein is applicable.

(2) The matching funds requirement
does not apply to grants awarded:

(i) To a research agency of the United
States Department of Agriculture
(USDA); or

(ii) To an entity eligible to receive
funds under a capacity and infrastruc-
ture program (as defined in section
251(f)(1)(C) of the Department of Agri-
culture Reorganization Act of 1994, 7
U.S.C. 6971(£)(1)(C)), including a partner
of such an entity. Entities eligible to
receive funds under a capacity and in-
frastructure program and exempt from
the matching funds requirement in-
clude:

(A) 1862 Land-grant Institutions, in-
cluding State Agricultural Experiment
Stations receiving funding under the
Hatch Act of 1887;

(B) 1890 Land-grant Institutions;

(C) 1994 Land-grant Institutions;

(D) Entities eligible to receive funds
under the of Continuing Animal Health
and Disease, Food Security, and Stew-
ardship Research, Education, and Ex-
tension Program Funds—Capacity and
Infrastructure Program (CIP);

(E) Hispanic-Serving Agricultural
Colleges and Universities (HSACU);

(F) Insular Area Schools Eligible to
Receive Funds from the Distance Edu-
cation/Resident Instruction Grant Pro-
grams;

(G) Entities eligible to receive funds
under the of McIntire-Stennis Coopera-
tive Forestry Program Funds;

(H) Non-Land Grant Colleges of Agri-
culture (NLGCA)—(for exemption from
the new matching requirement, these
applications must include NLGCA cer-
tification, see instructions for request-
ing certifications at hitp://
www.nifa.usda.gov/form/form.himl, and
for attaching the certification in Part
IV, B. of this RFA);

333



§3430.53

(I) Entities eligible to receive funds
under a program established under sec-
tion 1417(b) of the National Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Teach-
ing Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3152(b)),
including:

(I) 1890 Institution Teaching, Re-
search, and Extension Capacity Build-
ing Grants Program;

(2) Higher Education
Grants Program;

(3) Higher EHEducation Multicultural
Scholars Program; and

(4) Food and Agricultural Sciences
National Needs Graduate and Post-
graduate Fellowship Grants Program.

(J) Individual public or private, non-
profit Alaska Native-Serving and Na-
tive Hawaiian-Serving Institutions of
higher education (see 20 U.S.C. 10594d).

(b) Indirect Costs as in-kind matching
contributions. Indirect costs may be
claimed under the Federal portion of
the award budget or, alternatively, in-
direct costs may be claimed as a
matching contribution (if no indirect
costs are requested under the Federal
portion of the award budget). However,
unless explicitly authorized in the
RFA, indirect costs may not be
claimed on both the Federal portion of
the award budget and as a matching
contribution, unless the total claimed
on both the Federal portion of the
award budget and as a matching con-
tribution does not exceed the max-
imum allowed indirect costs or the in-
stitution’s negotiated indirect cost
rate, whichever is less. An awardee
may split the allocation between the
Federal and non-Federal portions of
the budget only if the total amount of
indirect costs charged to the project
does not exceed the maximum allowed
indirect costs or the institution’s nego-
tiated indirect cost rate, whichever is
less. For example, if an awardee’s indi-
rect costs are capped at 22 percent pur-
suant to section 1462(a) of NARETPA (7
U.S.C. 3310(a)), the awardee may re-
quest 11 percent of the indirect costs
on both the Federal portion of the
award and as a matching contribution.
Or, the awardee may request any simi-
lar percentage that, when combined,
does not exceed the maximum indirect
cost rate of 22 percent.

[74 FR 45740, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 81
FR 6414, Feb. 8, 2016]

Challenge
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§3430.53 Program income.

(a) General. NIFA shall apply the
standards set forth in this subpart in
requiring awardee organizations to ac-
count for program income related to
projects financed in whole or in part
with Federal funds.

(b) Addition method. Unless otherwise
provided in the authorizing statute, in
accordance with the terms and condi-
tions of the award, program income
earned during the project period shall
be retained by the awardee and shall be
added to funds committed to the
project by NIFA and the awardee and
used to further eligible project or pro-
gram objectives. Any specific program
deviations will be identified in the in-
dividual subparts.

(c) Award terms and conditions. Unless
the program regulations identified in
the individual subpart provide other-
wise, awardees shall follow the terms
and conditions of the award.

§3430.54 Indirect costs.

Indirect cost rates for grants and co-
operative agreements shall be deter-
mined in accordance with 2 CFR part
200, unless superseded by another au-
thority. Any restriction on indirect
costs is to be identified in the request
for applications as appropriate. Use of
indirect costs as in-kind matching con-
tributions is subject to §3430.52(b).

[81 FR 6414, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.55 Technical reporting.

(a) Requirement. All projects sup-
ported with Federal funds under this
part must be documented in the Cur-
rent Research Information System
(CRIS).

(b) Initial Documentation in the CRIS
Database. Information collected in the
“Work Unit Description” (Form AD-
416) and ‘““Work Unit Classification”
(Form AD-417) is required upon project
initiation for all new awards in CRIS
(i.e., prior to award).

(c) Annual CRIS Reports. Unless stat-
ed differently in the award terms and
conditions, an annual ‘‘Accomplish-
ments Report” (Form AD-421) is due 90
calendar days after the award’s anni-
versary date (i.e., one year following
the month and day on which the
project period begins and each year
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thereafter up until a final report is re-
quired). An annual report covers a one-
year period. In addition to the Form
AD-421, the following information,
when applicable, must be submitted to
the programmatic contact person iden-
tified in block 14 of the Award Face
Sheet (Form NIFA-2009): a comparison
of actual accomplishments with the
goals established for the reporting pe-
riod (where the output of the project
can be expressed readily in numbers, a
computation of the cost per unit of
output should be considered if the in-
formation is considered wuseful); the
reasons for slippage if established goals
were not met; and additional pertinent
information including, when appro-
priate, analysis and explanation of cost
overruns or unexpectedly high unit
costs. The annual report of ‘“‘Funding
and Staff Support” (Form AD-419) is
due February 1 of the year subsequent
to the Federal fiscal year being re-

ported.
(d) CRIS Final Report. The CRIS final
report, ‘‘Accomplishments Report”

(Form AD-421), covers the entire period
of performance of the award. The re-
port should encompass progress made
during the entire timeframe of the
project instead of covering accomplish-
ments made only during the final re-
porting segment of the project. In addi-
tion to providing the information re-
quired under paragraph (c) of this sec-
tion, the final report must include the
following when applicable: a disclosure
of any inventions not previously re-
ported that were conceived or first ac-
tually reduced to practice during the
performance of the work under the
award; a written statement on whether
or not the awardee elects (or plans to
elect) to obtain patent(s) on any such
invention; and an identification of
equipment purchased with any Federal
funds under the award and any subse-
quent use of such equipment.

(e) CRIS Web Site Via Internet. The
CRIS database is available to the pub-
lic on the worldwide web. CRIS project
information is available via the Inter-

net CRIS Web site at h&ttp:/
cris.nifa.usda.gov. To submit forms
electronically, the CRIS forms Web

site can be accessed through the CRIS
Web site or accessed directly at http:/
cwf.uvm.edu/cris.

§3430.56

(f) Additional reporting requirements.
Awardees may be required to submit
other technical reports or submit the
CRIS reports more frequently than an-
nually. Additional requirements for a
specific Federal assistance program are
described in the applicable subpart
after subpart E and are identified in
the RFA. The Award Face Sheet (Form
NIFA-2009) also will specify these addi-
tional reporting requirements as a spe-
cial provision to the award terms and
conditions.

§3430.56 Financial reporting.

(a) SF-269, Financial Status Report.
Unless stated differently in the award
terms and conditions, a final SF-269,
Financial Status Report, is due 90 days
after the expiration of the award and
should be submitted to the Awards
Management Branch (AMB) at Awards
Management Branch; Office of Extra-
mural Programs, NIFA; U.S. Depart-
ment of Agriculture; STOP 2271; 1400
Independence Avenue, SW.; Wash-
ington, DC 20250-2271. The awardee
shall report program outlays and pro-
gram income on the same accounting
basis (i.e., cash or accrual) that it uses
in its normal accounting system. When
submitting a final SF-269, Financial
Status Report, the total matching con-
tribution, if required, should be shown
in the report. The final SF-269 must
not show any unliquidated obligations.
If the awardee still has valid obliga-
tions that remain unpaid when the re-
port is due, it shall request an exten-
sion of time for submitting the report
pursuant to paragraph (c) of this sec-
tion; submit a provisional report
(showing the unliquidated obligations)
by the due date; and submit a final re-
port when all obligations have been lig-
uidated, but no later than the approved
extension date. SF-269, Financial Sta-
tus Reports, must be submitted by all
awardees, including Federal agencies
and national laboratories.

(b) Awards with Required Matching.
For awards requiring a matching con-
tribution, an annual SF-269, Financial
Status Report, is required and this re-
quirement will be indicated on the
Award Face Sheet, Form-2009, in which
case it must be submitted no later than
45 days following the end of the budget
or reporting period.
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(c) Requests for an extension to submit
a final SF-269, Financial Status Report—
(1) Before the due date. Awardees may
request, prior to the end of the 90-day
period following the award expiration
date, an extension to submit a final
SF-269, Financial Status Report. This
request should include a provisional re-
port pursuant to paragraph (a) of this
section, as well as an anticipated sub-
mission date and a justification for the
late submission. Subject to §3430.63 or
other statutory or agency policy limi-
tations, funds will remain available for
drawdown during this period.

(2) After the due date. Requests are
considered late when they are sub-
mitted after the 90-day period fol-
lowing the award expiration date. Re-
quests to submit a final SF-269, Finan-
cial Status Report, will only be consid-
ered, up to 30 days after the due date,
in extenuating circumstances. This re-
quest should include a provisional re-
port pursuant to paragraph (a) of this
section, as well as an anticipated sub-
mission date, a justification for the
late submission, and a justification for
the extenuating circumstances. How-
ever, such requests are subject to
§3430.63 or any other statutory or agen-
cy policy limitations. If an awardee
needs to request additional funds, pro-
cedures in paragraph (d) of this section
apply.

(d) Overdue SF-269, Financial Status
Reports. Awardees with overdue SF-269,
Financial Status Reports, or other re-
quired financial reports (as identified
in the award terms and conditions),
will have their applicable balances at
DHHS-PMS, ASAP, or other electronic
payment system restricted or placed on
“manual review,” which restricts the
awardee’s ability to draw funds, thus
requiring prior approval from NIFA. If
any remaining available balances are
needed by the awardee (beyond the 90-
day period following the award expira-
tion date) and the awardee has not re-
quested an extension to submit a final
SF-269, Financial Status Report, the
awardee will be required to contact
AMB to request permission to draw
any additional funds and will be re-
quired to provide justification and doc-
umentation to support the draw.
Awardees also will need to comply with
procedures in paragraph (c) of this sec-
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tion. AMB will approve these draw re-
quests only in extenuating cir-
cumstances, as determined by NIFA.

(e) SF-272, Federal Cash Transactions
Report. Awardees receiving electronic
payments through DHHS-PMS are re-
quired to submit their SF-272, Federal
Cash Transactions Report, via the
DHHS-PMS by the specified dates.
Failure to submit this quarterly report
by the due date may result in funds
being restricted by DHHS-PMS.
Awardees mnot receiving payments
through DHHS-PMS may be exempt
from this reporting requirement.

(f) Additional reporting requirements.
NIFA may require additional financial
reporting requirements as follows:
NIFA may require forecasts of Federal
cash requirements in the ‘“‘Remarks”
section of the report; and when prac-
tical and deemed necessary, NIFA may
require awardees to report in the ‘“‘Re-
marks’ section the amount of cash ad-
vances received in excess of three days
(i.e., short narrative with explanations
of actions taken to reduce the excess
balances). When NIFA needs additional
information or more frequent reports,
a special provision will be added to the
award terms and conditions and identi-
fied on the Form NIFA-2009, Award
Face Sheet. Should NIFA determine
that an awardee’s accounting system is
inadequate, additional pertinent infor-
mation to further monitor awards may
be requested from the awardee until
such time as the system is brought up
to standard, as determined by NIFA.
This additional reporting requirement
will be required via a special provision
to the award terms and conditions and
identified on the Form-2009, Award
Face Sheet.

§3430.57 Project meetings.

In addition to reviewing (and moni-
toring the status of) progress and final
technical reports and financial reports,
NIFA Program Officers may use reg-
ular and periodic conference calls to
monitor the awardee’s performance as
well as PD conferences, workshops,
meetings, and symposia to not only
monitor the awards, but to facilitate
communication and the sharing of
project results. These opportunities
also serve to eliminate or minimize
NIFA funding unneeded duplicative
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project activities. Required attendance
at these conference calls, conferences,
workshops, meetings, and symposia
will be identified in the RFA and the
awardee should develop a proposal ac-
cordingly.

§3430.58 Prior approvals.

(a) Subcontracts. No more than 50 per-
cent of the award may be subcon-
tracted to other parties without prior
written approval of the ADO except
contracts to other Federal agencies.
Any subcontract awarded to a Federal
agency under an award must have prior
written approval of the ADO. To re-
quest approval, a justification for the
proposed subcontractual arrangements,
a performance statement, and a de-
tailed budget for the subcontract must
be submitted to the ADO.

(b) No-cost extensions of time—(1) Gen-
eral. Awardees may initiate a one-time
no-cost extension of the expiration
date of the award of up to 12 months
unless one or more of the following
conditions apply: the terms and condi-
tions of the award prohibit the exten-
sion; the extension requires additional
Federal funds; and the extension in-
volves any change in the approved ob-
jectives or scope of the project. For the
first no-cost extension, the awardee
must notify NIFA in writing with the
supporting reasons and revised expira-
tion date at least 10 days before the ex-
piration date specified in the award.

(2) Additional requests for mo-cost ex-
tensions of time before expiration date.
When more than one no-cost extension
of time or an extension of more than 12
months is required, the extension(s)
must be approved in writing by the
ADO. The awardee should prepare and
submit a written request (which must
be received no later than 10 days prior
to the expiration date of the award) to
the ADO. The request must contain, at
a minimum, the following information:
the length of the additional time re-
quired to complete the project objec-
tives and a justification for the exten-
sion; a summary of the progress to
date; an estimate of the funds expected
to remain unobligated on the scheduled
expiration date; a projected timetable
to complete the portion(s) of the
project for which the extension is being

§3430.59

requested; and signature of the AR and
the PD.

(3) Requests for mo-cost extensions of
time after expiration date. NIFA may
consider and approve requests for no-
cost extensions of time up to 120 days
following the expiration of the award.
These will be approved only for extenu-
ating circumstances, as determined by
NIFA. The awardee’s AR must submit
the requirements identified under para-
graph (b)(2) of this section as well as an
“‘extenuating circumstance’ justifica-
tion and a description of the actions
taken by the awardee to minimize
these requests in the future.

(4) Other requirements. No-cost exten-
sions of time may not be exercised
merely for the purpose of using unobli-
gated balances. All extensions are sub-
ject to any statutory term limitations
as well as any expiring appropriation
limitations under §3430.63.

§3430.59 Review of disallowed costs.

(a) Notice. If the NIFA determines
that there is a basis for disallowing a
cost, NIFA shall provide the awardee
written notice of its intent to disallow
the cost. The written notice shall state
the amount of the cost and the factual
and legal basis for disallowing it.

(b) Awardee response. Within 60 days
of receiving written notice of NIFA’s
intent to disallow the cost, the award-
ee may respond with written evidence
and arguments to show the cost is al-
lowable, or that , for equitable, prac-
tical, or other reasons, shall not re-
cover all or part of the amount, or that
the recovery should be made in install-
ments. The 60-day time period may be
extended for an additional 30 days upon
written request by the awardee; how-
ever, such request for an extension of
time must be made before the expira-
tion of the 60-day time period specified
in this paragraph. An extension of time
will be granted only in extenuating cir-
cumstances.

(c) Decision. Within 60 days of receiv-
ing the awardee’s written response to
the notice of intent to disallow the
cost, NIFA shall issue a management
decision stating whether or not the
cost has been disallowed, the reasons
for the decision, and the method of ap-
peal that has been provided under this
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section. If the awardee does not re-
spond to the written notice under para-
graph (a) of this section within the
time frame specified in paragraph (b) of
this section, NIFA shall issue a man-
agement decision on the basis of the in-
formation available to it. The manage-
ment decision shall constitute the final
action with respect to whether the cost
is allowed or disallowed. In the case of
a questioned cost identified in the con-
text of an audit2 CFR 200.521, the man-
agement decision will constitute the
management decision under 7 CFR
3052.405(a.).

(d) Demand for payment. If the man-
agement decision under paragraph (c)
of this section constitutes a finding
that the cost is disallowed and, there-
fore, that a debt is owed to the Govern-
ment, NIFA shall provide the required
demand and notice pursuant to 7 CFR
3.11.

(e) Review process. Within 60 days of
receiving the demand and notice re-
ferred to in paragraph (d) of this sec-
tion, the awardee may submit a writ-
ten request to the NIFAOffice of
Grants and Financial Management
(OGFM) Deputy Director for a review
of the final management decision that
the debt exists and the amount of the
debt. Within 60 days of receiving the
written request for a review, the NIFA
Deputy Administrator (or other senior
NIFA official designated by the NIFA
Office of Grants and Financial Manage-
ment (OGFM) Deputy Director) will
issue a final decision regarding the
debt. Review by the NIFA Office of
Grants and Financial Management
(OGFM) Deputy Director or designee
constitutes, and will be in accordance
with, the administrative review proce-
dures provided for debts under 7 CFR
part 3, subpart F.

[74 FR 45740, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 79
FR 76001, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3430.60 Suspension, termination, and
withholding of support.

(a) General. If an awardee has failed
to materially comply with the terms
and conditions of the award, NIFA may
take certain enforcement actions, in-
cluding, but not limited to, suspending
the award pending corrective action,
terminating the award for cause, and
withholding of support.
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(b) Suspension. NIFA generally will
suspend (rather than immediately ter-
minate) an award to allow the awardee
an opportunity to take appropriate
corrective action before NIFA makes a
termination decision. NIFA may decide
to terminate the award if the awardee
does not take appropriate corrective
action during the period of suspension.
NIFA may terminate, without first
suspending, the award if the deficiency
is so serious as to warrant immediate
termination. Termination for cause
may be appealed under the NIFA award
appeals procedures specified in §3430.62.

(c) Termination. An award also may
be terminated, partially or wholly, by
the awardee or by NIFA with the con-
sent of the awardee. If the awardee de-
cides to terminate a portion of the
award, NIFA may determine that the
remaining portion of the award will
not accomplish the purposes for which
the award was originally made. In any
such case, NIFA will advise the award-
ee of the possibility of termination of
the entire award and allow the awardee
to withdraw its termination request. If
the awardee does not withdraw its re-
quest for partial termination, NIFA
may initiate procedures to terminate
the entire award for cause.

(d) Withholding of support. With-
holding of support is a decision not to
make a non-competing continuation
award within the current competitive
segment. Support may be withheld for
one or more of the following reasons:
Adequate Federal funds are not avail-
able to support the project; an awardee
failed to show satisfactory progress in
achieving the objectives of the project;
an awardee failed to meet the terms
and conditions of a previous award; or
for whatever reason, continued funding
would not be in the best interests of
the Federal Government. If a non-com-
peting continuation award is denied
(withheld) because the awardee failed
to comply with the terms and condi-
tions of a previous award, the awardee
may appeal that determination under
§3430.62.

§3430.61 Debt collection.

The collection of debts owed to NIFA
by awardees, including those resulting
from cost disallowances, recovery of
funds, unobligated balances, or other
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circumstances, are subject to the De-
partment’s debt collection procedures
as set forth in 7 CFR part 3, and, with
respect to cost disallowances, §3430.59.

§3430.62 Award appeals procedures.

(a) General. NIFA permits awardees
to appeal certain post-award adverse
administrative decisions made by
NIFA. These include: termination, in
whole or in part, of an award for failure
of the awardee to carry out its ap-
proved project in accordance with the
applicable law and the terms and con-
ditions of award or for failure of the
awardee otherwise to comply with any
law, regulation, assurance, term, or
condition applicable to the award; de-
nial (withholding) of a non-competing
continuation award for failure to com-
ply with the terms of a previous award;
and determination that an award is
void (i.e., a decision that an award is
invalid because it was not authorized
by statute or regulation or because it
was fraudulently obtained). Appeals of
determinations regarding the allow-
ability of costs are subject to the pro-
cedures in §3430.59.

(b) Appeal Procedures. The formal no-
tification of an adverse determination
will contain a statement of the award-
ee’s appeal rights. As the first level in
appealing an adverse determination,
the awardee must submit a request for
review to the NIFA official specified in
the notification, detailing the nature
of the disagreement with the adverse
determination and providing sup-
porting documents in accordance with
the procedures contained in the notifi-
cation. The awardee’s request to NIFA
for review must be received within 60
days after receipt of the written notifi-
cation of the adverse determination;
however, an extension may be granted
if the awardee can show good cause
why an extension is warranted.

(¢) Decision. If the NIFA decision on
the appeal is adverse to the awardee or
if an awardee’s request for review is re-
jected, the awardee then has the option
of submitting a request to the NIFA
Office of Grants and Financial Manage-
ment (OGFM) Deputy Director for fur-

§3430.63

ther review. The decision of the NIFA
Office of Grants and Financial Manage-
ment (OGFM) Deputy Director is con-
sidered final.

[74 FR 45740, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 79
FR 76001, Dec. 19, 2014]

§3430.63 Expiring appropriations.

(a) NIFA awards supported with agency
appropriations. Most NIFA awards are
supported with annual appropriations.
On September 30th of the 5th fiscal
year after the period of availability for
obligation ends, the funds for these ap-
propriations accounts expire per 31
U.S.C. 1552 and the account is closed,
unless otherwise specified by law.
Funds that have not been drawn
through DHHS-PMS, ASAP, or other
electronic payment system by the
awardee or disbursed through any
other system or method by August 31st
of that fiscal year are subject to be re-
turned to the U.S. Department of the
Treasury after that date. The August
31st requirement also applies to awards
with a 90-day period concluding on a
date after August 31st of that fifth
year. Appropriations cannot be re-
stored after expiration of the accounts.
More specific instructions are provided
in the NIFA award terms and condi-
tions.

(b) NIFA awards supported with funds
from other Federal agencies (reimbursable
funds). NIFA may require that all
draws and reimbursements for awards
supported with reimbursable funds
(from other Federal agencies) be com-
pleted prior to June 30th of the 5th fis-
cal year after the period of availability
for obligation ends to allow for the
proper billing, collection, and close-out
of the associated interagency agree-
ment before the appropriations expire.
The June 30th requirement also applies
to awards with a 90-day period con-
cluding on a date after June 30th of
that fifth year. Appropriations cannot
be restored after expiration of the ac-
counts. More specific instructions are
provided in the NIFA award terms and
conditions.
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Subpart F—Specialty Crop
Research Initiative

§3430.200 Applicability of regulations.

The regulations in this subpart apply
to the program authorized under sec-
tion 412 of the Agricultural Research,
Extension, and Education Reform Act
of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7632).

§3430.201 Purpose.

(a) Focus areas. The purpose of this
program is to address the critical needs
of the specialty crop industry by devel-
oping and disseminating science-based
tools to address needs of specific crops
and their regions, including the fol-
lowing five focus areas:

(1) Research in plant breeding, genet-
ics, genomics, and other methods to
improve crop characteristics, such as—

(i) Product, taste, quality, and ap-
pearance;

(ii) Environmental responses and tol-
erances;

(iii) Nutrient management, including
plant nutrient uptake efficiency;

(iv) Pest and disease management,
including resistance to pests and dis-
eases resulting in reduced application
management strategies; and

(v) Enhanced phytonutrient content.

(2) Efforts to identify and address
threats from pests and diseases, includ-
ing threats to specialty crop polli-
nators.

(3) Efforts to improve production effi-
ciency, handling and processing, pro-
ductivity, and profitability over the
long term (including specialty crop
policy and marketing).

(4) New innovations and technology,
including improved mechanization and
technologies that delay or inhibit rip-
ening.

(5) Methods to prevent, detect, mon-
itor, control, and respond to potential
food safety hazards in the production
and processing of specialty crops, in-
cluding fresh produce.

(b) Other. NIFA will award research
and extension, including integrated,
grants to eligible institutions listed in
§3430.203. In addition to the focus areas
identified in this section, NIFA may in-
clude additional activities or focus
areas that will further address the crit-
ical needs of the specialty crop indus-
try. Some of these activities or focus
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areas may be identified by stakeholder
groups or by NIFA in response to
emerging critical needs of the specialty
crop industry.

(c) In addition to SCRI grants, NIFA
will make competitive research and ex-
tension grants under the Emergency
Citrus Disease Research and Extension
program (see §3430.209).

[74 FR 45740, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 81
FR 6414, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.202 Definitions.

(a) The definitions applicable to the
program under this subpart include:

Integrated project means a project
that incorporates the research and ex-
tension components of the agricultural
knowledge system around a problem
area or activity.

Specialty crop means fruits and vege-
tables, tree nuts, dried fruits, and hor-
ticulture and nursery crops (including
floriculture).

Trans-disciplinary means a multi-dis-
cipline approach that brings biological
and physical scientists together with
economists and social scientists to ad-
dress challenges in a holistic manner.

(b) The following definitions apply to
§3430.209:

Citrus means edible fruit of the fam-
ily Rutaceae, including any hybrid of
such fruits and products of such hy-
brids that are produced for commercial
purposes in the United States.

Citrus producer means any person
that is engaged in the domestic produc-
tion and commercial sale of citrus in
the United States.

[74 FR 45740, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 81
FR 6414, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.203 Eligibility.

Eligible applicants for the grant pro-
gram implemented under this subpart
include: Federal agencies, national lab-
oratories; colleges and universities (of-
fering associate’s or higher degrees);
research institutions and organiza-
tions; private organizations or corpora-
tions; State agricultural experiment
stations; individuals; and groups con-
sisting of 2 or more entities identified
in this sentence.
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§3430.204 Project types and priorities.

(a) For each RFA, NIFA may develop
and include the appropriate project
types and focus areas (in addition to
the five focus areas identified in
§3430.201) based on the critical needs of
the specialty crop industry as identi-
fied through stakeholder input and
deemed appropriate by NIFA. In mak-
ing awards for this program, NIFA will
give higher priority to projects that
are multistate, multi-institutional,
and multidisciplinary; and include ex-
plicit mechanisms to communicate the
results to producers and the public.

(b) In awarding grants under
§3430.208, priority will be given to
grants that address the research and
extension priorities established pursu-
ant to section 1408A of the National
Agricultural Research, Extension, and
Teaching Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C.
3123a).

[74 FR 45740, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 81
FR 6414, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.205 Funding restrictions.

(a) Prohibition against construction.
Funds made available under this sub-
part shall not be used for the construc-
tion of a new building or facility or the
acquisition, expansion, remodeling, or
alteration of an existing facility (in-
cluding site grading and improvement,
and architect fees).

(b) Indirect costs. Subject to §3430.54,
indirect costs are allowable.

§3430.206 Matching requirements.

(a) Requirement. Grantees are re-
quired to provide funds or in-kind sup-
port from non-Federal sources in an
amount that is at least equal to the
amount provided by the Federal gov-
ernment. The matching contribution
must be provided from non-Federal
sources except when authorized by
statute. The matching requirements
under this subpart cannot be waived.

(b) Indirect costs. Use of indirect costs
as in-kind matching contributions is
subject to §3430.52.

§3430.207 Duration of awards.

The term of a grant under this sub-
part shall not exceed 10 years.

[74 FR 45740, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 81
FR 6414, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.301

§3430.208 Review of applications.

In addition to the scientific peer re-
view (see §3430.33), NIFA will regularly
conduct a panel of specialty crop indus-
try representatives to review and rank
applications for merit, relevance and
impact.

[81 FR 6415, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.209 Emergency Citrus Disease
Research and Extension Program.

The purpose of this program is to
award competitive grants to:

(a) Conduct scientific research and
extension activities, technical assist-
ance, and development activities to
combat citrus diseases and pests, both
domestic and invasive, which pose im-
minent harm to the United States cit-
rus production and threaten the future
viability of the citrus industry, includ-
ing huanglongbing and the Asian Cit-
rus Psyllid; and

(b) Provide support for the dissemi-
nation and commercialization of rel-
evant information, techniques, and
technologies discovered pursuant to re-
search and extension activities funded
through—

(1) The emergency citrus disease re-
search and extension program; or

(2) Other research and extension
projects intended to solve problems
caused by citrus production diseases
and invasive pests.

[81 FR 6415, Feb. 8, 2016]

Subpart G—Agriculture and Food
Research Initiative

SOURCE: 75 FR 54761, Sept. 9, 2010, unless
otherwise noted.

§3430.300 Applicability of regulations.

The regulations in this subpart apply
to the Agriculture and Food Research
Initiative (AFRI) authorized under sec-
tion 2(b) of the Competitive, Special,
and Facilities Research Grant Act (7
U.S.C. 450i(b)).

§3430.301 Purpose.

The purpose of this program is to
make competitive grants for funda-
mental and applied research, extension,
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and education to address food and agri-
cultural sciences, as defined under sec-
tion 1404 of the National Agricultural
Research, Extension, and Teaching
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3103).

§3430.302 Definitions.

The definitions applicable to the
competitive grant programs under this
subpart include:

Food and Agricultural Science En-
hancement (FASE) awards means fund-
ing awarded to eligible applicants to
strengthen science capabilities of
Project Directors, to help institutions
develop competitive scientific pro-
grams, and to attract new scientists
into careers in high-priority areas of
National need in agriculture, food, and
environmental sciences. FASE awards
may apply to any of the three agricul-
tural knowledge components (i.e., re-
search, education, and extension).
FASE awards include Pre- and
Postdoctoral Fellowships, New Investi-
gator grants, and Strengthening
grants.

Limited institutional success means in-
stitutions that are not among the most
successful universities and colleges for
receiving Federal funds for science and
engineering research. A list of success-
ful institutions will be provided in the
RFA.

Minority means Alaskan Native,
American Indian, AsianAmerican, Afri-
can-American, Hispanic American, Na-
tive Hawaiian, or Pacific Islander. The
Secretary will determine on a case-by-
case basis whether additional groups
qualify under this definition, either at
the Secretary’s initiative, or in re-
sponse to a written request with sup-
porting explanation.

Minority-serving institution means an
accredited academic institution whose
enrollment of a single minority or a
combination of minorities exceeds fifty
percent of the total enrollment, includ-
ing graduate and undergraduate and
full- and part-time students. An insti-
tution in this instance is an organiza-
tion that is independently accredited
as determined by reference to the cur-
rent version of the Higher Education Di-
rectory, published by Higher Education
Publications, Inc., 6400 Arlington Bou-
levard, Suite 648, Falls Church, Vir-
ginia 22042.

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

Multidisciplinary project means a
project on which investigators from
two or more disciplines collaborate to
address a common problem. These col-
laborations, where appropriate, may
integrate the Dbiological, physical,
chemical, or social sciences.

Small and mid-sized institutions means
academic institutions with a current
total enrollment of 17,500 or less, in-
cluding graduate and undergraduate as
well as full- and part-time students. An
institution, in this instance, is an orga-
nization that possesses a significant
degree of autonomy. Significant degree
of autonomy is defined by being inde-
pendently accredited as determined by
reference to the current version of the
Higher Education Directory, published
by Higher Education Publications, Inc.,
6400 Arlington Boulevard, Suite 648,
Falls Church, Virginia 22042 (703-532-
2300).

Strengthening grants means funds
awarded to institutions eligible for
FASE grants to enhance institutional
capacity, with the goal of leading to fu-
ture funding in the project area, as
well as strengthening the competitive-
ness of the investigator’s research, edu-
cation, and/or extension activities.
Strengthening grants consist of stand-
ard and Coordinated Agricultural
Project (CAP) grant types as well as
seed grants, equipment grants, and sab-
batical grants.

USDA EPSCoR States (Experimental
Program for Stimulating Competitive
Research) means States which have
been less successful in receiving fund-
ing from AFRI, or its predecessor, the
National Research Initiative (NRI),
having a funding level no higher than
the 38th percentile of all States based
on a 3-year rolling average of AFRI
and/or NRI funding levels, excluding
FASE Strengthening funds granted to
EPSCoR States, and small, mid-sized,
and minority-serving degree-granting
institutions. The most recent list of
USDA EPSCoR States will be provided
in the RFA.

§3430.303 Eligibility.

(a) General. Unless otherwise speci-
fied in the RFA or this subpart, eligible
applicants for the grant program im-
plemented under this subpart include:
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(1) State agricultural experiment sta-
tions;

(2) Colleges and universities (includ-
ing junior colleges offering an associ-
ate’s degree);

(3) University research foundations;

(4) Other research institutions and
organizations;

(5) Federal agencies;

(6) National laboratories;

(7) Private organizations or corpora-
tions;

(8) Individuals; and

(9) Any group consisting of 2 or more
entities identified in paragraphs (a)(1)
through (8) of this section.

(b) Integrated projects. Eligible enti-
ties for the integrated component
under this subpart include:

(1) Colleges and universities;

(2) 1994 Institutions; and

(3) Hispanic-serving agricultural col-
leges and universities (as defined in
section 1404 of the National Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Teach-
ing Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3103).

(c) FASE Grants—(1) New investigator
awards. To be eligible to apply, a new
investigator must be in the beginning
of his/her career, without an extensive
publication record, and must have less
than 5 years of postgraduate, career-
track experience. To be eligible to re-
ceive a grant, the new investigator
may not have received competitively
awarded Federal funds, with the excep-
tion of pre- or postdoctoral awards or
NRI/AFRI Seed Grants. The AFRI RFA
will contain specific instructions for
New Investigator Grant eligibility, re-
strictions, and application preparation.

(2) Pre- and postdoctoral fellowships.
The following eligibility requirements
apply to applicants for pre- and
postdoctoral fellowships.

(i) The doctoral degree of the appli-
cant must be received not earlier than
January 1 of the calendar year three
years prior to the submission of the
proposal and not later than nine
months after the proposal due date;
and

(ii) For pre-doctoral applications, the
applicant must have advanced to can-
didacy by the application deadline.

(3) Strengthening grants. Eligibility
for all strengthening categories in-
cludes:

§3430.304

(i) Small and mid-sized academic in-
stitutions that have had limited insti-
tutional success;

(ii) Degree-granting institutions and
State agricultural experiment stations
(SAES) in USDA Experimental Pro-
gram for Stimulating Competitive Re-
search (EPSCoR) states; and

(iii) Minority-serving institutions
with limited institutional success.

§3430.304 Project Types and priorities.

For each RFA, NIFA may develop
and include the appropriate types of
projects and focus areas to address the
needs of scientists and educators in ad-
vanced or early stages of their careers
and the differences in institutional ca-
pabilities. Types of projects will be re-
visited periodically based on stake-
holder input and as deemed appropriate
by NIFA. Types of projects under AFRI
include, but are not limited to, the fol-
lowing.

(a) Project Types—(1) Research projects.
Single-function fundamental and ap-
plied Research Projects are conducted
by individual investigators, co-inves-
tigators within the same discipline, or
multidisciplinary teams.

(2) Education projects. Single-function
Education Projects provide funding to
conduct classroom instruction, labora-
tory instruction, and practicum experi-
ence in the food and agricultural
sciences and other related educational
matters. Projects may include faculty
development, student recruitment and
services, curriculum development, in-
structional materials and equipment,
and innovative teaching methods.

(3) Extension Projects. Single-function
Extension Projects provide funding for
programs and activities that deliver
science-based knowledge and informal
educational programs to people, ena-
bling them to make practical deci-
sions.

(4) Integrated Projects. Multifunction
Integrated Projects bring together at
least two of the three components of
the agricultural knowledge system
(i.e., research, education, and exten-
sion) around a problem or issue. The
functions addressed in the project
should be interwoven throughout the
life of the project and act to com-
plement and reinforce one another. The
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proposed research component of an In-
tegrated Project should address knowl-
edge gaps that are critical to the devel-
opment of practices and programs to
address the stated problem. The pro-
posed education component of an Inte-
grated Project should strengthen insti-
tutional capacities and result in cur-
ricula and related products that will be
sustained beyond the life of the
project. The proposed extension compo-
nent of an Integrated Project should
lead to measurable, documented
changes in learning, actions, or condi-
tions in an identified audience or
stakeholder group. Appropriate project
activities will be discussed in the RFA.

(b) Grant Types—(1) Standard Grants.
Standard Grants support targeted,

original scientific Research, Edu-
cation, Extension, or Integrated
Projects.

(2) Coordinated Agricultural Project

(CAP) Grants. A CAP is a type of Re-
search, Education, Extension, or Inte-
grated Project that supports large-
scale multi-million dollar projects that
promote collaboration, open commu-
nication, and the exchange of informa-
tion; reduce duplication of effort; and
coordinate activities among individ-
uals, institutions, States, and regions.
Integrated CAP grants address prob-
lems through multi-function projects
that incorporate at least two of the
three components of the agricultural
knowledge system (i.e., research, exten-
sion and education). Please note that
there occasionally may be programs in
which an Integrated CAP Grant is re-
quired to address all three components
of the agricultural knowledge system.
In a CAP, participants serve as a team
that conducts targeted research, edu-
cation and/or extension in response to
emerging or priority area(s) of national
need. A CAP contains the needed
science-based expertise in research,
education, and/or extension, as well as
expertise from principle stakeholders
and partners, to accomplish project
goals and objectives.

3) Planning/Coordination Grants.
Planning/Coordination Grants provide
assistance to applicants in the develop-
ment of quality future CAP applica-
tions. Applications must articulate
benefits accrued from formal planning
activities and provide evidence of a
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high likelihood that quality future ap-
plications will be submitted. These ac-
tivities can take the form of workshops
or symposia that bring together bio-
logical, physical, and social scientists
and others as appropriate, including
end-users and technology providers, to
identify research, education, and/or ex-
tension needs, foster collaboration, and
create networking opportunities. These
events and the information they gen-
erate should be used to build teams
that can develop applications to ad-
dress priorities identified in the RFA.

(4) Conference grants. AFRI provides
partial or total funding for a limited
number of scientific meetings that
bring together scientists to identify re-
search, education, or extension needs
within the scope of AFRI.

(5) FASE Grants.

(1) General. FASE Grants are designed
to help institutions develop competi-
tive Research, Education, Extension,
and Integrated Projects and to attract
new scientists into careers in high-pri-
ority areas in agriculture, food, and en-
vironmental sciences. The FASE
grants provide funding for new inves-
tigators, pre- and postdoctoral fellow-
ships, and strengthening grants. FASE
grants will be awarded as follows:

(A) To an institution to allow for the
improvement of the research, develop-
ment, technology transfer, education,
and extension capacity of the institu-
tion through the acquisition of special
research equipment and the improve-
ment of agricultural research, edu-
cation, and extension;

(B) To single investigators or co-
investigators who are beginning re-
search, education, or extension careers
and do not have an extensive publica-
tion record;

(C) To ensure that the faculty of
small, mid-sized, and minority-serving
institutions who have not previously
been successful in obtaining competi-
tive grants under this subsection re-
ceive a portion of the grants; and

(D) To improve research, extension,
and education capabilities in USDA
EPSCoR States, as defined in §3430.302.

(ii) Types of FASE Grants.

(A) New Investigator Grant. These
awards support Project Directors who
meet the eligibility criteria of
§3430.303.
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(B) Pre- and Postdoctoral Fellowship
Grants. Doctoral candidates and indi-
viduals who recently have received or
will soon receive their doctoral degree,
and meet the eligibility criteria of
§3430.303, may submit proposals for pre-
and postdoctoral fellowships.

(C) Strengthening Grants. Strength-
ening awards consist of the following
four types of grants.

(1) Strengthening Standard and CAP
Grant. These grants provide funding to
eligible entities, as defined in §3430.303,
who submitted meritorious Standard
Grant or CAP Grant applications that
were highly ranked but were below the
funding line.

(2) Equipment Grant. These grants
provide funding for the purchase of one
major piece of equipment. The amount
requested shall not exceed 50 percent of
the cost of the equipment. Unless eligi-
ble for a waiver (as described in
§3430.306(b)(2)), the Project Director is
responsible for securing the required
non-Federal funds. No installation,
maintenance, warranty, or insurance
expenses may be paid from these
awards, nor may these costs be part of
the matching funds.

(3) Seed Grant. A Seed grant is in-
tended to provide funds to enable in-
vestigators to collect preliminary data
in preparation for applying for a Stand-
ard Research, Standard Education,
Standard Extension, or Integrated
Grant. The grants are not intended to
fund stand-alone projects, but rather
projects that will lead to further work
applicable to one of the priority areas
in AFRI.

(4) Sabbatical grants. A Sabbatical
grant is intended to provide an oppor-
tunity for faculty to enhance their ca-
pabilities through sabbatical leaves.

§3430.305

(a) Construction. Funds made avail-
able under this subpart shall not be
used for the construction of a new
building or facility or the acquisition,
expansion, remodeling, or alteration of
an existing facility (including site
grading and improvement, and archi-
tect fees).

(b) Indirect costs. Subject to §3430.54,
indirect costs are allowable. However,
indirect costs are not allowed on pre-

Funding restrictions.

§3430.307

and postdoctoral grants,
grants, or conference grants.

equipment

§3430.306 Matching requirements.

(a) General. Matching funds are not
required as a condition of receiving
grants under this subpart except as
provided in paragraphs (c) and (d) of
this section.

(b) Indirect costs. Use of indirect costs
as in-kind matching contributions is
subject to §3430.52(b).

(c) Equipment grants.

(1) Except as provided in paragraph
(c)(2) of this section, the amount of an
equipment grant may not exceed 50
percent of the cost of the special re-
search equipment or other equipment
acquired using funds from the grant.

(2) Waiver. The Secretary may waive
all or part of the matching require-
ment under paragraph (c)(1) of this sec-
tion in the case of a college, university,
or research foundation maintained by a
college or university that ranks in the
lowest Y3 of such colleges, universities,
and research foundations on the basis
of Federal research funds received, if
the equipment to be acquired using
funds from the grant costs not more
than $25,000, and has multiple uses
within a single project or is usable in
more than 1 project.

(d) Applied research grants. As a condi-
tion of making a grant for applied re-
search, the Secretary shall require the
funding of the grant to be matched
with equal matching funds from a non-
Federal source if the grant is for ap-
plied research that is:

(1) Commodity-specific; and

(2) Not of national scope.

§3430.307 Coordination and
holder input requirements.

(a) Stakeholder input. In making
grants under this Part, NIFA shall so-
licit and consider input from persons
who conduct or use agricultural re-
search, extension, or education in ac-
cordance with section 102(b) of the Ag-
ricultural Research, Extension, and
Education Reform Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C.
7612(b)).

(b) Allocation of funds to high-priority
research. To the maximum extent prac-
ticable, the Secretary, in coordination
with the Under Secretary, shall allo-
cate grants under this subpart to high-

stake-
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priority research as defined in section
1672 of Food, Agriculture, Conserva-
tion, and Trade Act of 1990, 7 U.S.C.
5925. NIFA shall take into consider-
ation, when available, the determina-
tions made by the Advisory Board.

§3430.308 Duration of awards.

The Secretary may set award limits
up to 10 years based on priorities and
stakeholder input, subject to other
statutory limitations. The duration of
individual awards may vary as speci-
fied in the RFA and is subject to the
availability of appropriations.

§3430.309 Priority areas.

NIFA will award competitive grants
in the following areas:

(a) Plant health and production and
plant products. Plant systems, includ-
ing:

(1) Plant genome structure and func-
tion;

(2) Molecular and cellular genetics
and plant biotechnology;

(3) Conventional breeding, including
cultivar and breed development, selec-
tion theory, applied quantitative ge-
netics, breeding for improved food
quality, breeding for improved local
adaptation to biotic stress and abiotic
stress, and participatory breeding;

(4) Plant-pest interactions and bio-
control systems;

(5) Crop plant response to environ-
mental stresses;

(6) Unproved nutrient qualities of
plant products; and

(7) New food and industrial uses of
plant products.

(b) Animal health and production and
animal products. Animal systems, in-
cluding:

(1) Aquaculture;

(2) Cellular and molecular basis of
animal reproduction, growth, disease,
and health;

(3) Animal biotechnology;

(4) Conventional breeding, including
breed development, selection theory,
applied quantitative genetics, breeding
for improved food quality, breeding for
improved local adaptation to biotic
stress and abiotic stress, and
participatory breeding;

(5) Identification of genes responsible
for improved production traits and re-
sistance to disease;
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(6) Improved nutritional performance
of animals;

(7) Improved nutrient qualities of
animal products and uses;

(8) The development of new and im-
proved animal husbandry and produc-
tion systems that take into account
production efficiency, animal well-
being, and animal systems applicable
to aquaculture;

(9) The research and development of
surveillance methods, vaccines, vac-
cination delivery systems, or diag-
nostic tests for pests and diseases, in-
cluding—

(i) Epizootic diseases in domestic
livestock (including deer, elk, bison,
and other animals of the family
Cervidae); and

(ii) Zoonotic diseases (including bo-
vine brucellosis and bovine tuber-
culosis) in domestic livestock or wild-
life reservoirs that present a potential
concern to public health; and

(10) The identification of animal drug
needs and the generation and dissemi-
nation of data for safe and effective
therapeutic applications of animal
drugs for minor species and minor uses
of such drugs in major species.

(c) Food safety, nutrition, and
health. Nutrition, food safety and qual-
ity, and health, including:

(1) Microbial contaminants and pes-
ticides residue relating to human
health;

(2) Links between diet and health;

(3) Bioavailability of nutrients;

(4) Postharvest physiology and prac-
tices; and

(5) Improved processing technologies.

(d) Bioenergy, natural resources, and
environment. Natural resources and
the environment, including:

(1) Fundamental structures and func-
tions of ecosystems;

(2) Biological and physical bases of
sustainable production systems;

(3) Minimizing soil and water losses
and sustaining surface water and
ground water quality;

(4) The effectiveness of conservation
practices and technologies designed to
address nutrient losses and improve
water quality;

(5) Global climate effects on agri-
culture;

(6) Forestry; and

(7) Biological diversity.

346



National Institute of Food and Agriculture

(e) Agriculture systems and tech-
nology. Engineering, products, and
processes, including:

(1) New uses and new products from
traditional and nontraditional crops,
animals, byproducts, and natural re-
sources;

(2) Robotics, energy efficiency, com-
puting, and expert systems;

(3) New hazard and risk assessment
and mitigation measures; and

(4) Water quality and management.

(f) Agriculture economics and rural
communities. Markets, trade, econom-
ics, and policy, including:

(1) Strategies for entering into and
being competitive in domestic and
overseas markets;

(2) Farm efficiency and profitability,
including the viability and competi-
tiveness of small and medium-sized
dairy, livestock, crop and other com-
modity operations;

(3) New decision tools for farm and
market systems;

(4) Choices and applications of tech-
nology;

(5) The economic costs, benefits, and
viability of producers adopting con-
servation practices and technologies
designed to improve water quality;

(6) Technology assessment; and

(7) New approaches to rural develop-
ment, including rural entrepreneur-
ship.

[75 FR 54761, Sept. 9, 2010, as amended at 81
FR 6415, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.310 Allocation of AFRI funds.

(a) General. The Secretary shall de-
cide the allocation of funds among re-
search, education, extension, and inte-
grated multifunctional projects in an
appropriate manner and in accordance
with the allocation restrictions found
in this section.

(b) Integrated programs. Not less than
30 percent of funds allocated to AFRI
each fiscal year shall be used to fund
integrated programs.

(c) FASE awards.

(1) Each fiscal year, a percentage of
AFRI funding (no less than 10 percent
of the available funding) will be award-
ed as FASE awards. This percentage re-
quirement may be adjusted by the Sec-
retary based upon priorities and stake-
holder input.

§3430.312

(2) The Secretary shall use not less
than 25 percent of the funds made
available for FASE grants to provide
fellowships to outstanding pre- and
postdoctoral students for research in
the agricultural sciences.

(d) Rapid Response Food and Agricul-
tural Science for Emergency Issues
Awards. The Secretary may allocate
some funding to address emergency
issues in the food and agricultural
sciences as determined by the Sec-
retary. Letters of intent and applica-
tions may be requested, as appropriate.
Although the solicitation and award
processes may be expedited for these
awards, NIFA will adhere to AFRI peer
review and competitive requirements
of this subpart.

§3430.311 Allocation of
funds.

research

(a) Fundamental research. Of the
amount allocated by the Director for
research, not less than 60 percent shall
be used to make grants for funda-
mental research (as defined in sub-
section (f)(1) of section 251 of the De-
partment of Agriculture Reorganiza-
tion Act of 1994 (7 U.S.C. 6971)).

(1) Research by multidisciplinary teams.
Of the amount allocated by the Direc-
tor for fundamental research under
this paragraph (a), not less than 30 per-
cent shall be made available to make
grants for research to be conducted by
multidisciplinary teams.

(2) Equipment grants. Of the amount
allocated by the Director for funda-
mental research under this paragraph
(a) not more than 2 percent shall be
used for equipment grants.

(b) Applied research. Of the amount
allocated by the Director for research,
not less than 40 percent shall be made
available to make grants for applied
research.

§3430.312 Emphasis on sustainable ag-
riculture.

NIFA shall ensure that grants made
under this subpart are, where appro-
priate, consistent with the develop-
ment of systems of sustainable agri-
culture as defined in section 1404 of
NARETPA.
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§3430.313 Inclusion of research topics
proposed by mnational and state
commodity boards in request for
applications.

NIFA will solicit funding ideas under
this subpart from statutorily defined
national and state commodity boards
for research topics that the commodity
boards are willing to co-fund equally
with NIFA under the AFRI competitive
grant program. If the ideas are evalu-
ated and found to be consistent with
the AFRI statutory priorities and pri-
orities noted in the President’s budget
request related to NIFA, the topics will
be incorporated in existing program
areas in the relevant AFRI Request for
Applications (RFA(s)). Researchers
wishing to submit a proposal on a topic
suggested by a commodity board will
be required to obtain a letter of sup-
port from the co-funding commodity
board. The applications submitted in
response to a commodity board co-
funded topic will compete against all
proposals submitted in the same RFA
program area. Supported applications
will receive no preference regarding
the evaluation of their scientific merit.
Letters of commodity board support
will be used by NIFA solely to deter-
mine that the application fits within
the commodity board co-funded topic
and the commodity board is willing to
co-fund that application, if it is evalu-
ated by the review panel as being meri-
torious and recommended for award.

[81 FR 58810, Aug. 26, 2016]

Subpart H—Organic Agriculture
Research and Extension Initiative

SOURCE: 75 FR 54761, Sept. 9, 2010, unless
otherwise noted.

§3430.400 Applicability of regulations.

The regulations in this subpart apply
to the program authorized under sec-
tion 1672B of the Food, Agriculture,
Conservation, and Trade Act of 1990
(FACT Act), as amended by the Food,
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008
(FCEA), Public Law 110-246 (7 U.S.C.
5925b).

§3430.401 Purpose.

(a) The purpose of this program is to
make competitive grants, in consulta-
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tion with the Advisory Board, to sup-
port research, education and extension
activities regarding organically grown
and processed agricultural commod-
ities.

(b) Grants may be made for the fol-
lowing purposes:

(1) Facilitating the development and
improvement of organic agriculture
production, breeding, and processing
methods;

(2) Evaluating the potential eco-
nomic benefits of organic agricultural
production and methods to producers,
processors, and rural communities;

(3) Exploring international trade op-
portunities for organically grown and
processed agricultural commodities;

(4) Determining desirable traits for
organic commodities;

(5) Identifying marketing and policy
constraints on the expansion of organic
agriculture;

(6) Conducting advanced on-farm re-
search and development that empha-
sizes observation of, experimentation
with, and innovation for working or-
ganic farms, including research relat-
ing to production, marketing, food
safety, socioeconomic conditions, and
farm business management;

(7) Examining optimal conservation
and environmental outcomes relating
to organically produced agricultural
products; and

(8) Developing new and improved seed
varieties that are particularly suited
for organic agriculture.

[75 FR 54761, Sept. 9, 2010, as amended at 81
FR 6415, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.402 [Reserved]

§3430.403 Eligibility.

Unless otherwise specified in the
RFA, eligible applicants for the grant
program implemented under this sub-
part include:

(a) State agricultural experiment
stations;

(b) Colleges and universities (includ-
ing junior colleges offering an associ-
ate’s degree);

(c) University research foundations;

(d) Other research institutions and
organizations;

(e) Federal agencies;

(f) National laboratories;
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(g) Private organizations or corpora-
tions;

(h) Individuals; and

(i) Any group consisting of 2 or more
entities identified in paragraphs (a)
through (i) of this section.

§3430.404 Project types and priorities.

For each RFA, NIFA may develop
and include the appropriate project
types and priority areas based on
stakeholder input and as deemed ap-
propriate by NIFA. Duration and
amount of grants may vary depending
on the type of project.

§3430.405

(a) Construction. Funds made avail-
able for grants under this subsection
shall not be used for the construction
of a new building or facility or the ac-
quisition, expansion, remodeling, or al-
teration of an existing building or fa-
cility (including site grading and im-
provement, and architect fees).

(b) Indirect costs. Subject to §3430.54,
indirect costs are allowable.

(c) Start-up businesses. NIFA does not
fund start-up businesses under this
subpart.

Funding restrictions.

§3430.406 Matching requirements.

(a) In general. NIFA requires the re-
cipient of a grant under this section to
provide funds or in-kind support from
non-Federal sources in an amount at
least equal to the amount provided by
the Federal Government.

(b) Indirect costs. Use of indirect costs
as in-kind matching contributions is
subject to §3430.52(b).

(c) Waiver authority. NIFA may waive
the matching requirement specified in
paragraph (a) of this section with re-
spect to a grant if NIFA determines
that:

(1) The results of the project, while of
particular benefit to a specific agricul-
tural commodity, are likely to be ap-
plicable to agricultural commodities
generally; or

(2) When all three of the following
conditions are present:

(i) The project involves a minor com-
modity,

(ii) The project deals with scientif-
ically important research, and

§3430.502

(iii) The grant recipient is unable to
satisfy the matching funds require-
ment.

§3430.407

Following the completion of a peer
review process for grant proposals re-
ceived under this subpart, the Director
may provide a priority for those pro-
posals, found in the peer review process
to be scientifically meritorious, that
involve the cooperation of multiple en-
tities.

Program requirements.

Subpart |—Integrated Research,
Education, and Extension
Competitive Grants Program

SOURCE: 75 FR 54761, Sept. 9, 2010, unless
otherwise noted.

§3430.500 Applicability of regulations.

The regulations in this subpart apply
to the program authorized under sec-
tion 406 of the Agricultural Research,
Extension, and Education Reform Act
of 1998 (AREERA), 7 U.S.C. 7626, as
amended by the Food, Conservation,
and Energy Act of 2008 (FCEA), Public
Law 110-246.

§3430.501 Purpose.

The purpose of this subpart is to
make competitive grants for inte-
grated, multifunctional agricultural
research, extension, and education ac-
tivities.

§3430.502 Definitions.

The definitions applicable to the
competitive grant programs under this
subpart include:

Integrated program means a program
that brings the three agricultural
knowledge components (i.e., research,
extension, and education) together
around a problem or activity through
the award of integrated projects and
single component projects.

Integrated project means a project
that brings at least two out of three
agricultural knowledge components
(i.e., research, extension, and edu-
cation) together around a problem or
activity.
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§3430.503 Eligibility.

The following entities are eligible to
apply for and receive a grant under this
subpart:

(a) Colleges and universities;

(b) 1994 Institutions; and

(c) Hispanic-serving agricultural col-
leges and universities (as defined in
section 1404 of the National Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Teach-
ing Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3103),
and in the RFA).

§3430.504 Project types and priorities.

For each RFA, NIFA may develop
and include the appropriate project
types and priority areas based on
stakeholder input and as deemed ap-
propriate by NIFA, in consultation
with the Advisory Board, and that in-
volve integrated research, extension,
and education activities. Duration and
amount of grants may vary depending
on the type of project.

§ 3430.505

(a) Construction. Funds made avail-
able for grants under this subsection
shall not be used for the construction
of a new building or facility or the ac-
quisition, expansion, remodeling, or al-
teration of an existing building or fa-
cility (including site grading and im-
provement, and architect fees).

(b) Indirect Costs. Subject to §3430.54,
indirect costs are allowable.

Funding restrictions.

§3430.506 Matching requirements.

(a) General requirement. If a grant
under this subpart provides a par-
ticular benefit to a specific agricul-
tural commodity, the recipient of the
grant is required to provide funds or in-
kind support to match the amount of
funds provided by NIFA.

(b) Indirect costs. Use of indirect costs
as in-kind matching contributions is
subject to §3430.52(b).

(c) Waiver authority. NIFA may waive
the matching requirement specified in
paragraph (a) of this section with re-
spect to a grant if NIFA determines
that:

(1) The results of the project, while of
particular benefit to a specific agricul-
tural commodity, are likely to be ap-
plicable to agricultural commodities
generally; or
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(2) When all three of the following
conditions are present:

(i) The project involves a minor com-
modity,

(ii) The project deals with scientif-
ically important research, and

(iii) The grant recipient is unable to
satisfy the matching funds require-
ment.

§3430.507

(a) General. Grants under this subpart
shall address priorities in the United
States agriculture that involve inte-
grated research, extension, and edu-
cation activities as determined by the
Secretary through Agency stakeholder
input processes and in consultation
with the Advisory Board.

(b) Duration of awards. The term of a
grant under this subpart may not ex-
ceed b years.

Program requirements.

Subpart J—Beginning Farmer and
Rancher Development Program

SOURCE: 74 FR 45970, Sept. 4, 2009, unless
otherwise noted.

§3430.600 Applicability of regulations.

The regulations in this subpart apply
to the program authorized under sec-
tion 7405 of the Farm Security and
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C.
3319f).

§3430.601 Purpose.

The purpose of the Beginning Farmer
and Rancher Development Program
(BFRDP) is to establish a beginning
farmer and rancher development pro-
gram that provides local and regional
training, education, outreach, and
technical assistance initiatives for be-
ginning farmers and ranchers.

§ 3430.602

The definitions applicable to the pro-
gram under this subpart include:

Beginning farmer or rancher means a
person that has not operated a farm or
ranch or has operated a farm or ranch
for not more than 10 years, and meets
such other criteria as the Secretary
may establish.

Clearinghouse means an online reposi-
tory that will make available to begin-
ning farmers or ranchers education

Definitions.
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curricula and training materials and
programs, and which may include on-
line courses for direct use by beginning
farmers or ranchers.

Limited resource beginning farmers or
ranchers means beginning farmers or
ranchers who have: (1) direct or indi-
rect gross farm sales not more than the
sales amount established by the USDA
Natural Resources Conservation Serv-
ice (NRCS) in each of the previous two
years (in current dollars, adjusted for
inflation each year, based on the Octo-
ber 2002 Prices Paid by Farmer Index
compiled and updated annually by the
USDA National Agricultural Statistics
Service (NASS), and (2) a total house-
hold income at or below the National
Poverty Level for a family of four or
less than 50 percent of county median
household income in each of the pre-
vious 2 years as determined by the U.S.
Department of Health and Human
Services (DHHS), using the Census
Poverty Data.

Outcome-based reporting means report-
ing that includes an outcome state-
ment with performance targets, nec-
essary milestones, beneficiary engage-
ment, key individuals, and
verification.

[74 FR 45970, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 76
FR 356323, June 17, 2011]

§3430.603 Eligibility.

To be eligible to receive an award
under this subpart, the recipient shall
be a collaborative State, tribal, local,
or regionally-based network or part-
nership of public or private entities, in-
cluding:

(a) A State cooperative extension
service;

(b) A Federal, State, or tribal agency;

(c) A community-based or nongovern-
mental organization;

(d) A college or university (including
a junior college offering an associate’s
degree) or foundation maintained by a
college or university;

(e) A private for-profit organization;
or

(f) Any other appropriate partner, as
determined by the Secretary.

[74 FR 45970, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 81
FR 6415, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.604

§3430.604 Project types and priorities.

(a) Standard BFRDP projects. For
standard BFRDP projects, competitive
grants will be awarded to support pro-
grams and services, as appropriate, re-
lating to the following focus areas and
activities:

(1) Basic livestock, forest manage-
ment, and crop farming practices;

(2) Innovative farm, ranch, and pri-
vate, nonindustrial forest land transfer
strategies;

(3) Entrepreneurship and business
training;

(4) Financial and risk management
training (including the acquisition and
management of agricultural credit);

(5) Natural resource management and
planning;

(6) Diversification and marketing
strategies;

(7) Curriculum development;

(8) Mentoring, apprenticeships,
internships;

(9) Resources and referral;

(10) Farm financial benchmarking;

(11) Assisting beginning farmers or
ranchers in acquiring land from retir-
ing farmers and ranchers;

(12) Agricultural rehabilitation and
vocational training for veterans;

(13) Farm safety and awareness; and

(14) Other similar subject areas of use
to beginning farmers or ranchers.

(15) Basic livestock and crop farming
practices, forestry and range manage-
ment.

(16) Acquisition and management of
agricultural credit.

(17) Environmental compliance.

(18) Information processing.

(19) Tax management, including
record keeping and tax form prepara-
tion.

(20) Basic agricultural law.

(21) Other similar subject areas of use
to beginning farmers or ranchers.

NIFA may include additional activi-
ties or focus areas that further address
the critical needs of beginning farmers
and ranchers as defined in this subpart.
Some of these activities or focus areas
may be identified by stakeholder
groups or by NIFA in response to
emerging critical needs of the Nation’s
farmers and ranchers.

(b) Other BFRDP Projects. In addition
to the competitive grants made under

and

351



§3430.605

paragraph (a) of this section, competi-
tive awards (grants or cooperative
agreements) will be made:

(1) to establish beginner farmer and

rancher educational enhancement
projects that develop curricula and
conduct educational programs and

workshops for beginning farmers or
ranchers in diverse geographical areas
of the Unites States; and

(2) to establish and maintain an on-
line clearinghouse.

[74 FR 45970, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 76
FR 35323, June 17, 2011; 81 FR 6415, Feb. 8,
2016]

§3430.605

(a) Facility costs. Funds made avail-
able under this subpart shall not be
used for the planning, repair, rehabili-
tation, acquisition, or construction of
a building or facility.

(b) Indirect costs. Subject to §3430.54,
indirect costs are allowable.

(c) Participation by other farmers and
ranchers. Projects may allow farmers
and ranchers who are not beginning
farmers and ranchers to participate in
the programs funded under this subpart
if their participation is appropriate and
will not detract from the primary pur-
pose of educating beginning farmers
and ranchers as defined under this sub-
part.

Funding restrictions.

[74 FR 45970, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 81
FR 6415, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.606 Matching requirements.

(a) Requirement. Awardees are re-
quired to provide a match in the form
of cash or in-kind contributions in an
amount at least equal to 25 percent of
the Federal funds provided by the
award. The matching funds must be
from non-Federal sources except when
authorized by statute. The matching
requirements under this subpart can-
not be waived.

(b) Indirect costs. Use of indirect costs
as in-kind matching contributions is
subject to §3430.52.

§3430.607 Stakeholder input.

NIFA shall seek and obtain stake-
holder input through a variety of fo-
rums (e.g., public meetings, request for
input and/or via Web site), as well as

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

through a notice in the FEDERAL REG-
ISTER, from the following entities:

(a) Beginning farmers and ranchers.

(b) National, State, tribal, and local
organizations, community-based orga-
nizations, and other persons with ex-
pertise in operating beginning farmer
and rancher programs.

(c) The Advisory Committee on Be-
ginning Farmers and Ranchers estab-
lished under section 5 of the Agricul-
tural Credit Improvement Act of 1992 (7
U.S.C. 1929 note; Pub. L. 102-554).

§3430.608 Review criteria.

(a) Evaluation criteria. NIFA shall
evaluate project proposals according to
the following factors:

(1) Relevancy.

(2) Technical merit.

(3) Achievability.

(4) The expertise and track record of
one or more applicants.

(56) The adequacy of plans for the
participatory evaluation process, out-
come-based reporting, and the commu-
nication of findings and results beyond
the immediate target audience.

(6) Other appropriate factors, as de-
termined by the Secretary.

(b) Partnership and collaboration. In
making awards under this subpart,
NIFA shall give priority to partner-
ships and collaborations that are led by
or include nongovernmental, and com-
munity-based organizations, and
school-based agricultural educational
organizations with expertise in new ag-
ricultural producer training and out-
reach.

(c) Regional balance. In making
awards under this subpart, NIFA shall,
to the maximum extent practicable,
ensure geographical diversity.

[74 FR 45970, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 81
FR 6415, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.609 Other considerations.

(a) Set aside. (1) Not less than 5 per-
cent of the funds used to carry out this
subsection for a fiscal year shall be
used to support programs and services
that address the needs of—

(i) Limited resource beginning farm-
ers or ranchers (see 3430.602);

(ii) Socially disadvantaged farmers
or ranchers (as defined in section 355(e)
of the Consolidated Farm and Rural
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Development Act (7 U.S.C. 2003(e)) who
are beginning farmers or ranchers; and

(iii) Farmworkers desiring to become
farmers or ranchers.

(2) Each fiscal year, NIFA shall set
aside not less than 5 percent of the
funds to support the standard BFRDP
projects under this subpart to support
programs and services that address the
needs of veteran farmers and ranchers
(as defined in section 2501(e) of the
Food, Agriculture, Conservation, and
Trade Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 2279(e)). Re-
cipients of these funds may coordinate
with a recipient of an award under sec-
tion 1680 of the Food, Agriculture, Con-
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7
U.S.C. 5933) in addressing the needs of
veteran farmers and ranchers with dis-
abilities.

(b) Consecutive awards. An eligible re-
cipient may receive a consecutive
grant for a standard BFRDP project
under this subpart.

(c) Duration of awards. The term of a
grant for a standard BFRDP project
under this subpart shall not exceed 3
years. Awards for all other projects
under this subpart shall not exceed 5
years. No-cost extensions of time be-
yond the maximum award terms will
not be considered or granted.

(d) Amount of grants. A grant for a
standard BFRDP project under this
subpart shall not be in an amount that
is more than $250,000 for each year.

[74 FR 45970, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 76
FR 35323, June 17, 2011; 81 FR 6416, Feb. 8,
2016]

Subpart K—Biomass Research and
Development Initiative

SOURCE: 75 FR 33498, June 14, 2010, unless
otherwise noted.

§3430.700 Applicability of regulations.

The regulations in this subpart apply
to the Federal assistance awards made
under the program authorized under
section 9008 of the Farm Security and
Rural Investment Act of 2002 (7 U.S.C.
8108), as amended by section 9001 of the
Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of
2008 (Pub. L. 110-246).

[76 FR 38549, July 1, 2011]

§3430.702

§3430.701 Purpose.

In carrying out the program, NIFA,
in cooperation with the Department of
Energy, is authorized to make competi-
tive awards under section 9008(e) of
FSRIA (7 U.S.C. 8108(e)) to develop:

(a) Technologies and processes nec-
essary for abundant commercial pro-
duction of biofuels at prices competi-
tive with fossil fuels;

(b) High-value biobased products—

(1) To enhance the economic viability
of biofuels and power,

(2) To serve as substitutes for petro-
leum-based feedstocks and products,
and

(3) To enhance the value of coprod-
ucts produced using the technologies
and processes; and

(c) A diversity of economically and
environmentally sustainable domestic
sources of renewable biomass for con-
version to biofuels, bioenergy, and
biobased products.

[75 FR 33498, June 14, 2010, as amended at 76
FR 38549, July 1, 2011]

§3430.702 Definitions.

The definitions specific to BRDI are
from the authorizing legislation, the
National Program Leadership of NIFA,
and the Department of Energy. The
definitions applicable to the program
under this subpart include:

Advanced Biofuel means fuel derived
from renewable biomass other than
corn kernel starch, including:

(1) Biofuel derived from cellulose,
hemicellulose, or lignin;

(2) Biofuel derived from sugar and
starch (other than ethanol derived
from corn kernel starch);

(3) Biofuel derived from waste mate-
rial, including crop residue, other vege-
tative waste material, animal waste,
food waste, and yard waste;

(4) Diesel-equivalent fuel derived
from renewable biomass, including
algael oils, oil seed crops, re-claimed
vegetable oils and animal fat;

(5) Biogas (including landfill gas and
sewage waste treatment gas) produced
through the conversion of organic mat-
ter from renewable biomass;

(6) Butanol or other alcohols pro-
duced through the conversion of or-
ganic matter from renewable biomass;
and
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(7T) Other fuel derived from cellulosic
biomass.

Advisory Committee means the Bio-
mass Research and Development Tech-
nical Advisory Committee established
by section 9008(d) of FSRIA (7 U.S.C.
8108(d)).

Biobased Product means:

(1) An industrial product (including
chemicals, materials, and polymers)
produced from biomass; or

(2) A commercial or industrial prod-
uct (including animal feed and electric
power) derived in connection with the
conversion of biomass to fuel.

Bioenergy means power generated in
the form of electricity or heat using
biomass as a feedstock.

Biofuel means a fuel derived from re-
newable biomass.

Biomass Conversion Facility means a
facility that converts or proposes to
convert renewable biomass into:

(1) Heat;

(2) Power;

(3) Biobased products; or

(4) Advanced biofuels.

Biorefinery means a facility (includ-
ing equipment and processes) that—

(1) Converts renewable biomass into
biofuels and biobased products; and

(2) May produce electricity.

Board means the Biomass Research
and Development Board established by
section 9008(c) of the FSRIA of 2002 (7
U.S.C. 8108(c)).

BRDI means the Biomass Research
and Development Initiative.

Cellulosic Biofuel means renewable
fuel derived from any cellulose, hemi-
cellulose, or lignin that is derived from
renewable biomass and that has
lifecycle greenhouse gas emissions, as
determined by the Administrator of
the Environmental Protection Agency,
that are at least 60 percent less than
the baseline lifecycle greenhouse gas
emissions.

Demonstration means demonstration
of technology in a pilot plant or semi-
works scale facility, including a plant
or facility located on a farm. A bio-
refinery demonstration is a system ca-
pable of processing a minimum of 50
tons/day of biomass feedstock.

DOE means the Department of En-
ergy.

Institutions of higher education has the
meaning given the term in section 102
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of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20
U.S.C. 1002(a)).

Intermediate Ingredient or Feedstock
means a material or compound made in
whole or in significant part from bio-
logical products, including renewable
agricultural materials (including
plant, animal, and marine materials)
or forestry materials, that are subse-
quently used to make a more complex
compound or product.

Life cycle assessment means the com-
prehensive examination of a product’s
environmental and economic aspects
and potential impacts throughout its
lifetime, including raw material ex-
traction, transportation, manufac-
turing, use, and disposal.

Life cycle cost means the amortized
annual cost of a product, including cap-
ital costs, installation costs, operating
costs, maintenance costs, and disposal
costs discounted over the lifetime of
the product.

Pilot Plant is an integrated chemical
processing system that includes the
processing units necessary to convert
biomass feedstock into biofuels/bio-
energy/biobased products at a min-
imum feed rate of 1 ton/day of biomass
feedstock.

Private sector entities include compa-
nies, corporations, farms, ranches, co-
operatives, and others that compete in
the marketplace.

Recovered materials means waste ma-
terials and by-products that have been
recovered or diverted from solid waste,
but such term does not include those
materials and by-products generated
from, and commonly reused within, an
original manufacturing process (42
U.S.C. 6903 (19)).

Recycling means the series of activi-
ties, including collection, separation,
and processing, by which products or
other materials are recovered from the
solid waste stream for use in the form
of raw materials in the manufacture of
new products other than fuel for pro-
ducing heat or power by combustion.

Renewable Biomass means:

(1) Materials, pre-commercial
thinnings, or invasive species from Na-
tional Forest System land (as defined
in section 11(a) of the Forest and
Rangeland Renewable Resources Plan-
ning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1609(a)) and
public lands (as defined in section 103
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of the Federal Land Policy and Man-
agement Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1702))
that—

(i) Are Dbyproducts of preventive
treatments that are removed to reduce
hazardous fuels; to reduce or contain
disease or insect infestation; or to re-
store ecosystem health;

(i1) Would not otherwise be used for
higher-value products; and

(iii) Are harvested in accordance with
applicable law and land management
plans; and the requirements for—

(A) Old-growth maintenance, restora-
tion, and management direction of
paragraphs (2), (3), and (4) of subsection
(e) of section 102 of the Healthy Forests
Restoration Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 6512);
and

(B) Large-tree retention of sub-
section (f) of section 102 of the Healthy
Forests Restoration Act of 2003 (16
U.S.C. 6512); or

(2) Any organic matter that is avail-
able on a renewable or recurring basis
from non-Federal land or land belong-
ing to an Indian or Indian tribe that is
held in trust by the United States or
subject to a restriction against alien-
ation imposed by the United States, in-
cluding—

(i) Renewable plant material, includ-
ing feed grains; other agricultural com-
modities; other plants and trees; and
algae; and

(ii) Waste material, including crop
residue; other vegetative waste mate-
rial (including wood waste and wood
residues); animal waste and byproducts
(including fats, oils, greases, and ma-
nure); and food waste and yard waste.

Research and development (R&D)
projects means a research project only,
a development project only, or a com-
bination of research and development
project; however, an R&D project may
not be submitted including a dem-
onstration project or vice versa.

Semi-works is a combination of chem-
ical processing units that constitute a
subset of the fully integrated system
and are used to develop process flow
diagrams and mass and energy bal-
ances for the purposes of scaling up to
a demonstration scale facility.

Transportation fuel means fuel for use
in motor vehicles, motor vehicle en-
gines, non-road vehicles, or non-road

§3430.704

engines (except for ocean-going ves-
sels).

[756 FR 33498, June 14, 2010, as amended at 76
FR 38549, July 1, 2011]

§3430.703 Eligibility.

To be eligible to receive an award
under this subpart, the recipient shall
be—

(a) An institution of higher education
(as defined in §3430.702);

(b) A National Laboratory;

(c) A Federal research agency;

(d) A State research agency;

(e) A private sector entity (as defined
in §3430.702 of this part);

(f) A nonprofit organization; or

(g) A consortium of two or more enti-
ties listed in paragraphs (a) through (f)
of this section.

§3430.704 Project types and priorities.

(a) Technical Topic Areas. Biomass Re-
search and Development Initiative
(BRDI) awards shall be directed (in
consultation with the Biomass Re-
search and Development Board, the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency and heads of other ap-
propriate departments and agencies) in
the following three primary technical
topic areas:

(1) Feedstocks Development. Research,
development, and demonstration ac-
tivities regarding feedstocks and feed-
stock logistics (including the harvest,
handling, transport, preprocessing, and
storage) relevant to production of raw
materials for conversion to biofuels
and biobased products.

(2) Biofuels and Biobased Products De-
velopment. Research, development, and
demonstration activities to support—

(i) The development of diverse cost-
effective technologies for the use of
cellulosic biomass in the production of
biofuels and biobased products; and

(ii) Product diversification through
technologies relevant to production of
a range of biobased products (including
chemicals, animal feeds, and cogen-
erated power) that potentially can in-
crease the feasibility of fuel production
in a biorefinery.

(3) Biofuels Development Analysis—(i)
Strategic Guidance. The development of
analysis that provides strategic guid-
ance for the application of renewable
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biomass technologies to improve sus-
tainability and environmental quality,
cost effectiveness, security, and rural
economic development.

(ii) Energy and Environmental Impact.
Development of systematic evaluations
of the impact of expanded biofuel pro-
duction on the environment (including
forest land) and on the food supply for
humans and animals, including the im-
provement and development of tools
for life cycle analysis of current and
potential biofuels.

(iii) Assessment of Federal Land. As-
sessments of the potential of Federal
land resources to increase the produc-
tion of feedstocks for biofuels and
biobased products, consistent with the
integrity of soil and water resources
and with other environmental consid-
erations.

(b) Additional considerations. Within
the technical topic areas described in
paragraph (a) of this section, NIFA, in
cooperation with DOE, shall support
research and development to—

(1) Create continuously expanding op-
portunities for participants in existing
biofuels production by seeking
synergies and continuity with current
technologies and practices;

(2) Maximize the environmental, eco-
nomic, and social benefits of produc-
tion of biofuels and derived biobased
products on a large scale; and

(3) Facilitate small-scale production
and local and on-farm use of biofuels,
including the development of
smallscale gasification technologies for
production of biofuel from cellulosic
feedstocks.

[75 FR 33498, June 14, 2010, as amended at 76
FR 38549, July 1, 2011]

§3430.705 Funding restrictions.

(a) Facility costs. Funds made avail-
able under this subpart shall not be
used for the construction of a new
building or facility or the acquisition,
expansion, remodeling, or alteration of
an existing building or facility (includ-
ing site grading and improvement, and
architect fees).

(b) Indirect costs. Subject to §3430.54,
indirect costs are allowable for Federal
assistance awards made by NIFA.

(c) Minimum allocations. After con-
sultation with the Board, NIFA in co-
operation with DOE, shall require that
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each of the three technical topic areas
described in §3430.704(a) receives not
less than 15 percent of funds made
available to carry out BRDI.

[76 FR 38549, July 1, 2011]

§3430.706 Matching requirements.

(a) Requirement for Research and/or
Development Projects. The non-Federal
share of the cost of a research or devel-
opment project under BRDI shall be
not less than 20 percent. NIFA may re-
duce the non-Federal share of a re-
search or development project if the re-
duction is determined to be necessary
and appropriate.

(b) Requirement for Demonstration and
Commercial Projects. The non-Federal
share of the cost of a demonstration or
commercial project under BRDI shall
be not less than 50 percent.

(c) Indirect costs. Use of indirect costs
as in-kind matching contributions is
subject to §3430.52 of this part.

[75 FR 33498, June 14, 2010, as amended at 76
FR 38549, July 1, 2011]

§3430.707 Administrative duties.

(a) After consultation with the
Board, NIFA, in cooperation with DOE,
shall:

(1) Publish annually one or more
joint requests for proposals for Federal
assistance under BRDI; and

(2) Require that Federal assistance
under BRDI be awarded based on a sci-
entific peer review by an independent
panel of scientific and technical peers.

(b) NIFA, in cooperation with DOE,
shall ensure that applicable research
results and technologies from the BRDI
are:

(1) Adapted, made available, and dis-
seminated, as appropriate; and

(2) Included in the best practices
database established under section
1672C(e) of the Food, Agriculture, Con-
servation, and Trade Act of 1990 (7
U.S.C. 5925e(e)).

[75 FR 33498, June 14, 2010, as amended at 76
FR 38549, July 1, 2011]

§3430.708 Review criteria.

(a) General. BRDI peer reviews of ap-
plications are conducted in accordance
with requirements found in section 9008
of FSRIA (7 U.S.C. 8108); section 103 of
the Agricultural Research, Extension,
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and Education Reform Act of 1998 (7
U.S.C. 7613); and regulations found in
title 7 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions, sections 3430.31 through 3430.37.

(b) Additional Considerations. Special
consideration will be given to applica-
tions that—

(1) Involve a consortium of experts
from multiple institutions;

(2) Encourage the integration of dis-
ciplines and application of the best
technical resources; and

(3) Increase the geographic diversity
of demonstration projects.

[75 FR 33498, June 14, 2010, as amended at 76
FR 38549, July 1, 2011]

§3430.709 Duration of awards.

The term of a Federal assistance
award made for a BRDI project shall
not exceed 5 years. No-cost extensions
of time beyond the maximum award
terms will not be considered or grant-
ed.

Subpart L—Capacity  Building
Grants for Non-Land Grant
Colleges of Agriculture Pro-
gram

AUTHORITY: 7 U.S.C. 3316; Pub. L. 106-107 (31
U.S.C. 6101 note).

SOURCE: 81 FR 6416, Feb. 8, 2016, unless oth-
erwise noted.

§3430.800 Applicability.

The regulations in this subpart apply
to the program authorized under sec-
tion 1473F of the National Agricultural
Research, Extension, and Teaching
Policy Act of 1977 (NARETPA), as
added by section 7138 of the Food, Con-
servation, and Energy Act of 2008, (7
U.S.C. 3319i).

§3430.801 Purpose.

The purpose of this program is to
make competitive grants to Non Land
Grant Colleges of Agriculture (NLGCA)
Institutions to assist the NLGCA Insti-
tutions in maintaining and expanding
the capacity to conduct education, re-
search, and outreach activities relating
to agriculture, renewable resources,
and other similar disciplines.

§3430.802

§ 3430.802

The definitions applicable to the pro-
gram under this subpart include:

Capacity building means enhancing
and strengthening the quality and
depth of an institution’s research and
academic programs as evidenced by its:
faculty expertise, scientific and tech-
nical resources, research environment,
curriculum, student experiential learn-
ing opportunities, scientific instrumen-
tation, library resources, academic
standing and racial, ethnic, or gender
diversity of its faculty and student
body, faculty and student recruitment
and retention programs, and organiza-
tional structures and reward systems
for attracting and retaining first-rate
research and teaching faculty or stu-
dents.

Citicen or national of the United States
means:

(1) A citizen or native resident of a
State; or,

(2) A person defined in the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C.
1101(a) (22), who, though not a citizen
of the United States, owes permanent
allegiance to the United States.

Eligible participant means an indi-
vidual who is a citizen or national of
the United States as defined in this
section.

Food and agricultural sciences means
basic, applied, and developmental re-
search, extension, and teaching activi-
ties in food and fiber, agricultural, re-
newable energy and natural resources,
forestry, and physical and social
sciences, including activities relating
to the following:

(1) Animal health, production, and
well-being.

(2) Plant health and production.

(c) Animal and plant germ plasm col-
lection and preservation.

(3) Aquaculture.

(4) Food safety.

(5) Soil, water, and related resource
conservation and improvement.

(6) Forestry, horticulture, and range
management.

(7) Nutritional
motion.

(8) Farm enhancement, including fi-
nancial management, input efficiency,
and profitability.

(99 Home economics (Family and
Consumer Sciences).

Definitions.

sciences and pro-
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(10) Rural human ecology.

(11) Youth development and agricul-
tural education, including 4-H clubs.

(12) Expansion of domestic and inter-
national markets for agricultural com-
modities and products, including agri-
cultural trade barrier identification
and analysis.

(13) Information management and
technology transfer related to agri-
culture.

(14) Biotechnology related to agri-
culture.

(15) The processing, distributing,
marketing, and utilization of food and
agricultural products. (7 U.S.C. Section
3103).

Joint project proposal means:

(1) An application for a project:

(i) Which will involve the applicant
institution working in cooperation
with one or more other entities not le-
gally affiliated with the applicant in-
stitution, including other schools, col-
leges, universities, community col-
leges, junior colleges, units of State
government, private sector organiza-
tions, or a consortium of institutions;
and

(ii) Where the applicant institution
and each cooperating entity will as-
sume a significant role in the conduct
of the proposed project.

(2) To demonstrate a substantial in-
volvement with the project, the appli-
cant institution/organization submit-
ting a joint project proposal must re-
tain at least 30 percent but not more
than 70 percent of the awarded funds
and no cooperating entity may receive
less than 10 percent of awarded funds.
Only the applicant institution must
meet the definition of an eligible insti-
tution/organization as specified in this
RFA; other entities participating in a
joint project proposal are not required
to meet the definition of an eligible in-
stitution/organization.

Large-scale, Comprehensive Initiative
(LCI) project proposal means:

(1) An application for a project:

(i) Which will involve the applicant
institution/organization working in co-
operation with two or more other enti-
ties not legally affiliated with the ap-
plicant institution, including other
schools, colleges, universities, commu-
nity colleges, junior colleges, units of
State government, private sector orga-
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nizations, or a consortium of institu-
tions; and

(ii) Where the applicant institution
and each cooperating entity will as-
sume a significant role in the conduct
of the proposed project.

(2) To demonstrate a substantial in-
volvement with the project, the appli-
cant institution/organization submit-
ting a LCI proposal must retain at
least 30 percent but not more than 70
percent of the awarded funds and no co-
operating entity may receive less than
10 percent of awarded funds. Only the
applicant institution must meet the
definition of an eligible institution as
specified in this RFA; other entities
participating in a joint project pro-
posal are not required to meet the defi-
nition of an eligible institution. LCI
Project Proposals must support a
multi-partner approach to solving a
major state or regional challenge in
agricultural sciences education at the
postsecondary level. LCI Project Pro-
posals are characterized by multiple
partners (each providing a specific ex-
pertise) organized and led by a strong
applicant with documented project
management ability to organize and
carry out the initiative.

Non-land-grant college of agriculture
(NLGCA) means a public college or uni-
versity offering a baccalaureate or
higher degree in the study of agri-
culture or forestry. The terms “NLGCA
Institution” and ‘‘non-land-grant col-
lege of agriculture’ do not include:

(1) Hispanic-serving agricultural col-
leges and universities; or

(2) Any institution designated under:
a. the Act of July 2, 1862 (commonly
known as the “First Morrill Act”; 7
U.S.C. 301 et seq., or the ‘1862 Land
Grants’);

(3) The Act of August 30, 1890 (com-
monly known as the ‘‘Second Morrill
Act”) (7 U.S.C. 321 et seq., or the ‘1890
Land Grants’);

(4) The Equity in Educational Land-
Grant Status Act of 1994 (Public Law
103-382; 7 U.S.C. 301 note, or the ‘1994 or
Tribal Colleges Land Grants’); or

(5) Public Law 87-788 (commonly
known as the ‘““McIntire-Stennis Coop-
erative Forestry Act’”) (16 U.S.C. 582a
et seq.).

Outcomes means specific, measurable
project results and benefits that, when
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assessed and reported; indicate the
project’s plan of operation has been
achieved. Measurable outcomes in-
clude:

(1) Results are intended or unin-
tended consequences of the project,
(e.g., ‘‘. . . additional course materials
now available online to reinforce stu-
dent learning during non-classroom
hours”);

(2) Products may be actual items or
services acquired with funds, (e.g.,
‘. . . mechanisms and content to tran-
sition existing course(s) or elements of
course(s) for Web-based access’” or
‘“‘created new and innovative preven-
tion and intervention initiatives’’); and

(3) Impacts are a measure of the re-
sults by comparing what might have
happened in the absence of the funded
project, (e.g., ‘. . . an observed, overall
increase in student learning based upon
8% higher average test scores of those
students who both attended class and
used the supplemental, Web-based
course materials’’.)

Regular project proposal means a pro-
posal for a project:

(1) Where the applicant institution
will be the sole entity involved in the
execution of the project; or

(2) Which will involve the applicant
institution and one or more other enti-
ties, but where the involvement of the
other entity(ies) does not meet the re-
quirements for a joint project proposal
as defined in this section.

Sustainable Agriculture means an inte-
grated system of plant and animal pro-
duction practices having a site-specific
application that will, over the long-
term—

(1) Satisfy human food and fiber
needs;

(2) Enhance environmental quality
and the natural resource base upon
which the agriculture economy de-
pends;

(3) Make the most efficient use of
nonrenewable resources and on-farm
resources and integrate, where appro-
priate, natural biological cycles and
controls;

(4) Sustain the economic viability of
farm operations; and

(5) Enhance the quality of life for
farmers and society as a whole.

Teaching and education mean formal
classroom instruction, laboratory in-

§3430.804

struction, and practicum experience in
the food and agricultural sciences and
matters relating thereto (such as fac-
ulty development, student recruitment
and services, curriculum development,
instructional materials and equipment,
and innovative teaching methodolo-
gies) conducted by colleges and univer-
sities offering baccalaureate or higher
degrees.

§3430.803 Eligibility.

(a) Institution eligibility. Applications
may only be submitted by a NLGCA in-
stitution. For the purposes of this pro-
gram, the individual branches of a
State college or university that are
separately accredited as degree-grant-
ing institutions are treated as separate
institutions, and are therefore eligible
to apply for NLGCA Program awards.
Separate branches or campuses of a
college or university that are not indi-
vidually accredited as degree-granting
institutions are not treated as separate
institutions, and are therefore not eli-
gible to submit an application. Accred-
itation must be conferred by an agency
or association recognized by the Sec-
retary of the U.S. Department of Edu-
cation.

(b) Teacher or student eligibility. A
teacher or student recipient receiving
Federal funds from this grants program
must be an eligible participant. Where
eligibility is claimed under 8 U.S.C.
1101(a)(22), documentary evidence from
the Immigration and Naturalization
Service as to such eligibility must be
made available to NIFA upon request.

§3430.804 Project types and priorities.

(a) For each RFA, NIFA may develop
and include the appropriate project
types and focus areas based on the crit-
ical needs identified through stake-
holder input and deemed appropriate
by NIFA.

(b) The RFA will specify which of the
following project types applicants may
submit applications:

(1) Regular project proposal (the ap-
plicant executes the project without
the requirement of sharing grant funds
with other project partners);

(2) Conference/planning grant to fa-
cilitate strategic planning session(s);
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(3) Joint project proposal (the appli-
cant executes the project with assist-
ance from at least one additional part-
ner and must share grant funds with
the additional partner(s)); and

(4) Large-scale (state or region) com-
prehensive initiatives (LCI) (Applicant
+ Two or more Partners).

§3430.805

(a) Prohibition against construction.
Grant funds awarded under this author-
ity may not be used for the renovation
or refurbishment of research, edu-
cation, or extension space; the pur-
chase or installation of fixed equip-
ment in such space; or the planning, re-
pair, rehabilitation, acquisition, or
construction of buildings or facilities.

(b) Prohibition on tuition remission.
Tuition remission, on-campus room
and board, academic fees or other fi-
nancial assistance (scholarships or fel-
lowships) are not allowed.

(c) Promotional items (e.g., T-shirts
and other giveaways) and food func-
tions (e.g., cookouts or other social or
meal gatherings) are considered ‘enter-
tainment’ expenses, and are, therefore,
also not allowed under this grants pro-
gram.

Funding restrictions.

§3430.806 Matching requirements.

There are no matching requirements
for grants under this subpart.

§3430.807 Duration of grant.

The term of a Federal assistance
award made for a NLGCA project shall
not exceed 5 years. No-cost extensions
of time beyond the maximum award
terms will not be considered or grant-
ed.

Subpart M—New Era Rural Tech-
nology Competitive Grants
Program

SOURCE: T4 FR 45973, Sept. 4, 2009, unless
otherwise noted.

§3430.900 Applicability of regulations.

The regulations in this subpart apply
to the program authorized under sec-
tion 1473E of the National Agricultural
Research, Extension, and Teaching
Policy Act of 1977 (7 U.S.C. 3319e), as
amended.
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§3430.901 Purpose.

The purpose of this program is to
make grants available for technology
development, applied research, and
training, with a focus on rural commu-
nities, to aid in the development of
workforces for bioenergy, pulp and
paper manufacturing, and agriculture-
based renewable energy workforce.

§3430.902 Definitions.

The definitions applicable to the pro-
gram under this subpart include:

Advanced Technological Center refers
to a post-secondary, degree-granting
institution that provides students with
technology-based education and train-
ing, preparing them to work as techni-
cians or at the semi-professional level,
and aiding in the development of an ag-
riculture-based renewable energy
workforce. For this program, such Cen-
ters must be located within a rural
area.

Bioenergy means biomass used in the
production of energy (electricity; liq-
uid, solid, and gaseous fuels; and heat).

Biomass means any organic matter
that is available on a renewable or re-
curring basis, including agricultural
crops and trees, wood and wood wastes
and residues, plants (including aquatic
plants), grasses, residues, fibers, and
animal wastes, municipal wastes, and
other waste materials.

Community College means

(1) An institution of higher education
that:

(i) Admits as regular students per-
sons who are beyond the age of compul-
sory school attendance in the State in
which the institution is located and
who have the ability to benefit from
the training offered by the institution;

(ii) Does not provide an educational
program for which the institution
awards a bachelor’s degree (or an
equivalent degree); and

(iii) (A) Provides an educational pro-
gram of not less than 2 years in dura-
tion that is acceptable for full credit
toward such a degree; or

(B) Offers a 2-year program in engi-
neering, mathematics, or the physical
or biological sciences, designed to pre-
pare a student to work as a technician
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or at the semi-professional level in en-
gineering, scientific, or other techno-
logical fields requiring the under-
standing and application of basic engi-
neering, scientific, or mathematical
principles of knowledge (20 TU.S.C.
1101a(a)(6)).

(2) For this grants program, such
Community Colleges must be located
within a rural area.

Conference/Planning Grants means the
limited number of RTP grants that will
fund strategic planning meetings nec-
essary to establish and organize pro-
posed technology development, applied
research and/or training projects.

Eligible institution/organization means
a community college, or an advanced
technological center, that meets eligi-
bility criteria of this program, and is
located in a rural area.

Eligible participant means an indi-
vidual who is a citicen or non-citicen na-
tional of the United States, as defined in
7 CFR 3430.2, or lawful permanent resi-
dent of the United States.

Fiscal agent means a third party des-
ignated by an authorized representa-
tive of an eligible institution/organiza-
tion which would receive and assume
financial stewardship of Federal grant
funds and perform other activities as
specified in the agreement between it
and the eligible institution/organiza-
tion.

Joint project proposal means

(1) An application for a project:

(i) Which will involve the applicant
institution/organization working in co-
operation with one or more other enti-
ties not legally affiliated with the ap-
plicant institution/organization, in-
cluding other schools, colleges, univer-
sities, community colleges, units of
State government, private sector orga-
nizations, or a consortium of institu-
tions; and

(ii) Where the applicant institution/
organization and each cooperating en-
tity will assume a significant role in
the conduct of the proposed project.

(2) To demonstrate a substantial in-
volvement with the project, the appli-
cant institution/organization submit-
ting a joint project proposal must re-
tain at least 30 percent but not more
than 70 percent of the awarded funds,
and no cooperating entity may receive
less than 10 percent of awarded funds.

§3430.902

Only the applicant institution/organi-
zation must meet the definition of an
eligible institution/organization as
specified in this RFA; other entities
participating in a joint project pro-
posal are not required to meet the defi-
nition of an eligible institution/organi-
zation.

Outcomes means specific, measurable
project results and benefits that, when
assessed and reported, indicate the
project’s plan of operation has been
achieved.

Plan of Operation means a detailed,
step-by-step description of how the ap-
plicant intends to accomplish the
project’s outcomes. At a minimum, the
plan should include a timetable indi-
cating how outcomes are achieved, a
description of resources to be used or
acquired, and the responsibilities ex-
pected of all project personnel.

Regular project proposal means an ap-
plication for a project:

(1) Where the applicant institution/
organization will be the sole entity in-
volved in the execution of the project;
or

(2) Which will involve the applicant
institution/organization and one or
more other entities, but where the in-
volvement of the other entity(ies) does
not meet the requirements for a joint
proposal as defined in this section.

Rural Area means any area other
than a city or town that has a popu-
lation of 50,000 inhabitants and the ur-
banized area contiguous and adjacent
to such a city or town.

Technology Development means the
practical application of knowledge to
address specific State, regional, or
community opportunities in the bio-
energy, pulp and paper manufacturing,
or agriculture-based renewable energy
occupations.

NOTE: In general, technology is more than
the development of a single product, but is
instead a system of related products, proce-
dures and services to ensure a systems ap-
proach to address a specific issue.

Training means the planned and sys-
tematic acquisition of practical knowl-
edge, skills or competencies required
for a trade, occupation or profession
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delivered by formal classroom instruc-
tion, laboratory instruction, or
practicum experience.

[74 FR 45973, Sept. 4, 2009, as amended at 75
FR 59060, Sept. 27, 2010]

§3430.903 Eligibility.

Applications may be submitted by ei-
ther:

(a) Public or private nonprofit com-
munity colleges, or

(b) Advanced technological centers,
either of which must:

(1) Be located in a rural area (see defi-
nition in §3430.902);

(2) Have been in existence as of June
18, 2008;

(3) Participate in agricultural or bio-
energy research and applied research;

(4) Have a proven record of develop-
ment and implementation of programs
to meet the needs of students, edu-
cators, and business and industry to
supply the agriculture-based, renew-
able energy or pulp and paper manufac-
turing fields with certified technicians,
as determined by the Secretary; and

(5) Have the ability to leverage exist-
ing partnerships and occupational out-
reach and training programs for sec-
ondary schools, 4-year institutions, and
relevant nonprofit organizations.

§3430.904 Project types and priorities.

For each RFA, NIFA may develop
and include the appropriate project
types and focus areas based on the crit-
ical needs identified through stake-
holder input and deemed appropriate
by NIFA.

(a) In addition, priority in funding
shall be given to eligible entities work-
ing in partnerships to:

(1) Improve information-sharing ca-
pacity;

(2) Maximize the ability to meet the
requirements of the RFA; and

(3) To address the following two RTP
goals:

(i) To increase the number of stu-
dents encouraged to pursue and com-
plete a 2-year postsecondary degree, or
a certificate of completion, within an
occupational focus of this grant pro-
gram; and

(ii) To assist rural communities by
helping students achieve their career
goals to develop a viable workforce for
bioenergy, pulp and paper manufac-
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turing, or agriculture-based renewable
energy.

(b) Applicants may submit applica-
tions for one of the three project types:

(1) Regular project proposal (the ap-
plicant executes the project without
the requirement of sharing grant funds
with other project partners);

(2) Joint project proposal (the appli-
cant executes the project with assist-
ance from at least one additional part-
ner and must share grant funds with
the additional partner(s)); and

(3) Conference/planning grant to fa-
cilitate strategic planning session(s).

§3430.905 Funding restrictions.

(a) Prohibition against construction.
Grant funds awarded under this author-
ity may not be used for the renovation
or refurbishment of research, edu-
cation, or extension space; the pur-
chase or installation of fixed equip-
ment in such space; or the planning, re-
pair, rehabilitation, acquisition, or
construction of buildings or facilities.

(b) Prohidbition on tuition remission.
Tuition remission (e.g., scholarships,
fellowships) is not allowed.

(c) Indirect costs. Subject to §3430.54,
indirect costs are allowable with the
exception of indirect costs for Con-
ference/Planning grants, which are not
allowed.

§3430.906 Matching requirements.

There are no matching requirements
for grants under this subpart.

§3430.907 Stakeholder input.

NIFA shall seek and obtain stake-
holder input through a variety of fo-
rums (e.g., public meetings, requests
for input and/or Web site), as well as
through a notice in the FEDERAL REG-
ISTER, from the following entities:

(a) Community college(s).

(b) Advanced technological center(s),
located in rural area, for technology
development, applied research, and/or
training.

§3430.908 Review criteria.

Evaluation criteria. NIFA shall evalu-
ate project proposals according to the
following factors:

(a) Potential for Advancing Quality
of Technology Development, Applied
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Research, and/or Training/Significance
of the Program.

(b) Proposed Approach and Coopera-
tive Linkages.

(c) Institution Organization Capa-
bility and Capacity Building.

(d) Key Personnel.

(e) Budget and Cost-Effectiveness.

§3430.909 Other considerations.

(a) Amount of grants. An applicant for
a regular project proposal (single insti-
tution/organization) under this subpart
may request up to $125,000 (total
project, not per year). An applicant for
a joint project proposal (applicant plus
one or more partners) under this sub-
part may request up to $300,000 (total
project, not per year). A conference/
planning grant applicant may request
up to $10,000 (total project/not per
year).

(b) Duration of grants. The term of a
grant for a standard RTP project under
this subpart shall not exceed 5 years.
No-cost extensions of time beyond the
maximum award terms will not be con-
sidered or granted.

Subpart N [Reserved]
Subpart O—Sun Grant Program

SOURCE: 75 FR 70580, Nov. 18, 2010, unless
otherwise noted.

§3430.1000 Applicability of
tions.

regula-

The regulations in this subpart apply
to the Federal assistance awards made
under the program authorized under
section 7526 of the Food, Conservation,
and Energy Act of 2008 (FCEA), Pub. L.
110-246 (7 U.S.C. 8114).

§3430.1001 Purpose.

In carrying out the program, NIFA is
authorized to make awards under sec-
tion 7526 of the FCEA to eligible enti-
ties (as designated in section
7526(b)(1)(A)—(F) of the FCEA) to fund
subgrants and activities that:

(a) Enhance national energy security
through the development, distribution,
and implementation of biobased energy
technologies;

(b) Promote diversification in, and
the environmental sustainability of,

§3430.1003

agricultural production in the United
States through biobased energy and
product technologies;

(c) Promote economic diversification
in rural areas of the United States
through biobased energy and product
technologies; and

(d) Enhance the efficiency of bio-
energy and biomass research and devel-
opment programs through improved co-
ordination and collaboration among
the Department, other appropriate
Federal agencies (as determined by the
Secretary), and land-grant colleges and
universities.

[75 FR 70580, Nov. 18, 2010, as amended at 81
FR 6418, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.1002 Definitions.

The definitions specific to the Sun
Grant Program are from the author-
izing legislation, the National Program
Leadership of NIFA, and the Depart-
ment of Energy. The definitions appli-
cable to the program under this sub-
part include:

Biobased product means:

(1) An industrial product (including
chemicals, materials, and polymers)
produced from biomass; or

(2) A commercial or industrial prod-
uct (including animal feed and electric
power) derived in connection with the
conversion of biomass to fuel.

Bioenergy means power generated in
the form of electricity or heat using
biomass as a feedstock.

Center means a Sun Grant Center
identified in §3430.1003(a)(1) through (5).

Subcenter means the Sun Grant Sub-
center identified in §3430.1003(a)(6).

Technology development means the
process of research and development of
technology.

Technology implementation means the
introduction of new technologies to ei-
ther an existing organization, or to a
larger community, such as a type of
business.

[75 FR 70580, Nov. 18, 2010, as amended at 81
FR 6418, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.1003 Eligibility.

(a) Sun Grant Centers and Subcenter.
NIFA will use amounts appropriated
for the Sun Grant Program to provide
grants to the following five Centers
and one Subcenter:
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(1) A North-Central Center for the re-
gion composed of the States of Illinois,
Indiana, Iowa, Minnesota, Montana,
Nebraska, North Dakota, South Da-
kota, Wisconsin, and Wyoming;

(2) A Southeastern Center for the re-
gion composed of the States of Ala-
bama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky,
Mississippi, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Tennessee, and Virginia, the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and the
United States Virgin Islands;

(3) A South-Central Center for the re-
gion composed of the States of Arkan-
sas, Colorado, Kansas, Louisiana, Mis-
souri, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and
Texas;

(4) A Northeastern Center for the re-
gion composed of the States of Con-
necticut, Delaware, Massachusetts,
Maryland, Maine, Michigan, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island,
Vermont, and West Virginia;

(5) A Western Center for the region
composed of the States of Alaska, Ari-
zona, California, Hawaii, Idaho, Ne-
vada, Oregon, Utah, and Washington,
and insular areas (other than the Com-
monwealth of Puerto Rico and the
United States Virgin Islands); and

(6) A Western Insular Pacific Sub-
center (that receives Federal funds
through the Western Center rather
than directly from NIFA, in accordance
with §3430.1004(b)) for the region of
Alaska, Hawaii, Guam, American
Samoa, the Commonwealth of the
Northern Mariana Islands, the Fed-
erated States of Micronesia, the Repub-
lic of the Marshall Islands, and the Re-
public of Palau.

(b) Subawardees of the Centers and
Subcenter. To be eligible for a subaward
from a Center or Subcenter pursuant to
§3430.1004(a)(1), an applicant:

(1) Must be located in the region cov-
ered by the applicable Center or Sub-
center; and

(2) Must be one of the following:

(i) State agricultural experiment sta-
tion;

(ii) College or university;

(iii) University research foundation;

(iv) Other research institution or or-
ganization;

(v) Federal agency;

(vi) National laboratory;
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(vii) Private organization or corpora-
tion;

(viii) Individual; or

(ix) Any group consisting of 2 or
more entities described in paragraphs
(b)(2)(1) through (viii) of this section.

(c) Ineligibility. A Center or Subcenter
will be ineligible for funding under the
Sun Grant Program if NIFA deter-
mines on the basis of an audit or a re-
view of a report submitted under
§3430.1009 that the Center or Subcenter
has not complied with the require-
ments of section 7526 of the FCEA (7
U.S.C. 8114). A Center or Subcenter de-
termined to be ineligible pursuant to
this paragraph will remain ineligible
for such period of time as deemed ap-
propriate by NIFA. This ineligibility
requirement is in addition to the en-
forcement actions that NIFA may take
pursuant to §3430.60.

[75 FR 70580, Nov. 18, 2010, at 81 FR 6418, Feb.
8, 2016]

§3430.1004 Project types and prior-
ities.

(a) Project types. The Sun Grant Pro-
gram provides funds for two distinct
project types. Subject to paragraph (b),
of the funds provided by NIFA to the
Centers and Subcenter, the required
use of funds by each of the Centers and
the Subcenter is as follows:

(1) Regional competitive research, exten-
sion, and education grant programs. Sev-
enty-five percent must be used for re-
gional competitively awarded research,
extension, and education subgrants to
eligible entities (described in
§3430.1003(b)) to conduct, in a manner
consistent with the purposes described
in §3430.1001, multi-institutional and
integrated, multistate research, exten-
sion, and education programs on tech-
nology development and technology
implementation. Regional competitive
grants programs will target specific
elements of the purposes described in
§3430.1001, implementing national pri-
orities in the context of regional scale
biogeographic and climatic conditions.

(i) Requests for applications. The Cen-
ters and Subcenter must develop re-
gional requests for applications (RFAs)
utilizing guidance from regional advi-
sory panels created and administered
by the Centers and Subcenter for pur-
poses of addressing region-specific
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issues, and which include representa-
tion from academia, the national lab-
oratories, Federal and State agencies,
the private sector, and public interest
groups. Advisory panel members will
have appropriate expertise and experi-
ence in the areas of biomass and bio-
energy.

(ii) Peer review of proposals. Each re-
gion will announce RFAs and solicit
proposals. These proposals must be
peer reviewed by panels in a manner
similar to the system of peer review re-
quired by section 103 of the Agricul-
tural Research, Extension, and Edu-
cation Reform Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C.
7613), and may include representation
from Federal and State laboratories,
the national laboratories, and private
and public interest groups, as appro-
priate. The Centers and Subcenter may
use implementing regulations found in
§§3430.31 through 3430.37 as a guideline
for appropriate peer review standards.
Additional guidance may be provided
by NIFA. To ensure consistency across
the regions, prior to announcing the re-
gional RFAs that will be used to solicit
proposals, the Centers and Subcenter
must provide NIFA the RFAs for ap-
proval by the designated NIFA pro-
gram contact, as identified in the NIFA
program solicitation. The Centers and
Subcenter shall award subgrants on the
basis of merit, quality, and relevance
to advancing the purposes of the Sun
Grant Program.

(2) Research, extension, and education
activities conducted at the Centers and
Subcenter. Except for funds available
for administrative expenses as provided
in §3430.1005(b), the remainder of the
funds must be used for multi-institu-
tional and multistate research, exten-
sion, and education programs on tech-
nology development and multi-institu-
tional and multistate integrated re-
search, extension, and education pro-
grams on technology implementation,
in a manner consistent with the pur-
poses described in §3430.1001.

(b) Special provisions for the Western
Center and Western Insular Pacific Sub-
center. Funds provided by NIFA to the
Western Insular Pacific Subcenter
shall come from an allocation of a por-
tion of the funds received by the West-
ern Center, as directed by NIFA in the
program solicitation, rather than di-

§3430.1005

rectly from NIFA. For the Center, the
phrase ‘‘funds provided by NIFA” in
paragraph (a) of this section refers to
those funds provided by NIFA for the
Sun Grant Program that are not allo-
cated to the Subcenter. For the Sub-
center, the phrase ‘‘funds provided by
NIFA” in paragraph (a) of this section
refers to those funds that are allocated
to the Subcenter.

(c) Priorities. For the regional com-
petitive grants program under para-
graph (a)(1) of this section, the Centers
and Subcenter shall use the plan ap-
proved by NIFA under §3430.1007 in
making subawards and shall give a
higher priority to proposals that are
consistent with the plan.

[75 FR 70580, Nov. 18, 2010, as amended at 81
FR 6418, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.1005

(a) Facility costs. Funds made avail-
able under the Sun Grant Program
shall not be used for the construction
of a new building or facility or the ac-
quisition, expansion, remodeling, or al-
teration of an existing building or fa-
cility (including site grading and im-
provement, and architect fees).

(b) Indirect cost provisions for regional
competitive research, extension, and edu-
cation grant programs. Funds provided
by NIFA to the Centers and Subcenter
for the regional competitive grants
program under §3430.1004(a)(1) may not
be used for the indirect costs of award-
ing the competitive grants. However,
up to 4 percent of the total funds pro-
vided by NIFA to the Centers and the
Subcenter under §3430.1004 for the Sun
Grant Program may be budgeted for
administrative costs incurred in award-
ing the competitive grants.

(c) Indirect cost provisions for research,
exrtension, and education activities con-
ducted at the Centers and Subcenter.
Subject to §3430.54, indirect costs are
allowable for the funds provided by
NIFA to the Centers and the Subcenter
for the research, extension, and edu-
cation programs under §3430.1004(a)(2).

(d) Required allocations. Each Center
and Subcenter must fund subgrants in
a proportion that is a minimum 30 per-
cent for conducting multi-institutional
and multistate research, extension, and
education programs on technology de-
velopment; and a minimum 30 percent

Funding restrictions.
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for conducting integrated multi-insti-
tutional and multistate research, ex-
tension, and education programs on
technology implementation. Each Sun
Grant Center must clearly demonstrate
a common procedure for ensuring the
required allocations are met, and for
maintaining documentation of these
required percentages for audit pur-
poses.

[75 FR 70580, Nov. 18, 2010, as amended at 81
FR 6418, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.1006 Matching requirements.

(a) Matching provisions for the Centers
and Subcenter. The Centers and the
Subcenter are not required to match
Federal funds.

(b) Matching provisions for subawards.
For subawards made by the Centers or
Subcenter through the competitive
grants process, not less than 20 percent
of the cost of an activity must be
matched with funds, including in-kind
contributions, from a non-Federal
source, by the subawardee.

(1) Ezxception for fundamental research.
This matching requirement does not
apply to fundamental research (as de-
fined in §3430.2).

(2) Special matching provisions for ap-
plied research. With prior approval by
the NIFA authorized departmental offi-
cer (ADO), the Center or Subcenter
may reduce or eliminate the matching
requirement for applied research (as
defined in §3430.2) if the Center or Sub-
center determines that the reduction is
necessary and appropriate pursuant to
guidance issued by NIFA.

§3430.1007

(a) Required plan. The Centers and
Subcenter shall jointly develop and
submit to NIFA for approval a plan for
addressing the bioenergy, biomass, and
bioproducts research priorities of the
Department and the other appropriate
Federal agencies at the State and re-
gional levels. Proposals submitted to
the Sun Grant Program must be suffi-
ciently detailed and of high enough
quality and demonstrate adequate evi-
dence of collaboration to meet this re-
quirement. Funds available for admin-
istrative costs (see §3430.1005(b)) may
be used to meet this requirement.

Planning activities.
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(b) [Reserved]

[75 FR 70580, Nov. 18, 2010, as amended at 81
FR 6418, Feb. 8, 2016]

§3430.1008 Sun Grant
Analysis Center.

Information

The Centers and Subcenter shall
maintain, at the North-Central Center,
a Sun Grant Information Analysis Cen-
ter to provide the Centers and Sub-
center with analysis and data manage-
ment support. Each Center and Sub-
center shall allocate a portion of the
funds available for administrative or
indirect costs under §3430.1005 to main-
tain the Sun Grant Information Anal-
ysis Center.

§3430.1009 Administrative duties.

In addition to other reporting re-
quirements agreed to in the terms and
conditions of each award, not later
than 90 days after the end of each Fed-
eral fiscal year, each Center and Sub-
center shall submit to NIFA a report
that describes the policies, priorities,
and operations of the program carried
out by the Center or Subcenter during
the fiscal year, including the results of
all peer and merit review procedures
conducted as part of administering the
regional competitive research, exten-
sion, and educational grant programs;
and a description of progress made in
facilitating the plan described in
§3430.1007.

§3430.1010 Review criteria.

Panel reviewers conducting merit re-
views on proposals submitted by the
Centers will be instructed to ensure
that proposals adequately address the
plan developed in accordance with
§3430.1007 for consideration of the rel-
evance and merit of proposals.

§3430.1011 Duration of awards.

The term of a Federal assistance
award made under the Sun Grant Pro-
gram shall not exceed 5 years. No-cost
extensions of time beyond the max-
imum award terms will not be consid-
ered or granted.
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Subpart P—Food Insecurity
Nutrition Incentive Program

SOURCE: 80 FR 64310, Oct. 23, 2015, unless
otherwise noted.

§3430.1100 Applicability of
tions.

The regulations in this subpart apply
to the Food Insecurity Nutrition Incen-
tive (FINI) grants program authorized
under section 4405 of the Food, Con-
servation, and Energy Act of 2008 (7
U.S.C. 7517), as added by section 4208 of
the Agricultural Act of 2014 (Pub. L.
113-79).

§3430.1101 Purpose.

The primary goal of the FINI grants
program is to fund and evaluate
projects intended to increase the pur-
chase of fruits and vegetables by low-
income consumers participating in
Supplemental Nutrition Assistance
Program (SNAP) by providing incen-
tives at the point of purchase.

§3430.1102 Definitions.

The definitions applicable to the
FINI grants program under this sub-
part include:

Community food assessment means a
collaborative and participatory process
that systematically examines a broad
range of community food issues and as-
sets, so as to inform change actions to
make the community more food se-
cure.

Emergency feeding organization means
a public or nonprofit organization that
administers activities and projects (in-
cluding the activities and projects of a
charitable institution, a food bank, a
food pantry, a hunger relief center, a
soup kitchen, or a similar public or pri-
vate nonprofit eligible recipient agen-
cy) providing nutrition assistance to
relieve situations of emergency and
distress through the provision of food
to needy persons, including low-income
and unemployed persons. (See 7 U.S.C.
7501).

Exemplary practices means high qual-
ity community food security work that
emphasizes food security, nutritional
quality, environmental stewardship,
and economic and social equity.

Expert reviewers means individuals se-
lected from among those recognized as

regula-

§3430.1102

uniquely qualified by training and ex-
perience in their respective fields to
give expert advice on the merit of
grant applications in such fields who
evaluate eligible proposals submitted
to this program in their respective
area(s) of expertise.

Food security means access to afford-
able, nutritious, and culturally appro-
priate food for all people at all times.

Fruits and vegetables means, for the
purposes of the incentives provided
under these grants, any variety of
fresh, canned, dried, or frozen whole or
cut fruits and vegetables without added
sugars, fats or oils, and salt (i.e. so-
dium).

Logic model means a systematic and
visual way to present and share an un-
derstanding of the relationships among
resources available to operate a pro-
gram, and includes: Planned activities
and anticipated results; and the presen-
tation of the resources, inputs, activi-
ties, outputs, outcomes and impacts.

Outcomes means the changes in the
wellbeing of individuals that can be at-
tributed to a particular project, pro-
gram, or policy, or that a program
hopes to achieve over time. They indi-
cate a measurable change in partici-
pant knowledge, attitudes, or behav-
iors.

Process evaluation means examining
program activities in terms of:

(1) The age, sex, race, occupation, or
other demographic variables of the tar-
get population;

(2) The program’s organization, fund-
ing, and staffing; and

(3) The program’s location and tim-
ing. Process evaluation focuses on pro-
gram activities rather than outcomes.

PromiseZone refers to designated
high-poverty communities ‘“‘where the
federal government will partner with
and invest in communities to create
jobs, leverage private investment, in-
crease economic activity, expand edu-
cational opportunities, and improve
public safety.” See hittps:/
www.hudexchange.info/programs/promise-
eones/.

Nonprofit organication means a special
type of organizationthat has been orga-
nized to meet specific tax-exempt pur-
poses. To qualify for nonprofit status,
your organizationmust be formed to
benefit:
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(1) The public;

(2) A specific group of individuals; or

(3) The membership of the nonprofit.

StrikeForce means the “USDA’s
StrikeForce Initiative for Rural
Growth and Opportunity, which works
to address the unique set of challenges
faced by many of America’s rural com-
munities. Through StrikeForce, USDA
is leveraging resources and collabo-
rating with partners and stakeholders
to improve economic opportunity and
quality of life in these areas. See hittp./
www.usda.gov/wps/vortal/usda/
usdahome?navid=STRIKE FORCE
more information.

Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Pro-
gram (SNAP) means the supplemental
nutrition assistance program estab-
lished under the Food and Nutrition
Act of 2008 (7 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.).

Value chain means adding value to a
product, including production, mar-
keting, and the provision of after-sales
service and incorporating fair pricing
to farms. It also involves keeping the
final pricing to customers within com-
petitive range. Value chain develop-
ment, therefore, is a process of building
relationships between supplier and
buyer that are reciprocal and win-win;
instead of always striving to buy at
lowest cost.

for

§3430.1103 Eligibility.

(a) In general. Eligibility to receive a
grant under this subpart is limited to
government agencies and nonprofit or-
ganizations. All applicants must dem-
onstrate in their application that they
are a government agency or nonprofit
organization. Eligible government
agencies and nonprofit organizations
may include:

(1) An emergency feeding organiza-
tion;

(2) An agricultural cooperative;

(3) A producer network or associa-
tion;

(4) A community health organization;

(5) A public benefit corporation;

(6) An economic development cor-
poration;

(7) A farmers’ market;

(8) A community-supported agri-
culture program;

(9) A buying club;

(10) A SNAP-authorized retailer; and

(11) A State, local, or tribal agency.

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

(b) Further eligibility requirements—(1)
Related to projects. To be eligible to re-
ceive a grant under this subpart, appli-
cants must propose projects that:

(i) Have the support of the State
SNAP agency;

(ii) Would increase the purchase of
fruits and vegetables by low-income
consumers participating in SNAP by
providing incentives at the point of
purchase;

(iii) Operate through authorized
SNAP retailers and comply with all
relevant SNAP regulations and oper-
ating requirements;

(iv) Agree to participate in the FINI
comprehensive program evaluation;

(v) Ensure that the same terms and
conditions apply to purchases made by
individuals with SNAP benefits and
with incentives under the FINI grants
program as apply to purchases made by
individuals who are not members of
households receiving benefits as pro-
vided in §278.2(b) of this title; and

(vi) Include effective and efficient
technologies for benefit redemption
systems that may be replicated in
other States and communities.

(2) Related to experience and other com-
petencies. To be eligible to receive a
grant under this subpart, applicants
must meet the following requirements:

(i) Have experience:

(A) In efforts to reduce food insecu-
rity in the community, including food
distribution, improving access to serv-
ices, or coordinating services and pro-
grams; or

(B) With the SNAP program;

(ii) Demonstrate competency to im-
plement a project, provide fiscal ac-
countability, collect data, and prepare
reports and other necessary docu-
mentation;

(iii) Secure the commitment of the
State SNAP agency to cooperate with
the project; and

(iv) Possess a demonstrated willing-
ness to share information with re-
searchers, evaluators (including the
independent evaluator for the pro-
gram), practitioners, and other inter-
ested parties, including a plan for dis-
semination of results to stakeholders.

(c) Other, non-eligibility considerations.
Applicants are encouraged:
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(1) To propose projects that will pro-
vide employees with important job
skills; and

(2) To have experience the following
areas:

(i) Community food work, particu-
larly concerning small and medium-
size farms, including the provision of
food to people in low-income commu-
nities and the development of new mar-
kets in low-income communities for
agricultural producers; and

(ii) Job training and business devel-
opment activities for food-related ac-
tivities in low-income communities.

(d) Partnerships. Applicants for a
grant under this subpart are encour-
aged to seek and create partnerships
with public or private, nonprofit or for-
profit entities, including links with
academic institutions (including mi-
nority-serving colleges and univer-
sities) or other appropriate profes-
sionals; community-based organiza-
tions; local government entities;
PromiseZone lead applicant/organiza-
tion or implementation partners; and
StrikeForce area coordinators or
partnering entities for the purposes of
providing additional Federal resources
and strengthening under-resourced
communities. Only the applicant must
meet the requirements specified in this
section for grant eligibility. Project
partners and collaborators need not
meet the eligibility requirements.

§3430.1104 Project types and prior-
ities.

(a) FINI Pilot Projects (FPP). FPPs are
aimed at new entrants seeking funding
for a project in the early stages of in-
centive program development.

(b) FINI Projects (FP). FPs are aimed
at mid-sized groups developing incen-
tive programs at the local or State
level.

(c) FINI Large Scale Projects (FLSP).
FLSPs are aimed at groups developing
multi-county, State, and regional in-
centive programs with the largest tar-
get audience of all FINI projects.

§3430.1105 Funding restrictions.

(a) Construction. Funds made avail-
able for grants under this subpart shall
not be used for the construction of a
new building or facility or the acquisi-
tion, expansion, remodeling, or alter-

§3430.1108

ation of an existing building or facility
(including site grading and improve-
ment, and architect fees).

(b) Indirect costs. Subject to §3430.54,
indirect costs are allowable.

§3430.1106 Matching requirements.

(a) In general. Recipients of a grant
under this subpart must provide
matching contributions on a dollar-for-
dollar basis for all Federal funds
awarded.

(b) Source and type. The non-Federal
share of the cost of a project funded by
a grant under this subpart may be pro-
vided by a State or local government
or a private source. The matching re-
quirement in this section may be met
through cash or in-kind contributions,
including third-party in-kind contribu-
tions fairly evaluated, including facili-
ties, equipment, or services.

(c) Limitation. If an applicant part-
ners with a for-profit entity, the non-
Federal share that is required to be
provided by the applicant may not in-
clude the services of an employee of
that for-profit entity, including sala-
ries paid or expenses covered by that
employer.

(d) Indirect costs. Use of indirect costs
as in-kind matching contributions is
subject to §3430.52(b).

§3430.1107 Program requirements.

The term of a grant under this sub-
part may not exceed 5 years. No-cost
extensions of time beyond the max-
imum award terms will not be consid-
ered or granted.

§3430.1108 Priorities.

(a) In general. Except as provided in
paragraph (b) of this section, in award-
ing grants under this subpart, NIFA
will give priority to projects that:

(1) Maximize the share of funds used
for direct incentives to participants;

(2) Use direct-to-consumer sales mar-
keting;

(3) Demonstrate a track record of de-
signing and implementing successful
nutrition incentive programs that con-
nect low-income consumers and agri-
cultural producers;

(4) Provide locally or regionally pro-
duced fruits and vegetables;

() Are located in underserved com-
munities; or
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(6) Address other criteria as estab-
lished by NIFA and included in the re-
quests for applications.

(b) Exception. The priorities in para-
graph (a) of this section that are given
by NIFA will depend on the project
type identified in §3430.1104. Applicants
should refer to the requests for applica-
tions to determine which priorities will
be given to which project types.

PART 3431—VETERINARY MEDICINE
LOAN REPAYMENT PROGRAM

Subpart A—Designation of Veterinarian
Shortage Situations

Sec.

3431.1
3431.2
3431.3

Applicability of regulations.

Purpose.

Definitions and acronyms.

3431.4 Solicitation of stakeholder input.

3431.5 Solicitation of veterinarian shortage
situations.

3431.6 Review of nominations.

3431.7 Notification and use of designated
veterinarian shortage situations.

Subpart B—Administration of the Veterinary
Medicine Loan Repayment Program

3431.8 Purpose and scope.

3431.9 Eligibility to apply.

3431.10 Eligibility to participate.

3431.11 Application.

3431.12 Selection of applicants.

3431.13 Terms of loan repayment and length
of service requirements.

3431.14 Priority.

3431.15 Qualifying loans.

3431.16 Certifications and verifications.

3431.17 VMLRP service agreement offer.

3431.18 Service agreement.

3431.19 Payment and tax liability.

3431.20 Administration.

3431.21 Breach.

3431.22 Waiver.

3431.23 Service to Federal government in
emergency situations.

3431.24 Reporting requirements, monitoring,
and close-out.

AUTHORITY: 7 U.S.C. 3151a; Pub. L. 106-107
(31 U.S.C. 6101 note).

SOURCE: 75 FR 20243, Apr. 19, 2010, unless
otherwise noted.

Subpart A—Designation of
Veterinarian Shortage Situations
§3431.1 Applicability of regulations.

This part establishes the process and
procedures for designating veterinarian
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shortage situations as well as the ad-
ministrative provisions for the Veteri-
nary Medicine Loan Repayment Pro-
gram (VMLRP) authorized by the Na-
tional Veterinary Medical Service Act
(NVMSA), 7 U.S.C. 3151a.

§3431.2 Purpose.

The Secretary will follow the proc-
esses and procedures established in
subpart A of this part to designate vet-
erinarian shortage situations for the
VMLRP. Applications for the VMLRP
will be accepted from eligible veteri-
narians who agree to serve in one of
the designated shortage situations in
exchange for the repayment of an
amount of the principal and interest of
the veterinarian’s qualifying edu-
cational loans. The administrative pro-
visions for the VMLRP, including the
application process, are established in
subpart B of this part.

§3431.3 Definitions and acronyms.

(a) General definitions. As used in this
part:

Act means the National Veterinary
Medical Service Act, as amended.

Agency or NIFA means the National
Institute of Food and Agriculture.

Department means the United States
Department of Agriculture.

Food animal means the following spe-
cies: Bovine, porcine, ovine/camelid,
cervid, poultry, caprine, and any other
species as determined by the Secretary.

Food supply veterinary medicine means
all aspects of veterinary medicine’s in-
volvement in food supply systems,
from traditional agricultural produc-
tion to consumption.

Insular area means the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, Guam, Amer-
ican Samoa, the Commonwealth of the
Northern Mariana Islands, the Fed-
erated States of Micronesia, the Repub-
lic of the Marshall Islands, the Repub-
lic of Palau, and the Virgin Islands of
the United States.

NVMSA means the National Veteri-
nary Medicine Service Act.

Practice of food supply veterinary medi-
cine includes corporate/private prac-
tices devoted to food animal medicine,
mixed animal medicine located in a
rural area (at least 30 percent of prac-
tice devoted to food animal medicine),
food safety, epidemiology, public
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health, animal health, and other public
and private practices that contribute
to the production of a safe and whole-
some food supply.

Practice of veterinary medicine means
to diagnose, treat, correct, change, al-
leviate, or prevent animal disease, ill-
ness, pain, deformity, defect, injury, or
other physical, dental, or mental con-
ditions by any method or mode; includ-
ing:

(1) The prescription, dispensing, ad-
ministration, or application of any
drug, medicine, biologic, apparatus, an-
esthetic, or other therapeutic or diag-
nostic substance or medical or surgical
technique, or

(2) The use of complementary, alter-
native, and integrative therapies, or

(3) The use of any manual or mechan-
ical procedure for reproductive man-
agement, or

(4) The rendering of advice or rec-
ommendation by any means including
telephonic and other electronic com-
munications with regard to any of
paragraphs (1), (2), (3), or (4) of this def-
inition.

Rural area means any area other than
a city or town that has a population of
50,000 inhabitants and the urbanized
area contiguous and adjacent to such a
city or town.

Secretary means the Secretary of Ag-
riculture and any other officer or em-
ployee of the Department to whom the
authority involved has been delegated.

Service area means geographic area in
which the veterinarian will be pro-
viding veterinary medical services.

State means any one of the fifty
States, the District of Columbia, and
the insular areas of the United States.

State animal health official or SAHO
means the State veterinarian, or equiv-
alent, who will be responsible for nomi-
nating and certifying veterinarian
shortage situations within the State.

Veterinarian means a person who has
received a professional veterinary med-
icine degree from a college of veteri-
nary medicine accredited by the AVMA
Council on Education.

Veterinarian shortage situation means
any of the following situations in
which the Secretary, in accordance
with the process in subpart A of this
part, determines has a shortage of vet-
erinarians:

§3431.3

(1) Geographical areas that the Sec-
retary determines have a shortage of
food supply veterinarians; and

(2) Areas of veterinary practice that
the Secretary determines have a short-
age of food supply veterinarians, such
as food animal medicine, public health,
animal health, epidemiology, and food
safety.

Veterinary medicine means all
branches and specialties included with-
in the practice of veterinary medicine.

Veterinary Medicine Loan Repayment
Program or VMLRP means the Veteri-
nary Medicine Loan Repayment Pro-
gram authorized by the National Vet-
erinary Medical Service Act.

(b) Definitions applicable to Subpart B.

Applicant means an individual who
applies to and meets the eligibility cri-
teria for the VMLRP.

Breach of agreement results when a
participant fails to complete the serv-
ice agreement obligation required
under the terms and conditions of the
agreement and will be subject to as-
sessment of monetary damages and
penalties as determined in the service
agreement, unless a waiver has been
granted or an exception applies.

Current payment status means that a
qualified educational loan is not past
due in its payment schedule as deter-
mined by the lending institution.

Debt threshold means the minimum
amount of qualified student debt an in-
dividual must have, on their program
eligibility date, in order to be eligible
for program benefits, as determined by
the Secretary.

Program eligibility date means the date
on which an individual’s VMLRP
agreement is executed by the Sec-
retary.

Program participant means an indi-
vidual whose application to the
VMLRP has been approved and whose
service agreement has been accepted
and signed by the Secretary.

Qualifying educational expenses means
the costs of attendance of the applicant
at a college of veterinary medicine ac-
credited by the AVMA Council on Edu-
cation, exclusive of the tuition and rea-
sonable living expenses. Educational
expenses may include fees, books, lab-
oratory expenses and materials, as re-
quired by an accredited college or
school of veterinary medicine as part
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of a Doctor of Veterinary Medicine de-
gree program, or the equivalent. The
program participant must submit suffi-
cient documentation, as required by
the Secretary, to substantiate the
school requirement for the educational
expenses incurred by the program par-
ticipant.

Qualifying educational loans means
loans that are issued by any Federal,
State, or local government entity, ac-
credited academic institution(s), and/or
commercial lender(s) that are subject
to examination and supervision in
their capacity as lending institutions
by an agency of the United States or
the State in which the lender has its
principal place of business. Loans must
have been made for one or more of the
following: School tuition, other quali-
fying educational expenses, or reason-
able living expenses relating to the ob-
tainment of a degree of Doctor of Vet-
erinary Medicine from a college or
school of veterinary medicine accred-
ited by the AVMA Council on Edu-
cation. Such loans must have docu-
mentation which is contemporaneous
with the training received in a college
or school of veterinary medicine. If
qualifying educational loans are refi-
nanced, the original documentation of
the loan(s) will be required to be sub-
mitted to the Secretary to establish
the contemporaneous nature of such
loans.

Reasonable living expenses means the
ordinary living costs incurred by the
program participant while attending
the college of veterinary medicine, ex-
clusive of tuition and educational ex-
penses. Reasonable living expenses
must be incurred during the period of
attendance and may include food and
lodging expenses, insurance, com-
muting and transportation costs. Rea-
sonable living expenses must be equal
to or less than the sum of the school’s
estimated standard student budgets for
living expenses for the degree of veteri-
nary medicine for the year(s) during
which the program participant was en-
rolled in the school. However, if the
school attended by the program partic-
ipant did not have a standard student
budget or if a program participant re-
quests repayment for living expenses
which are in excess of the standard stu-
dent budgets described in the preceding
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sentence, the program participant
must submit documentation, as re-
quired by the Secretary, to substan-
tiate the reasonableness of living ex-
penses incurred. To the extent that the
Secretary determines, upon review of
the program participant’s documenta-
tion, that all or a portion of the living
expenses are reasonable, these expenses
will qualify for repayment.

Service agreement means the agree-
ment, which is signed by an applicant
and the Secretary for the VMLRP
wherein the applicant agrees to accept
repayment of qualifying educational
loans and to serve in accordance with
the provisions of NVMSA for a pre-
scribed period of obligated service.

Termination means a waiver of the
service obligation granted by the Sec-
retary when compliance by the partici-
pant is impossible, would involve ex-
treme hardship, or where enforcement
with respect to the individual would be
unconscionable (see breach of agree-
ment).

Withdrawal means a request by a par-
ticipant for withdrawal from participa-
tion in the VMLRP after signing the
service agreement, but prior to
VMLRP making the first quarterly
payment on behalf of the participant.
A withdrawal is without penalty to the
participant and without obligation to
the Program.

§3431.4 Solicitation of stakeholder
input.

The Secretary will solicit stake-
holder input on the process and proce-
dures used to designate veterinarian
shortage situations prior to the publi-
cation of the solicitation for nomina-
tion of veterinarian shortage situa-
tions. A notice may be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER, on the Agency’s
Web site, or other appropriate format
or forum. This request for stakeholder
input may include the solicitation of
input on the administration of VMLRP
and its impact on meeting critical vet-
erinarian shortage situations. All com-
ments will be made available and ac-
cessible to the public.

§3431.5 Solicitation of veterinarian
shortage situations.

(a) General. The Secretary will follow
the procedures described in this part to
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solicit veterinarian shortage situations
as the term is defined in §3431.3.

(b) Solicitation. The Secretary will
publish a solicitation for nomination of
veterinarian shortage situations in the
FEDERAL REGISTER, on the Agency’s
Web site, or other appropriate format
or forum.

(c) Frequency. Contingent on the
availability of funds, the Secretary
will normally publish a solicitation on
an annual basis. However, the Sec-
retary reserves the right to solicit vet-
erinarian shortage situations every
two or three years, as appropriate.

(d) Content. The solicitation will de-
scribe the nomination process, the re-
view criteria and process, and include
the form used to submit a nomination.
The solicitation may specify the max-
imum number of nominations that may
be submitted by each State animal
health official.

(e) Nominations. Nominations shall
identify the veterinarian shortage situ-
ation and address the criteria in the
nomination form which may include
the objectives of the position, the ac-
tivities of the position, and the risk
posed if the position is not secured.

(f) Nominating Official. The State ani-
mal health official in each State is the
person responsible for submitting and
certifying veterinarian shortage situa-
tions within the State to NIFA offi-
cials. It is strongly recommended that
the State animal health official of each
State involve the leading health ani-
mal experts in the State in the nomi-
nation process.

§3431.6 Review of nominations.

(a) Peer panel. State shortage situa-
tions nominations will be evaluated by
a peer panel of experts in animal
health convened by the Secretary. The
panel will evaluate nominations ac-
cording to the criteria identified in the
solicitation. The panel will consider
the objectives and activities of the vet-
erinarian position in the veterinary
service shortage situation and the
risks associated with not securing or
retaining the position and make a rec-
ommendation regarding each nomina-
tion.

(b) Agency review. The Secretary will
evaluate the recommendations of the

§3431.9

peer panel and designate shortage situ-
ations for the VMLRP.

§3431.7 Notification and use of des-
ignated veterinarian shortage situa-
tions.

The Secretary will publish the des-
ignated veterinarian shortage situa-
tions on the Agency’s Web site and will
use the designated veterinarian short-
age situations to solicit VMLRP loan
repayment applications from indi-
vidual veterinarians in accordance
with subpart B of this part.

Subpart B—Administration of the
Veterinary Medicine Loan Re-
payment Program

§3431.8 Purpose and scope.

(a) Purpose. The regulations of this
subpart apply to the award of veteri-
nary medicine loan repayments under
the Veterinary Medicine Loan Repay-
ment Program (VMLRP) authorized by
the National Veterinary Medicine
Service Act, 7 U.S.C. 3151a.

(b) Scope. Under the VMLRP, the Sec-
retary enters into service agreements
with veterinarians to pay principal and
interest on education loans of veteri-
narians who agree to work in veteri-
nary shortage situations for a pre-
scribed period of time. In addition, pro-
gram participants may enter into an
agreement to provide services to the
Federal government in emergency situ-
ations in exchange for salary, travel,
per diem expenses, and additional
amounts of loan repayment assistance.
The purpose of the program is to assure
an adequate supply of trained food ani-
mal veterinarians in shortage situa-
tions and provide USDA with a pool of
veterinary specialists to assist in the
control and eradication of animal dis-
ease outbreaks.

§3431.9 Eligibility to apply.

(a) General. To be eligible to apply to
the VMLRP an applicant must:

(1) Have a degree of Doctor of Veteri-
nary Medicine (DVM), or the equiva-
lent, from a college of veterinary medi-
cine accredited by the AVMA Council
on Education;

(2) Have qualifying educational loan
debt as defined in §3431.3;
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(3) Secure an offer of employment or
establish and/or maintain a practice in
a veterinary shortage situation, as de-
termined by the Secretary in accord-
ance with the procedures in subpart A
of this part, within the time period
specified in the VMLRP service agree-
ment offer; and

4) Provide
verifications in
§3431.16.

(b) Non-eligibility. The following indi-
viduals are ineligible to apply to the
VMLRP:

(1) An individual who owes an obliga-
tion for veterinary service to the Fed-
eral government, a State, or other en-
tity under an agreement with such
Federal, State, or other entity are in-
eligible for the VMLRP unless such ob-
ligation will be completely satisfied
prior to the beginning of service under
the VMLRP;

(2) An individual who has a Federal
judgment lien against his/her property
arising from Federal debt; and

(3) An individual who has total quali-
fied debt that does not meet the debt
threshold.

and
with

certifications
accordance

§3431.10 Eligibility to participate.

To be eligible to participate in the
VMLRP, a participant must meet the
following criteria:

(a) Meet the eligibility criteria of
§3431.9 for applying to the VMLRP;

(b) Be selected for participation by
the Secretary pursuant to §3431.12.

(c) Comply with all State and local
regulations (including appropriate Ili-
censure where required) in the jurisdic-
tion in which he or she proposes to
practice;

(d) Be a citizen, national, or perma-
nent resident of the United States;

(e) Sign a service agreement to pro-
vide veterinary services in one of the
veterinarian shortage situations; and

(f) Comply with the terms and condi-
tions of the Service Agreement.

§3431.11 Application.

Individuals who meet the eligibility
criteria of §3431.9 may submit an on-
line program application or any other
application process provided by the
Secretary.
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§3431.12 Selection of applicants.

(a) Review of applications. Upon re-
ceipt, applications for the VMLRP will
be reviewed for eligibility and com-
pleteness by the appropriate staff as
determined by the Secretary. Incom-
plete or ineligible applications will not
be processed or reviewed.

(b) Peer review. (1) Applications for
the VMLRP that are deemed eligible
and complete will be referred to the
VMLRP peer panel for peer review. In
evaluating the application, reviewers
are directed to consider the following
components, as well as any other cri-
teria identified in the RFA, and how
they relate to the likelihood that the
applicant will meet the terms and con-
ditions of the VMLRP agreement, con-
tinue to serve in a veterinary shortage
situation, or pursue a career in food
supply veterinary medicine:

(i) Major or emphasis area(s) during
formal post-secondary training (e.g.,
bachelors degree major, minor);

(ii) Major or emphasis area(s) during
formal training for DVM/VMD degree;

(iii) Specialty training area/dis-
cipline (e.g., board certification or
graduate degree);

(iv) Non-degree/non-board certifi-
cation training or certifications (e.g.,
animal agrosecurity coursework and
certifications);

(v) Applicant’s personal statement;

(vi) Awards;

(vii) Letters or recommendation, if
applicable; and

(viii) Other documentation or cri-
teria, as specified in the RFA.

(2) Applicants will then be ranked
based on their qualifications relative
to the attributes of the shortage situa-
tion applied for.

§3431.13 Terms of loan repayment and
length of service requirements.

(a) Loan repayment. For each year of
obligated service in a veterinary short-
age situation, as determined by the
Secretary, with a minimum of 3 years
(and maximum of 4 years) of obligated
service, the Secretary may pay:

(1) An amount not exceeding $25,000
per year of a program participant’s
qualifying loans; and

(2) An additional amount not exceed-
ing $5,000 per year of a program partici-
pant’s qualifying loans, if the program
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participant has already been selected
for participation in the VMLRP and
agrees to enter into a one-year agree-
ment for each year of service to pro-
vide up to 60 days of obligated service
to the Federal government in animal
health emergency situations, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, provided the
shortage situation in which the partici-
pant has agreed to serve has been des-
ignated as suitable for the Federal ob-
ligated service.

(b) To maximize the number of agree-
ments and to encourage qualified vet-
erinarians to participate in the
VMLRP, the Secretary may establish a
loan repayment cap that differs from
the cap established under paragraph
(a)(1) and (a)(2) of this section when it
is in the best interest of VMLRP. This
will be identified in the RFA.

(c) The Secretary will determine the
debt threshold in the RFA.

(d) Loan repayments will be made di-
rectly to the loan provider on a quar-
terly basis, starting with the end of the
first quarter after the program eligi-
bility date of the service agreement.
Tax payments equal to 39 percent of
the loan repayments will be credited
directly to the participant’s IRS (Fed-
eral tax) account simultaneously with
each loan repayment.

(e) Once a service agreement has
been signed by both parties, the Sec-
retary will obligate such funds as will
be necessary to ensure that sufficient
funds will be available to make loan re-
payments and tax payments, as speci-
fied in the service agreement, for the
duration of the period of obligated
service. Reimbursements for tax liabil-
ities in excess of the amount provided
(not to exceed 39 percent of the amount
of loan repayment or any other cap es-
tablished by the Secretary) will be sub-
ject to the availability of funds. These
additional tax payments, if available
to the VMLRP participants, will be
identified in the RFA and in the partic-
ipant service agreement.

(f) Participants are required to keep
payments current on all qualifying
VMLRP loans.

(g) Travel expenditures. The VMLRP
will not reimburse a program partici-
pant for expenses associated with trav-
eling from the program participant’s
residence to the prospective practice

§3431.15

site for the purpose of evaluating such
site or the expenses of relocating from
the program participant’s temporary
or permanent residence to a practice
site.

§3431.14 Priority.

Pursuant to NVMSA, the Secretary
will give priority to agreements with
veterinarians for the practice of food
animal medicine in veterinarian short-
age situations, as determined by the
Secretary. The Secretary may estab-
lish additional criteria in the RFA for
assigning priority levels to veteri-
narian shortage situations nominated
for award.

§3431.15 Qualifying loans.

(a) General. Loan repayments pro-
vided under the VMLRP may consist of
payments on behalf of participating in-
dividuals of the principal and interest
on qualifying educational loans re-
ceived by the individual for attendance
of the individual at an accredited col-
lege of veterinary medicine resulting
in a degree of Doctor of Veterinary
Medicine, or the equivalent, which
loans were made for one or more of the
following:

(1) Tuition expenses;

(2) All other reasonable educational
expenses, as defined in this part and as
determined by the Secretary; and

(3) Reasonable living expenses, as de-
fined in this part and as determined by
the Secretary.

(b) Non-eligible loans. The following
loans are ineligible for repayment
under the VMLRP:

(1) Loans not obtained from a bank,
credit union, savings and loan associa-
tion, not-for-profit organization, insur-
ance company, school, and other finan-
cial or credit institution which is sub-
ject to examination and supervision in
its capacity as lending institution by
an agency of the United States or of
the State in which the lender has its
principal place of business;

(2) Loans for which supporting docu-
mentation is not available;

(3) Loans that have been consolidated
with loans of other individuals, such as
spouses or children;

(4) Loans or portions of loans ob-
tained for educational or living ex-
penses which exceed the standard of
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reasonableness as determined by the
participant’s standard school budget
for the year in which the loan was
made, and are not determined by the
Secretary, to be reasonable based on
additional documentation provided by
the individual;

(5) Loans, financial debts, or service
obligations incurred under another
loan repayment or scholarship pro-
gram, or similar programs, which pro-
vide loans, scholarships, loan repay-
ments, or other awards in exchange for
a future service obligation;

(6) Non-educational loans, including
home equity loans; and

(7) Any loan in default, delinquent, or
not in a current payment status.
verifi-

§3431.16 Certifications and

cations.

(a) The application for the loan re-
payment program shall include a per-
sonal statement describing how the ap-
plicant would meet the requirements
of:

(1) The veterinary service shortage
situations as defined in the RFA;

(2) The eligibility criteria for appli-
cation of section §3431.9 of this part;
and

(3) The selection priority of §3431.14
of this part.

(b) The applicant shall provide suffi-
cient documentation to establish that
the applicant has qualifying loans as
described in §3431.15 of this part.

(c) The applicant shall provide suffi-
cient documentation to establish that
the applicant has the capacity to se-
cure an offer of employment or estab-
lish and/or maintain a veterinary prac-
tice in a veterinary service shortage
situation as defined in subpart A of
this part.

(d) The applicant shall provide, if ap-
plicable, sufficient documentation to
establish that the applicant is licensed
to practice veterinary medicine in the
jurisdiction in which the applicant has
an offer of employment.

(e) The applicant shall provide, if ap-
plicable, the required documentation
to establish whether the applicant re-
ceives payments under any other Fed-
eral, State, institutional, or private
loan repayment programs.

(f) The applicant shall provide the re-
quired documentation to show that he/
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she has completed, or is in the process
of completing, the National Veterinary
Accreditation Program (NVAP) if na-
tional accreditation is required for the
veterinary shortage position for which
the applicant has an offer of employ-
ment.

(g) The applicant shall provide au-
thorization to the appropriate staff as
designated by the Secretary to obtain a
copy of the participant’s credit report.

§3431.17
offer.

VMLRP service agreement

The Secretary will make an offer to
successful applicants to enter into an
agreement with the Secretary to pro-
vide veterinary services under the
VMLRP. As part of the offer, successful
VMLRP applicants will be provided a
specific period of time, as defined in
the RFA, to secure an offer of employ-
ment or establish and/or maintain a
veterinary practice in a veterinary
shortage situation.

§3431.18 Service agreement.

(a) The service agreement shall be
signed by the program participant and
the Secretary after acceptance of the
terms and conditions of the loan repay-
ment program by the program partici-
pant.

(b) The service agreement shall speci-
fy the period of obligated service.

(c) The service agreement shall speci-
fy the amount of loan repayment to be
paid for each year of obligated service.

(d) The service agreement shall con-
tain a provision defining when a breach
of the agreement by the program par-
ticipant has occurred.

(e) The service agreement shall pro-
vide remedies for the breach of a serv-
ice agreement by a program partici-
pant, including repayment or partial
repayment of financial assistance re-
ceived, with interest.

(f) The service agreement shall in-
clude provisions addressing the grant-
ing of a waiver by the Secretary in case
of hardship.

(g) Payments under the service
agreement do not exempt a program
participant from the responsibility
and/or liability for any loan(s) for
which he or she is obligated, as the
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Secretary is not obligated to the lend-
er/note holder for its commitment to
the program participant.

(h) During the term of the service
agreement, the program participant
shall agree that the Secretary or the
designated VMLRP service provider is
authorized to verify the status of each
loan for which the Secretary will be re-
imbursing the participant.

(i) The service agreement shall con-
tain certifications, as determined by
the Secretary.

(j) The service agreement shall con-
tain provisions addressing the income
tax liability of the program participant
and the availability of reimbursement
of taxes incurred as a result of an indi-
vidual’s participation in the VMLRP.

(k) Renewal. The service agreement
will indicate whether the existing serv-
ice agreement may be renewed. How-
ever, renewal applications are subject
to peer review and approval, accept-
ance is not guaranteed, and the posi-
tion must still be considered a veteri-
narian shortage situation at the time
of application for renewal. The Sec-
retary may request additional docu-
mentation in connection with the re-
view and approval of a renewal applica-
tion. The Secretary reserves the right
not to offer renewals. Any requests for
renewal applications will be solicited
via the RFA.

(1) The service agreement shall con-
tain participant reporting require-
ments (e.g., quarterly, annual, and/or
close-out) to allow for program moni-
toring and evaluation.

§3431.19 Payment and tax liability.

(a) Loan repayment. Loan repayments
pursuant to a service agreement are
made directly to a participant’s lend-
er(s) by the Secretary or the VMLRP
service provider. If there is more than
one outstanding qualified educational
loan, the Secretary will repay the
loans in the following order, unless the
Secretary determines significant sav-
ings to the program would result from
paying loans in a different order of pri-
ority:

(1) Loans guaranteed by the U.S. De-
partment of Education;

(2) Loans made or guaranteed by a
State;

(3) Loans made by a School; and

§3431.20

(4) Loans made by other entities, in-
cluding commercial loans.

(b) Tax Liability Payments. Tax pay-
ments equal to 39 percent of the total
loan repayment amount will be cred-
ited directly to the participant’s IRS
(Federal tax) account simultaneously
with each loan payment. The Secretary
may make payments of an amount not
to exceed 39 percent of the actual an-
nual loan repayments made in a cal-
endar year for all or part of the in-
creased Federal, State, and local tax 1li-
ability resulting from loan repayments
received under the VMLRP. However,
the Secretary may increase the cap, if
appropriate. Supplementary payments
for increased tax liability may be made
for the actual amount of tax liability
associated with the receipt of loan re-
payments under the VMLRP. Avail-
ability of these additional tax liability
payments (i.e., in excess of 39 percent
or other approved cap) will be identi-
fied in the RFA and in the participant
service agreement. Program partici-
pants wishing to receive tax liability
payments will be required to submit
their requests for such payments in a
manner prescribed by the Secretary
and must provide the Secretary with
any documentation the Secretary de-
termines is necessary to establish a
program participant’s increased tax li-
ability. Tax liability payments in ex-
cess of 39 percent or other approved cap
will be made on a reimbursement basis
only.

(c) Under §3431.19(a) and (b), the Sec-
retary will make loan and tax liability
payments to the extent appropriated
funds are available for these purposes.

§3431.20 Administration.

The VMLRP will be administered by
NIFA. NIFA may carry out this pro-
gram directly or enter into agreements
with another Federal agency or other
service provider to assist in the admin-
istration of the VMLRP. However, the
determination of the veterinarian
shortage areas, peer review of indi-
vidual VMLRP applications, and the
overall VMLRP oversight and coordi-
nation will reside with the Secretary.

[756 FR 20243, Apr. 19, 2010, as amended at 79
FR 76001, Dec. 19, 2014]
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§3431.21 Breach.

(a) General. If a program participant
fails to complete the period of obli-
gated service incurred under the serv-
ice agreement, including failing to
comply with the applicable terms and
conditions of a waiver granted by the
Secretary, the program participant
must pay to the United States an
amount as determined in the service
agreement. Payment of this amount
shall be made within 90 days of the
date that the program participant
failed to complete the period of obli-
gated service, as determined by the
Secretary.

(b) Ezxceptions. (1) A termination of
service for reasons that are beyond the
control of the program participant will
not be considered a breach.

(2) A transfer of service from one
shortage situation to another, if ap-
proved by the Secretary, will not be
considered a breach.

(3) A call or order to active duty will
not be considered a breach.

(c) The Secretary may renegotiate
the terms of a participant’s service
agreement in the event of a transfer,
termination or call to active duty pur-
suant to paragraph (b) of this section.

(d) Amount of repayment. The service
agreement shall provide the method for
the calculation of the amount owed by
a program participant who has
breached a service agreement.

(e) Debt Collection. Individuals in
breach of a service agreement entered
into under this part are considered to
owe a debt to the United States for the
amount of repayment. Any such debt
will be collected pursuant to the De-
partment’s Debt Management regula-
tions at 7 CFR part 3.

§3431.22 Waiver.

(a) A program participant may seek a
waiver or suspension of the service or
payment obligations incurred under
this part by written request to the Sec-
retary setting forth the bases, cir-
cumstances, and causes which support
the requested action.

(b) The Secretary may waive any
service or payment obligation incurred
by a program participant whenever
compliance by the program participant
is impossible or would involve extreme
hardship to the program participant
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and if enforcement of the service or
payment obligation would be against
equity and good conscience.

(1) Compliance by a program partici-
pant with a service or repayment obli-
gation will be considered impossible if
the Secretary determines, on the basis
of information and documentation as
may be required:

(i) That the program participant suf-
fers from a physical or mental dis-
ability resulting in the permanent in-
ability of the program participant to
perform the service or other activities
which would be necessary to comply
with the obligation; or

(ii) That the employment of the pro-
gram participant has been terminated
involuntarily for reasons unrelated to
job performance.

(2) In determining whether compli-
ance by a program participant with the
terms of a service or repayment obliga-
tion imposes an extreme hardship, the
Secretary may, on the basis of infor-
mation and documentation as may be
required, take into consideration the
nature of the participant’s personal
problems and the extent to which these
affect the participant’s ability to per-
form the obligation.

(c) All requests for waivers must be
submitted to the Secretary in writing.

(d) A program participant who is
granted a waiver in accordance with
this section will be notified by the Sec-
retary in writing.

(e) Any obligation of a program par-
ticipant for service or payment will be
canceled upon the death of the program
participant.

§3431.23 Service to Federal govern-
ment in emergency situations.

(a) The Secretary may enter into
agreements of 1 year duration with vet-
erinarians who have service agree-
ments for such veterinarians to provide
services to the Federal Government in
emergency situations, as determined
by the Secretary, under terms and con-
ditions specified in the agreement.

(b) Pursuant to a service agreement
under this section, the Secretary shall
pay an amount, in addition to the
amount paid, as determined by the Sec-
retary and specified in the agreement,
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of the principal and interest of quali-
fying educational loans of the veteri-
narians. This amount will be provided
in the RFA.

(c) Agreements entered into under
this paragraph shall include the fol-
lowing:

(1) A veterinarian shall not be re-
quired to serve more than 60 working
days per year of the agreement.

(2) A veterinarian who provides serv-
ice pursuant to the agreement shall re-
ceive a salary commensurate with the
duties and shall be reimbursed for trav-
el and per diem expenses as appropriate
for the duration of the service.

§3431.24 Reporting requirements,
monitoring, and close-out.

VMLRP participants will be required
to submit periodic reports per the
terms and conditions of their service
agreements. In addition, the Secretary
is responsible for ensuring that a
VMLRP participant is complying with
the terms and conditions of their serv-
ice agreement, including any addi-
tional reporting or close-out require-
ments.

PART 3434—HISPANIC-SERVING
AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES AND

UNIVERSITIES CERTIFICATION
PROCESS

Sec.

3434.1 Applicability of regulations.

3434.2
3434.3
3434.4
3434.5
3434.6
3434.7

Purpose.

Definitions.

Eligibility.
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Certification.

Duration of certification.

3434.8 Appeals.
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APPENDIX A TO PART 3434—LIST OF AGRI-
CULTURE-RELATED FIELDS

APPENDIX B TO PART 3434—LIST OF HSACU
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AUTHORITY: 7 U.S.C. 3108.

SOURCE: 77 FR 25040, Apr. 27, 2012, unless
otherwise noted.
§3434.1 Applicability of regulations.

This part establishes the process to
certify and designate a group of eligi-
ble educational institutions as His-
panic-Serving Agricultural Colleges

§3434.3

and Universities, as authorized by Sec-
tion 7101 of the Food, Conservation,
and Energy Act of 2008 (FCEA), 7 U.S.C.
3103; Public Law 110-246.

§3434.2 Purpose.

The Secretary will follow the proc-
esses and criteria established in this
regulation to certify and designate
qualifying colleges and universities as
HSACUs. Institutions designated as
HSACUs will be eligible for five new
programs authorized by Congress in
section 7129 of the FCEA as well as for
other ongoing NIFA programs for
which HSACUs are now eligible (e.g.,
integrated programs authorized by sec-
tion 406 of the Agricultural Research,
Extension, and Education Reform Act
of 1998). The five new programs include
the HSACU Endowment Fund (formula-
based), HSACU Institutional Capacity
Building Grants Program (competi-
tive), HSACU Extension Grants Pro-
gram (competitive), HSACU Applied
and Fundamental Research Grants
Program (competitive), and HSACU
Equity Grants Program (formula-
based). The administrative provisions,
including reporting requirements, for
the HSACU Endowment Fund will be
established in a separate part (7 CFR
part 3437). The administrative provi-
sions and reporting requirements for
the other four new HSACU programs
will be established as subparts in 7T CFR
part 3430.

§3434.3 Definitions.

As used in this part:

Agency or NIFA means the National
Institute of Food and Agriculture.

Agriculture-related fields means a
group of instructional programs that
are determined to be agriculture-re-
lated fields of study for HSACU eligi-
bility purposes by a panel of National
Program Leaders at the National Insti-
tute of Food and Agriculture.

Department means the United States
Department of Agriculture.

Hispanic-serving Institution means an
institution of higher education that:

(1) Is an eligible institution, as that
term is defined at 20 U.S.C. 1101a; and

(2) Has an enrollment of under-
graduate full-time equivalent students
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that is at least 25 percent Hispanic stu-
dents, as reported to the U.S. Depart-
ment of Hducation’s Integrated Post-
secondary Education Data System dur-
ing the fall semester of the previous
academic year.

Secretary means the Secretary of Ag-
riculture and any other officer or em-
ployee of the Department to whom the
authority involved has been delegated.

§3434.4 Eligibility.

(a) General. To be eligible to receive
designation as a HSACU, colleges and
universities must:

(1) Qualify as Hispanic-serving Insti-
tutions; and

(2) Offer associate, bachelors, or
other accredited degree programs in
agriculture-related fields pursuant to
§3434.5.

(b) Non-eligibility. The following col-
leges and universities are ineligible for
HSACU certification:

(1) 1862 land-grant institutions, as de-
fined in section 2 of the Agricultural
Research, Extension, and Education
Reform Act of 1998 (7 U.S.C. 7601);

(2) Institutions that appear in the
Lists of Parties Excluded from Federal
financial and nonfinancial assistance
and benefits programs (Excluded Par-
ties List System);

(3) Institutions that are not accred-
ited by a nationally recognized accred-
ited agency or association; and

(4) Institutions with Hispanic stu-
dents receiving less than 15% of the de-
grees awarded in agriculture-related
programs over the two most recent
completed academic years.

§3434.5 Agriculture-related fields.

(a) The Secretary shall use the Clas-
sification of Instructional Programs
(CIP) coding system developed by the
U.S. Department of Education’s Na-
tional Center for Education Statistics
as the source of information for all ex-
isting instructional programs. This
source is located at http:/nces.ed.gov/
ipeds/cipcode.

(b) A complete list of instructional
programs deemed to be agriculture-re-
lated fields by the Secretary is pro-
vided in Appendix A to this part. This
list will include the full six-digit CIP
code and program title (or major) for
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each agriculture-related instructional
program.

(c) The list of agriculture-related
fields will be updated every five years
starting in 2015. However, the Sec-
retary reserves the right to make
changes at any time, if deemed appro-
priate and necessary.

(d) Any changes made in the CIP cod-
ing system by the U.S. Department of
Education may result in a review or re-
evaluation of the list of agriculture-re-
lated fields by the Secretary.

§3434.6 Certification.

(a) Except as provided in paragraph
(c) of this section, institutions that
meet the eligibility criteria set forth
in §3434.4 and offer agriculture-related
programs in accordance to the criteria
set forth in §3434.5 (see list in Appendix
A to this part) shall be granted HSACU
certification by the Secretary.

(b) A complete list of institutions
with HSACU certification shall be pro-
vided in Appendix B to this part and
posted on the NIFA Web site at http:/
www.nifa.usda.gov.

(c) Institutions with Hispanic stu-
dents receiving less than 15% of de-
grees awarded in agriculture-related
programs during the two most recent
completed academic years shall not be
granted HSACU certification by the
Secretary.

(d) The list of HSACU institutions
will be updated annually. However, the
Secretary reserves the right to make
changes at any time, when deemed ap-
propriate and necessary.

§3434.7 Duration of certification.

(a) Except as provided in paragraphs
(b) and (c¢) of this section, HSACU cer-
tification granted to an institution by
the Secretary under this part shall re-
main valid for a period of one year.

(b) Failure to maintain eligibility
status at any time during the HSACU
certification period shall result in an
immediate revocation of HSACU cer-
tification.

(c) Failure to remain in compliance
with reporting requirements or adher-
ence to any administrative or national
policy requirements listed in award
terms and conditions for any of the
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HSACU programs may result in a sus-
pension or an immediate revocation of
HSACU certification.

§3434.8 Appeals.

(a) An institution not listed as a
HSACU in Appendix B to this part may
submit an appeal to address denial of a
certification made pursuant to this
part. Such appeals must be in writing
and received by the HSACU Appeals Of-
ficer, Policy and Oversight Division,
National Institute of Food and Agri-
culture, U.S. Department of Agri-
culture, 800 9th Street SW., Wash-
ington, DC 20024 within 30 days fol-
lowing an announcement of institu-
tions designated for certification. The
Appeals Officer will consider the record
of the decision in question, any further
written submissions by the institution,
and other available information and
shall provide the appellant a written
decision as promptly as circumstances
permit. Such appeals constitute an ad-
ministrative review of the decision ap-
pealed from and are not conducted as
an adjudicative proceeding.

(b) Appeals involving an agriculture-
related field of study must include the
CIP code and program title of the field
of study (or major).

(c) Appeals from non-HSI schools will
not be considered.

(d) The NIFA Assistant Director of
the Institute of Youth, Family, and
Community shall serve as the Appeals
Officer.

(e) In considering such appeals or ad-
ministrative reviews, the Appeals Offi-
cer shall take into account alleged er-
rors in professional judgment or al-
leged prejudicial procedural errors by
NIFA officials. The Appeals Officer’s
decision may:

(1) Reverse the appealed decision;

(2) Affirm the appealed decision;

(3) Where appropriate, withhold a de-
cision until additional materials are
provided. The Appeals Officer may base
his/her decision in whole or part on
matters or factors not discussed in the
decision appealed from.

(f) If the NIFA decision on the appeal
is adverse to the appellant or if an ap-
pellant’s request for review is rejected,
the appellant then has the option of
submitting a request to the NIFA Dep-
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uty Director for Food and Community
Resources for further review.

(g) The request for further review
must be submitted to Policy and Over-
sight Division, National Institute of
Food and Agriculture, U.S. Department
of Agriculture, 800 9th Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20024 within 30 days
following the Appeals Officer’s deci-
sion.

(h) No institution shall be considered
to have exhausted its administrative
remedies with respect to the certifi-
cation or decision described in this
part until the NIFA Deputy Director
for Food and Community Resources
has issued a final administrative deci-
sion pursuant to this section. The deci-
sion of the NIFA Deputy Director for
Food and Community Resources is con-
sidered final.

(i) Appellants shall be notified in
writing of any decision made by NIFA
in regards to the appeal.

§3434.9 Recertification.

(a) The recertification process for a
HSACU remains the same as the proc-
ess outlined in §3434.6.

(b) There is no limit to the number of
times an institution may be recertified
as a HSACU.

(c) In the event an institution is not
granted recertification due to non-
compliance with reporting require-
ments for a HSACU program, the insti-
tution shall be notified in writing and
given a period of 90 days from the date
of notification to be in compliance.

§3434.10 Reporting requirements.

(a) The certification process does not
involve any reporting requirements.

(b) Reporting requirements for
HSACU programs (e.g., HSACU Endow-
ment Fund) shall be established in sep-
arate parts.

APPENDIX A TO PART 3434—LIST OF
AGRICULTURE-RELATED FIELDS

The instructional programs listed in this
appendix are observed to be agriculture-re-
lated fields for HSACU eligibility purposes.
Programs are listed in numerical order by
their six-digit CIP code followed by the full
title of the instructional program, as listed
by the U.S. Department of Education.

01.0000, Agriculture, General
01.0101, Agricultural Business and Manage-
ment, General
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01.0102, Agribusiness/Agricultural Business
Operations

01.0103, Agricultural Economics

01.0104, Farm/Farm and Ranch Management

01.0105, Agricultural/Farm Supplies Retailing
and Wholesaling

01.0106, Agricultural Business Technology

01.0199, Agricultural Business and Manage-
ment, Other

01.0201, Agricultural Mechanization, General

01.0204, Agricultural Power Machinery Oper-
ation

01.0205, Agricultural Mechanics and Equip-
ment/Machine Technology

01.0299, Agricultural Mechanization, Other

01.0301, Agricultural Production Operations,
General

01.0302, Animal/Livestock Husbandry and
Production

01.0303, Aquaculture

01.0304, Crop Production

01.0306, Dairy Husbandry and Production

01.0307, Horse Husbandry/Equine Science and
Management

01.0308, Agroecology and Sustainable Agri-
culture

01.0309, Viticulture and Enology

01.0399, Agricultural Production Operations,
Other

01.0401, Agricultural
Processing

01.0504, Dog/Pet/Animal Grooming

01.0505, Animal Training

01.0507, Equestrian/Equine Studies

01.0508, Taxidermy/Taxidermist

01.0599, Agricultural and Domestic Animal
Services, Other

01.0601, Applied Horticulture/Horticultural
Operations, General

01.0603, Ornamental Horticulture

01.0604, Greenhouse Operations and Manage-
ment

01.0605, Landscaping and Groundskeeping

01.0606, Plant Nursery Operations and Man-
agement

01.0607, Turf and Turfgrass Management

01.0608, Floriculture/Floristry Operations and
Management

01.0699, Applied Horticulture/Horticultural
Business Services, Other

01.0701, International Agriculture

and Food Products

01.0801, Agricultural and Extension Edu-
cation Services

01.0802, Agricultural Communication/Jour-
nalism

01.0899, Agricultural Public Services, Other
01.0901, Animal Sciences, General

01.0902, Agricultural Animal Breeding
01.0903, Animal Health

01.0904, Animal Nutrition

01.0905, Dairy Science

01.0906, Livestock Management

01.0907, Poultry Science

01.0999, Animal Sciences, Other

01.1001, Food Science

01.1002, Food Technology and Processing
01.1099, Food Science and Technology, Other
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01.1101, Plant Sciences, General

01.1102, Agronomy and Crop Science

01.1103, Horticultural Science

01.1104, Agricultural and Horticultural Plant
Breeding

01.1105, Plant Protection and Integrated Pest
Management

01.1106, Range Science and Management

01.1199, Plant Sciences, Other

01.1201, Soil Science and Agronomy, General

01.1202, Soil Chemistry and Physics

01.1203, Soil Microbiology

01.1299, Soil Sciences, Other

01.9999, Agriculture, Agriculture Operations,
and Related Sciences, Other

03.0101, Natural Resources/Conservation,
General

03.0103, Environmental Studies

03.0104, Environmental Science

03.0199, Natural Resources Conservation and
Research, Other

03.0201, Natural Resources Management and
Policy

03.0204, Natural Resources Economics

03.0205, Water, Wetlands, and Marine Re-
sources Management

03.0206, Land Use Planning and Management/
Development

03.0207, Natural Resources Recreation and
Tourism

03.0208, Natural Resources Law Enforcement
and Protective Services

03.0299, Natural Resources Management and
Policy, Other

03.0301, Fishing and Fisheries Sciences and
Management

03.0501, Forestry, General

03.0502, Forest Sciences and Biology

03.0506, Forest Management/Forest Resources
Management

03.0508, Urban Forestry

03.0509, Wood Science and Wood Products/
Pulp and Paper Technology

03.0510, Forest Resources Production and
Management

03.0511, Forest Technology/Technician

03.0599, Forestry, Other

03.0601, Wildlife and Wildlands Science and
Management

03.9999, Natural Resources and Conservation,
Other

13.1301, Agricultural Teacher Education

14.0301, Agricultural/Biological Engineering
and Bioengineering

19.0501, Foods, Nutrition, and Wellness Stud-
ies, General

19.0504, Human Nutrition

19.0505, Foodservice Systems Administration/
Management

19.0599, Foods, Nutrition, and Related Serv-
ices, Other

30.1901, Nutrition Sciences

30.3301, Sustainability Studies

51.0808, Veterinary/Animal Health Tech-
nology/Technician and Veterinary As-
sistant
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APPENDIX B TO PART 3434—LIST OF
HSACU INSTITUTIONS, 2015-2016

The institutions listed in this appendix are
granted HSACU certification by the Sec-
retary and are eligible for HSACU programs
for the period starting October 1, 2015, and
ending September 30, 2016. Institutions are
listed alphabetically under the state of the
school’s location, with the campus indicated
where applicable.

ARIZONA (3)

Arizona Western College
Cochise College
Phoenix College

CALIFORNIA (39)

Allan Hancock College

Antelope Valley College

Antioch University—Los Angeles

Bakersfield College

California Baptist University

California Lutheran University

California State University—Dominquez
Hills

California State University—East Bay

California State University—Long Beach

California State University—San Bernardino

College of San Mateo

College of the Desert

College of the Sequoias

El Camino Community College District

Fullerton College

Golden West College

Hartnell College

Imperial Valley College

Long Beach City College

Los Angeles City College

Los Angeles Pierce College

Mendocino College

Merced College

MiraCosta College

Modesto Junior College

Monterey Peninsula College

Mt. San Antonio College

Mt. San Jacinto Community College District

National University

Pacific Union College

Porterville College

Reedley College

Saddleback College

Saint Mary’s College of California

San Diego City College

San Diego Mesa College

San Diego State University

San Francisco State University

San Jose State University

Santa Ana College

University of California-Riverside

University of La Verne

West Hills College Coalinga

Whittier College

COLORADO (1)
Trinidad State Junior College
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FLORIDA (5)

Broward College

Florida International University
Miami Dade College

Nova Southeastern University
Valencia College

NEVADA (2)

College of Southern Nevada
Truckee Meadows Community College

NEW JERSEY (2)

Saint Peter’s University
William Paterson University of New Jersey

NEW MEXICO (9)

Central New Mexico Community College

Eastern New Mexico University—Main Cam-
pus

Eastern New Mexico University—Ruidoso
Campus

Mesalands Community College

New Mexico Highlands University

New Mexico Institute of Mining and Tech-
nology

Northern New Mexico College

University of New Mexico—Main Campus

Western New Mexico University

NEW YORK (2)

CUNY Bronx Community College
CUNY LaGuardia Community College

PUERTO RICO (15)
Bayamon Central University

Instituto Tecnologico de Puerto Rico—
Manati

Inter American University of Puerto Rico—
Aguadilla

Inter American University of Puerto Rico—
Bayamon

Inter American University of Puerto Rico—
Metro

Inter American University of Puerto Rico—
Ponce

Inter American University of Puerto Rico—
San German

Pontifical Catholic University of Puerto
Rico—Ponce

Universidad Del Turabo

Universidad Metropolitana

University of Puerto Rico—Arecibo

University of Puerto Rico—Humacao

University of Puerto Rico—Medical Sciences
Campus

University of Puerto Rico—Rio Piedras Cam-
pus

University of Puerto Rico—Utuado

TEXAS (22)

Houston Community College
Lee College

Palo Alto College

Richland College

San Antonio College
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Saint Edward’s University

St. Mary’s University

Southwest Texas Junior College

Texas A&M International University
Texas A&M University—Corpus Christi
Texas A&M University—Kingsville
Texas State Technical College—Harlingen
Texas State University

University of Houston

University of Houston—Clear Lake
University of St. Thomas

University of Texas at Arlington
University of Texas at Brownsville

7 CFR Ch. XXXIV (1-1-17 Edition)

University of Texas at El Paso
University of Texas at San Antonio
University of Texas Rio Grande Valley
University of the Incarnate Word
WASHINGTON (3)

Columbia Basin College
Wenatchee Valley College
Yakima Valley Community College

[81 FR 5576, Feb. 3, 2016]

PARTS 3435-3499 [RESERVED]

384



		Superintendent of Documents
	2020-01-11T19:48:22-0500
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




